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selves, I appeal togentlemen—not from any partisan point of view, 
but as representatives of the whole people of the a 
whose business is to-day demoralized or almost destroyed, who 
are meeting demands upon them with the greatest difficulty— 
I appeal to gentlemen not to take any action here which will set 
this House in the direction of increasing the salaries of officials, 
the salary in the present case being provided for in the bill at the 
amount which has been received for at least two years, and in the 
case of salaries soon to be reached for at least ten or fifteen years. 
Let us stand for the present, so far as salaries are concerned, where 
we have stood during at least the past few years. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I am very much surprised to hear 
the appeal of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinGiey]. It isthe 
first time in my experience with him here during all these years 
that I have heard him = to the House to appropriate a less 
sum for the salary of a public officer than the law provides for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwill show the gentleman two hundred cases 
where we have been reporting during the last few years lower 
salaries than the amounts fixed by law. 

Mr. CRISP. It would be entirely as just to appropriate $4,000 
to pay the salary of the gentleman from Maine, aud to say in the 
bill that he should accept this sum in full compensation for his 
services as a member of the House. 

The law with reference to the officers now under consideration 
provides— 

There shall be appointed by the President, yw and with theadvice and con- 
sent of the Senate, a sufficient number of Indian —eeecaan, not exceeding 
five in number, to perform the duties required of such inspectors by the pro- 
visions of this title. Each inspector shall hold his office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President. Each inspector shall receive an annual 
salary of $3,000 and his necessary traveling expenses. 

Mr. DINGLEY. MayIaskmy friend when that law was passed? 

Mr. CRISP. In 1873 and 1875. These inspectors were nomi- 
nated by the President and confirmed by the Senate. They took 
the oath of office and entered upon their duties for a term of four 
years ata salary of $3,000. And now, because for two years a less 
sum has been appropriated than the amount fixed by law, we are 
told that we must continue to practice wrong. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, but for the provision which is put in this bill that an officer 
must take what is appropriated in full compensation as salary 
for his services, every one of these officers might refuse to ac- 
cept the sum appropriated, might go before the Court of Claims 
and recover judgment for the full legal amount of hissalary. But 
the House seeks to foreclose the officer from doing that by taking 
advantage of his necessities and saying to him, ‘‘ You must accept 
this sum in full compensation, although the law says that you are 
entitled to a greater sum.” I say, sir, that it is an unfair way to 
treat a public officer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You did not think so in the last Congress. 

Mr. CRISP. Idid think so. My attention was not called to it. 
Besides that, you have no evidence that the salary is too high. 
On the contrary, the chairman of the committee in charge of this 
very matier—the Committee on Indian Affairs—says it is not. 
You are left not to the judgment of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, but, according to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Maine, to the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations, 
who have no more to do with this bill than any of the other mem- 
bersof the House. The bill is reported by the Indian Committee. 
It is their duty to look into all of these matters, to make their report 
to the House after an investigation, and they report that $3,000 is 
reasonable compensation—the compensation fixed by the statute— 
and it seems to me that the House will be safe if it follows the 
judgment of the committee in charge of this particular thing 
which we are considering; and their judgment gives to these gen- 
tlemen performing this duty exactly what the law states they 
shall receive for their services. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, 1 must confess my sur- 

rise at the attitude of the gentleman from Georgia who has just 

en his seat. heard him state the other day, when we were 
considering the bill making appropriations for the District of Co- 
lumbia, that he did not believe one-half of the new members of 
this House knew or understood the question or the amendments 
that we were voting on when we voted on that bill. * now find 
him confessing that for ten years past he has been voting for ap- 
oe bills in which the salaries of different officers of the 

vernment had been decreased below the statutory amount, and 
that this is the very first time that he has ever discovered that 
fact or had his attention called to it 

Mr. CRISP. I said that my attention was called to it in this 
particular case, and that I would not vote or vindicate a vote to 
reduce a salary fixed by law when the service had been rendered. 

Mr. H WAY. Iam rised at the attitude of the gen- 
tleman from Illinoison this question. 1 am not surprised at some 
oe my on that side of the House (the Democratic side) who 


that these salaries should be raised, but Iam surprised at 


the attitude of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. To 


say that we should come here and make a record, and go to the 
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country on it, of increasing nearly two hundred salaries of offi- 
cials of the different Departments of the Government who have 
been content with the salaries which they have been receiving 
under the appropriation bills for twenty years, would be to put us 
on rather a bad footing before the country, and would not be, in 


my judgment, a good record for this Congress. I know the gen- 
tlemen who have been filling these positions for the last year or 
two as Indian inspectors have not resigned, although the salary 
was reduced to $2,500 a year, instead of $3,000, which the statute 
originally fixed, and that they have accepted the reduction with 
good grace and performed the duties without complaint. 

This bill, by the amendment at the beginning of it, introduced 
by the gentleman from Missouri _ DocKERY], provides that 
the amounts herein provided shall be in full of all salaries for the 
service rendered, and afterwards, if by this pending amendment 
we reduced the salary fixed in the bill from $3,000 to $2,500, it 
makes full compensation for the service, and there is no room for 
going into court. 

As to the law on this subject, it has been repeatedly decided 
that that is all they can receive under a bill which contains that 
provision. 

Mr. KEM. You have said that these inspectors did not resign? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. KEM. If your salary were reduced to $4,000 do you think 
you would resign? ; 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I certainly would not. 

Mr. KEM. That is what I think. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, I do not think the gentleman would 
resign if his were reduced to $2,500. [Laughter.] But I am 
simply saying to this side of the House—and they say this is no 
partisan question, but I do not desire to make a statement that is 
not exactly true, and I will admit that it is not wholly unpartisan 
in its character—that I do not want this side of the House to go to 
the country with a record of raising 206 salaries under the 
present condition of public affairs; for if the salary in this case 
is raised, when the legislative bill comes before the House for 
consideration it will become a precedent to raise all of the sala- 
ries there to the amount fixed by statute as far back as twenty-five 
years ago. 

Mr. OWENS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


{ Laughter. ] 


Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘Yes, sir. 
Mr. OWENS. I will ask the gentleman if it is not true that if 
one of these inspectors had refused to receive the compensation of 


2,500 fixed in the last appropriation bill he could have gone into 
the Court of Claims and recovered the salary fixed by the statute? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Ithink not. Under the provisions of this 
bill, by the amendment adopted at the beginning, it provides that 
this shall be in full of all compensation. 

Mr. OWENS. But suppose that he did not accept any part of 
the compensation, and stood on his rights under the statute, could 
he not recover in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Thatisaquestion I understand the courts 
have not been called upon to determine. 

Mr. OWENS. My understanding is that they have, and that 
an officer who declines to receive any part of the appropriation 
could sue for the whole of the statutory salary. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know of any such case. Do you 
know of any officer, let me ask in return, whose salary has been 
reduced for nearly twenty years who ever refused to take the 
salary and went into court on the assumption that the gentleman 
makes? 

Mr.OWENS. My acquaintance with officeholders is so limited 
that I could not answer that. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Possibly some other gentleman can tell us. 
I do not believe there is one who ever refused to accept the salary 
fixed in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I am a little surprised at the 
artisan speech made by my colleague from Maine | Mr. DinaLey]}. 
think the line of argument he indulged in is unworthy of his head 

and his heart. 

This question that is now before this committee does not involve 
200 officeholders or any suchnumber. The Committee on Indian 
Affaits has brought in a bill allowing five inspectors of Indian 
affairs salaries of $3,000 each as provided by law. The motion made 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] is to reduce those 
salaries $500 apiece. Now, I want to ask my Republican col- 
leagues what argument has been advanced by the gentleman from 
Maine why the motion of the gentleman from Missouri should 
prevail? Has he shown that these men do not earn the $3,000 pro- 
vided by law? Has he shown that the men who are filling these 
offices are not competent to discharge their duties? Not at all. 

We have the word of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs that the Commissioner cf Indian Affairs has said that the 
salaries should be restored in the appropriation bill to the amount 
— by law. Whatis the argument that is presented here 

y these gentlemen who seek to have this motion prevail? Not 
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that there is any merit in it, but they hold up the bugbear that 
in a bill that is soon to come before this House there are nearly 
200 officeholders whose selaries were reduced some twenty years 
ago. I want to appeal to the members of this House if that is an 
argument that should be addressed to honest, intelligent men, 
who propose to discharge their duty and to do justice to Govern- 
ment employees. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say a word further 
in answer to the gentleman from Maine. He knows as well as I 
know that there is no comparison between the question now be- 
fore this committee and the one that will come before it when the 
other appropriation bill is considered. 

Away back in the Forty-fourth Congress, twenty years ago, by 
a consensus of opinion, not only of the members of the House and 
the Senate, but the men who were holding the offices, the salaries 
of these various places were reduced. ihn have come and gone 
since then, and the men who hold these offices that are appropri- 
ated for in the bill that is suggested by the gentleman from Maine 
knew when they accepted tre offices that the salaries had been re- 
duced more than twenty yea: s ago, and they accepted those offices 
with the full knowledge wat they were only to get the amount 
that was appropriated for in the bill that had preceded their 
appointment. 

hat is not the condition that exists here. When these Indian 
inspectors were appointed by the President of the United States 
they were advised that under the law they were to receivea salary 
of $3,000 apiece; and I say, as I said before, that while this House 
has the brute force te reduce that salary, there is no more right, 
there is no more justice in it, than there is for the chairman of tae 
Committee on Appropriations to attempt to reduce the salaries of 
the members of this House. 

A Memper. Or of the President. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, as I said, if any of the men who opposed 
this committee had advanced any reason for this there might be 
some excuse for agreeing with them, but they do not do it, and I 
trust that the Republican members’of this House will rise above 
partisan considerations and do justice to these men, and pay them 
the amount of salary fixed by the law and the amount that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs propose to give them. [Applause.] 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [llinois yielded the 
floor, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is recognized. 

Mr, LACEY. I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
the original law that has been discussed here. It isin 17 Statutes 
at Large, chapter 138, and it reads as follows: 


An act making appropriations for current and contingent expenses— 


And so forth. It is the Indian appropriation bill for that year, 
and in that bill it provides that there shall be inspectors, and it 
fixes the salary. It is nothing but an appropriation act. 

Mr. SAYERS. It originated in an appropriation act? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, will the gentleman be kind enough to 
read the exact provision? 

Mr. LACEY. That was in 1873, and when they came to com- 
ile the statutes they simply took the appropriation bill and put 
t into the statutes, and this sacred thing that we are told we dare 

not look at now because it is existing law is after all nothing but 
an old appropriation bill passed by a preceding Congress. So, Mr. 
Chairman, in 1875 the appropriation bill came up again, and the 
number of these inspectors was reduced to three, with the salary 
left the same. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What was the salary? 

Mr. LACEY. Three thousand dollars, but it is in an appropria- 
tion bill. Thatisall there is to it. Wehave the same power 
that that Congress had to provide appropriations and also to pro- 
vide the number of officers to fill those places. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. What was paid the predecessors 
of these men who now hold these positions? 

Mr. LACEY. Three thousand dollars, up to two years ago. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. What was paid to the predecessors 
of the present officers? 

Mr. LACEY. Three thousand dollars. But we must recollect 
that railroads have gone into that country; that the Indians, in- 
stead of being in the far West, are among civilized e. They 
are where the expenses have been reduced and where dangers 
of performing the duties of an Indian inspector have been very 
greatly diminished. The situation is different, and Congress has 
simply trimmed down the salary to adapt it to the existing condi- 
tion of things, and we are only doing in this appropriation pre- 
cisely what was done in 1873, when the inspectors themselves were 
first provided for. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the committee 
just a moment and then I shall ask for a vote. The gentleman 


Iowa [Mr. Lacey], in referring te the appropriation bill, 


overlooks the fact that while this provision was originally enacted 
in an appropriation bill it created an office of inspector which did 
not before exist. 

Mr. LACEY. It afterwards reduced the number to three, and 
now it is to increase them to five. 

Mr. S$ N. That does not make any difference. The 
office was created by a law, and after the act is passed creating 
the office it then becomes the statute law of the land. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, while I have very great for and confidence in 
my valued friend from Missouri [Mr. ‘KERY], whom I do not 
see before me now, the mover of the resolution, and great respect 
for and admiration of the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DineLey], I likewise have for and confidence in the 
members of the Committee on Indian Affairs of this Co ls 
And I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the committee, in all their 
action all the way through this and other bills, has not been guided 
in any instance by partisanship in the slightest degree. They have 
not asked in the consideration of any question whether it affected 
a Democrat or a Republican. They simply have looked to the 
question of what was for the public good, and what they believed 
was for the gocd of the Government they have done. [Loud 
applause.] And even my valued friend from Oklahoma, who has 
suddenly disappeared—— 

Mr. FLYNN. Iam here. 

Mr. SHERMAN (continuing). Voted with the rest of thecom- 
mittee for this appropriation. It was a unanimous report from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs that the salaries of these inspect- 
ors should be restored to $3,000, where the original statute said 
they should be. 

Now, my valued friend from Maine has appealed to the gentle- 
men of this House to vote for this amendment. Mr. Chairman, 
I shall appeal to the gentlemen of the House to sustain the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, who have investigated this matter thor- 
oughly [applause], to stand by the report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, who understands what these gentlemen do; who 
knows the duties they perform; who knows thedangersthey have to 
encounter and the hardships they have to endure in the discharge 
of the duties of their office. My valued friend from Maine says if 
there was nothing more than the question of $500 it would not be 
of so much importance. 

Why, sir, there is more than a question of the $500 paid to these 
inspectors. Thore is the question of whether we shall do what is 
right; and to this time this House, Mr. Chairman, in this Congress 
has not failed to do what it believed was right. This Congress, in 
the discharge of what is supposed to be its duty, and in compliance 
with the suggestion made by a President with whom we do not 
agree politically, stayed here during the entire Christmas holidays, 
depriving ourselves of the pleasure of being at home with our 
families at that the greatest of all holidays, for the purpcse of 
doing what we thought was for the best interest of the country. 
And so we have acted all through this Congress, Mr. Chairman. 

Now, I ask this House not to attempt to right ene wrong with 
two wrongs; not to attempt to right one wrong with four hun- 
dred wrongs; but where they find the law fixing the salaries of 
officers who discharge their duties in a satisfactory manner to the 
Government, as has been the case in this instance, to vote down 
such an amendment, to stand by the committee that has investi- 
gated the affair, and to stand by the Commissioner who recom- 
mends this appropriation to the committee. I askfor a vote, Mr. 
Chairman, [Lond applause, and cries of ‘* Vote!”]} 

The C MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

a a division (demanded by several members) there were—ayes 
noes 87. 

Mr.CANNON. Tellers,Mr.Chairman. [Criesof “Too late! ”] 
If I can get enough to stand up we will have tellers to count. 

Tellers were ordered. 

eee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, 
noes 93. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mlinois offers an 
amendment. 


. state it. 

Mr. CANNON, I the commaittes should rise without any fur- 
ee een Soe penngueh, 
aan eee woes 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. There is an amendment now 
pending to strike out the section, offered by the gentleman from 
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Oklahoma. The gentleman from New York moves that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PayNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 


tion the bill H. R. 6249, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
JAIL AT ATLANTA, GA. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous | 

consent that the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk be | 
; and I also ask that the letter accompanying it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a resolution, which will be 
reported to the House. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assem- 
bled, That the Attorney-General is hereby authorized to rent a suitable build- 
ing to be used as a United States jail at Atlanta, Ga., for the confinement of 
prisoners awaiting trial and those sentenced to confinement in a jail. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the letter of 
the Attorney-General relating to this subject read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 





DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1896. 


Srr: Ihave looked into the matter of accommodations for United States 
soners in the northern district of Georgia, about which I talked with you 
and Judge CrIsP this morning, and write to say that in my judgment a suit- 
able building in Atlanta should be rented to be used in confining Federal pris 
oners awaiting trial and under jail sentence in that district. Owing to the 
crowded and unsuitable condition of the jail now used in Atlanta and the fact 
that it is extremely inconvenient and expensive to use jails at other points, | 
even if the use of proper ones could be secured, the action I suggest seems 
to be imperatively required. The judge and the marshal both recommend | 
such action. I call your attention to it in order that the necessary authority | 
may be obtained from Congress. 
Respectfully, JUDSON HARMON, | 
Attorney-General. 


Hon. L. F. Lrvincsron, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, has this matter been reported by | 
@ committee? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it ought to be referred, unless it has | 
been already considered by a committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido not think the gentleman will insist | 
on that when he hears the reasons. The city of Atlanta has out- | 
grown the jail. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is not surprising. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The accommodations of the jail are not | 
sufficient to take care of the prisoners. There are 100 to 175 pris- 
oners there, and they have been huddled together in a little wooden 
annex, until recently four of them have died of measles and pneu- | 
monia, which has created quite acommotion. It is not possible 
to put these prisoners in the small county jails in the neighboring 
country, because those jails are not built securely and they have 
no appliances for heating or ventilation. It will be seen, there- 
fore, thiat prompt action on this resolution is very desirable. It | 
carries no appropriation, and it will not involve any appropriation 
in the future. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it will involve some expense, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘There is an amount—— 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentaryinquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PEARSON. How did this matter come up? 
mous consent been given? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has not yet been given. 

Mr. PEARSON. Is an objection in order? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is in order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the gentleman will let me make 
my statement. 

. PEARSON. Certainly; but I desire to say that I shall ob- 
ect to the consideration of this resolution without its being re- 
to a committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If you send the resolution to a committee 
it will come back here and take its place on the Calendar, and 
before it can be considered these prisoners, many of them, will 

ibably be dead of measles or pneumonia, or they will have to 

shipped in the meantime to other localities at great expense, 
for the expense of aa each prisoner is 10 cents a mile. 
There is an appropriation now for caring for prisoners, and out of 
that fund we are paying $22,000 a year to the Atlanta jail to take 
care of these prisoners, and I am assured by the judge and the 
marshal that if you allow the Department to rent a prison they 
can take care of them at a much less rate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Have they got ready-made prisons down 
there torent? (Laughter. } 


Has unani- 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have some buildings there that can 





be rented for this purpose. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Fit for a prison? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir; a brick building that can be 
Now, when I 
assure the gentleman that there is not a dollar of expense to be 
incurred, but that there will be really a saving to the Govern- 
ment and a saving of the lives of these poor prisoners, many of 
whom have not yet been found guilty of any crime, but have only 
been arrested and held for trial, [am sure he will agree with me 
that it is not fair or just to keep them in their present quarters 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to cut off the 
gentleman from Georgia, but this is a very important matter. 
It may be known to members of the House that this very ques- 
tion of the location of a new prison or penitentiary for those peo- 
ple is now under consideration, and this is an entering wedge to 
locate it at a particular spot, and, in the exercise of my right, I 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iask that the resolution be refer 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and that the letter 
ney-General be referred with it. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


red to 
f the Attor- 


Cc. M. BEACH, 








Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the 
following report: 

Resolved, That the compensation of C. M. Beach, now ers’ roll 
in the department of the Doorkeeper, be increased from $400 1 num to 
$720 per annum, he, the said Beach, performing in an efficient and satisfactory 

} manner the duties of a folder in that departn ed sum 
being the minimum custo nary rate for such rvi $s; and that said extra 
compensation be paid by the Clerk out of the contingent fund of the House, 


The resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. Before that motion is put, the Chair will pre- 


sent a report zom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committve on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (S. 259) granting to the Columbia and Red Mountain 
Railway Company a right of way through the Colville Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of Washington, and for other pm po and 

A bill (S. 879) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant to the 


Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right of 
way through the Indian Territory.” 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause ? of Rule XXIX, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table, and referred- by the Speaker as 


follows: 

A bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C, 
Towne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 625) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Mor- 


to the 


| ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carrol! Poe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Charles Williamson—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 638) granting an increase of pension to John Nichols— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 522) for the relief of George Hughes, of Portland, 
Oreg.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 673) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Theophilus C, 
Ingalls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 159) granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 
Bradford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 651) granting a pension to Jane L. Buckingham 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Rhoda Chick 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensiors. 


to 


to the Com- 








A bil! (8S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 719) to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A. bill (8. 819) granting a pension to Catherine O’Leary—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 826) granting a pension to Caroline Reed—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (8.250) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
Abbey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 702) granting a pension to Caroline Stockton Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8.724) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. Mal- 
lery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8.684) granting a pension to Marion McKibben—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8.7389) granting an increase of pension to C. E. Phil- 
brook, widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (8.568) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Madden—to 
the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 646) for the relief of Francis Brown—to the Commit- 
tee on invalid Pensions, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consént, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Harris, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
, = Mr. HupsBarp, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 

‘To Mr, WILLIs, until Tuesday next, on account of important 
business, 

‘the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned, 





UXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed 
by the court in the case of Samuel B. Herston, administrator of 
William C. Herston, deceased, against The United States, was 
tuken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

. Mr, FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5975) to amend an act 
approved August 24, 1894, entitled ‘ An act toauthorize purchasers 

-of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway 
Company to organize a corporation and to confer upon the same 
all the powers, privileges, and franchises vested in that company,” 
—— the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

(No. 450); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. D}NGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3206) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bear- 
ing animals in Alaska,” and fcr other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 451); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5564) authorizing the 
Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and oper- 
ate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 452); which said bill and report were referred to the 

Jommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from tlie Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H: R. 2916) to facilitate 
the collecting of revenue, to provide for the construction and 
equipment of sampling works for the sampling and assaying of 
imported silver ores and other ores containing lead, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 453); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. WILLIS, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 48) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase and dis- 
tribute seeds, bulbs, etc., as has been done in preceding years, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 454); which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 732) to 
regulate the issue and recording of the commissions of ofticers in 
several of the Departments, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 455); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 2003) for the relief of Mrs. A.C. Wagner. (Report No, 
456.) 

By Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill (H.R. 
5400) to increase the pension of Mary L. Bacon, widow of the late 
George B. Bacon, late lieutenant-commander of the United States 
Navy. (Report No. 457.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley. (Re- 
port No. 458.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5712) granting increase of pension to John W. 
Hines. (Report No. 459.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 950) granting increase of pension to John Coombs, 
(Report No. 460.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hazlip. Cas No. 461.) 

By Nir. ERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H, Enochs, 
widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from §20 to $50 per month. 
(Report No. 462.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cot- 
ton. (Report No. 463.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5996) for the relief of SophroniaS. Stowell. (Re- 
port No. 464.) 

By Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
-- R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of William 

. Mahoney. (Report No. 465.) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 2687) for the relief of B. J. Van Vleck, administrator 
of Henry Van Vleck, deceased. (Report No. 466.) 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill(H. R. 
3377) for relief of George C. Ellison. (Report No. 467.) 

By Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (S. 82) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, 
deceased. a No. 468.) 

4 . R. 608) for the relief of E.R.Shipley. (Report No. 

69.) 


By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 1280) for the relief of A. B. Pedigo. (Report No. 470.) 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 446) to place the name of Julia H. H. Crosby, 
widow of Freeman E. Crosby, late lieutenant, United States Navy, 
on the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month, and her two 
children each at the rate of $5 per month. ~(Report No. 471.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Commiitee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 1062) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, of 
Arkarsas. (Report No. 472.) 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
a = _ 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts. (Report 

o. 473. 

_By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
= _ R. 4598) granting a pension to Mary Cray. (Report No. 





ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. EVANS, from the Committee 
on by and Means, submitted an adverse report (No. 448) on 
the bill (H. R. 2764) regulating the issuance of licenses for the sale 


of intoxicants; and the same was laid on the table, 














PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6848) authorizing towns and 
cities in the Territory of Oklahoma to purchase certain reserved 
lands for cemetery and other public purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 6349) to grant right of way 
over the public domain for pipe lines—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. . 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 6350) to amend section 843 of 
the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the er. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R.6351) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. 
Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” ap- 
proved April 24, 1894, as amended by an act approved August 4, 
1894—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H.R. 6352) to simplify the system of 
making sales in the Subsistence Department to officers and enlisted 
men of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 6353) to protect the insignia of 
the National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6354) for the relief of settlers on 
railroad indemnity lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 6355) relating to claims against the 
United States for indemnity by subjects or citizens of a foreign 
State—to the Committe? on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 125) author- 
izing the Attorney-General to rent a suitable building for prisoners 
at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Utah, praying that a portion of Arizona lying north of 
the Colorado River be annexed tothe State of Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 


—_— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 5285) to refund certain import duties—Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5726) for the relief of Edward Rice—Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3222) for the relief of Jos. H. Wimpey, of Mc- 
Donald County, Mo., authorizing him or his legal representatives 
to select 160 acres of unoccupied and unappropria land of the 
United States (not mineral) and subject to homestead entry, and 
directing the issue of scrip therefor, in legal subdivisions—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6208) for the relief of James C. Slaght—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were nted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 655¢) for the relief of the 
heirs of James A. Gregory—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6357) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. 
Schooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 6858) granting a pension to 
Charles W. Emmell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 6359) to grant pension to 
George W. Park—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 6360) for the benefit of John J. 
Frazier, of Somerset, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6361) for the relief of Lemuel L. Stockton, of 
ne Clinton County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Af- 


' Also, a bill (H. R. 6362) for the relief of Simeon Wilsor, of Wal- 
lins Creek, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6363) granting a pension to Nearvey J. Ter- 
rell, of Desda, Clinton County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6364) for the relief of James M. Hensley, of 
Leroy, Owsley County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6365) for the relief of W. H. Langdon, High 
Knob, Clay County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6366) for the relief of L. H. Rosseau, of Som- 
erset, Pulaski County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military A ‘fairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 6367) for the relief of D. B. 
Clark, of Wheeling, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 6368) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Sheppard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 6369) granting an increase of 
pension to Leander Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of Smith Turner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Frederick L. Kil- 
lion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6372) for the relief of Martin Young—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6373) granting a pension to Martha E. Allum- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6374) tu pension Mary M. 
Crow, widow of John Crow, who served in the war of 1812 or in 
1815—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6375) granting a pension to Law- 
rence Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 6376) to reimburse Mrs. Henry W. 
Shuman, widow of the late Henry W. Shuman, of Pennsylvania 
—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6377) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Anna E. Pennebaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MctAE: A bill (H. R. 6378) for the relief of Eliza J. 
Holman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: Abill (H. R. 6379) for the relief of Frank Mott— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 6380) removing the charge of deser- 
tion standing against Almon Springsteen, late Company F, One 
hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6381) granting a pension to Florence E. Bond, 
widow of John G. Bond, late first lieutenant United States Reve- 
nue Marine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H.R. 6382) for the relief of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6383) for the 
relief of Mary C. Daigre, East Baton Rouge, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Mary C. Daigre, of East 
Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: A bill (H. R. 6385) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Carl F. W. Stolle, of Iron Ridge, Wis.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 6386) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of Edward N. Oldmixon—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6387) for the relief of John Dunn—to the 
Committee on Claims 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6388) granting a pension to 
Fanny A. Crapo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 6389) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Joseph Doms—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6390) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Peter C. Lawyer, 
etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 6391) to restore to the pension roll 
Levi Goens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6392) to increase the pension of John W. 
Stark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 6393) for the relief of Jonas 
Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 6394) to pension Sarah F. McCune— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6395) for the relief 
of the legal representative of William Brandis, deceased, late 
captain Company D, One hundred and thirty-first New York Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referreu as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Dr. George M. Ramsey and 
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other citizens of Washington County, Pa., praying for an amend- 
ment to the postal laws so as to secure free mail delivery to all 
citizens, or to reduce postage rates to one-half to those to whom 
free delivery is not extended—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Theophilus Jones and 86 other citizens of 
Washington County, Pa.; also, petition of 106 citizens of Allenport, 
Pa., praying for free navigation of the Monongahela River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of the president 
and professors of the New Hampshire College of Agriculture and 
the Mechanic Arts, stating reasons why the bill to organize and 
increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy, to provide a 
naval engineering reserve for time of war, and for other pur- 
poses should be enacted into law—to the Committee on Naval 
affairs. 

Also, memorial of Beelel Unicn of ex-Prisoners of War, in favor 
of House bill No. 306, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia: Papers relating to the claim 
of Malinda L. Maddox, of Butts County, Ga.—to ihe Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURRELL: Petition of Archibald Hunley, of Clay City, 
Ill., asking for a pension—io the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition containing the names of 225 

wholesale merchants and dealers in dairy products in the cities of 
Atlanta, Athens, Columbus, and Macon, Ga.; Richmond and Nor- 
folk, Va.; Chattanooga, Memphis, and Knoxville, Tenn.; Charles- 
ton, 8. C.; New Orleans, La.; San Antonio, Tex.; and Louisville, 
Ky., favoring the enactment of a law regulating and controlling 
the manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
_ By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of Leroy Springs 
and others, of Lancaster, 8. C.; also, woe of Hon. John Mc- 
Leughten and others, of Orangeburg, 5. C.; also, petition of Hon. 
Marion Moise and others, of Sumter, 8.C.; also, petition of C. M. 
Hurst and others, of Sumter County, 8. C.; also, petition of J. S. 
Buck and others, of Horry County, 8.C., in behalf of placing the 
Winyah Bay bar improvement under the continuous-contract 
system—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Tenn., in 
favor of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of veterans of the late war of the re- 
bellion residing in Fulton County, DL, asking the passage of the 
service-pension bill—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of 501 ex-Union soldiers of the 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a 
service-pension bill, graded on the amount of service—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of William R. Whitinall and 19 other 
citizens of Hastings, Iowa, in favor of House bill No. 3960—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Universal Peace Union 
against the appropriation of money for coast defenses, the in- 
crease of the Army and Navy, an4 the organization of militia of 
the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut (by request): Petition of L. J. 
Korper and others, of South Willington, Conn., in behalf of House 
bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an 
export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of citizens of Findley Lake, N. Y., 
against the sale of beer to immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Findley Lake, against the sale of 
beer and spirituous liquors at certain military posts—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition of citizens of Charleston, W. Va., 
protesting against the passage of a bill putting a duty on teas— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of Annie M. Smith, 
of Accomac County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: Petitionof J. C. Foulk and 28 others, of Milton, 
Pa., in support of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agri- 
cultural staples and American ships in foreign trade—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. LACEY: Petition of 8S, R. Mills and 36 others; also peti- 
tion of A. T. Foster and 26 others, all of Oklahoma, asking for 
oe cree of the free-home bill—to the Committee onthe Public 

ands, 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Fulton County, Pa., 
for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Petition of various churches of 
Jackson and Paris, Tenn., for the relief of the book agents of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of Bailey Post, No. 4, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Huntington, W. Va., in favor of 
the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Rev. James D. Lytle, on behalf of 
150 members of the United Presbyterian Church, Hanover, Ind.; 
also petition of Rev. W. H. Hoag and 23 other citizens of Patten 
Mill, Washington County, N. Y., praying for the recognition of 
God in the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a large public meeting held in the 
Unitarian church, East Bridgewater, Mass., urging the Govern- 
ment to put a speedy end to the atrocities being perpetrated on 
the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona (by request): Petition of C. P. 
Huntington, for the improvement of the harbor at Port Los An- 

eles, Santa Monica, Cal., with plan recommended by William 
ood, engineer—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NEILL: Papers relating to the claim of James H. Eg- 
ner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating tothe claim of Milton Sanders—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, popes relating to the claim of Amanda Moore—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTKY: Papers relating to the claim of Noah P. Garst, 
of Roanoxe County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6245, to 
remove the chesge of disloyalty against Isaac Conley—to the 
Committee on itary Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of officers of Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Treadwell, N. Y., against the sale of beer to 
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of officers of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Treadwell, N. Y., against the sale of beer at certain 
military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, in favor 
of a law restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Petition of the Religious Society of Friends 
of North Carolina—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Alle- 
gheny, Pa.; also, petition of citizens of Fayette County, Pa.; also, 
petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, favoring the pas- 
sage of the Stone bill, for the restriction of immigration—to the 
Commi! tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., for the im- 
provement of the Allegheny River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: Papers relating to the 
claim of James Hodges—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Nancy Peacock—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Arthur Pierce, of Johnson 
County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Handy Barefoot—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SWANSON: Papers relating to the claim of William 
ae of Franklin County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Jonathan M. Neiman and 75 
other veterans, for the passage of an act granting a pension of $8 
- month to every person who served ninety days in the Army or 

avy of the United States during the civil war, and was honor- 
ably discharged, and a pension of $12 per month to each widow of 
such—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: Papers relating to the 
claim of James L. Roane—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of H. H. Hain and 50 other citi- 
zens of Duncannon, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Stone 
oe billi—-to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralitation, 

Also, petition of C. E. Rauch and 15 others, of Lebanon, Pa., 
together with Mrs. Sue M. Light, president, and 50 members of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, in favor of the pas- 
sage of a Sunday-rest law for the District ot Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

vee petition of citizens of Elizabethville, Pa., 


the pas- 
amendment to the Constitution; 


a protest 
among the Indians—to the Committee on 


inst the ropriati f funds f the National Treasury 
again ap ‘ion of funds from the Na a 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. A bill (8.1495) granting a pension to Hans Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
FRIDAY, February 21, 1896, A bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Catherine Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. A bill (5.1493) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly—to the 


Committec on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 893) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 996) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (8. 1323) granting a pension to Maria Somerlat, widow of 
Valentine Somerlat-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8.1189) granting a pension to Eliza San iford—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1621) granting a pension to Josephine I. Ofley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1924) granting a persion to Carrie L. Yeaton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Fannie Moale Gibbon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1784) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Foote Fairfax—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1945) granting a pension to Joseph Porter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Ball— 
to the Comm#tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (5S. 823) granting an increase of pension to John B. Meigs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah B. 


Henry M. CouDEN. ; 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 1443) making 
appropriation for the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, direct me to report the 
same back with the reconamendation that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments. These amendments make an increase 
of only a little over $2,000 in the total amount of the bill as passed 
by the House. Two items of the Senate amendments make an 
increase, while in other amendments, of no great importance, 
there is a cutting down. I move concurrence in the amendments 
of the Senate. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No statement accompanying this report has 
been read. Is there such a statement with the Clerk? 

Mr. HULL. This is not a conference report—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I thought it was. 

Mr. HULL. It is simply a report of the action of the House 
Committee on Military Affairs recommending concurrence in the 
Senate amendments. I have stated verbally that there is an in- 
crease upon two items. One of these is for the construction of 
army service barracks; the other for completing cases, already be- 
gun, in the museum. Then there is a decrease in two or three 
other items, —_ = net increase by reason of the Senate 
amendments only a little over $2,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And your committee recommends concur- 


rence in the Senate amendments? Leet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. HULL. The committee unanimously makes that recom- A bill (5S. 1790) granting a pension to Mrs. Hyp lite Huard, of 
mendation. New Orleans, La., widow of Hypolite Huard, deceased—to the 


The amendments of the Senate were concurred in, 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIX, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table, and referred by the Speaker as 


Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 916) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cornelia 
I, Skiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 918) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Kate 
Ezekiel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
follows: A bill (S. 1342) granting a pension to Lena D. Smith—to the 
A bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds—to the | Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ett CC CE 
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Comnill (3 et eal elitist laa ten a REMISSION OF FINES, PENALTIES, AND FORFEITURES. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 





A bill (8. 997 nting a pension to Ella D. Cross—to the Com- eration of the bill A Ss. 1740) to amend section 5204 of the Revised 
i j | Statutes of the United States, relative to the power of the Secretary 
ittee on Invalid Pensions. c t 12) , ] y 
A bill (Ss. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. of the Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfei- 
Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tures, and for other purposes. 
A bill (S. 878) granting a pension to Jared S. Chamberlain—to| The bill was read, as follows: 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Be it enacted, ete., That section 5204 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
A bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to Shubael States, eqeeeres December 15, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, amended so 
Goul¢--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. arty og ty tye ‘ ; 
- . . Sec. 5294. The Secretary of the Treasury may, upon application therefor, 
A bill (8. 1276) granting a pension to John L. Britton—to the | remit or mitigate any fine, penalty, or forfeiture provided for in laws relating 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. eee prosecution to recover penalties or relating to for 
—_— : feitures denounced in such laws, excepting the penalty of imprisonment or of 
Bonghton wider oot Bre Bri sg og ng a Arg o removal from office, upon such termsas he, in his discreti m, shall think proper; 
, wid % g. 2 i -- 





A C and all rights granted to informers by such laws shall be held subject to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. ee eee S —vwnpemee Lee | = — =e the — of any _ 
* ‘ : » ‘ ormer to the share of any penalty shall have been determined by a court o 
onan Fe oe) Seen © pension to Mary E. Sessions—to the competent jurisdiction prior to the application for th remission of the pen 


i aity or forfeiture; and the Secretary shall have authority to ascertain the 
A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Sophia J. Chilcott—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| facts upon all such applications in such manner and under such regulations 
as he may deem proper.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the only change that. this bill 
makes in the present law is to add after the word ‘*penalty” the 
words “or forfeiture.” The original statute includes in the title 
y 0 : the words ‘‘fines, penalties, and forfeitures,” but by a clerical 
A bill (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley—to the | error the word “forfeiture” was omitted in the body of the act. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; : This amendment has been recommended by the Secretary of the 

A bill (8. 1435) granting an increase of pension to Nathan Kim- | Treasury in a letter which has been made a part of the report. 

1i—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The bill-has been unanimously passed by the Senate. 

A bill (S. 905) granting & pension to Mary W. Keefe—to the There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. ) ation of the bill; which was ordered toa third reading, read the 

A bill (S. 1631) granting a pension to Emeline Filgate—to the | third time, and passed. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
10 


A bill (8S. 1787) granting a pension to Nancy T. Duncklee—to the | wys laid on the table. 
Comsnittes on Invalid Penstons. ‘ den ec ceesill paddle 
A bill (S. 1887) granting a pensica to Ellen Ewing, widow of FINAL PROOF IN TIMBER-CULTURE ENTRIES. 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Pie iwing-t0 the Committee on Ynvalid Pen-| Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimons consent for the present consid- 
s1ons. eration of the bill (S. 103) relating to final proof in timber-culture 
A bill (S. 1348) granting an increase of pension to Enoch G. | entries. 


Adams—to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Sutherland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter timber-cu'ture claimants shall not be re- 
quired, in making final proof, toappear at the land office to which proof iste 
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be presented or before an officer designated by the act of May 26, 1890, within 
the county in which the land is situated; but such claimant may have his or 
her. personal evidence taken by a United States court commissioner or aclerk 
of any court of-record under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior may prescribe. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I ask that the 
report be read. 

r. LACEY. The report is very brief. 

The report (by Mr. BARNEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands has had under consideration the bill 
(8. 108) entitled “‘An act relating to final proof in timber-culture entries,” 
and recommend that the same do pass. 

The timber-culture law having now been repealed, the law in —— has 
application only to those cases which are now pending and will have no op- 
eraticn as to future public-land eutries. It appears that the law as it now 
exists requires the claimant to nape at the land office, or within the land 
district within which the land is situated, to have the evidence taken in mak- 
ing his final proof. This often results in great cost and inconvenience to the 
claimant, os be often resides a long distance from the land. This bill allows 
this proc * to be made before any United States court commissioner, or before 
the clerk of any court of record, and there seems to be no reason why it 
should not become a law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has thi. bill been submitted to the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office, and has it received his approval? 

Mr. GAMBLE. In answer to the interrogatory of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN], I will respectfully state 
that this bill was drawn by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office and has received his approval and support. It has 
been passed in the Senate upon the recommendation of the appro- 
priate committee. Since that time I have conferred with the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and it is his desire, as 
it is also the desire of those who promoted the passage of the bill 
in the Senate, that the word “hereafter,” in line 3 of the bill, be 
struck out. At the proper time, if there be no objection to the 
consideration of the bill, I will move that amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the amendment which the gentleman 
pre eres to insert be read. 

TheSPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked forthe passage of 
the Senate bill, amended by striking out in the third line the 
word “ hereafter.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not wish to seem captious about these 
matters, but the other day we had up here avery innocent-looking 
bill carrying a small appropriation, $40,000. nder an assurance 
that the bill was cunetly similar to one that was entirely satisfac- 
tory to the Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior—— 

Mr, LACEY. You had no such assurance from the committee. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. Well, I only speak of assurances that went 
into the Recorp. Now, it turns out, as [ find upon consultation 
with the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, that it will take half a million dollars to ful- 
fill the requirements of that bill; and so far from being identical 
with the other bill it increases the expenditures in the manner I 
have stated. I have therefore thought it proper in this case, as I 
think it is in all cases involving our public lands, to see that the 
officer in charge of these questions is consulted before they are 
acted upon. Thatseems to have been donein this case. Of course 
the Commissioner of the Land Office knows more about this mat- 
ter than I do, and I yield to his judgment. 

Mr. LACEY. In answer to the gentleman from Tennessee, I 
wish merely to say that when the inquiry was made of me the 
other day whether the bill then under consideration had been sub- 
mitted to the Commissioner, I informed the House that it had not. 
So that the reflection made upon persons representing the com- 
mittee in charge of that bill 1s simply a mistake on the part of 
my friend from Tennessee, who is usually so fair. 

r. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa is in 
error in supposing that I stated that the committee had done any- 
thing of the kind. Idid not so state, did not intend to make such 
a statement, and I do not wish to be so understood. 

Mr. GAMBLE, Further, Mr. Speaker, I will say in reply that 
T have the concurrence of the Committee on Public Lends to move 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and the 
amendment was a to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now ask that the bill be read as it has been 
amended. 

The bill was read at length, the third reading being in full, and 
was passed. 

On motion of Mr. GAMBLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LIEUT. G. L, JOHNSON, 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the bill (H.R. 1499) to 
correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 


of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the record of 


md Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson, late 
of the One hundred and forty-second Regiment of New York Infantry, so as 
to make his muster as said lieutenant date from the date of his enlistment in 
said regiment, and that he have all rights and emoluments due him thereby 
or by reason thereof. 


Mr. TALBERT. Has this bill been considered in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wonld like to ask what com- 
mittee this comes from? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this is reported 
by the Committee on Milit Affairs. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the read- 
ing of the report, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, at the request of my 
friend from Iowa, I will make a statement, which can be made in 
somewhat less time than it will take to read the report, which is 

uite full, and which will, I think, be equally satisfactory to the 
ouse. This officer’s services were rendered in organizations 
under my command, 

This young man volunteered in April, 1861, and was mustered 
into the service ou the 15th — May, 1861, as a member of Com- 
ee! G, Sixteenth New York Volunteer Infantry, which company 

commanded as captain. After the expiration of the term of 
service of the Sixteenth Regiment, or some days after the comple- 
tion of its term of service—for the regiment remained and engaged 
in battle after its discharge was due—he was commissioned by the 
governor of New York, on my recommendation, a second lieuten- 
ant in the One hundred and forty-second Regiment of New York, 
then under my command. He came to Morris Island, South Caro- 
lina, where the regiment was stationed, and found that there 
were not sufficient men in the company to which he was to be 
assigned to allow of his being mustered as second lieutenant. 
The alternative was left to him to return home or engage in some 
other employment. 

This young man, with a commission in his pocket, and not re- 
quired to render any military service whatever, enlisted in the 
regiment and was assigned to acompany; afterwards he was pro- 
moted to be sergeant and subsequently to be sergeant-major of 
the regiment. e were short of officers at the time and he per- 
formed duty, and efficient duty, as an officer. He commanded a 
detachment on Johns Island in an engagement in which he lost his 
right arm. He could not then do duty as an enlisted man nor be 
mustered as a second lieutenant, although he had held the com- 
mission for six months. Therefore, in view of these facts and 
his gallant record in both regiments in which he served, I asked 
the governor to commission him a first lieutenant. The commis- 
sion was issued in due time, but was on board of a vessel at For- 
tress Monroe which was run into and sunk for something like six 
weeks under water. When the commission finally reached him 
he was mustered as a first lieutenant, from which time he served 
with that rank, and part of the time on my staff, and was honor- 
ably discharged from the Army with his regiment. 

The officer wasa brave man. He rendered efficient services and 
is entitled to the consideration provided in this bill. 

This bill was passed by the House in the Fifty-second and Fifty- 
third Congresses, and in the Fifty-third it also passed the Senate, 
but too late to reach the President for his approval. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. To authorize his muster as second 
lieutenant at the date of his reporting to the regiment with his 
commission, when he enlisted as a private soldier. It gives him 
the advantage of rank as second lieutenant from the date of his 
reporting until his promotion to first lieutenant. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the gentleman, is not the time 
covered only about eight or nine months? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, I think about that time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And he would be entitled to the differ- 
ence between the compensation of a sergeant-major and a second 
lieutenant for about eight or nine months—a difference of about 
$23 a month? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; about that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied 
that the claim is meritorious. I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The question 
is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


it was accordingly read the third time, and \ 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table, 





1896. 





INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropria- 
tions for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 


ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, strike out, in lines 11 and 12, the following words: 

“For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $3,000 per annum each, $15,000.” 

Mr. GROW. I move to amend the part proposed to be stricken 
out by striking out the word “three” and inserting the word 
“two.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. [raise the point of order that we have already 
had an amendment to the amendment and have voted it down, | 
and now the vote should be taken on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered | 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the gentleman from New York 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, am I entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- | 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 
SHERMAN] to consent to pass over this paragraph until some in- 
formation which has been sent for, relating to the expense account | 
of these Indian inspectors, has been received. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire at the proper time to make a point of order | 

inst the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not object to passing over the amend- 
ment, but as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] makes a | 
point of order, let us dispose of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- | 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 7, line 11, strike out the word “three” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “two.” 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, the point of order which I wish to 
make is this: I ask the Clerk to read the amendment added to the 
first section of the bill, which it is necessary to consider in deter- 
mining the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, page 1, after the word “Department,” insert the words “in full 
compensation for the service.” 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] on the point of order. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] will please yield for the purpose of 
we ety A gentleman from Georgia to state his point of order. 

Mr. CRISP. The point of order which I desire to raise is that 
while it is perfectly competent for the House to appropriate a less 
amount for one of its officers than the salary fixed by law, yet it 
is not competent for the House on an appropriation bill tosay that 
such amount shall be accepted in full compensation for services, 
because to do that would change existing law. I hope the Chair 
gets the point that [seex to make. In the absence of any provi- 
sion that the sum appropriated shall be accepted in full compen- 
sation for services, it is ss competent to appropriate a less 
amount than the salary fixed by law, but where the bill provides 
that the amount appropriated shall be accepted in full compensa- 
tion for services, it is a change of —s law. Now, it is con- 
ceded that the salary fixed by law for the five Indian inspectors is 
$3,000 a year. That was fixed originally in an appropriation bill 
which created the offices. Afterwards it was carried into the 
Revised Statutes, and is now sections 2044 and 2045. TheSupreme 
Court has decided, in a case which I have before me, that of 
Langston against the United States, that it is perfectly competent 
for an officer of the United States to accept a pert of the salary 
which is appropriated, and yet sue in the Court of Claims to recover 
the amount not appropriated for, unless the bill appropriating 
the money changes the existing law so as to prevent such suit. 

. CANNON. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the precise amendment that he refers to, in substance 
this amendment, was made on the motion of the gentleman from 
ees pis. DockEry], in the first seven lines of the bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Precisely; and that is the reason why the pro- 

amendment is out of order. 





———— el 


If that amendment had not 


put in the bill, it would be competent to appropriate a less 
amount than the salary fixed by law, but where your bill says 
the amount appropriated shall be accepted in full compensation, 
notwithstanding the law says the officer is entitled to a larger 
salary, it is obnoxious to the point of order in that it changes ex- 
—- That is the very Lpoame. 


t were not in this bill, clearly this point of order would 
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not lie; but where the bill says the amount appropriated in it 
shall be in full satisfaction of the salary of an officer, although 
the law says the officer is entitled to the larger salary, my friend 
can not contend that that does not change existing law; and if it 
éoes change existing law, then it is not competent to put it on an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that it has been 
the uniform rule now for years, on an appropriation bill, in cases 
of that kind, that when we passed that appropriation for the cur- 
rent year it is construed as existing law, so far as the point of 
order is concerned. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, but, Mr. Chairman, the Supreme Court, 
the highest authority on that question, has decided otherwise. 

Mr. CANNON. I am speaking of the great many gentlemen, 
appointed by the gentleman himself, who made these decisions in 
Committee of the Whole; and they have been made that way with 
substantial uniformity for twenty years. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Illinois is very 
familiar with the practice as to appropriation bills; and I will 
venture the assertion that the gentleman will find no case where 
a salary is fixed by law that it has been held that an appropriation 
of a less amount in the appropriation bill changes that existing 
law, unless the bill itself specifically changed the law and fixe« 
the salary at another, or a lower, different rate. Now, the whole 
doctrine is disposed of in the case of Langston, and it is in these 
words: 


While the case is not free from difficulty, the court is of « panier: that 


ing to the settled rules of interpretation a statute fixing the annual salary 





. 
a public officer at a named sum, without limitation as to time, should ” 
deemed abrogated or suspended by a subsequent enactment which merely 
appropriated a less amount for the service of that officer for particular fiscal 
years and which contained no words that expressly, or by clear implication, 


modified or repealed the previous law 


That is the decision of the Supreme Court. Now, [ hope my 
point is clear. If there were no provision in this bill requiring 
these officers to accept this salary in full satisfaction it would be 
perfectly competent to appropriate a less sum than the salary, 
after which the officers could go into the Court of Claims and sue 
for the difference, as the Supreme Court decided in the Langston 
case; but where you incorporate a provision which requires the 
officer to accept it in full compensation you so change the law as 
to take away from him the right to go into the courts and sue for 
the difference, and inasmuch as you change the law, it is not 
competent upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to 
ask him a question for information? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Is the salary fixed on this incumbent by the 
appropriation bill or is it fixed by law? 

r. CRISP. It was fixed originally in an appropriation bill 
when the office was created, and then it was transferred to the 
Revised Statutes and exists like any other of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then a statute law now fixes the salary? 

Mr. CRISP. It does now, undoubtedly. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman is through, then, I just want 
one word. I want to say that if it is a statute you can not repeal 
it during the incumbency of that officer by statute. Youcannot 
in any way reduce the salary of the office while the incumbent is 
a even by act of Congress, much less on an appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. CRISP. His tenure is four years under the law. t 

Mr. LACEY. We have passed the question on the point of or- 
der when we passed on the amendment. The existing law ig 
$2,500 a year. That is the existing law, enacted in 1895, It was 
existing law for this reason: Under the rules of the last House 
you could change existing law in an appropriation bill, provided 
you reduced the number of officers or reduced expenses. So when 
the appropriation bill of 1895 came in, it reduced the expenses and 
changed the salary of these men from $3,000 to $2,500. Now, this 
bill increases the amount to $3,000. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman please read the language of 
the bill of 1895? ' 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave read the law. The language is this: It 
sre an appropriation for so many inspectors at $2,500 a year. 

ow, the existing law before that was $3,000 a year, but it was cut 
down to $2,500, and that was done under the rules of the Fifty- 
third Congtfess. The rules of this Congress are different. You 
can neither reduce nor increase, The committee proposes an in- 
crease. No point of order was made against that, and conse- 
quently the whole qaestion comes up on the amendment that is 
now before the committee, and if it goes before the committee 
without the point of order having been made upon it, this House 
or committee has jurisdiction over it and can fix it at any higher 
or lower sum than $3,000, because we have passed beyond that 
question. 

It will not do to say that, no point of order being made upon that, 
leaves before the House the one abstract proposition that this sal- 
ary shall be $3,000 and no less, and that we can not make it $3,600, 
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or $2,500, or any other sum. The whole question is now in the 
control of the committee, because no point of order was made, and 
the proposition of the Committee on Indian Affairs is to increase 
the compensation of these inspectors from $2,500 to $3,000. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the 
Chair and the attention of my friend from Iowa to the fact 
that the act to which he refers, so far as I have been able to as- 
certain, contains no provision that this salary shall be accepted in 
full compensation for the services of these officers. In the ab- 
sence of such provision they can sue in the Court of Claims and 
recover the $500 difference in each of their salaries. 

I do not think my friend from Iowa has caught my point, and 
I fear that I have been unfortunate in making myself understood. 
My pcint is this: Wherever you appropriate for a salary and you 
appropriate a less amount than the salary as fixed by law the in- 
cumbent of the office may sue the Government in the Court of 
Claims and recover the difference, as was decided in the Langston 
case, unless the very act which appropriated the less amount stated 
in terms or by implication that the amount so appropriated was 
to be accepted in full compensation. Now, as far as I can ascer- 
tain by a very hasty examination of the last act, it did not even 
provide that the $2,500 appropriated was to be accepted in full 
compensation, but even if it had it would have been simply an 
appropriation, as stated in the first section of the bill, that ‘‘the 
following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated for the pur- 

ose of paying the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Devartenent for the year ending June 30, 1896.” It does not even 
propose to change the salaries as fixed by existing law. These sal- 
aries are fixed in the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. LACEY. “The existing law” to which the gentleman 
refers is only the Indian ee bill of 1873. 

Mr. CRISP. It is the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
section 2044, 

Mr. LACEY. -Well, the code commissioners simply took the 
appropriation act of 1878 and printed it in that book, but that does 
not increase its validity. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman does not seem to realize that these 
Revised Statutes are law, adopted and made law by an act of 
Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Accepted as a whole by an act of Congress. 

Mr. CRISP. These officials are es by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate, their sala are fixed by law, and they 
have a fixed tenure of office. The pending bill provides that what- 
ever is appropriated for their salaries shall be accepted by them 
in full compensation for their services, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] proposes to say that $2,000 shall be 
accepted by them in full compensation for their services, and I 
make the point of order that to do that would be to change exist- 


- ing law. 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROW. I was taken off the floor on my amendment in 
order to hear the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Georgia. My point is that the gentleman can not discuss my 
amendment on the merits before oo it myself. 

Mr.CRISP. Iwas merely showing that the gentleman’s amend- 
ment reduced the salary, that this bill says that these officers must 
accept the amount here appropriated in full compensation, and 
therefore that the amendment changes existing law. That is the 

oint. 
= Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, when a standing committee of 
this House—— 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise another point of order. 
Has this matter been disposed of? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been disposed of. The Chair is 
—_ to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the point of 
order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the gentleman was being heard on 
the merits of the amendment. 

Mr, GROW. Whena standing committee of the House reports 
in a bill a provision as to which each member of the House can 
judge just as well as the committee, the committee certainly can 
net claim that it is a discourtesy to them for the House to vote 
against them on such a question. When a committee is charged 
with any matter requiring investigation, I make it a general rule 
to follow the committee in their recommendations. But every 
member of the House knows whether salaries ought to be increased 
or not just as well as the committee. Hence it is not a discour- 
tesy to the committee in such cases should their recommendation 
for increase be rejected. AlJli salaries are paid under law, and it 
is a very singular thing that Congress can not change the amount 
of asalary. The idea can not be maintained that if you put it ata 
certain amount in one appropriation bill it must stand unchanged 
unless a separate bill is brought in to make the change. 

This was first fixed in an appropriation , and it can 
be changed in the same way as it was fixed. The idea that when 
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once a salary is fixed in one appropriation bill it is fixed forever 
unless a vial bill is brought in to change it isa very strange 
one. If that is the rule, then these gentlemen ought to ask the 
Appropriations Committee to report in another bill to pay these 
officers the amount that has been deducted from their salaries for 
the last two years. Everybody in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment is receiving salary under law, and can not receive it other- 
wise, and it is a very strange contention that there is no way b 
which you can decrease a salary except by bringing in a special, 
separate bill, yet that you can increase salaries. ‘The Constitu- 
tion fixes certain salaries that can not be increased or diminished, 
leaving all the others to be fixed by the lawmaking power in 
the first place, and that power can change them afterwards as it 
sees fit. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I have been very much sur- 
prised at the attitude taken by the oo chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means |Mr. Dine.zy]} in the effort 
which he made here yesterday afternoon to k the salaries of 
these five inspectors at $2,500 a year and $4 a day for traveling 
expenses. Ido not think he understands the true position of these 
inspectors. These five men are not the es of the Indian 
Department; they are not selected by the Indian Bureau; they are 
the personal appointees, the personal political workers, if I may 
use that term, of the Secretary of the Interior. These men were 
appointed on the advent of the present Democratic Administration, 
and of the four who now hold these offices one comes from the 
State of Virginia, another from North Carolina, another from 
Georgia. Ihave nodoubt ‘hat the distinguished gentleman or tho 
other side [Mr. Crisp], late Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
who has taken such a keen interest in this matter, is not unmind- 
ful of the fact that one of these four ins 3s a distinguished 
Democratic gentleman resi in the district which the ex-Speaker 
has the honor to represent. 1 wish to call attention, Mr. Chair- 
man, to the fact that these four i tors have been denominated 
on the floor of this House by one of the leading Democrats of the 
country the hired spies of the Secretary of the Interior. I trust 
there is no man on the Republican side who, remembering the 
lively and sympathetic interest of said Secretary Hoke Smith in 
the well-being of the old soldiers of the Union, as shown by his ad- 
ministration of the Pension Bureau, would hesitate for a moment 
to show his appreciation of that officer by contributing $500 a year 
more for each of these, his personal selections, in order that they 
may have a larger amount of money on which to retire to private 
life at the close of the present Administration. 

In general, Mr. Chairman, I am — to appropriations for 
private purposes; but when the question involves so charitable an 
object as enabling these four Democrats to goout of the public serv- 
icewith a larger amount of money than they would be able in the 
regular way to draw under the present Administration, I must pro- 
fess myself in favor of the proposition. 

I wish to add this one remark: I am nning to think that 
some people are mistaken in the reiterated statement that this 
Government is not able to pay the salaries provided by law. We 
have the most ample evidence that the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States not only has money enough to pay all the 
debts and obligations of the Government, but that he money 
enough the day before yesterday to present to an humble citizen 
of the State of New York, entirely contrary to the spirit of the law, 
the sum of $208,440. 

On that day, Mr. Chairman, there being $4,700,000 of the late 
bond issue not awarded, there was a bid pending before the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from a reputable cational bank in the city 
of Boston from which the Government would have netted $5,188,- 
950; there was pending at the same time a bid made by Mr. J. 
Pierpont Morgan, which would net the Government $4,980,510. 
That difference of $208,440 could have been put in the Treasury of 
the United States under every stipulation and condition of that 
bond transaction. 

While that bid was pending from a reputable national bank 
which had already been awarded a part the bonds under this 
issue—I say that with that bid 1 = his desk the Secretary 
made theaward by which was erence of $208,440 against 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. CRISP. I raise the point of order that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is not confining his argument to the question of 


order. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chairis hardly able to see that the gen- 
——— Massachusetts is addressing now to the point 
order 


AWRETT. ite 

Mr. B . . Chairman, when I rose in my place the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. eo just taken his 

seat, having been discu the question of reduction of these 

salaries from $3,000 to $2, ora’ having made no reference to 

tho marteet tee a aie = 
The CHAIR 


- No question of order was raised against the 














man from Pennsylvania. But the question of order being 
against the gentleman from ¥ eee, he must 
tof order. 


gentle a 
rai ; . 
nontiiee himself to the discussion of the poin 


Mr. BARRETT. { 
order should not be decided until this House has a thorough un- 
derstanding of the facts as to the statement made in this debate 
hitherto, that this Government is not able and ought not to be 
called upon to meet this new expenditure. 


| appropriation bills that ‘‘the amounts herein appropriated shall 


I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the point of | 
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|} On an appropriation bill to reduce salaries and to take from the 
| incumbent the right to sue in the C: 


I repeat, there is evi- | 


dence of the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury believes the | 


Government is able not only to 

to present out of hand on the day before yesterday to the so-called 

“Morgan syndicate” the sum of $208,440 wrested out of the 
‘kets of the ie of this country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ raise the point again on the gentleman that 
he is not discussing the point of order. 

Mr. BAR Now, I give notice thatif the chairman of this 
committee [Mr. SHERMAN] makes any points of order on me there 
will be some more points raised during the progress of this debate 
which may not be able tohim. [Laughter.]} 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is obliged to decide the question 
of order, and thinks that the gentleman from Massachusetts is 
not confining himself to the point of order, 

Mr. BARRETT. In +~— to that I will say that I will not dis- 
cuss the point of order further at the present time [laughter], 
but when the matter has been decided by the Chair I may again 
ask the attention of the House to a few more remarks concerning 
the present state of the Treasury of the United States. 
to and have called the attention of the committee to the fact th 
a treasury that can afford to present $208,440 to the ‘‘ Morgan syn- 
dicate” out of hand ought to be able to pay the salaries provided 
by law. 

Mr, SHERMAN. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that after the 
very clear statement of the point of order by the distinguished par- 
fiamentarian from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] the Chair must 
be ready to rule upon it. [Laughter.] I will not say another 
word in reference to the point of order, but will merely ask that 
the Chair now rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. This question of order is one of importance, 
and the Chair will hear any gentleman who may desire to be heard 
in opposition to the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Georgia. [A pause.| If not, the Chair is ready to decide. 

Mr. ee Ss a . MMe. bay einem I — ee diffi- 
culty in a the point of order sugges y the gentleman 
rons Georgia [Mr. Crisp], but if I did understand the point raised 
by him it is this: The original creation of the office of these in- 
spectors was by an ert enn bill passed in 1873. I wanted to 
be heard upon the relative condition of affairs existing in 1873, as 
compared with now; but it is not pertinent to the question of 
order and I shall not go into it at the present time. But as it is 
customary to give notice, I desire to say that before this debate 
closes I propose to put myself right on that question of increased 
salaries to anybody. 

If I understood, I repeat, the 


ntleman from Georgia correctly, 
these offices having been creat 


in 1873 by a provision in an appro- 
iation bill and thesalary fixed at $3,000 each, it changes existing 

w now to make any reduction of salary below $3,000. If Iam 
right that is the real question to be decided. 

ir. CRISP. I beg pardon; I do not think the gentleman from 
Ohio apprehended the point. 

Mr. OSVENOR. Possibly not. I have just stated that the 
difficulty was that it was almost impossible to hear the point dis- 
tinctly over here. 

Mr. CRISP. This is a very important question, and should be 


decided eopety. 

Mr.G VENOR. Undoubtedly, for it involves 400 points in 
one — a riation bill before the House. 

Mr. CRISP. It is important in this way: These offices were 
created by law. The gentleman will find it in sections 2043 and 
2044 of the Revised Statutes. 

I read section 2043: 

There shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, a sufficient. number of Indian inspectors not exceeding 
five in number, to perform the duties required of such inspectors by the pro- 

of this title. Each inspector shall hold his office for four years unless 


sooner My by the President. Each inspector shall receite an annual 


salary of 

Now, I concede that it is competent for Congress to peepeaete 
less than $3,000 to the Indian inspectors; but then I contend that 
if that is done it is competent for the incumbent of the office to 
sue the United States Government in the Court of Claims and 
recover the difference between the amount appropriated and the 
amount fixed by the law. I referred in that connection to the 


case of m against The United States, which covers that 
Mr. OR. Will the gentleman give the number of 
the in that case? 
Mr.CRISP. In the One hundred and eighteenth United States 
page 389, 


y all its legal obligations but | 





| 


{ wanted | and the point he makes, even conceding it to be good, still my 
at | pointof order is well taken, because the salary fixed in the last act 
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Now, a practice has grown up in the House of providing in the 


} 


bein full compensation for the salari 


tor for the current year,” the 


ait 


s of the persons appropriated 


purpose being to enable Congress 


yurt of Claims for anv porti 
of the salary not appropriated. That 1 nv 
an amendment to the bill is undoubtedly obno 
of order. That will be conceded by everybody. 

That provision, however, was adopted on this bill, » point of 
order not being made, and the first paragraph of the bill now pro- 
vides that the amounts herein appropriated shall be accepted by 
the officers appropriated for ‘in full compensation for their sal- 
aries. 

My point, then, is that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Grow | offers an amendment to fix the salary for the current year 
of these inspectors at $2,000. If that should go into the bill the 
existing law would be changed to that extent, and the right of the 
incumbent to sue and recover in the Court of Claims would be 
taken away from him. This law, in other w6rds, would change 
the existing law to that extent, and the point I make is that inas- 
much as you have determined that whatever is appropriated in 
the bill shall be taken as full payment of the salaries fixed by law, 
you must appropriate the full amount of the salary unless you 
change existing law. 

So far as the gentleman from Iowa { Mr. LACEY] is concerned, 


on 


hen offered as 
<ious to the point 
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1s $2,500, while the pending proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would put the salary at $2,000. 

Mr. LACEY. I would ask the gentleman from Georgia whether 
we could not leave out the whole appropriation for these salaries, 
if we saw fit, notwithstanding that we have passed thé first pro- 
vision of the bill to which he referred? 

Mr. CRISP. Undoubtedly we could. 

Mr. LACEY. That being admitted, why coulu we not appro- 
priate less than the full amount of the salary? 

Mr. CRISP. Because if we made no appropriation these officers 
could sue the Government before the Court of Claims and recover 
the full amount of the salary to which they are entitled by law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I have the 
point. The point of order is, under the contention made by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], that we might and that it 
would be competent to appropriate a less sum than $3,000 per an- 
num, were it not for a provision put into this bill yesterday, which 
seems to have been put in with a great deal of art and without, 
perhaps, any due consideration upon the part of the Committee of 
the Whole, that whatever amount of money we do appropriate 
shall be accepted in full satisfaction of the salary fixed for that 
office; and therefore, says the gentleman from Georgia, if you ire 
late to appropriate less than $3,000 you have changed existing law. 
But he has conceded that without the provision in the bill placed 
there yesterday we might have legally appropriated less than 
$3,000 a year. 

Now, the validity of his argument, the force of his argument, 
depends upon the effect on the present legislation of the country 
of the amendment put into this bill yesterday. Is that existing 
law? There is the whole point. Non constat. We may strike 
this provision out of this bill when it comes into the House of 
Representatives, and if it is to have any such construction as 
the gentleman puts upon it, it must be stricken out of this bill, or 
there will be criticism along that line of battle when the people 
of this country see that by a simple provision like that the power 
of Congress to decrease salaries has been taken away from it, and 
it is bound by the ancient statutes of the country, passed in times 
when money was worth a great deal less than it is now, for the 
purpose of the payment of these salaries. That, then, is mot exist- 
ing law. Thereis no such law in existence. It is an amendment 
tentatively in an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair would like to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that the existing law claimed by the gentleman 
from Georgia to be changed is the section of the Revised Statutes 
which fixed the salary at $3,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman from Georgia has just 
admitted that in the absence of the amendment which | have re- 
ferred to it is nevertheless competent to appropriate less than the 
amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the contention is that the first amend- 
ment to this bill, taken in connection with this amendment to ap- 
propriate $2,000, would, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
reduce those salaries from $3,000, the axisting law, to $2,000 for 
that year. That is the claim that is made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That,then, depends on whether or not we 
pass this bill. That amendment has no more effect upon this 
amendment or this proposition than has the title of this bill. How 
can it have? We have not it into law. That will bea 
question to be determined when the House of Representatives and 
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the Senate pass upon the question whether this bill is to pass at all 
or not. That has no possible effect up to this time. It is a pro- 
vision that will have to be acted upon in the House of Represent- 
atives, and it may be acted upon either separately or on all the 
amendments that shall be reported to the House. The gentleman 
admits that we are not bound by the existing law in the Revised 
Statutes to appropriate $3,000, and that we may appropriate less 
than that. ow, how does it change existing law, even upon the 
ground occupied by the gentleman from Georgia? Itmakesanew 
appropriation, not changing the salary, but simply changing the 
amount of money which Congress sees fit to appropriate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Ohio answer just 
one question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wil! try. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you not think the amendment adopted is 
just as binding upon the Committee of the Whole as the existing 

wi 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Notatall. It has no possible effect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not atall. Not for the purposes of this 
rule. Is it possible that it can be done clandestinely—because that 
is the effect of it; nobody was told on yesterday this was to have 
the effect to prevent Congress from refusing to follow the extrav- 
agances of this bill. Nobody was told that an amendment was to 
be put into the law that was to take the salary that was fixed when 
the coal miners of my Congressional district were mining coal 
at 90 cents and a dollar, and put it under the plea of former 
legislation back to that price, when to-day those same miners 
are mining coal at 50 cents a ton. oan was told that when 
that provision was put in there a law made twenty-three years 
ago—when gold was at a premium and <vhen the products of the 
farms of this country were being sold at double what they are 
now—was to be aconduit through which an increase of $500a year 
upon five Government officers should be tolerated by a Repub- 
lican Congress. Nobody was told that a salary fixed when horses 


brought here as a2 argument to force this committee to go back 
to that scale of prices when cattle are now worth 3 cents a pound 
and horses worth $25 apiece. [Applause. ] 

Iam here tosay this. Thiscommittee may do just as they please. 
They may go on with this work of raising salaries. We are toid 
that three or four hundred items of appropriation in the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill are all affected in 
the same way under this question of order; and gentlemen may 

ut in a provision like that and go forward with it; but I say that 
Tons here for one to make a record that will show to mankind 
that in this yoar, in the great depression of business, in a time 
when everybody is suffering, and appeals are coming to Congress 
from eyery direction, that I will not vote to increase salaries at a 
ratio of 25 per cent, or nearly that amount, in an appropriation 
bill, and that after an amendment is put into this bill which seeks 
to bar the action of this committee to set themselves right before 
the country. 

What is the effect, Mr. Chairman, of this proposition? Havin 
said that the amount of money which we have anne 
shall be in full of all salary claimed by every one of these gentle- 
men, we therefore, on old antediluvian statutes, statutes that 
were passed in time of inflated currency, statutes passed in times 
of higher price for labor and higher — for commodities, when, 
as was well said by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] yes- 
terday, these inspectors were compelled to travel at great expense 
over the country—we are compelled now to go back and hunt 
up these statutes and make these exaggerated appropriations, be- 
cause we are powerless and tied hand and foot by a provision that 
we put into this bill on yesterday. My point in answer to the 
gentleman from Georgia is that that is no statute law, ought 
not to be law, and it never shall become law. It certainly can not 
become law if this House is intelligent and — enough not to 
do away with our own power to prevent the increase of salaries. 
I warn you gentlemen of the House of Representatives, on both 
sides, that the people of this country have their eye on this ap 
ticular Congress, and one of the things they are looking to is to 
see whether we are willing to create new offices and give exag- 
gerated salaries to existing officers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And we are warned by the conduct of the 
people toward the Democratic Congress, which has just been re- 
pe lated, that stood upon the reduction of salaries and made their 

ogislative battle on that point. The boast was made in the proc- 
lamation of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY], who 
published an emphatic and effective appeal to the country at the 
close of the last session of Congress, poin out the economy in 
appropriations, pointing to the reduction of the number of offi- 
cers, pointing out the reduction in the a te of the salaries of 
the officers; and yet here we come, and, upon the first appropriation 
bill where it seems to be possible, we are putting up these salaries 


FEBRUARY 21, 





at the rate of $500 apiece, and we are doing that when we are told 
by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN], representing the 
district mo.e affected than any other, that these inspectors are not 
only of no value to the country, but absolately political agents of 
a political machine. en 

r. TAWNEY. ould it not be ropes, then, to abolish the 
office? They ought to, rather than take this course, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say to the able gentleman from 
Minnesota that that question, interpolated here, has no effect. It 
fla i even punctuate the REcorD with an intelligent question, 

aughter. . 

Mr. FiSCHER. The gentleman says he is opposed to increas- 
ing salaries or creating offices. Has not your committee, which 
does not meet, asked for a clerk? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is that a new office? 

Mr. FISCHER. Your committee, that never meets and never 
had a clerk, has asked for a clerk. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did it not have a clerk in the last Con- 
gress? My committee has never reported in favor of an addition 
of 15 men to a force and taken 6 of them for the committee. 
anaier | 

So, Mr. Chairman, the point of order is not well taken. Con- 
gress is not compelied to erates a sum of money equal to the 
salary of the officer; and that is this whole question. Suppose, 
now, that in the case of the President of the United States we 
should attempt to appropriate $45,000 a year for his salary, would 
anybody undertake to say that that was obnoxious to the point 
of order because it changes existing law? The gentleman from 
Georgia admits that it would not be. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia admits that we are not compelled to appropriate the entire 
amount. That is all I desire to -. This matter is of vital 
importance to these appropriation bills. The argument puts us 
into this position: You must either leave open the whole question 
andallow saits to be brought in the Court of Claims by every officer 


' whose salary is reduced, or you must put yourself in the painful 
were worth $125 and cattle worth 6 to 8 cents a pound was to be | 


position c? not being able to abolish any useless office or reduce 
any salary, or you are precluded by the rules of the House from 
cutting down an a —— of this character. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, the proposition before the 
House is so interesting and so far-reaching that 1 have thought it 
sufficient excuse for asking the House to indulge me while I ex- 
press my views concerning the point of order. 

I might say by way of preface that full answer might be found 
to what has been said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] as to the dire results that would follow if amendments 
lessening proposed appropriations can not be entertained in the 
one fact that this House, by its rules, has deprived itself of the 
power which the last House and the Daas House had, of ad- 
mitting amendments upon an ree tion bill to change existing 
law, when by the proposed change the expenditures carried by the 
bill would be decreased. Passing that, however, I understand this 
case to be as follows: Yesterday there was adopted an amendment 
to the pending bill providing that the appropriations made by the 
bill for the payment of salaries shell in full discharge of all 
claims for those salaries. Now, there is a proposition pending to 
lessen the amount of the appropriation for the salaries of particu- 
lar officers, to appropriate less money than the amount fixed by 
the law, and the point of order is made that this amendment, or 
any amendment which would make the appropriation less than 
the amount fixed by the law, would be obnoxious to the rule 
against mans existing law by an amendment to an appropria- 
tion bill. The question is whether or not that point of order is 
well taken. 

In my view, Mr. Chairman, a good point of order could clearly 
have been made against the amendment that was adopted yester- 
day. If made, it would unquestionably have been sustained. That 
amendment —_ yesterday was a ———- to shear the 
existing law. t was the proposition by which this bill as it 
now stands will change existing law. By the adoption of that 
amendment, however, neither the committee nor the House bound 
itself as to what amounts should be appropriated. There was 
simply introduced into the bill a provision different from existing 
law. That new provision is that, so far as the appropriations 
carried by this bill are concerned—not the appropriation suggested 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs, but tever appropriations 
may be carried by this bill as it shall that so far as those ap- 

ropriations are concerned they shall be in full co: pie and 
ioihanen of the salaries of the ms therein provided for. That 
is the proposed change of e law; because, but for that pro- 
vision, if an appropriation were made of less than the stipulated 
amount of an the officer entitled to the salary would have 
an undoubted right to bring suit in theCourt of Claims to recover 


the difference between the amount appropriated and his salary as 
fixed "au. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman says that that provision sdopted 
yesterday was a change of existing law? 











1896. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. eas 

Mr. CRISP. Now, was it a change of existing law unless the 
amount appropriated is less than the amount fixed by law? _ 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is just the point that I am coming | 
to. The existing law was, the existing law is, outside of this 
pill, that when an appropriation is made for the payment of a 
salary and that appropriation is less than the sum fixed by law, | 
then the person who is entitled to that salary can sue and recover 
the difference. That is the law independent of the provision in- 
corporated in this biilyesterday. But that provision adopted yes- 
terday would change the existing law as to this bill and as to 
every item of appropriation that may be made in this bill. As to | 
this bill and the appropriations contained in it, if that provision 
shall be retained in the bill, the law will be that the eee 
tions here made shall be in full discharge of the salaries of the 
officers provided for. 

There is where the change of existing law would be made. What 
would be the meaning of that provision otherwise? To make good 
the point of order you must incorporate in the provision adopted 

esterday something that is not in itand that can not be carried into | 
it, lsubmit, by fair implication. You would be providing that, as 
to the officers whose salaries shall be appropriated forin this act, the 
amounts appropriated shall be received by them in full discharge 
of their claims, provided such amounts are equal in each partic- 
ular instance to the amount provided by law. That provision 
would amount to nothing. It would mean merely that if you ap- | 
propriated the full amount specified by existing law as the salary, 
then the man who received that salary must receive it in full dis- 
charge of the utmost claim that he ever could have for salary. 

Now, I submit that in order to make good the point of order 
raised by my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], whom I almost 
always follow upon these questions and find exceedingly good au- 
thority—to make that point of order good you would have to tack 
onto the amendment adopted yesterday a limitation which would 
destroy it, so that it would be —— no amendment at all. 
In fact, however, the Committee of the Whole, in adopting that 
amendment, provided that as to this bill and all the items of ap- 
propriation for salaries contained in this bill the previously exist- 
Eolew shall be changed, so that the appropriations made here, 
whether large or small, whether the full amount of a salary fixed 
by law, or half of it, or a tenth of it, or a hundredth part of it, 
shall be in full discharge of the salary. That is the only meaning 
that amendment can have, the meaning that it does have. The | 
gentioman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] suggested the inquiry to 
me: Is not that amendment adopted yesterday all right, making 
no change of law until you change the amount of the salary? I 
say no. Isay the proposed change of law was made yesterday. 
Everybody provided for in this billis now required to accept in 
full discharge of his claim for salary, if he accepts it at all, the 
amount appropriated. 

Now, how does anybody anticipate what will be appropriated? 
Theeffectof the other construction would be that dustend of jncreas- 
ing the power of the committee, as was done yesterday by the adop- 
tion of that amendment, you would lessen the power of the com- 
mhittee. The effect of such construction would be that if the 
amount of appropriation recommended in this bill should in any 
case be less than the amount of ay specified by law, you must 
necessarily raise it. That would be the inevitable effect. So, Mr. | 

irman, we come back to the case as we find it; that yesterday 
the Committee of the Whole adopted an amendment providing | 
that as to this bill, and as to whatever the House may choose to do 
as to the appropriations carried by this bill, the existing law shall 
be eanged. because without that change of law the persons for 
whom appropriations shall be made in this bill, in all cases where 
a less sum shall be appropriated than the sum fixed by law, could 
recover the difference by suit against the United States in the | 
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Comt of Claims, but with this amendment law they can not re- 
cover. The power to appropriate a dollar or a thousand dollars | 
for any salary remains precisely the same. It is not changed in 
any respect by the amendment adopted yesterday. 

Now, it is conceded that although a salary of $5,000 might be 
attached tu an office, it would be perfectly competent for Con- 
gress to eam $5 instead of $5,000; and then the law fixing 
the salary being unchanged, the officer could sue for and recover 
all the remainder—$4,995. But as to this particular bill, in view 
of the action already taken, the law is changed, if the amendment 
of yesterday become law, and the officer accepting the amount 

riated could not sue and recover a balance. 
amendment now pending before the Committee of the 
Whole does not propose any change of thelaw. The right always 
has existed—it is a ney inherent right of a legislative body— 
to a either the whole legal aiey or a part of it. e 
proposition against which the point of order is made is to appro- 
fete not all of what might be appropriated within the legal lim- 
but a part of it. And it has already been determined—the 
oa oe ae is not to be determined now, it has already been de- 
that as to appropriations thus made the law shall be 





2013 


changed so that the appropriations which we may make shall be 
in complete discharge of the claim of the person for whom the 


| salary 1s provided. 


I therefore submit that as to this particular matter—and I think 
the question is an important one; it may reach far and extend to 
many bills—as to this particular matter the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Georgia—and I differ with him reluctantly 
and only on clear conviction—can not be sustained. While there 
is a proposed change of law, that change has already been accepted, 
and the point of order now raised does not go to it. The particu- 
lar thing against which this point of order is directed is nota 
change of law. Whatever damage there may be from change of 
law, the proposal to make the change has already been indorsed. 
The present proposition is simply to do what the Committee of the 
Whole, and after it the House, has an undoubted right to do: the 
effect upon some individual may be different by virtue of the 
change already wrought by the adoption of the amendment of yes- 
terday. The case is different from what it would be if that change 
had not been made. [Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to put a question to 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose, when the amendment was offered 
yesterday to the first page of the bill, it had appeared as a fact 
that the salaries woovbled for in the bill were precisely those au- 
thorized by existing laws; suppose, under those circumstances, the 
point had been made that there was a change of existing law, how 
could that point have been sustained? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, it could have been sus- 
tained on this ground: Certain appropriations are suggested or 
proposed in this bill; but neither this Committee of the Whole nor 
the House has agreed to these appropriations. The Appropria- 
tions Committee of the House has recommended certain appro- 
priations, and the question to be determined is whether or not the 
Committee of the Whole and the House will sanction the appro- 
priation of those sums, or how much in any given case shall be 
appropriated. 

The Committee of the Whole had recommended no appropria- 
tions; the House had made no appropriations. The Appropria- 
tions Committee of the House had merely recommended certain 
appropriations. The question whether the Committee of the 
Whole would recommend any of these appropriations, or in what 
amounts, was something which no one could anticipate. That 
was a matter to be determined, because any member of the House 
would have the right to raise that question and no one could say 
it would not be raised. First, what the Committee of the Whole 
would do, and next, what the House would do, with reference 
to any such proposition could only be determined by the event 
itself; it could not possibly be known in advance. So that if the 
point had been made that the bill was so framed that in each case 
the full amount of the salary attached to each office was appro- 
priated, and no more—if it had been argued that therefore the 
proposed amendment would not change existing law, the sugges- 
tion would not have been good, and the point of order against the 
provision would still have been valid, because the change pro- 
posed yesterday to be made in existing law by the amendment 
then adopted is not that whatever had been proposed by the In- 
dian Committee shall be accepted as full payment, but that what 
is appropriated by Congress shall be in full discharge of the offi- 
cer’s claim for salary, whether the appropriation be more or less, 


| Todetermine whether a proposed amendment would change exist- 


ing law we must compare the amendment with the law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose that $2,000 should be determined to 
be the right salary to be allowed these inspectors, and suppose the 
bill in that form should become a law, and the inspectors should 
decline to accept that amount as their compensation; does the 
gentleman believe that they would be debarred from going to the 
Court of Claims in a suit to recover the amount provided under 
the statute for their salaries? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That question I have not looked up; I do 
not undertake to answer it positively. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I make the point that 
this proposition here is an effort to change existing law, and under 
the rules the point of order would be well taken, regardless of the 
point made by the gentleman from Georgia. The law now pro- 
vides a salary of $3,000; and any amendment which might be 
offered different from that would be obnoxious to the rule which 
we have adopted. 

Mr. DEARMOND. With all due deference, Mr. Chairman, to 
the gentleman from Illinois, I think his own contention will de- 
stroy his own argument. I understand him to take the position, 
and in that he may be correct—I may admit for the sake of the 
argument that he is correct—I understand him to take the posi- 
tion that one of these inspectors, if the amendment proposed shall 
be held to be in order and shall be adopted, and the appropriation 
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of $2,900 shall be made for his 
would be entitled to $3,000, if he refuses to take the amount of 
$2,000, can go to the Court of Claims and recover the whole amount 
of his salary, while if, under the bill, he —— the $2,060 it is ab- 


salary, when under the law he 


solutely a settlement of the entire claim. that be true, then 
the tleman must see that there is no change in the law made 
b the $2,000 amendment, because if it were otherwise it would 
be absolutely apenas for him to go into the Court of Claims 
and recover anything. 

I come back, then, to the original proposition with which I set 
out, that there is no change in the existing law proposed to-day by 
the pending proposition, but that the change of law was proposed 
and comneed on ¥ day. 

Mr. RAY. Let me interruptthe gentleman foraninquiry. Do 
you claim that the words incorporated in this bill yesterday, pro- 
viding that the ne for salary made by it shall be in 
full for the salary fixed by law if accepted, is the same as though 
the bill provided in express words that the salaries of these officers 


shall be whatever sum Congress sees fit to appropriate? 
Mr, DE ARMOND. Well, not quite that, I will state to the 
gentleman. That is not exactly the contention. But I do claim 


that the provision is that these appropriations in the pending bill, 
whatever they may be, shall be the salary for the year to which 
the bill applies, not that the salary affixed to the office shall be 


. that, but that the aoe herein made shall be a discharge 
0 


of ail the obligations the Government to pay the salary for 
that particular year, —, with the qualification ‘‘if accepted.” 

Mr. RAY. Now, let me interrupt the gentleman further. It 
seems to me that the gentleman’sargument is subject to this criti- 
cism: The law says that these officers shall have a salary of $3,000 
a year, and of course it is the duty of Congress to appropriate the 
necessary money to pay that salary. It is the duty of Congress to 
do it and it ought to do it. We may not do our duty, but if we 
fail, the officer may sue and recover the balance. 

Now, Congress is seeking here at this time to do by indirection 
something that it is not its purpose to do directly—that is, we seek 
to change the salary of these officers by taking two steps, one of 
which has been already taken by the amendment adopted on yester- 
day and the other one you are now seeking totake. The firststep 
taken was the insertion of the amendment that the acceptance of 
whatever we a in this bill for the salary of one of these 
officers shall be in full discharge of the salary and of all claims 
against the Government for salary for the particular year to which 
the bill applies. 

So far well and good. You can see that it is not quite equiva- 
lent to saying that the salaryshall be whatever we do appropriate. 
Now, then, in order to change the law declaring what the salary 
shall be, in order to consummate what you desire to accomplish and 
practically change the law to the extent of reducing the salary to 
$2,500, you must go a step further and appropriate a lesser sum to 
pay the salary than the law says the officer shall receive. Then 
comes in the point of order. We have not thus far changed ex- 
isting law. e have taken only one step toward it. One act 


.in the performance has been played, but we must take the other 


necessary step before we do change the law. When we appro- 
priate for the payment of the salary only $2,000, or $2,500, we have 
consummated by our legislation the act of changing the salary for 
the next fiscal year, and we have then changed existing law. 
Therefore, a half way before, now, when we undertake 
to appropriate a sum than the law says the officer shall re- 
ceive, we are consummuating the act to change existing law, and 
it is just as objectionable to proceed by indirection, one step at a 
time, as though we had embodied the whole thing in one proposi- 
tion and made the entire change in one single provision. other 
words, the mere division of the proposition inte two parts does 
not relieve it from the ation of the point of order. 

Yosterday we chan existing law to some extent, but we did 
not effect the change in existing law we intend te accomplish. 

To-day we do seek to consummate the change. We must take 
the action as a whole, not in . for each part is necessary to 
make up and complete the whole; that is the change of law in- 
tended, and that change is the reduction of these salaries from 
$8,000 per annum to $2,500 annum. 

Any provision in this intended to bring that result is a 
change of existing law. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. ‘There is no question that the adoption of 
the pending amendment, the other amcadment to which I have 
referred having been adopted on yesterday, would have the effect 
of giving this official $2,000 instead of $3,000 for the particular 
— for which we are now appropriating. There is no doubt of 

t. But the question before theaomtanittes st this time and be- 
fore the Chair is this: Is that to be taken as a change of law which 
is to be effected by what is in the pending proposition, or has the 
proposed ae been effected, in so far as this comnaittee 
ean effect it? at is 5 

i think my friend from New York misapprehends what I mean 
¢a that point, and also, I thi i 


Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him just there for a moment? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 
ne SWANSON. I understand you to say that the law has been 

ready ¢ , 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes; the amendment to change it was 
accepted ty 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, is it necessary for two things to con- 
cur in order that existing law shall be changed—first, the amend- 
ment on yesterday that the salaries herein provided for shall be 
in full, which, as I understand you to say, does not change exist- 
ing law, unless you go a step further, and that is to appropriate 
a leas amount thanis required by thelaw? Then when both condi- 
tions concur, first the statement that the appro riation is in full 
of the salary for that year, and the second the decrersed sum, you 
do change existing law? In other words, there must be a concur- 
rence of the two propositions in order to change existing law. So 
yesterday, when that was offered, it was, as suggested by the chair- 
man of the committee, no c of existing law until you had 
gone one step further and provided for a lesser salary. Now, the 
first time that you met the second condition was when the offer 
was made to reduce this salary from $3,000 to $2,000. Then both 
conditions concurred, which changed existing law, and without 
that concurrence I do not see that there is any change of exist- 


ing law. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The difficulty into which my friend from 
Virginia drops is precisely the same which has overtaken my 
friend from ew ork [Mr. Ray]. They confound two ques- 
tions. The one is the question of changing law, the other question 
is as to a matter of fact which mixes up with the change of law 
and produces certain effects. 

For instance, a legislative body passes a law defining what 

and larceny is and fixing a penalty for the offense. Now, that 

aw is a complete law. A question arises afterwards whether 
somebody is amenable to the provisions of that law by reason of 
having done something—whether you have a case to prosecute 
under that law. That is the question here that these gentlemen 
make, and they confuse the two things. The law is changed so 
far as this amendment of yesterday goes, for the present consider- 
ing this amendment as adopted. 

= ee SON. 1 want to ask the question, is the law 
changed—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Just wait until I finish my statement. 
There is in this bill now, by the amendment adopted, that which, 
if it ripens into law, will effect a change of the law. Now, the 
change of law is precisely the same—is a change of law complete 
and perfect, whether or not there ever arises a case upon which 
it shall operate. If thatis nottrue, then you do notknow whether 
you have a law until you find out that you have a case which that 
law will fit! Willanybody take that position? You can not know 
whether this law has been changed until you find out whether 
there is something that you can operate your change upon! That 
will not do. I say the law has been changed by the incorporation 
of this provision in the bill, assuming that this goes on and be- 
comes a law. There has been incorporated into this bill a provi- 
sion which, ripened into law, will change existing law. If the ap- 
propr..ations should be such that nobody may ever raise the ques- 
tion, and nobody ever be affected by it, then the law will be a law 
which has nothing to operate upon—fails to accomplish anything 
simply for that reason; but it will be law nevertheless. - 

. WILLIAMS. It is nevertheless a change of law, 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It will be law in this bill, law‘upon the 
statute book, that nobody can take the salary provided for him 
in this bill except in full requital for his services. 

Mr. OWENS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 4 
question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes. 

Mr. OWENS. If you go ahead, as this bill provides for doing, 
and appropriate the full $3,000 of salary to which the officer is 
entitled under the statute, would not the amendment of yester- 
day, instead of being a change of law, be merely declaratory of 
the conditions existing under the t law, and not a change? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; it w not. Gentlemen are antici- 
—s what is going to bedone. That is the trouble about it. 

esterday there was something done. That was done without 
condition. It was not done upon condition that there should be 
cmprnennanien a riated in this bill. It was at sheoiutely 
and at the outset, before reaching these appropriations, and i 
provided that certain appropriations—not the ones suggested by 
the Indian Committee, not any ular amount, not any par- 
ticular item, oe ~~ that we shall ee OF ro- 
priations that w. completed shall carry— 088 
auuseqaietionn ak S086. 06 te Sas as namanacers, but as we 
make ner Se ra ance an eee ee of the 
year’s com: be paid to the persons provided for. 

Mr. SWANSON. The error in your arguiment is that you con- 
clude that that amendment of yesterday necessarily changed ex- 
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to-day that a man who 
y him that full 
not change ex- 


ow, is not the law existing 
: law is paid in full if you 
so, the act of yesterday di 

error in your argument is that you con- 


isting law. 
aiaye That being 


amendment of yesterday necessarily changed the 
it did ——— the law until followed by the 
amendment reducing the ry. 

Mr. DE ARMON I understand the claim of the gentleman, 
and I insist that I am not wrong about it. Now, let us get at the 
stateof the lawasitwas. Ihope the chairman wil! indulge me for 
a few minutes . Several questions have been asked me and 
T have — much longer than I intended to speak. I have nct | 
a particle of interest in this matter except to express correct 
views, if I have them. ee 

Suppose you should read in this bill what was there before the 

on of this amendment, what was law before this propo- 
sition to change law. Now, what wasit? That the sums appro- 
ee for the payment of salaries, if equal to the sums provided 
y law for those salaries, shall be in full discharge of them: if 
not 


the fixed for their offices can go into the Court of Claims 

and recover the difference. That was the law before this proposed 

change. Of course that would not be incorporated into the bill, 

but it is the law and goes with the bill as effectually as if it were 
i there. 


Let me call attention for a moment upon that view of the ques- 
tion to the case of Langston against the United States, which is 
cited by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] as an authority 
upon thisquestion. Mr. Langston wasa United States minister to 


| $2,000." 


ual to those salaries, that the persons receiving less than | 


} 


one of the West India Repnblics, I believe. The law fixed the sal- 
ary at $7,500 per year. Appropriations were made of $5,000 a year | 


for some years, I do not recall justhow many. That amount was 
received and receipted for by the officer. At the expiration of his 
term, or after three or four years had elapsed, he brought suit 
inst the Government in the Court of Claims for the aggregate 
fference between the stipulated salary of $7,500 a year and the 
$5,000 appropriated each year. The Court of Claims decided in 
his favor. 
Supreme Court of the United States affirmed that decision. Now, 
then, that decision fixes the law this way, that where an officer is 
entitled to a certain salary, because that is the salary fixed for the 
office wifich he held, and appropriations are made of less than that 
sum, no other limitation being thrown in, he can receive partial 
= and sue and recover the balance of the salary fixed by 


w. 

That was the law when it was proposed by the amendment 
incorporated in the bill yesterday to change the law as to the ap- 
iations to be made in this bill. Thatamendment was incor- 
. Then,so far as this bill is concerned, that law is in 
process of change. There is in this bill that which was put there 
to change the law as to this bill, and as to all the appropriations 
borne in it. The question of what the change accepted yesterday 
ill operate upon can not be mixed with the original legal ques- 
tion involved. Now it issuggested by gentlemen that this change 
does not accomplish anything until you make a change i 
amount of the appropriation. A law against grand larceny can 
not accomplish anything—that is, can not be enforced—auntil some- 
body has been guilty of that offense. The law for the vollection 
of debt does not accomplish anything until somebody invokes that 
jaw. The law for the limitation of actions accomplishes nothing 
until somebody invokes that law in a particular case; but it is the 

law all the same. 
—— S. Will the gentleman allow me a question right 


é 


Mr. HOPKINS. When you speak of the law of grand larceny 
ee oe ere a person violates a rule that 
is already established. 


You admit you coincide with the gentle- 
New York that you have only accomplished the first 


oo we ree already 
steps necessary to the law, except, of course, 
into law this bill as ik s 


PKINS. Your — coincided with that of the gen- 
from New York, tthe change will not have occurred 
eats Sieieqateetaion te a. 

‘the gentleman's pardon. change 
completely accomplished, so far as the Commit- 
accomplish it, by amendment before any re- 
or change in an item of riation. The 
= In other words, I claim that Congress 
wer to appropriate any sum or refuse to appropriate 
it has always had, and that the amendment 


to reduce an item of a: ion, does not change 
but that the proposition to change te law was one 
yesterday t challenge; one upon which no 
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he question was carried to the Supreme Court. The | 





Mr. CANNON. Ionly want tosay a word. I would have in- 
terrupted the gentleman from Missouri, but I have always found 
when I agree with him he can state it so much stronger and bet- 
ter than I can that I hesitate to interrupt him; and I have become 
willing to hesitate to interrupt the gentleman when I do not agree 


with him. I will ask the Chair to have the amendment read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7, line 11, strike out the word “ t) 
the word “two,” so that it will read “for ; 


iree,” and in lieu thereof insert 
my of five Indian inspectors at 


Mr. CANNON. 
him? 

The CHAIRMAN. I have. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask the Chair to look at the first section of 
the bill, and to follow me while I read a line or two of it: 


I will ask the Chair if he has the bill before 


That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated o 


t it of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 


, lor the purpose 
These are the words— 
of paying the -arrent and contingent 108 


expens »+ 


of the Indian Department. 
Now the amendment that was adopted yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In full compensation of the services. 


Mr.CANNON. Thatisright. Now, then, the gentleman from 
Missouri has well claimed ‘‘in full compensation of the services” 
covers the whole Indian service in this legislation. 

The gentleman from Georgia admits that this whole salary of 
$3,000 might be stricken out, so as to appropriate nothing; he ad- 
mits that that might be done either with or without this amend- 
ment. Now, it seems to me that if you can stril the whole 
of it, you certainly can strike out a part of it. As I understand 
the object of the rule of the House, it is not to be technically con- 


» ont 


strned so as to defeat the will of the Committee of the Whole, and 
if the right to withhold appropriations, without reference to this 
amendment, is conceded, then it can not be said that the adoption 
of this amendment in the first section defeats that right. Nobody 
claims that. So, when you come to speak of given cases it seems 
to me that you test the soundness of the argument of the gent! 


man from Georgia |Mr. Crisp] as well as of the argument of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De Armonp]. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this 
question is ina nutshell. The only inquiry is whether two stat 
utes stand or can stand together, or whether there i: 


Bsucnh a lie 


flict between them that the one must fall and the other stand. 
Now, the existing law unquestionably is that these officials shall 
each receive a salary of $3,000. Unquestionably that is the exist- 
ing law. Itis immaterial whether it was enacted originally in an 
appropriation bill or was incorporated in the Revised Statutes as 
a distinct proposition; it is in the statutes of the United States and 
is the existing law. Therefore each one of these persons is enti- 
tled to demand and receive for his services a salary of $3,000 a year. 
The amendment _ upon this bill on yesterday says that each of 
these officers shall receive, in full compensation for his services, 
whatsoever this House provides that he shall receive Chat is the 
situation. The law as it exists says emphatically that each of 


these men shall receive $3,000 a year; while the provision which 
we adopted on yesterday says that he shall accept as his salary 
whatever amount the House may appropriate. There is, therefor 
a clear and irreconcilable conflict between the two enactments. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINNEY. Suppose the point of order had not been raised 
by the gentleman from Georgia {[ Mr. Crisp], and we had gone on 
and passed this amendment, it would have been valid, would it 
not? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Asa matter of course. 

Mr. LINNEY. Then, as there was no objection made yester- 
day to the amendment which was adopted, would amend 
ment be the same as though the amendment on yesterday had not 
been adopted at all, it having been agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It does not make any difference how 
the amendment was made. It was made, and at the time it was 
pending a point of order ought to have been made against it, which 
would undoubtedly have been sustained. I think there can be no 
question about that. Now, when the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Crisp] admits that but for that amendment adopted on yes- 
terday the House might appropriate less than the amount fixed in 
the existing law, he gives up his whole case. If that were not so, 
then the point of order could be made here and now, because there 
would be no power in this House to change the existing law un- 
less it has the power to appropriate a less amount than that fixed 
in the existing law. But inasmuch as that power does unques- 
tionably exist, the conflict, I say, is irreconcilable between the ex- 
isting law and the amendment passed on yesterday; and inasmuch 
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as the point of order was not made when that amendment was 


pending. it is too late to make it now. 
Mr. RAY. Will the gentieman permit a question? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RAY. What is it that this House is undertaking to do? 


Is it not to so change the law that the salaries of these officers 


shall be $2,500 a year instead of $3,000 a year, as now fixed by law? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is exactly what they are propos- 
ing to do. 
r. RAY. Now, is it not also true that if this House appro- 
priates only $2,500 for each of these salaries, each of these officers 


can sue the Government in the Court of Claims and recover the 


other $500? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. He could do that but for the amend- 
ment adopted on yesterday, which ought not to have been made. 

Mr. RAY. Please do not throw in anything that is outside of 
the argument. Let us confine ourselves to the proposition. On 
yesterday we adopted a provision which says that these officers 
shall receive whatever we do appropriate in full compensation 
for their services, but that provision does not have the effect thus 
far to reduce the salaries, does it? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, It does not. 

Mr. RAY. Now, the purpose was—-and yesterday’s action was 
but onestep toward it—the purpose was, by this bill taken as a whole, 
to reduce these salaries. That is the object and purpose of this 
legislation, and when you have gotten through with your bill you 
must take your bill all together asthe lawon the subject. Youcan 
not pick out one phrase, or pne sentence, or one section, and say 
that that is the law and that that fixes the salary of these officers, 
unless such phrase, sentence, or section is all there is on the sub- 
ject. Therefore, when on yesterday we injected into this bill one 

rovision which of itself does not change existing law so far as 
hese salaries are concerned—when we injected that provision into 
the bill we took — one step toward attaining the object. It re- 
quires further legislation in this bill in order to consummate that 
proposed change of law, and that step we propose to take to-day. 
e must read this part of the bill in connection with what has 
been done before, and if to-day we appropriate only $2,500 for 
these salaries, then that action, in connection with what we did 
esterday, taking the whole bill together, changes the existing 
aw. But we have undertaken to put into this bill a provision 
appropriating a less amount of money than the law says we ought 
to appropriate, a less amount of money than it is our duty to ap- 
sxropriate for these salaries; and while this Congress has the phys- 
ical power to appropriate $2,500, or any other sum, in payment of 
these salaries, it has not any legal right to doit. In doing it we 
violate thelaw, and when weappropriate only that sum, $2,500, we 
subject the Government to a suit in the Court of Claims by each 
of these officers for the difference between his salary as fixed by 
law and the amount which we Se to pay that salary. 
Therefore, when ae we undertake to say that each of these 
officers shall have only $2,500 a year, we are attempting to put 
into this bill legislation which, in connection with what we did yes- 
terday, does change existing iaw, and 1 think that for this Con 
to act upon any such basis, or to adopt any such construction of 
its rules as would permit such a thing to be done, is an outrage 
upon the law, therules, and upon every officer of this Government, 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I might agree with the gentleman on 
that point. I have not said to the contrary. But this is purel 
a legal question, nothing more and nothing less. What our pol- 
icies, respectively, would be in the administration of the law is 
an entirely different question which is not involved here. The 
gentleman from New York confounds two questions which are 
entirely separate and distinct. One is as to the law, pure, statu- 
tory, existing law, and the other relates to the powers of the Con- 
gress of the United States in making appropriations in the fulfill- 
ment of law. These, I say, are entirely distinct questions. The 

uestion here is not what Congress may do in es in 
obedience to law, but what the law itself commands the Congress 


States to lezislate upon this question. The existing law is that 
each of these men shall receive a salary of $3,000 a year. There 
can be no yuestion about that. 

Now, suppose this bill should say that these men shall each 
receive $2,000 a year salary. Suppose that in the amendment 
adopted on yesterday, instead of saying that they should accept 
whatever Congress might appropriate, we had said that hereafter 
they shall have not more than $2,000 a year each as salary, who is 
there here who would hesitate to say that that would have — 
existing law? In order to test whether your proposed legislation 
changes existing iaw, you must look to the effect, the conse- 
quences of the legislation proposed to be enacted if it should be- 
come law. That is the test, and if the effect of it would be to 

ive Congress power which it does not now possess, then that leg- 

ation changes existing law. 

Mr. RAY. One other suggestion, Mr. Chairman. The provi- 
sion which we injected into this bill yesterday is not, thus far, a 
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part of the law of the land, It is not law; it has not even been 
adopted by the House of Representatives; it has not been passed 
by the Senate; it has not been approved by the President of the 
United States. It is not law, and the fact that we consented to 
it yesterday in Committee of the Whole does not even necessarily 
indicate that it will be approved when the bill comes into the 
House. Of course if the Chairman holds that what we did yes- 
terday was an independent act, is to be regarded as law already 
enacted, and that appropriating money to pay salaries is entirely 
independent of that action, then the whole argument I make is 
overthrown. I make my argument on the supposition that this 
whole bill must be regarded as one general scheme on the subjects 
to which it relates. I am opposed to changing general law in 
appropriation bills. If the law fixes a salary Congress ought to 
appropriate the money to pay it. The business of the Appropria- 
tion Committees is to appropriate money and execute the aw. 
We have not changed the law as _ so far as to change the sal- 
ary, and the question is, Shall we do so? To-day we seek to con- 
summate the change. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Have I the flour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] 
has the floor. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman consented that I might enlighten 
him. If he objects, however—— 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Iyield tothe Ss let him goon, 

Mr. RAY. I want to say right here that the argument of the 

entleman from Alabama and thatof the gentleman from Missouri 
fr. De ARMOND] fail when they say that the mischief was done 
yesterday—when they say that yesterday we changed the exist- 
ing law, that all our future legislation in connection with this 
bill is to be upon the theory that what we did yesterday has already 
pemed the House and the Senate and been aprroved by the Presi- 
ent of the United States. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
gives up his whole case. The gentleman from Georgia has already 
admitted that if the amendment offered yesterday is not the law, 
then no point of order can be made here. Everyone admits that. 
And if the gentleman is correct in assuming that we are to treat 
this provision as not being existing law because it has not passed 
both Houses and been signed by the President, he gives up his 
whole case—nothing remains. 

Mr. RAY. Not at all, because here is a proposition to reduce 
this salary by refusing to nes the money necessary to pay 
it, and this is but part of a scheme—it is the second step in at- 
tempted legislation to reduce a salary. For that reason it is sub- 
ject to the point of order. Until that scheme is consummated the 
point of order may be raised and ought to be sustained. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I have attempted to make this matter 
plain, and I dislike to repeat, but in order to test the question 
whether proposed legislation changes or does not change existing 
law you must look to the effect that the legislation will have upon 
future acts of Congress; that is the very test of the matter. n- 
der the law as it exists now the Congress of the United States has 
no right to say that these men shall receive less than $3,000 each; 
and unless you put upon the bill the amendment introduced and 
adopted a we may appropriate less than the sum provided 
by law, yet that does not reduce the salary, because the officer may 
recover the amount in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. RAY. But let me suggest in this connection that if you 
do appropriate less than the] salary, without first changing the 
law, the officer has a cause of action i the United States, 
and may recover the difference in the Court of Claims; whereas 
if we should enact the provision adopted here yesterday into law 
and then cut down the salary by the appropriation to $2,500, tak- 
ing the whole ee as one scheme, as one act, as one law, 
we have changed the law, and have not only deprived the officer 
of part of his salary, but have cut off his right of action against 
the United States for that sum of which we deprive him by re- 
fusing to appropriate. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s 
assumption is not well founded. Thisis not one act; it is not one 
law. You test this matter just as well Uy cepuenas that the 
proposed legislation in an appropriation \ of being 
offered as an amendment, came in here as a separate act. Let us 
so test the question. Suppose we had here an act of Congress 
saying that hereafter these Indian agents should receive as their 

y whatsoever ———— might see proper to appropriate; sup- 
pose such an act should pass, would it or would it not repeal this 
section of the Revised Statutes? Could they both stand together? 
‘te matter - course the last act re oe iio 

ow you oe @ provision which as 
effectually — existing law as if you had put it in a separate 
statute; and the test at last is whether, if this act becomes a law, 
it is in conflict with existing law or whether both can stand to- 
pers If not, it repeals law; it changes existing law. 
both can stand together, then point can not be made. But 
it seems to me it is too plain for argument that the one or the 
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ve way; and that being the test, then the question 
es oid oo late; it — to have been made yesterday 
when the amendment was offer 
Mr. SWANSON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. He 
says that until it becomes apparent that the existing law is 
changed the objection does not le. | 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; I did not say any such thing; I 
said just the reverse. ; 
Mr. SWANSON. Then does the gentleman say that before it 
that the existing law is changed—— 
. COBB of Alabama. I said that this amendment of yester- 
day is a separate, independent, and perfect piece of legislation in 


Mr. SWANSON. It does not change the existing law until you 
put an amendment in the bill varying these appropriations from 
the amount which the law provides. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We are discussing this aon upon 
the idea that this amendment has been adopted and become law; 
we can not argue itsensibly inany other way. Arguing it in that 
way, I say that when it does becomes law, if it ever does, it will 
re the existing law, and therefore it is obnoxious to the rule. 

. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, two things, it seems to me, 
have been confused in discussing t: ‘question, and I wish to ask 
the attention of the Chair to the qmatinction involved. Salaries 
are one thing; the law of salaries is another = The question 
to be inquired into is whether there is proposed here any change 
in the law of salaries—whether the amendment now pending 
would bring about or be part and parcel in bringing about a 
change, not of salaries, but of the law of salaries. 

Now, up to the time that the first amendment was offered and 
accepted on yesterday, the law of salary was so many dollars and so 
many cents for the officer on the statute books. After its adop- 
tion by the House the law of salary,became what? Why, it became 
whatsoever Congress might, in its discretion, thereafter insert in 
the appropriation bill as a salary for the particular office. The 
law 0 y, therefore, that was so many dollars and so many 
cents written on the statute books, then became whatsoever Con- 
gress saw proper to make the salary. 

It follows, therefore, Mr. Chairman, from that that no matter 
what Co may fix as any particular compensation or salary 
hereafter in the bill, the law of salary as to the Indian bill hav- 
ing become changed so that it is this, namely, that the salary 
shall be that amount that Congress fixes in the bill, therefore 
whatever sum Congress fixes hereafter as asalary, inviewof that 
amendment, can not be a reduction of salary from the standpoint 
of the present law of salaries, because the very law that we have 

vided in this bill is that the salary shall be whatever Congress 
es, and that being true, it can not be held that the amount we 
may fix in the biil is a reduction of the salary authorized by law. 

So the idea as to whether the reduction comes in and changes the 
law cuts no figure. It cuts a figure, and a large figure, no doubt, 
as to the salary and to the pocketbook of the man who receives the 
salary; but it cuts no figure at all as to the question of what has 
been changed or may be chan with relation to the salary, and 
such change can not become obnoxious to the rule of order. 

Mr. RY of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the only excuse that 
I shall offer for asking the attention of the Chair and saying any- 
os on the pending question is the importance of the matter 
itself. On yesterday it was admitted on the flcor in this commit- 
tee that at least two or three hundred officers of the Government 
had been for ten or fifteen years receiving as salaries under appro- 

tion bills less amounts than the general statutes provided for 






Now, it is contended that this House can not, in framing an ap- 

riation bill, lessen or reduce the amount which an officer 

receive as salary, or, in other words, that the House can not 

ut the salary below the amount fixed in the general stuatues. 

t is said we can not do it by reason of the second section of Rule 
XXI of the present House. 

Itis also claimed, and undoubtedly it is the law, that in the 
absence of the amendment offered on yesterday by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY] and adopted by the committee, that 
if the House does appropriate a less amount than is fixed by the 

eral statutes, then the officer can still recover the full amount 

iv recourse to the Court of Claims. In other words, if we fix in 

an aj riation bill an amount as the salary for the fiscal year 

which is = than that provided in the general statutes, it would 

simply defer the payment to the official, or defer the time when 
he should receive the whole amount of the salary fixed by law. 

So, Mr. i ,1 do not agree with the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GrosvENoR] when he says that the amendment offered on 
yesterday by the tleman from Missouri, and adopted by the 
committee, should not be adopted by the House, but upon the con- 
trary I insist that it should be adopted and become a part of this 
very law, and for reasons which I pro to show later on. Be- 
cause if we do not adopt it, then we irae the salary 
from the officer that much longer, and he a debt against the 
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United States for the difference between the appropriation here 
made and the amount fixed in the general law. 

Mr. GRUSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not misrepre- 
sent my position in that manner. I did not take that ground. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Then I am very glad to say that I 
misunderstood the gentleman. I am glad to find that he is on the 
other side of the question. I understood him quite differently. 

I insist that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
sourion yesterday is a very proper and necessary one to be adopted 
in connection with this bill, because if it is not incorporated in the 
bill it is simply idlein us to undertake to reduce the salary in this 
or any other appropriation bill. If we are not to reduce the salary 
in an appropriation bill, then we must go back, in each of the two 
or three hundred other cases to which reference has been made and 
which will come before the House in future appropriation bills, to 
the old laws—the law of 1875, for instance—under which salaries 
are fixed in some instances at more than twice what we think 
these officials should receive. 

Then we come to the question of order presented here. We 
must consider in that connection the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry] and must construe it in 
one of two ways; we must either construe it as law, or admit that 
it is not law. If we consider it as law, then it stands before the 
House in considering the point of order just the same as if it had 
been enacted in a separate bill. What would that be then? It 
would be enacted by the Congress of the United States that dur- 
ing the fiscal year for which this appropriation is made there should 
be paid as a salary of an officer, and be received by him as full 
compensation for his services, the amount which we see proper to 
fix in the bill. 

That would change existing law, because it would enact on its 
face that whatever amount the Congress of the United States 
should appropriate should for that year be his salary. So, then, 
if we are to consider that as the law, then for the purposes of the 
objection made by the gentleman from Georgia { Mr. Crisp] it is 
the law now, and that provision is simply in effect that whatever 
we "i ropriate shall be received and accepted as the salary. So, 
Mr. os an we are not now doing anything to change existing 
law, butto carry out existing law. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. aed said that we should, in the 
appropriation bill, fix the amount of the salary for the fiscal year, 
and now we are proceeding, under the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Grow], to fix that salary at 
$2,501 instead of $3,000. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if we consider, uj:on the other hand, that it 
is not the law, then the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] con- 
cedes at once that the point of order which he makes is not well 
taken. Then, in whatever way you consider it, as a part of the 
law or not as a part of the law, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] is not out of order. 

Mr. Chairman, this is to my mind an important question. We 
must do either one of two things, if this point of order is sustained. 
This House does not propose to raise salaries and to appropriate 
money for salaries higher than they have been for fifteen years 
past. [Applause.] If we can not reduce these salaries under the 
present rules of this House, the Committee on Rules should bring 
in a resolution to change these rules immediately. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I take it that this amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania os Grow ] is not objectionable under 
the rule, and I insist also that in every appropriation bill there 
should be an amendment similar to the one offered by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. W iat does that mean? I 
take it that the gentleman from illinois was right when he asked 
the question of the gentleman from Missouri whether, if an 
officer refused to accept the amount appropriated in full, he would 
be obliged under the law to do it, or whether he could still hold 
his claim against the Government? I think he was right in the 
intimation that he would not be compelled to accept the smaller 
amount, and that therefore we do not change the existing law. 
We do not change the amount of his salary as fixed by law, but 
we say to him, ‘‘If you serve the Government of the United States 
for this fiscal year, you shall take $2,500 for your services, if you 
want any pay at the hands of this Congress, and if you accept 
that, you accept it in full of your services”; but I take 1t, Mr. 
Chairman, that if he refuses to accept it and takes none of it, then 
he might perhaps have his claim against the Government of the 
United States for the full amount of the salary. 

So, Mr. Chairman, [ insist that we are not undertaking to change 
existing law in any sense of the word; but if it was to be held that 
it does change existing law, then, Mr. Chairman, we must do one 
of two things, or else disgrace ourselves before the people of the 
United States. We must either change the existing laws fixing 
the salaries as they were fixed twenty years ago, or else we must 
change the rules of this House so that we can reduce them in an 
appropriation bill. Same, 

r. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Cha’~~:~. a few sensible re- 
marks concerning this point of order, i lease. Supposing 
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Wwe pass no appropriation bill whatever relative to the pay of these 
officers, what effect would it have upon their standing in a court if 
they should sue for their salaries? Could it besaid that the law had 
been repealed or had become inoperative by virtue of the fact that 
Congress had made no appropriation? Certainly not. Now, you 
propose to appropriate, say, $2,500 or $2,000, and with that you 
couple a provision that if the officer having done the work shall 
accept this appropriation it shall be in full payment. Very well. 
Tf he does accept it, then he takes by virtue of the contract, and 
is estopped a the appropriation law. But suppose he refuses 
to take a single solitary cent, and then sues for the salary provided 
in the law. Can the ovement come in and demur to his peti- 
tion or set up an answer that that is no longer thelaw? Certainly 
not. Itseems to me that an appropriation mad. e\en with the 
proviso contemplated can not be said t change the law, because 
¥¢ can not affect the right of the officer, having performed the serv- 
ice, to go into the courts and maintain i+ action upon the law. 

Mr. CRISP. Justa word. There has een some effort made 
upon the other side in discussing the point of order—an effort 
which I regret—to exert an influence on the mind of the Chairman 
by referring to the fact that heretofore there have been reductions 
of salaries on appropriation bills, and that if the Chair shall sus- 
tain the point of order pending the ruling will affect two or three 
hundred salaries that are to come. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no necessity for any difficulty of 
that sort. Thereis no objection—I think no serious objection will 
be found on this side of the House—to a proposition to reduce 
salaries. That is not the point. The point is that you can not 
legislate on an appropriation bill. You can not reduce a salary 
on an appropriation bill, and my friend from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR], who referred to the reductions that had been made here- 
tofore, knows very well that ender the rules of the House, as they 
were in Democratic administrations here, there was an express 
provision of the rule which authorized us to reduce salaries. Cer- 
tainly gentlemen have not forgotten that. The rules of the Fifty- 
third, Fifty-second, and prior to that time read: 

Nor shall any provision in any appropriation bill, or amendment thereto: 
charging existing law be in order except such as being _—- te the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill shall retrench expenditures by reduction of the 
number and salaries of the officers of the United States. 

The reductions that took place on appropriation bills in the 
Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses, to which my good friend 
from Ohio refers, took piace in accordance with the rules that 
those Houses had adopted for their own government. Now the 
rules of the Fifty-first Congress, under which we are operating, 
provide: 

Nor shall any provision c ing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bili or any amendment thereto. 

There is no difficulty, Mr. Chairman, about this majority re- 
ducing salaries of officers if they choose to do so by simply bring- 
ing in a bill reducing salaries; but under the rules you have 
adopted it must not tm on a general appropriation bill. That 
is all. There is no difficulty. Gentlemen n not be frightened 
by the specter of their own inability to reduce salaries. You have 
got the power to do it; you have the power to-day under the rules 
you have adopted. You may have the power to do it in defiance 
of your rules; but if you will observe your rules, you will not do 
it on an appropriation bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word or two upon its merits. It is 
admitted that the salary is fixed bylaw. It is admitted that these 
officers have a title to their offi uired by the nomination of 
the President and confirmation of the Senate—and a tenure of four 
years. Thisisa proposition to change existing law in this respect, 
that these officers, if they accept the money in this Se 
bill, then the law is so henge on to deprive them of the right to 
sue in the Court of Claims for the excesses or difference, which 
right the highest court in the land has determined that to-day they 
have. Now, then, gentlemen say that the enactment of yesterday 
changed the law. How? How, I ask the Chairman, does that 
change existing law? Reading the bill you reach ——— 








a as the full amount of the dalary due an 

that change existing law? You reach a provision appropriating a 
lessamount. Does not thatchange existing law? There isnothing 
in the first amendment indicating change, and nothing pointing 
out any change, and there is no reason any man should anticipate 
that the first amendment would affect the salary. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the conclusion is plain. It 
is simply another effort on the part of preter nt ere 
tee to legislate on appr riation bills, no ing the rules of 
the House say they shall not do it. It has always been contended 
by the Republican party, and was the rule when they had con- 
trol, that an appropriation was simply intended to appro} i 
money in accordance with existing law. There always been 
an effort upon the part of the Appropriations Committee—I do not 
say it in criticism of them, because we all like to reach out for 
power—there has always been an effort on the of that com- 
mittee, notwithstanding the rule says they should not legislate, to 
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legislate. And when they found that the Supreme Court said that 
if a less than the full amount of the salary that 
the officer could sue for the difference, they have presented an 
amendment, ‘‘If you accept the salary under this law you shall 
not go to the court and sue us again.” So they are seeking to do 
to-day what the rule says they shall not do, and what I submit, in 
all fairness and justice, they ought not to do. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry for the p of guiding us in what may be 
done when this bill is to the House. Do I understand 
that under the rules of the House it would be in order if this 
amendment is thrown out on the point of order, when the bill is 
reported to the House, to move to recommit this appropriation 
bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs, with instructions to 
amend their report to this House so that these salaries should be 
fixed at $2,500 « year? I agree with the contention made by the 
gentleman from Georgia that under the present status of the bill 
it would be a change of existing law. I suggest that to him, that 
when the bill is reported to the House, supposing the point of 
order to be sustained, would it be in order to move to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs, with instructions to 
report the bill back with the salaries as proposed by the amend- 
ment of the g tleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CRISP. It has constantly and always been held here that 
ou can not do by indirection that which you can not do directly. 
t would be out of order in the House if out of order here. 

Mr. BARRETT. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
to asituation which occurred in this House on the 7th day of Febru- 
ary, 1893, when, the House being in Committee of the Whole House, 
having directed the Committee on Appropriations to report on an 
appropriation bill a matter which under the rules would have 
been obnoxious and liable to the point of order, the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House then held that the Committee 
of the Whole, and the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, had no right to assume when there was a direction 
given by the full House, and that therefore the point of order 
would not hold, and so overruled the point of r. Now, ex- 
— as Ido that the point of order raised by the gentleman 

m a ean ee tae Cite, 
when the House is a an that we 
may seeif he will agree that w bill shall have been reported 
wo the House a motion may be then made, and not objected to, 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
with instrnctions to report back this section fixing the salary at 
the rate of $2,500 per annum or $2,000 per annum. 

I am simply trying to ascertain from the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Crisp] if he will be kind enough to express an opinion, 
whether or not, in his judgment, such a motion could then properly 
be made, and whether, the report shall be made by the com- 
mittee in accordance with that instruction, the point of order 
could be raised against it. 

Mr. CRISP. I can refer the gentleman to the authority in one 
moment. It has been uniformly held that it is not competent for 
the House to do by indirection that which it can not do directly. 
An amendment that is out of order here would be out of order in 
the form of an instruction to a committee. In other words, the 
House can not do indirectly what it can not do directly. I sup- 
pose the case to which ee ee wae the 
committee had obtained consent of the House as to some 
matter which was, in itself, in violation of the rule. Of course, 


the House can change its rules. 
Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, this matter has taken such a 
wide range that I think it is deserving of careful attention and 
ideration. [I find in the Recorp of February 7, 1893, that 
there was from the Committee on Appropriations an item 
which the Chair held would have been subject to a point of orfer 
but for the fact that the House had, by resolution, instructed the 
Committee on Appropriations to report the item. Now, I ask 
i not he is willing ur. 


to the it will he in order 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs 


a emer 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow], and it 
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will not then be in order in the Committee of the Whole to raise | my amendment. I am in favor of a salary of $2,500 for these 


the point that such a provision is not in order because it changes 
isting law? 


“ae CRISP. That is, of course, a question for the Chair. My 
own opinion is that you can not, by a simple motion to recommit 
with instructions, authorize the committee to report anything 
nging existing law. 

oa BARRETT, Mr. Chairman, I think the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Georgia at this time is well taken, but I 
desire to give full notice now, so that the gentleman may prepare 
himself on the parliamentary points involved, that if this appro- 
priation of $3,000 as it stands in the bill shall be sustained, I wili, 
when the bill is rted to the House, move to recommit it to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs with instructions to revise this item 
so as to fix these salaries at $2,500 a year, which shall be in full 
compensation forall services rendered by these inspectors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on this 
The law fixing these salaries seems to be that embraced in the 
Revised Statutes, and it fixes them at $3,000 a year. Now, if 
this bill should pass with the amendment adopted yesterday, in- 
serting the words ‘in full compensation for services for the fiscal 

.” and also with the amendment reducing the salary to $2,000, 
and if these i tors should go on and serve during the year 
and t the $2,000 there would result practically a reduction 
of the from $3,000 to $2,000. F 

But that is not the whole question presented here. This point 
of order arises on an amendment proposing to reduce the appro- 
priation for salaries to $2,000 a year. That proposition standing 
alone is clearly within the — of the Committee of the Whole 
under the rule. Without ‘her provision it would not reduce 
the salary, because under decisions which have been cited here 
the courts have held that under such an appropriation as that the 
incumbent of the office may accept the $2,000 and afterwards 
maintain his action in the Court of Claims for the balance of the 
salary. Hence this simple proposition does not change existing 


law. 

But the Chair is referred to the amendment which was adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole yesterday inserting the words ‘in 
full compensation for services for the fiscal year.” That amend- 
ment woyld clearly have been subject to a point of order if one 
had been taken at the time, unless another proposition, which the 
Chair will state later, would have relieved it from the point of 
order. It was an effort to provide that the salaries and payments 
male in this bill should be received in full compensation in accord 
and satisfaction of the salaries provided by law. lt was a notice 
to the Committee of the Whole of the propositions embraced in 
the bill to reduce salaries. Now, I think that under the practice 
of the Committee of the Whole it has been uniformly held that 
where an amendment subject to a point of order has been inserted 
in an appropriation bill, no point of order being made against it, 
and debate had followed, a proposition to amend that amendment, 
if germane to the matter in the amendment, would be in order, 
and a point of order against the amendment in the second de- 
gree would not lie. The question is whether the amendment now 
sought to be inserted, taken in connection with the previous amend- 
ment, would not fall under the rule applying in that class of cases. 
But further than that, if the proposition were the one on which a 

int of order was raised—the proposition of the gentleman from 

kiahoma to strike out this provision—it is conceded that the 
amendment would not be subject to a point of order, because the 
House may refuse to appropriate a dollar for these inspectors during 
the fiscal year for which we are now providing. 

Now, an appropriation of a less sum for the salary of these offi- 
cers than that fixed by law would, if this less sum should be re- 
fused by these inspectors, still leave them without any reduction 
of salary, because if they should goonand serve for the year their 
salaries, in spite of this provision inthe bill, would not be reduced, 
unless they should a the $2,000 under the conditions named. 
If they did not choose thus to accept, they could go into the Court 
of Claims and collect the $3,000. 

As already stated, Congress has a right to refuse to appropriate 
one dollar of this salary of $3,000. The greater must include the 


less, and therefore Con has aright to make a limitation upon 
this appropriation, to fix conditions; and under the rules of the 


House this is not a change of existing law and, as just stated, it is 
nota cekeonweee the as = — men should decide to 
accept ,000 appropria y the bill. 

So the Chair holds that the point of order is not well taken. 
The amendment is in order. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, this question is 
now open to discussion under the five-minute rule. desire to 
detain the Committee of the Whole but a moment. 


Sir, it would be a strange state of things if the legislative body 
which jates money for the support of the Government 
were to be controlled in its judgment of how much should be ap- 


because of the possibility of lawsuits that might arise. 











| majority in this House. 


agents, just what they have received for two years back and re- 
ceived under the appropriations of an overwhelming Democratic 
Iti theaction of that Democratic House did 
injustice to these men and deprived them of their legal rights itis 
not our business to come in and restore them. If the contention 
made here is right these officers can bring suits for the difference 
in their claim of salary; a rule of the House does not overthrow 


any rights under the law. If they are entitled to $3,000 under the 
law the rule of the last House under which the amount was re- 
duced can not deprive them of it. I desire to modify my amend- 
ment ‘in view of the fact that an amendment for salary of $2,500 


has been voted on) by changing the amount to $2.50! 


One word upon the merits of the question. When we appro- 


| priate for these services $2,500 a year with $4 a day as allowance 
| for expenses, do we not provide a reasonable salary? 
uestion. | 


Sir, if I 
were here simply for the amount of salary that a member of Con- 
gress draws, I would take the pay of one of these agents in pref- 
erence to that of a Representative. I repeat, it is not our business 
to redress the wrongs that a Democratic House may have inflicted 
on Democratic employees. 1 am opposed to any incr: of sal- 
aries at this session of Congress. I do not feel bound by what the 
committee may report in these matters. I mean no discourtesy 
to the committee. But I can judge what salary ought to be al- 
lowed an employee in a case of this kind as well as any member 
of the committee. 

When a committee has investigated a subject requiring time 
and attention to ascertain facts, as a member of the House I should 
feel bound in courtesy and fairness to accept the report of the 
committee. But do we not know about the merits of this case, 
which is one only of salary, just as well as any member of the com- 
mittee? As to the statement that the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs wants this salary fixed ata particular figure, we are not here 
as his agents; this is not a Corps Legislatif, like that under Napo- 
leon, to record the edicts of any of these Commissioners or of the 
Secretaries of the Departments. 

We judge for ourselves in these matters, and we do not care 
whether the Commissioner or any Secretaryis in favor of what we 
door not. Itisnoconcern of ours. We act upon our own under- 
standing of each case that comes before us, and do what we be- 
lieve to be our duty to all the people. 

But I desire to say, and that is all I desired to say after calling 
the attention of the House to the matter, that the salary proposed 


ise 


seems adequate for theservice. Thereare men all over the country 
to-day working for one-half of the wages they received, as stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio, at the time this law was passed fixing 
the compensation of these inspectors. And are we to be controlled 


in the making of appropriations by the threat of lawsuits grow- 
ing out of what we do? I vote my judgment on all of these mat- 
ters, as I doubt not other members do, whether the courts may 
construe the action to be lawful or unlawful. That is a matter 
that must be left to the courts in the end anyhow. It would not 
control my action if a man receiving a salary of $2,000 should 
come here with a letter from the appointing power saying that it 
ought to be raised to $3,000. 

And I want to say to the members of the committee that it is no 
want of courtesy to a committee which brings in a report here to 
find some of its recommendations disregarded by the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman. [ ask unanimous consent to 
limit all debate on this paragraph and all amendments to twenty 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill a question. It has been asserted that these inspectors get $4 
aday and all their expenses. Now, the five special agents specified 
on page 8, at the bottom of the page, are provided for at the rate 
of $3 aday. Do not the inspectors get just the same as the agents? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, i do not understand that they get $4 
aday. Itis a Department regulation, however, and [ understand 
they receive their actual expenses, not to exceed a certain sum, 
They do not receive, however, $4 a day, I think. 

Mr. PICKLER. They certainly do not get more than $3 a day 


if their pay is on the same basis as that of the special agents. 
Mr. GROW. It is the same thing, whether they get $4 or $8 a 
day. Their expenses are paid, whatever the amount may be. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I called on the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Interior Department this morning for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the amount of the traveling and incidental 
expenses, including hotel bills, of these five inspectors paid from 
the Treasury. He informed me that they received, in addition to 
their salary, whatever it may be—$2,500 a year for the last two 
years—first, all of their transportation expenses, including parlor- 
car and Pullman-car charges, hacking, etc., and then that they 
received all their personal expenses at the hotels, not to exceed $5 
per day. as provided by the regulations in the Department. He 
further informed me that these charges for personal expenses cov- 


| I desire at the close of my remarks to modify in one particular | ered all the time they are on duty outside of Washington, and that 
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they were held to be on duty all the time they were absent from 
home, If an inspector, for example, was appointed from New 
York, he was held to be on duty when absent from his home in that 
State, and his expenses went on all the time that he was away from 
New York, which amounted practically to the whole year. 

I inquired as to the amounts which were paid to these gentle- 
men for expenses during the last fiscal year. I was promised an 
itemized statement of these, but as yet it has not been received. 
I learned, however, that the amount advanced the inspectors for 
these charges was in the neighborhood of $1,400 each, although 
very likely all of this was not used. That would make the salary, 
including traveling expenses (if the salary was fixed at $3,000), at 
least $4,000 a year, or, deducting the amount paid for traveling 
expense and including only board and lodging, at least $3,500. In 
other words, in estimating the salary and determining what is an 
appropriate salary for these officials, we should take into consider- 
ation the fact that they are boarded 7 the Government at good 
hotels, in addition to their salaries; and in considering the ques- 
tion of salaries you should bear in mind that the salary of $2,500 
for an Indian inspector is equivalent to at least $3,000 for any 
other official who pays his own board and expenses. 

I believe that the post-office inspectors have only about $1,600 
compensation and expenses. So it will be seen that if we give these 
officials $2,500 a year, in view of the facts I have stated, we give 
them a larger salary than any other officials of the Government 
who are required to be on traveling duty; almost more than any 
of the officials of the Government except a few of the highest paid 
in the service. 

Now, I am disposed to be very liberal in this matter, and if we 
make the salaries of these inspectors $2,500, as they have been for 
two years past, considering the fact that we practically board 
these men at an expense of at least $500 each, it seems to me that 
this ought to be satisfactory. 

Inasmuch, therefore, as the chairman of this committee said at 
the beginning of the debate that he had not investigated the matter 
for himself, but knew only what the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs have said in regard to the mat- 
ter, and undoubtedly these general representations were made, and 
they seemed to be entirely satisfactory to the committee, just as 
they have often seemed to myself when I have had charge of mat- 
ters of this kind when on appropriation committees, but subse- 

uently I have ascertained, on a more careful investigation, that 
there were facts which had not been communicated, that tended 
materially to change my view of the matter—in view of these 
considerations, it seems to me that, under all the circumstances, the 
Commaittee on Indian Affairs ought to be willing to concede that 
$2,500 a year, taking into consideration the board and traveling 
expenses paid these officials, ought to be ample compensation, it be- 
ing really amuch higher salary then we pay the post-office inspect- 
ors, and a much higher salary than we pay any other gentlemen 
who are performing duties of this character for the Government. 

We ought to settle down to the conviction that when we have 
done what the last Congress did in two appropriation bills, and 
have given these gentlemen $2,500 a year, and provided for their 
board when on duty, which covers mostof the year, we have done 
all that in reason ought to be asked. 

Mr. GROW. I changed that to $2,500. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink when wedo what was done by the last 
Congress, we do substantially everything that ought to be asked 
for these officials by any gentlemen who may be their friends and 
who may desire to tal to them all the advantages that may 
reasonably belong to them. 

Mr. GROW. y amendment is now for $2,500. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, just a word on the merits of the 

roposition. It is conceded on all hands that this salary is fixed 
oy ow at $3,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, you have heard, and so 
have all the members who have been here any considerable time, 
a great many criticisms on that side against individuals on this 
side —against so-called cheeseparing by cutting off the amounts 
of salaries. Now, here is a case, and I put it to any fair-minded 
man, becanse we ought to look at it as business men, dealing fairly 
with each other = with public offivers—I put it to you now: 
Here are five men, who were appointed to these offices at a salary 
fixed by law. They were appointed for a term of four years—ap- 
pointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. They en- 
tered upon the discharge of their duties at this fixed salary, Of 
course I admit that you have the right to abolish the office if it is 
unnecessary, but I am just appealing to you now as fair men. 
These men went into the discharge of the duties of these positions 
at $3,000. The Committee on Indian Affairs, and thatis the com- 
mittee whose duty here is to investigate the question, have re- 
a a bill appropriating for the salary as fixed by law. My 

riend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] talks about everybod 
knowing about this. I have no idea that the gentleman himse 
knows what these Indian agents do. I[ do not know myself. 
a BOWERS. They are having an almighty good time, I will 

you, 


Mr.’CRISP. I want to show you how erroneous it is for the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to say we all know as much about 
these Indian inspectors as the Indian Committee know. He is 
mistaken. He does not know where they go or anything about it; 
but the Indian Committee is charged with the duty of ascertainin 
about these things. Thatis their business. They are the eyes and 
the ears of the House in respect to this matter. My friend from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] went this morning to an Auditor. He did 
not go to the Commissioner of Indian airs. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I went to find out how much was audited and 
paid; and as the Auditor has charge of auditing all accounts of the 

nterior Department he was the proper officer to call upon. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; the gentleman did not go to the Secretary of 
the Interior, but he went to an auditor who audits the accounts. 
He did not go to ascertain the necessity for this work or the char- 
acter of men necessary to discharge the work, the confidence re- 
posed in them, the ability necessary. He did not do that, but he 
went to the Auditor to find out, not how much more salary the 
officers have drawn, because they can not draw any more, but he 
went to find out what their allowance was. That allowance is 
what each officer actually paid out, that is all. The officer does 
not make a dollar out of it. He has to swear to every dollar paid 
out. It is not like our mileage when we come here. We draw at 
one rate and pay at another. These men paid out every dollar for 
which they got a return. Now, what figure does that cut? My 
friend from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, can tell you better than 1 can the char- 
acter of the duties these men have to perform and the responsi- 
bility which rests upon them, and it looks a little odd to me to find 
gentlemen on the other side of the House who have usually been 
in favor of reasonable salaries for reasonable work putting the 
House in the attitude now of cutting down this particular salary 
and giving no reason on earth for it. You might just as well cut 
down the salary of my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] as a 
member of Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the figure which we propose is precisely 
what the last Congress appropriated, over which the gentleman 
from Georgia presided. 

Mr. CRISP. But has the gentleman from Maine arrived at that 
condition of mind where he is willing to say, if 1 admit that the 
last Congress did wrong, that two wrongs make a right? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, notat all. I take it that the gentleman 
from Georgia was perfectly satisfied with the action of the last 
Congress, and as he had control of that Congress it is reasonable 
to suppose that he did not disapprove of the action taken two years 
ago, —, when that action was rmed one year ago. 

Mr. CRISP. Gentlemen on that side are doing what they have 
often done, criticised the cutting of salaries and when they are in 
power doing the very same thing. Butthe gentleman from Maine 

‘Mr. DINGLEy] has been here many years, and I question whether 
he ever knowin ly or intentionally voted before in his life to cut 
a salary below the amount fixed by law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, I have, a great many times; and two years 
ago, as well as last year, I stood by the committee, which the gen- 
tleman from Georgia appointed, in making the salary of Indian in- 
spectors $2,500. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman’s clarion voice was not heard 
here appealing to his party to cut salaries. On the contrary, the 
cut has been here, and the opposition has been there. Now, if 
the gentleman from New York wants to ask me a question. 

Mr. QUIGG. I wanted to knowif it occurred to the gentleman 
from Georgia to make the suggestion which he now makes, when 
he was Speaker of the House, to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of the last House; and if so, 1 shall not blame the gentleman from 
Georgia for what the last Congress did. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, “‘ when the gentleman from Geor- 

ia” was Speaker of the House ‘the gentleman from Georgia” 
lieved that each committee of the House could manage its own 
business without any s tions from the Speaker of the House. 


{Loud er applause. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much time is there left? 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman from Georgia made them, 
and knew how they would work when he had e them. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes remaining. 

Mr, HOPKINS. I desire to have the attention of the commit- 
tee for a few minutes only upon this proposition. This question 
was before this committee yesterday, and after a full and fair dis- 
cussion the motion to reduce the salaries to $2,500 was voted 
down. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, under inspira- 
tion from a source that I will not now name, comes before the 
committee this morning and pro’ to increase that salary $1, 
so as to force another vote, which is a factional opposition to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, in my ju ent. 

Mr. GROW. Will you allow me to you a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not be interrupted now. 


Mr. GROW. As a personal explanation. It was on my own 
inspiration, 
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Mr. HOPKINS. This must not come out of my time. 
Mr. GROW. Then the gentleman ought not to make an impu- 


n. 
Or, HOPKINS. Now, the statute that is before me fixes the 
at $3,000. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DInGLEy] 
who sits before me undertakes to convey an impression to this 
body that they get $1,400 in addition to that, which swells their 
salary to something like $4,400. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; I did not do anything of the kind. 
Mr. HOPKINS. The statute which controls the Department, 
as well as those in it, says in regard to the expenses the following: 
tor shall receive an annual salary of $3,000 and his necessary 


Each 
traveling expenses, which shall not exceed 10 cents per mile for actual travel 


while in the discharge of his duty, a statement of which expenses as to each 
inspector shall 


accompany the annual report of the Secretary of the Interior. 

I very much prefer, Mr. Chairman, the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior, with the sworn statement of these inspectors, as 
to their actual expe 
officer of the Government to find the amount of money that h: 
been expended by = one of these men. If the gentleman from 
Maine desired to get his information, as familiar as he is with the 
statutes, why did he not take the last report of the Secretary of 
the Interior as to their expenses, instead of going to the Auditor 
this morning, who made a statement to him and might make a 
different one to me, or to any other gentleman, if a call should be 
made upon him this afternoon? Now, what I insist is this, that 
the language of the statute fixes the amount of the salary, and so 
long as the Committee on Indian Affairs propose to follow the law 
after a fair and full examination of the subject, we should not be 
led astray by a statement that $1,400 in addition are paid to these 
men. Everybody who knows anything about it knows that not 
one dollar of this amount, whether $14 or $1,400, goes into the 
pockets of the inspectors. 

Mr. DINGLEY. He is paid board. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is money he actually expends. Now, 
what is there about these fine hotels? You would suppose from 
the statement of the gentleman from Maine that these gentlemen 
were luxuriating ii a hotel like the Fifth Avenue Hotel in New 
York or the Palmer House in Chicago. Not at all. They are 
men who are sent out upon the outskirts of civilization; men sent 
into dangerous parts of the country with great responsibilities 
and a vast territory to cover. They are men who, instead of liy- 
ing in the manner described by my friend from Maine, have to 
rough it as men do often in the Territories. 

I Seow, Mr. Chairman, from past experience something of these 


officers. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No. I know it requires a high degree of in- 
telligence. I know it requires great judgment and discretion; 
that it requires ability that $3,000 is a small compensation for. 
You must remember, gentlemen, that these offices were regarded 
when they were created as important offices, from the fact that 
they are made Presidential offices, and the appointees are required 
to be passed upon, not only by the President, who appoints them, 
but they are subject to confirmation by the Senate of the United 
States. As much care is taken in their selection and their con- 
firmation as'is usual in the appointment of a Cabinet officer. 

Now, I say, from the experience that I have had with these men 
in years past, that instead of their getting too large salaries, their 
salaries are meager compared with the ability, the experience, and 
the intelligence required for the performance of their duties. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman,I yield two minutes of the 
remaining time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannoy]. 

Mr. CANNON. When these inspectors were first authorized 
= were ae to be important officials. It was substan- 
tially before the transcontinental railways were constructed. It 
was substantially before we had the Indians in hand. At that 
time no land had ever been allotted to a single Indian. But as the 

ears have rolled round there has been an absolute revolution in 

e Indian service, and I know what these inspectors do. Year 
after year I have kept trek of them, and, measuring my words, I 
say that, considering the importance of the duties now performed 

them, whatever this committee may do, my deliberate judg- 
ment is that they are the —— officials in the Heng | of 
the Government for the service they perform when you pay them 
$2,500 a year and all expenses. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no 
antagonism to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 1 have great 
sympathy with my friend from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] in 
oe to see commiitees sustained, because i naan to be my 
lot, as it has been for many years, to stand with and for conmmit- 
tees; but yet, while I have no antagonism to my friend personally, 
and while I have no antagonism to his committee, my judgment 
as a member of the House is, without intending to reflect in any 
Way upon the Committee on Indian Affairs, that on the whole 


@ year is pay enough for these inspectors, and, again dis- 





nses, by name, than to go to any subordinate | 


CC 


claiming any desire to reflect upon the committee reporting this 
bill, I shall so vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Just a wordinconclusion, Mr.Chairman. I 
am glad to learn from my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] that the Pacific railways have been constructed since 
1873, the year in which these inspectors were provided for by law. 
I had an idea that those railways had been constructed prior to 
that time. [Laughter. ] 

In reference to the suggestion of my friend from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] that $5 a day is expended in hotel bills by these in- 
spectors—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not exceeding that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. Let me call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that this bill proposes to appropriate but $7,000 
for expenses, $1,000 of which is to pay expenses already incurred, 
so that there will be but $6,000 to pay the expenses of five agen 
and if they pay $5 a day for hotel expenses during the year, as 
my friend says, that will amount to $9,000, or haiz as much again 
as this appropriation; so, Mr. Chairman, I believe that what these 
inspectors really do pay is not $5 a day on an average, or even one- 
half that sum. Moreover, the gentleman from Maine suggests 
that the Auditor audits their hotel bills at all times except when 
they are at home. 

Now, the very next section of this bill provides for paying the 
hotel bills of these inspectors while they are located in the city of 
Washington under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
which the Auditor has heretofore refused to allow. One further 
suggestion, Mr. Chairman. Noamount has yet been appropriated 
to pay the expenses of these inspectors for the coming year, and 
judging from the opposition to this part of the bill manifested by 
iny distinguished friends from Illinois and from Maine, an attempt 
will be made to strike out the provision for that purpose, so that 
there will be no appropriation made for the expenses of these in- 
spectors during the coming year. On the main question I have 
nothing to add to what I said yesterday, that I believe the com- 
mittee was right in its decision to recur to the old law and give 
these inspectors the $3,000 a year which the law provides for, and 
further, that if the salary is to be changed it ought to be changed, 
not in the manner proposed here by taking these officers by the 
throat and saying, ‘* Take $2,500 a yearor nothing,” but by amend- 
ing the general statute which fixes these salaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this paragraph has 
expired. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Grow]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 57, noes 78; so the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph and amendment 
was limited to twenty minutes, and the time has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All amendments, too, are ended by the adop- 
tion of that motion, I believe, and the question now is on the mo- 
tion to strike out. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; you can not cut off amendments in 
that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments are net cut off, but debate 
upon the paragraph is ended. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. SKINNER] moves to strike out the last word of the para- 


grep , 
Mr. SKINNER. I withdraw that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment to 
strike out the whole paragraph. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 89. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that we now return 
to page 6, to dispose of the question reserved at the suggestion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw that amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
regarded as withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses of five indian inspectors, including tale- 
graphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investigation, including 
also expenses of going to and going from the seat of Government, and while 
remaining there under orders and direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 

7,000: Provided, That the accounting offic of the Treasury be, and are 

ereby, authorized and directed to settle claims of Indian inspectors for 
traveling and other expenses heretofore incurred while on duty in Washing- 
ton under orders of the Secretary of the Interior, where such claims have 
been disallowed or suspended by the said accounting officers: Provided 
further, That the sum expended for this purpose shall not exceed $1,000 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. CANNON. [rise to make a pointof order. Does the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. BowErs] desire to make such a point? 
Mr. BOWERS. No, sir; I rose to occupy five minutes in debate. 
Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that the portion of 
this paragraph beginning with the word ‘‘ Provided,” in line 18, and 
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exten to and inciuding the word “dollars” at the close of the 
paragraph, is a provision not authorized by law—is new legisla- 
tion, and therefore not in order.‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear from the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SarrMan] on this point. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have nothing to say on the point of order. 
This is, 1 suppose, new legislation, and out of order if the point is 
insisted upon. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman concedes that there is no 
existing law authorizing this? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses of one superintendent of Indian schools, 
including telegraphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investiga- | 
tion, $1,500: Provided, That he shall be allowed $3 per day for traveling ox- | 
penses when actually on duty in the field, exclusive of cost of transportation 
and sleeping-car fare: And provided further, That he shall perform such | 
other duties as may be imposed upon him by the Commissioner of Indian | 
Affairs, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. i 

Mr, MILES. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 5 and 6, | 
the words “ five hundred”; s0 that the clause will read: 

For necessary traveling expenses of cne suporintendent of Indian schools, 
including telegraphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investiga- 
tion, $1,000. 

The amendment of Mr. MrLzs was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, in this case there is not, as there 
was in the case of the Indian inspectors, any existing law or stat- 
ute fixing this salary; and here, it seems to me, is a fine oppor- 
tanity for this House to practice economy. In the last appropri- 
ation bill I find the appropriation for this purpose was $1,000. 
Here is a proposition for an increase of $500. It seems to me un- 
necessary, and unless some satisfactory explanation be made I 


~ must insist on the amendment. 


Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, my excuse for asking attention 
at this time is that the present amendment is in line with a bill 
which I introduced here in the early stages of this Congress. I 
refer to House bill 4141, which provides for a reduction of all Fed- 
éral salaries upon a horizontal * Bill-Morrison” basis, a reduction 
of 33; per cent. In introducing that bill, however, I provided a 
saving clause that whenever this country shall come to the free 
coinage of silver at 16 to 1 the old salaries may be reestablished. 

My purpose in introducing that bill (although I come from North 
Cavolina) was not for ‘‘buncombe,” but for practical effect, to 
meet the deficiency in the Treas and at the same time to exem- 
plify to the country this just principle that if the growers of 
wheat, the growers of cotton, the growers of corn—if the laborers 
in agriculture and in various branches of manufacturing indus- 
try—are compelled to accept gold prices for their labor and their 
products the official classes of the country may take notice that 
the time may come when they shall be compelled by the sovereign 
will of the people to accept the same scale of prices for their 
services. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SKINNER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman states that he introduced that 
bil! early in the session? 

Mr. SKINNER. I did. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has the gentleman been before the committee 
to which the bill was referred, to advocate his measure? 

Mr. SKINNER. There is a member from North Carolina upon 
that committee—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. SKINNER. And I have urged him to secure a report. 

Mr. PICKLER, Have you ever been before the committee your- 


1f? 
Mr. SKINNER. No, sir; I have not. And I will anticipate 
the gentieman by saying that I did not introduce the bill either 


to popularize myself at home or to un 
floor, for I am a high-priced man; I 
even high salaries under proper circumstances. When we have 
the conditions out of which high prices can properly arise and be 
paid, this House will find me liberal in all respects; but I can not 
permit the discussion to proceed along the line of reducing sala- 
ries without calling tke attention of legislators to this question 
and an notice upon them that the ” will come when their 
salaries will also be reduced to correspond with the price of labor 
and the price of products. 

In regard to these ial inspectors, I wish to say that when 
they receive $2,500 as fixed in the last tw@ appropriation bills, 
together with mileage and their expenses at hotels, they receive a 
larger salary than any Congressman receives. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I have this much further to say, that if the 
leader of the Republican party will permit the Democrats, in con- 
nection with a part of the Republicans, to put them in such a 
position as this, raising salaries in this respect when prices are 
reduced all through the country, they are placing themselves in a 
very unfortunate position, to say nothing of its being bad politics, 
and they will hear from it in the next campaign. 


pularize myself on this 
lieve in reasonable and 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
North Carolina this inquiry: Is it not true that the large majority 
that was given for the increase of salary in this bill on the last 
vote came from the Democratic side of the House? Two to one, 
I should say. 

Mr. SKINNER. Well, I can not say anything as to that. 

Mr.McMILLIN. You have more than two to one majority. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, very large latitude has been 
given to the members in the discussion of points of order to-day, 
circling around a great deal of discussion on nearly all political 
points. But, in view of the fact that there has been a general 
expression of uncertainty as to the point of order raised on yes- 
terday by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIckLEr], for 
the informativn of the members of the House—the new members 
and to refresh the memory of the older members—I desire to state 
the facts in connection with the poet of order, simply because 

e very nature of things, at the 
very next session of Congress will azain attempt this amendment 
and again claim that it is not existing law. 

Briefly, let me say, that on the 27th day of Febr , 1892, the 
House passed this amendment, on an appropriation bill—— 

Mr, PICKLER. On an appropriation bill? 

Mr. BOWERS. I said on an appropriation bill—on the Indian 
ee bill. 

r. PICKLER. That is what I thought. 

Mr. BOWERS. I will read the provision: 


Provided, That from and after the passage of thisact the President shall 
detail officers of the United States Army to act as Indian agents at all agen- 
cies where vacancies from any cause may hereafter occur. 


That went to the Senate, and on April 6 it passed the Senate 
with an amendment providing that whenever the President should 
be of opinion that the good of the service required him to appoint 
a civilian, he might do so. There were some twenty-three or 
twenty-four of these officers named, and not ac has been 
made against them. Their offices have been faithfully adminis- 
tered, and the duties thoroughly, faithfully, and well performed. 

In the statutes of the Fifty-second Congress, page 120, will be 
found the statute to which I have ref , the same that I have 
just read, that after the secon of the act the President should 
detail army officers for these positions, etc. 

* se . That is simply the language of the appropria- 
on bill. 

Mr. BOWERS. - It is the statutes of the Fifty-second ess. 
Now, I call the attention of members to this fact, in order to 
savea little time in the next session, when my friend brings up 
that matter again, as he has got to do, and as he will do every 
time he is here, and undertake to say that he did not know it was 
statute law. 

_ Mr, PICKLER. It will become law at this session, in my opin- 
ion. 

Mr. BOWERS. Well, I can not say as to that. Iam nota 
prophet. But we will see. 

. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, just a word in explanation of 
es 
e 


appropriation for the current fiscal year for traveling and 
other incidental expenses of Indian schools was $1,000. That ap- 
propriation was entirely exhausted before the ist day of February 
of this year, so that for the last five months of the fiscal year our 
superintendent, for whom we app riated $3,000, is not provided 
with the means to inspect the ools, and it seemed to the com- 
mittee absolutely absurd to have an efficient and high-priced 
superintendent and then fail to furnish him with the means to 
visit the schools, as he ought to do, and make p i ion 
of them. Experience es demonstrated that $1,000 was not 
sufficient to carry him along for seven months of the last year, 
we concluded to give him $1,500 and see if it would not carry hin 
over the entire twelve months. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it seems very important 
that all of the appropriations that involve traveling expenses in 
the Interior Department should be increased this year. This is 
of course, as we all understand, an important year in the United 
yo ee Ge 

ve every ty every point in the Uni 
iienasdeaiaeenaakeaiaies soe inatendeneaiinds ont m- 

year ways an year to superin and in- 
spectors ted by the Interior Department. 

Mr.3 MAN. Ithinkif my friend from Ohio was acquainted 
with the —— superintendent of schools in the Interior De- 

ent he would hardly make that insinuation. It may apply 
some others, but certainly not to him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is a increase all along the 
line for the tra’ men in these ts. 

The CHAIR . The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment of the tleman from 
The eset anager tay amendment was re. 
The Glock, yeseniing he sending ak te UAL, yond es ollows: 


For pay of one superintendent of irrigation, $3,000. 
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Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inguire of the 
chairman of the committee—— ; 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a point of order upon that 

on. 
ae BRODERICK. Let that bereserved. _— 

Mr. CANNON. Weil, I have no objection, if the gentleman 
can not make his h on the next item. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I do not care to make a speech. 
obtain information. 

Mr. CANNON. This paragraph creates a new office, that of 
commissioner of irrigation, and I do not think we had better do 
it this year. Therefore I make the point of order. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I suppose this is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, this does create an office that 
does not now exist. If I can say one word with reference to the 
facts while speaking on the point of order, I will suggest that it 
seemed to the committee, upon full investigation, that it was very 
necessary to provide for this officer. A large sum of money is 
appropriated for irrigation purposes; quite a considerable sum of 
money is expended from tribal funds in irrigation, and it seemed 
to us desirable that the money should be expended under the most 
efficient management possible. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will. 

Mr. CANNON. Following the effective and telling arguments 
of the late 8 er of the House, the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
Crisp], under the rules of this House, I will suggest that it is per- 
fecily competent for the Indian Committee to have a bill referred 
and rted and to enact this legislation independently. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Illinois support the 


Well, I rather think not; but it is perfectly 
competent to proceed in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 
order is sustained. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


For necessary traveling of one superintendent of irrigation, in- 
anes telegraphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investigation, 
&, 


Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order on that also, that it 
is new legislation. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 
For contin jes of the Indian service, includin traveling and incidental 
mses of Indian agents and of their offices, and of the Commissioner of 
ian Affairs; also traveling and incidental expenses of five special agents, 
at $ per day when actually employed on duty in the field, exclusive of trans- 
tation and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized 
Eo laws for pay of cumiogece not otherwise provided for, and for pay of the 
five special agents, at $2,000 per annum each, $40,000. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusctts. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add at the end of line 4 on 
“For eaese of the co ission of citizens erga compensation, 
wa y the President under the provisions of the fourth section of the 
of April 10, 1869, $4,000." 


Mr. PITNEY. I should like to reserve the point of order until 
that matter can be explained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I want simpl 
to say to the committee that this proposition does not establis 
any new commission. The ‘‘ commission of citizens” was estab- 
lished in 1869, upon the recommendation of President Grant, who, 
as you all know, was no theorist. He had had a great deal of ex- 

rience in life = the frontier,and knew precisely what he was 

ing about. It was at his request that this commission was es- 

ed, and the commission now exists under authority of law. 

From 1869 to the present time this commission has received an 
a tion for its expensesevery year. It has survived every 
assault brought to bear upon it by thc friends of the Indian agents 
and the Indian contractors, and has saved this Government thou- 
sands of dollars, as well as rendered si benefit to the Indians. 
The bill which is before the House to-day has no clause in it any- 
where making appropriation for the expenses of this commission. 

We have heard a great deal within two days about respecting 
existing law in ——— bills. If we havea commission that 
we do not want it seems to me the proper way is to bring in a bill 
to abolish it, but it never has been the policy of the Republican 

to starve out a commission by refusing to make an appro- 
to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, this commission is made up of some of the most 
respected citizens of this country. ‘Thechairman of the commis- 
sion is the president of Amherst College. Mr. Darwin R. James, 
president of the Board of Trade of New York, and once a distin- 


I wish to 


The poirt of 


9 the following: 


guished member of this House, is a member of this commission. 
Bishop Whipple, of Minnesota, is also a member of the commis- 
sion. Mr. Francis E. Leupp, who is one of the most intelligent 
newspaper correspondents at tinis capital, is another member of the 
commission, and these are simply samples of the nine men who 
make up the board. They give their time without any compensa- 
tion. They give their services to the Government, and these serv- 
ices have almost revolutionized the condition of Indian affairs. 
The commission found when it began its work that under the 
old existing law such things as partnerships between the agent 
and trader, or the agent and contractors; receipting for supplies 
never delivered; overestimating the weight of cattle for tl 





e cone 


tractor; taking vouchers in blank, to be filled with fraudulent 
suis; carrying false names upon the rolls; paying emp! for 
whom there was no employment; reporting employees at higher 
or lower salaries than provided by law; farming out the appoint- 
ments controlled by the agent; using annuity goods for the agents 
or employees; trading with the Indians; selling them their own 
goods; selling annuity goods to the whites, and other forms of 
fraud were practiced, and largely through t! nstrumentality of 


this commission these frauds were stricken down. It oftentimes 
found that some of these inspectors, these patriots about whose 
salaries we have heard such tearful and eloquent remarks in this 
debate, were in partnership with the Indian contractors, and de- 
rived a portion of the spoils of the contract. 

This commission has not merely done great good in connection 


with these business matters, but especially in the education of the 
Indians they have been of the greatest service. When it was estab- 


lished there were no Government schools whatever. There were 
no means provided for the education of the Indians except by mis- 
sion schools supported by churches. Largely through its instru- 
mentality education among the Indians has been built up, until 
last year we had in Government schools 16,584 pupils and in the 
contract schools 5,880 pupils; so that we have to-day a nearly com- 
plete system of education established among the Indians; and it 
seems to me it is a very inopportune time when it is proposed to 
abolish, at one stroke, or at least by degrees, the contract schools 
and make necessary more extended Government schools, to refuse 
to appropriate this mere pittance to sustain so beneficent a com- 
mission. It seems to me that these public-spirited men who have 
rendered such excellent service should be supported by this House, 
and instead of being made the target of attack, they should re- 
ceive the thanks of Congress. 
Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, as a Democrat 
I desire to say a few words in favor of the retention of the board 
of Indian commissioners. Among the changes in existing law 
noted in the report by the gentleman from New York, chairman 
of the committee, there was no mention made of the salient 
change in existing law which is a virtual abolition of this board 
of eminent and philanthropic gentlemen. I shall endeavor to 
show the committee why these gentlemen should be retained in 
office; and I claim that the board should be continued, for two 
reasons. The first is, the welfare of the Indians, to aid in the pro- 
tection and care of ‘‘these wards of the nation,” as they were 
termed by General Grant when President of the United States; 
and the second reason is the prevention of fraud and fraudulent 
practices by contractors through collusion between the contractor 
and the agent. Itis proposed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to abolish this board of ten gentlemen, a board which has existed 
for the last twenty-seven years. It can not be urged that this 
board should be wiped out on the ground claimed, that it is under 
a principle of economy in which the committee framed this bill. 
I have noted on the margin c: the page a few of the changes, all 
in the way of advancement of salaries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 
In the next item to that to which the gentleman is referring there 
is areduction of $10,000, and the reductions of the bill amount to 
$130,000. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I hope my time will be ex- 
tended if I am to be interrupted. 
Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me one second? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Very well. 

Mr. MILES. I would like to call the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee of Indian Affairs to the fact that the reduction 
to which he has just referred is along the line so much favored on 
that side of the House, to wit, when it touches the farmer, and 
that is the only reduction that I have been able to find in this bill. 
When they propose to employ these practical farmers they cut 
their salaries down from $70 to $60 per month; and the farmer, as 
usual, is the target of Republican legislation. 

Mr. BOWERS rose. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
unless my time can be extended. 

Mr. BOWERS. Indian farmers! 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In answer to the gentleman 
from New York, I desire to state that I note that he has made this 


1 decline to be interrupted 
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one reduction. I notice that he has reduced the appropriation for 
stockmen and practical farmers from $70,000 to $60,000. Lalso 
note that the pay of interpreters has been increased from $10,000 
to $12,000; that the pay of the five Indian inspectors, as the commit- 
tee is already aware, has been increased from $12,500 to $15,000; that 
$1,000 is specifically appropriated in payment of rejected claims, 
on the bottom of page 7; that the appropriation last year of $1,000 
for traveling expenses for the superintendent cf Indian schools 
has been increased to $1,500; that the committee have provided 
for a new office, that of superintendent of irrigation, with a salary 
of $3,000, and traveling expenses of $2,000; that the appropriation 
for the repair of buildings has been increased from $25,000 to 
$30,000; that the appropriation for matrons has been increased 
from $10,000 to $15,000, and that the expense in the purchase of 
goods and supplies has been increased from $35,000 to $40,000; and 
yet they make a kind of showing of economy, and they practically 
destroy this board of gentlemen who give all their time for noth- 
ing, who devote a large portion of their time every year to visiting 
the Indian schools and to inspecting the supplies, and because they 
receive the pitifulsum of $4,000—$2,000 of which goes to clerk hire 
and $2,000 spent on actual expenses, railroad travel—the commit- 
tee says that they abolish this board on the ground of economy or 
on the ground that the board is useless. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PITNEY. I ask that the gentleman have five minutes more 
time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This appropriation has been 
omitted this year for the first time. It is true that attempts have 
been made in the House in prior years to leave it out, but it has 
always been reinstated in the Senate. Now, I think we should 
appear in a great deal better light before the American people if 
we struck no blow, if we made no raid, upon a board of this char- 
acter. The gentlemen who have filled -positions on this board 
ever since the time of President Grant have been men of business 
capacity, men of distinction, men of eminence in their various 
communities; and at this point let me state the fact that the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
are both in favor of the retention of the board of Indian commis- 
sioners. Let us see who are the gentlemen whom it is proposed 
to legislate out of office, because the failure to appropriate this 
small sum of $4,000 for expenses will amount virtually to the 
abolition of the board of Indian commissioners. The chairman 
of tne board is the president of Amherst College. The secretary, 
General Whittlesey, the gentleman who receives the salary of 

2,000 a year, is an ex-Union officer, and I certainly think that 
me gentleman on the other side of the House as well as every 
gentleman on this side ought to be willing to vote for the reten- 
tion of a board the secretary of which is an ex-Union officer. The 
third member is Mr. William H. Lyon, of Brooklyn, a merchant 
well known to a number of the members of this House, a man 
who started as a poor boy, who devoted himself to mercantile 
— and accumulated a large fortune, thereby demonstratin 
iis business capacity. Mr. James, another member of the boar 
living in the city of Brooklyn, is a constituent of my colleague 
Mr. Fiscuer. These gentlemen are both practical merchants and 
men of large business qualifications. 

The next member is Mr. Albert K. Smiley, who is well known 
for the practical interest he has taken for many years past in the 
welfare of the Indians. He livesin the State of New York, at 
Lake Mohonk, and travels in California during a portion of the year 
visiting the various Indian schools fromtime totime. Mr. Jacobs 
is a prominent business man of Ann Arbor, Mich., and Mr. Gar- 
rett is a public-spirited citizen of Philadelphia. The bishop of 
North Dakota, Bishop Walker, and Bishop Whipple, of Minnesota, 
are also members of the board. These gentlemen are bishops of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church, but the board itself is, of course, 
nonsectarian, and Mr. Francis E. Leupp is a distinguished jour- 
nalist and writer, now living inthis city. I have gone through the 
list, Mr. Chairman, in order to show the committee the character 
of the gentlemen of whom this board is composed. Suffice it to 
say that they serve without a dollar of pay; that — give their 
services, which would be worth perhaps $100 a day each to the wel- 
fare of the Indians for nothing. But, r. Chairman, the greatargu- 
ment in favor of the retention of this board is that it exercises a 
supervision over the contractors and prevents that collusion be- 
tween the agent and the contractor which had subsisted for man 
years prior to the creation of the commission. For that reason 
say to you as practical business men, as men in favor of honest 
government, as men opposed to abuses and fraudulent practices, 
this board should be continued by Congress, and no steps should 
be taken in this House to attack an organization which has existed 
with manifest benefit, not only to the Indians, but to the whole 
community, for the last twenty-seven years. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. PirnEy] that the point of order which 
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he has reserved does not lie, because this item was in the last 
ee bill. 

r. PITNEY. I have not made any point of order yet, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. QUIGG, Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will see its 
way clear to accept the amendment that is proposed by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLu}. P noticed that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs in his opening remarks 
ne that the reason why this commission was practically 
abolished by the bill was that the committee’s policy was not to 
relieve the Reoretuny of the Interior and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs from their just responsibility; but Iwant to point out 
to the gentleman that the responsibility of those officials is not 
lessened by the existence of this commission, but, on the contrary, 
is accentuated. 

When this commission has performed its work and has called 
attention, as it has done again and again, to cases of collusion 
and fraud on the part of Indian agents and Indian contractors, 
the responsibility of the Secretary of the Interior is much in- 
creased, and, in the face of the reports made by this board, he 
has never dared to fail to support the commission iz its recom- 
mendations. I want to say also that the existence of this com- 
mission, the members of which work without salary and travel 
all over this country, spending a great deal more of their own 
money than the $4,000 appropriated to pay their expenses, is 
worth more to the Indians ced worth more to the public service 
than all the inspectors that the Indian Department has in its serv- 
ice. There can be no real opposition on the part of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs to the continuance of this commission. Its 
members, I repeat, work without salary. They do their work 
efficiently. Their reports are full of useful suggestions which 
are constantly taken into consideration by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs and by the House in framing legislation. The excel- 
lence of their work has never been in any way impugned, and it 
does seem to me that the committee ought to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and ought to fasten 
the responsibility, as the existence of this commission does, upon 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say but one word 
with reference to this amendment. My colleague from New York 

Mr. ors has alluded to the fact that Mr. James, one of 

ne members of this commission, is a resident of my district. 
Let me add that another member—Mr. Lyon—also resides in my 
district. Iwas absent from the committee room when this sec- 
tion was taken up, and as [am a member of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, I want tosay now that had I been present I should 
have urged the retention in the bill of the provision continuing 
this commission, knowing so much, as I do, of the work carried on 
by this organization. I agree with the gentleman from New 

ork [Mr. BARTLETT] that the work done by these commission- 
ers is far more valuable, fur more effectual, far more beneficial, 
than the work of the inspectors. These commissioners are gentle- 
men who stand high in the community. Some of them are mer- 
chants. They are all men of eminence, and they serve without 
pay. They devote all of their time that is absolutely necessary 
for the performance of the duties of the office to those duties, and 
~~ do it gratuitously. 

e treat them very shabbily indeed when we refuse to allow 
them the money absolutely necessary for the traveling expenses 
incurred by them in carrying on this work. It would be just as 
wise to abolish these offices entirely as to deprive the officers of 
the money necessary for the purpose of paying their expenses. 
To discontinue this appropriation means practically the abolition 
of the commission. 

The chairman of the committee was unable to give attention to 
this subject, inasmuch as I returned to the committee room after 
the committee had passed upon this clause. But it is not new 
legislation. It has been in former bills. The proposition is 
simply to reenact old legislation. And I think I can safely say 
that when the chairman of this committee is heard from there 
will be no division of opinion on the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, when I was on the floor speak- 
ing of the expenses of the Indian i rs I intimated that the 
Auditor for the Interior Department had promised me an itemized 
statement, and in the absence of that itemized statement I gave 

the facts in a general way as I had understood them from him. 
Ihave — that itemized statement and will make it a part of my 
remarks. 

Allow me to state, in a general way, that the expenses of the In- 
dian commissioners amount to about $1,100 a year each; $500 each 
is the amount which is chargeable to board and lodging. This is 
that part of the expenses which practically increases their salaries 
to that extent, as other officials pay their own board and lodging. 
In justice to those gentlemen I insert in my remarks the itemized 
statement of the Auditor for the Interior Department to which I 
referred, which is as follows, 











1896. 


Actual and necessary expenses of Indian inspectors during the fiscal year ended 





June 30, 1895. 





iiniasiaesieneent 

|All other 

Board a 
Period. and | fraver. | Total. 

lodging. penses. 
Thomas P. Smith....; July 1, 1894, to Jan. 20, 1895 | $350.75 | $385.33 | $736.08 
James McLaughlin..| Apr. 1 to June 30, 1895......; 142.00 132. 47 274. 47 
Paul F. Faison -.....- July 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895.) 449.95 240. 80 690.75 
John W. Cadman...}....-. Dithies idadde cesaeede 530.95 211.91 742. 86 
C. C. Duncan.......-.|.-..-- i cichdtih dbeunnernibidntived 517.05 714.20 | 1,231.25 
Province McCor- |-....- i nddameneecens escseeceee 611. 60 494.94 | 1,106. 54 

mick. 


2,602.30 | 2,179.65 | 4, 781.95 
In addition to the above amount the sum of $673.91 was: allowed ¢ mn claims of 
railroad and telogrenh companies for expenses of transportation and tele- 
graphing incu by Indian inspectors during the fiscal year ended June 
895. 
. 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I think I can support this 
amendment proposing to allow $4,000 for the expenses of a com- 
mission of gentlemen who are to serve gratuitously in the interest 
of the Indians. I believe that this is about the most respectable 
part of the whole Indian outfit. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the next para- 

ph. Here we are stumbling over this doue-thounnd-4 yllar 
appropriation to pay the expenses of a commission whose mem- 
bers receive no salaries and whose work has unquestionably had a 
beneficial effect upon the re Yet I surmise and believe 
from what has happened in the past that while the pending amend- 
ment encounters opposition, the next paragraph of this bill will be 
passed. Itisa poner 
pay political farmers. This appropriation has been made from year 
to year; it is a stercotyped thing. The proposition is to hire these 
farmers to teach the Indians how to farm and how to take care 
of their cattle. But, sir, these Indians, taking them from one end 
ofthe country to the other, can teach any of these political farmers 
whom any party in power may appoint much more about farm- 
ing than the so-called ‘‘farmers” can teach the Indians. I know 
what I am talking about. I am acquainted with a number of 
these men; I have been on reservations with them. There are 
plenty of reservations in my district. 

Mr. PITNEY. As the gentleman is referring to the next para- 
grap’, which is not yet formally before the committee, I should 

ike to ask him a question. The paragraph provides that nobody 
shall be employed as one of these farmers or stockmen unless he 
sses certain qualifications. 

Mr. BOWERS. Exactly; and I assert that there is not one of 
these men that has qualifications equal to the ordinary Indian 
whom they are sent to instruct in farming. I make this state- 
ment from numerous instances that have come under my persona! 
knowledge I know that these so-called farmers are simply po- 
litical farmers. 

A MemBer. We have not reached that paragraph yet. 

Mr. BOWERS. But I want to call attention to the fact that 
here we are haggling over an appropriation of $4,000 to be ex- 
pended in a manner which appears to be appropriate and benefi- 
cial, but we shall immediately go on and appropriate $60,000 for 
some political farmers whose services are perfectly useless and 
who are assigned to their positions as rewards for political serv- 


ices. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Iam unwilling to detain the Committee of the 
Whole; but it seems a matter of justice that something should be 
stated in justification of the action of the committee in regard to 
the provision now under consideration. 

Too wide arange has been taken in this discussion, especially by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, who claims that this commis- 
sion has to do with the education of the Indian children. I have 
taken pains to refer to the statute, and it has reference only to 
the letting or subletting of contracts. These contracts are made 
annually for thesuppliesof the Indian Service; and the committee 
felt justified in placing the responsibility in these matters upon 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, an officer of this Government, 
who isresponsible to the Administration and who ought to assume 
this responsibility himself, independent of any outside commission 
which may be appointed to oversee and superintend his action. 
There is nothing in the law of 1879 extending the jurisdiction of the 
commission to the subject of education. This, then, Mr. Chair- 
man, explains the motive that governed the committee in making 


this report. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel like saying a word in reply to the gentle- 
man from New York, who has seen fit to charge this committee 
with submitting an extravagant report. I state to him that the 
amount of the appropriation this year is something like $400,000 
less than it was a year ago under the distinguished leadership of 
the eminent —— from Indiana, Mr. Holman. 

Mr. BAR TT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
& question? 





roviding an appropriation of $60,000 to | 
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Mr. GAMBLE. Allow me to finish my statement. I say that 
the appropriation this year is nearly $400,000 less than the amount 
of the appropriation last year, except for a contingent recommen- 
dation of $250,000 in regard to the Oneida Reservation. 

I might state,in conclusion, that no one of these commission- 
ers—and I have no criticism to make upon any of them—resides 
in my district; so that I am not called upon to defend them. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman, before he 
takes his seat, yield for one suggestion? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I simply desire to say to the 
gentleman that I did not claim that this bill was extravagant in 


ow 
o5* 


its appropriations. I said that certain specific items, which | 
mentioned, had been increased. But I made no charge of the kind 


the gentleman criticises. 

Mr.GAMBLE. I beg pardon then. 
differently. 

All I intended, Mr. Chairman, in connection with the matter, 
was to give the reasons which governed the action of the commit- 
tee, and I felt justified as a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in making the statement I did, to show exactly what our 
action had been, and am perfectly content now to let this Com- 
mittee of the Whole House do as it sees fit with reference to the 
recommendations of the committee. We will be entirely satisfied 
with their action. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to disagree 
with our excellent chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and the members of the committee. I trust the committee, how- 
ever, will see its way clearly to make an appropriation for the 
continuance of the Indian commission. Two of them are my 
close personal friends and one was my illustrious predec>ssor 
here. They are certainly better qualified for the supervision they 
exercise than a paid agent of the Department. These gentlemen, 
who are prominent in the walks of life and who have won fortunes 
in their business affairs on their own account, are certainly far bet- 
ter qualified to investigate the affairs of the Department in connec- 
tion with the Indians thana theee-dolter-e-day paid agent, and 
knowing their ability I believe that the very best thing to be done 
is to continue them in their offices. 

I trust, I repeat, that the Committee on Indian Affairs will see 
its way clear to accept the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, before I ask a 
vote on this proposition, I wish only to say that my colleague { Mr. 
GAMBLE] from South Dakota has stated the contention so far as 
the committee is concerned clearly and accurately. He has given 
the reasons for the action of the committee, as I gave them in pre- 
senting the bill in the first instance, when my colleaguefrom New 
York [Mr. BARTLETT] was not in the House. Hence he did not 
know that I had explained that provision at the opening of the 
debate. 

He has stated the reasons which impelled the committee to omit 
the provision from the bill, and in conclusion stated the fact that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs submitted its position to the full 
committee of the House, and is ready and willing to take the views 
of the Committee of the Whole upon this matter as well as upon 
other matters connected with the bill. 

I ask a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers and 
practical steckmen in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at wages 
not exceeding $60 each per month, to superintend and direct farming and 
stock raising among such Indians as are making effort for self-support, 
$60,000; and no person shall be employed as such farmer or stockman hol 
not been at least five years inmotiately previous to such employment pra 
tically engaged in the occupation of farming within the State or Territory 
where such agency is located, and where practicable competent Indian 
shall be given the preference 

Mr. FLYNN. I desire to offer an amendment to that paragraph 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

— out “five,” in line 12 of page 9, after the word “k 
“two.” 

M..FLYNN. Thebill now provides, Mr. Chairman, that nobody 
shall be eligible to the position named in this paragraph. that is, 
as a practical farmer in any State or Territory or on any Indian 
reservation, unless he has resided five years in such State or Ter- 
ritory. In Oklahoma Territory we have been unfortunate in not 
having men who have resided that long in the Territory who were 
competent for these places. 

The object in putting in five years was to prohibit the sending 
into the Territory or States of any outsider to act as farmers. 
This amendment will limit that time to two years, and I think we 
will accomplish all that was sought to be accomplished in the 
former legislation by adopting the amendment, because there are 
men: who have been in these Territories or States for two years 
who are actual settlers who are practical farmers, and who are 


I understood the statement 


ast,” and insert 
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competent to fill the positions. I think, therefore, it will cover the 
exact point we were after in fixing the other proposition at five 
years. Two years’ residence will give an indication of good faith, 
as well as demonstrate a man’s ability, if he resides in the com- 
munity that long. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MILES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. I 
notice the concluding phrase is that where practicable competent 
Indians shall be given preference. In practice are they given the 
preference? 

Mr. FLYNN. No, sir. 

Mr. MILES. I only asked for information, not knowing the 
facts. 

Mr, JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I do not care 
to resist the amendment of the gentleman from Oklahoma, for I 
can see some reason as applied to Oklahoma why it should be 
aslopted, namely, because that Territory has not been settled long 
enough to make it practicable to obtain farmers to fill these posi- 
tions after five years’ residence. 

But I take the floor because I do not wish to have the speech 
made about ten minutes ago by the gentleman from California to 

co into the Recorp by itself withoct explanation. I have no 
foubt whatever of the accuracy of the picture the gentleman 
draws, so far as it relates to the Indians of his district or State; 
but if he were as slightly familiar with the Indians of the plains 
as I am even with the Digger Indians on the Pacific Coast, he 
would not undertake to mane his general statement applicable to 
all Indians. There are Indiansand Indians. For instance, on the 
Pacific Coast the Spaniards came there two hundred years ago and 
occupied the country and in a way civilized these Indians, taught 
them agriculture, taught them stock raising, and a hundred years 
ago the Indians of California were pretty good farmers. ey 
may need no instruction now in farming and stock raising. 

e have had no hostilities with the Digger Indians of California 
since the United States that territory, anyhow. The 
andfathers of the Indians now in California were pretty well- 
ained farmers, and what the gentleman said is perhaps true as 
to them, that they do not need the guidance of these so-called boss 
farmers to instruct them in agriculture; bat that is not the case 
with the Indians in my district, the most warlike and picturesque 
Indians now remaining in the United States, namely, the Sioux 
Indians. Less than twenty years ago they conducted a success- 
ful military campaign against the armies of the United States. 
Within less than twenty years a considerable army of the United 
States, well equi , was totally destroyed by these Indians. 
They have never _ civilized or taught agriculture. After the 
great Custer massacre they were pursued and finally captured, 
and, as ee of war, they were carried down to the reserva- 
tions where they now are, which reservations amount to little 
morvé than military prisons; that is, the Indians are not allowed to 
leave the reservations without permission. They have been kept 
on those reservations about sixteen years. They have had very 
scant opportunities to learn agriculture. 

From time immemorial down to less than twenty-five years 
ago there was no necessity for them to cultivate the soil or to 
raise stock. The antelope, the elk, and the buffalo were then as 
abundant on their hunting grounds as steers, sheep, and horses 
are now on the lands from which we have crowded them. 
Twenty-five years ago nine-tenths of the territory which I repre- 
sent was as much an unknown country as the headwaters of the 
Nile or the Kongo. These Sioux Indians had never come in con- 
tact with the whites, until within the last sixteen years, except 
in warfare. They have never had an opportunity to learn agri- 
culture and stock raising, as there has been no necessity for them 
to learn anything of the kind when there was an abundance of 
game for them to live on according to their aboriginal methods 
of life. But now they have abandoned, as I trust for all time, all 
hope of ever again successfully going on the th. Their 
young men are willing to learn the methods of civilized life by 
which our young men similarly situated must earn their living, 
but they must have teachers. Not having a right to go among 
the white farmers to work and learn in that way, what other way 
can they learn unless they are taught. These men who are sent 
by the Government to teach tho Indians in my district I know to 
be faithful, efficient, and useful men, doing a beneficial and neces- 
sary work in instructing these Indians in civilized methods of 
earning a livelihood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him how 
many farmers there are in his district? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. My time has expired. 

Mr. STEELE. I move te strike out last two words. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 


ano CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 


Mr. SHERMAN. [have no 
this item that would give me 
than my friend from O 


information in reference to 
knowledge of the subject 


[Mr. FLynN], who is also on the 





| 


committee, and I assume that his amendment is in the interest of 
the betterment of the service, For that reason I do not oppose 
the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has there been a reduction in the pay of 
farmers to a month? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There has; but I will say to my friend that 
that is simply the maximum. The Commissioner informs us that 
very few farmers receive more than $60 a month. They range 
from $25 a month upward. We simply decrease the maximum 
to $60 a month instead of $75. There were not more than three 
or four who were paid more than $60 anyway. 

Mr. PICKLER. While that may bethe case generally, the head 
farmer ought to be allowed $900 a year, or $75 a month. I offer 
that as an amendment. I know exactly what these men do, and 
I fear other gentlemen do not. 

Mr. BOWERS. How many head farmers are there? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from South Dakota that he allow the pending amendment to be 
voted on. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Oklahom: Mr. oe 
to. 


The amendment was — 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment after the 
word ‘*month” in line 8, page 9, inserting the words “‘ except head 
farmer, who shall, in the aiscretion of the Secretary, receive not 
to exceed $75 per month.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will a that amendment in that form, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 9, line 8, after the word “month,” insert “except head farmer, 
== l, in the discretion of the Secretary, receive not to exceed $75 per 
mon 9 


Mr. STEELE. That should not be ‘in the discretion of the 
Secretary.” It should be ‘in the discretion of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs.” 

Mr. BOWERS. Before a vote is taken on this we want some 
explanation. I want to know how many head farmers there are 
in addition to these 90 farmers that are provided for in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are none in addition. They are in- 
cluded in that number. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I will give the gentleman an 
illustration. At the Cheyenne River ncy, in the State of South 


Dakota, there are 2,500 Indians. Whatis known asthe head farmer 
is the chief farmer at that wy. That agency extends over a 
territory 200 miles, probably, in length and 150 miles in breadth. 
These Indians live on different ions of the reservation on which 
this head farmer is located. e is always a white man, so far as 


Ihave known. He is called thehead farmer. He is selected as a 
t this reservation from place to 


practical farmer, and — a 
lace, and instructs jans in farming. I am told, Mr. 
Catena that he settles a great many little culties with the 
Indians. If they want plows or supplies; if they want a on 
or anything that the Government furnishes them—and the Indian 
wants everything he can get, and is very different from the white 
man in that —— {laughter]—these men settle a great many of 
these matters that the agents can not possibly settle. 
; Mr. FISCHER. That is the reason you call him a “head” 
‘armer. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; he is a man of judgment, and is well 
worth $1,000 a year. 

Mr. BOWERS. How many are there of these head farmers? 

Mr. PICKLER. About one to every agency. 

Mr. BOWERS. About 200 of them. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I see that this section provides: 

To enable the Secre 7 of the Interior to employ practical farmers and 
practical stockmen in tion to the sgency farmers now employed. 

I would like to ask the gentleman if this illustration he has given 
would apply to this section? 

Mr. P LER. Ido not know whether it would or not. The 
head farmer comes in under some other provision. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman at what 
compensation the head farmer is now employed? 

Mr, PICKLER. At $900 a year, $75 a month. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have the amendment read for 
information. 
The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That ought to read ‘‘ Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs” instead of ‘Secretary of the Interior.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Witheat objection, the amendment will be 
so modified. The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Divis‘on. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman ask for a division? The question \as taken; and the Chairman declared that the 
Mr. PICKLER. [ call for a division. noes seemed to have it. ; 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 31. Mr. BOWERS. I ask for a division. 

So the amendment was ted. The committee divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 53. 

Mr. TALBERT. I offer the following amendment. So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: | Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 


On page 9, line 7, strike out “sixty” and insert “seventy,” and in line 10 I send to the desk. 
strike out “sixty” and insert “seventy.” | The amendment was read, as follows: 


Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, my reason for this isto | Strike out “sixty,” inline 7,and insert “sixty-five,” and strike oat “sixty,” 
put in the appropriation bill the same sum that was put in the | in line 10, and insert “sixty-five.” 
appropriation last year. I notice in looking over this billthat| Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman,!I do not want to be factions 
there seems to be a disposition to increase the salaries of every | about this paragraph, but I do not think the committe: to 
class except that of the farmer. There is an increase given to | object to this amendment. As to these head farmers—if C- 
the judges of the Indian courts, to the Indian commissioners, | tion applies te them, and I suppose it does—I think there is a a 
and the di ition is to increase the salaries of all of them until | deai in what the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TaLserr] 

on reach the salary of the farmer, and then the disposition is, as | has just said. I do not know why these reductions should come 
is always the case, it seems to me, in this House, to decrease the | upon the men who are classed as farmers. As I have already 
farmer's salary and give him an unfair showing with other classes | stated, at the agency to which I alluded a while ago the farmer 
of citizens. 1 am op 1 to this, Mr. Chairman, and in justice | gets $75 a month. and I suppose it is just such farmers that this 


to the farmer I offerthisamendment. All other classesof citizens, , bill reduces to $60 a month. Now, you can not get 
it seems, must have protection and help at the hands of this Con- | of a man for that service for $60 a month. 

ess. When corporations, or railroads, or any monopoly come | Mr. BOWERS. Farmers? 
in here and ask for anything, it goes through like a hurricane; Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; farmers. 
but when you strike the farmer you must come down upon him Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman please state to the best of 
and still increase his burden and reduce his salary and his profit. | his knowledge the going rate of wages for farmers thr: 
I do not think it is right. Why, Mr. Chairman, you might stop | United States, ix. his State, and in the West generally 


the right kind 


iwnont the 
the wages 
the court, you might stop the Jawyer from pleading, you might | for a good farm hand, who oftentimes knows more than the boss? 
stop the doctor from giving pills, but when you stop the _—— | Mr. PICKLER. Farming hands in my State, during the pk 
the fire goes out in the furnace and everything else stops, and why | ing season, get from $20 to $25 a month, and durin 
is it? It is because the farmer is the foundation stone of all other | they are paid $2.50 a day, and sometimes more. 
industries. Mr. BOWERS. But take it all the year round; what pay does 
Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | a farmer get? 
question? Mr. PICKLER. I do not know of any hiring of farmers all the 
Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. } year round. 
Mr. BOWERS. You have followed the plow some yourself? Mr. BOWERS. Is it not a fact that the average pay in the 
You are a farmer, I understand? United States of a competent farm hand will be found not to ex- 


Z harvest time 








Mr. TALBERT. Yes. ceed $20 per month? And if that is so, will the gentleman tell us 

Mr. BOWERS. On how many farms do you know of a farmer, ; why when such a man attempts to farm for Indians he should re- 
a hired hand, who gets $60 a month? | ceive 360 or $70 a month? 

Mr. TALBERT. Why, of course, I say none, but these are| Mr. PICKLER. Iam not denying that you might hire farm 
overseers or managers of these farins. hands for $20 a month, but I do say that it would be very poor 

Mr. BO Does not the gentleman know that where they | policy to employ a man to teach Indians farming that you could 
are ee hired they do not get more than $20 a month? get for $20 a month. 

Mr. TALBERT. I know, sir, superintendents who get $120 to Mr. BOWERS. But it is provided that the Indians themselves 


$200a month. These are gentlemen who must be experts in the | shall be given a preference. 

business. They must have information in the matter of farming Mr. PICKLER. I am talking about head farmers, the class of 
that does not exist in the brain of a common plowman, much less | men that are required for this purpose, and my position is con- 
of an Indian, and might be able to teach the gentleman from Cali- firmed and emphasized by the fact that we are now paying them 
fornia, as he seems to underestimate himself. If he comes along, | $75 a month. : 

T think he could learn something from this class of farmers. Mr. BOWERS. That is all wrong. 

[Laughter. Mr. PICKLER. Well, why not leave it to the discretion of the 

Mr. BO RS. He might be able to teach me; but I do not | Commissioner of Indian Affairs to pay these men sixty-five or 
think you can teach me anything about practical farming. | seventy dollars a month, as he may deem proper. especially when 
(engheee | he has been paying them $75 a month? I do not believe in reduc 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman from California is a farmer ing the wages of Government employees simply because they are 
who works for $5,000 a year. [Laughter.] farmers. 7 

Mr. BOWERS. Oh, no. ‘ Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to emphasize the 

Mr. TALBERT. I think you [Mr. Bowers] claim to be some- | statement of the gentleman from South Dakota [![r. PickLen] 
thing of an agriculturist yourself. I amrastonished at the attitude | that the men required for this purpose are not ordinary fam 
of a gentleman who is himself drawing $5,000 salary here want- | hands. They are men whoare employed for the purpose of teach 
ing to give somebody else only $60. [Greatlaughter.] I think I | ing ignorant Indians how tofarm. There is a farmer—or perhaps 
could teach you better manners than that. [Laughter. | a farmer with an assistant, as the case may be—at an agency to 

Mr. BO RS. Many of them are working for $12 and $15 a | teach a whole tribe of Indians how to farm, and those meu are 
month. poet } not ordinary farm laborers. 

Mr. T ERT. | think if you will give some of these men an Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, on the ques- 
opportunity they will cut you out of your job. [Great laughter.] | tion of what would be reasonable pay for one of these head farmers, 
And that is what the gentleman seems to fear. my friend from Minnesota who sits in front of me [Mr. FLercuer| 

Mr. BOWERS. You know that a great many of these “farm- | was until recently the owner of a farm in my district, and he tells 
ers” are nothing but political hacks. [Greatlaughter,and general | me that for three consecutive years he paid $100 a month for a 

i in the  Susing which the Chairman vigorously rapped | superintendent for his farm, and I do not think that is extrava- 
es) gant pay for superintendents of farms in North Dakota. And 

The IRMAN. The committee will be in order. that man was employed to superintend only one farm, whereas 

Mr.TALBERT. Ithought the Chair was out of order [laugh- | these farmers that are cumlevel for teaching the Indians are com 
ter],as he makes so much fuss with the gavel that we can not | pelled to superintend farms extending over a region of 150 miles 








ear. hter. wide by 200 miles long. 

The MAN. The question is on the amendment offered Mr. FISCHER. How large was the farm of the gentleman from 
by the am from South Carolina. Minnesota? : 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire that the amendment be read again. Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Fourteen thousand acres, the 

The amendment was again —— gentleman tells me. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I was just going to add 
noes seemed to have it. when I was cut off that I suppose the gentleman from California 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask for a division. [Mr. Bowers] in fixing the wages of farm hands at $12 a month 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 61. was estimating the value of his own services as a farmer. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


[Laughter. 
Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the amendment 
gtaph beginning with line 5 down to and including line 15. 


offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PickLeR] will 














2028 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 21, 





carry. I believe that these ‘‘ boss farmers” on the Indian reser- TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
vations in the West, the men who have charge of teaching the | gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 

Indians to farm, are the most important men upon the reserva- Mr. PITNEY. Is my point of order reserved? 

tions. The time of this House has been consumed nearly all day The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. HERMANN, as follows: 
in the discussion of the question whether certain employees of | dd to the pending paragraph the following: 


the Indian Bureau shall receive $2,500 or $3,000 per annum. “Provided, t the lands now allotted to or which may be hereafter allotted 


es : - : : : to any Indians in severalty, under agreements already made, when such In- 
I believe that the boss farmer on every Indian reservation in | gians’ under the provisions of any existing law, have become vr shall become 


this country has it within his power todo more good to the Indian | entitled to the benefits of and subject to the laws of any State, and when such 
than any one of these Indian agents who have been referred to, or | lands shall be embraced in and as a of any county or town organization, 


ln a ; ; : so as to enjoy full and equal participation in the benefits of such local gov- 
all of them together. On most of the Indian reservations in the ernment, and when the Indiana enioy their equal p sisliiamnen eliiniee, coal 


West irrigation is practiced. It isnecessary thatthe boss farmer | je subject to State and local assessment and taxation, the same as any other 
shall not only be a man of judgment and discretion, not only that | lands similarly located in such State: Provided, however, That nothing herein 


J ; = contained s authorize the sale or incumbrance of any such land on account 
he shall understand farming, but that he shall understand these He Saabael Gnd hemeiaaes, Sir in sonar Seaumer takertene wits the trent 


children of nature as they are found in the Indian country. Not | in which such landsare held by the United States while such trust continues: 
only must he be qualified to teach them farm labor, but he must | And provided wrener That during the continuance of said trust said taxes so 


nate $ aoael : i j assessed and levied be paid from the Treasury of the United States to 
understand irrigation and be able to instruct them in the proper the county tyeneurer of otier legally authored elicer ef the county o 


methods of irrigating their farms. munici y to which such taxes are payable, at such time as said taxes shall 
We have endeavored in times past to educate the Indian and ae and payable: And also provided further, That said taxes shall only 


make him self-supporting. Every man who lives in the West | be paid on the receipt of the sworn statement of the county treasurer or other 
understands that the only way in which the Indian can be made cate aetna tins eh ete eS to bp | et 


; : : a y. 
self-supporting is by teaching him to work. Hence it is neces- | that said tax is then due and payable, accompanied by the certificate of the 


sary that the man who is placed in charge of an Indian reserva- | Secretary of the Interior that said lands are within the State and county 
: : : Tall : : described in said statement and that the lands therein described h. be 

tion as an instructor in farming should be qualified in every par- | Aiiotted in severalty or belong to Indian citizens of the United States, and that 
ticular to carry on the business—should be a man the value of | he is satisfied, after sufficient inquiry, that the assessment of the lands for 


se services i j ood ry: sh ive | taxation isa fair and reasonable one, and the taxes levied just and equitable, 
bce ‘etary. 6 entitle him toa 8 sala yi and he should receiv both independently and in p rtion to the valuation and taxation of lands 


. . | in the same county, town, or other municipal corporation: And provided fur- 
In reply to the question suggested by the gentleman from Cali- | ther, That no moneys shall be so paid for road or highway taxes which by the 
fornia |Mr. BowERs] a moment ago—and I presume he desires to | laws of the State may be discharged by work, but the Indians owning such 


Baan ; ‘ : aoe lands shall be required to so discharge such taxes: And provided further, That 
interrogate me again, as I see him on his feet—in regard to the | the Secretary of the Interior shall be satisfied, and socertify, that the public 


wages paid to gentlemen who have charge of farming operations | expenditure of such taxes is fairly made to give the lands of such Indians 
in the West, I will say that I employ to-day a man who looks after oar Just share of benefit. 


i . rhi may ; ; 2. That from and after the passage of this act there shall be paid annu- 
some 500 acres, and I pay him $75a month and his board. I believe ally, from any moneys in the Treasary not other wine souropriated. aech —— 


~— a Pena the ae ws Fe raat charge : as shall be necessary to pay said taxes so certified under section 1 of this act.” 
é 1 ° . 
lenat thet cada LY CORNERING BEE RENE S| Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Chairman, 1 make the point of order on 


Mr. STEELE. What kind of farming does the gentleman | tat amendment. 
carry on upon his farm of 500 acres that Fastifies him in paying | _ The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. Pir- 


$75 a month to the man in charge? What does he do? you NEY] stated that he desired to reserve a point of order. as that 


a a . ; . | upon the paragraph or upon the amendment? 
raise enough on your farm to pay the superintendent? [Laugh ie MOTMEY . “Lenutal tu wineten > point of order on the par- 


~ : I the i ; hat j 
r. MONDELL. Well, up to date we have done so. I will agraph, the item of $275,000. 1 was under the impression t at it 
say, however, that owing to the financial policy which seems to boo & ee yp alle it is renpatd ub 
be in vogue in this country at the present time, and which appar- tote seis th os y+ t ve NO point of order 
ently will continue for some time to come, prices “f products are The CHAIBMA = The entl aa. ie eee 
falling to such an extent that I presume we may be compelled to | ,), ~ Soin ae the gen sieen : om New Yor made 
reduce the salaries of our superintendents. MM HERMANN. TL this mE T b a derstandi ith th 
Mr. BOWERS. Is it within the knowledge of the gentleman Be . Sve an understanding w! 6 


‘ ; : hairman of the committee that the point of order is to be re- 
that the farmers generally employed at Indian agencies ss | © : 
the qualifications which the gentleman so beautifully explains to served and the amendment go over until the next day when tho 


be necessary? bill is considered. 
Mr. MONDELL, Well, Mr. Chairman, I will say in regard to tee eee wee Wee the point 
that—— . cs 
Mr. BOW”. Have you any knowledge of the facts? Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee rise. 


Th i eed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have personal knowledge of only two farm- © motion was agreed Y . 

ers on Indian reservations. I know those gentlemen personally, hove ee oe oe Se Seber paving tne 

and I know that they are absolutely qualified. I know that they | 7"), ton, air, Mr. PayNE reported 1e Committee of the 
ole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 


can earn $75 a month anywhere, and I know that they are doing | ”. : ; ra . 
more good for the Indians on the Shoshone Reservation in Wyo- aes eae Indian sppropriation bill, had come to no resolu- 


ming, than any and all other men employed on the reservation. 
Mr. PICKLER. Allow me to say that the farmer of whom I SRS CSE See Sa see, 

spoke a few moments ago owns a farm of 820 acres, undercultiva-| A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 

tion; he owns a large number of horses; his fsrm is well stocked | announced that the Senate had ae ony bills and a joint resolution 

and has fine improvements. He being a man of such qualifica- | of the following titles; in whic the concurrence of the House 

tions, when the Government wanted him it was obliged to pay | was requested: 

him $75 a month. That is the sort of men we want for feline A bill (8S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary of War and the Sec- 


farmers, retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PICKLER, | ordnance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective Departments; 
there were—ayes 48, noes 34. A bill (8. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Colum- 
Mr. SHERMAN. I call for tellers. bia; 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PickLER and Mr. SHERMAN were | _ A bill (S. 1780) to provide for the erection of a wall around the 
“ae. jail of the District of Columbia; and 
‘he committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, Joint resolution (S. R. ad eager the Secretary of War to in- 
noes 45. uire as to the present condition of the Sacramento River, Cali- 
So the amendment was agreed to. ornia, and to estimate the cost of such improvements as m v be 
Applause. | necessary. 
he Clerk read as peep ie a 4 SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 
a articles for the various tribes of fadiens provi ed for by this act. in- Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV the following bills and resolution 


cluding pay and expenses of transportation agents and rent of warehouses, | of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 


$275,000. ferred by the Speaker as follows: 
Mr. HERMANN. I desire to offer an amendment—— A bill (S. 1904) to regulate in the District of Colum- 
Mr. SHERMAN. I was about to move that the committee now | bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

rise; but if this amendment is not likely to cause discussion—— A bill (S. 1865) to authorize the of War and the Sec- 
Mr. PITNEY. Before this amendment is read I desire to re- | retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 

serve a point of order. nance, , and cannon balls in their respective Departments— 


Mr. HERMANN. I make this proposition, thatthe amend- | to the Committee on Military 
iment be read and remain pending. A bill (S. 1780} to previde for the erection of a wall around the 
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jail of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Appropria-}| Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 





tions. ment to this bill. 
Joint resolution (S. R. 82) directing the Secretary of War to The Clerk read as follows: 
inquire as to the present condition of the Sacramento River, Cali-| Insert in line 8, after the word “ month”: . 
Seeeees nee se aeneate the cont of sack improvements as may be | 4.7 wal that mo parece shall bs retained by any acthorihy to romvaree 
necessary—to the Committee on Rivers an Harbors. the Government - any pension heretofore paid.” eee are 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, if we are going to pursue the 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House | policy of passing bills of this character in the House on Friday 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. night sessions, I want to give notice now that I shall demand the 
r. PICKLER. That will not interfere with the evening ses- | presence ofa quorum. This is a bill that we dbjected to before, in 
sion? the Committee of the Whole, and we intend to object again. 
The SPEAKER. No; ‘‘ when the House adjourns.” Mr. CROWTHER. Wh» objected to it? 
Mr. DINGLEY. It does not interfere with it. Mr. ERDMAN. I did. 
The motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. Mr. CROWTHER. I believe the gentleman is a member of the 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. Committee on Invalid Pensions? 


. a ee ~q.| Mr. ERDMAN. Iam. 
| eae, yoy et = Se eres asfollows:/ ‘Wr. CROWTHER. And consented to the passage of the bill in 
. ’ : wo Se ae oars -___ | committee? 
sail tastimeee of Ohio, until Tuesday next, on account of im Mr. ERDMAN. No: my recollection is to the contrary. 


: ‘ . 2 Mr. CROWTHER. This bill was passed at the last meeting, 
To Mr. BRoMWELL, for one week, on account of important busi- | after consideration, by the eniues of the Committee of the 
| Whole. ~° 
Mr. ERDMAN. And against my protest. 
Mr. CROWTHER. And your opinion is therefore set up against 
a large majority of the members of the House. 
Mr. ERDMAN. On that question I am willing to set up my 


int ns SPEAKER Without objection, the House will now take | judgment. : : : 

the usual recess until this evening, and the gentleman from Illinois .- , ae . I ask that the bill be temporarily laid aside 

[Mr. Hopkins] will please act as Speaker pro tempore. | Without losing its place on the Calendar. ; 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House took a | The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire the 


. oo amendment to be pending? 
recess until 8 o’clock p. m. Mr. CROWTHER. Yes, sir. 
‘ The SPEAKER protempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
EVENING SESSION. the pending bill, with the proposed amendment, be passed over 
The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was | without prejudice. Is there objection? 
called to order by Mr. Hopkins as Speaker pro tempore, who There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
directed the Clerk to read the clause of the rule under which the PETER B. PALMENTEE 
House meets on Friday evenings. STER B. PALMENTEER. 
RACHAEL PATTEN. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


: : : 2797) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, the unfinished business coming ODRAERRE : : ood at 
over from the last Friday session, the bill H. R. 1185, is first in The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 


ess. 
To Mr. Huina, for this day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. SPERRY (on motion of Mr. JENKINS), until Tuesday morn- 

ing, on account of sickness. | 
To Mr. Eppy (on motion of Mr. Kigrer), until Tuesday morn- | 


order, and I ask that that bill be laid before the House. See 
ae? : ; way. Mr. McC AN. ask thé sb » laid aside in the same 
a 4) oe a demgupaie The Clerk will report the title way that the others have been laid aside. Otherwise I shall be 
oO The Clerk read as f wall obliged to raise the point of no quorum. 
e Uierk read as Lollows: Mr. PICKLER. What is the objection to this bill? 
A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachael Patten. ; Mr. McCLELLAN. AsI understand, it raises the general ques- 
eens No motion has yet been made to go into Com- | tion of the pensioning of contract surgeons, and I think that should 
mi of the ole. 


be taken care of by a general bill and not by special legislation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the House isinsession. At Mr. POOLE. ald ee Seediieeteies ee 


the adjournment on the last Friday evening session we were con- 
sidering the bill H. R. 1185, and the question is upon the engross- | 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. ILask that the bill be reported to the House. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

The question was taken on the engrossment and third reading 


u Ken | , Mr. POOLE. You are very well aware that we have never 
cf the bill, and on a division (demanded Mr. MCCLELLAN) there | passed such a general bill as that, but we have time and again 
were—ayes 48, noes 4. . 


4 passed special bills for the widows of major-generals and brigadier- 
Mr. McCLELLAN. No quorum. — : | generals, and we have time and time again passed bills pensioning 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently there is no quorum 


| contract surgeons. Ido notsee why we should not do it to-night. 
present. ‘ : Mr. McCLELLAN. If such legislation is passed I think it 
Mr. PICKLER. I wouldlike to ask if the gentleman takes the | should be passed by the whole House. 
position that none of these — bills shall pass,or has he only| Mr, PICKLER. This bill is to pension Peter B. Palmenteer, a 
objection to this special bill? | ; private in Company D, Seventh Michigan Cavalry. 
_Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly not; I do not object to the con-| Mr. McCLELLAN. I supposed it was bill numbered 124. I 
sideration of bills that are proper before the House; but I do ob- beg the gentleman’s pardon. Let the bill be read. 
ject to this particular bill. : . ; ’ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Clerk 
Iam perfectly willing to allow the bill to be laid aside, and will | wil] read the bill for the information of the House. 
Wa pore, —, . : ¢ that the bill be laid The bill was read, as follows: 
‘ . Iask unanimous consent that the bi aic is 40 eneatedl. ote.. Stank Geo Gecwetere of the Taterioe be. and he hereby i 
aside without losin its status. PR oe cated topines on ann + eae i one : ye 


ll, sub t to the provisions 
Mr. McCLEL . Lhaveno objection to that, and withdraw | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter B. Palmenteer, late a 
the point of order. 


private-in Company D, Seventh Michigan Cavalry, and to grant him a pen- 


I would like to ask the gentleman if he would 
not also prefer to have a general bill pensioning the widows of 
major-generals and brigadier-generals? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iam in favor of such a bill, if the records 
of the major-generals and brigadier-generals were distinguished 
ones. 





. . . : . . ‘ : sion at the rate of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act, the 

ere being no objection, the bill was laid aside without preju- | same to be in lieu of any other claim for pension under existing law 
b The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported an amendment striking out 
HENRY H. SCHRAWDER the words “from and after the passage of this act, the same to be in lieu of 


Th t bill rted fr the Co itt £ the Whol any other claim for pension under existing law. 

© next Dill reporte om the Committee 0 e ole Was Mr. MEREDITH. Now, Mr. Speaker, let us have the report, 

the bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder. so that we can see what i fa. Pers re 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read « third time; and| ir. CURTIS of New York. 

being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

passed 


May I ask that in cases where the 
reading of the report is called for the gentleman who introduced 
the bill or the gentleman in charge of it may make a brief state- 
THOMAS HOLADAY. ment, to save the reading of the report? The reports are very long, 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole | and it would facilitate the passage of bills if we could have brief 
was the bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday, | explanations. 
the question being on the engrossment and third reading of the r. McCLELLAN. I should like to suggest to my colleague 
bill, that the gentlemam who reported this bill is not here. 
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port. 


Mr. PICKLER. The report is very short. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. It will only take a minute to read the re- 











The report (by Mr. THOMAS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2797) granting “peu to Peter B. Palmenteer, having carefully examined 
the same, together with the evidence, respectfully submit the following 
report: 

n cleo 10, 1862, the claimant enlisted in Company D, Seventh Mich- 
igan Volunteer Cavalry, and served from that date until December 15, 1865, 
when mustered ont and honorably discharged. On September 24, 1579, a 
claim was filed = him under the general law, and on June 2, 1885, a pension 
was granted at the rate of $2 per month, for injury to spine, from December 
16, 1565, to Pebruary 20, 1884, when the disability ceased. On August 26, 1891, 
a claim for restoration was rejected on the ground of no pensionable degree 
of disability, 

On November 27, 1891, the claimant filed under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
the medical examination, which was made in 1892, showe applicant's condi- 
tion as follows: “ Four-cighteenths for injury torightarm; nothing forinjury 
to spine, chest, and abdomen, and old age; two-eighteenths for rheumatism; 
and is disabled from pensionable and other causes.” OnJuly 21, 1893, however, 
this claim was rejected on the ground of no ratable degree of disability under 
said act. 

It seems that in 1892, when the medical examination was made, the claimant 
was clearly entitled to at least $6 per month, and since that time his rheuma- 
tism and other infirmities have increased to such an extent as to warrant the 
amount fixed by the bill. 

In view of all the facts, your committee respectfully recommend that the 
bill be amended by striking out, in line 8, all after the word “ month,” and 

t as so amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to say in refer- 
ence to this bill that the committee went over it very carefully. 
It seems to be a very meritorious case, and I for one trust that the 
bill will pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the committee 
amendment. : 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES A. FOSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4220) granting a pension to Charles A. Fosver, late acting assistant 
surgeon, United States Army. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. meee I shall have to renew my 
objection to that. It is special legislation, discriminating against 
a class of contract surgeons. , 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, that bill came up last Friday night. 
The gentleman was here and the other gentlemen who are object- 
ing this evening were here, and after the statement made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErpMAN] I explained that in 
this caso the applicant was a gentleman over 80 years of age, who 

robably would not live until the House passed a general bill. 

e had a pension under the act of 1890, under the interpretation of 
the Pension Department, for four years, and it was cut off a few 
months ago. ow, it seems to me that the gentleman ought not 
to raise any question upon this bill, it being one of a class in which 
he says pensions ought tobe granted. I agree with him as to that, 
but why wait in this case until the old man is dead before you 
pension him? Why not do it to-night? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. My colleague’s explanation has been very 
satisfactory. I feel that this is an exceptional case, and I with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam much obliged to my colleague. There is 
an amendment pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the commit- 
tee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN E. EVANS. 


The bill (H. R. 8432) for the relief of John E. Evans was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

JULIA A, HILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 141) 
granting a pension to Julia A. Hill. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the third read- 


of this bill. 
mo ERDMAN,. Mr. Speaker, these bills come so rapidly that I 
am hardly able to follow them. I should like to have the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill make a statement aboutit. It is the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. SuLLoway}], I think. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the report in this case was 
read at length at the last Friday evening session. I think the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania was here. I also have an impression 
that he was present when the matter was heard in the committee. 
This lady is the widow of Col. Charles W. Hill, late of the One 
hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
He was in the service during the entire war; was brevetted as 
major-general for distinguished service, which commission I hold 
in my hand. This lady, his widow, is without any means. She 
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cared for him in his illness for several years, until his death. She 
has lived by teaching from that time until this. She is without 
health, and the evidence in support of her claim is such that in 
any court of justice where justice is to be had would prove that he 
died of a disease contracted in the service. That, gentlemen, is 
the case in brief. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL M’KENNA. 
The next business reported irom the Committee of the Whole 


was the bill (H. R. 3596) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Michael McKenna. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the votes 


by which the several bills were passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Now, there are two bills which were passed 
over—the bill (H. R. 2326) to pension Thomas Holaday, and the bill 
(H.R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton. I ask unan- 
imous consent that on these bills the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered on the bills to their engrossment, third reading, 
and passage, and that there be allowed fifteen minutes’ debate on 
each of these bills when they come up for passage in the House. 
That practice obtained in the last Congress. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Assuming that they shall not come—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does that also cover the amend- 
ment to one of these bills? 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question on the bill and 
amendmen. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Do I understand that the proposition of 
the gentleman from South Dakota is to limit debate to fifteen 
minutes on each side on these bills? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iam afraid I shall have to object to that. 

Mr. PICKLER. That was the custom during the last session. 
How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I scarcely think debate ought to be limited 
on these bills. aE ee principles. 

Mr. PICKLER. en I ask unanimous consent that the pre- 
vious question be considered as ordered on the bills to their en- 
grossment, third reading, and passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tem . The question is—— 

Mr. PICKLER. What limit of debate does the gentleman de- 
sire? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Ido not think we should have any limit 
of debate at all. That will shut off debate altogether, because 
there has been debate on the bills. 

Mr. PICKLER. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered on the engrossment, a third reading, and passage 
of the bill. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Dakota? 

Mr. ERDMAN. [I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The gentle- 
man from [linois. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr.S$ er, J move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
business on the Private Calendar under the special rule. 

Mr. WOOD. I believe, Mr. Speaker, I was recognized. Am I 
not recognized? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had recognized the 
gentleman from Illinois, but sup that he had yielded the floor 
to the gentleman from South Dakota. If he did not, the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield. 

Mr. WOOD. It is not necessary for the gentleman from South 
Dakota to yield to me; I already had the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had recognized the 
gentleman. 

Mr. WOOD. I wish to say in to these two bills that the 
House understands vay well to-night what the situation is, and I 
think we might as well have this matter out now as at any time. 
We might as well meet the question on these bills to-night as any 
other time. 

Several MemBers, There is no quorum. 

Mr. WOOD. Gentlemen around me suggest that there is no 
quorum here. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen 

Mr. ERDMAN. What are we discussing? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the 


liamentary inquiry. 
will state it. 
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Mr. MILES. How much does this bill propose to give this 
soldier? 

Mr. KERR. Fifty dollars a month. 

Mr. MILES. The report does not state. 

Mr. KERR. The bill does, and it was read before the reading 


| from Illinois, and he is now making known the object 
ich he has sought recognition. 

OA PICKLER. Tmove that the House resolve itself into Com- 

mittee of the Whole House for the —— of considering busi- 

ness on the Private Calendar under the special rule. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the | of the report. Another examining board examined this soldier 
gentleman from Illinois, without he yields. and found that by reason of his rheumatism or some other trouble 
Mr. PICKLER. I thought the gentleman wasthrough. There | affecting his arm he was disab'ed to sach an extent as to require 
is no motion before the House. ; } assistance in dressing, and found that from tha it litv he 
Mr. WOOD. I was about to move that these bills be taken up | was disabled three-fourths, yet the Bureau in fixing bis rating 
and disposed of. | fixed his disability at two-eighteenths. As the repor rth, he 


Mr. PICKLER. Well, Icannotconsenttothat. [agreed with is subject to rheumatism, confining him much of ¢} m 
the gentlemen over yonder that these bills should be laid aside for | apartment, and he also requires constant assistance in dressing and 
the present, and I do not like to fail to fulfill my agreement. _ undressing. Two other witnesses, asset forth in the report, testify 

Mr. WOOD. By what authority does the gentleman agree with | that he requires constant attendance. Now, all that is required 


» 7 hia 
te his 


one or two gentlemen over there on the other side that this shall | under the general law to entitle a man to $50 a month is that he 

be done? shall require occasional, not constant, attendance, and where he re- 
Mr. PICKLER. It was done by unanimous consent. It is not | quires constant attendance he is entitled to $72. a month. Soe that 

my movement. It was the unanimous consent of the House. if the House relies upon the finding of the committee this soldier 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- | is certainly entitled to $50 a month. This is a bill introduced not 

tleman from Illinois that these bills were laid aside by unanimous | by me, but by the gentleman from West Virginia | Mr. Hutre}, 

consent without losing their place on the Calendar. | but I, as a subcommittee, investigated it and came to the conclu- 
Mr. WOOD. In deference to gentlemen around me, I will not | sions set out im the report. 

insist upon the passage of these bills; but I wish to state this ques- A MemBer. How much pension is this man drawing now? 

tion of quorum will have to be metsome time; andifaquorumis| Mr. KERR. Seventeen dollars a month. 

not here, the country would like to know why it is not here. Now Mr. GRAFF. Is it not true that this man appeared before the 

I shall not submit the question I was about to raise, and will yield | committee so that they had an opportunity to observe him? 

to the gentleman from South Dakota. Mr. KERR. Hedid, and unless he was simulating his disabil- 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve | ities, and no member of the committee suggested such an idea, he 

itself into Committee of Whole for the purpose of considering | is in such condition as to require the almost constant attendance 





bills upon the Private Calendar. | of somebody. Now, if for even one or two months in the year he 
The motion was agreed to. } required constant attendance, he would be entitled under the law 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Lacry in the chair. give him what the committee has recommended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole; Mr. ERDMAN. This is a proposition to overrule the Pension 
for the purpose of considering bills upon the Private Calendar. | Bureau in this case. The House is asked to overrule the Bureau 
The Clerk will report the first bill. pn ee The Pension Bureau had before it all the 

evidence, and I ask this committee whose judgment is more likely 
LEWIS C. SCHILLING. | to be correct, that of the Bureau with the evidence before it. or 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H: R. | ours without any evidence? 


to $50 a month, so that it seems to me to be but simple justice to 





2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. Schilling. | Mr. KERR. Is it not a fact that in every case that comes here 
The bill was read, as follows: the House overrules the Pension Office? 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is nereby Mr. ERDM AN. No, sir. : ; 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, aes to the provi- Mr. KERR. Is it not a fact that a man can not secure the 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis C. Schilling, latea | fayorable re 5% sl nwelid Peneliom ; 
private in Cumapany A, Fourth Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, and pay him's pen- — : port of the C enenribte € on Invali 1 Pensions unless his 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lien of the amount he is now receiving. claim has been rejec ted in the Pension Office? 
. Mr. ERDMAN. Yes; but we do not seek to overrule the Depart- 
Mr.ERDMAN. Let the report be read, Mr. Chairman. ment in such cases. 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


; te Tiiealints Snicall t the bill (H. R Mr. KERR. But do we not overrule the ruling of the Depart- 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bi : Ri at by making a different determination? 

2%) granting a pension to Louis C. Schilling, submit the following report: || "V7" a Se ie 4 
Louis C. is now pensioned at the rate of $17 per month for wound | . “T- 4 MAN. NO; 4 do not look upon the province of the 

( ——— rheumatism. His condition is now such as to wholly dis- | Committee on Invalid Pensions in that light at all. I lool 


ok upon 


- from manual labor and to require the almost constant attention of | the relation of that committee and the House to the Burean in 
oe . Adams, in his affidavit, says that soldier is suffering from the fo!- these pension matters as analogous to the relatir n of equity to 
lowing disabilities, viz: law. It is the correction of the law wherein that, by reason of 
weal tuaet general piles, internal; heart disease, valvular; gunshot | its universality, is deficient. Itisameansof doing justice in cases 


“ Rheuma’ fecting joints and muscles, intense pain in back of neck and | that can not be reached by the general law; and if the gentk man 
head, disturbing seriously the function of the brain; painin arms interfering | Can not give us any better reason than he has stated now, and if 
their requiring assistance in dressing; pain and swelling of | he cap not satisfy me or some gentleman on this side that this sol- 
lower extremities interfering with locomotion and giving constant suffering, | dier should have a preference over all other soldiers in this respect 
requiring the aid of crutches in order to move about; intense pain in back : mBVS & pee , . lk ® us Fespect 
from neck to hips. Piles, internal, bleeding profusely at times, producing | | shall require a quorum to pass upon this bill. 
exhaustion and constipation. Heart disease affecting valves, producing Mr. COFFIN. I will ask the gentleman whether it is not the 


Lati tat fact that if the Pension Bureau would treat those applying for 

ahuiettnin nee which, among other things, me pensions with a spirit of greater fairness and justice, we should 
“Said soldier is subject to often my Fp mys rheumatism, which | have fewer applications here for pensions? [ Applause. } 

Se eee aa awe him so crippied that he is compelled to walk Mr. ERDMAN. I desire tosay tothe gentleman that the Pension 


T. Fi Albert Wood, John Hohns, and Jacob Adams testify as to | Bureau as now administered is more liberal than it ever has been 
soldier's sabtiities, and while they way supowaes in the form of their | inthepast. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side.| In order 
statements, they all agree as to his total bility and to his almest helpless | that the gent 

condition for a considerable portion of the time. 


His pensioned disability is gunshot wound, and it is shown that the rheu- 
resulted from that, and that his helpless condition is due largely to 





eman may satisfy himself of this fact, I refer him to 
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior. I ask the gentleman in 


= mm thet, an so = condition is large charge of this case not to press it at this time, because it may dis- 
rheumatism, se Pens Bureau oun disabilities t “on ) ‘the siness to-nig¢ 
have existed as claimed he would have been entitled to $50 per enth. or if _ acon fur ther busine 4 hy night. — eo 
they do exist as the committee found they dohe would be entitled under the | . Mt. KERR. I will say, like the gentleman from Tllinois, that 
ing to that vate. i this isa good time to make a fight, if we have to make one, on 
soldier served in Caer A, Fourth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. these bills. 
The committee recommend that the bill pass. The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hopethe gentleman in charge | with a favorable recommendation, there were—ayes 91, noes 5. 
of this measure will give us some more full and satisfactory ex-| Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 
planation of why this soldier should have a large pension. Ifail; TheCHAIRMAN (having counted the Committee of the Whole) 
reason in the report, and I should like to have the in- | said: There are 111 members present—a quorum. The ayes have 





—_—. before the House in some form. it; and the bill is laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
Mr. Chairman, the report sets out _— fully the | [Applause.] 
this case, except that it does not set out all the disabilities SETH PORTER CHURCH. 
exist by the Pension Office and to be of service origin. 
examining found (and this does not appear in the re- The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
the claimant was totally disabled and classified him as | 3292) granting an honorable discharge to Seth Porter Church, 


to the first rating, which would give him $50 a month. | alias Samuel Church. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, snd he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to grant an honorable discharge to Seth Porter Church, 
alias Samuel Church, from Battery 1, Second United States Artillery, to date 
August 20, 1548. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does this bill need to come before the Committee of the Whole? 
It i not appropriate anything. It simply corrects a man’s 
record, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
sertion. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Does a bill of that kind need to come 
before the Committee of the Whole? My understanding is that 
only bills making an appropriation or ae of United States 
my! are required to come before the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. A bill of this kind might involve an allow- 
ance of pension or back pay. 

Mr, COOPER of Florida. Of courseif the bill grants any allow- 
ance or makes an appropriation it must receive consideration in 
the Committee of the Whole, but as it is simply to correct the 
man’s record, I do not see the necessity for it. 

Mr. HULL. Does not the rule expressly provide that Friday 
night sessions shall be devoted to bills removing charges of deser- 
tion and biils granting private pensions? 

The CHAIRMAN. cause @ bill is in order at a Friday night 
session, it is not necessarily to be considered in Committee of the 
Whole. The only question in the mind of the Chair was whether 
this was a bill to remove the charge of desertion. 

The amendment reported by the committee, adding to the bill 
the following proviso, was read and agreed to: 

Provided, That the passage of this act shall not entitle such soldier to any 
pay or allowances prior to the date of such discharge. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


It is probably to remove the charge of de- 


CHARLES W,. RINEHARDT. 


The next business in order was the bill (H.R. 2054) to correct 
the military record of Charles W. Rinehardt and to grant him an 
honorable discharge. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Charles W. Rinehardt, late 
third-class musician in the United States Marine Corps band, by removing 
the charge of desertion against him therefrom, and granting him an honor- 
able discharge as of date August 15, 1882. 


Mr. PAYNE. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. BisHop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred tho bill (H.R. 
2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. Reinhardt, and to nt 
him an honorable discharge, having considered the same, would respecttally 
report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

his young man enlisted in the Marine band; afterwards all of his famil 
died except his father, who desired the consolation of his only child in his ol 
> and he went home. Your committee think his leaving the service excus- 
able. z 
The facts are fully set forth in the reports and affidavits hereto annexed. 


[In the matter of House bill No. 4919, House of Representatives, for the re- 
lief of Charles W. Reinhardt. ]} 


Charles F. Reinhardt, being duly sworn, on his oath says: That he is aged 
63 years, and resides at La Fayette, Ind.; that he is the father of said Charles 
W. Reinhardt; that said Charles W. Reinhardt is his only child; that his 
brother and sister and mother died after his enlistment in the Navy, which 
left me alone, helpless, and heartbroken in my declining years; that I am 
much in need of his services and his company. 

He is a good boy, my only hope; but being \sendicapped by reason of being 
a deserter at large, he can be of no service or comfort to me unless the charge 
of desertion can be removed, and he be permitted to again come home and 
give me aid and comfort the few short years I have to live; and I hope that 
you will be charitable to me; that you will restore to me my only living child 
one who was my pride, and is now my only hope. His habits are good, and 
his record in the service was first-class. 

I went to considerable expense to educate him in music, and he enlisted 
without my consent. He was made to believe that he could be honorably dis- 
charged at any time he so desired. 

CHAS. F. REINHARDT. 


of December, 1893. 
ILLIAM C. MITCHELL, 
Notary Public. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 234 da 
[SEAL.] WwW 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States: 

Whereas Charles W. Reinhardt, son of Charles Reinhardt, an old and well- 
known and highly etseemed citizen of La Fayette, Ind., did, on the 15th da 
of August, 1882, desert from the Marine Corps at Washington, D. C., and 
still a deser*er at large; and 3 

Whereas the circumstances under which he enlisted in said Marine Sa 
on February 9, 1881, and deserted, at_the time mentioned, are as follows, viz: 


He, said Charles W. Reinhardt, lived in La yozetse, Ind., from the time of 


his birth, in 1859, until 1878, when he left for Leipsic, Germany, to finish his 
musical education at the conservatory of music in that place. He remained 
there two years. On his return to the United States he met Mr. Sousa, the 
then director of the Marine Band, and finally enlisted, as aforesaid. 

After enlisting he wrote to his father, Charles Reinhardt, telling him what 
he had done. s father was much displeased and sharply reprimanded him 
for enlisting asa third-class musician on so small a salary, i. e., $21 to $24 per 
mouth. He replied that there was no opening except in the third c 
that Mr. Sousa assured him that the members of the corps were 
$60 to $125 per month extra from outside e ments. t shortly after his 
enlistment this source of income was cut off by an act of Congress a 
military bands from taking outside engagements. Being greatly ppoin 


ian yon, and be 


signed, respectfully pray this Congress for the 
ing Charles W. Reinhardt 


last, addresse: 











- the turn things had taken, young Reinhardt became despondent‘and finally 
eserted, 


as stated above, and is now a deserter at large; and 


Whereas since said Charles W. Reinhardt deserted from the Marine Corps 


his mother, brothers, and sisters have all died, leaving his father alone in his 
old age, except this one re’ 


ing son; and 


main 
hereas said Charles W. Re’ t, except his one act of desertion, has 


always borne a good reputation and had always been a good and useful citi- 


zen: 
Therefore, considering the offender's zouta, his former irreproachable 
character, the circumstances under which 


e enteredand left the service, the 
earning of his = and lonely father to have his son with him in his declin- 
eving that to relieve this young man from the consequences 
s one thoughtless act could work no harm to the service, we, the under- 
of a special act reliey- 
t from the charge ot esertion. 
Ira J. Chase, Governor of Ind ; Claude Matthews, Secretary of 
State; David P. Vinton, Ex-Judge Circuit Court; James Mur- 
dock, Francis Johnson, B. Miln Smith, Postmaster; W. C. L. 
Taylor, Jno. S. Williams, B. Langdon, Judge of Circuit Court; 
John F. McHugh, Senator Swoegnce County and City At- 
rney of Lafayette; George. . Beardsley, ty Treasurer; 
F. E. D. McGin o: Mayor; William V. Stuart, J. M. Dresser, 
'W. ©. Mitchell, Ex-County Clerk; David H. Flynn, County 
Clerk; J. Frank Byers, County Auditor; John M. La Rue, Ex- 
Judge Superior Court. 


Navy DEePaRTMENT, Washington, August 27, 1892. 
rtment has considered the statement made by you in June 
to the President of the United States, and by his direction re- 
ferred to this Department, in which you request the pardon of Charles W. 
Reinhardt, a deserter from the Uni States Marine Corps. 

In repl T have to inform you that it appears, from the record of service of 
Reinhardt, that he enlisted in the Marine Corps, at Washington, D. C., for 
five years, and was rated third-class musician, February 9, 1581; that he de- 
serted from the Marine Barracks at that place August 15, 1882, and that he is 
still a deserter at large. 

The Department is empowered to remove the charge of desertion only in 
eases coming under the provisions of the act of Congress ‘‘ to relieve certain 
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and ne Corps from the charge of 
desertion,” approved August 14, 1888, which couse only to deserters from 
enlistments during the late war, or when such charge is conclusively shown 
to have been erroneously entered or retained upon the records. It appear- 
ing that the charge of desertion was properly entered on the records of the 
Marine Corps against the name of Reinhardt, the Department has no power 
to remove said charge, and in view of the facts sta no recommendation 
for pardon can properly be made in this case. An application might very 
properly be e to Congress uz the friends of Reinhardt for the passage of 
a oe eee sane from the charge of desertion. 

ery y, 
F. M. RAMSAY, 


Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. Louts KIMMEL, 
United States Marshal's Office, Washington, D. C. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The affidavit just read as a part of the re- 

rt is the most curious affidavit I have ever seen; but I think this 
is clearly a case me | for mercy, and in behalf of this old man 
I shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. In behalf of 8 olleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BisHoP], who reported 
this bill and who is absent on business, I wish to say that this isa 
very meritorious case. The committee considered it very care- 
fully. The beneficiary of the bill was nothing but a boy at the 
time he deserted; he deserted in time of peace; and really it was 
nothing but a technical desertion. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

THEODORE WERNER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 2142) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Theo- 
dore Werner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military rec- 
ord of Theodore Werner, late a private in Company E, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to issue to him an honorable discharge: Pro- 
vided, That no pay, bounty. or emoluments shall become due to said Werner 
by virtue of the passage of this act. 

report read. 


Srr: The De 


Mr. PAYNE. I should like to hear the 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iask for the reading of the report for the 
information of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POOLE. As 1 understand, this is a report from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; and the committee, after careful exam- 
ination, recommends the of the bill. If so, what is the use 
of our having the report read? The Military Committee has no 
ae ae all the facts. Why not accept their report and 
pass the 

Mr. PAYNE. I called for the reading of the report because I 
desired some information about the case. I wanted to know on 
what grounds the Military Committee were reporting bills in favor 
of removing the charge of desertion. In a number of cases that 
have come under ao persons wanted the charge of 
desertion removed when they were in fact deserters, and did not 
seem to have any excuse. 1 wanted to see whether this commit- 
tee ee any excuse in such cases before recommending the 
bill. I do not e to interpose further objection; but I wish to 
know the grounds on which the committee is acting, so that we 
may determine whether it would be better to have a general bill 
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removing the charge of desertion from every man who may ask 
. CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] desire to have the report read in his time? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. For the information of the Committee of 
the Whole I ask that the report be read. Bu 

Mr. STEELE. I shall object to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. STEELE. I want it understood that there will be some 
trouble in passing this bill. According to the adjutant this man 
deserted in the face of the enemy. 

Mr. PAYNE. The report was about to be read in my time. 
When it has been read I will yield to my friend from Indiana [ Mr. 

ELE}. 
onir DARKER. I think this bill ought to be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

r. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
passed over, retaining ‘ts place. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The report was about to be read in the time 
of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield for the request that the bill be passed 

e 


r. 
"ie. PICKLER. Upon whose objection is this done? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no objection, but there is a request 
for unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without losing 
its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman who reported the bill and who is 
familiar with the case is not here. He ought to be here when it 
is considered. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be 
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
There was no objection. 


WILLIAMSON DURLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
$234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Williamson Durley, of Hen- 
nepin, Ill., who was a private in the company of Capt. Geor . Willis, 

‘0. Regiment, Fourth Brigade, First Division of the Illinois State 
Militia, and who served assuch in the Indian war of 1832, known as the Black 
Hawk war, and pay to him a pension at the rate of $12 per month from the 
date of the passage of this act. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report in that case read. 
The report (by Mr. HarDy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3234) 
os ° pension to Williamson Durley, have considered the same and re- 
as follows: 





The claimant, Williamson Durley, swears that in June, 1831, he enlisted in 
Captain Campbell's company of Illinois Volunteers, in the Black Hawk war, 
ont served therein for a od of about thirty-one days; and further that in 
1882 he again enlisted under or. George B. Willis, and served for a period 
of nineteen days. A record of the claimant’s service in Captain Campbell's 
company has not been obtained by your committee, but a certified copy of 
the rolls of Captain Willis’s company is on file, and shows the nineteen days’ 


service all by the claimant in that organization. 
Mr. Durley is now 87 years old, and unable to do anything toward earning 
asu entire reliability was vouched for by Hon. T. J. Henderson, 


of ois, who introduced a similar bill in the Fifty-third Congress. Your 


committee in that enprees arene aeeeee the bill, but it failed of pas- 
because of lack of time to consider it. 


of the bill is respectfully recommended, with an amendment 
striking out the word “twelve” in line 11 and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word “eight.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. HARBAUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
877) for the relief of ae W. Harbaugh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from all the records in his Department the several 
charges of desertion appearing on the rolls and hospital record of George W. 
Harbaugh, as a late private in Vomgeny G of the Sixth Regiment of Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and asa late private in the Sixth Independent Bat- 


tery. Ohio Light Artillery, and in Battery M, Fourth United States Artil- 
ery. and L grant to said George W. Harbaugh an honorable discharge of date 
ber 30, 1863, from Company G, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer 


Infantry,and also grant to said George W. Harbaugh an honorable dischar 
of date June 24, 1865, from the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the report of the 
committee accompanying this bill is quite we and very full. 
Let me say in brief that this bill passed the House in the Fitty- 
third Congress, and there was a favorable report upon it by the 
committee in the Senate, but owing to lack of time it did not pass. 

The facts are that this man, then really a boy of 15 years of age, 

to the old Iron Brigade, and the record shows that he 
did t service in all of the battles in which that brigade par- 
ticipated. At the time he was charged with desertion he was in 
the hospital. The committee went through 111 the testimony in 
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the case and examined it very fully and made an elaborate report. 
As I have said the House passed it in the last session and the Sen- 
ate committee made a favorable report upon it. I hope action 
will be taken upon it now without the necessity of reading the 
long report. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. The wording of this bill is peculiar. It says 
shall remove from him the “several charges” of desertion. Were 
there several charges, or only one? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. As I remember the facts in the 
case he first belonged to one regiment, from which he was charged 
with desertion, but was actually in the hospital. Afterwards he 
was transferred to another regiment and was charged with deser- 
tion from that regiment, but I do not remember the facts. The 
report of the committee, however, is very full, and if the gentle- 
man insists of course it can be read and will explain all of these 
points. But the committee acted upon it after a very careful 
examination of all of the facts and were satisfied that it was a 
meritorious case. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri 
has stated that this man was in the hospital at the time the charge 
of desertion in the first instance was made against him. The other 
charge was made on the 29th day of August, 1862, and the record 
shows that he was at the battle of Bull Run on the 29th day of 
August, 1862, which accounted fully for his presence at that time. 





The other charge was accounted for, as has been shown, he being 


present and in the hospital at the time. 
case and examined all the facts myself. 

Mr. STEELE. Any report concerning the military record or 
history of a man brought into this House for action ought to have 
with it the official record. This report does not provide that data. 
It may be all right, but I think that in all of these cases we should 
have full information covering all the points in the case, so as to 
know exactly how to act. 

: Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. JENKINS. Allow me to say that the committee had be- 
fore them the official record and consulted it before bringing in 
the report. 

Mr. STEELE. We ought to have the data on which to act. 

Mr. JENKINS. I would like to say to the gentleman from In- 
diana further and to the committee that I served with Mr. Har- 
baugh and know him to have been a very gallant soldier. He 
served through the entire war, except about three months, and 
the charge of desertion is merely a technical one. ‘The gentleman 
from Missouri has stated the case accurately, and I can assure the 
committee that it is merely a meritorious act to pass the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know him to be an excellent man. 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; as the gentleman from South Dakota 
says, he is an excellent man, and he has a large family who, of 
course, would like to have this charge of desertion removed during 
his lifetime. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman state how many times 
he was charged with desertion? 

Mr. JENKINS. He was charged with desertion twice, but he 
was accounted for on both occasions. On one occasion when 
charged with desertion he was laid up in the hospital here suffer- 
ing from a wound received in trying to keep General Walker of 
this House from coming to Washington. [Laughter.] And then 
about the close of the war, after the surrender of General Lee and 
Johnston, he happened to be away from the command with one of 
the officers and when he came back the battery had been ordered 
home and there was no opportunity to remove the charge of deser- 
tion. 

Mr. STEELE. What period in the service was that? 

Mr. JENKINS. That was after the surrender of General Lee. 
It was simply a charge made in pencil on the back of the muster 
roll. 

Mr. STEELE. There is a general law that covers all cases 
where men were absent on account of sickness, or were in hos- 
pitals, and there is also a general law which covers cases where 
they were away from their regiments after having served for the 
period of over three months prior to the Ist of May, 1865. 

Mr. JENKINS. Well, I can say to the gentleman that it will 
do no harm at all to pass this bill, for it is certainly a meritorious 
case. 

Mr. STEELE. The general law ought to cover it. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

DAN 8S. PLACE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
951) to amend the military record of Dan 8. Place, first lieutenant, 
Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to amend the military record of Dan 8. Place so as to show him 


| made the report in the 
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honorably discharged from the service as first lieutenant, Eighteenth In- 
diana Voluntcers. 


The report (by Mr. TRacrY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
951) to amend the military record of Daniel 8. Place, first lieutenant, t- 
eenth Indiana Volunteers, have carefully considered the same and the papers 
pertaining thereto and report: 

Daniel 5. Place was enrolled as a private in Company G, Eighteenth Indiana 
Volunteers, July 27,1861, and was promoted to the rank of first lieutenant for 
meritorious conduct, to date April 23, 1863. He was severely wounded and 
partially disabled in action at Port Gibson, May 1, 1863. While convalescing 
was ordered on light duty at New Orleans, where he remained until Septem- 
ber, 1864, and was placed on detached duty at Elmira, N. Y., by special orders 
from the War Department, dated October, 29, 1864. 

While serving at Elmira, on duty at Prison Camp, he was charged with 
“conduct prejudicial to good order and discipline * and “conduct unbecom- 
ing an officer and gentleman," the specification being that he did, contrary 
to orders, carry out and mail letters for prisoners of war confined in the 
camp. 

He was found guilty of the offense charged by a court-martial, but as the 
letters were shown to be of purely social character and contained nothing 
of importance, the sentence of the court was out of all proportion to the 
offense, in that it sentenced him to be cashiered the service and forever pro- 
hibited from holding any office of trust or emolument under the United 
States Government; that his sword be broken by a noncommissioned officer, 
his straps taken from his shoulders, and his buttons cut from his coat in the 
presence of the troops of the command. 

The latter part of the sentence, requiring his personal degradation in the 
presence of the troops of the command, was disapproved by Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
A. 8. Devier, commanding the military district of New York. 

On March 15, 1865, the case was reopened at the instance of Senator Henry 
8. Lane, of Indiana, and a lengthy report made and filed by the Acting Judge- 
Adyocate-General of the Army, in which, among other things, he says: 

“It is not. believed that he should be distranchised, and as he is represented 
to be a man of good character and undoubtedly loyal, the interests of the 
service would justify a removal of all disability in order to enable him to 
Eeeeer the service if the governor of the State sees proper to commission 

m 


Upon this report, by direction of the President, the disability to reenter the 
service was removed. 


There remains, therefore, against Lieutenant Place nothing of the original 
sentence save the dismissal from the Army, which, in view of his established 
loyalty before and after the offense charged, the trivial character of the of- 
fense itself, viewed in the light of the facts submitted to the judge-advocate- 
general upon the reo ning of the case, his brave, efficient, and faithful 
services as a soldier, his high character and standing as a citizen during the 
thirty years that have passed since the war, your committee believe ought 
to be removed. Your committee do not discredit the necessity for the main- 


tenance of military discipline, which it is conceded involves exact obedience 


to orders, but it believes the highest demands of such discipline have been 


more than met ly the punishment already inflicted. 


Your committee therefore report the accompanying bill favorably and rec- 
ommend that it do pass. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I make the point of order 
that this bill is not subject to consideration to-night under the 


rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is not in order under the rule 
under which the House meets to-night. The Clerk will report 
the next bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I do not know just what distinction 
there is between that bill and other bills. 

Mr. STEELE. This is not a case of desertion. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I know it is not a case of desertion, 
but since it has come up, I ask unanimous consent that it be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. We can not do it under the 


rule. 
ae STEELE. The House has no jurisdiction of the bill to- 
night. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. It would have no jurisdiction if the 
— is made, but if the point of order is not made it could be 

id aside by unanimous consent. Now that it is reached, I should 
be glad to have it acted upon. 

Mr. PAYNE. While I think this is a very meritorious bill, so 
far as appears from the reading of the report, I donot think we ought 
to go out of the lire of the rule for Friday night sessions, and I 
doubt if we have the power to consider it, even by unanimous 
consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the purpose of the Chair not to allow 
any bills to come before the committee except such as are in order 
under the rule. As soon as the Chair noticed the character of the 
bill he decided that it was not in order, 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to ask whether the committee has 
possession of the bill. If it is not before the committee I do not 
see how we could entertain the request for unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cierk will report the next bill. 

WILSON KALE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson Kale. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 

ized and directed to correct the military record of, and grant an 

discharge to, Wilson Kale, of Truro, Iowa, late a private of Company G, 

Sixth Regiment of California Infan Volunteers: Provided, That no pay or 

emoluments shall be due said reason of the passage of this act. 
Mr. HULL. Mr, Chairman, I want to makea very brief 

nation of this case. That bill passed both Houses in the 

hours of the session of the Fifty-third Congress; I think some two 

or three days before the session closed. It was not signed, but 
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failed in the general ruck of bills that were left on the President’s 
desk at the hour of adjournment. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


FRANCIS E. HOOVER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, at the rate of $72 per 
month, the name of Francis E. Hoover, late a —- of ae I of the 
Sixty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers, in lieu of the pension 
now being drawn by him. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment striking out the words ‘‘ seventy-two,” in line 5, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ fifty.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report in that case. 

The report (by Mr. KiRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1049) granting an increase of pension to-Francis E. Hoover, report as follows: 

The soldier served one year, nine months, and nine days in Com yi, 
Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and was honorably dis 
charged from the service. Nothing appears of record derogatory to his char- 
acter asa soldier. He was pensioned at the rate of $8 per month for rheuma- 
tism from August 25, 1890. This was inc’ to $12 in 1893. The 
oy does not show the disease of the soldier to be of service origin. 
During the past two years this soldier has been bedridden, absolutely unable 
to assist himself, requiring the constant assistance of an attendant. He can 


not be moved without suffering the most excruciating pain from head to foot, 
with no hope of recove 


On account of the terrible suffering of this soldier and the necessity for con- 
stant assistance, taken in connection with his poverty Jour committee believe 
the case is one calling for the spol intervention Congress. If the sol- 
dier’s disease was service 0; ein he would undoubtedly be entitled to $72 
per month under the law, and his case is so extraordinary your committee 
believe that he should receive said sum. It therefore reports the bill back to 
the House with the recommendation that it do with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the words “ seventy-two,” in line 5, and insert in leu thereof 
the word “ fifty.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman in charge 
of this bill will be able to give us something better than is set 
forth in this report. 

Mr. ROYSE. Mr. Chairman, I introduced this bill, and I con- 
fess the report is not half so —s as evidence would war- 
rant. The soldier is a resident of the city of Elkhart. I myself 
visited him personally. I found him stretched upon a bed where 
he had lain for some two years, with wees joint in his body stiff- 
ened so much that he could not even get his hands to his mouth. 
He was poor and destitute. For some months, or ever since he 
has been confined to his bed in that condition, he has been sup- 
ported by the Grand Army post and by friends. He is a man of 
most excellent reputation. Unquestionably the disease from 
which he is suffering relates back to injuries received in the war. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will my friend permit me, just there, to read 
one line of the report? 

Mr. ROYSE. Yes. 

Mr. ERDMAN (reading)— 

The testimony does not show the disease of the soldier to be of service 
origin. 

Mr. ROYSE. Well, I think that the committee are mistaken 
upon that. But nevertheless, whether or not—— 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will allow me, it simply has 
not been proven to the satisfaction of the Pension Office that it 

igi in the service. 

r. ERDMAN. The rt does not say that. 

Mr. ROYSE. I think committee are perhaps a little bit 
modest in not ing this as strong as they might have made it 
under the evidence. This soldier was the march back from 
Nashville, and was in the battle of F: in. On that march he 
suffered from rupture of the blood vessels of the legs, or varicose 
veins. That finally resulted in 1 ulcerations. He suffered 
from that for a long time, and since return from the Army he 
has suffered from these ulcerations. The rupture of these blood 
vessels was undoubtedly occasioned that severe march. He 


many of his joints. The joints of his fingers are all dislocated, 
thrown out of place, from the effects of this rheumatism. 

joints are anchylosed. It is a form of rheumatism that this man 
is suffering from now which evidently goes back to the time of 
his service in the war. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! 

Mr. EE"MAN. The gentleman from [Mr. Kirkpat: 
RICK], a member of the committee, makes this , and says that 
the en not on the disease of ~ - nope + 

origin; an does not attempt anywhere e that this 
soldier is entitled to this ion by reason of disability of service 
; but it is togive, as a mere gratuity, as a charity, 

this large pension to this sol because of the terrible suffering 
of the soldier and the necessity for constantassistance. There are 
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thousands and thousands of soldiers situated exactly as this soldier | by the committee to strike out ‘‘seventy-two” and insert “fifty.” 
is. [Cries of “Oh, no!”) , , ; The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 

Mr. HULL. Will not my friend allow me just one question? | ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir. a Mr. ERDMAN. Division. 

Mr. HULL. If they could prove that this condition was the | The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 1. 
result of actual service would he not get $50 a month? Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 


Mr. ERDMAN. He would get $72 a month, and ought to have The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that there is no quoram 
it; and I would vote for it. present. 

Mr. HULL. This compromises at $50. Mr. PICKLER. Whomakes the point that there is no quorum? 

Mr. ERDMAN. But I do not like these compromises. |} Mr. ERDMAN. I make the point. 

Mr. HULL. What I want to get at is that the only reason he Mr. PICKLER. I want the REcoRD to show 
comes to Congress is because he can not actually connect this dis- The CHAIRMAN (after counting). One hundred and four 
ease with the service. If he could he would not have to come here. | gentlemen are present; the ayes have it, and the amendment is 

Mr. ERDMAN. There isnoattempt to connect the disease with agreed to. The question is now on laying aside the bill as amended 
the service. with a favorable report. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If the gentleman will permit me, I The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
would like to make a statement in reference to this case, either in | ayes seemed to have it. 
the form of a question ora statement to him or the committee, Mr. ERDMAN. Division. 
just as he desires. : The committee divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 4. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Either way. Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, in making the report in Mr. CURTIS of New York. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
this case, of course I had to act entirely on the evidence submitted The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will stéte it. F 
to me; and while the testimony tends very strongly to show the Mr. CURTIS of New York. When the Chairman has observed 
disease of which this soldier complains was of service origin, yet | that there were twenty or thirty gentlemen who did not rise and 
I am not so sure that it fully establishes that fact. But I reached | vote, and four have only voted in the neg tive, is it not competent 
the conclusion that the extraordinary condition of this soldier was | for the Chair out of that twenty to count three or four to make 
such as to directly appeal to Congress for special aid and assist- | up the quorum, without a fresh count? 
ance. If the disease of which he complains could be traced di- The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that there is no quorum 
rectly to service origin, there would be no necessity for a special | present, and it is very close. 
bill, and this man would be entitled to $72 per month under exist- Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, who raised the 
ing law. question of no quorum? You counted the committee only a few 

Mr. ROYSE. He would not be here if that could be done. minutes ago. : 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The committee in considering the mat- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not hear the gentleman 
ter concluded that inasmuch as the testimony was not entirely | from Nebraska. 
satisfactory upon the point of service origin some difference | Mr. FAIRCHILD. The question is, who raised the 
should be made between that and a case where there was no | no quorum? We would like to know. 

nestion about that proposition, and consequently agreed upon The CHAIRMAN. The point is made by the gentleman from 

a month as 2 fair sum to be given the pensioner. [t seems to | Pennsylvania. [After a count.| One hundred and thirteen gen- 

me that no man can examine the testimony in this case and for | tlemen are present; the ayes have it, and the bill is laid aside with 
one moment question the right or the privilege or the power of | a favorable report. {Loud applause. | 
the committee or the duty of Congress to make a suitable provi- FRANCIS WALSH 
sion for this soldier, notwithstanding the testimony may not a a a : 
show that the disease of which he complains is of service origin. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
He is there upon his back, unable to feed himself, and would ab- 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis Walsh, of Stock- 
solutely starve to death without the assistance of some one, and | bam, Nebr. ; j os 
his condition certainly appeals strongly to Congress for relief, The bill was read, as follows: 
and I hope this committee will not hesitate for one moment to Be it enacted, etc., That the pension heretofore granted to Francis Walsh, 


: . ° > Pr : oe of Stockham Nebr., late a member of Company B, Third Regiment Wisconsin 
pass this bill. [Applause, and cries of “ Vote!”] I do not believe Volunteers, under pension certificate numbered 681343, and who is now indi- 


question of 


that it is just to refuse aid under the extraordinary circumstances | gent and bedridden, being paralyzed as a result of a shell wound received in 
of this case. Some of those opposing this bill have not hesitated | the line of his duty in battle at Ant ietam, Md and by reason thereof in need 

: 5 | of constant attendance, be, and the same is hereby, increased from $12 to $72 
to vote a larger sum to the widows of our generals. | per month; and the Secretary of the Interior be, andjhe is hereby, authorized 


Mr. McCLELLAN. How many bills have we passed to pension 
the widows of your generals? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. We have been liberal in that respect, 
and I believe in a case of this kind Congress ought not to indulge 
incheeseparing. Let us relieve as far as possible the wretched con- 
dition and sufferings of this soldier; give him $50 a month; he is 
entitled to it; his condition demands it. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! ”] 

Mr. ELLIS. They gave an increase of salary to the Indian ina- 

ctors. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, there are 20,000 soldiers, veter- 
ans, in the exact position and condition of this man. 

ae KIRKPATRICK. Then we ought to give them all $50a 
month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Give them all $50 a month. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I will be with you on that subject. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But do not take out one favored friend and 
exclude all the rest. When it comes to this feast of the Treasury 
let them all participate under a general bill. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I will vote for a bill of that kind, and 
believe I would be doing God's service; but I do not propose to 
refuse aid to this worthy veteran and allow him to die in poverty 
and in want waiting for a general bill to reach all such cases. I 

and trust this bill will pass and this old soldier may feel that 
want and starvation no longer look him in the face. He has 
enough to bear now, is unable to move, can not feed himself, can 
not brush a fly from his face, suffers the most excruciating pain 
when moved by others, and is absolutely without hope except in 
that land free from pain and trouble. 

Mr. ERDMAN. This report proposes to pension this soldier at 
% very high figure—what is a mere gratuity, a mere charity— 
upon the express statement that the disease is not owing toserv- 
ice origin. I am opposed to that class of legislation until you en- 

it so as to embrace all such soldiers. _ notice in regard 
to bill that I shall want a quorum in the House when it passes. 


[Cries of aoe i : ‘ ; 
. . . The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H 
The CHAIR . The question is on the amendment offered ' 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr., 


and required to carry into effect the provisions of this act 
An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
foilows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
| tions of the pension laws, the name of Francis Walsh, late a member of Com- 
| pany B, Third Regiment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $72 
per month, in lieu of the pension which he is now receiving 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words 
in relation to thisclaim. The soldier wasa private. He received 
his injuries from a piece of an exploded shell, though the report 
uses the phrase ‘‘gunshot wound.” The injuries were of an in- 
ternal character. The soldier could realize them very sensibly, 
but in the earlier stages of his application for a pension they could 
not be clearly defined. This fact will explain some of the state- 
ments referred to in the report upon which rejections were made 
in the Pension Office. Later on the Pension Office granted him a 
pension based upon the claim which he had alleged from the out- 
set, thereby conceding the correctness of his claim as to the in- 
jury set forth in his declaration. He maintained uniformly the 
same claim. 

The various medical examinations made show the gradual de- 
velopment and increase of his disability up to the present time, 
when it amounts to total disability, requiring from one to two 
persons to take care of him, one person continually. The commit- 
tee were thoroughly convinced that the injury resulted from the 
wound as set forth in the report, and that under the general law 
the soldier was clearly entitled to a pension of $72 a month. The 
Pension Office, however, rejected the claim; yet the committee 
believe that the soldier is entitled to that pension, and so recom® 
mend, ! 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be 
read by the Clerk for the information of the committee. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 
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having carefully examined the same, respectfully submit the following re- 


port: 

The soldier was enrolled as private in Company B, Third Wisconsin Infan- 
try, on June 29, 1861, and was discharged July 20, 1864, having served three 
years and twenty-two days. The record shows that he was mustered out by 
reason of expiration of term of service. Nothing derogatory ap against 
the soldier, his service being in all respects faithful and honorsbie. 

It also appears that he was engaged in the battles of Cedar Mountain, 
Antietam, Jhancellorsville, Beverly Ford, Gettysburg, and many minor en- 
~— He was wounded in the groin at Antietam on September 27, 1882. 

January 15, 1877, he applied for pension on the grounds of “gunshot 
wound in left hip causing permanent weakness, pain, and lameness of the 
same; also, at Nashville, Tenn.,in July, 1864, from hardship and exposure, he 
contracted disease of lungs.” : 

From the commencement the soldier insisted that he was lame and that he 
suffered from limitation of motion, due to his wound at Antietam. Hisclaim 
for pension was, however, rejected April 24, 1879, for the reason ‘‘no degree 
of disability for cause alleged entitling to a rating.” Several medical exami- 
nations were had, with pent dene bare A careful review of these, however, 
discloses a general and increas tendency to confirm, to a greater or less 
degree, the contentions of the soldier. He was an unusually strong, robust 
man, and a rugged constitution enabled him to arrest for years the full de- 
velopment of his disabilities. The medical board examining him on Decem- 
ber 12, 1884, report well-marked paralysis agitans of left arm and left limb. 
On November 4, 1890, the medical board at Aurora, Nebr., report the same 
disability to an increased extent. This board reports him as utterly unable 
to perform any manual labor, and that he is compelled to have assistance to 
dress himzelf. Subsequent examinations by medical boards in 1890, 1892, and 
1894 show him to be almost entirely helpless. 

On November 9, 1891, the soldier was pensioned on his application of Janu- 
ary 15, 1877, at $2 per month under the general law from July 21, 1864, the date 
of his discharge, and $4 per month from December 12, 1888, ending July 2, 
1800, by reason of allowance under act of June 27, 1890, for the disability as 
stated, ‘disease of chest and gunshot wound of left hip.’’ This allowance 
definitely and conclusively fixes service origin of the soldier's disability. 
The one question thereafter was, Is the soldier entitled to an increase of his 
pension under the general law? 

it is evident, frem a consideration of the testimony, that the original lame- 
ness and limitation of motion of which the soldier complained increased and 
developed into porelyess, from which he now suffers. The soldier claimed 
it, the medical testimony on file pee his contention, and the Pension 
Bureau, by granting the pension under the general law, concedes it. 

The affidavits of Dr. Gooden and Dr. Stanberry, filed in the case, both are 
to the effect that his disability and paralysis are due to the wound for which 
he was pensioned. His claim for increase was rejected August 1, 1894, on the 
alleged ground “ that the disability is not due to service origin.” The spezial 
examination in the case shows soldier to be in a pitiable condition. e can 
not teed himself; is unable to dress and undress or to attend to his daily and 
frequent wants; an attendant is roa een 4 necessary. 

February 2, 1889, the special examiner who investigated the case, says: 

“Took him before board of examining surgeons, who find ‘ paralysis agi- 
tans’ (see certificate).”’ 

The certificate referred to shows a rating of eighteen-eighteenths for the 
Ghaeiity mentioned. The examiner then goes on to say, after reciting the 
evidence: 

“The above testimony, in connection with record, ought to settle case, 
which seems to be meritorious.” 

On October 20, 1800, another special examiner who took up the case, says: 

* But in the interests of justice I will say that the longer I live the more I 
see of the fallibility of the diagnosis, the less 1 think my judgment, or the 

udgment of men educated to determine cause and effect, is worth. cases 

id not constantly come before me that baffle every evidence of that which 
is termed ‘medical science,’ and every reasonable (supposed) conclusion 
from a law standpoint, I should feel it somewhat of a duty to reject. But I 
see no loophole from my standpoint. The injuries received, the wounds and 
injuries of record, the cickness and shock to the nervous system, which b 
reason of a strong constitution he has been able to put off until age de rived 
him of the vigor to resist, did, in my opinion, cause his present trouble. I 
therefore refer this case to admit.” 

Dr. Gooden, special medical examiner sent by the Bureau of Pensions to 
make a critical examination of the claimant, says: 

“ The soldier's affliction is due to gunshot wound in left hip. * * * The 
soldier is absolutely helpless. He can not sit downor rise without assistance. 
He is totally disabled. He has to have an assistant for nearly every move- 
ment of his body--has to be dressed and undressed and fed.” 
oan same physician, on July 5, 1894, finds *‘ very bad case of general paraly- 

a. ” 


On March 2, 1892, the board of surgeons recommended a third-grade rating— 


Under date of August 11, 1893, Dr. D. C. Stanberry, who treated the claim- 
ant, swears he issuffering from paralysis, ‘caused by gunshot wound of left 

p; * * * has to be assisted in and out of chair, out of bed, and to dress 
himself at all times.” 

The soldier is without means and has no income except the pension of $12 
which he is now drawing under the act of 1890. He has depending on him an 
aged wife, who is scarcely able to take care of herself. The merits of the case 
and the soldier are not only disclosed by the evidence on file, but are also 
vouched for by the member from the district in which he resides. 

Your committee, therefore. in view of all the facts, respectfully recommend 

e ge of the bill with the following amendment: 

‘ — out all after the enacting clause and substitute in lieu thereof the 
‘ollowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Francis Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr., 
late a member of Company B, Third Regiment Wisconsin Infantry Volun- 
teers, at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the pension which he is now 
receiving.” 


Mr.McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, [desire tosay that this report 
is exactly the sort of report that we on this side of the House 
have been contending for. It goes into the merits of the case; it 
is carefully drawn; it states the evidence, and it raises such a 
strong presumption in my mind in favor of the claim that I for 
one will be glad to vote for the bill, and I do not think there will 
be any opposition to it on this side of the House. [Applause.] 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. . 

JEFFERSON FUESTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8689) increasing the pension of Jefferson Fueston. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America, in Congress assembled, That the retary of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, directed to place on the pension roll the name of Jefferson Fues- 
ton, late of Compan M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him at the 
rate of $25 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
3689) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson Fueston, having carefully 
considered the same, respectfully submit the following rot: 

Jefferson Fueston, the claimant, enlisted in Company Tenth Ohio Cav- 
alry, on September 8, 1863, and was honorably discharged July 24, 1865. 

On August 28, 1878, he filed a declaration in the Bureau of ensions, alleg- 
ing that at Aiken, 8. C., February 10, 1865, during a brush with the enemy, 
his horse was shot and fell upon him, crushing his chest, tearing three of 
ribs loose from the sternum on the left side, and otherw juring him, by 
reason of which he was disabled. This claim was rejected June 3v, 1879, be- 
cause of failure to show origin, but was reopened a year or so afterwards. 

On June 10, 1882, John R. Berry, lieutenant in the same company, swears 
that the soldier received the injury as stated. He says he afterwards went 
to see the doctor in regard to Fueston, and was told that his ribs were broken 
and that he would not be fit for duty until about the time his term expired. 

After a great deal of inquiry, Fueston at length succeeded in ascertaining 
the addresses of two comrades, and they. both under oath and in reply tothe 
lettres de cachet of the Bureau of Pensions, unqualifiedly assert that the in- 
jury was incurred as stated by the claimant, and that they were present at 

he time and saw the horse and man godowntogether. These affidavits were 
executed February 1, 1890, and February 29, 4 

The soldier says that he was attended by various ambulance surgeons, and 
that his feelings at the time were such as not to permit of his recollecting their 
names. From the records there appears to have been no hospital treatment. 

The report of the Adjutant-General’s Office shows that on or about Febru- 
or. 10, 1865, this regiment lost 13 men killed, wounded, and missing at Aiken, 


Two of the soldier's neighbors swear that they saw him shortly after he 
came out of the Army, and that he was then suffering from aswollen leg and 
hip, and complained of his breast. 

here seems, then, to be ample evidence to show that the soldier was in- 
ured in the manner alleged, and it remains only to establish the fact that 
he claimant's present condition is the result of this injury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee, striking out ‘‘twenty-five ” and insert- 
~~ twenty-four”; so as to make the pension $24 a month. 

r. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, what I do not like in this re- 
port is that it attempts by innuendo to reflect upon the present 
administration of the Pension Bureau, when, in truth and in fact, 
this man made application as far back as 1878, and the Bureau 
from that time down to the present has uniformly rejected his 
claim. Now, I think that, in view of the discovery of the cathode 
ray, this man’s physical condition can be absolutely demonstrated, 
and that he should again apply to the Pension Bureau and see 
whether he can not get his pension allowed there. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor of introduc- 
ing the bill for this poor, disabled, suffering old soldier, and my 
regret to-night is, and a profound one, too, that the bill does not 
give him $72 instead of $24 a month, and I believe the House will 
agree with me in a few minutes that my regret is justified. As to 
the criticism made in the report upon the Pension Bureau, the 
evidence, I think, fully justifies the conclusion of the committee. 
This man, in resisting a charge of the enemy at Aiken, 8. C., in 
1865, received a very severe injury by his horse falling upon him. 
The horse was shot and fell upon the soldier, tore two or three 
ribs from the breast bone, and injured him so severely that the 
physician who attended him at the time informed his lieutenant 
that he would not be able to serve for the balance of his enlist- 
ment. For fourteen years he has been an invalid, the ter part 
of that time lying upon his bed, unable to move. e is to-day, 
and has been for many years, a subject of private and public char- 
ity, and the last attending physician certifies to his condition in 
these words: 

These disabilities have long since rendered this man unable to perform any 
manual labor,and are so increasing that his life will unquestionably be de- 
stroyed in a few months. 

He resides in my own county, and I am well acquainted with his 
neighbors. I am also acquainted with the county judge who has 
charge of the almshouse of the county, and he informs me that he 
has waited upon this poor man and extended to him the almshouse 
relief. As to the action of the Pension Bureau in this case. I re- 

et to say that it fully justifies the criticism of the Committee on 
fnvalid Pensions, because, in face of the evidence showing that this 
man was in this condition, showing how the injury was incurred, 
showing the TT of the surgeon who attended him immedi- 
ately after he received the injary--in the face of all this evidence 
set forth in the report, the Bureau has declined to nt him a 
pension. It occurs to me, in view of this man’s situation, that this 
is a most distressing case. In viewof his inability to perform any 
labor, it appears to me that he is entitled rather to $72 a month 
than to a month. 

Mr. TALBERT. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. HERMANN. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman seems to repeat the intimation 
that the present management of the Pension Bureau is chargeable 
with some dereliction of duty in regard to this soldier. I wish to 
ask whether the soldier has ever applied for a pension under the 
present management of the office. Did I understand the gentle 
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man tosay that this man had made application under the present 
ma eat and been refused? 

Mr HERMANN. I did not particularly refer to the present 
management. My complaint was in regard to the pension man- 
agement generally, whoever may have been in charge at the time, 
because the office ignored the testimony of these two comrades of 
the soldier, who saw the horse shot on which he was riding, who 
saw that horse fall upon him—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I have no doubt that is true. 

Mr. HERMANN. It occurred to me that under the circum- 
stances there was evidence enough to indicate the origin of this 
disability in the service and in the line of duty. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman misunderstands me. I have 
no doubt that every word he has said is true; but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErpMAN] said that his objection to the 
report was that it reflected upon the present management of the 
Pension Bureau. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will pass that by. 

Mr. TALBERT. I understood the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. HERMANN] to say that that criticism was just,and at the 
same time I understood him to say that this soldier never applied 
for a pension. 

Mr. HERMANN. He has applied and has been rejected. His 
application was rejected upon the ground that he failed to show 

e origin of the disability. He waited year in and year out until 
after the e of the act of June 27, 1890, then he came in and 
received the full benefit of that law—$12 a month, which he is 
now weer e 

Mr. TALBERT. Why was the pension denied under the for- 
mer administration? 

Mr. HERMANN. For the reason that, as the office claimed, 
the applicant failed to show the origin of the disability in the serv- 
ice. It was on that point that I criticised the Department, who- 
ever may have been in charge of it, because a part of the evidence 
submitted to the Department was the testimony of two soldiers 
that they saw this man’s horse shot under him, that they saw the 
horse fall upon him, and saw the man carried away under the care 
of a surgeon. 

Mr. TALBERT. I was only asking for information. I have 
no doubt the gentleman’s statement is true. 

Mr. MILES. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it is true 
that this man now requires the personal attention of an attendant? 

Mr. HERMANN. For several years he has been carefully at- 
tended by nurses; among others, by his wife, who is partially an 
invalid, and he has received no other assistance from the Govern- 
ment except the pension of $12 a month under the act of June 27, 
1890. Public and private charity has been extended to him by the 
county, by his neighbors, and by his comrades of the Grand Army 
of the ublic. 

Mr. MILES. He requires a nurse? 

Mr. HERMANN. He requires a nurse, and has required one 
for several —. 

Mr. MILES. Now, if the gentleman is through I should like 
to make a few remarks about thiscase. I want to say that I shall 
cordially and cheerfully vote for this bill; but I wish to call the 
attention of the House in Committee of the Whole and the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the fact that this is 
a case precisely parallel with the case in which a while ago we 
voted $50 a month, while in this case we pro to vote only $24 
amonth. Let us be consistent and fair and just in these matters. 
Sir, we did an injustice a while ago to this soldier when we voted 
$50 a month in the other case; and you gentlemen who were so 
ready then to ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote!” when we insisted that the 
amount granted in that case was rank charity—nothing else—you 
gentlemen ought now to have the manliness, if you think your 
action in that case was right, tostand up here and move an amend- 
ment to this bill ting a pension at the rate of $50 a month, for 
this case is on all fours with the other as to physical conditions, 
both soldiers requiring the constant attention of nurses, while in 
the case now pending there is strong evidence that the injuries 
are of service origin and in the former case no such evidence. I 
do not think the action in the other case was right. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will ask the gentleman whether he does 
not think that in th’. case the applicant, in view of the circum- 
stances I bave just stated, is entitled to $50 a month? 

Mr. MILES. No, sir; [ do not think so. 

Mr. HERMANN. In what kind of a case, then, do you think a 
man should be granted a pension of more than $24 a month? 

Mr. MILES. I do not think the allowance should be greater 
than is sufficient to keep him in a well-equipped hospital. 

And I say to you, sir, that either one of these men can be car- 
ried to the Johns Hopkins Hospital in Baltimore as a pay patient 
and supported for $400 per year. 

A Memper. Thisis an acquittance from the poorhouse, how- 


ever. 
Mr. MILES. We are paying entirely too high for these acquit- 
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tances from the poorhouse. We are carrying this business at too 
high a hand, at too great a rate. 

But, sir, I only rose to call the attention of the House to the in- 
consistency of the Invalid Pensions Committee, of which I am a 
member. Ihave protested inside of the committee meetings against 
the inconsistencies of these pensions, and I exercise my privilege 
as a member on this floor to protest against them here, and I shall 
continue to do so until we can adopt some rule or have some fixed 
system with regard to the matter. 

Mr. COFFIN. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

Mr. MILES. I repeat that we ought to have some rule to de- 
termine these cases; we ought to have some consistency as a mat- 
ter of fairness and justice to the taxpayers of this country, who 
are just as much entitled to our consideration as the claimants 
themselves in thee cases. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question or submit a suggestion to him? If it were not for the 
position of gentlemen on the other side of the House all of these 
soldiers would have just as large pensions in these deserving 
cases and their widows would have as large pensions as we have 
provided in the cases of admirals and brigadiers. 

Mr.ERDMAN. Ideny that proposition. The gentleman should 
not make any such statement in reference to the position of mem- 
bers on this side. 

Mr. MILES. I will answer the admiral question when it comes 
up,if the gentleman is addressing himself tome. There is no 
question of admirals and brigadiers here. This is a plain, com- 
mon-sense, practical question of consistency. Now, let gentlemen 
show their consistency by their action with reference to this bill 
and other bills of a kindred nature. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend the committee amendment 
by striking out ‘‘twenty-four” and inserting “thirty.” 

Mr. HERMANN. [ask the committee to insert $40 in this case, 
at least. If proper, I move that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment to the amendment 
pending already, and it would not now be in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. This man is certainly rightly entitled to $30 a 
month. That is the rate of pension when there is total incapacity 
to earn a living by manual labor. 

Now, in order to make it $50 at the Pension Office, an assistant 
must be required part of the time at least from year to year. 
As to whether that condition exists in this case or not I do not 
know, but it is clearly a case where this man is entitled to $30 a 
month by reason of his incapacity to earn a living by manual 
labor. 

The gentleman from Maryland has made quite a demonstration 
in reference to the matter; but let me say to him that the reason 
why the Committee on Invalid Pensions fixed the amount at $24 
in the bill was simply because of the fact that the bill only asked 
for $25 per month, and that not being a pensionable rate we 
amended it so as to make it $24 a month, which is a pensionable 
rate. That is the only reason. 

I ask a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Donotcutthe boysoff. If this case isto be 
put up to the highest bidder, let them all have a chance. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, thegentleman from Virginia will not take 
any stock in that auction. 

Mr. MILES. I hope the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from South Dakota will be adopted, or that such an amend- 
ment will be adopted as will make the House at least consistent 
with itself and before the country. 

Mr. KEM. Then make it $50 a month, if you want to do that. 

Mr. COFFIN. I would like to offer as a substitute for the pend- 
ing amendment that the bill be made $50 amonth. I suggest that 
to the gentleman from Maryland who spoke in favor of increasing 


the amount. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the amendment of 


mene 
ere LT 


the gentleman from South Dakota, substituting $30 for the amount 
fixed in the bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to accept that 
amendment, and will say further to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that a nurse is constantly in attendance on this man, and 
I think he is entitled to $50 a month.” But I will ask that increase 
if I am in the next Congress, and if the soldier lives to that time. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PickLER, it 
was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the substitute offered by Mr. Corrin. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, we have no yea-and-nay vote in 
the committee, but om the question of increasing this pension to 
$30 a month I want to have it distinctly understood that I favored 
it and voted for it. 

Mr. HERMANN. I acknowledge the assistance of the gentle- 
man from Maryland in that regard. 

The question being taken on the substitute proposed by Mr. 
CoFFIN, it was rejected. 

The amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE D, MOWATT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt. 

The bili was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline D. Mowatt, as widow 
cow B. Soule, late major of the Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volun- 

ra. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr, Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
report. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt, having carefully considered 
all the facts, respectfully submit the following report: 

Prior to 1850 the claimant was married to Alfred B. Soule, who served as 
major of the Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteers from September 10, 
1862, to ~<— 15, 1863, when he was discharged for disability contracted in the 
service and in line of duty. On February 7, 1864, the disabilities mentioned 
resulted in the death of the soldier. He left no property, and was buried by 
the Masonic order, to which he belonged. His widow, the claimant, was pen- 
sioned at $25 per month from the date of his death, and two minor children 
were poastone at $2 each. 

On June 17, 1869, the claimant married Henry T. Mowatt, who died in 1878. 
He left no property to the claimant and had no children by her. 

Mrs. Mowatt is now between 71 and 72 years of age and is unable to perform 
manual labor to any extent. She is supported by her denghter (a child of 
the deceased soldier), who teaches in the public schools, and ts obliged to labor 
night and day in a commercial house during her vacation in order to support 

r aged and dependent mother. 

Your committee, after considering the case carefully, and in view of all the 
facts, yy apd report the bill back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the gen- 
tleman who introduced this bill make some explanation of it. 
This is a case of a remarried widow. 
= SULLOWAY. What explanation would the gentleman 

e? 

Mr. TALBERT. I want some explanation from the gentleman 
in regard to the circumstances surrounding the case. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I will say that this report 
states briefly the facts. I have known this — lady since the 
day when, with three little ones at her feet, she followed the re- 
mains of this husband and father, the dead major, to the grave. 

“I have lived within a few doors of her for years. In going to my 
business I pass their house daily. She is one of the best of mothers, 
one of the New —— Christian mothers, the best that ever 
God made or the wor oe She gave all the strength and 
vigor of her womanh to the rearing of these children made 
orphans by the death of this man who gave his life to his coun- 
try. He left herno means. The Masonic order, to which he be- 
longed, buried him. 

After some years she remarried a gentleman somewhat clder 
than herself, as I judged from their appearance. He brought 
nothing to her, lived a few years, and then died. For eighteen 
years she has been a widow, and for several years unable to earn 
a living upon which to subsist. So one of the orphans of that 
dead major, her daughter, toils in the public schools by day, when- 
ever the schools keep, and wher there is a holiday and a business 
house is open she labors there during the day, and every night 
save Sunday she toils there, and so keeps this poor mother from 
the poorhouse. 

This woman is 72 years of age. The only question is whether 
you think it is the duty of this dead soldier's child to maintain the 
mother, made a widow and left destitute by the death of the man 
who gave his life for his country, or if the country should recog- 
nize the duty te restore her to the pension roils and grant her 
what God and every honest man knows to be her right. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. MILES. I should like to ask my friend and colleague what 
pension is proposed in this bill? I did not understand from the 
reading of it. b : 

Mr. SULLOWAY. She is the widow of a major, and if she 
gets what belongs to her she will get $25a month. There is no 
amount stated in the bill. * ; 

Mr. MILES. I supposed that some amount was stated in the 
bill. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No; it simply puts her on the pension roll 
as the widow of Major Soule, and as the widow of a major she 

would get $25 a month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I haveno doubt that every 
word the gentleman has so eloquently said is true. I have very 
— respect for anything that the gentleman may say upon this 

oor; but that is not the point. This widow has remarried, and 
thereby relinquished voluntarily her claim to a pension. The 

— is whether it is right for this House to grant a pension to 

is widow under these circumstances. No doubt she is a lad 
who is deserving, poor, dnd needy; but I submit that we shoul 
take a view of the case not based upon sentiment, but based upon 


rinciple, based upon justice, based upon that which is right, and 
Saal upon the law. Viewing it in that light, we can not and 
ought not to grant a pension to this widow. 

I want to ap to the sense of justice and right of the members 
on the other side of this House to consider right here and now, 
before they go a step further, whether they are willing by their 
action to show that they have no regard for principle, or whether 
they are willing to stand by principle and by the law, in practice 
andin theory. It is useless for me to say again upon this floor 
that I am no there to make any factious objection to any pension, 
for I stand ready to vote, and have voted, for all I thought were 
meritorious. I shall stand here on every Friday night and vote 
for and advocate rg for those who I think are justly 
entitled to them. t has been my record since I have been a 
member of this House, and it shall continue to be; but, Mr. Chair- 
man, I claim the right as a member of this House—and I shall 
always exerciseit without fear or favor—toenter my protest against 
any measure which, according to my humble judgment, I think is 
not right, which I think is not based upon principle, which I think 
is not based upon justice and the law. Men may think what they 
please, I expect to exercise that prerogative, regardless of the 
opinions of anyone. 

Iam satisfied in my own mind that this measure is wrong in 
theory, wrong in practice, and wrong in principle, and I believe 
honarable gentlemen on the other side of the House ought to think 
so, too. Ido not blame them for pensioning old Union soldiers. 
They ought to do that. But when they stop and reflect sober! 
about such a measure as this, I believe they will say, ‘We wi 
stop right here; this is not right, and we will not doit. We will 
abide by the law in the case and not be governed by sentiment.” 

With these remarks I shall enter my protest against this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I will only say a few words in 
connection with this matter. You will all bear with me that sev- 
eral Friday ——— I rose in my ee and opposed the principle of 
pensioning soldiers’ widows who had remarried. I then stated 
that the reason was that I believed that the pensions that the Gov- 
ernment paid to soldiers or their widows or orphans were not paid 
to them as gratuities, but that they had a right to them, and to 
make demand by virtue of their right. I want to say now to my 
friends on the left that I do not think this comes clearly under that 
rule. Itis true the widow herself has voluntarily relinquished that 
right to demand; but there is a soldier’s child involved in this, and 
that child has not relinquished this relationship to that father; and 
where there is 4 relationship — which the right might be de- 
manded, I claim that it is our duty to grant that right. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will my friend allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If this child is entitled to a pension this 
does not cut the child off. 

Mr. BRUMM. Unfortunately, the child can not get a pension 
under these circumstances, as the mother is living. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If the child is pensionable she can. 

Mr. BRUMM. Not under these circumstances. There is that 
relationship existing that Fy zw this case outside of the case we 
argued the other night, and I hope that our friends will not strain 
a point. They are going a step too far. 

r. MEREDITH. Just onemoment. I wantto be fairin this 
matter. If that soldier lefta child, certainly that child can not be 
cut out of a sion if it is entitled to one. 

Mr. BRUMM. I am notspeaking of the child being pensionable 
or the mother or child being pensionable under the law. The 
reason that we are granting these pensions is because the appli- 
cants are not entitled under the law. 
eae Then introduce a general bill that will reach 

e child. 

Mr. BRUMM. I donot proposeto dothat. It reaches thechild 
through the mother. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I do not see how. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ail-this kind of legislation is simply because 
there isno general bill touching such children and widows. Isay to 
our friends on my left that they ought not to make factious eppo- 
sition against granting this pension, and I will stand with them, 
for my , every time = a@ point that comes under that 
same ruling and a t they seem to think so much about. 

Mr. MEREDI H. . Chairman, I do not desire to enter into 
the discussion of a case of this kind. I am satisfied that my 
friend who has just taken his seat, who has been twitting this 
side — the ion question—— 

Mr. BRU Oh, no. . 

Mr. MEREDITH. You did not mean it, but did so, and I am 
ge gg peepee net agreeing hen pea ne 
aa You are certainly in error about my twitting 
e. 
humor you did. I want to repeat 


Mr. MEREDITH. In good 4 
to him what I said just now; and that is if there is a child of this 
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soldier living, a pensionable child, that is, a child who has not 
arrived at the of 16 years—— 

Mr. LITTLE. The man died in 1864. 

Mr. MEREDITH. That settles the question,then. There can 
be no suck jonable child, and the theory on which this case 
rests is taken out of it. That disposes of the position the gentle- | 
man took, and the theory falls when the man himself died in 1864. 
Certainly there can be no pensionable child. 

Mr. BRUMM. You are assuming that—that the child would | 




















not be pensionable under the law; but we are making pension laws 
every Friday night in special cases. 
; Mr. MEREDI H. If you want to pension these people who 


have remarried, I say introduce a general law, because there are 
hundreds and perhaps thousands who stand in the same category, 
if that is to be the policy of the Government. * I believe it is pretty 
well understood by the country that the Republican side of the 
House will vote for any pension bill; and some of them have been 
pleased to twit this side of the House upon this question. I beg 
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them to remember that although this pension money does not | 


come to that section whence I come, that my side of the House 

at least has stood here and voted for $140,000,000 of pension money 
e at one time, when a third of it is being paid from that section of 
4 our country which practically gets none of its benefits. 


nsion by reason of service to his country should have a pension; 
Bat when we come to pensioning widows who have remarried and 
who have forgotten their first love and their first husband, I be- 
lieve that they are taken out of that category; and when they 
choose between the pension which they are receiving and the hus- 
band which they propose to take they are entitled to the choice 
and must stand by it. I say, Mr. Chairman, that it is unfair and 
unjust to thousands of ladies who occupy the same 


5 
i 
; 
3 
ba 5 
4 
Fo 


I believe that an honest soldier who would become entitled to a | 


us a little explanation. It is impossible for 
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us to carry all these 


cases in our minds. 

The House divided; and there were 

Mr. ERDMAN,. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to move that the House do 
now adjourn; and I desire to say to the members of the House that 
I hope that during the coming week they will talk to their neigh 


aves 91, noes 6. 


bors arov ud them in the House and see if we can not {Cries 
of ‘* Out of order!” on the Democratic side. | 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, a motion to adjourn is not 


debatable. 
Mr. MILES. 


Unless the gentleman from South Dakota is a 


ing 
to give this side of the House an opportunity to reply, I object to 
his continuing. 

Mr. PICKLER. I now move—I am compelled to move by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. ERpMAN}, who raises the point 
of no quorum and keeps pensioners from having their rights in 
this House—that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ERDMAN,. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and the House accord- 
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Mon- 

| day, February 24, 1896, at 12 o’clock m. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


} 
| 


ition, who | 


have remarried; and if it is to be the policy of this Government to | 


reinstate them on the pension rolls when they become widows again | 


or when they are divorced, it should be done by a general law. 
A few nights ago we did pass a bill placing a woman who had 
been divorced from her husband upon the pension rolls, where she 
was before she married her second husband. If that is to be the 


pe ieieaice owen the amma caliee, SS | gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the 


that would be justice, that would be fairness, and that would be 
according to principle, as my friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] has so aptly said. 


from South Dakota, and I will yield tohim inamoment. I want 
now to say in conclusion to my friends on the other side that 
when they claim that this side of the House has been inimical to 
the soldiers of the Union, they make an assertion which is not 
borne out by the record of vote after vote which has been taken 
in this Con, 
the House always joined with them in voting whatever ap- 

ropriations were necessary in accordance with the report of the 

ension Bureau, it is unjust to us for them to make these charges, 
and while I think my friends, many of them, do not mean it 
earnestly, they do create an impression before the committee that 
this side of the House is hostile to pension legislation. We are 





not hostile, and I speak not only for myself, but for this side of | 


the House, when I say that we are not hostile to pensioning a 
soldier who deserves a pension, but to the deserter, to the bum- 
mer, to the bounty-jumper, to the extension of this system of 
special bills, we are hostile. We are opposed to going any further 





Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentlemen yie:d to me for a motion? | REPORTS OF 
' Mr. MEREDITH. I always yield with pleasure to my friend | 





and in preceding Congresses. When this side of | 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Auditor of the Interior Department asking for an 
appropriation for increase of clerical force in his office—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to addi- 
tional appropriation for the completion of the Washington City 
post-office—tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting an estimate of an appropriation for continuing the work of 


and referred as 


United States by the Geological Survey 


Stat to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2268) to 


| facilitate the procurement of evidence and to compel the attend 


in that direction than we have gone, and, in my judgment, the | 


pending case is one in which a pension should not be granted. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise, with the recommendation that the bills as amended—— 
Mr. McCLELLAN. What is the motion? 
The CHAIRMAN. The motion is that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ance of witnesses in matters before the registers and receivers of 
the local land offices of the United States, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


“~~ 
tid 


Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R.1191) to ratify an act of 
the Oklahoma legislature approved February 27, 1895, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No.478); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the e of the Union. 

Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

| to which was referred House bill No. 4958, reported in lieu thereof 


committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Hopkins having re- | 


sumed the chair'as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Lacey, from the | 


Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration business upon the Private Calendar under the special 
order and had directed him to report with a favorable recommen- 
dation certain bills with amendments adopted in Committee of 
the Whole, and also certain other bills without amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the House proceeded to consider 
the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The first bill considered was the bill (H. R. 2224) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis C. Schilling. 

The question being taken on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill, the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed 


to have it. 
Mr. ERDMAN. I ask for a division. 
Mr. MILES. Mr.S , if it is not too late, I would like to 


ask the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to give 








a bill (H.R. 6407) for the incorporation of the Convention of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington, accom 
panied by a report (No. 480); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS VF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolution 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Cl 
referred to the Committee of the Whoie House, as follows: 

By Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 1936) to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
David Mosten. (Report No. 476.) 

By Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia: A bill (H.R. 6408) in lien of the bill (H. R.5159) author- 
izing the sale of title of the United States to certain tracts of land 
in the District of Columbia to Margaret Shugrnue, Caroline Loch- 
boehler, and John R. Scott. (Report No. 481.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
140) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, of Omaha, 
Nebr. (Report No. 482.) 
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By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 


= .5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry. (Report No. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States Cav- 
alry. (Report No. 484.) 

y Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill [H. R. 4355) to increase the pension of Theresa Peebles, 
of Jefferson County, Ga. (Report No. 485.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
8.710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late 

jieut. Frederick Schwatka. (Report No. 486.) 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
ithe bill (H.R.718) for the relief of Jacob Taylor. (Report 

0. 487.) 

The bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of James McGowan from the 
charge of desertion. (Report No. 488.) 

The bill (H. R. 4199) to correct the military record of Edward 
H. Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-second New 
York Regiment infantry. (Report No. 489.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
< following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill e R. 6396) to prevent the adul- 
teration and misbranding of f and = and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H.R. 6397) to revise the wages of 

ressmen’s jielpers in the Government Printing Office—to the 
Jommittee on Printing. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6398) to define the rights 
of purchasers under mortgages authorized by an act of Congress 
approved April 20, 1871—to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 


roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6399) to amend the 
laws relating to American seamen—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6400) fixing 
the time for holding the circuit and district courts in the district 
of West Virginia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 6401) to amend the national 
ban ing act—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS (by request): A bill (H.R. 6402) for the pro- 
tection of trade-marks and labels—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr.SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 6403) toamend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of 
Alaska”—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado (by request): A bill (H.R. 6404) for 

, the issuance of postal tablets, and for o**er purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 6405) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to grant temporary occupation of certain 
rooms in the United States building at Jefferson City, Mo., to the 
courts of Cole County, Mo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 6406) providing 
for the disposal of lands lying within the military reservation 
near Independence, in Inyo County, Cal.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 6439) to entitle all soldiers and 
sailors who are receiving a pension of more than $35 and less than 
$50 per month to come under the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to establish an intermediate rate of pension between $30 
and ab r month,” approved July 14, 1892—to the Committee on 
Invalid Panskone. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 6440) for the purchase 
of the statue of Salmon P. Chase, late Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COLSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 177) providing 
for an investigation of certain char, against the Secretary of 
the barge 2) ot the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Memorial and joint resolution of the gen- 
eral assembly of Iowa, relative to improving the navigation of the 
Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

Also, joint resolution of the eral assembly of Iowa, relative 
to the Transmississippi tion to be held at Omaha, Nebr., in 
1898—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Joint resolution of the general assembly of 
Iowa, recommending the repair of the Muscatine Island levee—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution of the Iowa general assembly, favoring 
ipa for the a Exposition at Omaha, 

ebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 





By Mr. HULL: Joint resolution of the general assembly of Iowa, 
favoring the Transmississippi Exposition at Omaha—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, joint resolut*»n of the general assembty of the State of 
Iowa, relative to improvements of Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


—_—_—— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee »n Military Affairs 
was discharged from consideration of the papers to accompany 
the bill for the relief of Garrett W. Wilber, and the same were 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were ome and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6409) to confer jurisdiction upon 
the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of Sarah C. Newport, 
and to remove the bar of the statute of limitations therefrom—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 6410) granting a pension to 
Livingston Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6411 —— a pension to David Morse—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 6412) for the relief of 
Maitland Boon and the heirs of Robert Tillson—to the Committee 


on Claims. 
By Mr. COFFIN: A bill = R. 6413) granting a@ pension to 
Mrs. Ellen H. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 6414) for the relief of Nathan- 
iel Bush, of Weston, Lewis County, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
Var Claims. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 6415) for the relief of Aaron F. 
Shriver, late postmaster at Winchester, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 6416) for the relief of Harmon Coff- 
man-——to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6417) to complete the mili- 
tary record of Caleb L. Jackson—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 6418) pensioning H. C. Bedell, Com- 
pany A, One hundred and ninety-first New York Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill “ose R. 6419) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Maj. Samuel P. Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6420) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles Buchling—to the Committee on Mili- 


“~ Affairs. 

r Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6421) removing charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Jonathan Chaney—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H.R. _) ame a pension to John 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill = R. 6423) to remove ~——— of desertion against 
Edward F. Gilkey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6424) granting 
a pension to Mary E. Baker—to the Committee on faved Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 6425) for the 
relief of Clifton R. Anderson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6426) for the relief of the Madison Female 
or mi located at Richmond, Ky.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of Capt. 
Charles G. A , Tenth United States Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Milita airs. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 6428) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Jane L. Fagg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H.R. 6429) for the relief of Samuel 
J. e—to the Committee on ar Affairs. 

By Mr. Se request): A bill (H.R. 6480) to carry out 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of David Miller— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H.R. 6431) to pay 
Sas P. Ferguson $1,765 and interest—to the Committee on 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6432) to remove 


the c of desertion standing against the name of Andrew P. 
Jones—to the Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill — R. ) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against David Mosten—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a ion to Phebe 
Clem, widow of David G. Clem, of Conipany D, Eleventh Indiana 
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Cav Volunteers, and to her children by David G. Clem, to wit: 
Anna y Clem, Lottie Jane Clem, George Ezary Clem, and 
Louisa Maud Clem, of Paris, Ill,—to the Committee on Invalid 
Petes bill (H. R. 6435) for the relief of Dr. James Madison— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. ~ to remit the penalties 
incurred by Robert C. Mish and John W. Mish, jr., of Lebanon, 
Pa., late copartners under the firm of Mish Bros.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6437) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John P. Leitzel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6488) to remove the sentence 
of court-martial from the military record of A. D. J. Heastings, 
etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 6441) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Edward Allsworth—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York (by vequest): Memorial of 
Church E. Gates & Co. and 77 others, requesting that Congress 
will authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
Stoughton and his associates for the entire work of constructing 
acanal through the Harlem Kills, New York, 15 feet deep and 300 
feet wide, for a sum not exceeding $1,450,000—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of David Pritchard and 14 others, 
of Pottsville, Pa., in support of House bill No. 306—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURRELL: Petition of the Business Men’s League of 
Elizabethtown, Il., for the improvement of the Ohio River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition containing the names of 
125 farmers, cheese makers, and dealers of Calumet County, Wis., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 3010, regulating and con- 
trolling the manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLSON: Petition of Rufus K. Dick, of Clinton County, 
Ky., for pension by act of Congress—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Iowa, for the 
enactment of a more stringent Sunday law in the District of Co- 
iumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry ——_ of New Texas, 
Pa., in favor of a bill for compensation of fourth-class postmas- 
ters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, 
Pa., in favor of the enlargement and purchase of the Chesapeake 
and Delaware Canal by the United States Government, and that 
the same be made a free national waterway—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FARIS: Paper to accompany House bill No. 2379, for an 
increase of pension to John Campbell, Twenty-first Indiana Regi- 
ment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of A. J. Barrett and 200 others, 
relating to House bill No 4993, on the Mille Lacs Indian Reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOOTE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Greenwich, Fort Edward, Moira, Stony Creek, 
Easton, West Chazy, Cambridge, Schuyler Falls, and county of 
Washington, all of the State of New York, against the sale of beer 
at mili ee the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Greenwich, Fort Edward, Moira, Stony Creek, Easton, West 
Chazy, eee. Schryler Falls, and county of Washington, 
State of New York, against the sale of beer to immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 

ke, N. Y., Mrs. E. F. Felton, president, favoring a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of Edward T. Riley 
and 105 other citizens and ex-Union soldiers, residents of Byron, 
er County, Nebr., alsopetition of John S Ferguson, president 
@ Missouri Association of Union ex-Prisoners of War, on be- 
of 350 members of said association, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. oa a pension to Union soldiers and sailors 
confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Commandery of the Mili Order of the Loyal Legion of Wis- 
consin, favoring the establishment of a national military park at 
Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, paper from Charles Clonkey, of Greene, Iowa 
favorable action upon the free-homes bill—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of John H. Robinson and others, of 


, urging 


Westport, Conn., for the passage of House bill No. 306 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of California, urging Congress to create and 
appoint a commission to investigate the effects of Japanese com- 
petition upon the manufacturing industry of the United States— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from the board of supervisors of Sierra County, 
Cal., asking for relief for the farming industry—to the Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Brokenstraw, N. Y., against the sale of beer at cer- 
tain military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Brokenstraw, N. Y., against the sale of beer to immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of the California 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition and papers for the relief of Colby 
T. Parido—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of F. P. Whitten and 25 others; also, 
petition of J. M. Merriil and 15 others, all citizens of Oklahoma, 
asking for the passage of the free-homes bill—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3772, evidence in sup- 
= of bill for correcting muster rolls of Company I, Seventh 

owa Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of California and the Chaniber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, adopted February 7, 1896, urging Congress to 
appoint a committee to investigate the question of Japanese manu- 
factures, importations, and export trade, and the effect their fu- 
ture development will probably have upon the manufacturing 
field in the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. MORS#: Petition of N.S. Redison, of South Bethlehem, 
Pa., prayins for the recognition of God in the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Petition of the citizens of Corpus Christi, 
Tex., for a deep-water channel from Aransas Pass to Corpus 
Christi Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ODELL: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Pine Bush, Pearl River, Rockland, Livingston 
Manor, Newburg, and Hurleyville, State of New York, against 
the sale of beer at certain military posts—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Pine Bush, Pearl River, Rockland, Livingston Manor, Newbure, 
and Hurleyville, State of New York, against the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors to immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTEY (by request): Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, Richmond, Va., advocating the passage of Senate bill No. 
563, abolishing compulsory pilotage on coastwise vessels—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Society of the Sons of the 
Revolution, appealing to Congress to publish Revolutionary rec- 
ords—to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Slippery Rock, Pa., requesting a Sunday-rest 

aw for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of the officers and members of Crox 
ton Post, No. 9, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Kentucky, urging service-pension legislation and relief to ex-pris- 
oners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania Society 
of the Sons of the Revolution, favoring the publication of records 
and‘ papers of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the State Department. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolution of the Beelel Union ex-Pris- 
oners of War Association,.Concord, N. H., in favor of House bill 
No. 306—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of Michael K. Campbell and 116 
others, favoring the passage of House bill No. 4774—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Memorial of Lodge No. 245, Order Sons of 
St. George, Youngstown, Ohio, in favor of the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Petition of H. A. Schoppenhorst and 333 
other citizens and taxpayers of Warren County, Mo.; also, peti- 


to the 
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tion of 164 citizens and taxpayers of St. Charles County, Mo., and 
117 citizens and taxpayers of Gasconade County, Mo., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 3828, appro riating $4,000,000 to 
continue the improvement of the Missouri River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Memorial of members of the Manu- 
facturers and Producers’ Association of California and of the 
Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, asking Congress to ap- 

oint a committee to investigate the question of Japanese manu- 

actures, importation, and export trade, and the effect their future 
development will have on the manufacturing field in the United 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ie 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of George H. Luft and 200 citizens 
of Middletown, Pa.; also, petition of J. G. Zeigler and 25 citizens 
of Benvenue, Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Abraham Bower, Mrs. A. Bower, and 45 other 
ladies and gentlemen, in favor of House bill No. 2626, for the pro- 
tection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting held at Duncannon, Pa., 
December 25, 1895, in reference to the Armenian outrages—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 22, 1896. 

Rev. WALLACE Rapcuiirre, D. D., of the city of Washington, 
offered the following prayer: 

God of our fathers, our Father which art in Heaven, Thou oniy 
art the Father of ourcountry. From Theecometh every and 
perfect gift. Thou art Governor among the nations. ho shall 
not fear Thee, O King of Nations? We bless Thee for our land. 
Thou hast not made the wilderness our habitation, or the barren 
jand our dwelling. Thou hast given usa pleasant land, a valley 
of visions, a land of brooks oak waters, a land of all manner of 
fruits wherein we may eat bread without scarceness, whose stones 
are iron and from whose hills we dig brass. 

Thou hast been to usinall our need and peril the pillar of the cloud 
and fire. Thou hast been mightier than the noise of many waters. 

We bless Thee for the men Thon hast raised up and through 
whom Thou hast declared to us Thy wisdom and guidance, and 
by whose sacrifice Thou didst establish the nation, and ially 
for him whose name is in all hearts to-day. We thank Thee for 
the inheritance of his memory, the wisdom of his works, and the 
inspiration of his lifeand example. Make us faithful to the trust 
they have committed to us. 

Continue our institutions of libertyand righteousness. Forgive 
wherein we have sinned or forgotten the God of the nation. Re- 
buke iniquity in high places. Give that which is good. Let 
peace be within our borders and prosperity within our palaces, 
that Zebulon may rejoice in his going out and Issachar in his 
tents. Abundantly lees our provision and satisfy our poor with 
food. Heal all divisions, that living in love and peace the God 
of peace may be with us. 

Bless Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, and all 
with him that rule, that they may rule in thefear of God. Coun- 
sel our counselors and teach our Senators wisdom. Make it ap- 
pear tbat Thou standest in the congregation of the mighty and 
judgest among the judges. Give grace to all the people. Let 
pure and undefiled religion prevail. Grant that our ways may so 

lease Thee that even our enemies may be at peace with us, Let 
Thy gospel be our glory, that Thy righteousness may exalt the 
nation and Thy favor command the hfe of the Republic to the 
glory of the grace in Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. Bacon, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the invocation of the acting 
Chaplain this morning be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of to-day’s proceedings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, being advised that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands will on Monday morning request the im- 
mediate consideration by the Senate of a measure of urgent 
importance, recently made the subject of a special message by 
the President, and desiring to facilitate the a of that com-' 
mittee, I wish to give notice that I shall on nesday morning, 
instead of Monday morning, submit some observations on the 
motion to recommit the revenue bill to the Committee on Finance. 

READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion adopted by the Senate on the 11th instant, 

The Secretary. On February 11, Mr. Hoar submitted the 
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ens resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent agreed to: 


reading of the J ar Washington's Farewell = shall be read to 9 
Senate the President pro tempore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In pursuance of the resolution just 
read, the Farewell Address of President Washington will now be 
oo by the President pro tempore, the Senator from Maine, Mr. 

RYE. 

Mr. Frye advanced tothe Secretary’s desk, and read the ad- 
dress, as follows: 


FRIENDS AND FELLOw-Citizens: The period for a new election 
of a citizen to administer the Executive Government of the 
United States being not far distant, and the time actually arrived 
when your thoughts must be employed in designating the person 
who is to be clot with that important trust, it appears to me 
proper, especially as it may conduce to a more distinct expression 
of the public voice, that I should now apprise you of the resolu- 
tion I have formed to decline being considered among the number 
of those out of whom a choice is to be made. 

I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be assured 
that this resolution has not been taken without a strict regard to 
all the considerations appertaining to the relation which binds a 
dutiful citizen to his country; and that in withdrawing the tender 
of service, which silence in my situation might imply. I am infiu- 
enced by no diminution of zeal for your future interest, no defi- 
ciency of grateful r for your past kindness, but am supported 
by a full conviction that the step is compatible with both. 

The acceptance of and continuance hitherto in the office to 
which your suffrages have twice called me have been a uniform 
sacrifice of inclination to the opiaion of duty and to a deference 
for what appeared to be your eon . Iconstantly hoped that it 
would have been much earlier in my power, consistently with 
motives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to that re- 
tirement from which I had been reluctantly drawn. The strength 
of my inclination to do this previous to the last election had even 
led to the preparation of an address to declare it to you; but ma- 
ture reflection on the then perplexed and critical posture of our 
affairs with foreign nations and the unanimous advice of persons 
entitled to my confidence impelled me to abandon the fflea. I re- 
joice that the state of your concerns, external as well as internal, 
no longer renders the pursuit of inclination incompatible with the 
sentiment of duty or propriety, and am persuaded, whatever par- 
tiality may be retained for my services, that in the present cir- 
cumstances of our country you will not disapprove my determi- 
nation to retire. 

The impressions with which I first undertook the arduous trust 
were ained on the r occasion. In the discharge of this 
trust I will only say that I have, with good intentions, contributed 
toward the organization and administration of the Government 
the best exertions of which a oo fallible j nt was capable. 
Not unconscious in the outset of the inferiority of my qualifica- 
tions, experience in my own eyes, perhaps still more in the eyes of 
others, has strengthened the motives to diffidence of myself; and 
every day the increasing weight of years admonishes me more and 
more that the shade of retirement is as necessary tu me as it will be 
welcome. Satisfied that if any circumstances have given peculiar 
value to my services they were temporary, I have the consolation 
to believe that, while choice and prudence invite me to quit the 
political scene, patriotism does not forbid it. 

In looking forward to the moment which is intended to ter- 
minate the career of my political life my feeli do not permit 
mv. tosuspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of gratitude 
which I owe to my beloved country for the many honors it has 
conferred upon me; still more for the steadfast confidence with 
which it has supported me, and for the opportunities I have thence 
onpaee of manileati my inviolable attachment by services faith- 

and persever' sf though in usefulness ual to my zeal. If 
benefits have resulted to our country from t services, let it 
always be remembered to your praise and as an instructive example 
in our annals that-under circumstances in which the passions, agi- 
tated in every direction, were liable to mislead; amidst appear- 
ances sometimes dubious; vicissitudes of fortune often discourag- 
ing; in situations in which not uently want of success has 
countenanced the spirit of criticism, the constancy of your support 
was the essential prop of the efforts and a guaranty of the plans 
by which they were effected. Profoundly penetrated with this 
idea, I shall carry it with me to my grave as a strong incitement 
to unceasing vows that Heaven may continue to you the choicest 


tokens of its beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection 
may be ; that the free Constitution which is the work 
of your may be eee ees that its administra- 
ee ee stamped with wisdom and virtue; 
that, in the happiness of the of these States, under the 

of liberty, may be made so careful a preser- 
vation and so prudent a use of this a an 
them the. of it to the applause, the ’ 


and adoption of every nation is yet a stranger to it. 
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t+ to stop. Buta solicitude for your wel- 
but with my life, and the apprehension of 
tural to that solicitude, urge me on an occasion like the 


Here, perhaps, I 
fare whieh oun not en 


danger na 


present to offer to your solemn contemplation and to recommend 


to your frequent review some sentiments which are the result of 
much reflection, of no inconsiderable observation, and which ap- 
pear to me —— to the permanency of your felicity as a 
people. These will be offered to you with the more freedom as you 
can only see in them the disinterested warnings of a parting friend, 
who can ibly have no personal motive to bias his counsel. 
Nor can I forget as an encouragement to it your indulgent recep- 
tion of my sentiments on a former and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of your 
hearts, no recommendation of mineis necessary to fortify or con- 
firm the attachment. ; F ; 

The unity of government which constitutes you one people is 
also nuw dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar in the 
edifice of your real independence, the support of your tranquillity 
at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your prosperity, of 
that very liberty which you so highly prize. But as it is easy to 
foresee that from different causes and from different quarters 
much pains will be taken, many artifices employed, to weaken in 
your minds the conviction of this truth, as this is the point in 
your political fortress against which the batteries of internal and 
external enemies will be most constantly and actively (though 
often covertly and insidiously) directed, it is of infinite moment 
that you should properly estimate the immense value of your na- 
tional union to your collective and individual happiness; that you 
should cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to 
it, accustoming yourselves to think and speak of it as of the pal- 
ladium of your political safety and prosp.rity; watching for its 
preservation with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever may 
sug: even a suspicion that it can in any event be abandoned, 
and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every attempt 
to alienate any portion of our country from the rest or to enfee- 
ble the sacred ties which now link tog<ther the various parts. 

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country has 
a right to concentrate your affections. The name of American, 
which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation de- 
rived from local discriminations. With slight shades of <iffer- 
ence, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and politi-.. 
principles. You have in a common cause fought and triumphed 

er. The independence and liberty you possess are the work 
of joint councils and joint efforts, of common dangers, sufferings, 
and successes. 

But these considerations, however powerfully they address them- 
selves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those which 
apply more immediately to your interest. Here every portion of 
our country finds the most commanding motives for carefully 

ing and preserving the union of the whole. 

The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, pro- 
tected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in the 
productions of the latter great additional resources of maritime 
and commercial enterprise and precious materials of manufactur- 
ing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, benefiting by 
the same’ agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow and its 
commerce expand. Turning partly into its own channels the sea- 
men of the North, it finds its particular navigation invigorated; 
and white it contributes in different ways to nourish and increase 
the general mass of the national navigation, it looks forward to 
the protection of a maritime strength to which itself is unequally 
adapted. The East, in a like intercourse with the West, already 
finds, and in the progressive improvement of interior communica- 
tions by land = water, will more and more find, a valuable vent 
for the commodities which it brings from abroad or manufactures 
athome. The West derives from the East supplies requisite to 
iis growth and comfort, and what is perhaps of still greater con- 
sequence, it must of necessity owe the secure enjoyment of indis- 

outlets for its own productions to the weight, influence, 
and the future maritime strength of the Atlantic sile of the 
Union, directed by an indissoluble community of interest as one 
nation. Any other tenure by which the West cau hold this essen- 
tial advantage, whether derived from its own separate strength or 
from an apostate and unnatural connection with any foreign 
power, must be intrinsically precarious. 
ie, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate 
and icular interest in union, all the parts combined can not 
fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts greater 
strength, greater resource, proportionably greater security from 
external er, a less frequent interruption of their peace by 
nations, and what is of inestimable value, they must de- 
tive union an exemption from those broils and wars between 
themselves which so frequently afflict ee cen not 


tied by the same governments, which own rival- 
aagediens week be sufficient to produce, but which opposite 


foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues would stimulate 
and embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the necessity of 
those overgrown military establishments which, under any form 
of government, are inauspicious to liberty, and which are to be 
regarded as particularly hostile to republican liberty. In this 
sense it is that your union ought to be considered as a main prop 
of your liberty, and that the love of the 
you the preservation of the other. 

These considerations speak a persuasive language to every re- 
flecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of the 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. a doubt 
whether a common government can embrace so large a sphere 
Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation in such a 
case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that a p 
ganization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency 
ments for the respective subdivisions, will afford a happy i 
the experiment. It is well worth a fair and full 
With such powerful and obvious motives to union 
parts of cur country, while exp ial. not 


one ought to endear to 


Is there 


r or- 

rn- 
sue to 
experiment. 
affecting all 
have demon- 


oi 


rrence § 


strated its impracticability, there will always be reason to distrust 
the patriotism of those who in any quarter may endeavor to 
weaken its bands. 

In contemplating the causes which may disturi ovr union it 


occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should have 
been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical dis- 
criminations—Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Western 
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that there 
is a real difference of local interests and views. One of the expe- 
dients of party to acquire influence within particular districts is 
to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other districts. You can 
not shield yourselves too much against the jealonsies and heart- 
burnings which spring from these misrepresentations; they tend 
to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound to 
gether by fraternal affection. The inhabitants of our Western 
country have lately had a useful lesson on this head. They have 
seen in the negotiation by the Executive and in the unanimous 
ratification by the Senate of the treaty with Spain, and in the uni- 
versal satisfaction at that event throughout the United States, a 
decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions propagated 
among them of a policy in the General Government and in the 
Atlantic States unfriendly to their interests in regard to the Mis 
sissippi. The have been witnesses to the formation of two treat- 
ies—that with Great Britain and that with Spain—which secure 
to them everything they could desire in respect to our foreign 
relations toward confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their 
wisdom to rely for the preservation of these advantages on the 
union by which they were procured? Will they not henceforth 
be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who would sever them 
from their brethren and connect them with aliens? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your union a government for 
the whole is indispensable. No alliances, however strict, between 


the parts can be an adequate substitute. They mmst inevitably 
experience the infractions and interruptions which all alliances 
in all times have experienced. Sensible of this momentous truth, 
you have improved upon your first essay by the adoption of a Con 


stitution of Government better calculated than your former for 
an intimate union and for the efficacious management of your 


government presupposes the duty of every individual to obey th 
established government. 

All obstructions to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
real design to direct, sontrol, counteract. or awe the regular de- 
| liberation and action of the constituted authorities, are destructive 
| of this fundamental principle aud of fatal tendency. They serve 
| to organize faction; to give it an artificial and extraordinary force; 
to put in the place of the delegated will of the nation the will of 
a party, often a small but artful and enterprising minority of the 
community, and, according to the alternate triumphs of different 
parties, to make the public administration the mirror of the ill 
concerted and incongruous projects of faction rather than the 
organ of consistent and wholesome plans, digested by common 
counsels and modified by mutual interests. 

However combinations or associations of the al 
may now and then answer popular ends, they a. 


common concerns. This Government, the offsprin’: of our own 
choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted upon ful! investigation 
and mature deliberation, completely free in its principles, in th 
distribution of its powers, uniting security with energy, and 
taining within itself a provision for its own amendment, | 
just claim to your confidence and your support. Respect for 
authority, compliance with its laws, acquiescence in its measures, 
|} are duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of true liberty 
| The basis of our political systems is the right of the people to ma 
and to alter their constitutions of government. But the constitu 
tion which at any time exists till changed by an explicit and 
| authentic act of the whole people is sacredly obligatory upon all 
| The very idea of the power and the right of the people to establish 


iescription 
coly in the 
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course of time and things to hecome potent engines - which 
cunning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled to sub- 
vert the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the reins 
of government, destroying afterwards the very engines which 
have lifted them to unjust dominion. 

Toward the preservation of your Government and the perma- 
nency of your present happy state it is requisite not only that you 
steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its acknowledged 
authority, but also that you resist with care the spirit of innova- 
tion upon its principles, however specious the pretexts. One 
method of assault may be to effect in the forms of the Constitution 
alterations which will impair the energy of the system, and thus 
to undermine what can not be directly overthrown. In all the 
changes to which you may be invited remember that time and 
habit are at least as necessary to fix the true character of govern- 
ments as other human institutions; that experience is the surest 
standard by which to test the real tendency of the existing con- 
stitution of a country; that facility in changes upon the credit of 
mere hypothesis and opinion exposes to perpetual change, from 
the endless variety of hypothesis and opinion; and remember 
especially that for the efficient management of your common in- 
terests in a country so extensive as ours a government of as much 
vigor as is consistent with the perfect security of liberty is indis- 
pensable. —. itself will find in such a government, with 

wers properly distributed and adjustea, its surest guardian. 

t is, indeed, little else than a name where the government is too 
feeble to withstand the enterprises of faction, to confine each mem- 
ber of the society within the limits »rescribed by the laws, and to 
maintain all in the secure and tri..iquil enjoyment of the rights 
of person and property. 

I have already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
State, with particular reference to the founding of them on geo- 
graphical discriminations. Let me now take a more comprehen- 
sive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner against the 
baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 

This spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hav- 
ing its root in the strongest passions of the human mind. It exists 
under different shapes in all governments, more or less stifled, con- 
trolled, or repressed; but in those of the popular form it is seen in 
its greatest rankness and is truly their worst enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faction over another, sharpened 
by the spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which in dif- 
ferent ages and countries has perpetrated the most horrid enormi- 
ties, is itself a frightful oe But this leads at length to a 
more formal and permanent despotism. The disordersand miseries 
which result gradually incline the minds of men to seek security 
and — in the absolute power of an individual, and sooner or 
later the chief of some prevailing faction, more able or more for- 
tunate than his competitors, turns this disposition to the purposes 
of his own elevation on the ruins of public liberty. 

Without looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which 
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the common 
and continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to 
make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage and 
restrain it. 

It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble the 
publicadministration. Itagitatesthecommunity withill-founded 
jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of one part 
against another; foments occasionally riot and insurrection. It 
opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, which fird a 
facilitated access to the Government itself through the channels 
of party passion. Thus the policy and the will of one country 
are subjected to the policy and will of another. 

There is an opinion that ties in free countries are useful 
checks upon the administration of the Government and serve to 
keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limits is prob- 
ably true, and in governments of a monarchical cast patriotism 
may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon the spirit of 
party. Bnt in those of the popular character, in governments 
purely elective, it is a spirit not to be encouraged. From their 
natural tendency it is certain there will always be enough of that 
spirit for every salutary purpose, and there being constant danger 
of excess, the effort ought to be by force of public opinion to mit- 
igate and assuage it. A fire not to be quenched, it demands a uni- 
form vigilance t6 prevent its bursting into a flame, lest instead 
ef warming it should consume. 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its admin- 
istration to confine themselves within their respective constitu- 
tional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one 
department to encroach upon another. The spirit of encroach- 
ment tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in 
one, and thus to create, whatever the form of government, a real 
despotism. A just estimate of that love of power and proneness to 
abuse it which predominates in the human heart is sufficient to 
satisfy us of the truth of this position. The necessity of recipro- 
cal checks in the exercise of political power, by dividing and dis- 
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tributing it into different depositories, and constituting each the 
— of the public weal against invasions by the others, has 
evinced by experiments, ancient and modern, some of them 

in our country and under our own eyes. To preserve them must 
be as necessary as to institute them. If in the opinion of the peo- 
le the distribution or modification of the constitutional powers 
in any particular wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment 


in the way which the Constitution designates. But let there be 


no change by usurpation; for though this in one instance may be 
the instrument of good, it is the customary weapon by which free 
governments are destroyed. The precedent must always greatly 
overbalance in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit 
which the use can at any time yield. 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political pros- 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable supports. In vain 
would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who should labor 
to subvert these great pillars of human happiness—these firmest 
props of the duties of men and citizens. © mere politician, 
equally with the pious man, ought to t and to cherish them. 
A volume could not trace all their connections with private and 
public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where is the security for 
property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of religious obliga- 
tion desert the oaths which are the instruments of investigation 
in courts of justice? And let us with caution indulge the sup- 
position that morality can be maintained without religion. What- 
ever may be conceded to the influence of refined education on 
minds of peculiar structure, reason and experience both forbid us 
to expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of 
religious principle. 

It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary 
spring of popular government. The rule indeed extends with 
more or less force to every ies of free ene. Who that 
is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upon attempts 
to shake the foundation of the fabric? Promote, then, as an ob- 
ject of primary importance, institutions for the general diffusion 
of knowledge. In proportion as the structure of a government 
gives force to public opinion, it is essential that public opinion 
should be enlightened. 

As a very important source of strength and security, cherish 
public credit. e method of preserving it is to use it as sparingly 
as possible, avoiding occasions of expense by cultivating peace, but 
remembering also that timely disbursements to prepare for danger 
ee, ome prevent much greater disbursements to repel it; avoid- 
ing likewise the accumulation of debt, not only by shunning occa- 
sions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in time of peace to 
discharge the debts which unavoidable wars have occasioned, not 
ungenerously throwing upon posterity the burthen which we our- 
selves ought to bear. The execution of these maxims belongs to 
your Representatives; but it is necessary that public opinion 
should cooperate. To facilitate to them the ormance ot their 
duty it is essential that = should practically bear in mind that 
toward the payment of debts there must be revenue; that to have 
revenue there must be taxes; that no taxes can be devised which 
are not more or less inconvenient and unpleasant; that the intrin- 
sic embarrassment inseparable from the selection of the proper 
objects (which is always a choice of difficulties) ought to be a 
decisive motive for a candid construction of the conduct of the 
Government in making it, and for a spirit of acquiescence in the 
measures for obtaining revenue which the public exigencies may 
at any time dictate. 

Observe faith and justice toward all nations. Cultivate 
peace and harmony with all. Religion and morality enjoin this 
conduct. And can it be that good policy does not equally enjoin 
it? It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no distant 
period a great nation to give to mankind the magnanimous and 
too novel example of a people always guided by an exalted justice 
and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of time and 
things the fruits of such a plan would richly repay any temporary 
advantages which might be lost by a steady adherence to it? Can 
it be that Providence has not connected the permanent felicity of 
a nation with its virtue? The experiment, at least, is recom- 
mended by every sentiment which ennobles human nature. Alas! 
is it rendered impossible by its vices? 

In the execution of such a plan nothing is more essential than 
that permanent, inveterate antipathies against particular nations 
and passionate attachments for others should be exc.aded, and 
that in place of them just and amicable feelings toward all should 
be cultivated. The nation which indulges toward another an 
habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in some degree a slave. 
It is a slave to its or or to its affection, either of which is 
sufficient to lead it astray its duty and its interest. Antip- 
athy in one nation another each more readily to 
offer insult and injury, to lay hold of slight causes of umbrage, 
and to be haughty and intractable when accidental or trifling 
occasions of dispute occur. 


Hence frequent collisions, obstinate, envenomed, and bloody 


contests. The nation prompted by ill will and resentment some- 








1896. 


times aS 
tote ammonite, and adopts through passion what reason 
would reject. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2045 


. . . > 
war the government contrary to the best calcula- | powers so disposed, in order to give trade a stable course, to define 
The government sometimes participates in the | the rights of our merchants, and to enable the Government to 


| support them, conventional rules of intercourse, the best that 


subservient to projects of hostility, instigated by pride, ambition, | 


and other sinister and pernicious motives. The peace often, some- 
times perhaps the liberty, of nations has been the victim. 
So, likewise, a passionate attachment of one nation for another 
uces a variety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite nation, 
eoliteting the illusion of an imaginary common interest in cases 


where no real common interest exists, and infusing into one the | 


enmities of the other, betrays the former into a participation in 
the quarrels and wars of the latter without adequate inducement 
or justification. It leads also to concessions to the favorite nation 
of privile denied to others, which is apt doubly to injure the 
nation making the concessions by unnecessarily 7 with what 
ought to have been retained, and by exciting jealousy, ill will, and 
a disposition to retaliate in the parties from whom equal privileges 
are withheld; and it gives to ambitious, corrupted, or deluded citi- 
zens (who devote themselves to the favorite nation) facility to 
betray or sacrifice the interests of their own country without 
odium, sometimes even with popularity, gilding with the appear- 
ances of a virtuous sense of obligation a commendable deference 
for public opinion or a laudable zeal for public good the base or 
foolish compliances of ambition, corruption, or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such at- 
tachments are particularly alarming to the truly enlightened and 
independent patriot. How many opportunities do they afford to 
tamper with domestic factions, to practice the arts of seduction, 
to mislead public opinion, to influence or awe the public councils! 
Such an attachmentof a small or weak toward a great and power- 
ful nation dooms the former to be the satellite of the latter. 
Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence (I conjure you to 

ieve me, fellow-citizens) the jealousy of a free people ought to 
be constantly awake, since history and experience prove that for- 
eign influence is one of the most baneful foes of republican gov- 
ernment. But that jealousy, to be useful, musi be impartial, else 
it becomes the instrument of the very influence to be avoided, in- 
stead of a defense against it. 
nation and excessive dislike of another cause those whom they 
actuate to see danger only on one side, and serve to veil and even 
second the arts of influence on the other. Real patriots who may 
resist the intrigues of the favorite are liable to become suspect ed 
and odious, while its tools and dupes usurp the applause and con- 
fidence of the people to surrender their interests. 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, 
in extending our commercial relations to have with them as little 
political connection as a Sofar as we have already formed 
engagements let them be fulfilled with perfect good faith. Here 
let us stop. 

Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none or 
a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent 
controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign to our 
concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us to implicate 
ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes of her poli- 
tics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of her friendships 
or enmities. 

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to 
pursue a different course. If we remain one people, under an 


At other times it makes the animosity of the nation | present circumstances and mutual opinion will permit, but tem- 


porary and liable to be from time to time abandoned or varied as 
experience and circumstances shall dictate; constantly keeping in 
view that it is folly in one nation to look for disinterested favors 
from another; that it must pay with a portion of its independence 
for whatever it may accept under that character; that by such 
acceptance it may place itself in the condition of having given 
equivalents for nominal favors, and yet of being reproached with 
ingratitude for not giving more. There can be no greater error 
than to expect or calculate upon real favors from nation to nation. 
It is an illusion which experience must cure, which a just pride 


| ought to discard. 


In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of an old and 
affectionate friend I dare not hope they will make the strong and 
lasting impression I could wish—that they will control the usual 
current of the passions or prevent our nation from running the 
course which has hitherto marked the destiny of nations. But if 
I may even flatter myself that they may be productive of some 
partial benefit, some occasional good—that they may now and 
then recur to moderate the fury of party spirit, to warn against 
the mischiefs of foreign intrigue, to guard against the impostures 
of pretended patriotism—this hope will be a full recompense 
for the solicitude for your welfare by which they have been dic- 
tated. 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I have been guided 
by the principles which have been delineated the public records 
and other evidences of my conduct must witness to you and to the 
world. To myself, the assurance of my own conscience is that I 
have at least believed myself to be guided by them. 

In relation to the still subsisting warin Europe my proclamation 
of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. Sanctioned 
by oe approving voice, and by that of your Representatives in 


| both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure has continu- 


Excessive partiality for one foreign | 


ally governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to aeter or divert 
me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights I 
could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, under all the 
circumstances of the case, had a right to take, and was bound in 
duty and interest to take, a neutral position. Having taken it, I 
determined as far as should depend upon me, to maintain it with 
moderation, perseverance, and firmness. 

The considerations which respect the right to hold this éonduct 
it is not necessary on this occasion to detail. I will only observe 


| that, according to my understanding of the matter, that right, so 


far from being denied by any of the belligerent powers, has been 
virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, without 
anything more, from the obligation which justice and humanity 
impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free to act, to main 


| tain inviolate the relations of peace and amity toward other na 


tions. 
The inducementsof interest for observing that conduct will best 
be referred to your own reflections and experience. With me a 


| predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time to our 


efficient Zovcrnment, the period is not far off when we may defy | 


materiai inju 
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we may at any time 
resolve upon to be scrupulously respected; when belligerent na- 
tions, under the impossibility of making acquisitions upon us, 
will not lightly hazard the giving us provocation; when we may 
c peace or war, as ourinterest, guided by justice, shall counsel. 
Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why 
quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by inter- 
weaving our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entangle 
our peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, rival- 
-_ interest, humor, or caprice? 
t is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances with 
any portion of the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now at 


liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as capable of patron- | 


izing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the maxim no 
less applicable to public than to private affairs that honesty is 


always the best 7 I repeat, therefore, let those engagements 
be observed in their genuine sense. But in my opinion it is un- 
necessary and would be unwise to extend them. 


care always to keep ourselves by suitable establishments 

ona ble defensive posture, we may safely trust to tem- 
porary alliances for extraordinary emergencies. 

ene, meee intercourse with all nations, are recommended 


by cy, humanity, and interest. But even our commercial 
should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither seeking 
nor gran exclusive favors or preferences; consulting the natu- 


ral course of things; diffusing and diversifying by gentle means 
the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; establishing, with 


from external annoyance; when we may take | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


country to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, and to 
progress without interruption to that degree of strength and con- 
sistency which is necessary to giveit, humanly speaking, the com- 
wand of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my Administration I am 


| unconscious of intentional error, I am nevertheless too sensible of 


my defects not to think it probable that I may have committed 
many errors. Whatever they may be, I fervently beseech the 
Alnighty to avert or mitigate the evils to which they may tend. 
I shall also carry with me the hope that my country will never 
cease to view them with indulgence, and that, after forty-five 
years of my life dedicated to its service with an upright zeal, the 
faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned to oblivion, as 
myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 2 

Relying on its kindness in this as in other things, and actuated 
by that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a man who 
views in it the native soil of himself and his progenitors for several 
generations, I anticipate with pleasing expectation that retreat in 
which I promise myself to realize without alloy the swect enjoy- 
ment of partaking in the midst of my fellow-citizens the benign iin 
fluence of good laws under a free government—the ever-favor-te 
object of my heart, and the happy reward, as I trust, of our mnu- 
tual cares, labors, and dangers. 

Go: WASHINGTON. 
UnITED States, September 19, 1796. 


Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I move that the thanks of the Sen- 
ate be tendered to the President pro tempore for the admirable 
reading he has given us of Washingtun’s Farewell Address. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware, that the thanks of the Senate be tendered 
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to the Senator from Maine, the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate, for the manner in which he has meal’ the Farewell Address 
of President Washington. 

The motion was unanimously to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, before the question is put, I 
shouldlike to make an inqui Will the admirable address which 






has just been read be printed in the Recorp? If not, I move that 
it be printed in the Recorp as eminently appropriate to the exist- 
ing condition. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


The question is on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 
57 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 
24, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


BENATE. 


MonDay, February 24, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mursurn, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—PENSION LEGISLATION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, for the first time in my 
service in this body, I desire to rise to a matter of privilege, and 
call attention to a column article in the New York Sun under 
date of Febrnary 19. It relates to the passage of pension bills in 
the Senate on the preceding day. I desire to read briefly from 
this communication, and then to submit a very few observations 
on the matter. 

The article is headed “‘ Pension records broken—All smashed by 
the Senate pension mill yesterday ”; and it goes on to say: 

The Senate to-day devoted the last half of the afternoon to the passage of 
Eerrets nsion bills. It can not be said that these bills were really con- 


red, because they were not. In the days when “ Uncle Philetus" Sawyer 
of Wisconsin was chairman of the Pension Committee— 


Senator Sawyer never was chairman of the committee— 
the Senate made a record by passing pension bills at the rate of one a minute 
for several hoursatatime. That record has been smashe the present 
Senate, however, and Mr. Sawyer sat in the Chamber to-day, a casual visitor. 
and witn his successor, Senator GALLINGER of New Hampshire, passing 
bills at the rate of two a minute. 

When the hopper was in full motion this afternoon and 120 bills an hour 
were dropping on the Clerk’s desk, the Senate was conspicuous for its almost 
absolute emptiness, while from the galleries a few American citizens looked 
down in wonderment. Mr. Harris of Tenn the would-be Czar of the 
Senate, was in the chair, and Dr. GALLINGER of New Hampshire, the chair- 
man of the committee, sat in a borro seaton the front row of the Repub- 
lican side, just where his ssor, Mr. Sawyer, used to sit, and, with the 
clerk of the committee by his side, kept tab as the monotonous tones of Sen- 
ator HARR1s ind‘cated that the ills were passed. Mr. GALLINGER might 
have made the record a little more than 120 an hour but for his unfortunate 
habit of replying to interruptions and answe the questions of such in- 
quisitive Senators as occasi ny strayed into Chamber. Mr. Sawyer 
never made mistakes of this . He never had any explanations,to 2, 
but if a Senator interrupted the working of the machine to seek infdrmation, 
Mr. Sawyer would merely look at him over his spectacles and ignore what 
he had to say. 

Now, Mr. President, the allusions to me are of no consequence 
whatever, but this is a matter that has gone out to the country 
and has occasioned a good deal of comment, as is indicated by the 
letters that are coming to the Senate Committee on Pensions. 

I wish to call attention to the fact (and it is well enough for the 
country and the Senate to know it) that 67 bills were passed in two 
and three-fourths bours instead of 120 bills within a single hour, 
as this veracious correspondent has it. 

It should be remembered, too, that lengthy and very carefully 
written reports are made in every pension case that is reported 
from the Committee on Pensions. Those reports are printed, are 
laid upon the desks of Senators for a considerable tix-e before the 
bills are called up for consideration, and 4 Senator has an op- 

rtunity to know all the facts connected with every pension case 

hat is called up here for consideration. 

The total increase in the 67 bills (I had q accurate compu- 
tation made of this matter) that were in the Senate the 
other day over what the beneficiaries are now drawing was $1,006 
per month, or $12,072 per annum. It was exactly an expenditure 
of one fifty-eighth part of a cent for every man, woman, and child 
in the United States. 

One bill that passed that day was in behalf of a widow whose 
husband, had he taken advantage of the pension law during his 
lifetime, could have drawn from the Treasury an amount almost 
equal to the aggregate annual a on made in the 67 bills, 
and there were —_ other somewhat similar cases in the list. 
Some of those for whom bills were passed will probably be Aead 
before the bills become laws, and many of them will draw their 

ions for less than one year. ug. 

It will thus be seen that the New York Sun, with its scare head- 
lines and its misrepresentations, was induiging in rather small 
business for a great metropolitan newspaper. 
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But such articles do much mischief. The readers of such news- 
pers are led to believe that an improvident expenditure of pub- 
ic funds is being made, and the prejudices and passions of the 
people are aroused, to the detriment of the worthy and brave men 
who fought and suffered for the Government. It is a wicked and 
unjustifiable exercise of journalistic privileges, even when prac- 
ticed by a newspaper which sails under the motto, ‘‘If you see it 
in the Sun it is so.” Manifestly either the motto or the corre- 
spondent of the paper should be changed. 

Mr. President, if a similar expenditure had been made for almost 
any other purpose under the heavens the newspapers of the coun- 
try would have remained silent, but when it is made for blind and 
paralytic and dying soldiers, and the dependent and destitute 
widows of soldiers, a great hue and cry is raised in certain news- 
a tee as though an offense bordering on a crime had been com- 
mitted. 

Mr. President, I do not expect that anything I can say on this 
subject will stop the misrepresentations concerning pension legis- 
lation, but nevertheless I have felt it to be due to the committee 
and to the Senate to make this tion. The Committee on 
Pensions is a careful, conservative, hard-worked committee, de- 
termined to deal fairly with the bills that are referred to them, 
and there need be no fear that they will recommend for passage 
“~~ bills not founded on equity and justice. 

r. HOAR. I should like to ask a question of the Senator from 
New Hampshire before he sits down. What is the membership 
of the Committee on Pensions of the Senate? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thirteen. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not each one of those bills have the careful 
examination of the full committee, so that the question whether it 
comes within any principles of legislation is ascertained in every 
individual case? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Absolutely so, Mr. President, and, so far as 
I can recall, no such bill has been to the Senate that has 
not had the unanimous assent of the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. Then it is true that a body of gentlemen selected 
by the legislatures of their States for the office of Senator, consist- 
ing of 13 persons, of more than twice the ordinary number of the 
supreme court of a State, has sat on these questions and considered 
them before they were reported to the Senate. Then dothey have 
likewise a similar examination in the other branch from a like 
commivtee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are two committees on pensions in 
the other House, one on peusions and oneon invalid pensiens. Bills 
relating to wars prior to the war of the rebellion are referred to 
the Committee on Pensions; bills relating to the war of the re- 
bellion are referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
those committees give careful examination to the bills severally 
referred to them. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make one observation. Every Senator 
will to the truth of it. It would be undoubtedly impossi!)|o 
for the Congress of the United States to do one year’s public busi- 
ness in ten years unless we were to rely in matters of small ex- 
penditure of money like this upo. .the judgment of our committees. 

I make these observations not alone because of the sportive ar- 
ticle which has been read, but because some very worthy and 
estimable gentlemen are constantly attacking the character of our 
legislation in regard to the matter of pension appropriations. 
Here is the Pension Committee, in which pension bills have had an 
investigation as thorough and accurate from 13 Senators before the 
bills are brought in here as the cases in the supreme courts of tlic 
several States or in the courts of appeals of the several circuits gv 
from a much smaller number of judges, and it is not improper to 
say, I en from judges certainly not standing higher in repu- 

ca 


tation pacity for public service than the gentlemen com- 
posing this committee. 


A very eminent ¢ ,a friend of mine, was moved in Mas- 
sachusetts about a year ago, in the city of Cambridge, where tlie 


university teachers are largely members of his congregation, to 
preach a sermon on the corruption and wickedness profuseness 
of the expenditures of this Government for pensions. He is « 
worthy man who would have no more made a misstatement thin 


he would have cut off his hand; but he showed that the pension 
list for the year amounted to a certain sum, and then he cited the 
fact that there had been $25,000,000, I think it was, more expende:! 
in that year. ‘‘ Now, my hearers,” he said, ‘this $25,000,000 out 
of the public Treasury is what is got by the pension agents and 
claimants, the men who promote this profuse and extravagant 
pension legislation.” In point of fact. the $25,000,000, if have tho 
sum right (at any rate, many millions was the sum), represent«:! 
the arrears which were paid after the application and before tho 
oe of on ee which in —_ cases will a or = 
years, is almost always one or years, owing e condi- 
tion of business in the Pension That $25,000,000 paid to 
these honest claimants, 


Bureau. 
soldiers and widows and children and or- 
between their 
is excellent gen- 











tleman aught was id to pension agents and corrupt lobbyists 
tema tne of that class out of the public Treasury. 

That is a specimen of the kind of information that is going about 
through the country in regard to the purity and honesty of our 


i on. 

mr, HA LEY. Mr. President, I entered the Chamber just as 
my co m the Comuiittee on Pensions had begun to read 
the extract 
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from the New York Sun, or from the New York Sun's | 


correspondent. Iam a regular subscriber to and reader of that | 


journal, and regard it as a very able and interesting exponent of 
sound Democratic doctrine; but it is impossible for any journal- 
ist to avoid occasional errors on the part of his correspondents. 
There is no testimony needed, no backing of my colleague. 
What he says is the simple and absolute truth. I have the honor 
to be upon that committee, and I testify that it scans all these 
cases with exceeding care, that every one of the cases so easily 
disposed of here was clearly set forth in the committee and the 


bearing of the evidence considered carefully, with some consider- 
ation, it is true, for charity and loving kindness in many of the 


pitiful cases. Ido not see how we could have done any less. 
am sure no wise and equitable court could have done any less. 

I have thought often that there ought to be some full and com- 
plete setting forth of this pension business to correct the errors 
that the Senator from Massachusetts has referred to. I received 
a letter not | ago from a very intelligent man, a plain citizen, 
who sent me a ng wud well-written letter, and among the causes 
of complaint that he had against my poor seli and the Congress 
in general was the extravagant expenditure for pensions. And 
yet that man, if he would sit down fifteen minutes in the Pen- 
sion Committee room and listen to the cases, would be perfectly 
satisfied that we had done just about right. de believes, un- 
doubtedly, for so be told me, that a very large proportion of the 
pensions—do not remember exactly, a quarter or a third, or 
more—were altogether fraudulent and unnecessary. Many peo- 
ple say that. Some people believe it. And yet what I always 
challenge them to do is to report to me one case—I beg them to 
give me one case of obvious fraud in their own neighborhood, of 
their own knowledge, to prove it to be such by reputable wit- 
nesses, and I never have had the challenge accepted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House. of Representatives, by Mr. W. J 
Brownin@, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4043) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 


The message announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 


A bill (S.141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill; and 

A bill (S. 1740) to amend section 5294 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relative to the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures, and 
for other p 

The further announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 103) relating to final proof in timber-culture entries with 
- amendment; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 


lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (H.R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 1821) to reopen and adjust the account for service 
of Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers; 

A bill (H. R. 2797) ting-a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer; 

A bill (H. R. 3432) for the relief of John E. Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of Michael McKenna; 


A bill (H. R.4220) granting a pension to Charles A. Foster, late 
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army; and 
_A bill (H. R. 5672) to grant to railroad comparies in Indian Ter- 
ritory additional powers to secure depot grounds. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 

by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 259) granting to the Columbia and Red Mountain Rail- 
way meee aright of way through the Colville Indian Reser- 
vation in State of Washington, and for other purposes; and 

A bili i 879) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant to the 

, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right of 
way through the Indian Territory.” 
FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF ORLANDO, FLA. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal priv- 
ilege. I find by the ConeressionaL Recorp of the 30th of De- 


cember, 1895, that in introd a resolution of i 
to the First National Bank of Or 


uiry in 


_ 








in the report in the Recorp, that [ was requested to introduce the 
resolution by ‘‘ the presidentand some of the officers of the First 
National Bank of Orlando, Fla.” This was a misprint. I have 
had no communication with the presidents and directors of na- 
tional banks. What I said was that the resolution was in rela- 
tion to the president and directors of the First National Bank of 
Orlando, Fla. 
I make this explanation in order that I may be correctly under- 
stood. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the New York 
Produce Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 561, authorizing the establishment of a free port at Fort 
Pond Bay or elsewhere in the waters of Long Island, in the State 
of New York; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of the faculty and students of the 
University of Washington, of Seattle, in the State of Washing- 
ton, praying for the establishment of a permanent court of arbi- 
tration between Great Britain and the United States 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He also presented sundry petitions of the board of managers of 
the Pennsylvania Society of Sons of the Revolution, pray 


; which was 


ing for 


| the enactment of legislation providing for the publication of the 


EL 


leet Ce 


records and papers of the Continental Congress, comprising the 
official documents relating to the Revolutionary period; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of the city 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for seacoast defenses for the harbor of New York, and also that 
sufficient provision be made for the protection thereof; which was - 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of J. W. Wilt and sundry 
other citizens of Cleo, Okla., praying for the enactment of legisla 
tion granting them free homes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the select and common 
councils of McKeesport, Pa., remonstrating against the consolida- 
tion of the post-office at that city with the Pittsburg post-office; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of N. S. Rulison, of South Beth- 
lehem, Pa., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He zJ4so presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lebanon, Pa., praying for the enactment of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania Society of Sons 
of the Revolution, praying for the publication by the Government 
of the recordsand papers of the Contimental Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a memorial of the Peace Association of Friends 
of Philadelphia, Pa., to the President and Congress of the United 
States, on the attitude of Congress relative to the Monroe doctrine: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Barr Grange, No. 112i, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania; a petition of Marion Grange, No. 
223, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, and a petition of sun 
dry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 2626, providing for the protection of agricultural staples 
by an export bounty, in order to equalize the benefits and burdens 
of the protective system; whick were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presentedsundry petitions of citizens of Wash 
ington, D. C., and a petition of sundry citizens of Anacostia, D. C., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or some similar 
measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remonstrating 
against the extension of the tracks of that company until its exist 
ing lines are modernly equipped and operated; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
board of managers of the Pennsylvania Society of Sons of the 
Revolution, indorsing the efforts that are being made to insure 
the publication of the records and papers of the Continental Con 
gress; which were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Young People’s 
Union of the Baptist Association of Salem, Mass., representing 
5,000 members, praying that Congress apply the principles of the 
entire separation of church and state as expressed in the matter 
of appropriations for the support of charities in the District of 
Columbia and for the education of the Indians; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the publication com 
mittee of the Rhode Island Historical Society, and a petition of 
the board of managers of the Pennsylvania Society of Sons of the 


do, Fla., I stated, or it is stated ' Revolution, praying for the publication of the records and papers 
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of the Continental Congress; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the ar. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
1886, or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Company to adopt ranid transit on its lines, 
and remonstrating against the extension of the tracks of that com- 
pany until its existing lines are modernly equipped and operated; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented sundry petitions of Salem 
Grange, No. 17, Patrons of Husbandry, of Marion County, Oreg., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, providing for the 
protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty, in order to 
equalize the benefits and burdens of the protective system; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Baker City, 
Oreg., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Portland, Oreg., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Baker 
City, Oreg., and a petition of the board of trustees of Sodaville, 
Oreg., praying for the speedy construction of the Nicaragua Canal 
under the control of the Government; which were referred to the 
Select Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of George May Powell, presi- 
dent of the Arbitration Council of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the immediate organization of a permanent international court 
of arbitration; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of C. D. Mosher, of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the establishment of a postal coupon savings bank 
in every post-office in the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also ‘presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of California, praying for the appointment of 
a commission to investigate the question of Japanese manufac- 
tures, importations, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, headquarters at Chicago, Ill. , remonstrat- 
ing against the adoption of military instruction in the public 
schools of the country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of 43 citizens of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., praying forthe passage of the so-called Stone immigration 

1; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present a petition of sundry citizens and tax- 
payers of South Sioux City, Nebr., asking Congress for a special 
pacers to protect the Nebraska side of the river front of 
the Missouri River opposite that city. The petition recites that 
as a great deal of work and material to protect the river front in 
the vicinity of and in front of Sioux City, Iowa, on the Iowa side 
of the Missouri River, is done under the direction of the General 
Government, it has changed the main channel of that river, and 
diverted the main channel to the Nebraska side so forcibly as to 
endanger a large amount of the property in South Sioux City, 
Nebr. The petition also recites that as a result of such change in 
the channel of the river it is evident that as soon as the ice goes 
out this spring the powerful current of the river will begin cut- 
ting on the Nebraska bank and thus cause a loss of a large amount 
of valuable property; that during the past year a large amount of 
property on the Nebraska bank of the river, amounting to many 
thousands of dollars, has been washed by the channel of the river; 
that the ground, in many places over 100 feet wide and hundreds 
of feet long, in South Sioux City, in Nebraska, has been washed 
away and destroyed by the river and the buildings thereon, in 
many cases, destroyed. The petitioners ask for immediate action 
on the part of Congress. 

I might suggest in this connection that this petition recites 
literally the truth. The appropriations for the improvement of 
the Missouri River in the neighborhood of Sioux City, Iowa, have 
been used upon the Iowa side. That has forced the channel onto 
the Nebraska side, which is the lower side of the two, and great 
inroads have been made upon the Nebraska side, washing awa 
hundreds of feet of valuable property and endangering the build- 
ings, in some instances it being necessary to remove the buildings 

or safety. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ask the special attention of the committee to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by Dunlap Grange, No. 919, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Dunlap, Ill., praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, pro- 
viding for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 


FEBRUARY 24, 


bounty, in order to equalize the benefits and burdens of the pro- 
tective system; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a number of petitions, each being 
signed by a large number of citizens of Chicago, reciting the 
atrocities by the Turks and others in that dominion against the 
Armenians, of which we have frequently heard, and praying that 
this honorable body “ —— at once to call a conference of all 
the European powers interested, and that our representatives to 
that conference be authorized to pledge the influence and support 
of this Government to any nation or nations who will undertake 
to rescue the Armenians from their perilous and almost hopeless 
situation,” etc. 

I shall not attempt to read more from the petitions, but I move 
that they be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations for 
consideration in case it shall be deemed necessary to take any fur- 
ther action by this Government. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Committee on Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation of 
$90,000 be made for the building and equipment of a fog-signal 
vessel, with auxiliary steam power, to be stationed outside the 
bar of San Francisco; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Committee on Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation of $20,000 be 
made for the establishment of a fog-signal station on the Northwest 
Farallones Islands, lying off the entrance to San Francisco Bay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Committee on Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an — riation of $35,000 be 
made for the laying of a submarine cable from the mainland at 
San Francisco to the Farallones Islands; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the appointment 
of a commission to wrt be oe the question of Japanese manufac- 
tures, importations, and the export trade; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the North Dakota Dairy Associa- 
tion, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
manufacture and sale of ‘‘ filled cheese ” on the same basis as oleo- 
margarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a — of L. McL. Hamilton Post, No. 15, 
Department of North Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Grafton, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing a pension to all honorably-discharged soldiers and sailors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition and statement of 
Samuel Moore, of Lawrence County, Mo., together with the affi- 
davits of George W. Jones and John Taylor, and also a letter 
from the Quartermaster-General, in regard to the compensation 
for stores taken during the war. I move that the petition and 
the accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1866) for the incorporation 
of associations for the improvementof the breed of horses, and to 
regulate the same, and toestablish a racing commission, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1927) to increase the Metropolitan police force of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it withoutamendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, submitted a report, accompanied by a joint resolution (S. R. 
84) to provide for the increase of the water supply of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2122) to provide for the completion of the Washington 
Aqueduct tunnel, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1568) to provide for the care and cure of inebriates in the 
District of Columbia, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was ned indefinitely. ; 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 1449) to pro- 
vide a home and employment for reputable girls and young 
women of the District of Columbia who are without means of sup- 
ed and are unable to obtain work, to submit an adverse report 

ereon. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that that bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 
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Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1963) np Sm an American register for 
the steam yacht Ellida, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. ; » , 

Mr. ©. RON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief 
of ex-Naval Cadets John P. J. Ryan, John R. Morris, and Chester 
Wells reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

n. 
thie HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R.14) to compile 
and publish the laws relating to street-railway franchises in the 
District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate 
the National University, and also the amendment submitted by 
Mr. CANNON on the 20th instant, intended to be proposed to that 
bill, asked to be discharged from their further consideration and 
that they be referred to the Seiect Committee to Establish the 
University of the United States; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted a 
report, toaccompany the bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Fanny 
Moale Gibbon, heretofore reported by him; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

. PASCO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1836) to provide for licenses to certain officers 
of seagoing passenger steam vessels, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1723) toapprove and ratify the construction of 
a bridge over and across Caddo Lake, at Mooringsport, La., by the 
Kansas City, Shreveport and Gulf Railway Company, reported it 
with amendments. 

PRINTING OF TREATIES. 


Mr. HALE. I report favorably from the Committee on Print- 
ing a resolution referred to it on the 17th instant, submitted by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]}, in relation to the print- 
ing of certain treaties, which I ask may be considered at this time. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the treaty of 1850, known as the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and 
Articles XX to XXVIII, both inclusive, of the treaty of February 11, 1860, 
between Great Britain and Nicaragua, and the treaty of 1867 between the 


United States and Nicaragua, be printed together as a document for the use 
of the Senate. 


LAWS RELATING TO NAVY, MARINE CORPS, ETC. 


Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report favorably a resolution submitted by myself on the 20th 
instant, providing for the printing of the Compilation of Laws Re- 
lating to the Navy, Marine Corps, etc., which I ask may be consid- 
ered at this time. 

Theresolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing the 
Compilation of Laws ane te the Navy, Marine Corps, etc., be brought 
up from March 3, 1883, to March 3, 1896, and indexed; and when cumgestes the 
Joint Committee on Printing shall report what number of copies of the same 
shall be printed and bound, the form of the same, and the proper distribu- 
tion thereof; the cost of said compilation to be covered by appropriations to 
be reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 


UNITED STATES BUILDING AT JEFFERSON CITY, MO. 


Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was refezred the bill (S.2170) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to grant temporary occu- 
— of certain rcoms in the United States building at Jefferson 

, Mo., to the courts of Cole County, Mo., to report it back 
adversely, with a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned; and as a substitute to that bill I report a joint resolution, 
which I ask the Senate to consider at this time. It is a mere 
formal matter, as will be made known by the reading of it, and 
can give rise to no debate. The circumstances are such as to re- 
quire immediate action of the Senate. 

The joint resolution (S.R.85) granting to the county of Cole, 
Mo., ion to use certain rooms in the United States building 
at Jefferson City, Mo., was read the first time by its title, and the 
second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That full ng be, and the same is hereby, granted to 
the county of Cole, State of Missouri, to occupy the United States court room 
and rooms connected therewith in the United States building at 
Jefferson Cole County, Mo., during the months of March, July, and 
November, and March, 187, for the pu of holding sessions of the 
court of said Cole County therein, and that during said occupation 
concurrent jurisdiction, so far as it is necessary, over said building be, and is 
. —_— 7” the — of Missouri -_ to said aay ¢ aa HS ag 
court in said building and rooms ma ur pe a 
legalized: Provided. That said rooms shall be kept in repair at the 
expense of said county of Cole and at the end of March, 1897, the use of said 
be reli to the United States by said county, the premises 
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to be in as good condition as before their occupancy by said circuit court of 
Cole County: Provided further, That the sessions of said circuit court of 
Cole County shall in no way interfere with the sessions of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized in his discretion at any time to terminate this 


permit and the posse hereby granted of said premises upon thirty days’ 
notice to the judges of the county court of said county 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill 2170, relating to the same 
subject-matter, will be indefinitely postponed, in the absence of 
objection. 


of the 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2226) to amend the laws relat- 
ing to American seamen; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2227) to amend section 4233 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, providing for distinctive 
signals and lights for towing steamers; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2228) granting a pension to Noah 
Pillsbury; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2229 


~v29) granting a pension 
to Henry W. Schroder; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2230) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against John L. Richardson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, introduced a bill (8.2231) for the 
relief of D. J. Holmes, of Portland, Oreg.: which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar Loaf 
reservoir site in Colorado, and to restore the lands contained in 
the same to entry; which was read twice byits title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 2233) to increase the pension 
of John Gray; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2234) to increase the pension of 
Odilia Logan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S.2235) for the relief of the 
heirs of Asa Chilson, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2236) to reorganize the personnel of 
the Navy; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2237) providing for the 
appointment of a committee or guardian for pensioners in certain 
cases in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2238) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Simeon Stevens; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2239) for the relief of the Pro- 
testant Episcopal Church of St. Paul, at Franklin, Tenn.; which 
was read twice byitstitle, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2240) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Laura Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2241) granting a pension to Mary 
Yates; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2242) for the relief of James M. 
Foster, of Houston, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2243) for the relief of Rev. Robert 
Meacham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 

nying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 

ost-Roads. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 2244) granting to the Ala- 
bama tribe of Indians in the State of Texas 25,000 acres of land; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 2245) for the relief of L. H. 
Lyne & Co., late of Lynchburg, Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. STEW ART introduced a bill (S. 2246) for the relief of Mrs. 
William Loring Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PASCO introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 86) directing 
; the Secretary of War to furnish certain information with refer- 
ence to the projects for the improvement of the harbor of Cumber- 
land Sound, Georg? 1,and St. Johns River, Florida; which was read 


Ae i twice by its title, . 1d referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
na ; AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit a proposed amendment 
to the bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the cxamination and classi- 
fication of certain lands in the State of California that has passed 

the House of Representatives and is now pending before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I move that it be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase reve- 
nue to meet the expenses of Government and provide against a 
deficiency; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 

Mr.SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to em 


loy a stenographer to report hearings in relation to matters pending before 
t, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF LIEUTENANT FOULKE, 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
Ordered, That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate to the 
; Senate all information in his Department relating to the claim against the 


Government of the legal representatives of the late Lieutenant Foulke, some- 
time chargé d'affaires in Korea. 


REPORT ON IMMIGRATION, 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That 2,000 additional copies of Report No. 290 be printed for the 
use of the Committee on Immigration. 
{ PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion of Mr. BURROWS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Sarah A. Moore, now in the office 
of the Secretary of the Senate, be withdrawn from the files of that office, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Ordered, That the paners in the claim of James G. Barker, now in the office 


‘of the Secretary of the Senate, be withdrawn from the files of that office, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of James K. Bowman, now in the 
office of the Secretary of the Senate, be withdrawn from the files of that 
office, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H.R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 
A bill (H. R.1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson. 
A bill (H. R. 1821) to reopen and adjust the account for service 
of Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, © of Engineers; and 

A bill (H.R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Michael McKenna. 

The tollowing bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 2797) ting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer; 

A bill (H. R. 3482) for the relief of John E. Evans; and 

A bill (H. R. 4220) granting a pension to Charles A. Foster, late 
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army. 

The bill (H.R.5672) to grant to railroad companies in Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure depot grounds was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

TIMBER-CULTURE ENTRIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.103) relating to 
final proof in timber-culture entries; which was, in line 3, to strike 
out the word “hereafter.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was 

STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent mses of the Senate I rt favorably the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from o [Mr. SHERMAN], for 
which I ask immediate consideration. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
psy s sietograpuer to repo: hearings in elatvon toxmatters pending belore 
be 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration o7 the resolution? 
= Mr. VEST. Does that come from the Committee on Contingent 

xpenses: 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. It is reported favorably from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses, having 
been referred to that committee this morning. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that 
the committee have called before them the contestants for the 
building of a cable toChina and Japan, and the committee were 
of the opinion that the examination ought to be made very care- 


fully. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not desire to be hypercritical, of course, nor 
to interfere with the business of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. I may have misapprehended the purport of the resolu- 
tion. Does it nae to employ a ee ey 

Mr. SHER - Oh, no. It may be confined to a single case, 
or for a single week. As aimatter of course, the committee will 
not abuse a privilege of that kind. 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolution be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that in all these cases the pay- 
ment of the stenographer is so mnch a page. There can be no 
employment of a salaried stenographer under any such resolu- 
tion. The employment is to do particular work; the compensa- 
tion is so much per page, and if the reporting is not done no 
payment is made. That is the way I understand all resolutions 
which authorize a committee to employ a stenographer while tak- 
=_—_ ee of hearings which take place before it. 

r. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to the resolution. 
I misapprehended its purport. Some one told me it was for the 
permanent employment of a meer 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. § AN. Not at all. 

Mr. VEST. In the Committee on Commerce, where we do a 
great deal of this kind of work, and have hearings almost from 
week to week, it is our habit to employ a stenographer for the 
time being, and he is paid by the page. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is what is intended to be done under 
this resolution, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection tothe resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

MATILDA GRESHAM. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when the pension bills were 
under consideration a few days ago, at my request the bill grant- 
ing a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter q. 
G , was laid over at the request of the Senators from In- 
diana. I now ask unanimous consent that that bill be taken up to 

it the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIz] to submit 
rief observations on the matter, and if there be no objection, I 
shall ask that the bill be acted upon at the close of his remarks. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 616) granting a 
pension to Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter Q. Gresham, 
at the rate of $200 Ana month. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the amendment to the bill reported 
by the Committee on Pensions be to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
a reported by the Committee on Pensions, which will 
be sti,ted. 

The Secretary. In line 7, before the word “ hundred,” it is 
— to strike out “‘ two” and insert ‘‘ one”; so as to make the 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Inierior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations o? the pension laws, the name of Matilda Gresham, widow of 
Walter Q. Gresham, late a brigadier-general, at the rate of $100 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, Walter Q. Gresham, a native of 
Indiana, was at the beginning of the present Administration ten- 
dered the office of Secretary of State, and accepted the same. 


This appointment took the country by surprise not ter than 
that which befell the recipient. He had never been known as 4 


member of the Democratic party, and in respect of political prec- 
edents it was regarded as quite singular—as a broad departure 
from ot usage—that he should have been selected for this 

formation of the celebrated coalition ministry of England 


in 1783, in which Lord North and Mr. Fox, before that time most 
violent tical adversaries, were commissioned as t secre- 
taries of state, does not afford a parallel. The famous coalition 


was, as is now well known, the result of careful conference and 
tated combination, elements wholly absent in the case of 


The taking of the office by Mr. , under the Presidency 
of the younger ‘Adams, bore, Sumien o lenge resemblance 
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thereto than any other in our own history, yet there are in such a 
parallel some very sharp discrepancies. bet 

Mr. Clay was a very eminent public character, the idolized 
leader of one great section of his party. He had been himself a | 
candidate for the Chief Magistracy. @ 
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and his friends had not | and district courts in the State of Indiana. 
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Gresham was, at the time of his appointment as Secretary of 
State, judge of the circuit court of the United States, holding its 
principal sessions in the metropolis of the Northwest, the city of 
Chicago. He had been also for many years judge of the circuit 








It is by his long and 


supported at first the candidacy of Mr. Adams, but they had | distinguished service in these positions that he is best known to 


posed that of General Jackson with as much zeal and earnest- 
oa as any of the friends of the newly elected President. After 


the people of that section of the country. 
Very acceptable to the profession by reason of his complaisance, 


the failure of choice in the electoral college, when the question | patience, and diligence, well versed in the Federal practice, thor- 


had come to close quarters in the House of Representatives, the | 


friends of Mr. Clay openly advocated the choice of Mr. Adams, | 
and really brought about his election. Whatever may have been 
the pu or actionof the followersof Mr. Clay in the beginning 
of this historic contest, in the end he became a principal supporter 
of the President thus chesen, and it was not in contravention of 

, but in strict accordance therewith, that he should receive 
the place of premier in the Cabinet. ae 

Mr. Clay, in the meridian of his career as a civilian and diplo- 
matist, had, in both Houses «f Congress, during the Administra- 
tion of Adams, a primacy almost as great as in the Cabinet of 
which he became a member. His friends in the Senate and the 
House distinctly approved of his acceptance of the position of | 
Secretary of State—proudly bore with him the obloquy which 
‘accompanied it, treated with disdain the aspersions incident to 
his action, and prepared to give to his policy in the conduct of for- 
eign affairs the same unfaltering support which they had so often 
before granted to their chief. 

No such welcome, no such troop of friends greeted Gresham 
when he entered upon the discharge of the duties of his high office. 
He had, indeed, with marked credit, formerly held important 

sitions in official life; he had been Postmaster-General; he had | 
‘or a time been Secretary of the Treasury in the Administration of 
Arthur, but this was while he stood in the alignment, very near 
the front of the alignment, of the Republican party. 

He now reentered public life a stranger to those of his old polit- 
ical household, and his introduction to those of the new, though | 
evidenced by the manifest sign of Executive favor, lacked much 
of amity or intimacy therein. 

His original ition was one of threatened isolation, yet not | 
long; the man himself was never isolated. His bonhommie, his 
oleae. his genuine truth and honesty of character, his uniform 
courtesy, his swift and accurate apprehension of the subjects and | 

licies within the province of his Department, dominated the 
Nifficulties which surrounded him, and rapidly established be- 
tween himself and his colleagues in the Administration and the | 
members of the National Legislature those intimate and direct 
relations so necessary to the successful administration of the | 
functions entrusted to his charge. Only superior abilities, with 
the wisest tact and discretion, could have availed to overcome 
these initial embarrassments of his latest public service. 

At the very threshold of his term he was confronted with the 
serious complications arising from the then recent revolution in 
Hawaii. These were followed bya series of tentative negotiations 
concerning the tripartite protectorate instituted by a former Gov- | 
ernment over the nds of Samoa, while about the same time a 
new treaty was concluded under his auspices with the Emperor 
of China, almost tantamount to a renewal of diplomatic relations 
with that Government. 

The international regulations between Great Britain and the 


| 





United States concerning the seal fisheries of Alaska received his 
constant and careful consideration. 

The war between China and Japan, now so happily ended, 
wherein both a requested that the protection of the citi- 
zens of either residing in the country of th¢other should be placed 
under the care and jurisdiction of the consular authorities of the 
United States, vee the framing and execution of new rules 
and regulations, the justice and the aie of which established 
his reputation as a statesman and diplomatist in those distant 
regions, added to the prestige of our country, and led at last to 
the truce, the suspension of armed conflict, and to the restoration 
of between those nations. 

iations with Great Britain on the subject of the occu- 

certain places on the Mosquito Coast resulted in an 

ultimate settlement—very quiet, even now not much known—by 

which that power conceded that its claims to exercise sovereignty 

in any part of the territory were not well founded and no longer 
to be enforced. 

Several of these negotiations were conducted simultaneously 
and required the utmost versatility of address and management. 
The mass of correspondence ae under his supervison and 
prepared by his direction, the large number of rapid and sudden 
messages of communication with our diplomatic anu consular 

tatives in those remote quarters of the world where these 

were being dealt with, disclosed the fact that ro term of the 

office of Secretary of State has been more deeply marked than 

this, with the labor and responsibility incident thereto, since the 
close of the civil war. 





oughly imbued with the fundamental principles of the common 
law, fully acquainted with the statutory modifications thereof by 
acts of Congress, still the prominent, distinctive trait of his judi- 
cial character was the love of justice for itsown sake. All other 
things were subordinate to this controlling passion. Substitutes 
were set aside, all subterfuges were scorned that this love of justice 
might have itsway. In his court there was not the least respect of 
persons. The poor, the humble, the unknown, were heard, heeded, 
never denied, often comforted. 

The partisan, in personal or professional guise, had no standing 
there—was dismissed without day. As he cleared away from his 
own heart and mind all considerations of political differences in 
the discharge of his judicial functions, so he did not tolerate them 
in others. 

He suffered’not the laborer to be defrauded of his hire. Bond- 
holders and mortgagees might gain their priority in decree, but 
the just claims of the workman were never forgotten—always priv- 
ileged and preferred. No matter what might be the condition of 
business upon his docket, charity and mercy had, for every day 
of the term, their places on the calendar. Such were the arts 
and such the qualities that clothed the ermine he wore with daz- 
zling splendor in the eyes of that vast constituency among whom 
he administered the laws of his country. 

He received his first judicial appointment, without solicitation, 
from President Grant, under whom he had served -as a soldier 
during the warforthe Union. Hehad been very severely wounded 
in battle; he had never recovered from the effects of this; death 
was the only cure. 

The labors of the Federal bench, mainly setentary in their char- 
acter, accorded somewhat with his physical disability, with the 
severe recurring attacks of his infirmity, and many of his friends 


| thought that the performance of the duties of the new office which 


he had assumed, very laborious and exacting, had shortened his 
life. 
It ‘s certain that even before his mortal illness premonitory 


| symp.oms of failing physical power, had betimes shown them- 


selves. But the cheerful words and manner of the Secretary, the 
almost smiling, playful unconcern with whick he spoke of his 
malady, deceived his friends as to its dangerous extent, even in the 
last days of his survival. 

Much worn by the work and manifold anxieties of his great of- 
fice, enfeebled more and more by the wasting exhaustion of the 
wound unhealed, he met without fear the last enemy, whom he 
had, in the shock of arms, often met before. Like a stricken sen- 
tinel, still keeping his post, calmly awaiting the approach of the 
relief guard, he sank into the grave. 

In the beautiful language of Holy Writ we are taught that the 
grave is a place where the wicked cease from troubling and the 
weary are at rest. Not only the persecuted, the oppressed, the 
troubled have deliverance there; but the tired, those who have 
borne the burden and heat of the day—nobly, grandly borne it; 
needing release and quittance from their labor—these also, the 
weary, areat rest. Al! the children of Adam meet there together; 
none are shut out from that retreat. The rich and the penniless 
are there, the most eminent, the most obscure, the young and the 
aged, the small and the great are there, and the servant—even this 
great servant of the people—is free from his master. 

Here, then, we may note the close of lifeof one who was no 
mere meddler among mediocrities, but a leader among chiefs, who 
strode, a youth, from the camp into the court, from the court into 
the Cabinet, and thence returned, and yet again stepped forward 
to the first place at the council table of the nation. Divorced, as 
he was, by the duties of his judicial station from active partici- 
pation in the political contests of his time, with the keenest ap- 
preciation of those proprieties which he never overstepped, he 
received high honors from both the great parties of the country, 
as if nature had given him some strange right of primogeniture 
to survey the diversified fields of fame and action and to make his 
choice of them. 

His promotion and advancement came to pass as of right—with- 
out self-seeking or reproach. Saying and doing in such a man had 
much of excellence, but being, more. 

The strength which availed in him was that of being. It was 
that of the person, of tone, of touch, of presence—that which all 
men have noticed, which none have known; no, not at any time. 
That force which, like the X ray, eludes description and defies 
analysis. 

The world allowed this claim of excellence, well pleased, with- 
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out protest, without demand or notice on his part. It was ac- 
cepted and honored at sight. 

As a soldier he was approved by Grant—one whom the great 
captain delighted to honor. 

As a jurist, the long record of equities enforced, of rights vindi- 
cated, of wrongs redressed, unreversed and irreversible, attests 
his blameless probity and spotless honor. 

As a statesman and diplomatist, the history of this age will yet 
give him high rank. Even the dusky myriads of the nations of 
the far East have learned to revere his name and memory—have 
sent only yesterday, across the ocean intervening, after the man- 
ner of the Orient, gifts, mementos, to the inmate of that house, 
now left unto her desolate, in token of their grief and gratitude. 

The Senators who have the honor to represent the State of In- 
diana in this body haye deemed it not unfitting that one of them, 
in behalf of both, and of the people of their great constituencies, 
should make some mention of a career and character so notable; 
and we entreat the Senate to favorably consider the pending meas- 
ure, wherein the beneficiary is the consort, sadly bereaved, of one 
who had in many spheres of service deserved well of the Republic. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at 
the rate of $100 per month.” 


BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE ST, FRANCIS, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 3962) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across Lake St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


F. M. VANDLING, 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 281) for the relief of F, M. 
Vandling. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Post- 
master-General to give credit to F. M. Vandling, postmaster at 
Scranton, Pa., in the sum of $8,300 for postage stamps stolen from 
a on August 3, 1894, through no fault of the said F. M. 

andling. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REVENUE CUTTERS FOR THE GREAT LAKES, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(8.1409) providing for the construction and equipment of two 
steam revenue cutters for service on the Great Lakes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to have constructed and equipped two steam reve- 
nue cutters of the first class for service on the Great Lakes at a 
cost of not exceeding $200,000 for each vessel. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. H, FERGUSON, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (8.1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, 
administrator of the estate of Thomas H. Milisaps. It has been 
favorably reported from the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue duplicates in the name of W. H. Fergu- 
son, administrator of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps, in lieu of 
certain United States 4 per cent registered bonds inscribed in the 
name of H. Webb, trustee, the bonds having been lost or stolen 
from W. H. Ferguson after assignment in blank and delivery by 
H. Webb, trustee, to Ferguson. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALLEGED ASSESSMENTS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator from Massachusetts 
calls for the regular order. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from sas [Mr. PEFFER], 

over from a previous day, which will be stated. _ 

The Secretary. A resolution, by Mr. PEFFER, instructing the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to make inv tion 
as to the levying and collection of assessments for poli pur- 
poses from employees of the Post-Office Department, 


FEBRUARY 24, 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the resolution may lie upon the table 
subject to be called up when I may choose to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 20th instant approved and signed the following act and 
joint resolution: 


An act (S. 1591) to extend the mineral-land laws of the United 
States to lands embraced in the north half of the Colville Indian 
Reservation; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 89) making an ae to de- 
fray the joint expense of locating the boundary line between the 
Territory of Alaska and the British North American territory, 


SALES AND PROCEEDS OF SALES OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGE], coming over from a previous day, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. LopGE, directing the 
Committee on Finance to investigate and report all the material 
facts and circumstances counantel with the sale of United States 
—_ by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 1894 to 1896, 
inclusive. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iheretofore offered an amendment in the nature 


of a substitute for the pending resolution. I ask that the amend-- 
ment may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the original resolution be read first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will first be read, and then the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. LopGE on 
the 19th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to investigate and 
report generally all the material facts and circumstances connected with the 
sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1804, 1895, and 1896, and how the proceeds of such bonds were disposed of, and 
to what purposes the said proceeds were devoted. 


The SecrEeTARY. Amendment submitted by Mr. PErrer on 
the 20th instant. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
** Resolved” and insert: 


That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice-President, 
whose duty it shall be— 

First. Toinvestigate and report puerdis all the material facts and circum- 
stances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Second. To investigate and report specially what amount of available 
funds, classified, was in the Uni States Treasury and on deposit in other 

laces, subject to the order of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the time the 

nds were sold or offered for sale; whether there was or was not coin 
enough on hand to meet all coin obligations of the Government due at the 
time said bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale; what obliga- 
tions were due at that time and the amount of each, stated separately; what 
was the reason for any unusual withdrawal of coin ‘rom the Treasury shortly 
before bonds were sold or offered for sale, if such unusual withdrawals were 
in fact made, and by what persons or classes of persons and for what pur- 
pane or on what account such withdrawals were made; who purchased the 

nds, in what amounts, and where, whether in the United States or in for- 
eign countries, and in what proportions, and from what persons or classes of 
— the gold was procured with which to pay for the bonds, what the 

nds sold for, and what was the market price of our Government bonds at 
the time, and what effect the bond sales had on the credit and business of the 
people of the United States. 

Third. Toinvestigate and report as to the manner of disposing of said bonds, 
by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or peepee were 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what agreements 
or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly or a 
vately, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury and any other 
person or poe with respect to the + .le and purchase of the bonds, an: 
what profits were made by the purchasers; whether any officer of the Gov- 
ernment, or a or persons for such officer, and on his beha!f, and in 
his personal interest, and with his knowledge or consent, entered into any 
contract, agreement, or arrangement, di y or indirectly, with any person 
or persons, partnership ee company, or syndicate, for the purpose 
of affecting the price offe or to be offered for said bonds or any of them, 
with the intent and expectation to receive commission or personal reward 
by reason of such contract, agreement, or arrangement; whether such con- 
tract or agreement had any and what effect on the prices offered for the 
ba, a the effect was, and who, if any person, profited by it, and to 
what exten 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas 'Mr. PEFFER]. 
Mr. LODGE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— : 
Mr. LODGE. I believe the motion is not debatable, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 

Mr. HILL. I simply wish to suggest to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that this is the amendment or substitute—— 

Mr. LODGE. I ask if the motion is debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@r]. 
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Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to speak merely for a 
t. 
m The | VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of | 
the Senator from New York? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. HILL. Theamendment offered by the Senator from Kansas 
is in effect a substitute for the resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. It was offered the other day, and I spoke briefly | 
upon it; Idid not at that time complete my remarks. I under- | 
stand the Senator from Kansas now desires to press the amend- 
ment, which brings up the whole question. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not desire to discuss the amendment at all. 
I simply wish to have a vote upon it. 

Mr. L. I desire to discuss it. 

Mr. LODGE. I mustinsist upon my motion. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to discuss the matter. 

Mr. LODGE. I have moved tolay the amendment on the table. | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator | ! 


from Massachusetts to withdraw his objection to the request of | 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood that the Senator from New York 
simply desired to make a suggestion. I did not understand that | 
he was going to make a speech. I moved purposely to lay the 
amendment on the table in order to cut off debate on the amend- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent to address the Senate upon the pending amend- | 
ment. Is there objection? 

Mr. LODGE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The question is 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGE] to lay the amendment onthe table. 

Mr. LL. Ithought unanimous consent had been given to 
me to , but I will find some way to speak. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New York will have ample 
time to discuss my resolution if the motion to lay on the table is 


eed to. 
*eThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas demands | 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- | 


tts. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO. I think it would be well for the Chair to state the | 
question that is before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGt], to lay upon the table 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PErreR], upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. I suggest that a 
transfer be made so that that Senator will stand paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt], who is absent and has 
requested that he be paired. I do not know how either of them 
would vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson]. I pro to exchange 
pairs with the Senator from North Carolina a eek 

. BLANCHARD], 


who is paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
and that transfer being made, I vote oe 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was ™ Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. I am not aware how 
he would vote, and I therefore withhold my vote. If the junior 
Senator from Ohio were present and voting, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Ore, 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
“ nay.” 

Mr. HOAR. I am 








with the senior Sen- 
If he were here, I should vote 


m. Iam pai 
ILAS]. 


aired with the junior Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. waa do not know how he would vote on this 
motion. I should vote “yea,” but I will withhold my vote. I 
know that the junior Senator from Alabama is generally favorable 
to the matter of this investigation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I announce my pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from exas [Mr. Mitis]. If he were present, I should vote 

nay. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to pair the Senator from Con- 


wootiont Mr. Piatt) with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
ARREN |. 

_ Mr. E. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi 

. GEORGE]. I do not know how he would vote if present. 

I withhold my vote. If the Senator from Mississippi 


were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
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as follows: 


The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 34; 





YEAS—16. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Gray, Palmer, 
Allison, Frye, Hawley, Quay, 
Bacon, Gear, Lodge, Sherman, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morrill, Wetmore, 
NAYS— 
Allen, Cannon, Jones, Ney. Roach, 
Baker, Carter, Lindsay, Shoup, 
Bate, Chilton, Mantle, Te 
Berry, Cockrell, Martin, Tur} 

; Brown, Davis, Morgan Vest 
Burrows, Gordon, Pasco, Walthall, 
Butler, ‘Hansbrough, Peffer, White 
Caffery, Harris, Perkins, 

Cameron, Hill, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—339. 

Blackburn, George, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 

rice, Hale, Murphy, Thurston, 
Call, Hoar, Nelson, Tillman, 
Clark, Irby, Pettigrew, Tilas 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Platt, Voorhees, 
Dubois, Kyle, Proctor, Warren, 
Elkins, McBride, Pugh, Wilson 
Faulkner, . Me Millan, Sewell, Wi tt 
Gallinger, Mills, Smith, 


So the Senate refused to lay Mr. PEFFrEeR’s amendment upon the 
table. 

Mr. BACON. In order that my vote upon the motion to lay 
upon the table may not be misunderstood, I ask permission of the 


| Senate to state that while I favor an investigation, I prefer the 


resolution as offered by the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. LopGE]}. For that reason I voted to lay the amendment on 
the table with the intention and for the purpose of voting for the 


original resolution offered by him. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I voted against laying the 
Senator from Kansas on the table for the reason that I am not 
inclined to object to any extent of investigation any Senator desires 
to have; but ] move to amend the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas by striking out that part of the amendment which pro- 
vides for the raising of a select committee and inserting ‘‘ That 
the Committee on Finance be directed to investigate.” I am op- 
posed to raising a select committee for the purposes indicated. 
As I stated, I have no objection to any extent of investigation that 
any Senator may deem necessary or proper or desire to have, but 
the Finance Committee is a standing committee of the body and 
the proper committee to conduct such an investigation, in my 
opinion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Tennessee {Mr. Har- 
RIS] to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. Perrer}. 

r. HILL. Mr. President, I voted against the motion to lay on 
the table because I assumed that before this debate should go 
over the resolution, in substantially the same form, would be 
offered again by some Senator, and therefore we might as well 
discuss it at one time as another. 

I am opposed to the proposition of the Senator from Kansas, as 
I stated the other day when it was proposed by him in an independ- 
ent form. Subsequently the Senator from Massachusetts offered 
the resolution which is now before the Senate, to which the Sena- 
tor from Kansas moved his resolution as an amendment. I am 
free to say, sir, that so far as the resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is concerned, it is not objectionable in form, that 
it treats the Secretary of the Treasury courteously, and that in 
other respects it is unobjectionable if any investigation whatever 
is to be had. 

Mr. President, I do not assume that it is the province of the 
Senate to investigate any and every subject that may be presented 
for investigation by a Senator. I think, on the contrary, that we 
will best discharge our duties by exercising a wise discrimination 
in regard to these investigations, that we should scrutinize the 
resolutions as they are presented, that we should ascertain the 
motives behind them if we can, and the real object to be subserved 
by pressing them. 

It is a strange doctrine, sir, that every act of a Department is 
to be investigated simply upon the bare suggestion of a Senator. 
Mr. President, we have a right to call for information. We have 
a right to direct Departments to respond at length in reference to 
particular inquiries which may be embraced in resolutions; and 
the various Departments of the Government very quickly respond, 
Requests for information are one thing, entirely unobjecticonable; 
requests for investigations, formal investigations, solemn investi- 
gations, are an entirely different thing. 

Mr. President, you can not change the public opinion in regard 
to investigations formally ordered by theSenate. Thereis always 
an implication in the public mind that there is something to be 
investigated, something that requires investigation, something 
demanding it, because something has been done out of the ordi- 
nary course of publicaffairs. I think I can lay down a better rule, 
which is, that before either a standing committee or aselect com- 


amendment of the 
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mittee shall be empowered to conduct a formal investigation of a 
public transaction there shall be something tangible —— 
something definite, something specific, and that we should not 
rush over one another in our haste to investigate public affairs 
every time some Senator here suggests an inquiry. 

Sir, Iam opposed to the proposed investigation not merely be- 
cause this resolution affects a Democratic Secretary of the Treas- 




















ury. I would oppose it, sir, if my worst political opponent occu- 
pied that high chair. I oppose it because it is based upon nothing 
tangible. oppose it vecause there are things recited in these 


resolutions which are mere idle rumor. I oppose it because the 
things to be investigated are mainly merely sensaticnal newspaper 
gossip; nothing more nor less. Loppose it because the whole inves- 
tigation seems to be based upon the wails and complaints of dis- 
appointed bidders. Therefore, sir, I start out with the proposition 
that resolutions of investigation should not be hastily passed; that 
they should not be lightly considered; that we should proceed 
cautiously and carefully before we delegate such a power, to make 
reports and to affect by written conclusions presented to this body 
the conduct of public officials. 

As I said at the outset, aa for information are one thing, 
but in a proceeding to investigate something more is required. I 
say that the mere passage of a resolution of inquiry im lies in the 
public estimation, if not in fact, the existence of a well-founded 
suspicion of some wrongdoing. I know it might be said that a 
suit for divorce by a man against his wife, or a wife against her 
husband, implies nothing; it is simply brought for the purpose of 
determining the guilt or the innocence of the party, that is all; it 
is a mere inquiry to see whether the alleged charges are true or 
false. Upon the same reasoning it might be said that an indict- 
ment for a crime is merely an ex te proceeding; that it casts no 
reflection upon a man; that it is simply instituted for the pu 
Se the question whether or not the accused is guilty, 

t ‘ 

Mr. President, formal investigation by the Senate of the United 
States of an alleged official transaction should not be hastily passed, 
but should be most carefully considered. 

The Senator from Kansas who instituted this investigation the 
other day, the first resolution on the subject, said that he wanted 
to gratify public curiosity. The ground of inquiry stated by a 
Senator 0° this body was to gratify public curiosity. I submit 
before we proceed to gratify public curiosity let there be presented 
some specific charges from some responsible source, charges not 
from Senators who do not themselves assume to have any personal 
knowledge of the transactions. Let the charges come from some 
person or persons who do claim to be p of some knowledge, 
or be championed by some one who stands here ready to say that 
he honestly believes them. 

Mr. President, while now speaking on the subject of investiga- 
tions generally, let me suggest that if this investigation shall be 
ordered it will be difficult to resist any investigation that may be 
demanded in the future—an investigation of any. kind or char- 
acter, no matter how trivial, no matter how unsatisfactory the 
facts may be upon which it is desired. Open up this practice, 
start out with it upon the broad ground that every time a trans- 
action has taken place by any Department of this Government 
we must proceed upon the mere ipse dixit of a Senator to institute 
a formal investigation, and I say you let loose a flood which you 
can not stop. e set a precedent here which will surely return 
to plague us. Every investigation then requested by a Senator 
must be granted, if consistency is hereafter to be observed. 

Mr. President, it strikes me that if there is anything in the re- 
cent bond sales which requires investigation there should be a 
resolution presented in a series of ‘* whereases,” that we may pre- 
cisely know what is the charge eee in order that we may 
know just what is claimed, in order that the result when reached 
ee compared with what was anticipated, predicted, and 

eged, 

In this case, on either resolution, if we proceed at all we must 
—_ in the dark, in order possibly better to stab in the dark. 

here is an attempt to insinuate what is hesitated to be boldly 
asserted. The author of the Peffer resolution, if I may so teri it, 
stated his reasons in his speech and snes pam to have stated 
themall. I suggest that he knows as as anybody knows what 
he wants. He has introduced a great many resolutions of inves- 
tigation in the Senate, and he is an adept and an expert in regard 
thereto. The other day in his speech he said that he was giad I 
had anticipated him in his resolution by asking that the Secretary 
furnish to the Senate alist of the bidders, the names and amounts 

id,etc., and he recalls the fact that ssveral years ago I stood b 

im in certain information that he was seeking in the Senate. It 
was during the panic of 1893. I recall the circumstance well 
oo otia’ ti ceil tt neithe valle eoumenn regular 

vi ation a . It neither a nor a 
conan 
Secretary of the Treasury for what information he t 
his Department showing whether certain banks in New York, 
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other, 
“— that are raised out in Nebraska. 
e 


ernment of Spain and the qemna* Fat 

tained by force of arms by the le of Cuba; and that the United States of 
America should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending 
according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 


offices with the Spanish Government for the 
of Cuba. 


resolution of 
to investigate. It was a resolution calling se 
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Philadelphia, and Boston were or were not violating the law in 
the issuing of clearing-house certificates. That was the resolu- 
tion, and it was a very proper resolution of inquiry. 
usual and ordinary resolution calling for information from that 
Department. 


It was a 


Sir, I have nothing to regret in the fact that I did support the 


Senator from Kansas in asking for that information. Subse- 

ot: if I recollect aright, some two or three months afterward 
ter th 

the Secretary of the Treasury reported that he had no information 

in his = in regard thereto. So much for that. 

entire 

which 


e panic was somewhat over, the resolution was passed an 


That is an 
different proceeding from the one now before the Senate 
e has introduced. 

Mr. President, let me reiterate what I said the other day. The 


Senator says, in the first place, he wants to investigate by what 
authority these bonds were issued. 
me the other day I discussed that question. 
the authority was given under the act of 1875. Whatdo you want 
aspecial committee or a 
question again for? 
been stated over and over again in official communications, in 
messages and reports? Yet one of the first points involved in this 
resolution is to investigate the question as to the authority of the 


ven to 
I said distinctly that 


In the few moments 


general committee to investigate that legal 
AsI said then and repeat now, has it not 


of the Treasury to issue these bonds. 
I know it has been stated here by several of the farmers in the 


Senate that they doubted the authority. The Senator in front of 
me {Mr. ALLEN] says that the Treasury Departmen 

thority. I used to listen with great interest to what that Senator 
said upon judicial and legal questions, coming here as he did from 
a distant State, having serv i 
pacity. I formerly listened and pai omg attention to what he 
said u iffer 

the other day, you will recollect, he rose in the Senate and said 
that he was a farmer; and if that is so I am inclined not tofollow 


his judicial op..ions any longer. 
r. ALLEN. I said I was a democrat. 


t has no au- 


in that State in a high judicial ca- 


m legal questions. I must from him now, because 


Mr. HILi. One statement was perhaps about as true as the 
If he is no better farmer than he is a democrat, I pity the 

[Laughter. | 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York will 


suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business. 


WAR IN CUBA. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the following concur- 


rent resolution, reported on the 5th instant by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That, in 
the opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists between the Gov- 
for some time main- 
ywers 


the United States— 
The pending question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 


CAMERON to substitute for the concurrent resolution the following: 


Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to sonerpete his friendly 
tf recognition of independence 


Mr.MORGAN. Mr. President, on the 29th of January, by order 
of the Committee on F: Relations, I reported from that com- 
mittee a concurrent resolution on the subject of the recognition 
of belligerency in Cuba, Afterwa the committee chose to 
change their ground, with my concurrence (I was pleased with 
the change), and they re the resolution which is now before 
the Senate. That was on the Sth day of February. I now ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution reported on 5th day of 
Feb shall be substituted for the resolution reported on the 
29th of Jan from the same committee. 

The PR ING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The Senator from Alabama asks unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations on Feb- 
ruary 5 —_ be substituted for the one reported from that com- 
mittee on the 29th of January. {fs there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, on last Thursday, when I had 
 tiovthe Sasieetabaaidinaced gnaireneesmktapern: 

ore several q a very grave 1 
nature were asked me by Senators, which | said at the time I 
should re ee Se ee left the floor upon this 
resolution. Before doing so, however, I shall present in order, 
and as concisely as I can, a statement of our relations with Spain 
on with 


to present a formal report in which they have 
. a 
So whele ground of their action upon this very 
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1896. 


Mr. Adams, in April, 1823, while Secretary of State, in a letter 


to Mr. Nelson writes as follows: 
war between France and Spain, now commencing, other interests, 
om ae ours, Will in all probability be deeply involved. Whatever may be 
Phe issue of this war as between those two European powers, it may be taken 
for granted that the dominion of Spain upon the Americ. : continents, North 








and South, isirrevocably gone. But the islands of Cuba und Puerto Rico still | } 


nally, and so far, really, dependent upon her, that she yet pos 
ee Neer of transferring her own dominion over them, together with 
the possession of them, to others. These islands, from their local position, 
are natural appendages to the North American continent, and one of them 
Cuba) almost Re ht of our shores, from a multitude of considerations, has 
ome an object of transcendent importance to the commercial and polit- 
jcal interests of our Union. Its commanding position, with reference to the 
Q@ulf of Mexico and the West India seas; the character of its population; its 
situation midway between our southern coast and the Island of Santo Do- 
mingo; e ous harbor of the Havana, fronting a long line of 
our shores destitute of the same advantage; the nature of its productions 
and of its wan’ Sarees the supplies and needing the returns of a com- 
merce inaseeely profitable and mutually beneficial, give it an importance 
in the sum of our national interests with which that of no other foreign ter- 
ritory can be com: , and little inferior to that which binds the different 
members of this Union together. Such, indeed, are, between the interests of 
that island and of this country, the geographical, commercial, moral, and 
political relations formed by nature, eames. in the process of time, and 
even now to aeneets. that, in looking forward tothe probable course 
of events for short period of half a century, it is qeagenty ible to resist 
the con that the annexation of Cuba to our Feder: Republic will be 
ind to the continuance and integrity of the Union itself. 


The same great statesman from the Northeast, on the 28th of 
April, 1828, writing also to Mr. Nelson, says: 


The transfer of Cuba to Great Britain would be an event unpropitious to 
the interests of this Union. The opinion is so generally entertained, that 
even the rumors that it was about to be accomplished, which 
have spread ——_ are still teeming, may be traced to the deep and 
cimost universal f g of aversion to it and tothe alarm which the mere 
probability of its occurrence has stimulated. The question both of our right 
and of our power to prevent it, if necessary by force, already obtrudes itself 
w our and the Administration is called upon, in the performance 
of its duties to the nation, at least, to use all the means within its competency 
to guard against and forefend it. 


On the 11th of June, 1823, Mr. Jefferson, in writing to President 
Monroe on this same subject, said: 


I had moun’ {when writing a former letter] an English interest there (in 
Cuba) quite as strong as that of the United States, and therefore that to 
avoid war and keep the island open to our own commerce it would be best to 
join that power in mutually guaranteeing itsindependence. But if there is 
no danger of its falling into the possession of England, I must retract an opin- 
fon founded on an error of fact. We are surely under no obligation to give 
her gratis an interest which she has not; and the whole inhabitants being 
averse to her, and the climate mortal to strangers, its continued military 
occupation by hesgprvould be impracticable. It is better, then, to lie still, in 
yeatiness to receive that interesting incorporation when solicited by herself, 
for certainly her addition to our confederacy is exactly what is wanted to 
round our power as a nation to the point of its utmost interest. 


Mr. Clay takes up the subject in a letter to Mr. King, of Octo- 
ber 17, 1825, and says: 


instructions were sent, under direction of the President (Mr. J. 
by Mr. Clay, when Secretary of State, to the ministers to the leading Euro 
Governments to announce “that the United States, for themselves, de 
sired no change in the politi€al condition of Cuba; that they were satisfied 
that it should remain, open as it now is, to their commerce, and that they 
could not with indifference see it passing from Spain toany (other) European 
power. 


said: 


You will now add that we could not consent to the occupation of those 
islands (Cuba and Puerto Rico) by any other Europear power than Spain 
under any contingency whatever. 


Mr, Webster, Secretary of State, writing to Mr. Campbell, on 
the 14th day of January, 1843, says: 

The § Government has long been in possession of the policy and 
wishes of this Government in regard to Cuba, which have never changed, 
and has repeatedly been told that the United States never would permit the 
occupation of that island by British agents or forces upon any pretext what- 
ever; and that in the event of an em to wrest it from her, she might 


ae a upon the whole naval and itary resources of this country to 
aid her in preserving or recovering it. 


On the 15th of July, 1840, Mr. Forsyth, Secretary of State, 
writing to Mr. Burwell, says: 
The United States will resist at every hazard an attempt of any forei 
r to wrest Cuba from Spain. “And you are authorized to assure the 
Government that in case of any Sone. from whatever quarter, to 
wrest from her this portion of her territory, she may securely depend upon 


the rn resources of the United States to aid her in preserving 


While Secretary of State, Mr. Buchanan wrote to Mr. Saunders, 
on the 13th of June, 1847, as follows: 


The United States will not tolerate any invasions of Cuba by citizens of 
neutral States. 


5 


Mr. Crittenden, of Kentucky, while Acting Secretary of State, 
in writing to Mr. Sartiges, on the 22d of October, 1851, says: 
The ia position of the Island of Cuba, in the Gulf of Mexico, 
no great 


lying from the mouth of the river Mississippi, and in the 
of the greatest current of the commerce of the United States, would be- 


come, in the bands of any erful Eu nation, an object of just jeal- 
ousy and apprehension to the people of this country.’ A due regard to their 
oua MUNM Ee interest seuet therefore inne is matter of i rtames to 
them shall possess and hold dominion over that island. 

cially apprised 
out concern that island transferred by Spain to any other 


e Govern- 


and those of other European nations were long since offi- 
this Government that the United States could not see with- 
European State. 


. Adams), : : 
| President Adams, and he then took ground, which was stated asa 


In writing to Mr. Brown on the 25th of October, 1825, Mr. Clay | 
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Mr. Webster again, while Secretary of State, writing to Mr, 
Ballinger, on the 26th of November, 1851, says: 








lonies of Spain are near to our own shores. Our commerce with 

} » and important, and the records of the diplom urse 

between the two countries will manifest to Her Catho Majesty's Govern- 
ment how sincerely and how steadily the United St has ma ‘ated the 
Lope that no political changes might lead to a tran s from 

Her Majesty's Coown. If there is one amone th xisting Governments of 
the civilized world which for a long course of years has « tly rht to 
maintain amicable relations with Spain it is the Govert t United 
States. Not only does the corresponde » Letw 1 tl Governments 
show this, but the same truth is establisned by the history of the legislation 
of this country and the general course of the executive gover t. In this 
recent invasion Lopez and his fellow-subjects in the United States succeeded 
in deluding a few hundred men by a long-continued and s vitic misrep- 
resentation of the political condition of the island and of the wishes its in 
habitants. And it is not for the purpose of reviewing unpleasant recollec- 


tions that Her Majesty's Government is reminded that it is not many years 
since the commerce of the United States suffered severely from armed boats 
and vessels which found refuge and shelter in the ports of the Spanish 


islands. These violators of the law, these authors of gross violence toward 


the citizens of this Republic, were finally suppressed, not by any effort of the 
Spanish authorities, but by the activity and vigilance of our Navy. This, 
however, was not accomplished but by the efforts of several years, nor until 
many valuable lives, as well as a vast amount of property, had been lost. 


Among others, Lieutenant Allen, a very valuable and distinguished officer 
in the naval service of the United States, was killed in an action with these 
banditti. 


I now read from the third annual message of President Fillmore 
in 1852: 

The affairs of Cuba formed a prominent topic in my last annual message. 
They remain in an uneasy condition, and a feeling of alarm and irritation on 
the part of the Cuban authoritiesappearstoexist. This feeling has interfered 
with the regular commercial intercourse between the United States and the 
island, and led to some acts of which we have aright tocomplain. But the 
captain-general of Cuba is clothed with no power to treat with foreign Goy- 
ernments, nor is he in any degree under the control of the Spanish minister 
at Washington. Any communication which he may hold with an agent of a 
foreign power is informal and a matter of courtesy. 


Mr. Marcy, when Secretary of State, writing to Mr. Buchanan, 
on July 2, 1853, said: 

Nothing will be done on our part to disturb its (Cuba's) present connection 
with Spain, unless the character of that connection should be so changed as 
to affect our present or prospective security. While the United States would 
resist at every hazard the transference ot Cuba to any European nation, they 
would exceedingly regret to see Spain resorting to any power for assistance 
to uphold her rule over it. Such a dependence on foreign aid would in effect 
invest the auxiliary with the character of a protector and give it a pretext to 
interfere in our affairs, and also generally in those of the North American 
continent. 

This review of the opinions and statements on these particular 
topics indicates a very firm and thoroughly anderstood attitude of 
the Government of the United States toward Spain in reference to 
the Island of Cuba. The subject of the acquisition of the Island 
of Cuba as one of our possessions, we see, was first brought in di- 
rect form to the attention of the people of the United States by 


prophecy, that in fifty years from the time he wrote he expected 
that Cuba would be in the possession of this country as one of our 
Statesor Territories. This subject gained such ahold upon public 
attention that our ministers at foreign courts in the year 1854, Mr. 
Buchanan, Mr. Mason, and Mr. Soulé, were instructed by the 
President of the United States to meet at some place in Europe, 
and there confer upon the best method of acquiring Cuba as one 
of our possessions, and their meeting was called the Ostend Confer- 
ence. They metat Ostend, and in Lawrence's Wheaton the result 
of their meeting is stated, which I will read: 

In the summer of 1854 a conference was held by the ministers of the United 


States accredited at London, Paris, and Madrid, with a view to consult on 
the negotiations which it mignt be advisable to carry on simulta sly at 


these several courts for the satisfactory adjustment with Spain of the affairs 
connected with Cuba. The joint dispatch of Messrs. Buchanan, Mason, and 
Soulé to the Secretary of State, dated Aix-la-Chapelle, October 18, 1854, after 
remarking that the United States had never acquired a foot of territory, not 
even after a successful war with Mexico, except by purcha ! the vol- 
untary application of the people, as in the case of Texas, thas pr “Our 
past history forbids that we should acquire the Island of Cu ut the 





consent of Spain, unless justified by the great law of self-preservation. We 
mut, in any event, preserve our own conscious rectitude and our self-re- 
speci. While pursuing this course, we can afford to disregard the censures 
ot the world, to which we have been so often and so unjustiy exposed After 
we shail! have offered Spain a price for Cuba far beyond its preset 
and thie shall have been refused, it will then be time to consider the ques- 
tion, Does Cuba, in the possession of Spain, seriously endanger our | rnal 
peace an‘ the existence of our cherished Union}, Should this qu 
answered in the affirmative, then by every law, human and divine, v 
be justified in wresting it from Spain, if we possess the power; an 
the very same principle that would justify an individual in t 
burning house of his neighbor if there were no other means of preventing 
the flames from destroying his own home. Under such circumstances, we 
ought neither to count the cost nor regard the odds which Spain might enlist 
against us. We forbear to enter into the question whether the present con- 
dition of the island would justify such a measure.” 


m be 
» shall 
this upon 
ring down the 


President Buchanan, in his second annual message, speaking on 
the subject of the Island of Cuba, says: 


The Island of Cuba, from its geographical position, commands the mouth 
of the Mississippi and the immense and annually increasing trade, foreign 
and coastwise, from the valley of that noble river, now embracing half the 
sovereign States of the Union. With that island under the dominion of a 
distant foreign power, this trade, of vital importance to these States. is ex- 

to the danger of being destroyed in time of war, and it has hitherto 
ected to perpetual injury and annoyance in tim. of peace. Our 
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relations with Spain, which ought to be of the most friendly character, must 
always be placed in jeopardy whilst the existing colonial government over 
the island shall remain in its present condition. 


And in his third annual message Mr. Buchanan said: 


I need not repeat the arguments which I urged in my last annual message 
in favor of the acquisition of Cuba by fair purchase. My opinions on that 
measure remain unchanged. I, therefore, aguin invite the serious atten- 
tion of Congress to this important subject. Without a recognition of this pol- 
icy on their part it will be almost impossible to institute negotiations with 
any reasonable prospect of success. 


General Grant, in his special message of June 13, 1870, to the 
Congress of the United States, seems to have encountered a de- 
velopment of feeling of hostility and jealousy on the part of Spain 
on account of our relations to Cuba, and possibly on account of 
all these utterances of our great and leading men, which gave him 
very deep concern and caused him to send a special message to 
the Congress of the United States, from which I will make a lib- 
eral extract, for the purpose of showing the progress of opinion 
and of sentiment in the United States, and in Spain also, upon 
—— which seem now to have driven us very wide apart. He 
said: 


In my annual message to Congress, at the beginning of its present session, 
I referred to the contest which had then for more than a year existed in the 
Island of Cuba between o portion of its inhabitants and the Government of 
Spain, and the feelings an ems of the people and Government of the 

Jnited States for the people of Cuba, as forall peoples struggling for liberty 
and self-government, and said that *‘ the contest has at no time assumed the 
conditions which amount to war, in the sense of international law, or which 
would show the existence of a de facto political organization of the insurgents 
sufficient to justify a recognition of belligerency.” 

Daring the six months which have passed since the date of that mamegs 
the condition of the insurgents has not improved; and the insurrection itself, 
although not subdued, exhibits no signs of advance, but seems to be confined 
to an irregular system of hostilities, carried on by small and illy-armed 
bands of men roaming, without concentration, through the woods and the 
sparsely populated regions of the island, attacking from ambush convoysand 
small bands of troops, burning plantations and the estates of those not sym- 
pathizing with their cause. 

But if the insurrection has not gained ground, it is equally true that Spain 
has not suppressed it. Climate, disease, and the occasional bullet have worked 
destruction among the soldiers of Spain: and, although the fan authori- 
ties have possession of every seaport and every town on theisland, they have 
not been able to subdue the hostile soaking which has driven a considerable 
number of the native inhabitants of the island to armed resistance against 
Spain, and still leads them to endure the dangersand the privations of a roam- 
= of guerrilla warfare. 

n either side the contest has been conducted, and is still carried on, with 

a lamentable disregard of human life and of the rules and practices which 
modern civilization has prescribed in mitigation of the necessary horrors 
of war. The torch of Spaniard and of Cuban is alike busy in carrying dev- 
astation over fertile regions; murderous and revengeful decrees are is- 
sued and executed by both parties. Count Valmaseda and Colonel Boet,on 
the part of Spain, have each startled humanity and aroused the indignation 
of the civilized world by the execution, each, of ascore of prisoners at a time, 
while General Quesada, the Cuban chief, coolly, and with apparent uncon- 
sciousness of aught elge than a proper act, has admitted the slaughter, by his 
own deliberate order, in one day, of upward of 650 prisoners of war. 

A summary trial, with few, if any, escapes from conviction, followed by 
immediate execution, is the fate of those arrested on either side on suspicion 
of infidelity to the cause of the party making the arrest. 

Whatever may be the sympathies of the ple or of the Government of 
the United States for the cause or objects for which a part of the people of 
Cuba are understood to have put themselves in armed resistance to the Gov- 
ernment of Spain, there can be no just sympathy in « conflict carried on by 
both parties alike in such barbarous violation of the rules of civilized nations, 
and with such continued outrage upon the my principles of humanity. 

We can not discriminate in our censure of their mode of conducting their 
contest between the Spaniards and the Cubans; each commits the same atroci- 
ties and outrages alike the established rules of war. 

The properties of many of our citizens have been destroyed or embargoed— 


That means confiscated— 


the lives of several have been sacrificed, and the liberty of others has been 
restrained. In every case that has come tothe knowledge of the Govern- 
ment, an early and earnest demand for reparation and indemnity has been 
made, and most emphatic remonstrance has been presented against the man- 
ner in which the strife is conducted, and against the reckless dis f 
human life, the wanton destruction of materiai wealth, and the cruel disre- 
gard of the established rules of civilized warfare. 

That was in the message of June 13, 1870. Even at the end of 
the brief period which has passed since the delivery of that mes- 
sage by General Grant, one of the most heroic men who ever lived, 
ianeed' to warfare, and understanding all about its effects and dire 
results, the people of the United States read this message now again, 
and reflect upon it, and they wonder how it ever happenea that 
the Government of the United States could stand idly and indif- 
ferently by and permitsuch outrages to go on in the Island of Cuba 
as those perpetrated there. It was done, Mr. President, in the 
hope and in the expectation that the Crown of Spain would be 
enabled to subjugate what was then considered to be a riotous 
mob, not amounting to a great army in the field, and would by rec- 
onciliation bring the people who were natives of this islanc back 
to the love of their flag and country, and would cause them to em- 
brace the Monarchy of Spain when it held out to them the gentle 
hand of promise and made the faithful pl that in the future 
their semen and personal situation should be better than it had 
ever been. 

I will take occasion here to remark that those pledges were given 
by the Government of Spain to the people of Cuba, and in conse- 

uence of the fact that the Government of the United States at 
that time turned its back upon the slaughter of more than 600 


prisoners by a general who ordered them to be shot down like 
cattle in a slaughter pen, those people, seeing that the circum- 
stances of their situation were such that they could have no sym- 
pathy and comfort from the outside world, turned again to Spain 
and yielded to her their submission. What has been the result of 
it? The fruit of it, Mr. President, is now tvo obvious and distinct 
to admit of question. The persecutions were renewed because we 
did not force upon Spain a more humane policy. The promises 
thus made by Spain to procure the submission of the people of 
Cuba under the circumstances recited in the message of General 
Grant have been broken in every possible form, as the Cubans 
assert, and it has renewed the spirit of revolution, the desire for 
emancipation, and the love of liberty more per than it has 
ever existed heretofore in the Island of Cuba. It may be very 
well said that our forbearance toward Spain and our omission to 
do a duty which even then turned our nerves almost into steel 
with anxiety to perform it have been one more inciting cause of 
the present lamentable condition of affairs in that island. 

This war kept on during President Grant's two terms in office 
and then during the term of Mr. Hayes in office, and during a 
part of the term of Mr. Arthur in office, before it could be ended, 
and it was not until his Administration had proceeded for more 
than a year, I believe, that Mr. Arthur congratulated the Congress 
of the United States and the people of the United States on the 
termination of hostilities in Cuba, under circumstances which 
pene relief to those people from the oppressions which they 

ad theretofore endured, through the firm, distinct promises of 
the Government of Spain, all of which Cubans insist have been 
a and about which I think there can not be any possible 
oubt. 

The Cubans oe that Spain has broken faith with her own 
people—that breach of faith which is treason to honor and cruelty 
added to deliberate deception. Vattel describes civil war and its 
incidents and results on pages 424 and 425, which I will not now 
stop to read, and on page 423 of his wonderful book he treats of 
the obligations of the sovereign to keep faith with the subjects 
whose submission he has obtained through promises. I refer to 
these pages for the purpose of getting the attention of Senators to 
the fundamental law which is laid down by that great writer on 
the subject of the duty of a government to keep faith with its own 
citizens when they have once risen in rebellion against that gov- 
ernment and at the end of strife or war have yielded their submis- 
sion to the government upon certain published atid agreed condi- 
tions. When the submission of the people is obtained by promises of 
reform, or the conception of new guaranties of liberties to them, 
there can be no dispute about the justice of their resistance. 

Jf the people of Cuba had been at war with the United States 
and had surrendered to us, if you please, on a piesae given by 
treaty that we would t to them certain rights and privileges, 
and afterwards we wickedly and ugjustly refused to comply 
with our promise, that would be a cause of complaint as between 
two nations which would be classed among that t, almost in- 
numerable, category of causes of complaint which have so fre- 
quently brought the nations of the earth into antagonism on 
battlefields. ‘But in a case of that kind there would be no breach 
of moral faith toward men of your own blood and your own kin- 
dred who had a quarrel, admitted to be righteous and just, to a 
large extent, because of the reformation which was promised, 
which quarrel was settled by a submission on the grounds that they 
would return to all their duties to that Government if the Govern- 
ment would oe to secure them certain rights and privileges 
which were thereupon agreed to. 

Such agreements between the subject and the Crown, between 
the party who must submit to the superior force of his own Goy- 
ernment and the ruling authorities, are attended with a sanction 
that does not belong to any of the eed agreements between 
nation and nation. They are rested upon the su ition that the 
monarch has a friendship, a regard, and even a love for his sub- 

jects; that he is not their natural enemy; that he is not in office 
for the purpose of breaking faith with them and robbing them of 
privil and — which he has solemnly granted to them. 

But, Mr. President, the history of Cuba from 1717 to the present 
time is almost a continuous record of a riots, attempted 
revolutions by the natives on account of alleged oppressions of 
Spanish rulers and the breach of the promises with which they 
were compelled to buy their from time to time. The meas- 
ures of repression by which those complaints were stifled and the 
ins ons were sup were extremely cruel and destruc- 

tive. President Grant has recited some of those things in his 
message to the Congress of the United States, which I have just 
read, to which no wage and no pen could add anything by way 
of emphasis or to d the by Cant c 

Twelve men were hanged by Captain-General Guazo in 1725, 
nearly two centuries ago, and a state of siege was then authorized 
to be declared throughout the island whenever the captain-gen- 
eral wished it asa utionary measure. The Island of Cuba 
from 1723 down to the present has been left in an attitude 
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captain-general at his will and pleasure at any moment 

pe ponn tn 3 name a state of siege and the existence of martial 
law. Now, it is impossible to conceive that any people in the 
world can be under a more strenuous, disagreeable, and dangerous 
restraint and threat than that which results from the power of 
their ruler without consulting anybody else at all, at any moment 
of time to declare a state of war. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the captain-general ever been a Cuban? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. That was never within the contem- 
plation of the Government of Spain so far as I have ever heard. 

In 1851 50 men of the —— expedition were shot in Havana. 
These are not referred to by General Grant except in general 
terms. In 1854 Pinto and his associates to the number of 100 men 





_were shot or deported. Then followed the ten years’ war from 


1867 to 1878, during the sere of which these enormitics oc- 
curred to which General Grant refers. Spain had more than 
90,000 troops in the field in that war. In 1869 the Spanish troops 
committed atrocities that shocked the civilized world in the whole- 
sale slaughter of men, women, and children in Havana at the 
Villa Nueva Theater, at the Louvre, and in the sacking of the 
house of Aldama. 

The number of these cruelties is 1tmost beyond comprehension, 
and the loss of life is appalling. Spain marched into the war 80,000 
troops and brought out 12,000. Itis stated on high authority that 
“according to official reports forwarded from Madrid, by the 
United States minister, 13,600 Cubans had been killed in battle up 


ter admitted to have been put to death.” 
We, Mr. President, have been so blessed with the kindly fruits 


of liberty in this country, we have had so much of national en- | 
joyment, we have had so much of pleasant occupation in taking 


care of the affairs of our own great Government and our wonder- 
fully increasing population and our developing wealth and our 
glorious prestige among the nations of the earth and in illustrating 
by our conservative and industrious and virtuous example the 
blessings to mankind of this wonderful form of Government which 
has been established and conducted here, that it seems we have 
forgotten the sufferings of those so close to ourselves. Now, can 
it be possible that a mistake is made by an accurate and able his- 
torian when he says to us that the Spanish minister admitted that 
in that war in addition to 13,600 Cubans who had been killed in 
battle, 43,500 prisoners had been put to death? 

I confess that when I came across that statement in an authentic 
history to which we give credit, I read it over and over to ascer- 
tain whether it could have been possible that such a multitude of 
humanity had been slaughtered within 90 miles of the coast of the 
United States during that ten years’ war; and I inquired of myself, 
What has Christianity been doing in the world if in this age, the 
nineteenth century, it has been possible that such things could be 
done in an island like Cuba, and that this great and free Republic 
could stand indifferently by, knowing the facts, and not unsheath 
- wmord and strike the brutal monarch to death who inflicted 

em 

The cost of that war was all shouldered upon Cuba. 
have been $500,000,000. 

The close of such a war was surely a sufficient consideration for 
the promises made to Gomez and Cisneros and their compatriots, 
upon faith of which they again submitted their fate into the hands 
of the Spanish monarchy. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I failed to catch the name of the authority for the 
wonderful, the horriblestatement which the Senator from Alabama 
has just made in relation to the slaughter of prisoners to the 
number of over 40,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam sorry that for the moment I can not recall 
his name. I will hand it to the Senator. 

Mr. FRYE. It is from history? 

. Mr. MORGAN. Yes; deliberately written, and written by a 
paniard. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator credit it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Fora long time I hesitated to credit it, but I 
had to credit it or else deny the evidence of a deliberate statement 
made by a historian in a book of universal acceptance, one of re- 
liable authority. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Alabama state the name 
of the historian or the book? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is in the American Encyclopedia, under the 
title of Cuba. 

CALL. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, I will 
a@ very short extract from a publication by Mr. Clarence 


Mr. 
read 
et MORGAN. 1 shall be very glad to have it read. 
Mr. CALL. Jesus Rivocoba, one of the officers on duty in the 


It must 
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service of Spain in the Island of Cuba, under date of September 4, 
1869, writes this letter: 
We captured 17,13 of whom were shot outright 


On dying they shouted, 
Hurrah for independence! A mulatto sai 
“Hurrah for Cespedes!"" On the following day we killed a Cuban officer and 
another man. Among the 13 that we shot the first day were found three sone 
and their father; the father witnessed the execution of his sons without even 
changing color; and when histurn came he said he died for he independence 
of his country. On coming back we brought along with us three cart: filled 
with women and children, the families of those we had shot: and they asked 
us to shoot them, because they would rather die than live among Spaniards. 


Pedro Fardon, another officer, who entered perfectly into the 





| spirit of the service, writes on September 22, 1869, as follows: 





Not a. single Cuban will remain in this island, because we shoot all those 
we find in the fields, on the farms, and in every hovel 

On the same day the same officer sends the following: 

We do not leave a creature alive where we pass, be it man or animal. If 
we find cows, we kill them; if horses, ditto; if hogs, ditto; men, women, or 
children, ditto; as to the houses, we burn them. So everyone receives his 
due—the men in balls, the animalsin bayonet thrusts. The island will remain 
a desert. 


Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Florida from what he has read? What is the paper he has in his 


hand? 
Mr. CALL. I read from a pamphlet published by Clarence 
King. The article appeared in The Forum for September, 1895, 


and purports to contain a literal copy of the letters of those offi- 


| cers themselves. 
to August, 1872, besides 43,500 prisoners whom the Spanish minis- 


Mr. MORGAN. The President of the United States at the 
close of the war to which I have been referring, the war which 
preceded the one in which the incidents occurred to which the 
Senator from Florida {| Mr. CALL] now alludes, sent to the Senate 
the papers which relate to the submission of the Cuban insurgents 
in 1878. I find in that paper, which I have not had the oppor- 
tunity of examining with care, a statement of the terms and con- 
ditions upon which the surrender took place. 

Mr. Antonio Mantilla, who, I think, was then the representative 


| at this legation of the Government of Spain, writes as follows to 


the Secretary of State, Mr. Evarts: 

In the decree in neste the phrase is to be noted with which its preamble 
begins: ‘**The war being now near its end” (not a regular war in the sense in 
which it is defined by international law, but an intestine struggle. civil con- 
test, or armed rebellion, which, in the military parlance of the Spanish lan- 
guage is commonly called war); which phrase shows that said military au- 
thorities do not consider the contest to be entirely at an end, although its 





termination is very near. The first sentence in the second paragraph of the 
same preamble is also noteworthy, in which it is declared that, had it not 
been for this contest. ‘* Cuba would long since have enjoyed, according tothe 
constitution of the State, the advantages which must necessarily accrue to 
her from a possible assimilation to the peninsula,”’ which shows that the pre- 
vailing sentiment in Spain is in favor of treating Cuba as Porto Rico has 


been treated; that is to say, like a Spanish province, although she could not 
grant to rebellious subjects what they demand with arms in their hands, 
namely, absolute independence, during a time of trial for the mother coun 
try, nor even what she was always ready to grant them voluntarily. and 
whee she has now granted, at a time of greater prosperity for herself, to 
them, now that they have repented and sued for peace, which is an act of 
yenerosity and a guaranty of reconciliation 

A decree of the general in chief of the army of operations in the Island of 
Cu” a was also inserted in the Havana Gazette of the 3d 

T is was issued at Puerto Principe on the 10th of March, and will be found 
in Appendix F. It guarantees the freedom which was offered in article 3, of 
the capitulation of all slaves who were in the ranks of the insurgents on the 
10th day of February, and who have surrendered or who shall surrender be- 
fore the 3lst day of the current month of March 

Articles 5, 6,7, and 8 of the capitulation have been fulfilled already, or are 
now in course of fulfillment, toward all who are willing to take advantage 
of their benefits. Article 4 requires no immediate action, and article 2 has 
always constituted the distinguishing trait of the Spanish policy in Cuba. 
Forgetfulness of the past, pardon of political crimes, release of property em- 
bargoed for the same cause, mitigation of the effects of these embargoes as 
regards the innocent members of the families of those whose property has 
been embargoed, and even the furnishing of means of subsistence to re- 
pentant rebels—all this has been frequently offered or granted by the Govy- 
ernment and authorities of Spain from the time of the decree of amnesty, 
issued on the 12th of January, 1860. by the governor, captain-general of the 
island, Don Domingo Dulce, who was sent by the revolutionary government 


of 1868 to establish in Cuba the same liberties and franchises that were en- 
joyed by the peninsula, until the royal decree of October 27,1877, by which 
the unimproved public lands, certain forests belonging to the State, and town 


lands not used, are ordered to be divided among various classes, viz 

1. Licentiates and volunteers, who have been mobilized or who have taken 
part in a battle. 

2. Inhabitants of the towns of the island, who have remained loyal to the 
government and who have suffered considerable losses of property in conse- 
quence of the war. 

3. Persons who have voluntarily surrendered to the authorities and forces 
of the Government. 

The reproduction and analysis of all these general acts,and many other 
private ones, of pardon, clemency, and generosity, would render this note in- 
terminable, which had no other object, as remarked at the beginning, than to 
satisfy the desire of the honorable Secretary of State to become accuratel 
acquainted with the present situation of Cuba, but which the undersigned, 
in his wish to correct false eres which have been circulated by the 
conspirators against Spain in this country, has thought proper to extend suf- 
ficiently to indicate succinctly the policy of Spain in Cuba and the causes 
that have given rise to the recent events. Although the Government of 
Spain does not recognize the right of any foreign power to interfere in the 
internal affairs of that country, it values too highly the opinion of the sensible 
people of the United States and the friendship of its Government for its rep- 
resentative at Washington to neglect an opportunity like the one now of- 
fered to present in their true aspect the acts, intentions, and constant policy 
of Spain in her relations with the Island of Cuba. 
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j ns sent there by Cuban agents not one rifle has yet 
aches ong Spain has sent to Cuba 110,000 men, and has 80,000 vol- 
unteers for garrison duty, yet with this enormous force she has 


not been able to keep Gomez out of hearing of the morning and | 


vni uns that are fired at Habana. Their armies grow while 
pep of Spain perish and decrease from losses in the field 
and hospital. cs ’ 

The organization of the Cuban army was conducted in eastern 
Cuba, and the first and hardest battles were fought there. Then 
Gomez and Maceo invaded western Cuba to burn cane fields and 
to recruit their forces. 

A comparison of the statements of our consuls, made from time 
to time, shows a tremendous rapidity of increase of the forces and 
war material of their commands. 

It is through the reports of the consuls of the United States sent 
im by the President to Congress that we derive that better state- 
ment oc facts to which Gomez refers and which will be referred 
to in a paper that I will presently have read at the desk, in which 
itis said that doubtless the Government of the United States knows 
more of the actual facts of the progress and development of the 
war than the captain-general of Cuba or the Government of Spain. 
These consuls, situated in Cuba at three of the most important 
points, all of them being men of intelligence, ability, and faithful 
public service, have from time to time sent the best information 
available to them in respect to the condition of the country sur- 
rounding them and the p: of the armies in that country. 

I therefore read extracts from these reports to the Senate with 
a view of getting what I conceive to be an authentic statement 
upon this subject of the magnitude of the war, the character of 
the war, the progress of the war, the character of the army that 
conducts the war, and the policy of the men in rule and authority 
there who manage and control the army. It is from these facts 
that we are to derive a sound and solid judgment upon which we 
will feel authorized to act. 

I have mentioned already in the A I made last Thursday 
the reluctance with which I proceeded to investigate this question, 
because of the uncertainty of the evidence upon which we had to 
rely. I was not aware how very certain, how very strong it was, 
until I took up these consular reports and was able to compare 
them also with the reports in newspapers and reports from private 
sources; and I find that we are in possession of an authentic his- 
tory of the rise and progress of the present revolution. 

On the 23d of February, i895, just a year ago, Mr. Pulaski F. 
Hyatt, writing to Mr. Uhl, says: 

CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Santiago de Cuba, February 23, 1895. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to advise you that grave apprehensions are felt of a 
py breaking out here. Rumors are rife, and it is difficult to get at 
; The people are very much frightened, and those of the country are moving 
to the city in large numbers for safety. The banditti element in the moun- 


tains is being augme uted by certain parties hostile to the Spanish Govern- 
ment. 


Information has come to the consulate that the Government has notified 
certain Cubans. known to have been prominently in favor of the island’s 
freedom, that if there is trouble they will be held responsible and shot, and 
a number, said to be 27, of the members of leading families who were spotted 
have left for parts unknown. 

The military governor, Lachambre, has had his home in the country guarded 
by Sa he gave notice to a number of American engineers and 
oe in a house close by, and here for the 
structing that if they cause to go to 
night, to carry a lantern as a preventive against being shot. 


That is the outbreak of it a year ago; that is the form in which 
it presented itself to Mr. Hyatt, who was living in the country 
where the first organization took place and where the feeling of 
- Cubans was mostintense. On the 26th day of the same month 

Says: 
The insurrectional movements that have given rise to the measures of the 


governor-general seem to be limited to a very small number of persons, as 
shown by the prompt action of the three political parties above men- 


urpose of con- 
eir yard in the 


tioned the major of the population, and which really represent 
the entire , indust qosanorehal interests, as wail es the pro- 
essional the island, though it can not be denied that poverty, in- 


duced by the cumulative effects of the erroneous economic system long estab- 

lished has t about discontent among the working classes since 

= Lcione le products of the island, sugar and tobacco, are very 
ep! 


their soemengeable bey sae wrougné - by po pre- 

carious wages, while a same time ‘ : 
very high and in unfavorable diapeopertion. to dhs canning of the ‘weuleen. 

Those workmen, starving men, got to thinking and feeling, and 
they bared their shoulders to the burdens of the revolution; really 
they started it. 

ow, writing again on March 1, he says: 

On the 27th ultimo the ral of the island issued a d . 

inclosed being extract from official bulletin, Gothaving this guovinestne ont 


of war, giving the military authorities control of all matters appertaining to 
Public ‘ 
© ofder, and giving {uourgents eight days to present themsel be 


ves an: 
Now, I wish to connect that statement with one that I made in 
the of my remarks when I called attention to the fact, 
nobody has denied or can deny, that for more than two 
centuries the captain-general of Cuba bas had the power to put 
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military law as prevailing, and to declare a state of war as exist- 


| kind of a war is that? 


: and public opinion is rapidly in their direction. 
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any province in that whole island into a state of siege, to declare 


ing. In this province our consul affirms that the governor of this 
articular province has declared that a state of war exists. What 
An imsurrection? An émeute? A mere 
rebellion? Amob? Asedition? No; hedeclared that warexisted: 
and he put the laws and powers of war at work there by changing 
the whole legal situation from one of peace to that of war. 1 
should like to*know, after that declaration on his part, followed 
up, as it has been, by declarations of a like kind by the captain- 
general in three of the provinces of eastern Cuba, more recently 


| made, how they can hold up their heads and look the world in the 


face and say to us that we have no right to recognize that a war 
exists when they proclaim it and enforce it? 
ther on in the same article: 


There have been a number of scrimmages with troops in the province, and 
several on both sides killed and wounded. The insurgent element so far is 
confined mostly tothe negro population, which predominates. The whites 
and property owners hope that the reforms promised by the Government 
will be put into effect and that the movement will be suppressed before much 
property is destroyed and lives lost. 

A strong reenforcement of Spanish troops is daily expected. 


The last letter was on the 1st of March. 
the 30th of March, he says: 


I have the honor to report further on the situation in the province of San- 
tiago as follows: On Monday, March 24, 900 troops were landed from Spain 
which, with the 2,437 recruits which landed last week, make a total of 3.337 
additional Spanish forces, landed at this port. After arrival these troops 
were newly uniformed in linen suits and straw hats. 

A battle occurred near Manzanillo on Sunday between 300 Government 
troops and 00Cubans. The Government claims 50 of the enemy killed, while 
the Cubans claim a victory. 

* 


Our consul says, fur- 


Thirty days later, on 


ae 
That same evening — 


« - * » * 


That was on Thursday, the 28th— 


(a dark night) about 9 o’clock sharp musketry firing was distinctly heard 
from this consulate, which lasted 45 minutes, when a heavy rain set in. I 
afterwards learned that a body of insurgents were waiting in ambush for the 
outgoing troops and fired on them from behind rocks and trees, causing a 
loss of 30 killed on the Spanish side, including one captain 

¥ * * + - * 


Men are constantly leaving the large centers of population to join the in- 


Then again he writes on April 4: 


With starvation facing them on one side; with relations, friends, and com- 
panions on the other, fighting for the independence of their country, it will 
readily be seen how the present uprising may become one that will defy the 
efforts of Spain to subdue. 

It is safe to say that there are at present large bodies of insurgents under 
arms in the jurisdictionof Santiagode Cuba. Spain must have to meet these 
twice their number, as the country is an ideal one in which to harass regular 
troops who are not familiar with the country 

Another important factor to be considered is the ravages that will be made 
among the Spanish soldiers during the summer months by yellow fever, 
which will far exceed their losses in action ; 

To check and end the present uprising it will be necessary for Spain to 


concentrate all her forces at Santiago de Cuba, Puerto Principe, and to act 
promptly and decisively, for as each day the rebellion continues lessens ber 
chances for subduing the same, and, as before stated, she must accomplish the 
subjugation of those in revolt before the present crop is finished, or their 
access.ons will be so great that her dominion over this island will be in great 


jeo; arcy, if not lost. 


Then, on the 5th of April, he writes again: 

On April 2 the insurgents entered the town of Carney, about 6 miles from 
here, where they captured about 50 guns, some horses, and, it is said, about 
2,500 cartridges. 

On April 3 the Government forces met the insurgents at Socorro, about 18 
miles from here. The insurgents are said to have been defeated with 10 lost 
and many wounded. 

The Spanish Government is now employing Cubans at $3) per month to 
join the guerrilla forces against the insurgents, and naturally these acces 
sions against the cause of the revolutionists are looked upon with great 
hatred by the other Cubans 

Private advices from parties capable of speaking are to the effect that the 
territory between here and Manzanillo and along the Canto River is alive 
with insurgents. Their cavalry are said to be in a very excellent condition, 
well armed, and well mounted. Pending the arrival of Martinez Campos, 
the war seems to be in a quiescent state. 


Campos had not yet landed. 
of April: 


On Thursday a battle was fought near Bayamo. The number of troops 
, 


Then again he writes on the 13th 


' 
| and results are not definitely known. The work of the insurgents seems t 
| be more along the line of gathering arms and ammunition ratber than seekin 
| conflict, while the Government troops do not seem desirous of f ng a fight, 
but rather to guard important pvints from attacks while they await the 
| arrival of Martinez Campos, who is expected to land at this port on the léth 
| instant. Preparations are in progress to give him a big reception 
The sugar planters complain that whenever they pay off their hands large 
numbers leave to join the insurgents, thus crippling work. It is estimated 
that the population of Santiago has been increased by 15,000 people, mostly 
old men, women, and children who have left the country, and are quartered 
on anybody that will keep them. Beggars are very numerous. The death 
statistics for the first fifteen days of March was *, and jumped to 2 for the 
last half of the month, there being 8 deaths from yellow fever, 5 deaths from 
paludal fever, and 1 from diphtheria. I em informed by a physician that 
smallpox in a mild form has also appeared. 


Now, on the 28th of April he writes: 


Sir: I nave the honor to report that on Sunday, the 2ist instant, a fight 
took near So this province, between about 30 Cabans and 800 
Spanish troops, which resulted eventually in the Cubans retiring from the 
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—— A major and chaplain of the Spanish forces were killed. Other losses 
unknown. 

Two thousand and fourteen new Spanish recruits arrived at this port 
from Spain on the 22d instant, and it is reported that 20,000 more will arrive 


during the next six weeks. 

Rebels burned the town of Ramon de Y. on Monday last, killed Cap- 
tain Miranda of the Spanish forces, took 16, rounds of ammunition and a 
quantity of arms from the fort. 

Lieutenant Gallego, on the part of the Spanish troops, surrendered the 
fort, for which he was court-martialed and ordered to be shot. The sen- 
tence was commuted to life imprisonment by cablegram from the Queen. 

Then he adds as a postscript: 


Lieutenant Gallego was shot at Habana on May 1, after having attempted 
suicide on the passage from Manzanillo to Habana. 


This consul goes on to speak of other battles from time to time. 
May 11 he says: 

Monday night the rebels attacked Cristo, a town 10 miles distant, on the 
Sabanilla and Maroto Railroad, derailed an engine, and burned two bri \ 
The road is operated and owned mostly by American citizens. Martinez 
Campos has recommended Government aid to this road for the pu e of 
extending the same and furnishing employment tothe many men who will 
soon be thrown out of employment by the shutting down of sugar mills, and 
it is feared that without work the men will drift intotherebelarmy. * * * 
Friends of the insurrection claim that they are as far advanced now at the 
end of three months as they were at the end of three years in the former re- 
bellion. They claim now to have 10,000 men under arms in the province of 
Santiago, and to have 4,000 more doing effective work. 


That is from the time of this first dispatch, which was February 
23, 1895, down to the date of this letter, which is May 11, 1895, a 
rise in their power from nothing to 14,000 troops in the field. In 
my observation, few countries have ever been able to recruit an 
army as rapidly out of their own legitimate resources, arm them 
and equip them, and put them in the field as these Cuban rebels 
have done during that period from the 23d day of Feb down 
“ = 18th day of May—three months! Again, he says onthe 18th 
of May: 


On Monday, the 13th, 400 men are said to have left Holquin in a body to take 
up arms nst the Government. 


Four hundred leaving one place. 
Perhaps the most onnguinesy battle that has taken place up to the present 
time occurred on the 13th and 14th instant,near Guantanamo. The Spanish 


authorities claim that with 400 men they put to rout the enemy, 3,400 strong, 
inflicting sevcre loss on the rebels, 

The rebels claim that there were over 2,000 Spaniards engaged in the first 
day's battle, and that they punished them severely, driving them into the 
town and inflicting a loss of over 200 in killed and wounded, inciuding among 
the killed the commander, Colonel Bosch, and several other officers, while 
their own loss was insignificant; but fluding that on the second day the Gov- 
ernment forces had been strengthened, they thought it prudent to retire. 

= * * * om + . 

It is reported— 

He says in the same letter, in fact it turned out to be true— 

That 400 convicts are enlisted in the next shipment of soldiers to arrive at 
this place from Spain. 

These convicts and others from Africa have been pardoned for 
the worst of crimes committed in Cuba and armed as bands of 
— to destroy the people they had formerly assailed with 

gandage, robbery,and murder, Yet it is not more surprising 
that convicted robbers should be turned loose to war against 
Cuba than that unconvicted and titled robbers should use them 
for like purposes. 

I will omit to read quite a number of these reports, although 
they all contain very strong corroborative testimony to the con- 
tinual and steady progress of this revolution. On July 18 Mr. 
Hyatt says: 

I have the honor very y to in reference to che 
uw in the eastern end of Cuba that Saturdea: , July 6, a battle of con- 

erable importance occurred near o, in which it appears that the 


t forces. made up Saal tein = (home guards), were, to 
yg hn y= Fay ad this place has been kept up 
all of the week, with uncertain results. 

na noedins enn ond ts, patiage coe at toler mene a Gee 


further 


a man of commanding 2ppearance, is one of anumerous and high! respect: 
able family, bora ‘his island, but who have ones ans naturali- 
zation in the Unite: States,and by to officers of 

rank, The Doctor served as to our Ji 

ppears that some five . Antonio Maceo (who was famous 
in the vious ion) came to Santiago, and was quietly feasted and 
toas' a number of t among them Dr. Castille. In the 
hilarity of the occasion they prom Maceo that w he came to Cuba 
cone ca bates Pe would be wi Maceo's return 


On ‘s oa 
notified gentlemen that he was here, and aS to 
remember and keep their promise. Some of them were slow and 
the Doctor among the number, because a lucrative practice and rae 
possessions of his wife made it inconvenient to A second notice 
said to ave been sent, which contained no threats, ft intexpresed those 
capable of reading between Cuban lines that it would not be well the 
Doctor to delay his coming, and F went. 
ean LREES FERNS MAE EVER SECREEOND DOPED ORR May RATE EN 


It is ted by men of judgment that the revolution is now three times 
on pitene 08 3 wes 8 Be t during the 
y 


orce that now attempts to enter Santiago will pats Some 
over, climb or cut down a three stranded barbed wire fence 
now surrounds the city. 

For a fortification, I suppose. 


ellow », thoug Spanish has not seemed 
grite sp virulent during the past week. "Deaths for week, 108 Yellow fever, 


Mr. GRAY. From whom is that? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is from our consul at Santiago. I pass 
over a number of places which I had marked for the purpose of 
calling attention to them, but it would — the story too much 
for me to undertake to give all these incidents as the narrative 
proceeds. On the 2ist of August he writes to Mr. Adee: 

Srr: I have the honor to report the situation in Cuba to be deeply interest. 


Vrith perhaps the ex of Santa Cruz, the Government forces hold 
every important seaport tovén and a few towns in the interior, while 
from Cienfuegos east, which constitutes three-fourths of the island, the insur- 
gents hold the balance of the territory and some territo r west. 

Cuban leaders claim 25,000 men mostly under arms in the province of San- 
a and 10,000 farther west. I think the number overstated by at least eight 
or ten thousand men, but Iam inclined tothe opinion that there are many 
more ready to join them when assured that they will be supplied with arms 
and ammunition. 

That arms and ammunition are now coming quite freely to Cuba seems 
little room for doubt. A eaget published here called The Public Opinion 
has recently declared that if the Government would look more carefully 
after the large carrying companies and less for filibustering expeditions they 
would find the source of trouble. 


Those who desire to see the island restored to peace are much depressed, 
as there is at present three times as large a force of insurgents as at any 
time in the previous on. 


Then he gives an account of more battles which occurred in his 
vicinity, Then, under date of October 10, writing to Mr. Uhl, he 
says: 

Sir: Judging by results that tend to terminate a war, the sitzs‘ion ‘n 
Cuba, from an American standpoint, might aptly be termed one o/ “ mas- 
terly inactivity.”" But few e ments have occurred up tothe present 
time that s! be dignified by a r title than a skirmish. 

Cuban tactics are to fight only when they have the a at a disad- 
vantage, and at other times attac will from ambush on 
the Goverzment forces for the purpose emoralization, or to induce tho 
troops to follow them to a more advan place for battle; but the Span- 
Saree peaae 60 is tand this, and thus far have declined to accept battle on 
such terms. 

The Cubans assert that they can not afford to make a stand in an open fie!d, 
or even behind 0; breastworks, with their nt quota of arms and 
ammunition, as every t must count; while being themselves acclimated 
and thoroughly inured to Cuban climate, diet, and modes of living and tray- 


eling, they can kill more 8 fa e, ex , and , and at 
fone ce to themsel Peer heedte heed Pattles, and by such tactics 
can continue the war indefinitely. 


+ * * oe + * ae 
The Spanish forces can not long remain away from their base of supplie: 
as their quartermaster, commissary, ordnance, and hospital supplies are all 
carried on the backs of pack mules. Notents or shelter of any 
— for soldiers on the march, nor any ambulance service 
exhausted. 


The Red Cross tendered their services to go in there, but they 
have never heard from the Spanish Government upon the subject. 


Up to the am time Spain has put into the field about 80,000 soldiers, 
probably a little more than one-half of w now available for active 
Poe The best informed persons here estimate the active Cuben force 
a 


id are pro- 
for the sick and 


* * * * 


* * ~ 
Sor onthe Spealy Pociared tost exetate, vonmabe covtying tp Urlteh fine 2nd 
—— iron ore from Cuba to the United States have on their return trips 
articles contraband of war, which they have disposed of through per- 
sons connected with the mines and landed at certain points along the coasts, 
And thereupon the Government of oo. through the captain- 
— wrasse renee at American _ mines 
upon the avo pretense of prohibiting or preventing those men 
forth receiving what they called « eonteabend of war.” They 
were 0 to receive powder in large quantities for the purpose 
of conducting their iron works and their regular business; but 
inasmuch as the ca said there was a bility of 
such things to hands of the ts, they 
cabana Ther is something rich aoete. inquiry og os 
tra ere w " Oo no 
mean the special instance, for bine od much occurred 
on that acomeate but poe cou t with Be hich ue are 2 
peace, an peace guaran us wide 
commercial Apo and rules and tions by 
which pene war in of war may seamed | from the 
island, how can that Government, while saying that peace pre- 
vails, contend that there is contraband of war when a merchant 


= United States a keg of powder to his consignee in 
What right have they in a time of to interpose and ex- 


amine the cargoes of our ships upon of war and declare 
these contraband? Theycannotdoitexcept when they make 
a declara’ of [7 ogee at which these 
articles are to be establish a , and interpose that 
declaration as creating the rights which are given by war of in- 
a vessel to see whether its cargois contraband. But here, 

of war me me in ow ee of 

out their proclamation to that effect, an virtue 

of that insist upon the existence there of war—while they 
are in that condition in aoe their own people, for the pur- 
that ae can not subdue, they 
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i ition which can not possibly be submitted to by the 
qnunamne the United States, and when they insist, as they 
do insist, that war obtains in their own provinces in Cuba, and so 

laim to the world, and follow it up by seizures of the cargoes 
of vessels because they are contraband, then of course what we 
have got to do, and all we can do, is to declare, along with them, 
that a state of public war exists in that country, and that these 
things are contraband; but that if our people can get through 
their blockaders it is all right and no longer illegal to sell them 
to the recognized belligerents. Spain can not declare that one of 
our merchants shall have his property, his ship and his cargo, 
confiscated in time of peace by imposing upon that vessel a hostile 
characteristic because it has on board articles contraband. Spain 
must say that she is at war with another power, which is a part 
of her own provinces, and being at war,she has a right to declare 
those imports contraband which would assist the enemy in wag- 


ing war. 
Mtr. Hyatt proceeds again on the 16th of October to say: 


Srr: The Cubans assert that they could quickly double or treble their 
forces in the field if they couid only equip them for service, in which case 
they would take the a ive; but as it is they are obliged to busband 
their resources to the fullest extent to meet the Government forces that are 
arrced with Mauser rifles and well supplied with ammunition, while they, 
the insurgents, are confined largely to such resources as * by hook or crook” 
they can obtain from the Spaniards. ; 

On the 11th instant the insurgents captured between Santiago and Manza- 
nillo 17 soldiers with personal arms and 4,000 cartridges, which were being 
conveyed to a fort 2 leagues from the coast. The Spanish soldiers were set 
free, but I learn that the lieutenant in command has been court-martialed 
and will be shot for surrendering. 


Then he speaks of the coming in of certain cargoes on board of 
ships that were landed surreptitiously on the coast. 
en Mr. Casanova writes that the war had included his consu- 
late at Cienfuegos, and speaks of it as follows: 


The destruction of sugar estates hus been principally directed against build- 
ings of strategic value to the Government troops or that might serve them 
as shelter; generally buildings of abandoned sugar estates, though occa- 
sionall of fate the dwellings and labor quarters on “colonias,” or cane 
farms, have been destroyed. Some of these cases are due to political rancor 
toward the proprietors who have made themselves conspicuously hostile to 


insurgents. 

As the most important measure proclaimed by the revolztionary govern- 
ment (leaders?) is the peorcaten of sugar making. with a view to crippling 
the resources of the Government, it is likely that more extensive 
destructior: ~::1 follow, as threatened by the insurgents, in the approaching 
crop season unless this Government is able tg afford needed protection by 
em the plantations with sufficient forces to enable planters to.work 

safety. As the insurgents up to the present time to so great extent con- 
trol the surrounding country, the pros ect for preventing the consummation 
of their plans 1s not very reassuring, and in consequence great despondency 
prevails in all classes of the community, so largely interested and dependent 
on the sugar a. In fact, on this vital question is involved the gravest 
Ser eof this district, and the same a»plies to the rest of the 


On the 16th of November, Mr. Hyatt, writing from Santiago de 
Cuba, says: 
Srr: I have the honor to very respectfully offer a brief résumé of the situ- 
ation in Cuba as it ap to one who has watched it carefully from its in- 
to the present, a period of nearly eight months. 
total strength of the insurgents at present is between thirty-five and 
f thousand men, 10,000 of which are not well armed, but are use‘xl in 
directions, which number would be quickly increased if arms and am- 
munition were available. 
generalship has been neither brilliant nor dashing, and it has indeed 
been questionable whether they have not allowed important advantages to 
get away from them for want of well-directed heroism, yet, on the whole, 
Their SEE Gasunes ts to Sekt any when they have advantage | t 
urpose only when they have advantage in ition 
and numbers; but to dese tke Government troops, mostly with anal de- 
tachments, and depend upon their better knowledge of the country and 
co powers of endurance to avoid punishment, and by the aid of yellow 
ever, tery, etc., to finally wear out the Government forces. 
is maintained better than might be ex , and desertions are 
uent, owing to the great difficulty in escaping from the island, so the 
ust either go to the enemy c” to home and face Cuban scorn. 
a the Cuban omer is health:, their powers of endurance are great, 
show not the slightest disposition to give up the fight. 
rs are taken, if they can not be induced to change their alle- 
are disarmed and released. 
have levied and collected heavy assessments on evy“ry industry possi- 
seem to have plenty of money. 
unable to say how much suvcess has attended their attempts to estab- 
a local and permanent government. I think, however, it is of a movable 


They respect American property and rights much more than those of other 


On the part of Spain there is no lack of disposition to supply all the men 
ee eeenerry to subdue the rebellion; but the frst 0 troops sent 
to the were largely boys, too young and inexperienced to take proper 
care of and many of them have succum to ex re and dis- 
later arrivals were more mature men and are able-bodied soldiers. 
have also several thousand volunteer natives and acclimated Spaniards, 
the number placed in the field up to the mt time nearly 100,000, 
which are or unavailable, lea ‘or service about twice as 
as the Cubans have, and are better and equipped. About one- 
“J pe number are kept on duty, a portion of which ma 2 
e 


so t 
emergencies, 


to the t writing most of the Spanish forces continue to occu 
wees towns near the seacoast, or about the min rail. 
roads, a Transportation of troops and rapplies is by 
coas 


person of her captain and governor 
a soldier and ctuboumnane of 
mercy toa 
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marked ability, who tote poe 


: 
i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


OO ———————o7O—V—_—_—_— eee 


| 


| 
| 
| 


2061 


With the exception of iron mining, nearly every industry on the island is 
going rapidiy to destruction, and nothing but a sudden termination of the 
war can prevent the island from becoming a waste that will require many 
years to repair. 

Native-born Americans have but little cause to complain in regard to their 
treatment by Spanish officials, and even our naturalized Cubans are treated 
with far more consideration than those of other nationalities. So apparent 
is this distinction that it has become a subject of complaint on the part of 
citizens and consuls of other nations, and has been met by the vente that 
their treaty with the United States differed with that of other nations, anda 
counter reply has been made that they were entitled to the “ most-favored- 
nation clause.” 


On the 2d of December Mr. Casanova says: 


The prevention of sugar making is the most settled and determined policy 
of the insurgents. There have been already cases of partial burning of plan- 
tations in this consular district, some of them owned by Americans. 

In this connection I deem it proper to submit to the Department the follow- 
ing data of the property represented by Americans in the sugar industry in 
this consular district alone, either residents here or owned by corporate com- 
panies in the United States. These plantationsare of the most valuable here, 
yielding an aggregate yearly production of over 600,000 bags, or 86,000 tons of 
sugar, at an estimated value of over $4,600,000, at present low prices. There 
are, besides, large American interests invested in cultivation of cane for sup- 
plying the sugar factories. 

he effect of the present business depression and the impoverishment of 
the country that is becoming evident, all largely attributable to the crop 
difficulties, manifests itself in the lessened importation of goods, the shrink- 
age of consumption already affecting trade very seriously 


Mr. Casanova writes, under date of December 12, an interesting 
statement, as follows: 


The larger part of the effective insurgent forces that heretofore operated 
in the eastern department of the island have gradually invaded the depart- 
ment of Las Villas and are now operating in this and the neighboring districts. 
These forces comprise some 16,000 to 20,000 men, both cavalry and infantry, 
fairly well armed, under command of Maximo Gomez, as general in chief of 
all the insurgent forces, and Antonio Maceo, his second in command, with 
other less noted leaders. This army, the largest that has so for in this war 
been gathered together in a body, has maneuvered to evade any pitched bat- 
tle with the various large columns of Government troops acting in combina- 
tion against them. Several partial engagements have taken place, but with- 
out any important results. 

The evident purpose of the insurgents is to penetrate further into the heart 
of this section with large forces and carry the war eastward into the richest 
and most productive districts. At last accounts the main insurgent army 
above referred to was in the vicinity of Santa Clara, the capital of the de- 

sartment of Las Villas, one detachment being sent to the vicinity of Trini- 

dad, under command of a colored leader, to destroy the few sugar estates 
that remain there, the largest of which belongs to an American company. 
Aside from the above-mentioned forces there are the numerous bands in 
larger or smaller numbers that continue to infest every part of the country, 
harassing the troops and carrying on the usual guerrilla warfare. 

The laying waste of all the country and prohibition to the farmers to market 
their produce 0. move cattle is causing great hardship and privation. But 
chief in gravity, in its fearful import to the community, is the impending 
failure of the sugar crop. This is being effectually prevented by the in- 
surgents in this district. and no attempts are being made by planters to man- 
ufactrre sugar. Even this passive po Se te ot ruin by the planters does 
not obtain for them immunity from the destruction of their property. The 
firing of cane fields is assuming alarming proportions, thousands of acres of 
valuable cane fields are daily being burned, and, notably, on three of the 
largest sugar estates in this consular district, owned by Americans, the cane 
fields have been devastated. The machinery and buildings on sugar estates 
are of great value, costing from half a million to more than one million dol- 
lars. Fhe Government, on application, grants a squad of soldiers to guard 
those buildings, but not in sufficient force to be entirely effective. Many 
planters prefer to take the chances of oe | from the insurgents by being 
ynzarrisoned rather than draw on themselves their certain hostility ond 
revenge unless effectively protected. : 

The recent reinforcements of 25,000 men from Spain will be mostly required 
for active field service, and not available for the defense of the sugar estates. 
Thus the existence and future of this valuable industry is threatened with 
complete annihilation. 


I must not detain the Senate by matters which can possibly be 
omitted from this statement and yet give tothe countrya fair and 
just statement of the actual situation in Cuba. Writing on the 
7th of January, 1896, Mr. Raymond O, Williams, our consul-gen- 
eral at Havana, says: 


With reference to the proclamation of the captain-general of the 2d instant 
declariug a state of war to exist in the provinces of Havana and Pinar del 
Rio, copy and translation of which accompanied my dispatch No. 265, of the 
4th instant, I have to inform you that the newspapers, now under military 
censorship, report the burning of the sugar-cane fields throughout a large 
portion of this province by the insurgents who entered it, as variously esti 
mated by popular rumor, numbering all the way from 4,000 to 12,000 men, on 
foot and horse. 

Besides the burning of the cane fields, the newspapers report cases of dam- 
age to railroads by the displacing of rails, the cutting of telegraph and tele- 
phone lines, the blowing up-of culverts, burning of bridges and stations; 
also, the pillaging of country stores, the carrying off of horses, saddles, and 
bridles from farms on their line of march for the mounting of their men,and 
the slaughter of cattle for food. Among the railroad stations destroyed 
are those of Ginviean and Guira de Melena, distant from here, respectively, 
about 28 and 40 miles on the line from Habana to Giiines, and that of Gabriel, 
about 25 miles on the railroad froma Habana to Pinar del Rio; the villages 
also were burned. 

The trains on the first-named road only ran yesterday as far as Bejucal; 
on the Western Road from Habana to Pinar del Rio, only about 30 miles out, 
and on the Habana Bay and Matanzas no train goes beyond the latter city. 
All the railroads have handed in their rolling stock as much as possible ts 
prevent its destruction. 


Mr. WHITE. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. MORGAN. Page 52, January 7, 1896. 

On the 15th the same officer gives an account of the capture of 
a village on the Bay of Habana. Then, on the 15th of January, 








he writes: 
In continuation of my dispatch No. 2707, of the 11th instant, reporting the 
doings of the insurgents in the Provinces of Habana and Pinar del Rio, | have 
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now to say that, according to the Sie eal ee Eades” and private accounts, the onl 


peamation at the ice, the insurgents have 
ir marches 4. countermarches to leave havoc throughout 


They have wrought so much destruction on the Western 
lish company, that the directors have resolved to - 
also burned a large part of the important town of cal, on the eK 4 
and Giines Railroad. because of the resistance made by the local au- 
thorities and volunteers. At the present writing there is no immediate pros- 
pect of their being driven out of the two mentioned provinces. 


He then gives an order of Maximo Gomez dated January 10, in 
which he says: 


Considering that the operations of the sugar crop have ee suspended 
in the western districts, and it being no longer necessary to burn the cane 
fields, I therefore issue the followiag order 


a 1. The burning of the sugarcane fields is hereby absolutely pro- 


Art. 2. The severest penalties of the military and civil jurisdictions of the 
coe will be visited, regardless of rank and station in the army, upon 
who contravene this order. 


and 
“ier. 8%. The buildings and machinery will be destroyed of all plantations 
that, despite this humane a, resume work. 


i 4 All _ ene the ane satura of poaivoat nationality, 

cte ce. Tsons an riculturai occu 

_ are 7 MAXI GOMED, General in Chief. 
Mr. President, I have now laid eeaa the Senate only a part of 
the testimony found in these consular reports which bears upon 
this question, but nobody can take up these official reports, sent 
in by our consuls, and, unless they impeach the consuls themselves, 
deny this consecutive array of facts, which proves absolutely the 
proposition that this rising of the Cuban peop ple has r--ched the 
extent of a great public war, and that the likelihood is very strong 

that in the end the Cubans will achieve their liberty. I wish to 
make no prediction about it, because our action does not depend 
in the slightest degree upon our ability to forecast the result or 
apon the probability of it; but, at the same time, from the facts 
which are given by our own consuls to our own Government, it is 
impossible to believe but that the whole body of the Cuban people, 
the native population of Cuba, are in thorough sympathy with 
Cisneros, the President of the‘ Republic, with Gomez and Maceo 

and their other leaders. 

After a little while, in the course of my argument, I shall come 
shall show, not a 


to the attitude of President Cisneros, and 
reading the constitution, but by bringing it into an — 
which I will hereafter lay before the Senate, that he has formed 
a government upon excellent principles and after due deliberation, 
and as well calculated to carry on civil administration in time of 
war ia a country like Cuba, it seems to me, as any constitutional 
arrangement could do. 

A letter from a gentleman whose character for veracity and 

sense can be most thoroughly avouched by members of this 
, Was written from Cuba on the 14th of February, 1896. It in- 

an a copy of an article written by another gentleman in Cuba, 
which was published in a New Orleans paper on Fe 8, 1896. 
The writer of the letter says that the author of the article is an 
American citizen “and is probabl 4 the best posted man in the 
island on Cuba and its affairs. This article, which I will have 
read at the desk, accounts for the military situation in Cuba, and 
shows how Gomez and Maceo have been able to make their len- 
did campaign to the west, and how it is impossible to hold Cuba 
much are in chains. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

REVIEW OF THE SITUATION IN CUBA. 


Eprror LovumstANA PLANTER: Recent events here have clearly 
that the estima d of Cuba 


Railroad, an Eng- 
their running. They 


by the detachments which would become 


FEBRUARY 24, 


(anit in ensontion, but decisive if successful. The old 
d the last war, which lasted for ten has been erred, 
cence } 
cam . has — 

served not to ripen the ons fields for the to prepare 
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many wounded, ascertained solely by observing at long 
anne ab ant onte in the Cuban ranks. If such wild work isas general as 
blished accounts of engagements would indicate it will do infinitely 
a St exhaust the financial resources of the Government than to deplete 
the ranks of itsadversaries. There are more good marksmen among the insur 
ts, but fewer cartridges to waste, and casualties are on both sides generally 
fow and far between. hen any considerable execution is accomplished it is 
at close uarters with cold steel—the Layonet and “ machete.” 

‘There are undoubtedly | en men among the Spanish officers, who fulfill 
their duties so far as they know them and the customs of the army yermit, 
but a larys proportion have, apart from their uniforms, nothing apparently 
that would commend them as soldiers, and the general standard seems very 
far below that of on and the United States 

t 


tion to the health, food. comfort, or cleanliness of their men. 
ae! but the most unavoidable duties seem to be left to the sergeants, and 


army to greater efficiency these would need the knowledge and 
ee or penerel officers. If such defects are as common throughout the 
island, the recent successes point to a long war. and there is as yet no ce 
tainty that the crop of sugar will reach even 200,000 tons. The home Gov 
ernment already called for volunteers, which in Spain shows a scarcity 
of troops, while as yet there is no evidence of weakening on the part of the 
insurgents, and if they have by their recent raid succeeded in effecting the 
nentice ot as large a proportion of the inhabitants of the heretofore undis- 
turbed half of the island, which is much the more populous, very heavy reen- 
forcements will be required, and there is little prospect of peace this year. 
The Government allows little or no news about Gomez's movements, but 
rumor says that he has evaded the line formed across the island where it is 
but 21 miles, with 40,000 troops, in the hope of intercepting him upon his re- 
turn. This concentration has left unprotected important districts, and the 
small bands of insurgents free tocontinue burning, collecting arms, and rais- 
ing more men. There is no promise at present that any estate that did not 


pay subvention to the revolutionist last year will dare grind for a long time. | 


the solution of all-important political or race questions the unexpected is 
what generally happens, a change may nevertheless take place either way. 
It is also reported that Martinez Campos is going home, and the fear among 
Cubans that his withdrawal will : 
of the last rebellion is having a deleterious effect. <a 3 
Scant love of exactitude makes all statistics uncertain, and it is impossible 
to form any exact calculation of the realdamagesofar done. MaximoGomez 
has shown much “method in his madness,” and some generosity. Estates 
have been spared upon promising not to grind, one owner in Havana having 
been asked and given it by telephone. Others have been respected because 
the propetsers are more popular or had given money to the “cause."’ The 
cane fields of Spaniards have had a very decided preference, including those 
of a recent member of the present ministry. This is not surprising when it 
is remembered that many Spaniards are still in favor of summarily shooting 


all nonsympathizers at sight, and have been deadly enemies of the more civ- | 


ilized policy of Martinez Cam to whom Cuba and humanity owe so much. 
Some still living went so far during the last war as to claim that all Cubans 
of the male gender over 10 years of age should be treated with the same 
tender . Though not so drastic aremedy as that humorously proposed 
for the solution of the Irish question—by putting the sister island under water 
for fifteen minutes—it was fortunately not found admissible in the nineteenth 
century. 
Among the estates of Spaniards there is one remarkable exception, the pro- 
cor bale famous for his unscrupulous dealings. Although the neigh- 
om ones were burned, nothing upon his was harmed. This wily owner is 
supposed to have patriotically put up last year a golden lightning rod, which 
prevented his plantation from being struck. It is said that one American 
who had begun his crops was twice ordered to stop, and Snalty, seeing con- 
sequences more clearly under the lurid light of Gomez's firebrands, he ac- 
cepted the inevitable and obeyed the revolutionary mandate. The insur- 
gents, of course, excuse taper which are beyond the pale of civilized 
warfare and at the same time a confession of impotence for better, though 
less effective, means, upon the ground that Spain with ay can get men, 
and that they are not going to allow Cuba to give her, as she did during the 
last war, the means for cutting their own throats. The fact that rich Cubans 
who then gave money for the rebels have during this struggle refused 
all aid has influenced feeling against the native planters. And incen- 
diarism, besides depriving the Government of taxes, also obliges further out- 
lay to save the homeless victims from starvation by ppplying them with 
army rations. Meanwhile, the misery it is spreading will probably soon begin 
to have its effect in strengthening the ranks of the Yt ne oe 
Where all this will end there is no foretelling. Nevertheless, considerin 
that most of the insurgents and many of the most prominent leaders are o 
the African race, the state of demoralization to which the country has been 
brought, the dense 


ignorance of the lower classes, and the long provocation, | 


we have so far to be thankful that results are no worse, and however much 
system of warfare is to be condemned, justice should be done to the 
rebels by a fair statement, in spite of all the calamities their deeds entail. 
So far as I have been able to ascertain, from the commencement women 
have been . and this, under the circumstances and in a country 
ions are strong and so frequently unbridled, says a great deal 
the chiefs, and shows a better control of their 
for or expected. The soldiers who have 
fallen have been well treated and released after-depriving them 
only their arms, ammunition, and accouterments. rebels have re- 
towns where they were not fired upon after a call to surrender, and 
ly been limited to the grocers’ or bodegueros’ shops, and 


F 


ex is due tly to the necessity of supplying their most pressing 

wants partly to the fact that men of this class—almost exclusively Span- 

iards—have y made themselves so obnoxious to the poor, and even to 

the troops, om ons, that their very names in Cuba have become a 

byword and term of opprobrium. Estates have been spared where there was 

* no commas to grind, ae one petty leader, at least, has been sentenced to 
death rom a 


lanter. 

tof the acts is that of hanging by the way- 

side, whenever caught, the tPinteaioes or “silver-plated ” pests ote 

inals who, under the garb of patriotism, have committed thefts and murders. 

this conflict has not nerated into a war of pitiless extermination 

both sides is, in truth, due to the sterling common sense and humanity 

Martinez Campos an‘ the betterinstincts of the Cuban chiefs. They have 

indiscriminate butcheries which characterized the 

during the last rebellion, though in some few cases they have 

to have been provoked to it by some 

these were volunteer officers 

fn reprisal because their own are shot when caught. If reports be 

death gore pemeners ond unarmed peamats have been > e 
secretly and against orders vy the troops, ast e 

Srposek i tema parvo ote cure ed devs thle a 

wns lelive arms, 

it supposed that no towns would have burned. ie probabiy 

whether rightly or w given I leave others to decide. 

No person can sympathize or approve atrocities by either 


ive room for the repetition of the excesses | 
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side, but strict justice should be done to both in the opinion of the world, and 
to this end extenuating circumstances should not be hidden 

Those who are unacquainted with Cuban history may well ask, Who are 
responsible for all this havoc and bloodshed? There is no room left for 
doubt or discussion upon this point. Liberal Spaniards themselves admit 
the truth; centuries of error and misrule and the influence of the old local 
Spanish party opposing those indispensable reforms which would put an end 
to the spoliation to which its wealth is due. England by the independence 
of her best colonies learnt a great lesson which has been often worth to her 


allits cost. Spain, on the contrary, has been taught nothing by the loss of 
hers; and Cuba is simply going the way of all the rest Her inadequate 
rulers have nothing now to complain of but their own folly—the Cubans in 





revolt are what they themselves have made them, and inn« und guilty 
alike are now reaping the well-known fruit of the seed that political turpi- 
tude has so long been sowing. 

The bane, the blight, the curse, and the scourge of Cuba from the daysof her 
discovery to the present time have been blind, unbridled egotism and in- 
satiable greed. We find the pages of her history soiled by injustice, extortion, 
and fraud, or crimsoned by man’s inhumanity to man in an all-pervading and 
conscienceless haste to be rich. Many good men have come to her from Spain, 
contributing to her advancement and welfare, but unfortunately th were 
but a minority. The rest have been a band of spoilers who have hung their 
consciences when they had any upon the walls of the Morro upon entering 
Cuba's principal harbor, forgetting, so far as her interests were concerned, to 
take them down again when they left. If Spain had always been represented 
here by a majority of the better elements of her different classes, Cuba would 
have been one of the most tranquil, prosperous, and happy countries in the 
world. 

Unfortunately for both, much immigration has come from Spain's very 
dregs. Priests and prelates have come, not to preach charity and practice 
morality, but to extort fortunes from the gross superstitions of rich and 
poor, living openly with the’r concubines, surrounded by their ill-) n 
children, and have passed away without leaving a single good work . 
petuate their names. Judges have been sent with their scales, not to weigh 
out even-handed justice, but gold received for iniquitous decisio I r- 
ing with wealth upon the one hand and selling freedom and immunity to the 
thief and life to the assassin upon the other. Thousands of avaricious p> 


. : sl 
keepers have come to fill their coffers by smuggling, extortion, and robbery 
of the poor, going back in peace with their ill-cotten gains, or t 


heol without 
them, leaving demoralized descendants, often as illegitimate as the fortunes 
they made, to squander them. Thousands upon thousands of corrupt offi- 
cials have come to pervert the laws and customs, returning laden with bribes. 
A badly paid and illy organized police have encouraged vice to live upon sub 


ornation. Every function of governmeny has been perverted by greed for 
wealth, and not one single element in the whole body politic has been used 
to elevate the moral standard of the peop ‘e or to induce re 

With such antecedents it is not surprising that one looks in vain ab 
island for endowed schools, hospitals, asyh.ms, or other charitable memen 
toes of the vast fortunes that generation after generation have been made 
and spent or preserved in miserly egotism; that the rich have felt that they 
owed nothing to the country which gave them their wealth, and have often 
shifted the burdens of taxation to the shoulders of the poor; that the poor 
fee] neither respect for nor gratitude to the rich, to whom they owe nothing: 
that the laborer has been considered unworthy of his hire and too often de 


nect 
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LW 
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frauded of his pittance without redress. Disregard of natural rights has 
never begotten a sense of justice, nor are extortion and the illicit « ribu- 
tion of wealth the best means for inculcating the sacredness of property 
rights or to prevent their possession being looked upon by the ignorant 


masses as being an injustice nearly allied to crime 

Among those who have joined this revolt there are few who had anything 
to lose but their lives, their liberty, or their good names; and, educated in snch 
aschool, it is not to be wondered at that they should think themselves justified 
by their aims in desolating their own country as though it were that of 


f the 
enemy in a barbarous age, looking upon their fatal work as the well-merited 


spoliation of their despoilers. There are naturally in the dregs of this revolu 
tion anarchistic tendencies which, if it is unsuccessful, will become more ap- 
parent in the future. Meanwhile, with over 200,000 men (including the vol 


unteers), the Government seems utterly unable, for the present, to put any 
check to this destruction. 

Spain's rule is being weighed in its own unbalanced scales, measured with 
its own false, unequal measures, and found mostlamentably wanting. Long 
delayed retribution has come at last with red-handed avengers, Spain's own 
begetting, falling alike upon the just and the unjust and the innocent and 
the guilty—“ Mene, tekel, upharsin,” is being written in letters of fire from 
Cape San Antonio to Point Maisi, upon the black clouds of sn 
blazing crops and villages, and the end is not. The fertile plains of the 
eee jewel of the Spanish crown are once again being devastated by fire 
and sword; her rich soil is once again being fructified by human blood, while 
her verdant hills, silent witnesses of all the long, eventful f sardonic 
nepotism, injustice, and misrule, seem to echo back the old war cry of the 
crusaders, ‘‘ It is the will of God; it is the will of God.” 

Mr. MORGAN. lf I had had this letter read in the beginning 
of my remarks I would not have needed to say much else; but it 
is due to the committee, whose action I am endeavoring to justify, 
that I should present to the Senate this and other authentic evi- 
dence upon which its action is based. 

The committee have made no mistake in declaring that 

A condition of public war exists between the Government of Spain and the 
government proclaimed, and for some time maintained by force of arms, by 
the people of Cuba. 

This Cuban government rests upon the civil power of the peo- 
ple who support it and recognizes, as we do, that the military 

wer is subordinate to the civil power. The government of the 

epublic of Cuba, throngh its accredited agent, has sent to our 
Government a statement of their claims for recognition as bellig- 
erents, in which there is no apparent misrepresentation as to ex- 
isting facts and conditions in Cuba. 

I will hereafter lay before the Senate so much of that document 
as relates to the organization, constitution, and some general laws 
of the Republic of Cuba. 

These papers are carefully prepared and bear witness to a re- 
markable aptitude and ability in the organization of a new republic, 
born in the throes and travail of internecine war. 

We find, then, the actual existence of an open civil war for in- 
dependence, waged by a great number of the people of Cuba who 
sanction it and give to it their support through the powers of 
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civil government, and support it, also, with large, well-organized, 
and brave armies in the field, which have already overrun and 
are in control of more than half the territory of Cuba. 

This situation fully justifies the United States in giving recogni- 


tion to the Cuban Republic as a belligerent power and to the people 
of Cuba our recognition of their rights under the laws of civilized 
warfare. 

If this resolution is adopted it will impose upon the United States 
certain duties to which we must give careful consideration. 

1. What is the attitude of the United States toward Spain if the 
belligerent rights of Cuba are recognized? 

It is an attitude of peace and friendship, without either the in- 
tent to give offense or to challenge or dispute the sovereignty of 
Spain over the Island of Cuba. Spain did not offend the United 
States when she recognized the Confederate States as belligerents, 
nor do we offend Spai.: by recognizing the Cuban republic or the 
Cuban people as bel)igerents in an open public war. 

We do not concenl the earnest sympathy of our people with the 
people of Cuba in their struggle for independence, but until we 
are compelled we will not raise a hand to assist them. 

General Grant in his special message to the Congress of the 
United States on the subject of recognizing the belligerency of 
Cuba in the then existing war with Spain, on the 13th of June, 
1870, says as follows: 

The question of belligerency is one of fact not to be decided by meen 
for or praindices against either parry. The relations between the parent 
state and the insurgents must amount, in fact, to war in the sense of interna 
tional law. Fighting, Ke flerce and protracted, does not alone consti- 
tute war; there must be military forces acting in accordance with the rules 
and customs of war—flags of truce, cartels, exchange of prisoners, etc.—and 
to justify a recognition of belligerency there must be above all, a de facto 
po tical organization of the insurgents sufficient in character and resources 

constitute it, if left to itself, a state among nations capable of discharging 
the duties of a state, and of meeting the just responsibilities it may incur as 
such toward other powers in the discharge of its national duties, 

That was a statement made by General Grant in his message, 
upon which he predicated a refusal to recognize the belligerent 

hts of Cuba in the preceding war. The present situation in 
Cuba ha3 ae those people entirely within the strictest con- 
struction of all the doctrines and principles stated in the message 
of General Grant. I deem it unnecessary to read any further from 
the great number of authorities, many of them American, in which 
this same doctrine is stated, oftentimes with greater liberality, in 
favor of according belligerent rights than it is here stated by 
General Grant. 

If we act in good faith and from proper motives in recognizing 
the belligerent rights of the Cubans and of the government they 
set up, Spain has no claim upon us, by treaty or otherwise, that 


‘forbids us to give this recognition. 


The question on which our rights hinge in this matter is a ques- 
tion of fact which we must decide for ourselves. 

I quote from a statement of Mr. Webster, made on the 5th of 
April, 1842, in a paper which he addressed to Mr. Thompson: 


If citizens of the United States, enlisted in the service of an insurgent 
power whom the United States acknowledges as belligerent, but which is not 
so acknowledged by the parent State, should be treated when captured by 
the parent State otherwise than as prisoners of war, and their release, when 
demanded by the United States, should be refused, “‘consequences of the 
most serious r would certainly ensue.” 


Mr. Cass says on the same subject: 


Tam not aware that in this country any solemn proceeding, either legisla- 
tive or executive, been adopted for the purpose of declaring the status of 
an insurrectionary movement abroad, and whether it is entitled to the at- 
tributes of civil war, unless, indeed, in the formal ition of a tion 
of an empire seeking to establish its independence, which. in fact 
so much admit its existence as it announces its result, at least so far as re- 
gards the nation thus proclai its decision. But that is the case of the 
admission of a new member into the family of nations. 


Mr. Cass refers to ‘‘the case of the admission of a new member 


. into the family of nations,” as to which it must be observed that 


there is a very marked distinction. We have had three recent 
illustrations of the action of the Government of the United Siates 
in the admission of republican forms of government to succeed 
monarchies, one in France, one in Spain, and one in Brazil, in all of 
which, having ministers recognized by the Government which had 
previously existed, when the change took place from monarchy to 
republicanism, our Government was in haste to recognize the 
ublics and,in the case of France and of Spain also, authorized 
e recognition of the new Republics by cablegram. 
When, however, a country is divided asunder, some of its 
provinces or parts falling off from the others and claiming inde- 
ndence, particularly when that country is one of contiguous 
rritory, as in the case of Texas, the recognition must be made 
by some other power than the President of the United States, 
because that fact brings a new nation into the family of nations 
and the political existence of that nation as one of the family of 
nations must be established in this country bylaw. The ‘ 
when it is thus established and thus eg mer by law, the Presi- 
dent of the United States, as the Chief tive and as the con- 
stitutional conductor of our diplomatic relations, has the right to 
recognize the person who may preside in that Government as 
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being entitled to exercise the functions of his office. General 
Cass draws, inferentially, the distinction between the two cases 
in the remarks that I have just read. 

Mr. Fish, in a letter to Mr. Motley dated the 25th of September, 
1869, says: 

The President does not gene. on the cont: he maintains, that every sov- 
ereign power decides for itself, on its responsibility, the question whether or 
not it will, at a given time, accord the status of belligerency to the insurgent 
subjects of another power, as also the larger question of the independence of 
such subjects and their accession to the ~~ of sovereign states. 

Thus we see that the right to recognize a foreign government as 
being a belligerent power is one that the Government of the United 
States asserts upon its own responsibility, and, I will add, with ref- 
erence only to the rights and sympathies of itsown people. It does 
not stop to consider whether or not it has a justification in the 
eyes of the country within whose limits an insurrection has arisen 
which has grown into the proportions of public war and a decla- 
ration of independence. It does not stop to consider the merits 
or —" of the case as between the insurgents and the mother 
country. 

It does not stop to weigh with fine nicety of distinction what 
may be the appropriate moral sentiment of the mother country in 
refusing to give up the portion of her territory thus claiming in- 
dependence. What the United States Government does and must 
do in a case of that kind is to follow the line of the interests and 
_—— of her own people and the duties and obligations she owes 

em. 

_ I will admit thatin acting in this way she may have very slight 
sage ara or no justification, and the motives of her action may 
attributed to some jealousy of the mother country, to some 
ancient pique, or grudge, or revenge. If this was true the Gov- 
ernment of the United States could be held morally responsible in 
the sense of the laws of nations for having interfered without 
just cause or necessity in the affairs of another country. But 
when, as we have seen in the statements that I have brought to 
the attention of the Senate, commencing as far back as 1823, there 
is a continuous p on the part of the Government of the 
United States to see that no inhuman persecutions shall be visited 
upon the Cuban —_ because they felt the aspirations of liberty 
burning in their hearts, when we have pursued during all of this 
riod of time the most guarded and conservative course toward 
pain, when we have placed, as I remarked last Thursday, stat- 
utes upon our books of the severest character to prevent our people 
f.om availing themselves of the ordinary privileges of the laws of 
nations in cases like this, nothing can be imputed to us except that 
we are driven by the power of facts, for which we are not in the 
slightest degree responsible, to that serious attitude in which we 
are bound to acknowledge, in deference to the rights and feelings 
of our own ple, that the people of Cuba are lawful belliger- 

ents under the laws of nations. 

-The reasons why the Government of the United States has this 
peculiar right under these peculiar circumstances are various and 
numerous. I will un e to cite a very few of them. First, 
the nearness of the strife to our own borders. Mr. Fish, Secretary 
of State, writing to Mr. Motley, 25th of September, 1869, announces 
this doctrine: 

Or actual bettie aie have continued to in the theater of insur- 
gent war, combat r combat might have been fought for such a period of 
time,a mass of men may have engaged in actual war until they should have 
acquired the consistency of military — to repeat the idea of Mr. Can- 
ning, so as evidently to constitute the fact of belligerency, and to justify tho 


tion by the neutral. Or the nearness of the seat of hostilities to the 


neutral may compel the latter to act; it might be his sovereign duty to act, 


however inconvenient such action should be to the legitimate Government. 
President Grant, in his annual message in 1875, says: 


The question of according or eee ee of belligerency must be 
ju in every case in view of the parti attending facts. * * * This 
conflict must be one which will be recognized in the sense of international 
law as war. Belligerency,too,isafact. The mere existence of contending 
armed bodies and their occasional conflicts do not constitute war in the sense 


referred to. 

A civil war— ; 
said Judge Grier, giving the opinion of the Supreme Court in the 
Prize Cases, 2 Black, 667— 8 r 


te and carryiton. When 

manner a certain portion 
dence; have cast off their allegiance; 
have organized armies; have commenced hostilities against their former 
sovereign, the world acknowledges them as belligerents and the contest a 
war. 


Inow read from Woolsey on International Law, App. 111, note 19: 


There may be a difficulty in ascertaining when (ue fact of war begins, and 
this difficulty is the greater in cases of insurrection or revolt, where many of 
0 eee of war are wanting, where an insur- 

rection may be of little account and easily suppressed, and where war bursts 
out full-blown, it — be, at once. Our t more than once 
to its action by the following criteria e in Mr. 

‘s relating to the Spanish South revolts: ‘“‘As soon as 
the movement assumes such a consistent form as to make the suc- 
cess of the provinces the ts to which they were entitled by the 
law of nations, as equal parties to a civil war, have been extended to them. 
But this rale bresks down in several places. The probability is a creature 











1896. 





tive, and ought not to enter into a defi- 
of the something merely subjective, « ; 

‘tion tion ought todo. Again, the success does not depend on | 
ni of — = icy_of form only, but on relative strength of the | 
parties. If you make probability of success the criterion of right in the case, 

have to weigh other circumstances before being able to judge which is 
coe able, success or defeat. Would you, if you conceded belligerent 
rights: withdraw the concession whenever success ceased to be probable? 
‘And, still further, such provinces in revolt are not entitled by the law of na- 
tions to rights asequal parties to a civil war. They have properly no rights, 
and the concession of belligerencyts not made on their account, but on ac- 
count of considerations of policy on the part of the state itself which declares 
them such, or on grounds of humanity. 


The writer then goes on to cite a number of instances which I 
will not undertake to detain the Senate by reading. sae 

The time of this oe isappropriate. I citeagain, in sup- 
port of this doctrine, Woolsey’s International Law: 

The true time for issuing such a declaration, if it is best to issue it at all, is | 
when a revolt has its 0: government prepared by law for war on | 
either element or on both, and when some act, involving the open intention 
and the fact of war, has been performed by one or both of the parties. Here 
are two facts, the one political, the other pertaining to the acts of a political 
body. The fact of war is either a declaration of war or some other implying 
it, like a tion of blockade, or, it may be, actual armed contest. 

In the wars that have occurred in Cuba many occasions have 
presented when our withholding a declaration of belligerency and 
neutrality has been unjust to our national character, until, indeed, | 
our forbearance has been counted to us by other powers as proof 

| 
| 


of our weakness as a Government. 

Our experiences in Cuba demand that no war shall exist there 
without our especial supervision as to the treatment of our people 
who are engaged in it, or are resident there, and if it is necessary 
for us to treat both parties as belligerents, we must do so in order 
to assert against them and impose upon each the duties and obli- 
gations of civilized warfare and of respect for the rights of our 


le. 
“7 ith insurrections occurring in Cuba frequently and almost 
with are ity proportioned to the time needed to recover from 


one war before another is begun and every struggle made disas- 
trous to the property of our people in Cuba and horrible with tho 
sacrifice of lives and other outrages on humanity, we have the 
right to interpose our recognition that a state of war exists and 
to maintain an armed neutrality, if need be, through which «ve 
shall te between these warring parties, and hold the Gov- 
ernment that is guilty of wrong to our citizens to its responsi- 
bility for such conduct. 

If we consent to stand by and witness these Spanish methods of 
dealing with our people until these long struggles are ended, and 
then to seek the price of their blood through the protracted delays 
of Spanish ee: the respect we shall thus exhibit for the 
sensibilities of a cruel monarchy will in the end destroy our self- 


I prefer now, in anticipation of what is about to occur, and we 
know will surely occur, as it has in each of these bloody wars, to 
act upon the declaration of our rights made in President Jackson's 
seventh annual message, in 1835, from which I will read. 

Unfortunately, many of the nations of this hemisphere are still self-tor- 
tured by domestic dissensions. Revolution succeeds revolution; injuries are 
commi upon foreigners aon in lawful pursuits. Much time elapses 
before a government sufficiently stable is erec to justify expectation of 
redress. Ministers are sent and received, and before the discussions of past 
injuries are fairly begun, fresh troubles arise; but too frequently new inju- 
ries are added to the old, to be discussed together with the existing govern- 
see ooae it has proved its ability to sus the assaults made upon it, or 
with its successor, if overthrown. unhappy condition of things con- 
tinae much longer, other nations will be under the painful necessity of de- 
ciding whether {ustice to their suffering citizens does not require a prompt 
redress of inju by their own power, without waiting for the establi 


ment of a government competent and enduring enough to discuss and make 
satisfaction for them. 


That was a doctrine which was evoked by the fact of our be- 
ing near to nations which were constantly afflicted with these 
spasms of turbulence and revolution. President Jackson, after 
his usual style, met it with a declaration that is American through 
and through, and just through and through, and it is upon that 
groun¢' we stand to-day as firmly as we stand upon any other that 
aifects our honor, or peace, or the safety of our people, when we 
demand that in, in the conduct of its war nst Cuba, shall 
accord to her the attitude of a belligerent, so that if she achieves 


———— 
ee 


her iudependence we can hold her responsible for the wrongs done 
to our people. When Spain has succeeded in a these 
revolts her sovereignty in Cuba, her wars have left to us 
the legacy of devastated pro to great amounts, for which no 
recompense has been made, and many lives of our people wasted 
without so much as an ao of regret. 

It is asking too much of us, in the name of courtesy or friend- 
ship, that we should abstain from applying, in behalf of our 
ple, the laws of civilized warfare, when the existence of public 
war is notorious and undeniable, because such a declaration may 
give countenance or encouragement to great bodies of people who 
are for their liberty. 

in many cases declared the rights, in favor of our own 
that are stated in the message of President Jackson from 


I have quoted. 
XXVIII—130 


We 
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As to the occasions in the past when cruel barbarities have been 
perpetrated on our people in utter defiance of our treaty rights, 
applicable especially to Cuba, I will cite the comments of some of 
our eminent statesmen. 

Speaking generally of the war in Cuba in 1875, Mr. Fish thus 
states the situation to Mr. Orth, November 15, 1875: 

You will further state that the President is of opinion that should the Gov- 
ernment to which you are accredited find it consistent with its views to urge 
upon Spain the importance and necessity of either terminating or abandon- 
ing this contest, which now after a continuance of seven years has not ad- 
vanced toward a prospect of success on either side, but which is characterized 








by cruelties, by violations of the rules of civilized modern warfare, by pillage 
desolation, and wanton incendiarism, threatening the industry, capacity and 
production of an extended and fertile country, the friendly expression of 
such views to Spain might lead that Government to a dispassionate consider- 


ation of the hopelessness of the contest, and tend to the earlier restoration of 
— prosperity to Cuba, if not to the preservation of the peace of the 
world, 


President Hayes takes up this subject in his first annual message 
in 1877, and says: 

Another year has passed without bringing toa close the protracted contest 
between the Spanish Government and the insurrection in the Island of Cuba. 
While the United States have sedulously abstained from any intervention in 
this contest, it is impossible not to feel that it is attended with incidents 
affecting the rights and interests of Americancitizens. Apart from the effect 
of the hostilities upon trade between the United States and Cuba, their prog- 
ress is inevitably accompanied by complaints, having more or less foundation, 
of searches, arrests, embargoes, and oppressive taxes upon the property of 
American residents, and of unprovoked interference with American vessels 
and commerce. It is due to the Government of Spain to say that during the 
past year it has promptly disavowed and offered reparation for any unau- 

horized acts of unduly zealous subordinates whenever such acts have been 
brought to its attention. 


That is more than Spain has deigned to do in the present war, 
so far as I am informed. 

Now, as to the administration of justice in Cuba in times when 
the civil wars were fiagrant, I will read a few observations, be- 
cause it is in that particular matter that our people have perhaps 
a deeper concern than almost any other. Mr. Fish, writing to 
Mr. Sickles, November 25, 1870, says: 

I inclose a copy of a decree said to have been made by a military tribunal 


in Cuba, and published in the Diario de la Marina on the 9th of November, 
current. 

This decree purports to condemn to death sundry persons named in it as 
the central republican junta of Cuba and Puerto Rico, established in New 
York, and to confiscate their property. It appears affirmatively in the de- 
cree that none of the condemned had appeared before the court 


Condemning men to death who were living at that time in New 


York and had never been before the court. 


This revolutionary body, known as the Cuban junta, voluntarily disbanded 
itself about one month before this decree was made, and announced its inten- 
tion to discontinue any hostile purpose it might have entertained against Span- 
ish rulein Cuba. During its previous history its acts, so far as conflicting with 
the laws of the United States and the international duties of this Government, 
were repressed by the President. This Department has also been officially 
informed by Mr. Roberts that the state of affairs in Cuba is regarded asa 
favorable one by the Spanish Government, and that in consequence of that 
the extraordinary powers previously vested in him had been withdrawn. 
This Government has therefore seen with surprise and regret the announce- 
ment of a ae in Cuba which is apparently uncalled for by any present 
emergencies, which is notin harmony with the ideas now entertained by the 
most enlightened nations as to the treatment of political offenses, and which, 
as it appears to us, will tend to continue the unhappy disturbances which 
exist in Cuba. 

Very numerous controversies—one we have recently settled in 
the Mora case—have arisen between Spain and the United States 
growing out of this insurrection, and have led to long diplomatic 
interchange of notes and a great deal of angry contention and 
disturbance between these two Governments. 

In the present war we have an account from our consuls in 
Cuba of the arrest of 27 American citizens and the expulsion of 
others, and of the destruction of much valuable property of our 
citizens. I need not dwell on these incidents as showing, by ob- 
ject lessons, the renewal of the horrors of former wars for the 
independence of Cuba. 

The present war, since the more humane plans of General Cam- 
= have caused his recall to Spain, to give place to Valerian 

Yeyler, has received an impress of cruelty in the decrees he has 

romulgated as commander in chief and captain general for its 

urther prosecution that is more ferocious than any that any ruler 
has dared to avow in modern times. 

It proclaims a war against the people, against the poor and the 
a against women and children, and all movable property, 
trade, food supplies, and every elementof personal liberty, whether 
of speech or action, with a crnel cunning and atrocity that has 
no parallel in the history of modern civil wars. 

is bloody code will as surely be enforced in its terrible and 
discretionary penalties against our people in Cuba as that any of 
them are found there suspected of sympathy with the Cuban 
people. It violates our commercial rights and annuls the treaty 
stipulations for the trial of our citizens who are accused of crime 
in Cuba. 

Summary conviction and sudden death are imposed upon those 
who “insult their superiors.” If a fancied or affected insult to 
the haughty pride of the Spanish hidalgo is made by some poor 
victim, under the goad of imperious persecution, the courts are 
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dispensed with and the egotistic and lordly tyrant becomes at | te recognize the belligerency of Cuba and the manner in which it 
once the judge and executioner, shall be done. and whether this resclution, now offered in the 
If any such wicked decree is made and executed under this | Senate by the Committee on Relations, shall be effectual 
Weyler code against any citizen of the United States, Spain had | for that purpose is a question ly aside from our right and 
as well understand now as later that 70,000,000 freemen will visit | duty to recognize the i Guba. 
upon her a punishment compared with which the loss of Cuba| I wish tosay, then, Mr. 
would be as a pleasing satisfaction. hhas been or 
As a waruing of certain redress against this dictation of a ruth- | wi by any any jealousy of 
less tyrant, and as plain notice to the native Cubans who may be | Spain or any disposition to do her any wrong, to subject her to any 
driven into retaliation by its murderons denunciations, the least | humiliation or any injustice. We are speaking now only in be- 
we can do is to place both parties in the national attitude of bel- | half of our own people, who, innocently on their part, have been 
ligerents, 80 that we can hold each of them responsible for their | drawn into a situation where a decision must be made in their 
conduct in dealing with citizens of the United States. behalf as to the fact whether a war exists in Cuba or does not 
The declaration of neutrality when meade by us im on us | existthere. I have already cited and read the authorities to prove 
the duties of neutrality, and this is all that it does. will state | that any American citizen found in the Island of Cuba has the pri- 
them very briefly. vate right to determine for himself whether war exists there or 
The duties imposed upon us are that we are bound to restrain | not, and to regulate his conduct according to his intelligent deci- 
enlistment by belligerents; we must restrain the forming of armed | sion of that proposition. 
expeditions; we are bound to restrain the fitting outand sellingof | If while he is in the interior of Cuba he makes a contribution to 
armed cruisers to the sen or the passage of belligerent | the Cuban army, whether he does it voluntarily or under a con- 
troops over our soil; we are bound not to permit our territory to be | straint imposed upon him, he has the right, as I have proved by 
made the base of belligerent operations, nor to permit belligerent | the authorities I have cited, to decide for himself whether the 
naval operations in our territorial waters, nor to permit the sale | party to which he makes that contribution is engaged in public 
of prizes in our ports; we are bound to redress damages done to | war and is the representative of a political de facto government 
belligerents by our connivance or neglect. controlling in that immediate vicinity. That decision made by 
Now, what are the rights of our people under this declaration | him protects him, and there is not a power which belongs to the 
of belligerency, which involves, of course, the declaration of nen- | Gevernmentof the United States which will not be exerted to pro- 
trality? They may trade with either belligerent and may trade | tect that man in making his decision, as much as it would a sol- 
with the colonies of the belligerent which are not even open to | dier who —— muster under our in virtue of a concurrent 
trade in times of peace. We may permit free discussion as tofor- | or joint resolution passed this day in the two Houses of Congress 
eign sovereigns. We may permit our ple to furnish funds or | and signed by the President. The fact of belligerency is the thing 
supplies to the igerents. Our people may furnish them with | which determines the right—not the justification of the belliger- 
munitions of war. They may enlist in the service of the belliger- | ents, not the purposes of the war; but if a public, open war exists 
ents, provided they do not, in contravention of our own statutes, | in Cuba to-day our own private citizens may determine it, and 
enlist in this country or enlist in bodies formed for the purpose or | must determine it if they are found there, as we see they have been 
actually organized into military squads. We are permitted to | in many cases. ; 
sell them ships or to buy ships from them. We are permitted to| The case of Mr. Atkins, to which the Senator from Massachu- 
give an asylum to the belligerent ships or troops in our ports | setts referred, is acase directly in point. What must Mr. Atkins 
or on land, do? he inquires. Must he pay this tribute of $2 a ton, or what- 
Mr. President, that exhausts the list of the duties, and obliga- | ever it is, which is levied w him by the Gomez government or 
tions, and the rights of thus involved in belligerency. Itis | the Cisneros government, the civil government and the military 
needless to state more fully what are the rights and dutiesof neu- gorcumens of the Republic of Cuba, or shall he refuse to pay it 
trals in time of war, because this resoluticn is not the least indi- them? If he zr it to them voluntarily, Spain holds him ac- 
cation of hostility to either of the belligerent governments in | countable, and hi property is within her domain and is threat- 
Cuba, but cease upon us the duty of preserving a relation of | ened withembargo. If he does not eee, 
friendship to both. his pr i destroyed, or perhaps aforeed levy made upon 
Whether our statutes restrain our citizens within narrower lim- | him. man has the right to decide the question, and if he 
its in their intercourse with belligerents than the laws of nations | makes a payment to the Cu rebels under such conditions and 
prescribe is not a material inquiry at this time, for our proposed | circumstances, and Spain undertakes to em or confiscate his 
action is based upon our sense of right and duty, and is moved by pees See es aid and comfort 
our sense of justice and our sym y with those who are harshly ernment of the United States would be ‘ 
and not by any advantages of trade that may come toour | say: ‘‘ Mr. Atkins was compelled t 
people in their intercourse with either of the belligerents. the right to do it; you did not have the power to extend your 
ith peace in Cuba we have very liberal rights of trade with | Government ction over him at the: and the only pro- 
those people. tection he could gain was by his intelligent decision as to whetit 
Spain declares that Cuba is at peace and only a faction of the | this was in fact a mere mob or riot or insurrection, or whether 
people there are engaged in sedition or insurrection. But with it «was a public war.” : < 
this declaration of peace she imposes upon our trade in contra-; So we got to trace such questions up, in such cases, begin- 
band and in ies to places in rebellion the laws of war. ning with ane grate eens Beene Saas ae that 
We are thus forced to declare the existence of open war that | island, and we have got to them throngh all of its stages. 
our people may enjoy the rights of neutrals in war, at the risk of | so as to see that men who have even gone contrary to our own 
, that are ied to them as the friends ef Spain because ee a ee Oe Oe ee eee eee ae the 
Cuba is in e state of insurrection. Spanish service, are protected by the laws of ci warfar 
Thus peace shuts ur out from trade with Cuba, and we declare | There is no public reason, there is no reason founded in j 
that war exists there, so that we may have as much freedom of | there is nothing which animates the heart of an honest 
trade as a state of war will give us. As it is,our trade is virtually | which furnishes to us, im my 


Alon: with open war we have the ight to insist that it shall 1 
be civilized warfare - o this war to carry 


Upon this subject 1 could read, if I felt disposed to detain the é . If it does, that is not our 
Senate, some statements from the Cuban agents who are here, ' declare a state of public 
which, I think, would be highly worthy of attention; and I hope war as existing there, because that is the fact, because that is the 
other Senators who may be i to engage in this debate will our own people to recognize it, and only 
look up that subject, and I will i i 
if they desire to have it. 

But it is a canon of universal acceptance am all Christian 
nations that in modern times, at least, the laws of civilized mod- 
ern warfare shall be observed by all belligerents. 

The next question- Mr. President, upon which I propose tomake | : 
some discussion is in answer to the question to me, I think, by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], or one of the Sena- 
tors, as to who may declare the belligerent of a 

e, a the President or Congress, or 
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to the fact, and when the fact becomes obvious, and is known the 


and there is none whocan honestly dispute it, she must 
— ize that fact and extend to the belligerents the rights of civ- 
ized warfare. 
I desire to retain the floor for a few moments to-morrow on the 
pendi resolution. 2 
Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Idaho yield to me for the 
urpose of allowing me to offer a substitute for the pending reso- 
Poelan. simply that it may be printed before to-morrow, and for 
no other purpose? I do not wish now to offer any remarks about it. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. MORG AN. t the proposed substitute be read, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate contemplates with solicitude and profound regret 
the sufferings and destruction accompanying the civil conflict now in progress 
in Cuba. While the United States have not interfered and will not, unless 
their vital interests so demand, interfere with existing colonies and depen- 
dencies of any European Government on this hemisphere, nevertheless gur 

ople have never eae and do not now conceal their sympathy for all 

ose who struggle patriotically,as do the Cubans now in revolt, to exercise, 
maintain, and preserve the right of self-government. Nor can we ignore 
our excepti and close relations to Cuba by reason of raphical prox- 
imity and our co uent grave interest in all questions affecting the control 
or well-being of that island. We trust that the executive department, to 
whose investigation and care our diplomatic relations have been committed, 
will,at as early a date as the facts will warrant, recognize the belligerency of 


those who are maintaining themselves in Cuba inarmed opposition to Spain, | * © av & ; “we ' 
| is it the purpose of the bill to hold the original patentee liable in 


and that the influence and offices of the United States may be prudently, 
peacefully, and effectively exerted to the end that Cuba may be enabled to 
establish a permanent government of her own choice. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 
ANNULMENT OF LAND PATENTS. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 

Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5474) to provide for 

the extension of the time within which suits may be brought to 

vacate and annul land patents, and for other soy wy to report 

it ot, withamendments. I desire to make a brief statement 
ing it. 


ive years ago a bill was passed fixing the time within which the | 


Government could bring suit against railroad companies to annul 

tents which had been issued fraudulently or erroneously. Un- 
ne the bill which I now report be by next Monday, all those 
fraudulent and erroneous patents will be validated. The bill has 
been amended in some respects by the Committee on Public Lands, 
and it must go to the House of Representatives, pass there, and be 
signed by the President by next Monday. The bill is of sufficient 
importance for the President to have sent a special message to Con- 
gress in regard to its subject-matter. 

I will say that the Senate Committee on Public Lands, with a 
full attendance, every member being present save one, who is 
out of the city, .:ave considered the bill carefully, and have come 
toa nee ment. This is a unanimous report from the 

on 


to the , that the bill may now be taken up and put on 
its . I think there will be no opposition to it. 
Cc . Temporarily layin + aside the pending measure? 
Mr. DUBOIS. Of course, tem, vrarily laying aside the pending 


measure. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
was, in section 1, iine 7, before the word ‘‘ years,” strike out ‘‘ten” 
and insert ‘‘six”; so as to make the section read: 


That suits by the United States to vacate and annul any patent to lands 
heretofore erroneously issued under a railroad or wagon-road grant shall 
only be brought within five years from the of this act, and suits to 
vacate and annul patents hereafter issued li only be brought within six 
after the date the of issuance of such patents, and the limitation of sec- 
of chapter 1 of the acts of the second session of the Pifty-tirst Con- 
and amendments thereto is extended accordingly as to the patents 
referred to. But no patent to any lands held bya bona fide purchaser 
be vacated or annulled, but th 


ne 


e t and title of such purchaser is 

: Provided, That no suit sha!! be brought or maintained 
vecovery be had for lands or the value thereof, that were certified 
lieu of other lands covered by a t which were lost or 
the grantee in co ence of the failure of the Government 
withdraw the same from sale or entry. 


t agreed to. 
ent was,in section 2, line 19, after the word 
insert “‘ against the patentee, tion, company, 


i 


| 


#¢ 


person, or association of persons for whose benefit the certification 
was made”; and in line 22, after the word “‘ party,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “‘to”; so as to make the section read: 

Se. 2. 


be a bona fide purchaser of any lands 
present his to the Secretary of 
it oy chat he bb a bone fle aiethn teumatory a 
Set aliees ties to Eel bank ee against the 


ic Lands, and I ask unanimous consent, owing | 
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patentee, or the corporation, company, person, or association of persons for 
whose benefit the certification was made, for the value of said land, which in 
no case shall be more than the minimum Government price thereof, and the 
title of such claimant shall stand confirmed. An adverse decision by the 
Secretary of the Interior on the bana fides of such claimant shall not be con 
clusive of his rights, and if such claimant, or one -laiming to be a bona fide 

purchaser, but who has not submitted his claim to the Secretary of the 
nterior, is made a party to such suit, and if found by the court to be a bona 
fide purchaser, the court shall decree a confirmation of the title, and shall 
render a decree in behalf of the United States against the patentee, corpora- 


tion, company, person, or association of persons for whose benefit the cer- 
tification was made, for the value of the land, as hereinbefore provided. 
Any bona fide purchaser of lands patented or certified to a railroad « mpany, 
and who is not made a party to such suit, and who has not submitted his 
claim to the Secretary of the Interior, may establish his right as such bona 
fide purchaser in apy United States court having jurisdiction of the subject- 
matter, or at his option, as prescribed in sections 3 and 4 of chapter 3/6 of 


the acts of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 
a question in regard to the last amendment at the foot of page 2. 
Suppose the land has been conveyed to a bona fide purchaser; then 
I understand there is to be a judgment for the United States 
against the party who originally took the defective land grant, 
and has conveyed it to a bona fide purchaser; but the proposition 
is that there shall be a decree for the value of the land. Suppose 
some railroad company conveyed the land for $1.50 an acre at tue 
time, or §2 an acre, or any other small sum, and this grant is held 
invalid by reason of some technical or other objection; the rail- 
road company conveyed the land for that price, and now there is 
a city on it, and the land may have gone up twenty times in value; 


that case for the present value of the land; and if so, is it not es- 
tablishing a rule that exists nowhere else in regard to the liability 
of a grantor? 

Mr. PASCO. The minimum Government price is the amount 
fixed in the bill, as the Senator will see by looking at the tenth 
line of section 2. 

Mr. HOAR. In a previous section there is a limitation. 
answers the question. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have received a number of letters in opposi- 
tion to the bill, but not having examined its provisions, I did not 
quite see the force of the objections that were made. It was my 
impulse when the bill was read to object to its consideration, but 
after having conferred with a number of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, in whose judgment | have very great con- 
fidence, I have concluded not to raise the objection. However, I 
wish to make this statement in order that the objectors may 
understand that I have given the matter some consideration be- 
fore letting the bill come to a vote. 

Mr. CALL. I should be glad to hear a statement made by some 
member of the committee who is familiar with the bill, which is a 
— important one. If it merely extends the limitation of time 
within which suits may be brought where lands have been fraud 
ulently, erroneously, and unlawfully conveyed to corporations, I 
have no objection to it. I shall vote for the bill, as I understand 
the matter, but reserving the right to move a reconsideration of 
the vote if I find that the sections are not of that character. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] that in 1891 Congress passed an act requiring that all suits 
brought by the Government to annul patents should be brought 
within five years. That time will expire on the 3d day of the 
coming month, March. While the Land Office has done all that 
it has been possible to do to bring those suits within that time, it 
has been unable to bring all the suits that the officials believe 
should be brought, and the President of the United States called 
the attention of Congress to the matter, recommending that the 
law be repealed or at least the limit extended. 

The other House has passed the pending bill. It sought in it to 
protect all innocent purchasers, bona fide purchasers, so as not to 
subject them to suits by the Government. The bill extends for 
five years the time within which the Government may bring suit 
to set aside any of the grants to the various )ailroad corporations 
of the country where the lands are still under the control or in 
the possession of the railroad company. That is the object and 
the purpose of the bill. There are a number of <letails by which 
innocent purchasers may apply to the Secretary of the Interior 
and have their titles confirmed where there is shown to be any 
question. 

Now, I will state frankly that I should have preferred to repeal 
the act of 1891 out and out, and leave no question whatever. 
But that is impossible. This is a House bill, and it is this or noth- 
ing. If the pending bill is not passed and signed by the President 
before next Monday the limitation enacted in 1891 will have at- 
tached and it will be claimed, at least, whether it is the law or 
not, that the title, however fraudulent it may be, to the railroads 
will be confirmed. I think it is absolutely important that the bill 
should be and passed this evening, and so think all the 
other members of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


That 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill co 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown1nG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 147) quis a pension to George W. Chase, late 
private eee B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; 
A bill (H.R.1785) authorizing and oe the Secre of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to the W. H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for other pur- 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 24, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry M. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 


















ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BABCOCK rose. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Baxscock] claim the day? 

Mr. BA K. This being District of Columbia day—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? The Committee on Indian Affairs are anxious to have this 
day in order to complete, if possible, the consideration of their bill 
now pending in Committee of the Whole. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that District of Columbia day follow immediately 
after the conclusion of the consideration of the Indian bill, and 
that we promees now with the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. BCOCK. That will be agreeable to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHeEr- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that the consideration of matters 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia which would be 
presented to-day shall follow the conclusion of the consideration 
of the Indian a priation bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. DALZ . I call attention to the fact that an election 
case has been fixed for to-morrow, by the consent of the House, as 
I understand. 
oan SHERMAN. Notice was given; but no order was made, I 

ieve. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not understand that there has been any 
order fixing that business for to-morrow. 

Mr. RIC DSON. I suggest that the election case, being 
privileged, could be called up at any time. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is true. 
The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, notice only was 
ven, Is there any objection to the request of the gentleman from 
ew York [Mr. SHERMAN]? The Chair hears none. 

REPRINT OF A BILL, ETC. 


Mr. LOUD. Iask unanimous consent for a reprint of the bill 
(H. R. 4566) to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
mail matter, with the accompanying report thereon. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatTt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill 
(H. R. 3962) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Lake 
St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motionof Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. PayNe in the 
chair, and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) mak- 
ing appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian t, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
othe CHALE 
The MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
on Friday last by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], 
upon which the gentleman from New York . SHERMAN] re- 
served a point of order. 

The amendment of Mr. HERMANN was as follows: 

Add to the 

* Provided, 


poses; 
A bill (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 


any; 

A bill (H.R. 4153) to grant the Fort Smith and Western Coal 
Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (A. R. 4821) making ae to supply urgent defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4960) making appropriations for the diplomaticand 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res.121) calling upon the Secretary of 
War for certain information in relation to the harbor at Mani- 
towoc, in the State of Wisconsin. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fiveminutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o’clock and 48 min- 
utes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 25, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 24, 1896. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
Second Lieut. William Alexander Campbell, Ninth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, February 16, 1896, vice Wills, Twenty-second 
Infantry, deceased. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Anson E, Chamberlain, to be postmaster at Dalton, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Martin 
E. Stockbridge, whose commission expired February 9, 1896. 

Charles Laurence, to be tmaster at Owosso, in the county of 
Shiawassee and State of onan in the place of Newton Mc- 
Bain, whose commission expired February 8, 1896. 
Edmund C. Burke, to be ae at Virginia, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a t- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pou: 
dent on and after July 1, 1894. 
Sloan E. Wible, to tmaster at Hopkins, in the county of 
Nodaway and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster 


for the said office ere law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 24, 1896. 
THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 


William Woodward Baldwin, e* “-w York, to be Third Assist- 
ant Secretary of State of the United States. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONERS. 


Pargsranh the following: 

tthe now allotted to or which may be hereafter allotted 

to any Indians in severalty, under ments already made, when such In- 

dians, under the provisions of _ law, have become or shall become 

entitled to the benefits of and subject to the laws of any State, and whensuch 

lands be embraced in and as a part of any county or town organization, 
and participation in the - 


same as any other 


Se er eee eres ett at 
John B. Harlow, of Missouri, to be Civil Service Commissioner. | SPauen 4 in th the trus 
William G. Rice, of New York, to be Civil Service Commissioner. | in which euch lande are held by tht the United Siates Seinen tect enatinuce: 

sree Carns continuance of said trust said taxes so 
POSTMASTERS, aniek ond levied pha be the Treasury of the United States to 
J. M. B. Petrikin, to be postmaster at Greeley, in the county of | the county treasurer or ae ee ren are a Se county oF 

Weld and State of Colorado. become due and payable: And also oe further, That said taxes shall only 
Irving McArthur, to be postmaster at Lapeer, in the county of | be paid on the of the sworn statement of the county treasurer or other 

La and State of Michigan. legally authorized — A —— a or municipality to yu = taxes 
t M. Doolen, to be postmaster at Quanah, in the county of | fhat'said tax is then due and accompanied by the vertificate of the 

Hardeman and State of Texas. ; Georetary of the Interlor that said len ip are within the State and county 
John G. Hoffman, to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, in the Matted in ee - to Entlinn cltinome of the United Btates and that 

county of Lancaster and State of lv he is sa’ sivet oulicle Ineuiry. thas too enemenan’ of the for 
Edwin L. Coates, to be postmaster at Boulder, in the county of taxation isa fatrand reasonable on, ad the taxes Yovied just an euta0 

oe and State > oe “ ‘ ee 7 of Jay pe ae | and =" to the valuation oe ss on 
. P. Kanester, to be postmaster at Cleveland, coun ther, ‘That no moneys shall be d'or road o highway taxes which by the 
and of Tennessee, Or Eten Monte mck be Givehedoedl be Genk Gat o ieiians owning * 











lands shall required to sodischarge such taxes: And provided further, That 
the oe of Interior shall be satisfied, and so certify, that the public 
expenditure of such taxes is fairly made to give the lands of such Indians 
ust share of bene 

yf 2. het from and after the passage of this act there shall be paid an- 
out ‘from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such 
sum as shall be necessary to pay said taxes so certified under section 1 of this 
act.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam willing that the gentleman from Ore- 
gon should be heard on the question of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, under the provisions of the 
general allotment act, approved February 8, 1887, a major por- 
tion of all the lands in the Indian reservations have now been al- 
lotted in severalty among the Indians upon those reservations. 
In that act itis provided that all Indians accepting the benefits 
of the act shall be entitled to all rights and privileges of citizen- 
ship and shall be subject to all responsibilities as such. Under 
that act those Indians are entitled to the full benefits of the laws 
of the land, as much so as white citizens of the country. 

It is also provided in that act that the title to the lands shall be 
held in trust by the Ur‘ted States for the period of twenty-five 
years after the approval of the selections in the allotment; that 
at the expiration of such period the lands shall be conveyed in 
fee by patent to the different Indians who are enjoying these al- 
lotments, and that the patents shall convey to the Indians a title 
discharged from the trust and free from all incumbrances. It is 
further provided that as to these Indians no State or Territory 
within which they may be situated shall deny to them the equal 
protection of the laws of such State or Territory. 

The amendment I have offered provides that these lands, being 
now free from assessment and taxation, which can not be alienated 
or oa of by the Indians separately, or by the tribes, or by 
the United States, shall be subject to assessment and taxation. 
At the present time, as I have stated, these Indians are entitled to 
all the rights and privileges of citizens. They have the full pro- 
tection of the laws. In fact, the law of allotment, as I have stated, 

rohibits any State from passing any law which shall deny to these 
fodiens the equal protection of the laws. They are therefore en- 
joying the privileges of citizens. Yet they are not subject to the 
responsibility of answering to the great law of assessment and tax- 
ation. It is proposed in this amendment that in the absence of 
any provision in the existing law, the United States shall answer 
to the State or Territory or to the local laws for the taxes which 
may become due under proper assessments upon these Indian 
lands. In other words, it is provided that the Government of the 
United States, standing in the relation of guardian of these In- 
dians, holding their lands in trust for the period of twenty-five 

ears, shall answer to the law in the matter of taxes upon the 
land in the same manner as if the Indians were paying this taxa- 
tion to which all other citizens having the same property rights 
are subject. 

It is deemed to be unjust to the State, as well as to the local 
bodies imposing taxation, that these Indians shall be entitled to 
the privilege of voting, that the State or the county shall be at the 


-expense of establishing voting precincts, paying the cost of the 


canvassing ‘ cards, establishing justices’ courts, compensating the 
justices, coustables, etc. , in execution of the law through the courts, 
and shall be-put to the cost of establishing roadways under the 
laws of the Territory or State, appointing road supervisors, payin 
them for the duties een that schools shall be estattishe 
directors provided, that their compensation shall be paid from the 
Government Treasury out of funds derived from taxation on the 
ney of the other citizens, while the ae of the Indians 

escape entirely its just share of taxation although they are 
accorded all the | er a of the white people; that the criminal 
law shall be established and maintained throughout the State and 
all over this vast territory occupied by the Indians, and yet that 
they shall be exempt from the liabilities imposed on the other citi- 
zens while enjoying the complete protection of the law. 

Mr. Chairman, it is certainly only just and proper to the tax- 
ions where these Indian allotments have been 
made that the Indians themselves, being the wards of the nation, 
shall bear their due share of the burdens which are imposed upon 
the aoe of the country. For that reason I hope the gen- 
tleman not insist upon the point of order, but will allow the 
committee to act upon the amendment. : 

-Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the 
committee for a few moments in order to address myself to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 

The question is one in which the people of my own State are 
greatly interested, and I do not want the amendment to be con- 
sidered the Committee of the Whole House with any prejudice 
against it for the reason that it has not been acted upon and re- 

ur the Ce ea on ee a was = 
myself at the opening o: session mgress, and the 
amendment offered is a copy of that bill. It was referred toa 
subcommittee, but the c of the subcommittee has neces- 
sarily been absent from the city, and we have been unable, there- 
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fore, to have the same considered and a report presented from the 
whole committee. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the same bill embodied in this amendment 
was prepared by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 1892 and 
received the careful consideration of that officer as well as the 
then Secretary of the Interior. It was drawn by Commissioner 
Morgan and its passage recommended. It has received a favorable 
report from three different committees of the Senate, and we feel 
justified in urging its consideration on the part of the House at 
this time, though I feel like apologizing, as I have said, in bring- 
ing the question up without consideration first having been ob- 
tained of the subcommittee and the full Committee on Indian 
Affairs, with a recommendation for its passage. But for the 
reason I have stated, it was impossible. Nevertheless, I feel that 
this question should be considered on its merits. We recognize 
that it is subject to the objection which has been suggested that 
it is new legislation and not warranted by the rules. But if gen- 
tlemen of this committee are willing at this time to give careful 
and fair consideration to the merits of the amendment, we will be 
glad to be heard, and feel sure there will be no difficulty in satis- 
fying the House of the importance and propriety of the legisla- 
tion proposed. We feel, not only in justice to the Indians them- 
selves but the white settlers among them, that the legislation 
should be promptly and favorably acted upon by the House. 








At the same time I justify the offering of the amendment by 
the gentleman from Oregon at this time by the course the bill has 


heretofore taken, in that it has been reported favorably by three 
successive committees in the Senate, and has been pending for 
some time in that body on a favorable report from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs at the present session. I ask that the technical 
objections, therefore, be withdrawn and the bill considered on its 
merits; and I would be glad to submit to the Committee of the 
Whole a communication favorable to the passage of the bill in 
1892 by the then Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Morgan. 
Although it is true the bill is objected to by the present Secretary 
of the Interior, yet he gives no reasons why it should not be passed, 
while on the other hand it meets the approval, and the hearty ap- 
proval, of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I take the liberty 
of reading an extract from his report upon House bill No. 285, of 
which this is a copy. 

So far as the interests of the Indians are concerned, there can be no possi- 
ble objection to the enactment of the proposed legislation. On the contrary 
1 believe it would result in more cordial relations between the Indians and 
their white neighbors. 

The Commissioner in this report goes on to state that whether 
the burden that is now borne by the people of the State, in conse- 
quence of the allotment of these lands and the nonpayment of 
taxes by the Indians, should be shifted to the people of the United 
States is a question which seemed to him may be safely left to the 
discretion of Congress. 

But I will not proceed to argue the bill on its merits, and con- 
tent myself by hoping that the objection will be withdrawn and 
the amendment receive an honest and fair consideration as a part 
of this appropriation bill by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to insist 
upon the point of order against my colleague and my friend from 
Oregon, but it seems to me that a law which is so radical ought 
not to be passed until it has been fully and fairly considered by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. Unfortunately it has not been 
brought to the attention of the full committee, sitting as such, and 
therefore with regret I must insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

CHIPPEWAS OF MINNESOTA, REIMBURSABLE. 

Advance interest to the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, as required by 
section 7 of *‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa fodiens in 
the State of Minnesota,” approved January 14, 1889, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the manner required by said 
act, reimbursable, $90,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. It is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Interior and is in the interest of economy. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of line 10, page 14, the following: 

“And the duties imposed upon the three commissioners appointed under 
the provisions of the act of January 14, 1889, shall, from and after the passage 
of this act. be performed by one commissioner, to be designated by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill. read as fol- 
lows: 

POTTAWATOMIES OF INDIANA AND MICHIGAN. 

For this amount due certain Pottawatomie Indians of Indiana and Mich- 
igan, etc. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the second word in that par- 
agraph should be ‘‘ the ” instead of “‘this.” I refer to line 8, page 
25, Iask the Clerk to make that correction. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the change will be made. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 
SEMINOLES. 

For 5 ver cent interest on 000, to be paid as annuity, per eighth article 
of treaty of August 7, 1856, $12,500; 

For 5 per cent interest on ,000, to be pee as annuity (they povtns jotest 
their brethren west), per eighth article of treaty of August 7, 1856, $12, 
Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert, in line 15, page 27, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” the following: 
“* Provided, That the sums of money mentioned in this and the preceding 
peer oe bene to said Indians by an officer designated by the Secre- 

0 . 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must reserve a point of 
order against that, that it changes existing law—the law as it 
exists in the treaty. Whatever money is paid must be paid only 
as the Seen. and 1 assume that changes that, or my 
friend would not offer it. 

Mr. FLYNN. 1 do not understand that it changes any treaty. 
In mentioning the Five Civilized Tribes the Seminoles are always 
included, although their treaties, their iand tenure, and - 
thing are diffrent from the other four. The object of this men 
ment, briefly stated, is this: There are about 2,000 Seminole In- 
dians. The chief is Governor Brown. The treasurer is Jackson 
Brown, his brother. There are but two stores in the Seminole 
Nation, both owned by the Browns. This money is paid to Jack- 
son Brown, the treasurer, and the Indians never see a dollar of it, 
but the Browns issue to the Indians duebills, good for so much in 
goods at the Browns’ stores. The Browns have absolute control 
not only over the rty, but I may say over the lives of those 
Incians. The Indians must take Browns’ duebills for the amount, 
of money that the Government pays them in annuities. I thi 

\in justice to the Indians, in fairness to them, this money sho 
ybe paid by an officer designated by the Department, which will 
‘insure the Indians, instead of the storekeeper, getting all the 


money. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let me ask my friend, does not the treaty 
now provide how the money shall be paid? 
Mr. FLYNN. No; it does not. The treat ovides that it 
shall be paid to the Indians. I want to provide how it shall be 
id, by an officer of the Department, to insure the Indians obtain- 
= the semen, oan not the storekesper obtaining it. 
r. SHER . If that is all there isof it, I shall raise no 
point of order against it. 
Mr. FLYNN. That is all there is of it. 
Mr. LITTLE. I hope the chairman will withdraw the point of 
order. I think the amendment is in the proper direction. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If that is all there is of it, I shall raise no 
point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to return to page 
22, where I desire to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York desires 
unanimous consent to return to 22 for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert, in line 9, 6 22, after the word ‘‘ Montana,” the following: 
* Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized to use the unex- 
nded balance of the appropriation for the Northern Cheyennes and Arapa- 
oes for the years 1895 and 1806 for the purchase of cattle for the Tongue 


River Agency.” 
Let us have that amendment reported again. 
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Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The matter has just this minute been called 
to my attention, that there isan unexpended balance. I regret to 
say that in the letter from the Department they do not say how 
much it is, but the Department asks authority to expend this 
unexpended balance in this way. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the amendment read again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not give a satisfactory statement in re- 
_ to the matter, because I am not fully informed about it my- 
self. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will reserve the point of order, just 
far enough to find out what it is. 

Mr.SHERMAN. This treaty oie nothing about furnish- 
ing so much money, but provides for furnishing flour, meat, cloth- 
ing, and so forth, to those ; and, of course, in the 
appropriation for that the sum is sometimes too much and some- 
times too small, as it d entirely upon the market value 
of the various articles which must be It seems that 


some amount is now on hand of this fund, and the 
yppepteaien, mothes thos, sateen th. Sethe Sees it in 
way. w much it is I donot know. I have not the figures 
before me. I have just this minute got the 
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Mr. CANNON. I will have to make the point of order. The 
gentleman himself does not fully understand it. I was at a loss 
to know whether this expenditure was to be made through an ap- 
propriation under the treaty, and especially I wanted to know if 
it was to be in so much money and so much subsistence. Now, 
then, if the subsistence was bought for less than the amount ap- 
eee. why there is no reason on earth that Ican see why the 

alance should not go into the Treasury. Otherwise, it isa mere 
gift to the Indians. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Nothing but that, at all. 
Mr. CANNON. And without law. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is no doubt it is subject to the point of 
order, if the tleman insists on it. 

a ON. I make the point of order against the amend- 
ment, then. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no doubt that it is subject te the 
my order, and the point is well taken, if the gentleman insists 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. i , | ask for the consideration 
of the amendment I send up. 

Amend by adding after the word “ cents,” in line 15, page 36, the follow 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
rtain and reserve a part of the interest money coming to the Indians on the 
Siletz Indian Reservation, in Oregon, not ex one-third of said inter- 
est for each year, and pay the same to the State local authorities of the 

i in lieu of taxation upon the lands allotted to said under 
s' and tions as he may prescribe, or as be bed by 
law, to secure to the the full enjoyment of the of the laws 
of ont Atate coke just of all benefits derived said payment in 

Mr. SHERMAN. , Mr. Chairman, I shall have to raise 
the point of order w , but will reserve it long enough to 
give my friend time 

The CHAIRMAN 


make a statement. 
. The gentleman from New York reserves 
ay of order on the amendment. 
does it change Nb => ee ae Dee 
oes w, nor it pro or an appropria- 
tion. It is merely in aid of existing law. It is for the purpose of 
making clear by a legislative interpretation the m of the 
law which now prevails as to the enforcement of a treaty entered 
into between the Siletz Indians and the Government of the United 
States on October 31, 1892. This treaty provided that one-third 
of the interest due the Indians upon the deferred payments on the 
purchase of their lands shall be set each year by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and shall be paid to the State and local au- 
thorities of the State of n in lieu of taxation upon the lands 
allotted to said Indians. t is the situation. Now, when the 
treaty was entered into, the words— 


As soon as the lands which have been on said Siletz 
Indian Reservation shall become 


allotted to the Indians 
subject and liable to taxation by the State 
of Oregon— 

Were inserted in the treaty. Then the treaty proceeds: 

on Secretary of the Interior may reserve a part of said interest money, 
ete. 

The idea was on the part of the commissioners that when these 
lands were allotted to the Indians, and certificates of allotments 
were issued to them by the commissioners and ved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, that then the lands would become sub- 
ject to taxation. Now, under that impression these words were 
nserted in the treaty, and to add further strength to that pre- 
sumption the treaty proceeds to provide— 

That the Secretary of the Interior may reserve a 
money so coming to said Indians, not exceeding one- 
year. 

Now, at the end of twenty-five years after the allotment, when 
the fee of these lands will by patent from the Government of 
the United States to these there would be no longer any 
interest _ to these Indians; all the deferred payments will have 
been paid to i obligation on 
of interest or to pay 
of tapetien u lands 


from the Government of the United States 
would then under the general laws be- 


of said interest 
thereof for each 


and local taxation; so that the entire 
ion that it was 
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they are entitled to all the usual privileges and immunities which 
} 
| 





nits the country enjoy alike, and the local authorities 
= os ify to oe Boesetany of the Interior that they are 
no loager responsible for the care of those Indians under the law; 
that they can not extend to them the protection of the law, simply | 
because the Indians themselves do not respond in proper taxation 
in return for the protection which is given them by the State and 
local authorities. Therefore, it is to cure that unfortunate con- 
dition of affairs that I now ask for the adoption of this amend- 
—— SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon the point 
of order. It seems tome that there can be no question but that it | 
should be sustained even upon the gentleman's own statement. | 
He admits that what he proposes is a legislative interpretation of | 
a treaty, and he desires by legislation to change the interpretation; 
which I imagine he can not do in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. I suggest to my friend, as I know that he | 
desires to treat this question fairly, that the treaty shows upon its 
face what the intention of the treaty-making parties was. Obvi- | 
ously it was the intention that one-third of this money should be 


| 


held back by the Secretary and should be applied by the local au- 
thorities for the taxes due _— the land. Is there anything in 
the treaty which warrants the gentleman in disputing that in- 
terpretation? ; ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hold, Mr. Chairman, that it is not our busi- 
ness to legislate in an appropriation bill as to what the provisions | 
of atreaty mean. The treaty must speak for itself and the Secre- 
tary must interpret it, and we should not attempt to do so in an 


riation bi 
"Tr HERMANN. In answer to that I should say that the Sec- | 
retary is in doubt with regard to his duty in the matter, because | 
this particular clause of the treaty admits of two or three inter- | 
pretations. , : 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish my friend to understand that | 
I doubt the wisdom or propriety of what he suggests or anything | 
of that kind. The point I make is that this is nota proper subject | 
for legislation on an appropriation bill. The matter may be en- 
tirely . and it may be very desirable that there should be | 
legislation such as he proposes, but it does seem to me that an | 
appropriation bill is not the proper place for such legislation. 
tr. HERMANN. So long as the amendment is not obnoxions 
to the ral rule against changing existing law on an appropria- 
tion bill, it occurs to me that it is not subject to the point of | 


er. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it did not change existing law perhaps it | 
would not be; but I think it does change existing law. It attempts 
to change the interpretation of this treaty. 

Mr. MANN. I think it isin aid of the existing law, but I 
submit the matter to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and civilization of Sioux of Devils Lake, N. Dak., including pay 
of employees, and for the purchase of seeds, $10,000. 


. Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment to this paragraph. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 40, strike out“ $10,000," in line 11, and insert “ $15,000; one-third of which 
—_— immediately available for the purchase of seed grain in the spring of 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. In connection with this 
amendment, Mr. Chairman. I ask to have read by the Clerk a letter 
from the agent at the Devils Lake Agency, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Deviits LAKE AGENocY, Port Totten, N. Dak., February 7, 1396. 
Hon. N. M. Jonson, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: I see by the papers that the Indian bill, as reported by the sub- 
committee, gives the Devils Lake Sioux Indians $10,000. I am very thankful 
for this, but I was very much in hopes that it would be made $15,000. If there 
isany band of Indians in the United States that need a large advance in their 

riation it is the Devils Lake Sioux. 
am very much pleased to report the success of these le during the 
past season, and which was a made possible by our efforts last winter. 
which resulted in the increase of their epqoupsintion. & portion of which was 
made available for the purchase of seed during the spring of 1895, and from 


which pee rai upward of 65,000 bushels of wheat, 25,000 bushels of 
oats, and t as much barle 


This, of course, is a great hel to them, but with the poor crops of the last 
years they are in ve peubalegumetenase still. Many of them whocould 
debts in the past, thereby taking a portion of their crops 
them, and it is now a constant struggie with them to got along, even 
half-starved manner. 
subsistence we had to issue not being half enough for the old people, 
those who have raised no crops, some ten or twelve farmers 
prospects up to the middle of the season were entirely haled 
having a of anything left, having neither seed nor bread. 
These people can do ing another year unless there is some war by which 
Segcon be furnished with seed the coming spring, and they must be assisted 
they can raise something upon which to live. The harvesting machin- 
nearly all worn out. It has taxed the farmers 
fullest extent the last season to keep them run- 
to get along atall. Something must be done to allevi- 
or the Government can not much from them, and 
it can not be done on the small appropriations of past. 
i¢i#a-fact that since I have been in charge of this agency I have constantly 


ae 
TE 


| additional appropriation was asked for the purchase of seed. 
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been asking for means with which to assist these people, and then only per 


ir- 
tially to do what is desired of them by the Government, and while the Depart- 
ment has been as liberal as possible with the appropriations at its disposal, 
yet had it been a half or even a third more each year, the result would have 
been 100 per cent better. The paltry sum of two or three thousand rs 
is too insignificant, when considered with the addit al amount of good it 
would do, if judiciously expended, to be refused by the Committee on Appro- 
priations or to be rejected on its passage 

It is an unwise economy that appropriates so insignificant a sum as to be 


nonproductive of a fair per cent in return, when but asm 
increase it a hundredfold. 

[t ishuman nature, where hunger and suffering exist, to 
rifices to allay it; much more so is it among the Indians, in 
preventive safeguards that can be thrown around them 

If these people had the proportionate means at their disposal that many 
other bands of Indians have, or had they sufticient tools and implements to 
work to reasonable advantage, and suflicient stock that the yearly increase 
would furnish their meat supply, I would not hesitate to say that appeals for 
their support would have an end. 

The facts I have set forth being so well known to all to whom this shall be 
addressed, I would earnestly ask and urge each to join hands with the other 
in the endeavor to have the appropriation for the Devils Lake Sioux raised 
to $15,000, and that $6,000 be mace available in the coming spring, believing it 
to be for the best interests of the Government as weil as for a poor and de- 
pendent people. 

Very respectfully, 


allsam added would 


make large SAC. 
spite of all the 


RALPH HALL, 
United States Indian Agent. 
To the Honorable SECRETARY OF INTERTOR, COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN 

AFFAIRS, UNITED STATES SENATORS, and MEMBERS OF CONGRESS 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I regret very much that I 
did not receive this letter in time to lay it before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs while the bill was under preparation, but I have 
done the best I could. I showed the letter to the chairman and 
he read it and received it very kindly, and I hope he will not ob- 
ject to this amendment, because he left on my mind the impres- 
sion that he thought it was all right. I amsure thatitis allright, 
and I believe this committee will take the same view. These In- 
dians have within the last three years taken lands in severalty 
and have commenced farming, and they are doing very well con- 
sidering all the circumstances. This is a matter that is easily un- 
derstood. The amendment simply provides an additional $5,000 
for the purchase of seed grain for this coming spring, and I hope 


| the committee will grant it. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota, I think, 


| must have misunderstood the cause of my delizht on seeing that 


letter. [Laughter.] It was probably due to the fact that this 


[ 
was fearful that the people living at that delightful summer re- 
sort called Devil's Lake might be asking for an additional appro- 

riation for fuel, but it seems not. [Laughter.] A year ago, 
Mr. Chairman, it was suggested that these Indians were in a de- 
plorable condition, and the appropriation of $6,000 which had been 
made for the fiscal year 1895 was last year doubled, makingit $12,000, 
several thousand dollars of which were made immediately avail- 
able for the pu.chase of seed and, as my friend from North Dakota 
says, was used so successfully by the Indians that they raised over 
100.000 bushels of grain. 

Now, it does seem to me that we having assisted these Indians 
last year to an amount unusual in recent years, having furnished 
them with money to buy seed with which they raised over 100,000 
bushels of grain, they ought not, in all fairness, to come baci to 
Congress this year and ask an additional appropriation for this 
purpose. If the fact exists that they have disposed of their crop 
and have not any seed left, I shall not object to an amendment if 
the gentleman from North Dakota desires to offer it. providing 
that a portion of the $10,000 appropriated in this bill shall be made 
immediately available for the purchase of seed grain; but while I 
regret very much to oppose any amendment offered by the gentlo- 
man from North Dakota, because it would be a pleasure to be in 
favor of anything which he suggests, I can not in justice to the 
committee or to myself consent that this amendment be made in- 
creasing the appropriation $5,000. I will, as already suggested, 
accept an amendment providing that some portion of the $10,000 
carried in the bill be madeimmediately available for this purpo 
but I hope that the gentleman’s proposition to increase the apprce 
priation $5,000 wil! not prevail. 

The question being taken the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to offer the amendment suggested by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 11, page 40, insert “of which sum 31,000 shall be immedi- 
ately available.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5000. support and civilization of Sioux, Medawakanton band,in Minnesota, 

Mr. KIEFER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, after “dollars,” on pase 40, line 13, by the following: 

“Provided, That this sum of $5,000, 80 appropriated for support and civiliza- 
tion of Sioux, Medawakanton Band, in Minnesota, shall be divided and paid 
in @ manner so that each member shall receive an equal and like amount as 


every other member, shareand share alike per capita, and the amounts shall 
be paid in money and not im merchandise.” 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I reserve a point of order on this amendment, 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that according to 
my information from that part of Minnesota where these Indians 
are, the merchandise distributed among them along the Minne- 
sota and Mississippi rivers does not do them any good whatever. 
Instead of money with which they might meet their necessities, 
they receive, as 1 am informed, a few yards of calico, a few pounds 
of pork, some coffee and sugar, etc., nothing of a tangible charac- 
ter. All that they desire is that they shall receive their quota, 
share and share alike, in money, not in merchandise. They claim 
they can buy a great deal more of such articles as they, in their 
families, most need with their share when paid in money. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe that this amendment 
is subject to the point of order that it is new legislation. But 
apart from that, | doubt the propriety of the amendment. My 
understanding is that this band of Indians is a small band at any 
rate, and its members are somewhat scattered. It might not be 
possible for the Comiissioner to carry out the provisions of the 
amendment. Hence, without regard tothe point of order, I think 
the amendment —— not to prevail. But believing it to be liable 
to the point of order, that it is new legislation, I insist on that 


point. 

Mr. KIEFER. One word more, Mr. Chairman, if you will allow 
me. When the officer of the Government passes along the line of 
the Mississippi and Minnesota rivers, where most of these people 
reside, distributing this merchandise, it is not in many cases what 
the Indians want. They claim that if the money were given to 
them in place of the merchandise they could buy a great deal more 
than they receive from the Government agents. Many of these 
Indians follow the occupations of the whites, and when paid in 
cash can help themselves in a manner not otherwise possible. The 
man appointed to purchase the merchandise and make the distri- 
bution is generally a new man who does not understand properly 
the wents of the Indians, and therefore a great deal of dissatis- 
faction is caused, 

Mr. SHERMAN. LI insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Washington: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
Washington, including traveling expenses of cone at seven agencies, and 
support and civilization of Indians at Colville and Puyallup agencies, and for 

y of employees, $14,000: Provided, That on and after the 1st day of Decem- 

r, 1896, next, the act or acts of the legislature of the State of Washington 
relative to the removal of the restrictions as to the sale of the allotted lands 
of the Puyallup Indians shall be, so far as the Congress and Government of 
the United States are concerned, in full force and effect. 


Mr.SHERMAN. On behalf of the committeeI offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the pending paragraph the following: 

“For continuing the work of the Puyallup Indian commission appointed 
under the act of rch 3, 1893 (26 Stat., 612), until said Ist day of December, 
1896, to select and appraise such portions of the allotted lands within the 
Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., as are not required for homes for the 
Indian allottees; and also that part of the agency tract exclusive of the 
burying ground not needed for school pu: and for the purpose of de- 
fraying the expenses of said com on the sum of $4,000, to be available 
until expended, and to be reimbursed to the United States out of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of the agency tract lands, as provided in said act.” 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in relation to 
this particular amendment that, according to the statement of 
the Secretary of the Interior, about $7,500 will, in his judgment, 
be required to continue the work of this commission. Three 
thousand five hundred dollars of this sum has been provided for 
in the urgent deficiency bill upon the ort of the committee of 
conference on that bill; so that the $4, ro 
oa by the amendment will make up the $7,500 required for 

is purpose. The statement which I made here the other day on 
this er covered, I believe, the entire ground. 

iethng porsavagt: prapeces to Glagahl te tos Gtele oF aan: 

nding paragraph proposes elega ) o . 
on the power to neta or supersede Federal statutes; and it 
qropome another innovation—that these Indians in the State of 

ashington shall be subject virtually to the laws of that State. 
This is an innovation upon the general policy with reference to 
the management of the Indians in the United States; and I think 
it — I therefore make the point of order upon this pro- 
viso on the ground that it is new legislation and not in order on 
an approzriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comes rather too late. 
ana Yes, Mr. Chairm.n; I insist that it comes 

a . 

Mr. KYLE. I was seeking the recognition of the Chair as soon 

“The HA R aN Trak tl for that 
eC ‘ e gentleman rose for that p 

Mr. KYLE. I did, sir. 1 was on the floor when ie chalemsen 
of ein SHERMAN] rose to offer his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the — from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] wish to be heard on the point of order? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Washington 


[Mr. Doo.iTrLe}. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, in relation to the point of 


order I wish to say this: In the first place, a treaty was, of course, 
made with these Indians; and afterwards a commission was sent 
out to treat with them. This resulted in an allotment of the lands. 
There was, of course, the usual supervision provided for. These 
Indians were not permitted to sell their lands during a period of 
twenty years unless with the consent of Congress. By an appro- 
priation act passed during the Fifty-third Congress 
cut down to ten years, which term, of course, is now ruuning. 


that time was 


The whole subject has been left as the Indian appropriation bill 


of the Fifty-third Congress left it. Under the provisions of that 
act the commissioners were appointed; they went out and obtained 
the consent of the Indians for the sale of these lands—the allotted 
lands and the agency tract, as provided for in that bill. They have 
been proceeding, doubtless, up to the present time. 


Now, then, the conveyance to the Indians by the United States pro- 


vides that they shall not have the right to sell the lands without first 
obtaining the consent of Congress—that is, cng ged and of 
their own action. The legislature of the State o 

— of that provision, has passed an act—the first session of 


Washington, in 


he State a far as they could nee the restric- 
e sale of the land, but the whole thing depenés upon 


I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that the point of order is well 


taken. Ido not believe that the existing law is changed under 
the provision inserted here, and I certainly hope, in the interests 
of justice to these ple, and in the interest of all concerned, 
that the point of order will not prevail. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman 


— en if he has a copy of the act of 1893 to which he 
refers 
— DOOLITTLE. I have the act and will furnish it to the 


ir. 
Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, I have the act before me, 


if the Chair desires to look at it. 


In reference to the question now pending, I do not propose di- 
rectly to discuss the point of order, but I do propose, with the 
consent of the Chair, to some extent to discuss the merits of the 


proposition as bearing upon the point of order. 


ow, it seems that years and years ago the United States made 
a treaty with the Puyailup Indi and allotted their lands to 
them in severalty, and provided also that the lands should not be 
alienated for a period of twenty years. The Fifty-second Con- 
gress, by an act approved on March 3, 1893, provided for a com- 
mission to go out there and to sell what is known as the agency 
tract, by the consent of the Indians, which tract is now in the 
edge of the town of Tacoma, and also to sell such portions of each 
of the allotted tracts as they might obtain the consent of the 
Indians to sell. They assessed the agency tract, of 600 acres, at 
$212,000; and in addition to that the Indians have left 18,000 acres 
of land, worth probably from fifty to one hundred dollars an acre. 

Now, this commission has gone ahead and sold some of the lands 
and it has valued all of the agency lands. It seems to be rather 
an expensive experiment and it is thought desirable not to continue 
the commission longer than the Ist of December of this year or 
the 1st of January of next year. The law says that nosuch land 
shall be alienated for a period of ten years; but the gentleman 
from Washington comes in with a ee that they shall be 
placed under the laws of the State of Washin , which means 
that they may be permitted to alienate and sell the lands at once or 
atany time. In other words, that an Indian may sell his land just 
like a white man. 

Well, if the Indians out there are like the Indians in other places, 
and the white people out there are like white people in other 
places, the whites will soon have all of the land and the Indians 
will have neither lands nor money. 

, it seems to me to be su to the rule of 
order, inasm as it is evidently new legisla It repeals the 
clause which forbids the Indians to alienate the lands for ten 
— and allows it to be done at once, and then it places the 

dians under the laws of the State of W 

Now, the of the United States can declare an Indian 
to be a citizen; but neither Congress nor the S Court can 
make him capable of exercising the rights and duties of citizen- 
ship, and if it is done it is contrary to our Indian es contrary 
to our theory in reference to them, and removes the protection of 
the Federal Government allowing the Indians to sell their 
lands as they please, the final result of which, and the rapid result, 
will be that they will have no lands at all and no money and must 
be su the Government of the United States. 

Mr. Mr. , 1am exceedingly surprised 
at the remarks which have just been made by the gentleman from 
Texas, and especially by a member of the on Indian 
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i oted on this proposition in the committee when it 
—_— there and by which it was put into this bill. 

Mr PENDLETON. ill the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. No; I must decline to be interrupted. I 
can not conceive of such a change of mind. This matter has been 
repeatedly considered in the Committee of the Whole and as fre- 
quently explained to the members of the House. 

Mr. b DLETON. I only desire to say this—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I = to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. PENDLETON. ly to say that I voted against it in com- 
me DOOLITTLE. And I did not expect a member of the com- 
mittee to take that stand. : 

Now, the condition of these Indians has been stated over and 
over again in this House. They are citizens of the State of Wash- 
ington; they are voters in that State, and are enjoying all the 
rights and privileges of citizens. It has been stated by the gentle- 
man who just took his seat that if these lands were permitted to 
be sold the Indians would be deprived of the means of support and 
become acharge upon the Government of the United States. That 
statement, Mr. Chairman, is absolutely without foundation, and 
has no basis in fact. On the contrary, they are well able to care 
for themselves. They are thrifty citizens of my own State and 
my own Con ional district, and they are a portion of my con- 
stituents, and I am here to represent them on the floor of this 
House. They are educated and intelligent people, just as are the 
constituents who have supported my colleague on the committee 
who has just taken his seat, and are as capable of supporting 
themselves and transacting their own business in an intelligent 
manner as are his constituents. 

So far as the point of order is concerned, the whole subject, as 
I stated at the outset, is left wholly under the provisions of the 
former appropriation bill, because that bill took the subject of 
that limitation out of the law (which provided for the limitation 
to which reference has been made) and cut it down to this length 
of time. 

Now, the gentleman says that an unusual thing would be done 
here and in this instance if these Indians were left to the govern- 
ment of the Stateof Washington. Why, they enjoy their property 
rights, the right of liberty and the pursuit of happiness under the 
Constitution of the United States and that of the State of Wash- 
ington. Every right they have is guaranteed to them under the 
laws of that State, and they are protected in the enjoyment of 
every privilege under the laws of that State. The law provides 
that these lands may be sold whenever the consent of the Congress 
of the United States is obtained. Congress has from time to time 
made these provisions, as I have stated, in appropriation bills. 

Now, all I am asking here is that these — shall be treated 
as they are entitled to be treated in the legislation of this Con- 
gress. This matter has been up now three times, and I do not feel 
the subject has been treated as it should have been with relation 
to the Puyallups by this House in the former Congress. I came 
here with confidence this time, now that I have the support of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and without any protest, that the 

_— would at last meet with just and proper 
recognition. There are only about 600 of them. Their reserva- 
tion, as has been stated here, lies up against the limits of the city 
of Tacoma, and what I desire is that this commission business 
should at some time in the future be brought toa close. Why, 
there has been about $40,000 already appropriated for the carry- 
ing on of the work of this commission, which is a sum greater 
than the reservation lands proper would at this time bring if they 
were put upon sale, and this commission is going on from day to 
day and from week to week and, as I said before, eating the very 
heart out of the values of these lands, because the appropriation 
bill which provided for the appointment of this commission also 
provided that the pay of these commissioners should be taken out 
of the of the sale of the Indian lands proper and the 


lands. 

Mr. Holman in the last Congress stated to his associates here on 
the floor that that was unjust and wrong, and that these people 
should not forever go on eating out the substance of these values 
by the eternal gon of this commission. Now, the Secre- 

of the Interior, as I stated the other day, told me that he 
that between now and the ist day of next December all 

the work would be done that the commission could be expected to 
transact in behalf of the sale of these lands. That is the attitude 
of the ition as it is here before the House; and it seems to 
me Sr Obeirmen, that any gentleman who wants to see right 
and justice prevail, as between man and man, between this Gov- 
ernment and these Indians, should at once and without hesitation 
withdraw the point of order that he has made. Suppose this mat- 
ter was at the door of the gentleman’s home, situated the way 
these people are. I should appeal to him then with confidence for 
his most cheerful ration. It is unjust and wrong that the 
point.of order should be made here, it seems to me, with all due 
respect to the gentleman who made the point. I do not believe 
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that the point of order has any foundation to stand upon, and it 
seems to me I have every reason to expect under all the circum- 
stances that the point of order will be overruled by the Chair. 

Mr. KYLE and Mr. PENDLEYON addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to decide the point of 
order. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. DooLITTLE] will certainly do me the justice to 
acknowledge that as a member of his committee I voted against 
that proposition. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, [donot knowthat. Isupposed every 
member of the committee voted with me. There was no protest 
in the committee against the action of the committee. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I certainly did not vote for it. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, this commission has been expensive, as the gentleman 
states. We all agree to that, and we are perfectly willing to 
terminate the commission and fix a date at which they shall cease 
to exercise their functions and when there shall be no further 
expense. But we can do that without placing these Indians and 
the Indian lands beyond the protection of the Federal Government. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the proviso in the bill 
clearly changes existing law, and therefore the Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to ask unanimous consent to recur 
to the amendment offered by the chairman of the committee, at a 
later time during the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unanimous consent will be asked to recur to 
this paragraph at a later period. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam perfectly willing to do that; but I want, 
in line 5 of page 43, to move to strike out the word “fourteen” 
and insert the word ‘‘five.” I want to see if I understand about 
it. I will ask the gentleman. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ae 5, page 43, strike out the word “fourteen” and insert the word 





‘ 


Mr. CANNON. Iam under the impression that this is a very 
valuable tract of land which these Indians have near the city of 
Tacoma. Am I correct about that? / 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, there are less than 500 of these Indians 
all told, I believe? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Something over 600, I suppose. 

Mr. CANNON. So there are of them between 500 and 600 men, 
women, and children? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. This embraces both the Colville and the 
Puyallup Indians. Those Colviiles are 500 miles away from the 
others. 

Mr. CANNON. Those residing on the Colville Agency are on 
the other side of the mountains? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. How much of this $14,000 is for the Colvilles, 
and how much is for the Puyallups? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I will state about that in a moment. 

Mr. HYDE. It is just a lump sum paid together. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Department divides it upin such a man- 
ner as it considers wise. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; there are 500 or 600 Puyallups; how 
many Colvilles? 

Mr. HYDE. I think about 3,000. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, men, women, and children? 

Mr. HYDE. They are 500 miles away, I suppose, on the reser- 
vation. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it a valuable reservation? 

Mr. HYDE. It is rather valuable: a general law has been 
— for opening the northern part and the allotment of the 
ands in severalty and to make provision for those Indians who 
do not desire to move to the southern part. 

Mr. CANNON. Are they well off? 

Mr. HYDE. They are wild Indians. 

Mr. CANNON. Are they suffering? 

Mr. HYDE. They are farming and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. CANNON. Then they are not suffering for something to 
eat and to wear. What I want to get at is this; and I will now 
go back to the Puyallups: How much is there in that Puyallup 
Reservation? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Eighteen thousand acres in the allotted 
lands and 650 acres on the reservation tract. 

Mr. CANNON. Eighteen thousand acres besides 600 acres in 
the agency tract? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. About how much is it worth in value? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would not undertake to state. 

Mr. CANNON. About $50 an acre? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. A great deal of it would not bring over $25 
an acre to-day. 
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Mr. CANNON. Weil, can not you a us the rate as to that 
rtion of it that is platted, which is adjacent to the city? Is it 
air to say that it is worth $50 an acre? 

Mr. OLITTLE. I do not think it would be fair to put that 
value upon it at the om time. 

Mr. CANNON, hat I object to is that here are two Indian 
tribes grouped together—the Colvilles and the Puyallups—500 
miles apart snd a lump appropriation made, not under any treaty, 
but a mere gift forthe support and civilization of these two tribes 
of Indians. Now, I listened with great interest to the earnest 
remarks, and I have no doubt correct statement, of the gentleman 
from Washington about the Puyallups, namely, first, that allot- 
ments have been made to them in severalty; second, that they 
were citizens, and third, they are inte: mt. 

Now, I am a willing to put them upon all fours with 
those we appropriate for that need assistance; but here we have 
them with 18,000 acres of valuable reservation in the addition to 
thecity of Tacoma, andit does seem to me, as we are not bound under 
any treaty to give them one cent, and by this means we are taxing 
the whole le, a portion of whom are in worse condition than 
these Puyallups, I mean materially,so far as their property is con- 
cerned, it ought not to be necessary to give them support. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
os og ag permit me to interrupt him, I have the information 

e. 
r. CANNON. I would be glad to have it read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I find from a note in the book of Estimates 
that it to several of the tribes in the State of Washi 
To the Colvilles, $5,550; pestle $5,500; Neah Bay, $1,000; Yak- 
ama, $1,000; 8’ ish, $1,000; Tulahp, $1,000; and Quinaielt, 
$1,000, and part to the Puyallups. 

Mr. CANNON, Then, if the gentleman is satisfied from the 
manner in which this appropriation is made that no part of this 
gift is to those Indians that do not need it, why, of course, my 
criticism is ended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I have elicited the information I desired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am glad that the gentleman has brought it 
out, because [ desire that the committee should fully understand 
what it was. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman is further satisfied that 
these Indians, to whom it goes under the policy of caring for the 
wards of the nation, are fully entitled to relief—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MISCELLANEOUS. 





Tory balance due the commission appointed under act approved March 
2, 1880, for per diem and expenses, as follows: Alfred M. a War- 
ren G. Sayre, $1,245: David M. Jerome, $1,2'5, commissioners; and Charles 8. 
King, secretary, $702; in all, $4,437. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order upon 
that paragraph, from line 16 to line 24, inclusive, on e43. There 
is no estimate for it, first, and second, it is a mere claim, I submit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is more than a claim. 

Mr. CANNON. If it is more thana claim, then it has no place 
upon this bill, because under Rule XI, if I recollect the number 
right, all matters of deficiency go to another committee. If it is 
a claim, it has no status. So far as it is not authorized by law it 
has no status; and if it has any status it is a deficiency, and the 
deficiency bill, under the rules of the House, ought to carry it. 
In any event, it seems to be subject to the point of order. I made 
it in no captious spirit at all, but for the reason, if, as I suspect, it 
is a claim, it is a bad precedent; and if it were allowed to go on 
the bill we would be subject to criticism for refusing to put claims 
generally upon appropriation bills. If you do it in one instance, 
why, then, you should do it in another. We would be in the posi- 
tion of passing claims on appropriation bills. Bunt from either 
standpoint, it seems to me, it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask my colleague from Arkansas [Mr. 
LirTLe] to explain this provision, as the amendment was his, and 


he unders' the matter more fully than I do. 
ne LITTLE. I yield to my colleague [Mr. Divsmorg], who 
the i 


rs relating tv the matter in his possession. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the committee 
with reference to this item that it is not a claim, as age i) 
the gentleman from Illinois ye Cannon], but is properly a defi. 
ciency. The amendment is to provide for the payment of the bal- 


ance of a due to three appointed under 
the act of ch 2, 1889, for the purpose of purchasing lands from 
the Indians. That commission was creahalt by law to expire upon 
an order of dissolution to be made by the Secretary of the Interior 
whenever, in his judgment, there was no further necessity for the 
services of the commissioners. The order for dissolution was 
made, and the dissolution took place in November. The appro- 
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priation for the pay of the commissioners expired on the 16th of 
August prior thereto, but they continued in the service up to 
November. 

Their compensation had been fixed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior at the time the commission was created; they were paid at 
that rate up to August, and this item for the balance due them is 
estimated upon the same basis. That is all there is of the item. 
It is to pay these commissioners the balance of their compensation 
which not been provided for by Congress, and it is calculated 
at the rate at which they were compensated during the period for 
which they were paid. This commission was organized under a 
law which provided that not more than two aapebens of the com- 
mission should be of one political party, and was constituted with 
Mr. Jerome, of Indiana, and Governor Sayre, of Michigan, as the 
two Republicans, and Mr. Wilson, of Arkansas, as the Democrat. 
I have a letter from the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs corroborating the statements I have made 


and 
mit the letter to any gentleman who desires to see it. I hope the 
gentleman from Tilinois {Mr. Cannon] will not insist = the 
point of order, because this is an eminently just item, in accord- 
ance with law, and based upon the t which has been es- 
as ion of these commissioners by an 
i I may add that the omis- 
last was due 


it 
How does the tleman explain the fact that 
is no estimate for this ca 
Mr. STEELE. I can explain that if the gentleman will permit 
me. The members of commission found in this matter that 


and when application was made for the money with which to pay 
the commissioners it was found that no estimate had bee 

and that the fault lay with the treasurer of the commission. Now 
they come to Congress and make their claim, and the Secretary of 
the Interior has stated in ee to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs it is a just claim and ought to be 


paid. 

Mr. CANNON. If anybody here can state, in the absence of an 
estimate, that this money is really due to these men under the law 
for servi eens and that he has knowledge in the premises, 


I will wi w my point of order, 
Mr. SHERMAN. The of the Interior so stated to me 
in the nce of the gentleman Indiana, Mr. STEELE. 


Mr. DINSMORE. have a letter from the Secretary which 
oe the date of the appointment of these commissioners and sets 
orth the facts in the case, and I should be to read it. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the gentleman put it in the Recorp. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, I state that thereis nodoubt that these 
gentlemen rendered service under the orders of the Government 
up to November; that they did not receive compensation heyond 
the 16th of August —— and that this item provides only for 
the compensation t is due them from August up to the sub- 

uent November, when the commission was dissolved. 
.CANNON. And that their services were necessary to close 
up the business of their commission? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, I would not like to say of my personal 
knowledge that their services were necessary; but I say this, that 
they were appointed under the law, and that on the 16th of August, 
when their compensation ceased, their services had not ended, but 
that they went on thereafter in discharge of their duties and 
made their on the Interior Department, and that the com- 
mission was dissolved in the ensuing November, and at all times 
during the interim were subject to the orders of the Secretary of 


the Interior. 
Suppose you put that letter of the Secretary in 


ANNON. 
the Recorb. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Iwill insert in the Recorp the letter to Mr. 

ilson ising him of his appointment and the letter of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs giving the facts. The Secretary’s lei- 
ter to me merely transmits letter of Commissioner Browning. 
They are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE 


INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 30, 1839. 


Sir: en Preteen ete one of the commissioners provided 
‘or by the fourteenth section the Indian. act of March 2, 18), 














1896. 


diem during the time of actual service in lieu of | 


xpenses r 
Storer an Le and will be allowed a compensation at the rate of 


g10 per diem during the time of his actual service. 
Very 


™ JOHN W. NOBLE, Seeretary. 
ALF M. WILson, 
Hon. ALFRED yetteville, Ark, 


Hon. Geo’ D. Robinson, of Chicopee, Mass., has been by the President 


designated a 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrtce oF INDIAN AFPAIRS, 
Washington, January $1, 1896. 


srr: Tam in receipt of a memorandum, without date, from Hon. Hucn A. 
INSMORE, inc] a letter to him from Mr. A. M. Wilson, a member of the 
‘ ee nin so and asking for information as follows: 
First. As to the order fixing the compensation of the commissioners. 
Second. As to when the commission was dissolved. 
Third. As to when papmees was ee 
Fourth As to when the last report from the commission was iiled. 
In reply I have the honor to state: 
First. Phat there is. no record in this office touching any order from the 
Secre of the Interior or the President, fixing the compensation of said 
i Tam. wae 7 advised, meerenan Saas Sossnowsaten ae 
and % per diem in lieu o: persoaal expenses, and, in 
editious to taliroad transportation, by the Secretary of the Interior, ina let- 
ter of March —e to Humphries, which is of record in the Indian 
division of the office of the Secretary of the Interior. 
Second. The records of this office show that the commission was dissolved 
by order of the Secretary of the Interior dated November 7, 1893. as follows: 
“pon your recommendation of the Ad instant, by direction of the Presi- 
dent, the commission to negotiate with ‘se Cherokees and other Indians for 
the cession to the United States of certsin lands, as provided in section 11 of 
the act of Congress approved March *), 1889, the membership thereof being 
David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, is hereby dis- 
” 


By letters of November 15, 1893, this order of dissolution was transmitted 

me to the various members of the commission. 

It appears from the records of this office that the commissioners 

were paid to and janading the 16th day of Angust, 1893. 

Fourth. It also appears from the records of this office that the last report 
of the commissior 6:5 was dated August 21, 1893. 

I have the honcr toinclose Mr. DINSMORE’s memorandum, with inclosures, 
and recommend the information herein contained as to the order fixing 
the pay of the commission be verified from the records of the Department, 
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| 


and that Mr. DinsmMonrw be furnished with a copy thereof, which is inclosed. | 


bedient servant, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


The Honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTRRIOR. 

Mr. STEELE. I have the letter, and will see that it is inserted 
in the REcoRD. 

Mr. STEELE. subsequently said: In my remarks upon one of 
the items of this bill a while I stated that I would insert in 
the Recorp a letter which [ had in my desk. In looking for that 
letter { find it has been misplaced; but I have telephoned to the 
Secretary of the Interior, whose secretary promises me that a copy 
of the letter shall be sent to my hotel this evening. If I receive 
it there I will publish it with myremarks. I make this statement 
in justice to myself. 


Very ¥, your o 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, September 5, 1891. 
Sr: My attention: has been called to certain suspensions in the accounts of 


Mr. C. 8. , disbursing officer of the Cherokee commission, on account of 
services claimed aeons commission and its secretary and disbursing officer 
while not in the field. 

By ent letters of March 30, 1889, addressed to Hon. Alfred M. Wil- 
son of t commission, and to the other commissioners then in the serv- 
ice, the com ion of the commissioners was fixed as follows: 

“Each of the commissioners will be allowed his railroad fare and transpor- 


tation expenses, and $5 per diem during the time of actual service, in lieu of 
all other personal expenses, and will be allowed a compensation at the rate 
of $10 oo. during the time of his actual services.” 

In of the statement made to me that the commission, as it now exists, 
= its whole time to the duty required by law of it, I am of the opinion 

t the services of the commissioners and the secretary and disbursing offi- 
cer of said commission are continuous from the dates of their several appoint- 
mentsand panties ore entitled to their compensation and per diem for each 
and every a" in the service, and I direct the settlement of their ac- 
counts u this basis. 

The affidavit required by regulations to cover traveling and incidental ex- 

of this nand its sargetone and other commissions appointed 

; the President or the Secretary of the Interior for extraordinary service 
will not be required; such claims will be allowed upon the certificate on 
honor as to the correctness of same. 
ted the disbursing officer of this commission to pay 
ees On vyouc instead of quarterly pay rolls, these vouchers to be 

the commissioners and certified to on honor by the disbursing 
as to the correctness of the same. 

The mers will be allowed to choose the routes of travel as best 
adapted to the p: r conduct of their business, and their traveling expenses 
should be upon their certificate that such expenses are or were for 
the best interests of the service. Their a’ for so much of the time 
from places where oaths in due form can be administered is deemed sufficient 
reason for these exceptions. 
oncepy t this communication has been furnished to the chairman of the 

commission 


ee e 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
The CoMMIssiongER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


DaraRTMENT OF THD INTERIOR, 


Washington, ‘ 
Mr: CHARLES S. KING, of Guthrie, Okla. — 


Dear Sim: You are hereby appointed and designated to act and serve as 
special disbursing agent of the appointed by the 
fourteenth section of the Indian ion act of 

March 2, to negctiate with the Cherokee Indians and with other Indians 








| appropriates out of money now or hereafter in the 
| longing to this band and not otherwise appropriat 


>i 7 = 

mwtt bed 
owning or claiming lands lying west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude 
in the Indian Territory for the cession to the United States of all t) tle, 
claim, or interest of every kind or character in and to said lands,” an ch 
you will be paid a compensation cf $9 while actually employed, w shall 
include your subsistence expenses, but you will be allowed your railroad fare 
and other transportation expenses in addition to your compensation. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order withdrawn? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I renew the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I hope my friend will not insist upon the 
point of order. This amendment is evidently just. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I withdraw the point. 

Mr. BROWN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert in line 24, page 43, the following: 

“ That the sum of §$8.647, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury or hereafter 
to come into the Treasury to the credit of the Eastern Band of Cherokee 
Indians, not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of paying the services 
and expenses of former delegates of said Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians 
who have visited Washington on the business of the band. and to pay the 
debts of the band: Provided, That no portion of said appropriation shall be paid 
for the debts of said band or expenses of delegates until the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior have approve@ef the same." 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the point of 
order on that amendment until I hear something more about it. 
I have not yet even ascertained who offers it. 

Mr. BROWN. I have offered the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 
The facts in regard to the matter are these: Some time prior to 
the year 1885 the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians became in- 
debted to certain parties living within the boundary of their tribe 
for expenses incurred on account of delegates coming to Wash- 
ington to attend to business of the band and for certain other 
matters. Now, by theact of March 3, 1885, Congress appropriated 
out of the money of this band of Indians $4,000 to go toward the 
discharge of this indebtedness. The money was not to be paid, 
however, until it had been ascertained by the Secretary of the In- 
terior that these debts were just and bona fide claims against the 
band. On investigation it was found that these debts, instead of 
amounting to $4,000, amounted to over $12,000; so a certain pro 
rata or percentage was paid on each claim against the band. 
This amendment proposes simply to appropriate out of any money 
in the Treasury of the United States belonging to this band 
money enough to discharge the balance of the indebtedness. 

I have here a letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 
which the facts as I have given them are stated: and I have also 
a letter of Mr. Julius L. Holmes, United States Indian agent, 
making a similar statement of facts, and saying that these debts 
are honest and bona fide claims against the band and ought to be 
paid. 

Besides, the amendment itself expressly provides that no part 
of the money skall be paid out until the indebtedness claimed has 
been passed upon by the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. The amendment appropriates 
money out of the Treasury belonging to the Government; 


no 
it simply 
lreasury 
$3,000, to pay 
this balance of indebtedness when it is ascertained to be just. 

Mr. PEARSON. I wish to inquire how and for what th: 
debts were originally incurred? 

Mr. BROWN. Most of the indebtedness was, I think, asthe act 
of 1885.says, on account of the expenses of delegates of the Eastern 
band of Cherokees who visited the city of Washington 
ness of the band, and also to pay the debts of the band. 

Mr. PEARSON. Does the gentleman state that there was an 
indebtedness of $12,000 on account of certain commissioners or 
delegates coming from North Carolina to Washington? 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not know how much of the $12,000 was on 
account of the expenses of the delegates of that band who visited 
Washington, but I say that a portion of the indebtedness was on 
account of such expenses. As to the other part ot the indebted- 
ness, | am not prepared to say on what account it was contracted. 

Let me repeat, the amendment itself provides that no part of 
this money shall be paid until the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs have approved the claim-— 


HDe- 


Se 


on bu 


Si- 


until those officers have ascertained that the inoney isdue. Asa 
matter of- fact, this indebtedness has already been passed on by 
the Secretary of the Interior; and the Commissioner of Indian 


Affairs, in his letter to me, says that the indebtedness is just and 
bona fide and ought to be paid. 

Mr. PEARSON. Just ove question further: Does the Eastern 
band of Cherokees recognize this indebtedness and wish this 
amount to be paid? 

Mr. BROWN. In a letter dated July 24, 1885, Mr. Julius L. 
Holmes, United States Indian agent, says: 

All the accounts included in class 1— 


That is the indebtedness I have been speaking of— 
are just and correct, having been approved by the band in council assembled. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I think the amendment is amenable to the 
point of order, and I insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read down to the 
following paragraph: 





That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to purchase the title of the Ogden Land Company, so called, to the 
lands within the Allegany and Cattaraugus Indian reservations in the State 
of New York, at the rate of $5 per acre, for which pu a sufficient sum 
be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriate . to be immediately available, payment to be made to 
said company or its legal representative upon the execution of a proper deed 
or deeds of conveyance to the United States of all right, title, and interest 
of said company in and to the lands aforesaid. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the pao which the Clerk has now reached, in regard to the 
Ogden Land Company, be passed over eee It relates to 
a matter in the district of my colleague [Mr. HooxkER], who has 
a on of the city, and who, returning, has been delayed on the 
railroad, 

Mr. PITNEY. I wish to make a point of order on this para- 
graph. If the paragraph be reserved, let it be understood that my 
point of order is pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unsnimous consent is asked that the first 
paragraph on page 45 of the bill be passed over temporarily with 
a point of order reserved by the Sa from New Jersey [Mr. 
Pitney]. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend by inserting, after line 11, 
on e 45, the ae which I send to the desk. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to reim- 
burse, upon the presentation of proper evidence, out of any unexpended bal- 
ance of the appropriation for the support of Sioux of different tribes, includ- 
ing Santee Sioux of Nebraska, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, the Rev. 
E. Ashley, of Cheyenne River Agency, 8. Dak., for money expended by him 
in the onplormen of counsel to defend seven Indian policemen of said agency 
charged with the crime of murder: Provided, That not more than $00 be 
used for this purpose. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Unless some member desires an explanation 
of the amendment, I will not occupy time upon it. [Cries of 
** Vote!” ‘* Vote!”’] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay the expense of the bs yey of a digest, under the direction of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, of the decisions of the courts and the 
Interior Department, and the opinions of the Attorney-General relating to 
Indian affairs, $3,000. 


Mr. PICKLER. I move, pro forma, to amend by striking out 
the last word. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the commit- 
tee by whom this digest is to be prepared. 

Mr.SHERMAN., . Itis to be prepared in the Indian Office, under 
the authority of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER. Can he do this work with tl: force that hé has? 

Mr. SHERMAN. So hesays. It will be done in some shape or 
other. I do not know exactly how. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not know whether it was intended to 
er ,ae officer upon this work. 

r. SHERMAN. If I remember correctly the statement made 
to me, some gentleman now in the Indian Office has been at work 


. upon this compilation outside of office hours for some time; and, if 


I recollect aright, has nded a considerable sum of money—I 
think it was stated as $2,000—in the purchase of special books 
necessary in the a of this t. The work thus far 
= =. been done outside of office hours, and it will be so done 

ereafter. 

Mr. PICKLER. The work will be done under the direction of 
the Commissioner? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For survey and subdivision of Indian reservations and of lands to be allotted 
to Indians, and to make allotments in severalty, to be ats the Com- 
Affairs, the Inte- 


ae eo Indian under the direction of the Secretary 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to fol- 


low at the end of line 25, on this 
The CHAIRMAN. The amen 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting at the end of line 25, 
ay and Lots 


ent will be read. 


as follows: 


“To reimburse George T. Simpson w for money expended 
by Geem Se the survey of the Geans Portage ian Reservation, in the Btate 
Minnesot,, the sum of $900." 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order until the gentleman from Minnesota has been heard, if 
he wishes to be heard, upon the amendment, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have 
just offered appropriates the same amount as is contemplated by 
the bill which the Committee on Indian Affairs has y con- 
sidered and reported favorably within the last week. 

I ask now that it be made a part of the pending bill at this time, 
for the reason that the money been due to men for some 
time, ww been expended by them, and should be paid, and paid 
promptly. 

If the chairman of the committee desires any further statement 
in rem Ee en oe ane ome it. I 
would say that a large 0 been favorably passed upon 
by the eveneb aaneear on State, also by the Secretary of the 
Interior, by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and by the Second Auditor of the 
Treasury. It was rejected by the Second Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury for the reason that the amount claimed is due under a supple- 
mental contract—that is to say, a contract made subsequent to 
the original contract for surveying the reservation—and the Sec- 
ond Comptroller held that the h of the Departments could not, 
by a subsequent agreement, chauge the obligation of the Govern- 
ment as ified in the original contract, and for that reason he 
rejected the claim. 

ut I would like to read, from a statement in his letter rejecting 
the claim, these words: 


In the consideration of this case this office does not undertake to say, nor 
is its action to be understood as deciding, that the services rendered by these 
contractors were not reasonably worth all that is claimed. The question of 


— is the reasonable value of the services rendered has not been consid- 
ered. 


He then goes on to say that the services were rendered and that 
it seems to be a proper question for the consideration of the legis- 
lative power, for he says: 


The remedy does not appear to lie with the accounting officers of the Goy- 
ernment. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the amount specified in the original con- 
tract was found to be inadequate to pay the amount necessarily ex- 
pended in making the survey. Thesecon were driven out 
of the reservation on account of the plague of flies and insects, 
which became so annoying during the time this work was in prog- 
ress that no man could possibly remain on the reservation, and 
therefore they were — to temporarily abandon the work. 
They went back in the fall, but owing to the peculiar aphical 
conditions and other obstacles which neither party to the contract 
could foresee, it was impossible for them to continue the work on 
the terms of the otiginal contract, and they were about to abandon 
the contract entirely when the surveyor-general, acting in be- 
half of the Government, after a thorough and careful investiga- 
tion of the facts, found that the work could not be done by any- 


the compensation fixed by the contract. The recommendation of 
the surveyor-general was approved by the Department of the In- 
terior, and the approval was communicated to the contractors, 
who, on the stren of the promises made to them of an increase 
of the allowance for the work to be done, went back on the res- 
ervation and completed it. Their work was approved by Govern- 
ment officials. 


The a ae eee po per | them the coonst 
tuall expen WOrKk; nothing Ww. ever tor 
Gate bevion. I Saee len the verified statement of the parties 
sho in detail the amount actually expended, which was pre- 
sented to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and which was care- 
fully oe that committee and on which they based tho 
approval of the favorably reported. 

I ee os een, therefore, will withdraw the point of 
order as the work has been done, and faithfully done, 
and also in view of the action of the Committee on Indian Affairs 


Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Chairman, after the gentleman’s state- 
ment, and in view of the fact which he has last stated, I will not 


genes of exter. 
Mr. ao . For just a moment I will renew the point of 


order. This isa —- and simple. 

The CHAIRMAN, Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ishould like the gentleman to first state the 
grounds of his o 

Mr. CANNON. My objection is this—and I make it with great 
hesitation—that this is a claim, pure and simple, and that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs never ee had jurisdiction of 
it. It is like a hundred thousand claims. It is most un- 

to make points of order on them. There are not sixty 
minutes of = but what I have to say when gentlemen com- 
general 





that, and the other put into appropria- 
tion bills, that claims can not go on appropriation 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that this is a claim authorized by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It was incurred in making 
a survey of an Indian reservation, and if the Committee on Indian 
Affairs is not the proper commitiee and does not have jurisdiction 
it is difficult to tell where it should go. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave no doubt it is a just claim, from what 
the gentleman says. ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has been aenenes by a committee of this 
House after the most careful consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. There are hundreds and thousands of other 
claims. Iam only objecting to making a general appropria- | 
tion bill a claim bill. | 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not proposed to make the Indian appro- | 


riation bill a claim bill. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
is point of order. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made | 
by the fan from Illinois. 





Mr. TAWNEY. I thought the gentleman was going to with- | 
draw eG 
Mr. CANNON. Even though it appears to be ungracious, I 


must insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN . The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

For survey and subdivision of the Colville Indian Reservation in the State 
of Washington, and of lands to be allotted to the Indians thereon, $10,000, to 
be Ee available from the proceeds of lands of said reservation when 
80: 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, in line 4 of page 46, after the 
word “available,” there is a misprint. The words ‘‘and to be | 
reimbursable” should be inserted there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 

to 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- | 
lows: 


Te enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to negotiate with 
any Indians for the surrender of any portion of their respective reservations, 
or for such modification of existing treaties as may be deemed desirable by 
said Indians and the Secretary of the Interior, any agreement thus negotiated 
being subject to subsequent ratification by Congress, $5,000. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order | 
against this paso. that it is new legislation. There is no | 
statute which authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate | 
with any Indians for the surrender of all or any portion of their 
lands, and this, if enacted into law, would give him that power. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I can not contend that the 
point of order is not well taken, but I hope the gentleman will not | 
insist u it. I think the provision is a wise and just one, and 
for the ent of the service. I trust the gentleman will not 
insist upon the point of order. Of course I must admit, if he in- 
sists upon it, that the point of order is well taken, but I hope that 
he will not insist upon it. 

-The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon the point 
of order? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman,I shall have to insist 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 
: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

That the Secre of the Interior Department be, and he is hereby, author- 
aan tary par v 


to adjust, settle, and pay, upon the presentation of sworn 
and competent evidence, out of any aiemnented 





balance of the appropria- 


tions for the support of the Indian school at Genoa, Nebr., for the fiscal years 
1894, 1895, and the claims of all persons, firms, and corporations who fur- 
nished and supplies for the Indian Industrial School at Genoa, Nebr., 
d incumbency of Horace R. Chase, superintendent of said school, 
which have not already been allowed and adjusted: Provided, That the sum 
80 shall not exceed the sum of $8,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, to that paragraph I submit the 


point of order that it is an appropriation not authorized by law, 


and is tion. 
Mr. OHN. Mr. Chairman, the Indian industrial 
school situated at Genoa, Nebr., isin the county in which I reside. 
The pereeregh just read does not provide for an appropriation of 
an d, but vides that any unexpended balance of appro- 
platens in 1804, 1 1895, or 1896 may be applied in the payment of 
lies furnished this institution in 1888, 1889, and 

incumbency of one Horace R. Chase, superin- 
institution, these —- were furnished, and by 
reason of a misappropriation of funds by the superintendent of 
this the c ants have never been paid. The paragraph 
any unexpended balance of these years, not exceed- 

in amount $8,000, may be applied to pey claimants who fur- 
a for this ian school. Mr. Chairman, I ask at 

time to have the Clerk read the names and amounts of the 
1890 m4 for which the Saumeadel lantner ae wetehiees 
. w e ce of appropriations 
elready made are asked to be applied in liquidation 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Claims for sundry supplies furnished the 
Nebr., in 1888, 1889, and 1890, during the 


Indian 


industrial school, Genoa, 
incumbency of Horace Chase, su 





R 
perintendent, with action thereon by the Auditor of the Interior Department 
Claimant. Amount. | Amount | Amount 

allowed. | disallowed. 

De Dn Oe GW pec cccindins actenctnve secs $640. 29 $640. 29 
Thos. Sexton & Co si laclitbahdihdictadalaniesiiniy ts ‘ 24.70 24. 70 
NN nae .| 805. 10 895. 10 
John Hughes oe GOesdG Secerassatousceveuscel 8. 72 06.75 
I readied 19. 70 19.70 
Chas. Miller sistant ingen aieataitnin 29.00 29.00 
PNY RAINED O00. onc: ncecctcoasessncecenel 812.29 812. 29 
Nelse J. Skoog REIS SIRES CE 400.31 400.351 
nan omniibeanunaiaieniaee | 301.12 | 301.12 
i TER COU. cncccccteneuccacséeuneue | 101. 67 ‘ WL. 67 
Fairchild & Co......... ashiniedanes ae es. U5 $21.00 | 47.15 
Pe SS a bamnecauammrGaidin | 17. 40 : 1.40 
H. E. Adams ae ou cineediy incoqaeatmlel 8.5) 1.75 6.75 
H. E. Bragg & Co....-. make aaa 199. 20 199. 20 

DS WEE MIO. «cn ceccescsee Scadeitlansiad Zi. 27 ; 270. 27 
US, ieee walaea’ 8.75 ‘ 8.75 
eS I FF Gi dic cccceccc cece mivecies 55. (4 is. OM 
Gideon Wheeler ......... 4. OM 24. 4 
Andrew Netzell.............. aia 282. 08 > (MS 
i a ' kW). 87 iM). ST 
Rey 8, 240.15 3, 640. 15 


8, 057. 61 





Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, the superintendent of this 
institution was discharged, arrested, convicted of misappropriation 
of funds, and thereby his vouchers and evidence for these claim- 
ants in the respective Departments were discredited. The para- 
graph which I ask to have adopted in this bill provides that they 
may be allowed to file their claims with the Secretary of the In- 


| terior, introduce their evidence and proof, and if anything is found 


due them, that the amount so found due may be paid them from 


| the unexpended balance of the appropriation made for the years 
| 1894, 1895, and 1896 for this institution. 


I have before me here a report from the Comptroller and Audi- 
tor of the Treasury Department, in which they state, by reason of 
the conduct of this superintendent and the condition of his ac- 
counts, it was impossible for them on the evidence they have before 
them to audit these accounts. This will allow the claimants to 
file their claims with the Secretary of the Interior and, upon com- 
petent proof, if any amount be found due it shall be paid from 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation already made for 
this institution. I think the point of order made by the gentle- 
man from [llinois, under this explanation of the condition of 
these claimants for supplies furnished this institution, ought not 
to be insisted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. May I inquire of the Chair upon what 
ground the point of order is sustained? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained on the gen- 
eral statement. It seems to bea series of claims against the Gov- 
ernment, and has no place on an appropriation bill, but goes to 
the Committee on Claims. It refers to claims dating back as far 
as 1889, while this is an appropriation bill for the fiscal year end- 
ing June, 1897. 

Arr. MEIKLEJOHN. Is it understood by the Chair that these 
claims are still pending in the Treasury Department unadjusted 
and have been so pending since they were filed in 1888, 1889, and 
1890? 

The CHAIRMAN. Besides all that, the paragraph provides 
how the Secretary of the Interior shall adjust and settle the claims. 
This is a matter of appropriation for the Indian service. So that, 
on all grounds, the arene is out of order. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I hope the gentleman from Illinois, in 
view of the statement I have made and as this paragraph makes 
no appropriation, will withdraw his point of enhee. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to the gentleman that I have already 
had to insist in several cases, and there are several more to follow. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. But does the gentleman from Illinois 
make the distinction that there is no appropriation involved in 
this patagraph, and that these claims are now pending in the 
Treasury Department? I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
yield to me on those grounds. 

Mr. CANNON. I am exceedingly sorry, but if I doso I will 
have to abandon making points of order on all claims. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Does the gentleman know that this asks 
for no appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand it thoroughly. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I ask that this paragraph be passed for 
the time being with the consent of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the use of passing it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly will gladly consent to it. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Will the gentleman from Lllinois consent 
to have it passed over for the present? 
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Mr. CANNON. If the point of order ean be considered as - 
ing, yes. I can see no object in having it passed, however. I will 
consent, I say, with the point of order pending. If the gentleman 
desires to have it passed, I have no objection. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. That will be satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has already decided the point of 


order. 

Mr. CANNON. Unanimous consent is asked that the point of 
order against the 2 be reserved. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. That will be satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimousconsent is asked that this para- 
graph be passed over, the point of order being reserved. 

r. CANNON. I can see no good that would come from that. 

I guess we had better proceed with the bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. The gentleman says that he will accede 
to that request, 
war CHAIRMAN. The gentleman now says he can see no good 


it. 

Mr. CANNON. The only objection is that when it is reached 
again it might happen that I was not in the House. Now, then, 
I can not allow that to nepres unless I should be dead. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I will state to the gentleman that I will 
not take up this paragraph in his absence, 

Mr. CANNON. What is the ee in passing it over? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I am inclined to think if you had more 
complete information on the matters involved you might be dis- 
posed not to insist on the point of order. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Siedouaen , i fully understand the whole of 
it, and I will have to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and 
the point of order is sustained. 

m r. ee . Mr. am, I now suggest that we return 
page 43, which was temporarily passed over by unanimous con- 
sent, so that the gentleman from Washington may offer an amend- 


ment. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I offer an amendment, which I desire to 
have read. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
lin ord “ dollars,” following: 
Eyraciaen, That the coneaus af Congress of the Urattecd States is hereby 
given and granted to the removal of the restrictions now e against the 
sale of the allotted lands of said Puyallup Indians in the State of Wachington; 
and this provision shall take effect on the lst day of December, 1896. .And for 
work of the Puyallup Indian commission appointed uncer the 
of March 3, 1893 (26 Statutesat Large, 612), until said ist day of Decenvber, 
to select and appraise such portions of the allotted lands within the 
yn Indian Reservation, Wash., as are not required for homes for the 
Sccmni, Sabana deraeieeeeieoel anions maaan 
ang st nses of said commission, the sum of $4,000 is hereby zits 
available until expended, and to be reimbursed tothe Uni out of the 
proceeds of the of the agency tract lands, as provided in said act.” 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Lunderstand, Mr. Chairman, that the point 
of order is withdrawn, 
Mr. SAYERS. I renew the point of order. Iam informed that 
a ee 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. On what ground does the gentleman renew 
the point of order? 
Mr. SAYERS. Simply on the ground that I have been informed 
that this legislation — not to go upon the bill. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. You were for it in conference, with this 
same provision. 
Mr. SAYERS. On the contrary, I was not. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. It had the same provision. 
Mr. SAYERS. But I was not for it in conference. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To pay Geo Wright for services as in’ for the Oxree Mation of 
from to Se ber vid secti 
Indiana trom January 1 186, to’ September By Tet, as provided by section 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
panna claim and has no place on a general appropriation 


Court of Claims, and I suppose that my friend from Mlinois would 
not hesitate to put this provision ieee defi bill. As there 
is no doubt about the of the claim, and as it is 


FEBRUARY 24, 


—_ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

fine that the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
ae 


upon the of sw competent evi. 
pe ot of -_ ecctoted Fay i¢ appropriation for sup or 
of Indian day and industrial schools for the years 1895 and 1896, H. Phil- 
lips, the of up Indian school, a not to exceed $314. on 
account cdian achoolin the monthet March, 105, and while saslsting ie socio 
Sa property belonging to said school 

Mr.CANNON. Imakethe point of orderon that, Mr. Chairman- 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, this requires no appropria. 
tion. The fact is that this gentleman lost his property in a more 
or less successful attempt to save Government property, and as 
we can pay him without taking it out of the Soaeeens of the 
United States, and as he sustained his loss under these peculiar 
circumstances, | am sure that the lenient heart of mv honored 
friend from Illinois must yield in this instance. aman.) 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will putin a clause providing 
that no part of this money shall come out of the Treasury of the 
United States I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I suppose it will come out of the Treas- 
ury, but it does not require a specific appropriation out of the 
general fand. : , 

Mr. CANNON. I must insist upon the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. : : 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all children born of a between a white man and an Indian 
woman — ae — ee : mgs, DF blord, as any of ne 
of the tri mother blond, er 0 

: Shall construed as to debar suc} 
the ripe: snd 22D" prcoided, Tumtnothing herein chall conflict with thence 
visions of existing treaties, 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I make tho 
point of order on this paragraph that it changes existing law and 
practically repeals the act of August 9, 1888, 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
the point of order. I send tothe Clerk’s desk and ask to have read 
the law which it is claimed this provision changes. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no white man, not otherwise a member of any tribe 
of Indians, who may hereafter marry an Indian woman, member of any In- 
dian tribe in the United Seaton, oF nag of its Territories, except the Five 
Civilized Tribes in the Indian ‘tory, shall by such marriage hereafter 

uire any was 0» cay See or » privilege, or interes‘; whatever to 

w any me 
Spe. 2. t every Indian woman, mem of any such tribe of Indians, 
hereatior be mareiod to any cltiaen of te nited States, is hereby 
by auch marvinge o citieen of the United States, with all 
the rights, privileges, and immunities of any such citizen, bemg a marric: 
woman: That nothing in this act contained shall i or inany 
wi affect the right or title of such married woman to any tribal property 


terest 

“BB 8 ee py ne fA pe 4 pe 
or ered to be 

sail tn cnn delhi precneting: cvidence of te admiasion of such fact by 


t whom the proceeding is 2 
mri fomren Eis at cog ts Batre alle se 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. If the Chairman noticed that law as 
it was read he observed that there is not one word in it with ref- 
erence to the children of an Indian woman who marries a white 
man, and it isa a a that cond apt ok this og 
tion was ore Departmen terior, and it 
was not ail rithin the last two or three years (this act was passe! 
in 1888) that the Secretary held that the child of an Indian woman 
who had married a white man since 1888 was not entitled to all 
the rights of a member of the tribe, and to the same rights as the 
io cae Eee aan aa la imp! 
WwW, simply 
places a construction upon this section. fs mike nee the 
mother shall in the tribe—her property and 
her annuities; and if this be true of her, why is it not true of her 
of her marriage to a white man does not 
change the status of her children, And will any member of this 
House claim for one moment that the children of an Indian 
have not the same rights that 


th 
Some gentlemen an nuke i “. oe 


4 
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to take the 


step and wet at hereatter no Indian man shall marry a white 
no Indian 


woman marry a white man? But instead 
step backward this is a step in the right direction. 
to the Indian Territory, you mr £ to any Indian 
reservation that you please, and you wil! fin t the children 
who are ad in education and intelligence are the children 
of white men and Indian women or the children of white women 
and Indian men. These are the first to put on citizen's clothing; 
they are the first to attend the schools. 

{tell you, Mr. Chairman, there are only two ways to solve this 
Indian question. We may talk about it in Congress all we please; 
missi may say what they please; but the only way to solve 
the Indian question is by education and by intermarriages of In- 
dians and whites. g ; 

Mr. Chairman, in the law of 1888 there is nothing that deprives 
the child of an Indian woman who has married a white man of 
its rights. So I say this amendment, instead of changing existing 
law, simply construes that section and simply puts the chilcren of 
an Indian woman in the same condition as the children of an In- 
dian man occupy. 1 Fa 

Another thing: It is well known as a principle of law that the 
condition of the children foliows that of the mother. If that prin- 
ciple of the common law be conceded, then the condition of the 
children of an Indian woman would follow that of their mother, 
and they would be entitled to all the rights in the tribe that she 
enjoyed. The very law which it is claimed we are undertaking to 
change provides that the mother shall not be deprived of any of 
her rights in the lands or annuities of the tribe. This is all I 
desire to say on the point of order. 

Mr. McCALL of Massxchusetts. Mr. Chairman, the argument 
of the gentleman from Kansas (Mr. Curtis} is simply an argu- 
ment in favor of the repeal of the act of August 9, 1888, because 
the children of white men who marry Indian women are placed 
on a different basis from the children of Indian men who marry 
white women. Now, that argument may be good or bad; but 
the statute of August 9, 1888, in clear terms provides that— 


No white man, not otherwise a member of any tribe of Indians, who may 


woman 
of taking @ 
You may go 


hereafter marry an Indian woman, member of any Indian tribe in the United 
States or any of its Territories, except the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian 
Territory, by such marriage hereafter acquire any right to any tribal 


pee ee interest whatever to which any member of such tribe 
entitled. 


And the next section provides that the Indian wife of the white 
man shall a citizen of the United States. The white man 
being a citizen, his wife becomes a citizen and their children are 


citizens. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me a mo- 


ment? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will wait a 
moment, I will. 

Mr. Chairman, the object of that law is to preserve these Indian 
reservations and Indian lands to the Indians. When an Indian 
woman marries a white man she surrenders her tribal rights so 
far as her children are concerned. She herself enjoys during her 
life all her rights as an Indian woman. My friend from Kansas 
admitted in his argument, as I understood him, that the Interior 
Department has puton this law a construction adverse to the con- 
struction fer which he is contending here. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I wish to ask the gentleman if it is 
not true that the second section of the statute of 1888 expressly 
provides that nothing in the act shall interfere with the interests 
of the wife in the lands or annuities of the tribe? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Yes; but 1 think a fair con- 
struction of that vision is that it applies to the rights of the 
wife during her life. The children of sucha marriage are citizens 
of the United States and have no special claim upon the Govern- 
ment for pes they have not the rights that Indians have. 

are not in the position of wards of this nation. They are 
of the Government. 


a 


I think there is embodied in that statute a broad Legros policy; 
that is, to prevent the maintenance of this race for 


Sur — 


i 
: 


upon the of the United States. 


are willing to rt Indians; but they draw a line as to who 
ere to be enasidierst Indiana. 

Now, it sto me that if the gentleman from Kansas in his 
construction of the law is correct, then there is no need for this 
provision in the bill at all. It is not, Mr. Chairman, the function 
of the bill to construe the law. That belongs to 
the and the of the provision, as embodied in 
this that it is obnoxious to the point of order. 
Mr. of Kansas. I have not a of the Recorp at 
hand, but the Chair will undoubtedly remember that the same 
girstion was raieed on the Post-Oflice a bill during 

consideration in the Committee of the two years ago. 
The point of order was then made and overruled, for the simple 
Se  eometrned the sevtion and was net s change of the 





re 


Now, I submit that if there was anything in the section under 
consideration that shut out the children, it might be a different 
ease. But there is no such provision in this bill; and,as I said at 
the opening, this question was pending before the Departinent of 
the Interior for several years before they determined whether or 
not it applied to the children of Indian women at all. Now, if 
the gentleman from Massachusetts occupies a correct position in 
his argument, why does he not, on this floor, advocate a proposi- 
tion to shut out the children of Indian men who have married 
white women? 

Talk of supporting the Indians! Suppose you try to carry that 
out to its fullest extent, and that the Government should cease its 
support. What is the first step todo? As long as you compel 
them to intermarry you will have to keep them and support them. 
Until you enable white men to marry Indian women, and white 
women to marry Indian men, and protect and educate the children 
of such marriages, you will have to support the race. There is 
no question about that. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. 
in order on the present bill. That is the point I made ageinst the 
pending proposition. It is new legislation, and I am simply mak- 
ing a point on the proposition that it is new legislation and has 
no place in this bill. It is contrary to the rules of the Hou if 
it was properly before the House, 1 might or might not support it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Probably might not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question 
of order raised. 

The Chair remembers the case of two years ago to which atten- 
tion has been called, in reference to the Post-Office bill and the ral- 
ing then made. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recollects the occarion; that it 
had reference to the transmission through the mails of certain 
published matter. The present occupant of the chair never had 
any sympathy with that ruling, but, aside from that, this pending 
proposition, on which the point of order is made, appears clearly 
to the Chair to be new legislation. It is a positive enactment by 
law where at best it is only claimed that none now exists, and the 
Chair, for that reason, sustains the point of order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SUPPORT OF SCHOOL 4. 


The proposition would not be 


That was only the fraternal press 


For support of Indian day and indus ‘rial schools, and for other educational 
purposes, not hereinafter provided for, including pay of architect and drafts 
man, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
$1,135,000, of which amount the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discre- 
tion, use $5,000 for the education of Indians in Alaska: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Interior shall make contracts, but only with present con 
tract schools, for the education of Indian pupils during the fiscal year ending 
June 30. 1807, toan extent not exceeding §# per cent of the amount so used 
for the fiscal year 1895: Provided, That the foregoing shall not apply to pub 
lic schools of any State, Territory, county, or city, or to schools herein or 


hereafter specifically provided for. 


Mr. LINTON said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I move to strike out the last word, and desire 
to say in this connection that it will be impossible for me to con- 
clude my remarks within the five minutes allowed by the rule, 
and I therefore ask an extension of time. I will desire to occupy 
some fifteen or twenty minutes, but will conclude as soon ag 
possible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think perhaps time will be saved by agree- 
ing now upon a limit of time for the debate. It will be better to 
arrive at a conclusion now, so that at the end of the time fixed 
the vote can be taken on the paragraph and any amendments 
that may be offered to it. 

I suggest that we take forty minutes for debate on this proposi- 
tion and all amendments, and give the gentleman from Michigan 
twenty, and I will control the other twenty. 

Mr. LINTON. Idesire to say that there are several others who 
wish to speak, and I hardly think forty minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ThenI ask unanimous consent that the de- 
bate be limited to one hour, with the understanding that at the 
expiration of that time the vote shall be taken on the pending 
amendment, or amendments that may thereafter be offered, with- 
out debate. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Is that an hour on each side? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; one hour altogether. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That, 1 think, would be hardly 
sufficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

Mr. HATNER of Nebraska. I n.ust object for the time being. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Nebraska want? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I do not know that I want any; 
ag would suggest that you make it forty-five minutes on each 
side. 

Mr. LINTON. We can fix the time for the vote, say, at haif 
past 4; that would give ample time. 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. So that time is left for the presen- 
tation of amendments I will be content. I think thirty-five min- 
utes on a side will be sufficient, reserving the right to offer an 
amendment after the debate is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that the debate on this paragraph, and all amend- 
ments thereto, be concluded in one hour and ten minutes, ——. 
minutes of which shall be allotted to the gentleman from Michigan 
and the remainder of the time to the gentleman from New York 
in charge of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Lin- 
we is recognized. 

. LINTON. Mr. Chairman, a little less than two years ago 
from this same place I said that it was time tocall a halt in the ex- 
nditure of the Nation's nee toward any sectarian institution. 
incethen a great change has taken placein this classof legislation. 
No longer do you see the schools of St. Boniface, the Holy Family, 
or St. Ignatius ee for by Congress, and even the 
so-called charities of the District of Columbia under sectarian con- 
trol and for which our whole people have been taxed, thereby be- 
coming unwilling contributors to a taxation without representa- 
tion, have been swept from legislative bills. 

This has been brought about by an outraged, indignant public 
sentiment created by the knowledge that Congress has for years, 
contrary to public policy, contrary to the principles of gov- 
ernment, and in direct contravention of the Constitution, appro- 
priated vast sums of money that have been devoted to sectarian 
pu . Every member upon the floor at this moment is aware 
of the fact that the pending bill carries in round numbers a 

uarter of a million dollars, every penny of which will go into 
the coffers of one church to be used for the education of 4,000 
children in schools where creed, and one creed only,is taught. I 
will not, and never have attacked or abused any religion or creed, 
and will endeavor to refrain, in my own remarks, from even men- 
tioning the name of any sect, but I believe this whole religious 
controversy should be forever eliminated from the arena of poli- 
tics, and the only way to bring it about is to absolutely divorce 
church and state, as intended by the founders of our Government, 
and stop here and now pandering to any church influence or de- 
mand by ceasing at once makiz.g this class of appropriations. 

As stated by a well-known Senator during the debate upon this 
bill last session— 

It isa very serious matter. Itconcerns the rights of the American le 
so far as the appropriation of their money is concerned Ido not believe the 


of the United States can long stand upon whe ground we occup 
to-day. There is already a gathering storm in country against this mat- 


ter of appropriating manny Sor sectarian That storm may break 
before a great while upon Congress and the people of the United States, 

The storm prophesied by the Senator did break in many places 
during the last campaign, and men whose faces have been familiar 
here for many years are now resting quietly by their firesides, 
wishing they voted upon this question in accordance with the 
Constitution of their country, in obedience to the dictates of their 
own consciences, and according to the desires of almost their entire 
constituencies. They then might have escaped the storm of indiy- 
nation and the flood of ballots which overcame them. The storin 
of 1894, however, was a zephyr and the flood a rivulet compared 
with what is impending if C rsists in its mad course of 
voting hundreds of thousands of dollars to one church in bills 
which if passed become laws pa an establishment of re- 
ligion (directly prohibited by the United States Constitution); but 
they go further than that, and actually force poor, ignorant chil- 
dren under that establishment of gion and pay the bills for 
their religious education. But my friend from New York 
will say the children will be thrown out of school if we do not pro- 
vide for them. Notso. I wish to have the Clerk read a United 
Press dispatch of this date. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

COLLECTIONS FOR CATHOLIC INDIAN MISSIONS. 
PHILADELPHIA, February 23. 

In allthe Roman Catholic churches of this diocese collections were taken 
up for the mission work among the negroes and Indians in the United States. 
Similar collections were taken in other dioceses as the result of an appeal ro- 
cently issued to the bishops and rae by the commission composed of 
a Gibbons, Archbishop Ryan, of city, and Archbishop Kain, of St. 

The rich and powerful church which has these children in charge 
will not discontinue teaching its creed because the Government 
refuses longer to pay for it any more than the same church would 
abandon the big university it has establisned almost within a 
ne acid of the Capitol because it can not secure Govern- 
ment aid. 

I will introduce here for printing in the Recorp a limited num- 
ber of letters, remonstrances, and resolutions, which should have 
great —— with our decisions here to-day, coming from the high 
=e they do, representing great churches and millions of our 
people: 

New York, December 27, 1595. 

HONORABLE AND DEAR SiR: We, the unde executive officers of 
mission boards and ntatives of leading es of the Christian 
Church in the United 8 a, Semee to ask your earnest attention tothe mat- 
ter of appropriations of public money vnc9 gross in aid of Indian schools 
condu by religious denominations. ollowing table, compiled from 

he Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 


the reports of the sets forth the present 
status of this question: - 


Amounts set apart for education of Indians in schools under private control for the fiscal years 1886 to 1896, inclusive. 





Attention is especially invited to the fact that the Presbyterians, Metho- 
dists, Comaveqanionalints. Episco; Friends, Luth and Unitarians 
have all formally cutioed to receive further Government aid in on 

eir work among the Indians, receive ; 
ja years y subject ie very widely discussed in the col- 
umns of the public press, secular and eee, in the of Con, and 
elsewhere, and we ve that the sen is 
almost solidly unived in ition to this sch 
tarian sch 


We believe that the sentiments already expressed by you are in harmony 
with the vi f the mass of the American people, and we appeal to 
m to continue the ial aoe to which you have given so much valuable 


We believe that if you would send a of your speech of June 7, 1894, be- 
fore to the pastors in the United States, asking them to preach a 
sermon or ver an address on this subject, to circulate petitions to be 


sa | 


Total in 11 
1895. 1896. years. 








957 ' , 845 , 745 , 215 471 , 430, 157 
650) 44,310 O00 * = = # $52" 470 
, 450 29, 146 25, 736 825 mes 

cops iepabochll tte en crt cncitcenl li eae ih a 23. 31 
oes are bl matdiind aibalie wiadnitedins aetna wecindintarisiid waddemmiiitn obtained 8,350 
24, 876 29,910 23, 220 4, 860 7,020 123, 346 
23, 383 24,748 24,748 10, 020 10, 020 170, 577 
4,375 4,875 4,375 8, 750 3,750 = 
"5, 400 5,400 | 6,400 | 6,400 | 5,400 | «5,400 |... 44. 550 
7,500 9, 180 16, 200 15, 120 15,120 83, 700 
9940} 6,700] 13,980 38.5 

> 6a6viiny eniememtvaiimalewatialin und 6,4 
3, 000 15.375 
33, 400 867, 400 
20, 040 220, 440 
2,040 6, 360 
 Shko ss ee ben aes blac a cae ee 900 1,500 
1,620 
570 | 6, 147, 212 





and to write personal let- 
praying for the discon- 


tinuance of such a you w find at once such a response as 

would clear] Congress the unpopularity of such a riations 

In asking rene attention to the sul we are e action 

the last which tinuance of the contract syste: 

“as " on 90 grentene is believe it is and Ges rable 
that discontinued eres that no jons 

from otting apart of for ae Saenercl 

“Rol het Home Mis 

; TJ. secre 

tary Mission Society; A. B. Leonard, 

—s Gauche CO. Mote 2 Mision. 

| ary Society, Met ; C.J. Ryder, corre- 

‘sponding of tion, Con- 


> P , Pres 
brsrian Boar ,-" corresponding secretary 
Hon. W. 8. Luvron, M. C., W D.C. 
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LOUISVILLE, Ky., January 21, 1896. 


: of presence eat een ad aod 
Pastors’ Conference Louisville). L[assure you tha 
== t ists in Kentucky, as well as nearly 


timen: sixths of cee ian vloem poopie. on a 
ts of five-sixths o' erican ple. I earnestly 
fae cont this stain upon our Government may be speedily removed. 

ery sincerely, yours, ‘ T. T. EATON, 


Editor Western Recorder. 
Hon. W. 8. Linron, Washington, D. C. 


New York, December 30, 1895. 


: large meeting of the conference of Baptist ministers of 
Noo York and ieinite the preamble and resolution below was unanimously 


. T. J. MORGAN, 
Yours, truly, ling Secretary, American Baptist Home Mission Society. 


Hon. W. 8. Linton, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: The protest below is offered by the Baptist Ministers’ Confer- 
ence of Atlanta, Ga.: 

“That in ente this protest we are guided by a regard for the sacred 
principle of separation of church and state so prominently characteristic of 
our constitutional on, and wholly uninfluenced by disproportionate fa- 
veThis Pevolution was nnanimously passed at the Baptist Ministers’ Confer- 
ence tlan , Janua’ ; 

as <= Cc. N. DONALDSON, Chairman. 


. W. 8. Linton, 
ae of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Resciations below were -= ponies by the Baptist Ministers’ Con. reice 
Manchester, Va. 
aber cones WM. E. HATCHER, Presiden’. 


J. T. TUCKER, Secretary. 


January 13, 1896. 
Resolutions by the Baptist Pastors’ Conference, Louisville, Ky., 
SRI died States Government during the last eleven years hes 


yaid out of the public Treasury the sum of $3,430,157 to the Roman Catholics 
aid them in carrying on their missio work among the Indians; and 

* Whereas for the ending June 30, 1896, while less than $6,000 are set 
aside for other ch the sum of $308,471 is given to the Roman Catholics; 


Waicen it is the declared policy of the Government to discontinue Indian 
contract schools as early as cable; and 
Whereas it is entirely feasible to make pe in Government schools 


all Indian now enrolled in con schools before the beginnin 
ot the school year of 1896-97: Therefore s 
Resolved, 


t we earnestly u u — ey the importance of discon- 
tiruing at once the contract Thoth: system and we hereby protest inst the 
of further sums from public Treasury in the aid of contract 

We do this for the following reasons: 


tion of public money to any church or religious denom- 


First. 
tion is Dialaty ta violation of the t of the Constitution, which pro- 
mt of any form of : sligion. 


the 
Second. It is con’ to lic , causing as it does religious jealous- 
, and g oder Plitics aoe of sectarian ee 
gi tege a sum to one sect while others doing the same 
work ne e ans receive nothing from the public Treasury is 
unwarranted favoritism on the part of the United States Government, which 
is in duty bound to treat all its people alike. 
Fourth. It is a serious menace to the itegrity of the public-school system, 
urged in behalf of action of the Government may 
be urged with equal potency in behalf of the division of the public-school 
fund of the several States. 
Fifth. It is detrimental to the cause of Indian education. It is better for 
preperation for American citizenship to be trained in public 
ee where the nee = & eer patriotism and to prepare 
them for a speedy absorption ratio e. 
H. C. ROBERTS, President. 
NOLAND, Secretary. 


A PROTEST AND PETITION. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Uni ates in Congress assembled: 
We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States, earnestly protest against 
the appropriation Congress of funds oN , 


from the National asury for sec- 
tarian education among the Indians, or for the support 
undertaking not wholiy under the control of the Rational Government. 
We ry petition the Fifty-fourth Congress to adopt the followin 
is tion proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


Resolved by the Senate and House o, Peprapatatinns of the United States of 
America in assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), 
That the amendment to the Constitution of the United States be 
for by legislatures in the several States, which, when 
legislatures in three-fourths of the United States, shall be valid as 
said Constitution, namely: 5 


“ ARTICLE XVL 


“Neither Congress nor any State shall pass any law respecting an establish- 
ment of or prohibiting the free exe: thereof, a the prop- 
erty or of the United States, or of any State, or any money raised by 
or au either to be used, for purpose of founding, main- 
taining, or aiding, tion, payment for services, expenses, or other- 
wise, church, ancentnaon, of oe society, or any institu- 
tion, or undertaking which is wholly or in part er socks or 
ecclesiastical control.” , 


R. W. ROWLEY, 
Attention is invited to a table ied teens the saeim ett 
a comp of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs showing the amount of money 


XXVITI—131 


of any institution or 


a part of 


paid out of the public Treasury for contract Indian schools during 
the period of eleven years, 1886-1896, inclusive. From this table 
it appears— 

First. That during that time the total amount paid to Indian 
contract schools was $5,147,292 and that of this sum $3,430,157 kas 
gone to one denomination. 

Second. The amount reached its highest point in 1892, viz, $611,- 
570. Since this time there has been a steady decline, the amount 
appropriated for the year 1896 being $370,796. 

ird. The Methodists, Presbyterians, Congregationalists, Epis- 
copalians, Friends, Unitarians, and Lutherans, who have hitherto 
participated in this Government subsidy, have withdrawn entirely. 
The amount of $2,160 charged to the Episcopalians for the year 
1896 is not by the authority but against the express wish of the 
church; the same is true of the $600 charged to the Methodists. 
The school conducted by Miss Howard is in no sense a church 
school. while Lincoln and Hampton institutes both claim tobe 
undenominational, so that of the total amount apppropriated for 
contract schools for 1896, viz, $870,796, the sum of $308,471 is given 
ae church, while only $3,125 is given to any other religious 

y. 

Fourth. It willthus be seen that as the matter now stands the Gov- 
ernment of the United States takes from the public Treasury the 
sum of $308,000 to aid one religious body in carrying on its mis- 
sionary work among the Indians, while it gives practically noth- 
ing to any other. 

t is worthy of noting in this connection that at the last session 
of Congress a clause was inserted in the Indian bill prohibiting 
the Secretary of the Interior from making any new contracts, and 
restricting him to a sum not to exceed 80 per cent of the contracts 
of the previous years, and directing that— 


The Government shall, as early as practicable, make provision for the edu- 
cation of Indian children in Government schools. 


It thus appears that the Indian contract school system has, after 
mature deliberation and much public discussion, been repudiated 
practically by all the churches except one; second, that the entire 
policy has been condemned by act of Congress. 

I hope that the present Congress will abolish at once the entire 
system, which is so antagonistic to the spirit of the Constitution, 
repugnant to the public opinion, and which has been heretofore 

roductive of so much bitterness, and which has in it the possi- 
ility of so many evils in the future. 

I may be called an extremist upon this question, but I know that 
I am in the right and that the American people are with me. 

On the 15th of June, 1876, the Republican national convention 
declared: 


The public-school system of the United States is the bulwark of the Ameri- 
can Republic. With a view toitssecurity and permanence we recommend an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States forbidding the applica- 
tion of any public funds or property for the benefit of any schools or institu- 
tions under sectarian control. 


Republicans, can you vote for this appropriation after having 
made this party pledge? 

The Democratic national platform at St. Louis, June 28, 1876, 
declared: 


We do here reaffirm our faith in the total separation of church and state 
for the sake alike of civil and religious freedom 


And referred to— 
the aie schools, which the Democratic party has cherished from their 
foundation and resolved to maintain, without prejudice or preference for any 


class, sect, or creed, and without largesses from the Treasury to any 


Democrats, will you vote largesses to a creed, after declaring in 
party convention assembled that you would not doso? I know of 
the pressure that is being brought to bear upon members, and the 
lobby that has been at work. I wish to have read at this time an 
Associated Press dispatch published in papers throughout the 
country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FIRST OF ITS KIND—P2RE MARQUETTE’S STATUE TO BE PLACED IN THE 
CAPITOL. 
WASHINGTON, February 21. 

The unveiling of Pére Marquette’s statue in Statuary Hall, at the Capitol 
which will occur soon, will be the first instance of the placing of a memorial 
to a churchman in the Capitol. The statue is being put in position. Father 
Marquette is represented in the garb of the Jesuits, standing with a map in 
his left hand, the right grasping his robe. 

It is expected the unveiling exercises will be attended by Cardinal Satolli, 
Cardinal Gibbons, and the French and Italian ambassadors, together with a 
number of high dignitaries of the Catholic Church. 


Mr. LINTON. I presume that Father Stephan, who labors so 
assiduously here for the schools of his church, thinks it a fitting 
time when at this very moment in Statuary Hall, in the room of 
the Capitol dearest to our people owing to the associations of great 
names connected with it, there is being uncovered this marble 
statue, clothed in the cowl and gown of a Jesuit, with crucifix, 
rosary, beads, and other paraphernalia of his church, standing 
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with map in one hand, the other grasping his robe—the whole 


re, including pedestal, wpon which is engraved scenes of church 
triumph and the Jesuitical letters, “S. J.,” is of an ecclesiastical 
character alone; in fact 80 much so that devotees of that society 
have stopped in front of it, placed as it is in the main corridor of 
the Capitol, to make the sign of their creed, causing a member of 
the House, who may participate in this debate, to say that— 


The interior has been transformed,and now the only thing necessary to 

ive the Capitol the appearance of a complete cathedral is to change the ex- 
but slightly by removing the Goddess otf Liberty from the and 
substituting a figure of St. Peter, 


And this statue of a zealous priest, who never knew the mean- 
ing of the precious word “liberty,” and never heard the name 
or even dreamed of the great State he is sup d to represent, 
has this day been placed, and we are informed is to remain, next 
to and towering hove the marble form of a statesman, the mar- 
tyred Lincoln, standing just beneath with troubled face and 
bowed head, but the stroke of whose pen freed 4,000,000 slaves; 
and, as we are informed in the extract just read, the unveiling 
exercises of this, the first and only statue of a churchman in the 
Capitol, will be attended by that ‘‘eminent American,” (?) Cardi- 
nal Satolli, and other high dignitaries of his church—this, I say, 
Father Stephan may consider a fitting time for Congress to 
sent the schools of his faith with a quarter of a million dollars, but 
I do not; neither do I believe this House is in a temper to do it, 
and I therefore oe the te yee gat I offer, which 
will prevent such a misapp nm oO moneys. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. Linton, as follows: 


On 49, after the word “Alaska,” in line G tnsast 
“And ft is hereby declared that it isthe intention of this act that no money 
herein appropriated shall be for educa in sectarian . 
Caeeeeeey of the Interior is hereby charged with the duty of so using ad- 
minis said an ee out said object, and he is hereby 
author and req needful rules and regulations necessary 
to prevent the 1:3e of any part of said fund for education in sectarian schools.” 
d strike out the pores beginning in line 8, down to and including the 
words ‘ninety five,” in line 14, page 49. 


The CHAIRMAN. Hasthe gentleman from Michigan occupied 
all the time he desires to occupy? 

Mr. LINTON. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill yield, Mr. n, to the gentleman 
from South Dakota - r. GAMBLE] such time as he desires. 

Mr. GAMBLE. . Chairman, I desire to say at the outset it 
is not my intention to make a set speech upon the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Linton]. It 
occurs to me, however, the Committee on Indian Affairs should 
have some reasons to present for the report they have made so far 
as it relates to the subject of Indian education. 

In an act by the last Co it was declared that the 
Secretary of the Interior should make contracts, but only with the 
then contract schools, for the education of Indian pupils uring the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, toan extent not ae 
cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 1895, and that the 
Government should as early as practicable make provision for 
the education of Indian children in Government schools. 

In pursuance of that declaration the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have brought in a report upon this subject in compliance with the 
declared purpose of Congress as there laid down, and the amount 
appropriated this year, oa pene in this bill, is only 60 per cent 

the amount appropriated for the year 1895. So, Mr. Chairman, 
we feel that we are carrying out in good faith the policy of last 

r; and we do not believe it is just to the Indians that they should 
ow off from the ingen pe ——— which has heretofore 
been extended for the aid of Indian education. I heartily agree 
with the gentleman from Michigan . Luvton] in the prin- 
ciple enunciated by him, to entirely dissever church from state, 
bat there is something more than a theory involved. These insti- 
tutions of learning have been planted in these remote regions for 
the education of the Indian. It was done in good faith, and at 
the invitation and encouragement of the United States. There 
can be no question, I think, that these schools have contributed 
most encouragingly to the higher and better education of the 


Indian 
I represent a tes something ik nae eee 


Mr. ’ 
its ulation in different localities some like 25,000 Indians, 
there not voluntarily the State of South but 
y have been admitted to p by the Government of the 
United States without any act upon our part, and are a part and 
of our people. We are interested, Mr. Chairman, in hav- 
the Government contribute to their education, as it prcperly 
eee: te Dg Aller wmode eased ge hart Bg ah 

ug harmony an pathy with the institutions 

only of the State, tat of tee Genwal Goverment. We are 
anxious that this may be educated and fully civilized, that 
they may in time be a strength rather than a menace to our Com- 


monwealth. The amendment proposed is to strike down all appro- 
priations for this purpose. 

I respectfully submit, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs have reported wisely and in compliance with the 
declared purpose of the law passed in the last session of Congress. 

For the fiscal year 1895 a less nS yee tora was made by 
$74,000 than for the prior year. By the appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year 1896 the appropriation was reduced more than $92,000. 
Later I will ask to have read, as a part of my remarks, a com- 
munication I received in response to certain inquiries I made of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs upon the subject under dis- 
cussion. 

I submit in all fairness that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Linton], if he is to insist upon his amendment and no appropria- 
tion is to be extended, ought to ask from the General Government a 
sufficient amount now for the construction and equipment of 
schools to be under the control of the Government to supply the 
place of those that have been and now are doing this work under 
contract. If the contract schools are to be eliminated and stricken 
down their oqeiveles should be supplied, and that without un- 
necessary y. He should ask for an priation by the 
General Government, so that the education of the Indian may be 
provided for in the immediate future, and the service not suffer 
and its ap a stimulating influence be postponed. 

Mr, PEARSON. With the gentleman’s permission, I will state 
that as I understand this ent it does not cut off any of the 
appropriation, but simply says it shall be expended without sec- 
Mr, LINTON. ‘That is the onl provision. The appropria 

4 ° mn. ropriation 
is not reduced in the least. . = 

Mr. SPALDING. It does not reduce the appropriation. 

Mr. GAMBLE. The amendment to which the gentleman from 
Michigan directed his remarks was simply to strike out the last 
word; but I understand that he concluded his remarks by submit- 

an amendment. 

amendment, however, will havethe effect I have indicated. 
The Government has not its own schools or school facilities, nor 
are they otherwise provided in the localities where the service is 
needed. It is our understanding, the schools can not otherwise 
be provided at the na than by the — schools. I 
am in hearty sympathy gentleman in his proposition to 
have an absolute separation of church and state. Ba , interested 
as we are in the education of the Indian as a part of our citizen- 
ship, in the elevation of his manhood, and his char- 
acter, we say in all fairness that he ought to come in, if these 
schools are to be cut off and the opportunities of the Indian less- 


ened, and ask for a reasonable a ion to supply facilities 
in lieu of what he to strike . Lhold in my hand a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to which 


I heretofore referred, which states that it will require upward of 
$1,200,000 to supply school facilities equaling those already pro- 
vided by the contract schools. I will ask to have it read asa part 
of my remarks. 

> CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to have it 
re 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 15, 1896. 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of February 8, 
relative to certain school matters. In advise you seriatim as follows: 
First. Number of Indian children educa in or con- 
Centenute ave aendo ‘or 4,072 pupils, while the average attendance on these 
by reports of contractors to be 4,998. 
much was paid by the Government to such schools for the 
above purpose for each of the fiscal years of 1895 and and how much is 
SS SS ear : ‘ 
fiscal year 1895 were made for this aggregating 
and like reduction for would reduce the 


. if any, has been used by the Government since 
18% for the Indian Department in the 
buildings for educational use for the 


estimate shows the cost of this item to be $216,612, to which 
added about $50,000 more for minor repairs, improvements, water 


Fourth. If all contracts by the Government with sectarian or other schools 


want aed bance cota SP parce cattle ain 


i 


sites with to adequately and supply theservice equ:' 
oa discontinuance of any of the contract schools r the 

As stated above, if the contract-school system were abolished Gov 
ernment forced for the 


Be 
a 
ii 
i 

it 
i 
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from two to three years. 
By potting forte eae the Department, ree transmitted 
to C Executive Document No. 107, Fifty-third Congress. 
Vics respectfully, 
. J. GAMBLE, 

- ion of Representatives. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I care 
eae , except to say that I am in no ways wedded to any par- 
ticular measure; but being interested as I am in the education of 
the Indians, especially within the limits of my own State, I do not 
want to see the cause of Indian education 
and this is the reason for my objection tothe amendment. It can 
not be otherwise than detrimental to the service, at least until 
adequate facilities are sup I 

laces by these schools. submit that under the policy already 
un by Congress every dollar of appropriation will! cease 
within three years from this time, and it seems to me it is a feasi- 
ble, it is a practicable, it is a wise provision that the committee 
has followed out, and it ought to be satisfactory to everyone. 


D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


question? ’ 
Mr. GAMBLE. Certainly. S 
Mr. ANDREWS. Has any provision been made thus far for the 


to what is contained in the communication Ihave | if we continne epee the policy under which we are now work- 
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We do not want the cause of Indian education to suffer. We 
think the appropriation asked for by the committee should be 
made. The Government will do the work as soon as it isina 
position with adequate faciliiies to do it, and in the meantime we 





| desire the appropriation contemplated in the act of 1895 and in 


er even temporarily, | 


lied by the Government to supply the | 


pursuance of the policy then declared. 
Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will allow mea question, 


ing how long will it be before the Government will have complete 
control of the education of these Indians? 

Mr.GAMBLE. Three years. 

Mr. PEARSON. If I understood the gentleman from South 
Dakota, the proposition is to cut down this appropriation 20 per 
cent each year,so that it would take four more years. Why not 
make some provision now looking to the future control of these 


| schools? 


Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | 


building of houses by the Government to take care of these chil- 
9 


Mr. GAMBLE. That is a subject to which I was about to ad- 


dress m . In the letter submitted by the Commissioner it is 
shown t upward of $200,000 has been used for that purpose | 


during the past year. And I submit, Mr. Chairman, if we are to 


withdraw support from these schools within three years—and the | 
Commissioner 


, by his letter, states it will take three years to com- 
plete the construction of these buildings—we ought, in justice to 
the Indians, to appropriate at least one-third of the amountat this 
time and at once commence the construction of school buildings 
so as to have them ready to be occupied as the needs of the service 


require, and avert, if possible, any harm to the cause of education 


of this people. 


am an 
Mr. REWS. Another question, with the permission of the 


gentleman. Why not proceed with that business immediately and | 


put this whole question under absolute Government control from 
the outset? 

Mr.GAMBLE. I am willing, as far as I am concerned, to assent 
to the proposition of the gentleman, but is this Congres willing 
under nt conditions to appropriate $1,200,000 for the pur- 

? 


it, because I think the United States is large enough, great enough, 
educate the Indian, an 


gy services from sectarian or other contract schools. 


so much money to equip these schools to transact the work now 
under ‘tical Government ccntrol, does it not? 
Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir; it would require an appropriation of 


$1,200,000 to provide the facilities with which to do the work that 
= now being done by contract schools. It will require that amount 
of a 


D tion for school buildings. 

Mr. KIEFER. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? Su the Government should furnish that amount of 
money, $1,200,000, or whatever the amount may be, would it not 
take at least another year before these buildings would be finished 
and the children entered for educational purposes? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. . Consequently the present appropriation asked 
by the committee must be given. 

Mr. GAMBLE. It ought to be given, so as to keep up the edu- 
cation of the Indians until other facilities are supplied by the 
Government to do the work under its direct charge and entirely 

of the contract system. 

Mr. KIEFER. So as to have no break in the course. 


Mr. GAMBLE. And if no appropriation is made, then the edu- 
cation of Indian children would not be provided for. 
Mr. WS. This appropriation tes to what fiscal 


Mr. GAMBLE. To the fiscal year en June, 1897. 

Mr, ANDREWS. And it isdeemed that between this time and 
the time when the Government can erect these buildings the edu- 
cational work would be seriously injured if this system were not 


continued? 

Mr. GAMBLE. That is conceded by the communication I had 
read. There are many school buildings now in which the work is 
pays, by and it would require some time to construct buildings 
to the of those used for that purpose. With this state- 
ment, Mr. , I will take my seat. It was not my inten- 
tion to take so much time in stating the position of the committee. 


Tthink, however, we ought at least to appropriate a part of | 


| organization. 


| of Representatives. 
. ANDREWS. Just onemorequestion. In the endit means | 


Mr. GAMBLE. Youwould havemy most hearty cooperation in 
making the appropriation. We all know, even if the policy of 
1895 is to be followed, there ought to be an appropriation for the 
purpose of constructing and equipping scnool buildings, so that 
the Government will be in a position to do the work of education 


| itself when these contracts will have terminated. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Let me suggest to the gentleman from North 
Carolina that this provision is being made thoroughly in this bill, 


| There were eighty contract schools, and 20 per cent has been de- 


ducted from those, and we are making Government schools. If he 
will take the trouble to examine the report he will see that half a 
dozen schools were erected last year. 

Mr. PEARSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if it would not be better to make provision for the whole 
amount for the erection of these buildings as soon as possible, and 
thus stop this sectarian discussion? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Ihave known it to occur that buildings have 
been erected in less than six months for the accommodation of 4,000 
white children, and why can not we do it in this instance? [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. LINTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. CooPER}. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, like the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. GamBie] I have no set speech on this 
subject, but in view of the great importance of it I deem it my 
duty to explain my attitude toward the pending bill. I shal! vote 
against this provision in the bill just as I voted against a similar 

rovision in the bill of two years ago, and for the same reason. 

bis provision is unrepublican, as is demonstrated by the extract 


| from the Republican platform of 1876 read by the gentleman from 
and has resources enough, and should be independent enough to | 

a if possible make him a self-supporting, | 
intelligent citizen, within their own school buildings, without rent- | 


Michigan. It is undemocratic as demonstrated by the extract 
read from the Democratic platform of that year. It is un-Amer- 
ican. Sucha proposition has no legitimate place before the House 
I do not speak to-day as a member of the 
Iam not now nor have I ever been a member of that 
I speak simply as an American citizen who thinks 


A. Bie 


| that upon this particular proposition there is no room whatever 


' 
| 


| 


for compromise. This proposed 20 per cent reduction is a com- 
promise, or an attempt to compromise, a principle which lies at 
the very foundation of this Government; a principle that no true 
American citizen ought ever to consent to see compromised in the 
slightest degree. The argument in favor of these appropriations 
which I heard two years ago, and which has been repeated to-day, 
did not and does not commend itself to my judgment. 

It is based on two premises. The first one is that if we withdraw 
the support of the Government from these sectarian schools they 
will languish and die. I deny that first premise of the argument 
of the gentlemen from South Dakota [Mr. GamBLe]. Itisonlya 
mere expression of opinion, not a statement of fact, and I deny 
that that opinion is well founded. As stated by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Livton] if we withdraw the appropriations 
proposed in this bill from the church or churches which desire to 
receive them, those particular churches wi!l support these schools 
just as the Presbyterians and the Methodists and the Baptists and 
the other denominations now support their schools. The Baptists 
have never received but have always refused to receive any appro- 
priations from the Government. The Presbyterians, the Congre- 
gationalists, and the Methodists have received such appropriations, 
but some two years or more ago, of their own volition, they an- 
nounced to Congress and to the American people that they wanted 
no more Government appropriations to support their schools. 
Why does not the other church say the same thing? 

Mr. WALSH. What church do you refer to when you say ‘‘ the 
other church?” 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The other churches—I do not 
know how many there are. I[ understand, however, that there 
are certain churches that ask for these appropriations. I under- 
stand, for instance, that it has not been announced tothe American 
people or to the American Congress that the Catholic Church is 





2 





willing to give up this appropriation—and I make no invidious 
comparison between churches, for I am friendly to all of them. 
But I understand that there is one church which clings to this 
appropriation. Now, I saw by the Census Abstract the other day 
t there arein the Catholic Church in this country 6,000,000 
communicants. This we ope carries about $250,000 to that 
8. 


church for these schoo lf it were $300,000, how much would 
each one of those 6,000,000 of communicants be called upon to con- 
tribute in order to make up that amount? Five cents—5 cents a 

ear, less than half a cent a month! What an imputation upon 

he loyalty, the zeal, the devotion of the members of this enor- 
mously wealthy religious organization to say that to preserve these 
schools and to propagate among the Indians the faith in which 


they believe they would not be a to im an additional 
= capita assessment or to make gn additional per capita contri- 
ut 


jon to the amount of half a cent a month, or 5 cents a year! 
Gentlemen, do you believe anything so improbable as that? No 
one can believe it. There is another reason why we know that that 
church would continue to support its schools. We know it b 
the reraarks made by the honorable gentleman from New Yor 
_- SHERMAN], the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
n his opening statement, when he brought this bill before the 
Committee of the Whole, this colloquy occurred. I read from 
page 2200 of the Recorp: 


Mr. Pearson. Before the gentleman takes his seat I should like to ask him 
if he can give the committee any information as to how much money would 
be required to procure, either by lease or purchase, the school buildings that 
are now used in these contract schools? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ef to my friend from North Carolina that I do not 
know whether these buil ings can be procured atallor not. I presume some 
of them could not be had. imagine that to erect school buildings which 
would take the place of all these contract schools would require perhaps from 
a million and a half to two millions of dollars. 


Mr. Pearson. The gentleman knows that we have already acquired cer- 
tain of the schools? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 


Mr. Pearson. And we have acquired them from nearly every denomina- 
tion except one? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 


Mr. Pearson. Now, has any effort been made looking to the obtaining of 
the title to such schools, either by lease or otherwise? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not; but I will —_ to my friend that I have an idea, 
obtained from a semiofficial source, that these schools perhaps would not be 
sold to the United States. 


A yore peace . “Unofficial” that shovld be, not ‘‘semiof- 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It reads “‘ semiofficial.” It could 
not be semiofficially. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Itshouldbe “unofficial.” Thestatement had 
no connection whatever with any official. 

Mr.COOPER of Wisconsin. Verywell. If these schools would 
not be sold to the United States, then they would be retained by 
the church which owns them. If retained, they would be retained 
for what pur ? Evidently for the purposes of Indian schools, 
and their maintenance would involve, as I have already said, an 
additional per capita assessment of only 5 cents a year upon the 
communicants of that church. 

But even if the statement be true that the schools would languish 
and die but for Government aid, that furnishes no argument what- 
ever why ‘ve should make this appropriation. We have no right 
to do good to an Indian child by outraging the plain rights of a 
whiteman., The Virginiastatute of religious freedom was drawn 


: pe Bing ern Jefferson, and he was prouder of it than of anything 
e 


he ever wrote except the Declaration of Independence. It 
received the sanction of James Madisonand his warm approbation 
in a letter which he wrote after its enactment. 
Here is a clause in that statute of religious freedom: 


That to compel a man to furnish contributions of money for the propaga- 
tion of opinions which he disbelieves is sinful and tyrannical. 


Have you aright to take the money of Catholics or Presbyterians 
or Methodists to educate Indian children in infidelity or to teach 
them the Jewish faith? No; nor have you the right to take the 
money of Jews or infidels or Protestants generally to teach Indian 
children the Catholic faith, because, in the language of Thomas 
Jefferson, when you take the money of 0s ewe for the purpose 
of pro ting religious opinions which he disbelieves you commit 
an act which is ul and tyrannical. jar lause. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know how 
much time there is left on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr.SuHeEr- 
MAN] has nineteen minutes and the gentleman from Michigan 
{Mr. oe) SS minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota | Mr. a. 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Chairman, I am in entire sympathy with the 

rinciple laid down in the discussion of the District appropriation 

ll a week or two ago, that all governmental a oa 
should be disbursed by Government officials. But it there 
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is no principle so correct that under certain circumstances and 
conditions it may not be inapplicable; and I take it there is 
no rule so exact that under certain conditions it is not ‘‘ more 
honored in the breach than the observance,” and it seems to me 
thinking men will conclude this is such an occasion. The great 
aim and object of all governmental transactions with the iliens 
has been to elevate, to civilize, and to Christianize them; and the 
test of all influences in such civilization and advancement 
ave been the schools that have been established among the vari- 
ous Indian tribes by the different religious denominations of the 
United States and the self-sacrificing efforts of noble men and 
women who have left the abodes of civilization and everything 
that is dear to the heart of a civilized person and, impelled by an 
overpowering missionary spirit and no hope of reward except the 
consciousness of having well performed a rn duty, have 
devoted their lives to the Indians—who have ed among these 
children of the forest and the plains and endeavored to elevate and 
Christianize them. 

I am aware that very many of these missionaries are Roman 
Catholics and that very many of these schools are controlled by 
Catholics, and I take it that this amendment is aimed chiefly at 
that church. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not a Roman Catholic, 
and have no personal interest in that church; but, Mr. Chairman, 
my widening experience among men has taught me that no one 
church is great enough to absorb all the principles proclaimed 
on Calvary’s mount by that wonderful carpenter of Nazareth. 
And, Mr. Chairman, I declare, without fear of successful contra- 
diction and as a matter of simple justice, that this denomination 
has done as much as if not more than any other denomination to 
civilize and Christianize the Indians of North America. My long 
acquaintance with the Indians and an intimate uaintance 
with the Indian character has taught me that a Catholic Indian 
is very much preferable to a heathen Indian. 

I want to attention to the schools established on the White 
Earth Reservation. There are two schools there that have been 
established for many years, one ma by the Episcopalians and 
one by the Catholics. Within the radius over which the influence 
of those schools has extended the Indians have made considerable 
advancement in civilization and enlightenment. They live in 
houses; they have wagons; they cultivate the land; they are ad- 
vancing in civilization; while beyond the borders of the influence 
of those schools the Indians are exactly in the same condition that 
they were when Christopher Columbus discovered America. 

I have not forgotten that when the “ ghost-dance” excitement 
swept over the Western plains, bringing within its influence those 
Western Indians, a band of wild Indians went to our Chippewa 
Reservation in Minnesota; they instituted a ‘“‘ ghost dance” and 
were eee | those civilized Indians up to the wildest frenzy, so 
that the whole northern portion of our State trembled in anticipa- 
tion of an immediate Indian outbreak. In that emergency the 
only white men who dared to go among those Indians were those 
missionaries that had charge of those mission schools on the reser- 
vation. They did go among those excited Indians, and by their 
influence, an influence which a obtained through a life- 
time of association with and work among them, persuaded the 
visiting Indians to return home and persuaded the resident In- 
dians to resume their ordinary vocations, so that the danger was 


averted. 

Nor have I forgotten, Mr. Chairman, the terrible Sioux Indian 
war which swept over southwestern Minnesota in 1862. the most 
terrible Indian war in all the history of such warfare in this coun- 
try. It came like a thunderclap from aclear sky. Our men were 
away at the front, battling for the Union, leaving their homes, 
their wives, their children unp . In that terrible holo- 
caust of death, which was led on by Little Crow, more than 6,000 
men, women, and children lost lives. Mr. Chairman, I am 
willing to admit that many so-called educated and Christianize: 
Indians forgot their education and their , and with 
bloody hands joined the wild Indians in that a carnival of 
death. But at the same time I do not forget John Otherday and 
four or five other Christianized In . who by their warnings and 
by their efforts, made.at the imminent danger of their own lives, 
saved more than 2,000 innocent ms—imen, women and chil- 
dren—from sharing the awful fate of their fellows. ..1r. Chair- 
man, I most strenuously maintain that all the appropriations in 
favor of sectarian schools and sectarian education are not wert! 
as much as the lives of those people who were saved by those In- 
dians so educated and so Christianized. 

Here the hammer fell. ] : 
. LINTON. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Watson]. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the 

visions of the bill and shall favor the amendment; and in tak- 

g this position I am true to the principles of a lifetime. Ever 
since I have been old enough to read the provisions of our Consti- 
tution I have believed, as I believe now and hope I shall ever be 
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that church and state in this Government ought to be 
separated. Therefore I am in favor of this amendment, and hope 
that it will pass the House by a ringing vote. [Appliause.] It is 
a violation of the spirit if not of the letter of our Constitution to 
appropriate money from the Treasury of the Government for sec- 

an p . Such a thing ought eee ee been Nenaae 

t to be sto as soon as possible. appreciate anc 

= : the spirit ee the wild and untamed children of the 
desert, the mountain, or the forest and lifts them by education 
into the responsibilities of citizenship, but that is the function of 
the church; let the churches do this work unaided by the General 
Government. 7 ; 

Mr. LINTON. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Pzarson}. ramp ; 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire in the minute allotted 
to me to send forward to the desk an amendment to the amend- 
metit offered by the gentler:an from a {[Mr. Linton]. I 
am satisfied that the gentleman from Michigan will accept the 
amendment, as his idea is the same as that entertained by myself, 
to provide accommodation for these children as speedily as possi- 
ble ix the schools owned and controlled by the United States 
Government. 

I ask the reading of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“one,” after the word “ million,” in line 5, of 49, 
atta Ce the word “ three.” page 

Mr. PEARSON. That simply makes the provision read instead 
of one million one hundred thousand, one million three hundred 
thousand dollars, and the difference will be sufficient to construct 
the schools necessary for these Indian children now in the con- 
tract schools, and the work can begin at once. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. PEARSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. That section, the gentleman understands, does 
not cover any authority for building schools. This, as I under- 
stand, is only for ‘or 

- IN. Under the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Linton], the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior is distinctly charged with that duty. This, the gentleman 
will understand, is an amendment to that amendment. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

. LINTON. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Harner]. 

Mr. ER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily and 

vem favor of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan. e House and the country are to be congratulated on 
the fact that no — has thus far risen in his place on this 
floor and advocated the principle of ne a single dollar 
for the maintenance of sectarian schools. 
only excuse for emi ges is found in the contention 
that if it is not made these children will not be taken care of at all. 
That is the usual stalking horse which has been invoked in this 
and preceding Congresses to do service in debates on this subject; 
the fact still remains that while the Secretary of the Interior has 
sufficient authority and has full power under existing law to make 
necessary provisions for these children, practically nothing has 
been done thus far until this day and year of our Lord 1896 for 
care of these children in Government schools. 
the past year, as shown by the report of the Commis- 


lieva, 


sioner of Indian Affairs, only four sectarian schools, for which about 
pes = ously been appropriated each year, were turned 
over 


vernment. The entire reduction of appropriations 
for sectarian oo made for this current year was only about 
,000, and $39,000 is accounted for by transfer of certain 
testant schools to the Government, and a reduction of about 
$50,000 was fhade in the cases of sectarian schools still receiving 
subsidies. Of the $370,796 expended in subsidies, $308,471 was 
to one church, while the t Protestant denominations, 


“i 
ve 
eas less of good work than they did when receiving sub- 


y n 
No intelligent will claim that the work of these great 
churches or the steak conse of education will be ever checked b 
sectarianappropriations. Onthe contrary, all experi- 
ence teaches that private contributions shrink with the prodigality 


of aid. 
amendment does not curtail appropriations. It 


, Con tional, Baptist, and Methodist, received 
, the whole of this amount being paid to the Methodists. 
the schools of these t denominations been closed? Are 


proposed 
soliiae on wise and proper direction andcontrol. It works 
Gentlemen seem content with a 20 per cent reduc- 
tion each year, well knowing this 20 per cent will be expended for 
the same by the Government , but the proposed plan 
annual reduction of 20 per cent will, at the end of 
do what my friend trom Michigan proposes to do 
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here now. The friends of sectarian appropriations offer to turn 
over each year to the Government 20 per cent of the total. Why 
not do it all at once? If it is right toreduce it by 20 per cent, why 
is it wrong to turn it all at once into Government channels? 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman,I vield five minutes of the 
time remaining to me to my colleague from New York [Mr. 
ware 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I do not credit the gentleman 
on the other side who has offered this amendment and some of 
the gentlemen who have spoken upon it from a highly patriotic 
standpoint with the motives that they assume to themselves in 
this debate. The opposition here to the system which has pre- 
vailed for some years is confined now to the contract schools, 
which, according to the information given in this debate. are lim- 
ited to one sect or to one church. As a member of that church, I 
suppose from the source and character of the opposition the Roman 
Catholic Church is intended, and as an American citizen, as de 
voted to my country and its institutions as any man on the floor 
of the House [applause], I may say that whether you do or do 
not appropriate the money for these schools, these children will 
be taken care of and educated, and they will be taken care of and 
educated by these very schools. [Applause.] That church and 
that sect has never undertaken a charge yet that has been aban- 
doned or that did not end in a manner that was worthy of so great 
an organization and of its glorious mission; and it is too late now— 
it is too late in the day—to contend that, even if this great country 
shall withhold the pittance that was heretofore granted. that 
church will abandon her sacred trust in connection with the care 
and custody of these helpless children. [Applause. | 
need have no fear on that score. 

But, my friends, I want you to pause a little while before you 
reverse the policy heretofore pursued or endeavor to enforce the 
principle that you will not enter into a contract with a school or 
an individual because that school or individual happens to be a 
representative of the Roman Catholic Church. That is exactly 
what you are doing. This bill appropriates certain moneys by 
which the Government is enabled to make certain contracts with 
certain schools for the care of the Indian children. Why, my 
friends, in the city of New York, in which I reside, and which I 
have the honor in part to represent on this floor, if all the Catho- 
lic schools there were to turn their children out on the streets the 
other schools of New York are not roomy enough to educate or 
accommodate them, and the people of the city of New York would 
have to appropriate at least $3,000,000 annually to educate the 
Catholic children. 

Something has been said here about the niggardliness of Catholics 
with respect to these Indian missions. Talk of the niggardliness 
of Catholics and their parsimony in contributions! Why, my 
dear sirs, they save in the city of New York, for the taxpayers of 
that city, at least $3,000,000 each year. And why? Because they 
take that money out of their own pockets every year, and with 
it educate their own children in their own schools, built by their 
own money, and supported entirely by their own contributions. 

I am sorry that these questions should take this shape. Iam 
sorry that gentlemen should enter into any discussion of this kind. 
The first thing a Catholic is taught is to love his country above 
all things on this earth. There are two precepts which he learns 
at his mother’s knee, which are taught him in the Sunday school, 
in the church, and whispered in his ear on the deathbed: ‘‘ Thou 
shalt love thy God above all things, and thou shalt love thy neigh- 
bor as thyself.” And every man, black or white, civilized or 
savage, Christian or infidel, the world over, is the neighbor of a 
true Catholic. [Applause. ] 

Mr. LINTON. i yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
McLacHLan}. 

Mr. McLACHLAN. Mr. Chairman, when the District appro- 
priation bill was before the House the other day for discussion, I 
was surprised to learn that this Government had been in the 
habit of making large appropriations to institutions controlled by 
various sectarian denominations. I voted then to strike from 
the bill every appropriation to a sectarian institution of any kind, 
including one to a Protestant denomination of which I have the 
honor of being a member. 

I have the satisfaction now of knowing that I acted then not 
only according to my own convictions of right, but that I have 
the approval of m~ constituents in so doing. 

For the same reasor that I opposed that bill I am opposed to 
the provisions of this bill as reported by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, appropriating more than a quarter of a million of dollars 
to the Indian schools under the special management and control of 
a sectarian denomination, and am in favor of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Michigan, directing this money to be ex- 
pended by the Government in its own schools for the education 
of these Indian children. 





So you 
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To make the appropriation recommended by the committee 
would, in my judgment, be an unwarrantable disposition of pub- 
lic ds, a violation of the Constitution, and diametrically 
opposed to the principles of our Government. 

ersonally I make no war upon the religion of any man. On 
the contrary I join with all good American citizens in strenously 
eee the principle that accords to every man, woman, 
and child the right to worship God according to the dictates of his 


























dren of the country. I qnite agree with the gentleman from 
Minnesota that there is no element to which we must look more 
hopefully for the ultimate settlement of the Indian question than 
to the education of the Indian childrenof the country. Under al! 
the circumstances the Government is pledged to their s and 
to their education; but now the amendment offered by gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Linton] will not in my opinion lessen 
the opportunity. 


or her own conscience, but I contend no less earnestly for the princi- I do not concur in the stated by the gentleman from Sout): 
ple that in this Government of ours there must ever be a com- | Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] it will be necessary to a riate 
plete separation of church and state. $60,000 each to twenty plants for the education of 4,072 children. 


I do not believe that anything like this number of children will be 
found in the hands of the General Government for the purpose. 
of education if this amendment is —. I quite coneur wit) 
the gentleman from New York i. ALSH], who has spoken so 
warmly and sc enthusiastically the church of which he is an 
honcred member. That church never has failed yet to do any- 
thing which it undertook to do in this country in a matter of this 
kind. Other churches might very well copy that church in its 
pertinacity and determination to achieve the objects of its plans 
and pu So I say there would not be left 4,000 children upon 
the hands of the Government, for the Catholic Church doubtiecs. 
would educate as many of them as it could, at least under the cir- 
cumst inces es Ido not think it will take $60,0()) 
to establish a plant, as it is called, sufficient for the education «{ 
400 children. There are in the town in which I live more tha). 
four times that number of children, and the entire construction «{ 


000. 

So I think that is an exaggerated statement, and very greatly 
exaggerated; and I believe that if we adopt the amendment offere: 
by the gentleman from Michigan we shall not seriously for any 
considerable length of time impair the efficiency of the educati: 
of the children, and we shall settle this vexed question. I do not 


That this principle has often been violated in ne pes by appro- 

riations similar to the one now sought to be p through this 

ngress is no argument why it should be again violated, though 
the custom has even become venerable with age. 

The pages of history are darkened by the records of the fatal 
results of just such legislation as that by this bill, and 
the same pages abound in warnings to all the nations of the earth 
to sacredly avoid all legislation for the special benefit of any sect 
or denomiation. 

Even in these later days the ominous warning comes from the 
neighboring Dominion of Canada, now threatened with war and 
disruption Srotaee of the formidable effort of the general Govern- 
ment to compel the Province of Manitoba to set aside a portion of 
the public revenue for the benefit of a schools. ae 

y ancestors centuries ago gave up their lives among the rugged 
hills of old Scotland, fighting for avil and religious liberty and 
the absolute separation of church and state, and their descend- 
ants have never wavered to this hour in their loyalty to the prin- 
ciple for which they died. 

As a descendant of that race, with a right to be heard in this 
Legislature of the greatest Government ever framed by man, I 
can not refrain from raising my voice in protest against the un- 
American legislation proposed by this bill as it comes from the 
committee and urging you, my countrymen, to support the thor- 
ono y American amendment proposed by the gentleman from 


chigan. churches of this country would ae of this appropria- 
Here the hammer fell. } ; y they would not do it in the light of the fact that i 
r. LINTON. How much more time have we remaining? isa constant matter of agitation and vation between various 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has two | communities of the I like to see this question 


minutes remaining. 


g 
Mr. LINTON. I oe d one minute to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. iN}. 

Mr. PEARSON. I use the one minute allotted me simply to 
withdraw the amendment that I offered, increasing this appro- 
priation, in order to make sure that these schools should not be 
closed. i withdraw the amendment, because I have listened with 
a t deal of pleasure to the tleman from New York [Mr. 
Wats), who says that these ls will not be closed, whether 
the Government appropriates or does not appropriate one cent for 
their support. In that event I shake ie with him, and am 
very glad thus to terminate this delicate and disagreeable discus- 
sion. [Appluuse.] 


The question of a man’s wales te uestion of the church to 
which he belongs, the question of his or nonbelief, is not a 
= question of American politics; and Iam ing to try and 
a deal to settle and get rid of any question that is con- 
inging this sort of discussion into the politics of my 
country. [ ] I believe the occasion is ripe; I believe 
the opportunity is here, and I believe no harm will be done. 
Sup for the first or second year that the full facilities that 
are offered by these contract schools of sectarian bodies shall no! 


. ; . he neighbors. in mone IT am in favor of this 
Mr. LINTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent ; vapebing . 
; , ; , : amendment. e will I do not 
that the time be extended five minutes on each side. The gentle- icieo ti tt } Jon the li 
man from New York [Mr. SHermMan] has already consented to aunnaiee vegone f = © that 


that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the time for this debate be extended ten min- 
utes, five minutes on a side. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LINTON. I yield the remaining time to the getleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR}. 


merits of t. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. How much time does the gentleman yield | Mr. Chairman, it to me that gentlemen have overlooke| 
to me? in the discussion of this question the of the building up 0 


Mr. LINTON. The remaining time, about six minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, [ have no mg Bey 
this matter as a partisan or as asectarian. I do not to 
any church, although my education is that of a Protestant and 
my practice that of erence thereto. I have no udice 
against the Catholic Church. I represent a large popu- 
lation, and one of the very best portions of the population of my 
Con, i district are members of the Catholic Church. 


the contract system. Now, gentlemen of thecommittee, no sins!» 
church, no single creed, has knocking at the door of the Gov- 
ernment to obtain contracts for the education of Indian childr: i. 
They did original 1 us to make these con- 
guneiied. wen of the committ««. 

great soldier and statesman, a former President of ‘| 


Within the borders of my district is an institution be to ener the Government from day until two ago 
that church, one of the first of the character west of the Alle- | Various sects have been encouraged to expend very large su!'s 
hany Mountains. It has sent out some of the very best men | of money in to educate Indian children. |t 
that ave gone from my section of Ohio. They received their | so happens Catholic has more money 
education there , therefore, fromethe standpoint ofan in- | thananyother. They have obtained, in their own way, someth ii; 
of my country. I the | like a million a half of dollars which eee ants 

time has come when we can settle this now and here, cha 


and to the entire satisfaction of the of the country. It is 
not wise that there should be in this House and ee Se. 

















Chairman, it seems to me if it is deemed to be wise on 
apne y= Government to change this policy, to contract no 
longer with sectarian or individual schools for the education of 
Indian children, that policy should not be changed in a minute. 
These schools should not be stricken down at one fellswoop. We 
should go at this thing moderately and wisely. The Fifty-third 
Congress, with that idea in view, I assume, provided for a reduc- 
tion in the amount to be appropriated for contract schools, and 
made the further declaration that it was the policy of the Gov- 
ernment at the earliest date practicable to do away entirely with 
contract schools. The Secretary of the Interior was asked to in- 
igate the matter and report how soon these contract schools 
co be wisely dispensed with, and he has reported that he is 
satisfied it could be done without detriment to the service in five 
or six years; and, following that suggestion, your committee has 
reduced the number that czn be contracted for. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I will ask the gentleman have you any 
doubt if this amendment should be carried that these children 
will be educated? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question is not whether they will be 
educated or not. It is, Will the United States educate these 
children; will see that education is provided, or accept 
a too generous offer by a single denomination. I think that the 
Government of the United States is too great a Government to 
accept charity of any church. —_ applause.}] I think we are 
able to educate the wards of the Governiaent. Now, I want to 
say, inasmuch as the gentleman has interrupted me there, that I 
believe the Government should sustain any sect, I do not care 
what it is, who will reach down and attempt to shed light into 
the minds of the dusky little wards of thenation. I believe that 
it should reach out and aid them as far as it can, and havin 
encouraged them year by year for a quarter of a century, it shoul 
not in a single moment strike them down, either on account of 
the children or on account of the church. The Catholic Church 
has some rights. I am nota Catholic. Iam not like my friend 
from Okio—a member of no church; I am a member of a Protestant 
church; but I do say that to me no single creed can point the way 
to heaven; I do Bi that any creed is better than no creed, and 
any one of the different creeds is better than no creed. [Loud 
si _ idea is not, I will say to my friend, to assist any 
church, eare not trying to assist any church; we are trying 
to educate these children; but the idea seems to prevail here that 
this iation is for and will be used for the purpose of 
teaching some particular catechism to the children. 

It is not for anything of the kind, let me say. It is to teach 
them the multiplication table, to teach them how to sew, how to 
plow, how to plant, and how toreap. That is mainly what this 
money is to be used for, and they are taught not merely the rudi- 
ments, not merely that twice two are four, but the other prac- 
tical things that are necessary to make them citizens. I think, 
and the committee after looking the matter over a thought, 
thatif these contract schools are to be done away with the wise 
policy to pursue was that which the former Congress had declared 
to be the policy of this Government—to eliminate these contract 
schools gradually and in such a manner as to give us time to 

vide other means for the education of these Indian children. 

e can not build schools for 4,000 Indian children in a minute 
or in a week. Some gentleman suggested a while ago that schools 
have been built in some localities inside of months. That is un- 
doubtedly so, but we can not build schools for these Indian chil- 
dren scattered all over this vast territory in the same length of 
time that schools could be built in the district of my friend from 
Michigan where everything is at hand. 

To these contract schools will take time, and if you 
strike down the existing schools at one fell swoop you will leave 
4,000 Indian children without means of education unless, indeed, 
— accept the charity of a church, and I hope never to live to see 

time when this great country will accept the charity of any 
church, no matter how generously it may be offered. [Applause. } 
I oe unless you make this appropriation these schools 
will be struck down. Now, gentlemen of the committee, do you 
want to do that? Ido not believe youdo. I think we all want 
to rise in these matters above partisanship and above sects. Let 
us bemen. Let us be fair-minded and manly. Let us do what 
we believe is right, and when we have done that, go gom* to our 
constituents tell them what we have done, and I believe that 
member here will be sustained in taking that position. 

Gen need not fear in any particular district—for these consid- 
erations do come in meron , whether we want them toor not— 
gentlemen need not fear that in any i district anybody 
will be stricken down unless he votes in a particular way on a 


measure. 

The fair-minded men in every district are in the majority, and, 
in nae sass enema cn aneunber of this commnittes 
or who, with honesty of purpose, exercising the best 
eae has given him, votes for such measures 
as most surely and most quickly promote the public weal and 
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the public welfare. and the public weal and the public welfare 
depend in a measure upon educating these natural wards of the 
Nation and lifting them up from the plane where they now are to 
a higher plane, where they will be absorbed into the body politic 
and become good citizens of the Republic. I think that is all I 
have to say on this subject, Mr. Chairman. I hope that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, following out the declared policy of the 
Government, will be sustained, and that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Linton] will be voted 
down. re applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment 
of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment offered by Mr. LIntTon was again read as above. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think. Mr. Chairman, that th 
amendment changes existing law. 

Mz, HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the point of order 
comes too late. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was reserved; but at any 
rate the amendment was not in order until after the debate was 
closed, so the point of order is in time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was about to make the point that the 
amendment could not be offered during the debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I reserved the point of order, so there can be 
no question about that. It seems tome that there can be no ques- 
tion, either, that this amendment changes existing law. The ex- 
isting law is as plain as the nose on anybody's face. In the appro- 
priation bill of last year it was declared what the policy of the 
Government in this matter was to be. Now, tochange from that 
policy is to change the existing law, and if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [My. Linton] is not in violation of that 
declared policy of the Government I do not know what it means. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation of last 
year declared the use that the money there appropriated should be 
put to. The appropriation bill of this year contains a proviso 
which changes the provisions of last year by providing that 

The foregoing shall not apply to public schools of any State, Territory, 
county, or city, or to schools herein or hereafter specifically provided for 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendment authorizes the Secretary to 
make certain rules and regulations. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That power he has bylaw. That can not 
be held to have the slightest effect on the legal character of this 
amendment. I think the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs would probably be wise to permit the vote to be taken 
upon this amendment rather than upon a proposition tostrike out 
these appropriations entirely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The chairman of the committee must first 
insist on the point of order being disposed of. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have said all that 
is necessary upon the point of order. It can not be claimed that 
this amendment is new legislation or that it changes existing law 
on the ground that it confers upon the Secretary of the Interior 
the power to make rules avd regulations for the expenditure of 
this money. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law as it exists to-day permits the Sec- 
retary to make contracts with sectarian schools. The an 


What about the point of order, Mr. Chair- 


The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 


pre ye sed 


I reserved the point of order until after the 


ee 
ee CC 


‘ndment 


| prevents his making such contracts. There can not be any ques- 

| tion, it seems to me, upon this point of order. The law] e the 

| Chairman of the Committee of the Whole permits the S iry to 

| make contracts to a limited extent with sectarian schools; the 

| amendment of the gentleman from Michigan proposes to prevent 
the making of such contracts altogether. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] can be answered in a single suggestion. Suppose we 
did not < m e any money at all now. Would there be any 
“existing law” toauthorize the Secretary of the Interior to make 


contracts for the next fiscal year? There is the whole question. 
What is the use of making a proposition which a boy 5 years 
old knows has not any pertinency or propriety? [Langhter.] 
That provision in a former appropriation bill which has ceased to 
operate simply limited or controlled the expenditure of that par- 
ticular appropriation. The whole thing is completely illustrated 
by saying that the provision in that law is foal and inoperative 
unless there is a new appropriation of money. 
Mr. SHERMAN. But if there is an appropriation of one cent 
that law is operative so far as it goes. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. No; not at all. 
that a riation was expended. 
Mr. MAN. Not at all. 
make any appropriation at all. 
Mr. GRO OR. Oh, yes, we have. 


That law ceased when 
If that is so, we have no right to 


There is an appropria- 
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deal of that money is unexpended. The Commit- 
tee of the Whole has no right to change existing law now upon 
the hypothesis of the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. It appears that the Clerk has not read the 
whole amendment, which has been somewhat modified since it 
was first sent to the desk. The amendment will be read as it now 


stands. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On 49, after the word “Alaska,” in line 8, strike out the proviso down 
to an including **95,"’ in line 14, and insert the we: 

** And it is hereby declared that itis the intention of this act that no money 
herein appropriated shall be paid for education in sectarian schools; and the 
Soon = the Interior is apy fp ne with the duty of so using and ad- 
ministe said appropriation as to carry out said object; and he is hereby 
author and required to make all n ul rules and regulations necessa 
to prevent the use of any part of said fund for education in sectarian schools.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The law to which the Chair has been re- 
ferred, in the appropriation bill for the current year, relates sim- 
ply by its terms to an appropriation for that year: 


The Secretary of the Interior shall make contracts, but only with present 
contract schools, for the education of Indian pupils during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, to an extent not exceeding 80 per cent of the amount so used 
for the year 1895; and the Government as early as possible make provi- 
sion for the education of Indian children in Government schools: Provided, 
That the foregoing shall not apply to the public schools of any State, Terri- 
sory. county, or city, or to schools herein cr hereafter specifically provided 

or. 


Now, the point is made that the amendment is ceaghy 0 limita- 
tion on the a riation in the ding aph. e Chair 
is somewhat in doubt whether the latter portion of the amend- 
ment, providing for the making of rules and regulations, does not 
further than simply limiting the appropriation. But constru- 

ng the whole of the amendment together, the Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment simply limits the use of the appropriation 
and is not obnoxious to the point of order. The Chair therefore 
overrules the point of order. eee) The question is on 
the adoption of the amendment. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 93, noes 64. 

So the amendment was adopted. [Applause. ] 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For the pene of erecting, constructing, and completing suitable school 
build or an Indian industrial school at or near Rapid City,in the State of 
South ota, which buildings are to be constructed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, upon oy and specifications to be a: ved 
by him, $25,000; out of which sum the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to purchase not exceeding 160 acres of land near Rapid City, ata 


cost of not exceeding $3,000, to be immediately available, upon which said 
buildings shall be built. 


Mr. SHERMAN. On behalf of the committee, I move to amend 
by inserting after the paragraph just read the provision which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That there be, and herwhy i. pepropeiotes, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise a: ted, the sum of $40,000 for the pu of erecting 
additional buildings for the Mount Pleasant Indian School, at Mount Pleasant, 
.; namely, 000 for the erection of a girls’ dormitory and —— 

$10,000 for the erection of a schoolhouse: Provided, oa eee the completion 
of said build , the Secretary of the Interior shall e no further con- 
froct for the education of Indian children in sectarian schools in the State of 

chigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support of 150 pupils at the training school at Cherokee, N. C., at $167 
r annum each, $25,050; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1, and 
tor general repairs and minor improvements, $1,000; in all, $27,350. 


Mr, PEARSON. I move to amend by inserting after the words 
*‘one thousand dollars,” in line 14, as just read, the words ‘and 
for the completion of the new school building, including sewerage 
and plumbing, $2,000.” 

th reference to this amendment I wish to say that an appro- 
riation of $3,000 was made by the last Congress for this buil ¥ 
t is now incomplete; there are no sewerage arrangements and no 
es ments. These are considered Career § er 
tant. I trust that the Committee on Indian Affairs will allow 
amendment to go through. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For my rt andi education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Genoa, 
Nebr., at $167 per annum each, $50,100; for general eee and improvements, 
$2,500; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,700; in all, $54,300. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “ dollars,” on in line 21, the f 

“ Provided, That from the waapeeeen ase of any hae for 
this school there shall be ee ae person, firm, or fur- 
nished goods and su oF such school during the incum of Horace 
R. Chase, superin ent, such amount as be found due by the 
accounting officers as now provided by law.” 4 
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correctly I shall be compelled to make the point of order upon it; 
but I will examine it while the gentleman from Nebraska is ad- 


claim should be 
provides that it shall be 


FEBRUARY 24, 






Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if I caught the reading of that 





dressing the committee, and then determine. 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, the objection raised by 
the gentleman from Illinois to the h on page 47, whicn 


embodies the same matter included in the amendment now offered, 


has been eliminated by the striking out of the provision that the 
tipon by the Secretary of the Interior, but 
upon by the accounting officer of 
the Government as now provided by law. 

Section 2 of Rule"XXI provides that no appropriation shall be 
reported in a general oe bill for an expenditure not 
—— authorized by law. 

Expenditures made by this school were authorized by law, and 
the amendment as now presented, in my judgment, is not in cou- 
oe of ere an ao aus the eman from ao 
made the point of order on the paragraph appearing on page 47. 

The CHAIRMAN . Does the gentleman from Tilinois insist upon 
the point of order? 

r. CANNON. I do insist upon it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and education of 150 Indian ae at the Indian school, Pierre 
8. Dak., at $167 each per annum, $25,050; for pay of superintendent of said 
school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all, $27,550. 


Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line %4, on after the word “ dollars,” add: “ For the construc- 
tion and furnishing of bath rooms for said school, $1,000." 


The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Pipe- 
stone, Minn., at $167 per annum each, $16,700; for pay of superintendent at 
sa Lone, $1,200; for general repairs and i 


n improvements, $500; in all, 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment that I send to the desk, to come in this paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
56, after the word “improvements,” the word“ twenty,” 


Insert in line 5, 
and at the end of said line change the word “eighteen” to ero that 
the aa" will read “for general repairs and provements $2,500; in all 


Mr. SHERMAN. I would like to have the gentleman make 
some as a3 to that amendment. What is the object? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We need an enlargement of 
the school plant there. . 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the only nonreservation school in Min- 
nesota, and gathers children from all parts of the State. It is 
unable to supply now an abiding place for them, owing to the 
crowded condition of the buildings. 

The superintendent of Indian affairs is in favor of this increase. 
It is imperatively demanded, and I trust that it will not be ob- 
jected to. It is only an increase of $2,000 over the amount appro- 
priated by the bill. 

I ask a vote upon the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the amend- 
ment that was adopted a few minutes ago in regard to the bath- 
room at Pierre, 8. ., 1 desire to have read in my time, or have 
leave to print, an article relating to the water supply there. As 
the committee seems to be in a hurry, I ask leave to print it as 
a of my remarks. 

he C MAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
pina. Naw leave to print an article in the Recorp. Is there 
on 

= ae a I an like to = how ae it is? “a 

; 5 makes two printed pages of a pamphle 
which I hold in my hand. 

There was no objection. 

The article referred to by Mr. PIcKLER is as follows: 

eer Fassett has P . D. W. Robinson, 
of Pane president of eee es se Tate a re P the artesian 
well at the Indian industrial school in that city, and asked that the same be 
spread upon the minutes of this convention: 


WELL AT THE PIERRE INDIAN SCHOOL. 


the water as it flows the ditch several from the This 

found to be methane or natural I from Prof. A. M. Wright, 4 

teacher in chemistry and an exper, who spent some weeks in inv ti 
“The water that flowed from the a flow in excess of 800 gal 


» 














1896. 


uniform temperature of 93°. These tests were very satis- 

pe ~~, showed a camarbevle well. But the further test for gas was 
eer satisfactory and remarkable. It was well known that gas came 
} a nthe well in uite considerable quantities, but whether it could be readily 
eeened from the water and thus made of — use seemed to be ques- 
ti ed. A small gasometer of about 2 cubic feet capacity was made. Water 
- ll was discharged under the gas holder through a three-quarter 
inch pipe, when the holder immediately began to fill. veral tests were 
made and it was found that the quantity of held freely in suspension in 
the water equaled one-sixth the volume of water, thus showing approxi- 
mately 25,000 cubic feet of daily—a very valuable property in a wellina 
country where a fair quality of soft coal costs from $8.50 to $9 per ton. I 
would say that the tests found the gas 7 excellent for heating pur- 
being rather deficient in carbon for lighting purposes; the candlepower 

{ should ao estimate higher than 12candle. I did not make a chemical anal- 
is of the water, but Ican speak in the most satisfactory terms as to the 





elight one experiences in bat in the waters of this well. I never had 
baths more delightful or invigorst ‘fs : 
Professor W t is president of the Waterville (N. Y.) Gas Light Com- 


pany. and his conclusions are of special value, especially in so far as they re- 
pe 0 eae water is known as mineral saline, so called because it con- 
toinn ia uantities of salts of sodium. The water of this well is distinctly 
of this come In this, as in all other watersof the same class, sodium chloride 
(common salt) is largely in excess. Analysis so far made shows this water to 
be the strongest yet analyzed, with probably two or three exceptions. The 
most celebrated waters of this class come from the St. Catherine well of On- 
tario, Canada, and from its counte ; in Europe, the widely known Kreutz- 
nack sp’ in Prussia; in the Uni States the Hawthorne, Congress, Kis- 
singen, Saratoga seltzer springs of New York. There area number of 
artesian wells more or less celebrated for their medicinal qualities Among 
the better known are the Ballston artesian well, Saratoga, N. Y.: Livingston 
artesian Alabama; La Fayette and Lodi artesian wells, of Indiana, and 
many others. Some of these are utilized for baths and medical use internally. 
Congress, are seltzer, Carlsbad, and many others are bottled and sold 
ve here i 

evn this connection { submit the analysis of Prof. E. T. Eaton, chemist of the 
Minnesota State Dairy and Food Commission: 







Total solids per gallon at 110° F -...............-.-....--...-- Paes a08.50 
neds bnes caswed sens cacndeubessecesececcecocecsce ae 
pie (ttndseduedsautes Trace. 

‘i . 81a 

Calcium carbonate -... 5.40 
Magnesium carbonate 6.57 


um chloride ...... . 133.76 
Sodium sulphate -.... : bien 
Iron 


In commenting on the analysis Professor Eaton says: ‘*‘ The solids in solu- 
tion are more than double the amount in Yellowstone Park Springs, about 
four times more in quantity than in Vichy, France, and Hot Springs, Colo., 
and twinty-five times the amount found in the Hot Springs of Arkansas.” 

. James H. Shepard, of Brookings, also made an analysis, which, al- 
though qualitative, seems to correspond with that given by Professor Eaton. 
Professor Shepard found 


ound: 

NE ee 3. 4888 grains. 

Car WGntbO GEE... 2.2.2 22 0nn co nene een en en enee ewes soos Small quantity. 

Dit bhnnsd6ascdesan besece ceseucccaccascces Medium quantity. 

eh a annad ened woes cccnascesesecneneces Trace. 

i dh wiiccinecccscccconscccocceccosccees Very large quantity. 

ea at ewhaccewecetedceeescccscccesecesecors Trace. 

Rar ihe dndinee o60000050s conccscceces cocsee Trace. 

ea cans ccc cecnccccacccecccesscsse Small quantity. 

——— aeeee PR iatsbdhs Gbuesdrasnocheecoenecoocese Small quantity. 
RONEN dad Riess acctns cccccccccoscccccencccccccese VOFY Marge quantity. 


The specimen sent Professor Shepard was carefully confined ina jug imme- 
diately after procuring it, which may account for the large amount of vola- 
tile matter found. In referring to the examination Professor Shepard said: 
“When the jug was opened an inflammable gas was given off. As it was burn- 
ing it gave fiame of menthane, or natural gas, which it probably is. In 
the work for basis, small quantities of calcium, magnesium, aluminum, and 
iron were found. The principal baseissodium. Theacids appearing in small 

uantities are carbonic, ic, and sulphuric. The principal acid is hydro- 
chloric. This water is not identical with other artesian waters that have 
come tome. This water has a residue of 3.4888 parts per thousand. Most of 


the other waters have a residue of about 2.4 parts per thousand. I 

should not be su: if this water developed medicinal qualities, especially 

when used as s, although there is no reason why it may not be used for 
purposes. 


M the class of waters to which the water of this well belongs is 
used tucornntly and in suitable cases with good results. They are in very 
and are of special benefit in all catarrhal diseases of the mucous 

of the stomach and intestines, and also in congestive dis- 
orders liver, spleen, abdominal and pelvic o When they are 
as is the case in the waters of this well their medicinal value 

much increased. There are few, if any, baths more valuable. Elimination 
baths and inte use, hence their curative effect on 
hronic disorders of the organs of elimination, such as the kidneys and skin. 
For the same reason they are of marked benefit in rheumatism and other 
chrente diseases where a more perfect elimination of the effete materials of 
With & view to test the qualities of the waters of this wella temporary bath 
house with three tubs was erected. One of these tubs was at the disposal of 
those afflicted by disease. Quite a number of cases of different diseases of a 
chronic character were subjected to treatment, both by bathsand of water in- 
ternally. It wasmy privilege to have medical supe on of these cases, and 
although were comparatively few in number and the facilities insuffi- 
cient to warrant final oraatunion, yet the results were satisfactory beyond 


my expectation. With ‘acilities for bathing and a thorough super- 
vision of its medicinal , the water of this well will poobebly cenkk 
a best of its class. 


ts above referred to, age aed Doris, petintent 
in diameter. This was done for the ape ot Eeostiaiann the effect u — 
the afflicted the inthe school, he bath wan constracted so ¢ t 
gui replant and out of tho tat could ratty te 

ver, as was ow- 
ered. Under date of December 14, 1803, Superintendent Davis, in reply to @ 
note of inquiry fromme, says: “ in reply your inquiries ng the 
fn ne Proportion of extension. We at. this school 
in many aod it for the various 


I will sa t we have 
iacedere, such on skin diseases, sore 
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eyes, etc., with whic’: Indian chiidren are so generally afflicted, and always 
with the most gratifying results. After bathing a few days the sores heal 
and the skin becomes smooth and clear. We are so satisfied of the curative 
qualities of the water that we prescvibe it for all such cases." 

For purposes of irrigation the water seems well adapted. During the past 
season tests were made upon small fields of both oats and corn. Superin- 
tendent Davis has this to say in reference to the matter of irrigation: ** The 
well was drilled for the purpose of irrigating the large school garden, for 
which use the water seems well adapted, as the yield of crops was very largely 
increased wherever the irrigation was applied.” 

These are, in sofar as I can ascertain, the principal features of interest re- 
garding this remarkable artesian well. 

Further tests and observations may modify these conclusions, but I do not 
think very materially. 





The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That no purchase of supplies for which appropriations are herein 
made, exceeding in the aggregate $500 in value at any one time, shall be made 
without first giving at Toast three weeks’ public notice by advertisement, 
except in case of exigency, when, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, who shall make official record of the facts constituting the exigency 
and shall report the same to Congress at its next session, he may direct that 
purchases may be made in open market in amount not exceeding $3,000 at any 
one purchase: Provided, That funds herein and heretofore appropriated for 
construction of artesian wells, ditches, and other works for irrigating may, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be expended in open market: 
pene) That purchase in open market shall, as far as practicable, 
be made from Indians, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior: 
Provided further, That the Ssecretary of the Interior may, when practicable, 
arrange for the manufacture by [Indians upon the reservation of shoes, cloth- 
ing, leather, harness, and wagons. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 59, line 5, after the word “ wagons,” add “Provided further, That 
all supplies pore ased under the provisions hereof may be delivered at New 


York City, , Chicago, Ill., and Omaha, Nebr., under the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Interior.”’ 


Mr. SHERMAN. [shall have to raise the point of order on that 
amendment that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On page 51. line 15, the word ‘seven ” should 
be changed to ‘‘ nine.” An amendment was made appropriating 
$2,000 additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment indi- 
cated by the gentleman will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the first page of the bill, in line 10, it 
reads: 


For pay of fifty-four agents of Indian affxirs. 


It should be “ fifty-six.” Fifty-sixare providedfor. I ask that 
the word “ four” be changed to *‘ six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, that completes the bill, ex- 
cept the matter of the Ogden Land Company claim, and as there 
will be some little discussion on that, I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6249) making 
appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 147) granting a pension to George W. Chase, late 
private Company B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 1785) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to the W. H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
Dulany; 

A bill (H. R. 4960) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; 

A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4153) to grant the Fort Smith and Western Coal 
Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; and 





PN Ue PO re TL aT gta meena 


ne FT ete 


SRP ELT OT A abet? ca IS AO 


aie tle DE 8 cot am 


= 


Me 
. 


ieee as 


ae 


ges narnia Sirol 
See aaa eee 


E ia hi. Ween aan Di 0 Ee ice : 
s = th UE Se Ee ee takes 
SSS ae ara Fe 


| 
8 
we ] 
a4 4 
re 
f 

4 ¥ 
i 

2 

5 4 








A joint resolution (H. Res, 121) calling upon the Secretary of 
, certain informa 


War for certain tion in relation to Pthe harbor of Mani- 
towoe, in the State of Wisconsin. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Dina.ry (at 5 o’clock and 7 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


—_—— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
— were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Black Warrior River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relating 
the removal of certain restrictions u the sale of the allotted 
lands of the Puyallup Indians in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred e 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PEREINS, from the Committee on Printi , to which was 
referred the concurrent resolution of the House (House Con. Res. 
No. 2) to print 5,000 copies of the Second Special Report of the 
Commissioner of Labor, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 494); which said concurrent resolu- 
tion and report were solecred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the House (House Con. Res. No. 9) au- 
thorizing the of the Treasury to print documents relat- 
ing to the fur seal, salmon fisheries, and other matters 

of Alaska, reported the same without amen 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 495); which said concurrent 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the state of the — 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

qomt resolution of the House No. 22, reported in lieu thereof a 
oint resolution (H. Res. 126) to provide for a uniform system of 
numbering public documents, accompanied by a report (No. 496); 
— said joint resoiution and report were referred to the House 


dar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. hed rint the annual re- 
port of the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 498); which said joint resolution and report were referred to 
fre Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 


the 
concurrent resolution of the House (Honse Con. Res. No. 8) direct- | 


ing the Secretary of the Interior to deliver certain copies of the 
Revised Statutes in force in the District of Columbia, 

the same without amendment, accom ee by a report (No. wae ; 
which said concurrent resolution report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred = 
— es of an vga House Con. a the E 2 Bee: 
viding for the printing itional copies ne 
Special Report of the Commissioner of Labor, ae 
ing of the working people, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 500); which said concurrent 
resolution and were ref to the Committee of the Whcle 
House on the of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

int resolution of the House, No. 75, reported in lieu thereof the 

nt resolution (H. Res. 127) to provide for the printing of a 
ce ee nen Sin ena . 

or 0 urposes, accompanied by a report (No ; which sai 
SS eee e Committee of the 
hole House on the state of the Union 


———— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were 
from delivered to the Clerk, and 

to Committee of the Whole as follows: 
By Mr. ROBINSON fieus tas Cae oe 
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Naval Affairs: Thebill (H. R. 1897) for the relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser. ( No. 490.) 
By Mr. T EY, from the ees ee Affairs: 
bill (H. R. 5258) granting an honorable discharge to Jol 


B. Besler. ——s 0. 491.) 

The bill ( > caiaidiee the President of the Unite. 
States to place Col. David Stewart Gordon, Sixth United Stat.s 
Cavalry, a brigadier-general, on the retired list of the Uniti«( 
States Army. (Report 1 No. 492.) 

By Mr. MINOR of  aemaen el from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H.R.1030) to execute the finding of Cae Court « 
as ee et 

0. 


By Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Navy: 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke. (Re- 
port No. 497.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memoria!s 
oo followings titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 6442) to take the United States 
Government out of the banking business, refund the nation. | 
debt, reform the oes to Oy ed our banking system — 
to the Committee on d Currency 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (Hi. R. 6443) = amend the pension 
laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 4H. R. 6444) to create a court of pension appeals— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 6445) to amend the tariff 
act of August 27, 1894, and to — the silver-mining industry — 
to the Committee on Wa: = d Means. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 6446) to abolish the fee 
system as to United States district attorneys and marshals ani 
substitute salaries, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 


eS MS OUI 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6447) to prohibit the 
collection of special liquor taxes from persona other than those who 

are duly authorized by State laws to traffic in intoxicating liquors — 
to the ittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: K bill (HL R. 6448) to appropriate $100 ,()() 
for sinking artesian wells in the eastern portion of the State of 
Colorado—to the Committee on nm of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6449) to grant land to the 
State of Alabama for the use of the North Alabama Alabama Agricultura! 
a at Athens, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public Lanis. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 6450) to amend an act grant- 
ing to the Northern es Railway right of way through 

certain Indian reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6451) to quict 
title and oe pat vse with respect to certain located surveyed |it 
unconfirmed private-land claims in the State of Louisiana—to t!\: 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6452) to establish engineerin + 
experiment stations in connection with the coll established in 
the several States under act of Jul 3, 1862, and acts supplemen- 
v Ce ee eee Affairs. 

a WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6198) authorizing the to 
of New Decatur to construct and maintain a pontoon bridge acts 
the Tennessee River at the town of New —to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and een Smaemares. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 6499) to amend an act entit!«! 


“An act appropriations for the service of the Post-Oli« 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,” amendiiy 
hous. | the third thereof—to the Committee on the Post-Office 311 


Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6500) for the better regulation 
and passenger rates on railroads in the Indian T:r'- 

“Te the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
y Mr. JOHNSON of California: A resolution (House Res. \\. 
78) directing the an a ene Means to investig'¢ 
te question of apanese manufactures and importations—to |'\° 


a 
By Mr. SORG: A memorial of the general assembly of ©)». 
the election of United States Senators by a direct \: te 
ST 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Calor Sen Se eee from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were ed as 


The bill (H. R. 6157) for the relief of Paul Leary— Committee on 
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Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on | By Mr. PICKLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6482) for the re- 


o] lief of Joseph B. McCooey—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6182) to remove c of desertion from record Also, a dill (H. R. 6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas 
of John Mander—Commiittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and | D. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 6484) for the relief of the estate 


i . R. 5982) granting a pension to Elizabeth Roberts, of 
Fort 0 Ne Ean -Cheenibbes ou Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 
The bill (H. R. — zranting a pension to David M. Fuller— 
Committee on Invali Sonaleis discharged, and referred to the 
ittee on Pensions. : ; 
The bill (H. R. 5980) for benefit of James Blackburn—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


of John H. Peck, late of Burlington, Vt.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 6485) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Hiram B. Bell, private Company F, One hundred and 
nivety-fifth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Comunit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H.R. 6486) to correct the military 
record of William J. Becanan, Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: A biil (H. R. 6487) for the relief of Moses 
M. Longley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6488) for the relief of John B. Ford—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6489) to grant pension to Samuel L. Busick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6490) for the relief of Thomas 
W. White—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6491) for relief of Mary Oula- 
han, widow of Richard Oulahan—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 6492) for the relief of certain 
enlisted men of the naval force of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


—_—— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: a 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6453) for the benefit of Ellen 
Steevers, of Covington, Ky.—to the Conimittee on Invalid Pen- 


“— Mr. CANNON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6454) for the re- 
lief of Mary Bliss, mother of Irvin E. Bliss—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. s ... : : 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. $455) granting a pension to 
Nancy Roberts, of Manchester, Clay County, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6456) for the relief of J. N. Brafford—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 6493) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. 
Committee on War Clains. Larrabee, widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the Twenty-fourth 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6457) for the relief of J. L. Brassfield—to the | Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers—to the Cmmittee on Invalid 
Committee on War Claims. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6458) for the relief of John M. and A. M. By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 6494) granting a pension to Mar- 
Elder—to the Committee on War Claims. : ; garet Brennan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H.R. 6459) granting an increase of | By Mr. TYLER (by request): A bill (H.R.6495) granting an 
nsion to George W. Garrison—to the Committee on Invalid | increase of pension to Robert Selden—to the Committee on Pen 

i sions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6496) for relief of Ben S. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. 8. 6497) granting a pension to 
William C. Estill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


sions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 6460) for the 
relief of James B. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by uest), a bill (H. R. 6461) for the relief of Freeman 
W. Peverly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 6462) for the relief of Richard 
F. Parker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6463) a pension to Henry T. Hat- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6464) granting a pension to John 8. Dukate, 
late assistant on, Fifty-third ment Indiana Veteran Vol- 
unteers—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6465) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Olivia Betton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Humboldt and Trin- 
ity counties, Cal.; also petition of Santa Rosa Grange, California, 
asking protection to agricultural staples by export bounty—to the 


sions. 5, a. Committee on Ways and Means. 
_ By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 6466) to increase the pen- By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of citizens of San Francisco, Cal.. 
sion of V.Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | favoring the passage of an export bounty bill—to the Committee 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6467) granting a pension to George L. Bar- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 6468) to increase the pension of Andrew R. 
Ladd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , tee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 6469) granting sy Mr. BROWN: Petition of citizens of Chattanooga. Tenn.. 
compensation to Joseph Dawson—to the Committee on Claims. favoring the Stone bill, restricting immigration—tothe Committee 
By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6470) granting a pension to | on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Winnie M. Criseey—to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. BRUMM: Four petitions of citizens of Quakake, Pa., 
By Mr. LEISENRING: A bill (H. R. 6471) for the renewal of protesting against the sectarian appropriations of the Indian ap 
letters patent No. 210964—to the Committee on Patents. propriation bill, and urging the passage of the proposed amend- 
By Mr. LEFEVER: A bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to | ment to the Constitution of the United States 
Olive M. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. on the Judiciary. 


on Ways and Means. 
Also petition of citizens of Hollister, Cal., for the relief of book 
agentsof the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Commit- 


to the Comumitter 


By Mr. LEWIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 6473) for the relief Also, petition of Camp No. 74, Patriotic Order Sons of Amer 
of James Clark Smith—to the Committee on Claims. ica; also petition of Camp No. 578, Patriotic Order Sons of Amer- 
en MAHON (by request): A bill (H.R. 6474) for the relief | ica; also petition of Camp No. 264, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
of knagel & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. in favor of the Stone bill, restricting immigration—to the Com 
By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. | mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
6475) for the relief of William W. Burns—to the Committee on By Mr. CANNON: Papers relating to the claim of Mary Bliss, 
Claims. mother of Irvin E. Bliss, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Me. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 6476) for the | Pensions. 


relief Staats—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of Rev. U. M. Babeock, of 
By Mr OWENS. A bill (H. R. 6477) for the relief of Dr. D. N. Watson, N. Y., against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167) 
Porter—to the Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6478 ting a pension to L. A. Slade—to| By Mr. COFFIN: Petition of the South Washington Citizens’ 
ie Gommatiaes on In i odeen Association, relating to the destruction of garbage at the foot of 


(H. R. 6479) to increase the ion of Alexander | South Capitol street—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. bia. 
Also, a bill (H.R. a erins © pension to J. W. Vance—to| Also, petition of South Washington Citizens’ Association, urg- 


ing the appropriation of a sufficient sum of money to arch over 
@ bili (H. R. 6481) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Oldham— | the James Creek Canal open sewer, located in southwest Wash- 


to the on War Claims. ington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, protest of the South Washington Citizens’ Association, 
against change of route of a street railway company and urging 
the construction of the proposed bridge across the Eastern 
Branch—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition and rs of William 8. 
Straight, a names of 175 citizens of Montello and Mar- 

uette counties, Wis., asking for an amendment to section 2 of 
er bill No, 5881, so that if water is allowed to flow from the 
Wisconsin River through the Fox River the time for such flow 
of water shall be limited between November 1 and May 1 of each 
ear; also asking for the removal of Grand River locks from said 
ox River, they being unnecessary for navigation and Svmage Se 


‘farm lands above said locks—to the Committee on Rivers and - 


bors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Remonstrance of citizens of 
the township of Fulton, Rock County, Wis., against sectarian ap- 
propriations of public funds; and petition for submission of a 
constitutions amendment forbidding such appropriations—to the 
Comunittee en the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of various churches of Spring Hill, Tenn., 
for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COWEN: Petition for the relief of John Biemiller, for 
certain property seized and consumed by the armies of the United 
— uring the late civil war—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr, CRISP: Petition of the American Tribune Soldiers’ Col- 
ony Company of Fitzgerald, Ga., praying for liberal appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the Ocmulgee River, in the State of 
Georgia—to the Committee on River and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Protest of William 8S. Bellows, against the 

assage of House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post- 
Diffice and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club 
of New York, praying for the passage of a general bankruptcy 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Messrs. H. D. Porter & Co., protesting agains 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-c mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Fourteen petitions of the 
Woman's Christian menpanines Union, of Johnstown, Charlton, 
Wagman, Ridge, Rensse Falls, St. Lawrence County, Ganse- 
voort, Canton, Ogdensburg, Norwood, West Galway, Parish- 
ville, Oliversville, Hermon, and Morley, N. Y., against the sale 
ye beer at certain military posts—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, fourteen petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Johnstown, Charlton, Wagman, Ri Rensselaer 
Falls, Gansevoort, Canton, Ogdensburg, Norwood, West Galway, 
Parishville, Oliversville, Hermon, St. Lawrence County, and Mor- 
ley, N. Y., against the sale of beer to immigrants—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a mass meeting held at Flackville 
N. Y., January 26, 1896, protesting against the persecutions of 
Armenians by the Sultan of Turkey-—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 


Also, a remonstrance of 75 residents of Saratoga Springs, against =< 


appropriating public moneys for sectarian undertakings—to the 
‘committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of George W. Garrison, of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., for increase of pension, to accompany House bill No. 
6459—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

: Bo DE ARMOND: Petition and papers in yar of claim 
of Freeman W. Peverly for increase of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of a mass meeting of citizens 
of Amesville, Ohio, signed by E. A. Smith, moderator, and T. E. 
Blandon, secretary, praying for action of Co in behalf of the 
Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska; Petition of Memorial Post, No. 
151, Grand Army of the Republic, of Shickley, Nebr.; also, _— 
tion of H. J, Coats and other ex-Union soldiers of Pleasant ; 
Saline County, Nebr., praying for a service pension and also a 
pension for Union ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. HANLY: Evidence to accompany House bill No. 
se Sor the relief of J. D. Armstrong—to the Committee on 


By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Champion Council, No. 8, Daugh- 
ters of Liberty, of Pennsylvania, in favor of the Stone - 
= bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Na 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions adopted at the sixteen*h 
annual meeting of the National Farmers’ Alliance, held in Ch- 
cago December 18, 1895, pledging its influence exclusively for the 
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resent to secure the passage of the antioption bill by the United 
tates Co’ —to the Committee on ——. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Gowanda and North Java, N. Y., against the 
— <s beer at certain military posts—to the Committee on Mili- 

airs. 

Also, —— of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Gowanda and North Java, N. Y., against the sale of spirituous 
liquors to immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolutions of George C. Ginty Post, No. 
183, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cadott, Wis. , praying Congress 
to recognize the Cubans as belligerents—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Papers relating to the claim of Miss 
Mary Sheaver, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. H. Wolsey and 20 others; also, 

tition of John Hillman and 25 others: also, petition of J. O. 

word and 12 others; also, petition of C. C. Leonard and 22 others, 
all of Oklahoma, asking for the passage of the free-home bill—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Phil. Kearny Post, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, protesting t bills to remove charges 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania Society of 
the Sons of the Revolution, asking Congress to appropriate a 
sufficient sum of money and adopt the n measures to 
insure the publication and preservaticn of the records and papers 
of the Continental Congress, and es, official documents 
relating to the Revolutionary period—to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 
By Mr. LEISENRING: Petition of a number of citizens of Lu- 
zerne County, Pa., asking for the passage of a bill to inspect im- 
migrants by United States consuls—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Paper to accompany House bill No. 6422, in 
relation to the claim of John Rogers—to the Committee on In- 
“Ea eae House bill No. 6423, rel : 

so, paper to accompany House 0. , relating to the 
claim of Edward F. Gilkey—to the Committee on Military 


- 


By Mr. LINTON: Petition of citizens of Watrousville, Mich., 
for erg & of joint resolution (H. Res. 11), to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and prohibiting appropriations to 
institutions under ecclesiastical control—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Paper to accompany a joint reso- 
Intion providing jail accommodations for Federal prisoners 
in the northern district of Georgia—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, relating to the naval training station at San Francisco, 
Cal.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also — of shipowners of San Francisco, against the pas- 

f House bills Nos. 1227 to 1233, inclusive—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 665, Patri- 
otic Order Sons of America, of Quincy, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Stone bill, to restrict Semlemthinn te the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minne- 
apolis (Minn.) Board of Trade, in relation to the Union Pacific 
ilroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. McRAE: Statement of Dr. J. H. Weaver, to accompany 
House bill No. 6105, for the relief of D. J. Smith—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, testimony of Dr. W. H. Dickenson, J. W. Hunter, and J. R. 
Wakeley, to a House bill No. 3784, for the relief of Na- 
than Elaridge—to mittee on Pensions. 

fe MEREDITH: Petitionof F. M. Brabham, of Washington, 
D.C., asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—io the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition and papers to accompany House bill 
—— relief of Rudolph Staats—to the Commi on Military 


By Mr. MORSE: Petition of George H. Varce and 6 other citi- 


zens of Spring Valley, Minn., for the recognition of God 

in the Constitution of tho U the Committee on the 
u . 

raf Mr. MOODY: Petition of W.C. Cuseck and 47 others, for the 

t of a life-saving station at Salisbury Beach, Massa- 


chusetts—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 
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Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: Petition of 50 citizens of Du Quoin, 


ing against the appropriation of public funds by Con- 

= protest jetons and sndorte ings belonging wholly or qn part 
to religious sects—to the Committee on Aeueeeetaiens. . 

Also, petition of 100 citizens of Percy, 1., protesting against 
the appropriation of public funds by Congress to institutions and 
undertakings belonging wholly or in part to religious sects—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. ; , all 

By Mr. NOONAN: Petition of ex-Union soldiers residing in the 
State of Texas, favoring an amendment to the pension law—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. PERKINS: Preamble and resolutions of the Commer- 
cial Association of Sioux City, lowa, with reference to the Sioux 
City and Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 


ToiAiso, petition of C. E. Smith, of Onawa, Iowa, in behalf of pen- 
sion legislation in the interest of ex-prisoners of war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of ex-Union soldiers residing at 
Paw Paw, Ind. T., and vicinity, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Artha Post, No. 41, Clarendon, Ark., asking 
the of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Paper to accom 
correct the military record of John 
Mili Affairs. at 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of West End, Broome Couaty, N. Y., against the sale of 
spirituous liquors to immigrants—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Na ization. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
West End, N. Y., against the sale of beer at certain military 
posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of New 
London and Lebanon, Conn., in favor of House bill No. 58, for 


ny House bill No. 5350, to 
anlin—to the Committee on 


the i tion of immigrants by the United States consuls—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, petition of Bridgeport (Conn.) Board of Trade, favoring 
sufficient appropriations to make a permanent harbor of refuge of 
Great Salt 
Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, petition of soldiers of Colchester, Conn., who were vol- | 
unteers in the forlorn hope at Port Hudson, for appropriation to | 


give them the medals promised by General Banks—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By. Mr. SIMP S: Petition of executivecommittee of Cotton 
Manufacturing Association at Fall River, that the provisions of 
immediate transportation act of 1880 be extended to the city of 
Fall River, Mass.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SORG: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Hiram B. Bell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Montgomery County Farmers 
Institute, held at Vandalia, Ohio, Feb 6, 1896, for amendment 
to the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Alfred Flury Post, No. 558, Grand 


Army of tie eae: Manchester, York County, Pa., in favor of 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Betsy Ross Council, No. 119, Daughters of Lib- 
erty, of burg, Pa., in favor of the passage of the William A. 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Resolution from Grand Army of the Re- 

ublic, Post No. 820, located at Hermann, Mo., indorsing House 

ill No. 1196—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of R. R. Selden, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Graham Post, No. 106, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and of 71 veterans of Pottstown, Pa., for 
the of aservice and a prisoner-of-war pension act—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania Society of the Sons of the 
Revolution, in favor of the publication by the Government 
of the records of the Revolutionary period—to the Committee on 


By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of A. M. Simmons, of Huntsville, 
Ala., in favor of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on 


Inva!'4 ; 

_By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Harrison A. Kulen and 25 other 
citizens of Duncannon, Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

ae of John M. Rauch, ter at Manada Hill, 
Pa., and 75 other citizens, in favor of a bill to amend the postal 


laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizurn, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 


ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


february 25, 1896. 


PUBLIC LAND SUITS. 


Mr. DAVIS. _I desire to enter a notice of a motion for a recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the Senate yesterday afternoon 
passed the bill (H. R. 5474) to provide for the extension of the 
time within which suits may be brought to vacate and annul land 
patents, and for other purposes. I wish to examine the bill and 
the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Notice of the motion will be entered, 
as indicated by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. DAVIS subsequently said: Information .eceived since I 
gave notice of a motion to reconsider House bill 5474 a few mo- 


| ments ago induces me to withdraw the notice of that motion. I 





ask consent to do so. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the notice of a 
motion to reconsider is withdrawn. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ee presented a petition of the board of managers of the 
Pennsylvania Society of Sons of the Revolution, praying for the 


| publication by the Government of the records and papers of 


the Continental Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

He also presented a memorial of the Universal Peace Union, 
remonstrating against the appropriation of moneys for coast de- 
fenses, for the increase of the Army and Navy, and for the organi- 
zation of the militia of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Exchange and the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 


e | cisco, Cal., praying for the appointment of a commission to 
ond, at Block Island, R. I.—to the Committes on | 


examine and report upon Japanese manufactures, importations, 
and the export trade; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburg, Pa., praying for “he purchase by the Government of 
the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a mass meeting of citizens of Crosswicks, N. J., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation granting protection to Ameri- 
can citizens in Turkey and extending sympathy to the suffering 
Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Aaron Wilkes Post, No. 23, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for the restoration of the grade of Lieutenant- 
General in the United States Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Lyon Post, No. 10, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Vineland, N. J., praying for the speedy recog- 
nition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for 
freedom; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, praying for the 
enactment of legislation raising the age of consent in the District 
of Columbia to 18 years; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the enforcement of the compul- 
sory educational law; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NELSON presented resolutions adopted at a regular meet- 
ing of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., relative to the 
readjustment of the affairs of the Union Pacific Railway; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., praying for the establishment of a subtreasury in 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Monroe, 
Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of the 
book agents of the Methodist Bpiscopal Church South; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange of 
Memphis, Tenn., praying for the establishment of a uniform rate 
of letter postage at 1 cent; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Spring 
Valley, Minn., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE presented the memorial of Emma A. Crammer, of 
Aberdeen, 5. Dak., and a memorial of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Badger,S. Dak., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to establish a bureau of mili educa- 
tion and to promote the adoption of uniform military drill in the 
public schools of the country; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Samuel 
chusetts, praying that he be awarded a medal by Congress for 
services rende in the ‘forlorn hope” storming column during 
the late war; which was ordered to he on the table. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of the Citizens’ Association 
of South Washington, D. C., praying for the construction of a 

rovosed bridge across the Eastern ch at the foot of South 
apitol street, in the District of Colursbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Citizens’ Association of South 


. Ryan, of Massa- 


. Washington, D. C., praying that an appropriation be made to en- 


able the proper authorities to arch over the James Creek Canal 
open sewer; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


DISPOSITION OF GARBAGE, 


Mr. STEWART. I presenta memorial of the Citizens’ Associa- 
tion of South Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the con- 
struction of a gurbage factory, crematory, or reduction plant, or 
other like institution, in the city of Washington or Georgetown 
or their more densely populated suburbs. 

I also present a resolution which the memorialists have sent 
me, which they desire to have passed, and which seems to be all 
right. I will now offer the re~olution and ask that it be adopted. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a resolution which 
will be read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia is directed to 
call upon the Commissioners of the said District for a full report of their 
action under the act of March 2, 1895,im the matter of the al of the 
garbage of the cities of Washington and € town, with transmission of 
Soak of tox-danpashion af the gahoge otinage dohen. otter apeiaal tegped yet 

o e : oa 
th and comfort of the people and the tion of garbage crematories or 
reduction plants, and to report what, if any, legislation is necessary. 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Nevada please state the 
reasons for this investigation? 

Mr. STEWART. e petitions set forth at great length the 
reasons for the investigation. I am aware that the Commission- 
ers have been very much em over this question. I pre- 
sume the resolution can do no harm, and probably it may do 
good, if the committee investigates the matter. Of course, I am 
not a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
the members of that committee will know better about it than I 
> If there is any objection to the resolution I shall not press it, 
or course. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be printed and go over until 
to-morrow ora 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Mili 
was referred the bill (8S. 812) to provide for appointment by brevet 
of active or retired officers of the United States , submitted 
an adverse re thereon, which was agreed to; the bill was 

poned indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted Seaman ie 
— which were agreed to; and the bills were in- 

y: 

A bill (S. 1157) granting a pension to Maria L. Carbee; 

A bill (S. 1150) granting a pension to LucindaS. Twombly; and 

A bill (S. 1788) granting a to William R. Lake. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
‘was recommitted the bill (S. 1699) for the relief of William 
- smoranngg reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 


ereon. 

‘He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 177) as to Sophia D. Clendenin, 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


Affairs, towhom 
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bill iS aren) a somes: be ee CER _ 
granting an of pension nnie E. Nolan, 
it without amendment, and submitted a report Sierecn’ 
oan a 1k} on = same eee to = — referred the 
be granting a yvension to Celesthia A. itney, rted 

it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. — 
He also (for Mr. Baice), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the ‘“il (S. 1036) granting a pension to Rebecca F. 
Kutz, reporte. ithout amendment, and submitted a report 


mn. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 

referved the bill (S. 2176) granting a pension to Thomas Pollock, 

it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

, N. Lam directed by the Committee on Finance, 

to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 24) providing 

for immediate destruction of income-tax returns, etc., to report it 

back favorably without amendment, and with it I submit a letter 
from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. SHERMAN. Let us it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is no objection, it is a brief measure, 
unanimously reported from the committee, and I ask for its pres- 
ent ideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 
caResstee, ete- That the Secretary ofthe Treagury ie hereby directed 0 
thereof. with all statements and records relative thereto, now in ession 
of the Treasury Department, by reason of “An act to reduce taxation,” etc., 
in effect August 28, 1894. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa what 
the word ‘‘ thereto” means as applied to the returns of the income 
tax and statements and records relative thereto? The point of my 

uestion is whether the joint resolution is so drawn as to destroy 
the record of the fact of the payment of an income tax which may 
not yet have been refunded to the person who paid it. A great 
many le paid the income tax in advance. 
. ALLISON. I understand the point the Senator makes. If 
will read the letter of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, he will see—— 

Mr. CHILTON. I object to the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. ao eee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution, and it will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1355) for me oe of Andrew J. ee. 
late special disbursing agent of t avy ment, submitted 
an adverse a thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 

indefinitely. 


y. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, fo whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1604) for the relief of John A. Fairfax, of tho 
District of Columbia, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. ae execute the findings of the Court of Claims in the 
matter of claimof John J. Shipman against the United States, 

it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
& ao from the Committee on o> to a _ 
referred the bill (3.725) ting a pension to Anna C. Garber, 
it with an caniiedaah. 
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
(S. 1934) granting an increase of to Henry Slaughter, 
y thereon; and the was definitely. 
the same committee, to was referred tho 
pension to Kate A. Pitman, reported it 
submitted thereon. 
Ben to ae 
ting a pension to amin F’. Bell, 
t, and submitted a report thereon. 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
on to George M. Brooks, reported it 
submitted a report thereon. 
ANNON, a Committee on Pensions, _— a 
684) granting a pension to Sam P. Barbee, 
entation. and submitted a report thereon. 
committee, to whom was referred the 
the pension of Jackson J. Lane, submitte! 
indefinite and the bill was 


A 


ete 
5437] 


Wag 
o 
geass 


, HH, from the Committee on Pensions, ‘> 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 925) granting a pension to 
Annie J. Corbett, of Providence, R. 1., reported it without amen:!- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tle 
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bill (H. R. 994) ing an increase of pension to Andrew B. 
Keith, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 321) ea to James W. Dunn, 
reported it with amendments, submitted a report thereon. 


SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Fam instructed by the Committee on Coast De- 
fenses, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1159) to provide for for- 
tifications and other seacoast defenses, to report it favorably with 
amendments and submit a report thereon. [ ask that the bill and 


‘ i be printed in the Recorp. 
accom TE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- | 


dered. 
A bill (S. 1159) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 


2 it enacted, ete., That for the purpose of providing the fortifications and 
oiner ‘Soames recommended by the tone appointed by the President under 
the provisions of an act of Congress entitled “An act making provisions for 
fortifications and = works of —- = — the armament Geet ~~ 

ear ending June 1886, and for other pu: “ approved Marc 
oe tothe named in the report of the said board as the ports at 
which 


are most urgently needed, namely, New York, San Fran- 
cisco, Boston, the lake ports, Ham Roads, New Orleans, iladeiphia, 
Washington, Baltimore; Portland, Me.; Rhode Isiand ports in Narragansett 
Bay, Key West, Charleston, S. C.; Mobile, Savannah, Galveston; Portland, 
. FPia.; Wilmington, N. C.; San Cal.; Portsmeuth, 

if: defenses of Cumberland Sound at Fort Clinch, defenses of ports of the 
River at Fort ; New Bedford, Mass,; defenses of ports on 


4 


out of any moneys in the Treas- 
,000,000, the whole or _—— 
ble if so ordered by the i- 
of this act additional con- 


contract, to be 
time to time be made law, not exceedin 
per annum, for seven years, commencing July 1, 


. 2. That said sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secre- 

under existing laws for the purpose o. providing fortifica- 

for the ports aforesaid armament thereof 

of sites for the said fortifica in aeccord- 

recommendations of said board, with such modifications as are 

Bomeresentetsindy of the individual pro, , a8 approved from 

War. until Congress ll otherwise —— 

the said he con- 

said defenses in so far as may be most eco- 

nomical and expedient; and the work shall be, as near as may be, commenced 

at the same time at each of the said ports, and shal! proceed as rapidly as said 

ions will admit of; excepting at the lake ports, where forti- 

not be begun until in the judgment of te President work there 

shall be necessaryand expedient: That should any material change 

in the total estimates for the defenses herein provided for be made necessary, 

a full and statement of such changes and the reasons therefor shati 

be laid for its action: Provided poe. That no part of the 
icable for the s 


said materials — 
& 


and the 


eney Deen oeeaees cov nsive works at a port shall 

be expended for tions at that port until the of War shall 

have caused the surveys necessary to select a proper site to be made and a 

detailed project to be pre} for that port. not to exceed in cost the sum 

to that port included in the total amount herein appropriated 
and shali have approved the same. 

Sec. 3. Thatthe proportion of the above sums to be expended in each year 
by the Chief of Engineers of the Army on forcifications and procurement of 
sites therefor, who is charged by law with the performance of these duties, 
and the proportion to be Chie: Ordnance 


i 


begin- 
be expended in strict conformity 


;. [Report to accompany 8. 1159.) 
The Committee on Coast Defenses, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1159) 
to provide See SeutiGentions and other seacoast defenses, have had tre same 
consideration, the same back, with amendments, with the 


“New London.” 

insert Yen thereat the words “East Entrance, Long Ialand Sound inchs 
ry r (inelud- 

sy ae ty lhe 


section 2 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
pomege ot this act contracts 
be by the Secretary of War for such materials and work as 
er ney to carry on continuously the systematic construction of 
fo other seacoast <p ye ey Ale 
otherwise than contract, to paid for as 
time be made eats Seay ey Le 





It has been estimated that in the cities of New York, Brooklyn, and Jersey 
City alone there is property of the value of $4,000,000,000 which a hostile fleet 
lying in the aeeee bay of New York would have within reachof itsguns. Not 
one-tenth of t necessary defenses have yet been provided for that port, 
mcngn its harbor is at present better defended than any other in the United 
States. 

It is probable that the aggregate value of all destructible property exposed 
at the 27 principal seaports of the United States (not including the lake ports, 
which shinkhaiente protected) is not less than $10,000,000,00e 


SO tar as ascer- 
tainable, the cost of public buildings alone at the ports recommended to be 
fortified has far exceeded the amount required to fortify these ports 

The injury to commerce could not_be measured by the injury to property 
at the ports alone, but would extend to the interior for which they are out- 


lets or avenues of exchange. 

Thus the risk to property interests affected is such that a small percentage 
of its value would supply the means for sufficient defense, and would be as 
reasonable an expenditure as that for fire insurance and police protec 
It is estimated that the last two items cost annually eight-tenths of 1 per 
cent of the value of the destructible property affected. According to the 
estimates, the cost of permanent coast defenses would be about the same as 
that for fire insurance and police protection for one year in the same cities. 
If the expenditure for coast defenses be extended over a period of ten years, 
the average will of course be less than one-tenth of 1 per cent per annum 
The inerease in the value of property during the next ten years will proba- 
bly be great, thus lessening the yercentage from year to year 

a hostile fleet should succeed in entering a harbor the full cash valuation 
of all property subject to destruction by the fleet could be demanded as a 
ransom. 

A still greater saving is to be considered in the prevention of war itself in 
consequence of the moral effect afforded by suitable preparation for resist- 
ance. 

The contrast between the cost of preparation and the cost of war itself is 
so manifest that it constitutes one of the principal considerations actuatin 
the committee. The money expended upon the pension list of the Unitec 
States for a single year is equa] to the expenditure reguired to create a com- 
plete system of coast defenses and the necessary additions to our Navy in 
order to prepare our country for all great war emergencies to which it may 
be subjec in the pursuit of our destiny as a first-class power and influen 
tial nation. 

Eeonomic and prudential considerations all favor the construction of coast 
defenses. The prevention of the sacrifice of human life shou!d also be con 
sidered as well asthe national humiliation and disgrace that may at any time 
attend our even temporary discomfiture by reason of lack of the ordinary 
military precautions that are adopted by other great nations 

It is an anomalous state of affairs that this great nation, encircled by a 
chain of foreign fortresses near its shores, is without the means of resisting 
an attack from any one of them. 

This defenseless condition weakens our influence in diplomacy, as was well 
stated by Mr. Tilden as follows: 

“This state of things is discreditable to our foresight and to our prudence 
The best guaranty against aggression, the best assurance that our dij lomary 
will be successful and pacific, and that our rights and honor will be respected 
by other nations, is in their knowledge that we are in a situation to vindicate 
our reputation and interests. While we may ever be deficient in our means 
of offense, we can not afford to be defenseless. The notoriety of the fact that 
we have neglected the ordinary precautions of defense invites want of con 
sideration in our diplomacy, injustice, arrogance, and insult at the hands of 
foreign nations." 

While we recognize the efficiency of our Navy, it is 
statement made to the committee that it would be unsa 
upon that arm of power for means of defense 


tion. 


clearly sh 
fe to rely exclu 
in fact, the very existe 


wwhn in the 





thout 


our Navy would be imperiled in case of war with any great power wi 
the support which would be afforded to the ships by iand defenses 
It is admitted that we do not stand higher than sixth in the list of naval 
powers, and that our present Navy rates at less than I to 6 in comparison to 
that of England. It has been shown to the committee that the efficiency of 
the Navy will be vastly increased by the establishment of land defens« In 
the absence of the latter in time of war every ship will be required to remain 
near our own coasts for their defense, and thereby the Navy will be largely 
deprived of theattribute of mobility and the power to make offensive return 
t is clearly shown by a distinguished admiral of the Navy that the ex 
penditure for coast defenses, as compared with that for the Navy, should at 
oresent be in the ratio of 1} to 1, and that the ratio should be incr 


used in 
‘avor of coast defenses after the expenditure of $100,000,000 for both par ; 
Torpedoes and submarine mines are also important as a means of harbor 
defense, but they are comparatively useless unless protected by guns in 
suitable position on land. 


ESTIMATE OF COST. 

The committee has investigated the subject of expenditures already mace 
under the plans for defense adopted by the Government, which were based 
upon the report of the Endicott Board of 1886 and the more recent Puget 
Sound Board, with the modifications that have been adopted from time to 
time by the War Department. ; 

The plans and estimates of the Endicott Board (composed of officers of the 
Army and Navy) called for an expenditure of $07,782,000 for permanent land 
defenses. Up to the present time the expenditure for this purpose has been 
about $10,651,000, which would leave $87,151,000 to be appropriated if the orig 
imal plans were to be carried out and there were no other changes in the con 
ditions affecting the cost. 

However, in the year 1892 the present eight-hour law went into effect, and 

s in plan of armament have affected the estimates of cost to such an 
extent that the committee finds, wpon the statements of the Chief of Engi 
neers and the Chief of Ordnance, the amount desirable for fortifications and 
armanent to be more than that originally calculated by the Endicott Board 
for the whole work of land defenses. 

The Chief of Engineers estimates that under the most favorable conditions, 
suchas the letting of continuous contracts, the part of the work coming under 
his charge would cost $60,000,000. He says $1,500,000 in addition is needed for 
sites, making a total of $61,500,000 for the fortifications 

The Chief of Ordnance estimates the cost of armament. including guns, gun 
carriages. mortars, moriar carriages. rapid-fire and machine guns,at $43, 
796,020. This does not include the Bethlehem contract, which is already anu 
thorized by law, nor his estimate of the cost of projectiles and other items 
which may be properly provided for in the ordinary annual appropriations 
for ma’ and supplies. 

The rapid-fire guns and machine guns, of which the cost is estimated at 

762.000, were not comprised in the plans and estimates of the Endicott 


These guns are now considered by the War Department to form a neces 
sary of the permanent armament to be established for coast defenses 
ore oe, are included in the estimates of the Chief of Ordnance, mak- 


the estimate of both Bureaus $106,296,(20 for permanent works 
armament. 
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It is clearly shown in the statement made to the committee that the work 
for which the expenditure will be required will n y extend overa 
pees of probably not less than six years. Therefore the work should be 

ediately commenced, because it will be impossible to provide an adequate 
system of coast defenses within a shorter time. 

The committee recognizes the desirability of pursuing deliberate and eco- 
nomic methods and the importance of distributing the financial burden over 
a still greater number of years; therefore it approves of the provision that 
the expenditure shall be made from year to year during a period of about 
eight years, as stated in the bill. 

uu the pesgree of the work opportunities will be afforded for the in- 
troduction of improved and economic methods in its details, thereby lessening 
the cost without decreasing the efficiency of the defenses. 

The Chief of Engineers, who, with the approval of the Secretary of War, 
prepares the plans for fortifications, states that for the sum of $87,000,000 an 
efficient defense can be provided. It is understood that, in his opinion, this 
isa eee sum to cover the cost of the necessary fortifications and their 
armament. 

It is important that continuous contracts be authorized in order to prose- 
cute the work with the utmost economy. Therefore the committee has de- 
cided to recommend the appropriation of $10,000,000, to be immediately avail- 
able, and that in addition thereto the Secretary of War be authorized to 
enter into continuous contracts not exceeding $10,000,000 per annum for 
— years 5 Cee July 1, 1897, according to the terms of the bill here- 
with reported. 

In sadition, the Chief of Engineers estimates that $2,500,000 is required for 
torpedoes, and the Chief of Ordnance has submitted the following estimates 
for ammunition, projectiles, and other crdnance supplies, which, in the opin- 
ion of the committee, should be provided for by appropriations from time to 
time as required: 


Projectiles for guns..................--.- A. citnnbieindn scant npulatinelniindila $3, 380, 131. 
in cb ckacemnenetnn doburinddcneestwbihos eabtt 4, 146, 379 
ones, SA thdhin iijdniecinitenibki aaa biqh babaaineiddionbodgaegtine , 000 
a Bs oo. wicticlnd wk eROC OS dais oudmnebausiaede 8, 042, 171 
cae oid, al ids omened nhebeiinshplaeedementt , 087, 
Ammurition for raptd-Gre Guns... ....<...000.2500cn-s cesccccccscscecese 774, 000 
Ammunition for machine guns.....................-..-----+--+--2-e.- 11, 500 
Cha di endl ge Biielisdiin ckektictnntintncrcs tatnendnianatel 13, 191, 740 


These items do not form a part of the plan for permanent defe and 
rovision for similar expenditures was not included in the estimates ot the 
Endicott Board; they are therefore omitted in the bill reported. 


EMERGENCY ESTIMATES. 


In order to develop the facts in reference to the capacity of the Department 
of Engineers and the Department of Ordnance to press the work economic- 
ally, and in addition toascertain what ez can each do under stress, the com- 
suites conducted a careful inquiry on both these points. 

The Chief of Engineers states that after a few weeks of pre tion he can 
economically expend about $1,000,000 per month on the cnatonering rt of 
the work until it shall be entirely completed. He also states that “ under 
stress" he can advantageously oxnene a much larger sum for that purpose. 

The following are the tables su tted by him on this point for the years 
1806 and 1897, provided the appropriations be immediately made: 











Stress. Economically. 

1896. 1897 1896. 1897 
sn chee Gabe iaenawioetele $2, 458, 250 | $4,016,750 | $652,000 | $1, 660,000 
sess petqukuibessoetel 2,725,000 | 4,575,000 980, 000 oie oo 
penne ennese Seneheanscnnened 2, 400,000 | 3,650,000 460,000 | 1,040,000 
700,000 | 1,175,000 200, 000 500, 000 
Lh Sd atane oid 850,000 | 1,075,000 175, 000 600, 000 
Sa ach wala nadouaeiaand 100, 000 40,000 50, 000 90, 000 
a siasliiaiits gestg waned nd 600, 000 750,000 | 150,000 400, 000 
salah wien bana 450,000 | 1,040,000 | 200,000 500, 000 
rcneddigne dighwakancaepd 700,000 | 1,810,000 75, 000 800, 000 
eae te beuisncah adidas 500,000 | 1,000,000 | 150,000 500, 000 
wadniniidgleiiann 700,000 | 1,500,000 | 150,000 500, 000 
1 nF REN GEER SEN A 500, 000 700, 000 75, 000 250, 000 
uuadanuiisbhbasenduueled 500,000 | 1,290,000 75, 000 250, 000 
700, 000 740,000 | 100,000 250, 000 
800, 000 590,000 | 100,000 800, 000 
900, 000 940,000 | 150,000 600, 000 
450, 000 540, 000 75,000 200, 000 
600, 000 290,000 | 100,000 300, 000 
: 400, 000 390, 000 75,000 300,000 
deren cdcnecudensheton 500, 000 820,000 | 100,000 800, 000 
Portsmouth, N. H ................ 300, 000 120, 000 50,000 150, 000 
Cumberland Sound............... 200, 000 890, 000 50, 000 150, 000 
Kennebec River .........-....---- 109, 000 70, 000 50, 000 120,000 
ee am 300, 000 70,000 50,000 150, 000 
Penobscot River..........-.------ 100, 000 70,000 50, 000 120,000 
Eastentrance,LongIslandSound; 460,000 | 1,000,000 75, 000 200, 000 
SY er rer er 200, 000 900, 000 50, 000 700, 000 
Det vvicte vecsvactocsiecsase 18, 693, 250 | 28,551,750 | 4,467,000 | 12,340,000 








If phowe appropriations were made, in eighteen months provision could be 
made for— 


Bink UN GE TROD nonin none rene onesie wivcces cuacdesccconccessees ccesceucunse 
ch on nondisappearing carriage . 
10-inch on disa) pearing carriage ...... 
10-inch on non p carriage - 
&inch on disa ng carriage ....... 
8-inch on no ppearing carriage. .... 
SPORE MROCONTS 4 5 avec nocd cc cena bskesed sete’ svete UnesesSecustunetenseee 
ER ING . 200 winccvind ccacaniteebemeieaninnessiseSebimennanies 
WOO ...ccccccccccscdccusieseuieeeeen 





The Chief of Ordnance states that he 


aegis the of 
tion to what has already been ap riated in order to run the gun factory at 
Watervliet at its ordinary copnete working 


eight 
er of the present fiscal year that in order to run the gun 
to the fullest extent during this fiscal year, viz, sixteen hours per day, an 


a aa ae 


pregetetion of $225,000 would be required in addition to the amount already 
hh his regular estimate for ru bs gun factory during the next fiscal 


He states that his regalee estimate is somewhat below what he could use if 

eight hours per day, by reason of the pressure that has 
been brought to a him sometimes by the Secretary of War, and 
omeany y Congress, reduce his estimate. He now ealimates that in 
order to run the factory eight hours additional, or sixteen hours per working 
day, an appropriation of 762 is required in addition to his first estimate 
for the next fiscal year for t purpose, making a total of $769,700 required 
for running the gun factory to the fullest extent during the next fiscal year, 


He says: 
tional to the present a: reprinting Gop senconst-caretngee Tshould wan 
$1,186,500; additional for 12-inch mortars, $987,900; additional for 12-inch m« oo 
carriages, $476,000; additional for armor-piercing shot, that is, for all varieties 
of guns, $443,922; additional for shells for the same , $416,700; additional 
for deck-piercing shells, that is, the mortar shell, .938; additional for }2- 
inch cnevler torpedo shells, which is a longer $444,264; for powder for 
guns and mortars, ——. 

He sums up the uirements of his Department as follows: 

“ Thave been replying to two questions of the committee, viz: What amount 
of money in addition to existing appropriations could be expended on coast- 
defense armament during the remainder of the present year, and what 
amount for the same purpose in addition to the estimates now before (on- 
gress for the next fiscal year, ending June 30, 1897? As these replies have in- 
cluded much discussion, I think a recapitulation of the amounts that have 
been given would make the matter clearer to the committee. 
= . In rea to the first question, I have stated that to run the gun 


factory to itso’ ca d not toreduce work d the remainde 
of this fiscal oar would pene 3 $55,000. oe ed 
“ Second. Should an emergency require that the work be pressed, then the 


factory can be run sixteen hours per day, oe Drone $225,000 for the 
remainder of the present fiscal Fn this 000 were Seprepeiated, there 
should go with it, as has been stated, authority to enter into contract for the 
delivery of f carriages, sad Pecvocuiice to the amount of $1,800,000. 
No pa ts for t last would due during the next fiscal year, and as 
this te has been made to meet an eme: y. it is understood that the 
same omorgency would require that the work be pressed to the same extent 
during the whole of the next fiscal year, and estimates to meet payments to 
fall due under the proposed contracts are included in my estimate for the ad- 
ditional amount that could be expended in the next fiscal year. 

“Third. The estimates for coast-defense armament, etc., before Congress 
for the fiscal year en June 30, 1897, amount to $4,965,030. If the work isto 
be pressed, , as y been , weshould run the gun factory 
sixteen hours per day. To do this, secure the necessary f gs and com- 

ee x — pany increased " = of the guns, neces- 
powders, etc., wo' 7 , 

= prois If ere nonld teauire that the work should be pressed, 
as has been contempla in this estimate, this emergency would make it 
almost imperative that a large amount of field and siege lery and rapid- 
fire and machine guns, with their carriages and ammunition, should be pro- 
cured for arming and equipping armies. It is estimated that the amount of 
material that should be procured as rapidly as possible would cost $28,215. 

“Fifth. There is now a supplemental estimate before Congress for 
$150,000 for the arn and ammunition. It is 
ago im) t this appropriation ould be made in any case.” 

following is a recapitulation of the estimates of the two Bureaus and 
the consolidated estimate for the two years stated: 


Estimates of Brigadier-General Craighill, Chief of Engineers, for engineering 





To re the work there can be economically and 
.y ly (if appropriations be imm: ly made) before July sai ote 
For the fiscal year ending June ine | 30, anne Ta, 340, 09 
very ceceeding year nses com cooce 12,000, 00 
Fes Seomndaiate ane te ‘ite Sa Bett 3 = PRE . se 1. 000,000 
For the same p . 500,000 
For torpedoes necessary appliances .. 2,500,000 


Econom- 
Stress. ically. 





ded in the— 
Fiscal year ending June 90, 1800... Lehi ude ced. $18, 693, 250 , 467,000 


Fiscal year ending June 30, 1897......... nb Medhigete 28,551,750 | 12,340,000 





Estimates of Brigadier-General Flagler, Chief of Ordnance, for remainder of 
current fiscal year. 


Vor runsteg gen tactery eight boyene Gag; addition to present $55, 000 
a OS OS COSSSS COS SSS © SESS SOSSOS OOSSSS CESSES COSESS SESE Cce-- »), 
To press work at gun to fullest extent, Sarees Mxteon 


hours a da The ody pe hm tion to ne ions.... 225, (00 
ty emergency plan 1 opted, Chief of Ordnance uld be au- 


thorized to make contracts (money need not be immediately ap- 
propriated) as follows: ae 
PE PDs ccc dckecedbilsy sqcuse decuswsbieenesein Citi iesks oe woos § 675, 000 
se ecce 600, 000 
OG i ailisk ccna SNe Rami ae ue ithe Sets ddcdewese...-- 200, 000 
Grand total for current fiscal year ....................--..----- 1, 855, 000 


For fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 








1896. 





Consolidated estimate for the fiscal years 1896 and 1897. 
yOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 9, 18%, IN ADDITION TO PRESENT APPRO- 


PRIATIONS. 


























Econom- 
| Stress. ically. 
Ordnance Department -.- Sdecnscecscce cesesecceceese | 1, 800, 000 $55, 000 
Gratneer Department oe eens we eree ene ee nneennena-eeeees 5: ous, 250 4, 670, 000 
a .-| 20, 493, 250 5, 225, 000 
| ea ntlictemssencsnel syeeee 
Grand total | ececeeese---| 6,225,000 








FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 3, 1897, 


———————=—_—_—_—_———_$£_——_—_—_—_—— 








Ordnance Department -............-..---.-.----------- $18,584,368 | $5,115,090 
Engineer Department ..............--.. 2.02. ---s00---- | 28,551,750 | 12,340,000 
i til cincnesuas pastegaecacouséadacs | 47,136,136 | 17,455,030 

r Department: 
a. © 00cee ccccce cocces coccccoesese| ccoceecaccecs 500, 000 
Torpedo material ..........-...---.-----2---220----- TORSTEN 2, 500, 000 
Grand total 20, 455, 030 








It is evident that the time required to manufacture the guns will control 

period necessary to complete the whole work of defenses. 

The Chief of Ordnance states, in answer to questions, as follows: 

How long will it take to complete the arn.ament according to the whole 
plan adopted by the Government for coast defense, working the usual time 
_ hours per day? Y , 

eneral FLAGLER. About eight years for 8, 10,and 12 inch guns; thirteen 

or fourteen years for the 16-inch guns—as a type 16-inch gun has yet to be 
made and tested—and about nine years for the 12-inch mortars. e car- 
for these guns and mortars could be completed within the same 


riod. 
ie long will it take, working sixteen hours per day, under stress? 
General FLAGLER. About five years for the 8, 10, and 12 inch guns, and 
eight years for the 16-inch guns, with their carriages. If the mortars could 
also be manufactured on a sixteen-hour labor basis, which is quite probable, 
they could be completed in from five to six years. 


e latter answer defines the time that is absolutely necessary unless the | 


facilities for manufacturing guns be increased. 

The Chief of Ordnance also stated thatif it were proposed to duplicate the 
Army Gun Factory, three years would be required for that purpose. 

In conclusion, the committee reports that the investigation has shown the 
vital importance of immediately commencing the work of defense on an 
adequate scale, of prosecuting it with vigor, and of providing for it by suffi- 
cient appropriation of money, in order to avoid great and unnecessary risks 
to the safety and welfare of the nation. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that on 
Thursday rext, immediately after the routine morning business, I 


shall, by the leave of the Senate, speak briefly on coast defenses. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2247) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian redations. 

Mr. RIS introduced a bill (S. 2248) for the relief of J. E. 

le, of Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN (byrequest) introduced a bill (S. 2249) topay Joel L. 
Baugh for services rendered to the Old Settler Cherokee Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2250) to amend section 2 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 
issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pu s”; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


ce, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2251) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Calumet River; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He introduced a bill (S. 2252) for the relief of Bvt. Capt. 
James D. Vernay; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.2253) directing the Secretary of 
War to ee the claim of John C. Phillips; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2254) to pension Joseph F. Cison; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
Peper referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to 
Lorenzo Meserth; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.2256) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam H. Hawes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
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the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2257) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion and issue to 
Isaac N. Babb, Twenty-third Indiana Battery, an honorable dis- 
charge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce a bill for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and to accompany it I present an application 
from the claimant and ask that it may also be noted and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the bill. 

The bill (S. 2258) granting « pension to John Vogt was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2259) granting a pension 
to Catherine Long; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2260) granting a pension to Emily 
C. Merriman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

| the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2261) providing for an in- 
ternational humane and sanitary conference; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2262) to provide for the further 
distribution of reports of the Supreme Court and of the circuit 
courts of appeals; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to state that this bill is simply a combi- 
nation of several separate bills which have been introduced by 

| Other Senators. It is introduced in order to have them all in one. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 

ciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2263) to provide for the set- 
tlement of accounts and claims in certain cases; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2264) granting a pension to Henry 
H. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

| He also introduced a bill (S. 2265) for the relief of Martin Mul- 
lins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2266) granting a pension to James 
A. Southard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2267) granting a pension to Alvah 
| A. Eaton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
| panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2268) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Edwin De Leon, deceased, late 
consul-general of the United States in Egypt; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2269) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Edwin De Leon, deceased, on account 

| of judicial services performed by him while serving as consul- 
general in Egypt; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2270) granting a pension to 
Avery Lamb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduceda bill (S. 1) extending the provisions of an 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, approved June 27, 
1890, to the Eighteenth and Nineteenth regiments of Kansas Cay- 
alry Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended io be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be pinta’. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAC AND FOX INDIAN SCHOOL IN IOWA. 


Mr. GEAR. I submitted a few days ago an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The amendment 
ag ae oo to appropriate $35,000 for the purpose of establishing 
an Indian school on the reservation of the Sac and Fox Indians 
in Iowa. I do not think I asked to have the amendment referred 
to the Indian Bureau, but I do now ask that it may be referred 
to the Indian Bureau for report. 
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Mr. PLATT. Not to the Indian Bureau? 
Mr. GEAR. To the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, I should 


> Bay. 
Nir. HOAR. What is the effect of a simple order of the Senate 


to refer an amendment to the Indian Bureau for report? Do we 
not make our demand in such a case on the head of the Depart- 
ment-——-on the Secretary of the Interior—if we desire information? 

Mr. GEAR. Iam perfectly willing to modify the request. 

Mr. HOAR. It is merely a question as to the manner of pro- 
cedure. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam glad the Senator has called my attention to 
it. Iask that the amendment be referred to the Secretary of the 
Interior for report. 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will pardon me, I do not want to 
interfere with his affairs, but I suppose the usual custom would 
be to have an order of the Senate that the Secretary of the Interior 
be directed to inform the Senate as to any information or facts 
that are required in regard to a certain subject. I do not think 
that the Senate ever instituted a practice of simply asking a head 
of Department for his opinion, but the practice usually is for 
either an individual Senator or the committee to send to the head 
of the Department for his opinion. The Judiciary Committee 
every week send to the Attorney-General certain bills, and some- 
times we send bills to the Chief Justice and ask his opinion, which 
is always given. 

Mr. GEAR. LIaccept the proposition of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, and suggest that the Committee on Indian Affairs be 
requested to send the amendment through the proper channel, to 
the Secretary of the Interior, for the desired information. 

_ a -PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered, 


APPOINTMENT OF SECOND ACTING ASSISTANT DOORKEEPER,. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That James B. Lioyd, a citizen of the State of North Carolina, be, 
and he is hereby, appointed to the office of second acting assistant door- 
keeper of the Senate, at a compensation of $1,500 per annum. 

Mr.CHANDLER,. I ask the Senator from Nebraska whether 
he is advised that there is such an office that is now vacant, or 
does the resolution propose to displace some present employee of 
the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know that there is an office by that name 
in the Senate. I know there is in fact an office of second acting 
assistant doorkeeper. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ihave no objection personally to the gen- 
tleman named in the resolution; I should have no objection to 
seeing him a part of the Senate force; but until I am informed as 
to the place for which he is designated, and know who is to be 
displaced, if anyone is to be displaced, I will object to the passage 
of the resolution, I ask that the resolution may go over until to- 


morrow. 
Pe ao The resolution will go over under 

e rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the resolution goes over, I should like 
to say a wordin regard to it. 

By an arrangement on both sides of the Senate it was agreed 
and carried out that there should be an assistant doorkeeper and 
an acting assistant doorkeeper appointed. It has been usual to 
have persons on either side of the Chamber who are agreeable and 
acceptable to them, so there have always been two doorkeepers, 
one practically taking care of the business that falls to his lot on 
this side of the Chamber, and the other upon the other side. It 
was agreed by unanimous consent on both sides that these two 
officers should be pepeinees in that way, one to represent the 
Democratic side and the other the Republican side. 

Now, as to whether there ought to be a third, a second assistant 
doorkeeper, it is for the Senate to decide. I do not myself see 
any special reason for it. I do not believe there is any real occa- 
sion for it. It isa new office. Indeed, the first assistant is a new 
office, and this would be another new office and add the amount 
of his salary to the expense of the official attendance here. I do 
not wish to express any opinion about the propriety of the resolu- 
tion, except that I do not see any necessity for it. 

Mr. I am not sufficiently familiar with the nomencla- 
ture of these offices to state whether there is an office of this name 
or not. I know there are four young men who are in charge of 
the Senate Chamber. I know them by face and I know most of 
thera by name. Exactly what their offices are designated I do 
not know. I infer, however, that if it is necessary to have one of 
these gentlemen to look after the secrets of the Republican party 
and one to look after the secret workings of the Democratic party, 
the Populist party is becoming of such gigantic proportions in 
this Chamber that it is necessary for us to have a trusted agent 
to look after our caucus interests. I make that suggestion to the 
Senator from Ohio. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There is no mistake about the gigantic pro- 

rtions of the leader of the Populist party in this Chamber. 
{Laughter. Still, that party has not of late increased in numbers 
in this body, and it is devoutly to be ho that it will not so in- 
crease. Indeed, if the Senator from Nebraska should be taken 
away from this body = reason of his candidacy as the representa- 
tive of that party for the Presidency, we should endeavor to get 
along with the reduced number of Populist Senators. 

Mr. President, I do not think that the Senator has quite made 
a case as yet for the appointment of the gentleman named in the 
resolution. I was not aware until the Senator so stated that the 
two officers who have already been appointed were to deal with 
the secrets of the political parties in this Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. That seemed to be the suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio, and I only elaborated it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But I understood the Senator from Ne- 
braska to state that the two men who have been appointed were 
to be intrusted with political secrets. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I understood the senior Senator from Ohio 
to say that one was appointed upon the suggestion of the Repub- 
lican party to look after their interests and the other was ap- 
pointed on the suggestion of the Democratic party to look after 
their interests, which I inferred were the secret interests of the 
caucus. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I spoke of their services, but I did not say 
anything—— 

r. ALLEN. It would be entirely out of place, if the Senator 
will permit me, I think, to have a Republican or a Democrat to 
attend to the wants of a Populist caucus. We prefer a Populist. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are no secrets to be guarded by these 
young men. They were elected simply for the convenience of 

nators on the two sides of the body; and now if the Populist 
Senators are in such a condition that they need the attendance ot 
the gentleman named in the resolution I am willing that in due 
time it shall be granted to them; but I am not willing to eject 
anyone now in the employ of the Senate or to create a new office. 
That is the reason and the only reason why I asked that the reso- 
lution might go over. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I beg to say one word before the 
resolution passes over in explanation of our situation. I have 
heard it suggested in the last three weeks that the Populist party 
was attaining accessions to its ranks in this Chamber very rapidly. 
I have heard that suggestion made especially on this side of the 
Chamber and some suggestions from the other side. It is not an 
uncommon thing for a Senator on this side of the Chamber to 
stand in his place and announce himself as an adherent of Populist 
doctrines. It was done by the senior Senator from South Dakota 
hone PETTIGREW] a few days ago; it has been done by the senior 

nator from Maine [Mr. Frye] from time to time, and by other 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber. ‘ 

Mr. President, we expect, we are living in the confident hope 
that before the close of the present Congress a large portion of tlic 
Democrats and Republicans will by stress of circumstances be 
driven into the oe camp; and I am always pleased to say to 
these gentlemen that the doors are wide open to them. We are 
growing every day. We have now about 1,800,000 votes in the 
United States. The Democrats and Republicans are at war with 
one another. The Republican party is not harmonious on the 
financial question by any means, as I infer from what has trans- 
pired in this Chamber from time to time; the Democratic party and 
its Chief Executive are engaged in a parrot-and-monkey fight be- 
tween themselves; and we have every reason to believe that the 
accessions to the Populist party in this Chamber will be very great, 
and we certainly stand in need of a young man of this kind. 

I do not understand that the resolution will displace any pcr- 
son; that it will create any new office or anything of that kind; 
but it gives to an office which is now being exercised a designation 
and a habitation. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, there is an old saying with regard 
to a hen which has only one chicken showing great solicitude as 
the mother of a brood, and therefore the Senator from Nebraska 
is perhaps excused for his great solicitude on account of the Pop- 
ulist party. 

However, I did not rise for the purpose of qeaing of that, but 
to call attention to the fact that we are continually, by one means 
and another, enlarging and increasing the expenses of the Senate. 
until the amount which is expended for the salaries of officials of 
the Senate and the expenses of the Senate is so large as to create 
a great deal of remark, not to say criticism. I really think that 
we ought to be very careful about further increasing the expenses 
of the Senate, and that we should provide new offices only when 
there is an absolute necessity for the same. 

I do not think there is any necessity for this new officer, and 
ae i that the eee ill be ——— - a, 
mittee on Contingent Expenses, as it is necessary it should go 
there, and that that may be the last we shall hearofit.  —_ 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will with- 
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draw his motion. The resolution does not call for an expenditure 
of money to be appropriated from the contingent fund of the 
Senate. It must be met by a general appropriation if met at all. 
The Senator from Connecticut—— 

Mr. PLATT. Unless the resolution is required by the rule to 
goto the Committee on Contingent Expenses of course I will make 
no motion to refer. I supposed that it was so required. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The resolution is not before the Senate for 
consideration. I understand that it goes over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to make one observation in reply to the 
Senator from Connecticut, and then I will let it go over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; but the Senator seemed to think 
that the motion of the Senator from Connecticut is applicable at 
this time. It 1s not applicable, because I have chiestell to the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to call attention—— 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the resolution go to the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses under the general rule, without going over? | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asked 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution, 
and an objection was interposed by the Senator from New Hamp- | 


ire. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not care anything about this resolution one 
way or the other, but my parliamentary inquiry is as to the gen- 
eral rule. I suppose that a resolution of this kind can not be 
considered even by unanimous consent under the law until it has 
gone to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. My questionis, 
whether a resolution of this kind does not go as of course and at 
once to that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the resolution 
again read, and will then rule upon the point of order suggested | 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not care anything about what the Senate may | 
do in this particular case. I merely put the general question as | 
a matter of orderly procedure. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that, under the ob- 
jection of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
the resolution goes over under the rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, just one word in reply to the Sen- 
| 
| 
| 





ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. It has been of almost daily 
occurrence during this session of Congress that some Senator, 
either upon the Democratic or Republican side of this Chamber, 
has presented a resolution for the appointment of John Smith or 
John Jones as a stenographer to a certain committee, or creating 
the additional office of messenger. I have yet failed to listen to an 
objection made to the enlargement of the Senate force in that re- 
spect, and I am sorry that the Senator from Connecticut, who is 
usually so accurate and timely in his objections, has permitted all 
of those opportunities to escape him, and that now, for the first 
time, when it is proposed to introduce a young gentleman on this 
floor who would represent a party neither Democratic nor Repub- 
lican, a spasm of economy seizes the Senator from Connecticut, 
and he thinks the force ought not to be enlarged. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator understand that we have in- 
creased the official force of the Senate this session? 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that resolution after resolution—I 
can not call the number of them—has been introduced here and 
passed increasing the Senate force. 

. PLATT. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senatorismistaken. A!l those resolu- 
tions have been referred to the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, and there they remain. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that this 
resolution does not provide for the expenditure of a dollar out of 
the Senate contingent fund; therefore it has no business before 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. PLATT. If the resolution should pass to-day the officer 
would have to be paid out of the contingent fund until he could 
be en for in an appropriation bill. 

- ALLEN. The oflicer would simply be provided for in an 
ee bill like other officers. 
_ Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
if he thinks the Serate needs the services of the officer that his 
resolution ; if his organization, which I recognize as a 
political ‘organization om - such, I - ready to extend to it 
every co and every ai at it may deem necessary—but does 
the te need the officer that the resolution suggests? I do not | 
think it does; and, so believing, I shall never consent, so far as I | 
am concerned, to so vote. I should like him to answer whether 
or not he thinks the Senate does need the s»rvices of such an officer. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly, Mr. President. [‘‘ Regular 2 
Certainly I think we nad this officer. The Senate needs it, an 


I should not have introduced the resolution but for that fact. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
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the subject of the House tariff bill. It has been obvious for month 
after month that there has been a deficiency of revenue. Sincethe 
present tariff bill was put in operation in every month except 
three there has been a deficiency 

Mr. COCKRELL. How was it before? 

Mr. MORRILL. And at the present time, up to this date, in 
eight months of the present year, there has been a deficiency 
caused by insufficient revenue. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator al 
tion in connection with that point? 

Mr. MORRILL. After I get through. 

Mr. STEWART. It is right in point 

Mr. MORRILL. Upto this moment there has been 


low me to ask him a ques- 


a deficiency 


of over $20,000,000, and if it should go on to the same extent for 
the remainder of the year, it will amount to $30,000,000 for the 
| second year in which this tariff act has been in operation. Cer 


tainly it seems time that we should supply somet! 
the distress of the Treasury Department, and do son 
the people of the United States would bi 


ling to relieve 

ething which 
likely toapproveas looking 
intry. Ithere- 
fore make a motion for the present consideration of House bill 
2749. 


Mr. STEWART. Before that motion is put, the Senator 


y J 
rests of the co 


r trom 
Vermont said when he got through he would allow me to ask him 
a question. 
Mr. SHERMAN, The motion is pending. 
Mr. STEWART. [insist upon the performance of the promise. 
I should like to inquire of the Senator what amount of cash bal- 
ance is now in the Treasury. and how long it will take to draw 


down the cash balance to reasonable limits at the rate of $30,000,000 
of deficits? How many years are we to provide for cash in the 
Treasury? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, we all understand that there 
has been one hundred and thirty-odd million dollars which have 
been used by the Treasury Department f ordinary 


rwne expenses 
of the Government which was provided for an entirely diiferent 
purpose, but so far as the question proposed by the Senator from 


Nevada is concerned, if the bill is taken up he will have ample 
time to discuss it, and so shall we all. 
Mr. STEWART. Very well. 
Mr. MORRILL. I therefore ask for the pr 
of the bill. 


ent consideration 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
the title of which will be read. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase 
revenue to meet the expenses of Government and provide against 


a deficiency. 


Mr. STEWART and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Vermont recognize the 
fact—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. That if his motion shall succeed, it will be to 


take up the billin the morning hour, and there is n 


» unfinished 
business in the morning hour? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that debate is not in order, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee will 
please suspend. The Senator from Rhode Island makes the point 


of order that debate isnot inorder. The motion is not debatable. 
The Chair understood the Senator from Tennessee to rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas not aware of the fact that the question 
was raised. The point of order is well taken, and I yieid most 
gracefully. But I simply desire to suggest to the Senator from 
Vermont that this is within the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretarv will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Murprnuy]. If he 
were present, I shou’d vote “ yea. ’ 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senier Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], but under- 
standing that he would vote “nay,” if present, I vote *‘ nay. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam 
ally with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripr 
him in his seat, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi, if 
agreeable to him, that the pair of the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SmitH] may be transferred to the Senator from Ore- 
gon (Mr. McBripe], which will permit the Senator from Missis- 
sippi to vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will adopt that suggestion, and will announce 
that my pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripe] is 
transferred to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.Smiru]. I vote 
**nay.” 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to state that if my col- 
league aa McBrIpDE] were here, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mir. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 
erally with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gear]. I do not 
see him in his seat, and withhold my vote. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HOAR. li the Senator from Georgia will kindly listen, I 
will state that I am paired with the junior Senator from Alabama 

Mr. Puau], who would vote ‘‘ nay” if present, and I should vote 

‘yea.” I suggest to the Senator from Georgia to transfer his 
pair to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], and we can both vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that my colleague [Mr. am) is absent only temporarily. 
I think he will be here before the roll call is concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I was just going to reply to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I would wait a few moments and see if the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr, GEAR] came in. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was caiied), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], leaving him 
paired with the Senator from Ark”nsas, and I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I vote ‘ yea,” but I 
announce that I shall withdraw my vote unless a pair is found 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puau] beforethe conclusion 
of the roll cali. 

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILLAN’s name was called). 
My colleague (Mr. McMILLAN] is detained from the Senate by 
indisposition. He is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN]. My colleague, if present, would vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Viias}], whom I do not see in the Chamber. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. wroline {3 but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy], and vote 


* a ” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHEeLL]. If he were present, 
I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. THuRSTON’s name was called). My 
colleague Qe eee paired with the junior Senator 
from Sout Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. My colleague is necessarily 
detained from his seat to-day. I do not know how he would vote 
on this question, if present. 

Mr. ALDRICH (when Mr. WETMORE’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. WETMORE] is absent from the Chamber at present. 
I think he is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 
My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

r. HANSBROUGH. I will take the liberty of pairing the 
absent Senator from South Dakota ' PETTIGREW] with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I understand that my pair with the Senator 
from eg kD [Mr. GzorGE] has been transferred to the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. Smrru]. 

Mr. GEORGE. stated that I was paired with the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McBripg], and in his absence his pair with me 
was transferred to the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. Smrru]. 
The Senator from Oregon now stands paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey under that arrangement. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Then I withhold my vote, Mr. President. If 
at liberty to vote, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gar], with 
whom I am paired, having appeared and voted, I now vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
oy vote. JI am paired with the senior Senator from Maryland 
{Mr. Gorman]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea,” and I 

ume he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr, BACON (after having votedinthe negative). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island i Mr, WETMORE], but 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. ae 
and will allow my vote to stand; otherwise I should withdraw it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Voor- 
HEEs] is detained from the Senate by serious indisposition. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DanreL]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire inquire if the Senator from 
Nebraska a THURSTON] has been paired? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A pair with him has been announced, 
the Chair is advised. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. WoLcort] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have a general pair, as I stated 


a moment ago, with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Vi.as], but I transfer that — to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT], who has kindly consented to it, and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
voted ‘‘ yea,” but the Senator from Oregon being very anxious to 
vote, I accommodate him by pairing with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. VILAs], with whom the Senator from Oregon was 
paired; and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr.PASCO. The Senatorfrom West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
is absent and paired with his colleague [Mr. ELKrns]. I notice 
that his colleague has voted, I presume, inadvertently. 

Mr. ELKINS (after having voted in the affirmative). I wishto 
withdraw my vote, as I am paired with my colleague from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were here,I suppose he would 
vote ‘‘nay,” and I should vote *‘ yea.” When I voted I thought 
he was here; otherwise I should have at the time announced the 
pair. 

Mr. HOAR (after having voted in the affirmative.) I desire to 
withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the Senator from Alabama 
{Mr. wrest 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator from Montana oa MANTLE] has 
authorized me to make a transfer of pairs,so that I will pair him 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and | will vote 
‘“* vea.” 

r. HILL. Can the Senator leave the Senator from Virginia 
unpaired? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Montana would vote “‘ nay,” 
if he were here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Montana has voted. 

Mr. MANTLE (after having voted in the negative). To accom- 
modate the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] I withdraw 
ay vote and stand paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 

ANIEU]. 

Mr. BERRY. I understand the Senator from Montana voted 
ee and the Senator from Virginia would vote ‘‘nay,” if he were 

ere. 

Mr.MANTLE. If that be thecase, Mr. President, I must refuse 
my consent to the transfer of the pair and let my vote stand. I 
did not understand that. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then I withdraw my vote, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote of the Senator from Wash- 
ington is withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Aldrich, Clark, Hawley, Proctor, 
Allison, Cullom, Lodge, Quay, 
Baker, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. erman, 
Brown, Gear, Morrill, Shoup. 
Burrows, Hale, Nelson, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Perkins, 

NAYS—33. 
Allen, Chilton Eye. Stewart, 
Bacon, Cockrell, ndsay, Teller, 
Bate, Dubois, Mantie, Fn 
Berry, George, Martin, Vest, 
Butler, Gordon, Morgan, Walthall, 
Caffery, Gray. Palmer, White. 

Harris, Pasco, 
Cannon, Hill, Peffer, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Roach, 
NOT VOTING—S. 

Blackburn, Gibson, Mushy. : 
Blanchard, Gorman, Pettigrew, Vilas. 
Brice Hoar, Platt. Voorhees, 
Chandler, Irby, Pritchard, Warren, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pagh Wetmore. 
Elkins, McBride, Sewell, ilson, 
Faulkner, Me Millan, Smith, Wolcott. 
Frye, Mills, Squire, 
Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, permit me to say that when on 
the 13th of this month I made the motion totake up the tariff bill, 
and it was lost by a vote of 21 to 29, I then thought the bill was 
hopelessly defeated, but I felt that it was my duty in so important 
a matter to give an opportunity for any change of mind on the 
part of the voters. [Laughter. 

Now, it is perfectly obvious that the Republican party is in a 
er in this Senate. The bill on the 13th of February was 
defeated by 5 Populist and 4 silver Republican votes. [ do not 
think there has been any change so far as the vote now discloses 
since that occasion. I think that the Republicans on the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be willing to welcome any decent bill to add 
something to the revenue of the Department. whether it 
is in conformity to their views or not as to the principle of tariff, 
and will be ready to support any such bill which we have an oppor- 
tunity tosupport before the session shaliclose. But so far as this 
bill is concerned, I wish to say that I do not think that it will 
become me to ask the Senate for any further consumption 0° time. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr, MorxiLu] 
states—what everybody has known to be a fact—that there is not a 
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Republican majority in this Senate, and there is not a Republican | ground, or that it has any merit whatever except the fact that it 
majority in this Senate if those who have voted against the motion | would relieve the Treasury from the deficiency now occurring and 
to take up this measure, made out of time and unseemly, who sit | accruing and increasing every day. It isa bill prepared for an 
on this side of the Chamber, are in the party, which the Senator | occasion, not a political one. The gentleman who prepared that 
seems to think they are not. bill in the House of Representatives did it in order to secure 
I shall not in the morning hour undertake to discuss this bill. | revenue for the support of the Government. I say now, Mr. 
There is a motion here made by the Senator from Montana [Mr. | President, I shall vote for any tax whatever which may be pro 
CaRTER], who, I believe, has as much claim to be called a Re- | posed by anybody, whether Democrat, Populist, or Republican, 
ublican as the Senator from Vermont, to recommit this bill for | which shall supply sufficient revenue for the support of the 
vefects in the bill, patent and apparent defects, defects which | Government. : , 
everybody who has read and examined the bill understands. It is a disgrace to our civilization, it is a disgrace to the country 
Mr. President, I charge here (and I shall undertake to make the | itself that we are now expending $30,000,000 a year more than the 
charge good before this debate is over) that this bill was never | receipts of the Government, and that Congress, now in session, with 
introduced in either body nor has it been supported in this body | both Houses fully armed with power to furnish the revenue, is idle 
with any reference to its becoming a law. It was not intended | and refuses to act. 
that it should become alaw. Of that I shall speak at another I will vote for a tax on tea, on coffee, on any thing, in order to 
time. If the Senator from Vermont thinks that he can embarrass | meet this deficiency, und I say that if the present Congress does 
us who have stood by the Republican party as long as he has, and | adjourn in the face of the declarations now made to us, of the offi 
as zealously as he has, because we do not agree with him upon | cial reports sent to us, of the statements made by the President of 
every subject, he is entirely mistaken. | the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, that we are 
Mr. President, I voted against the taking up of this bill, as I | now going on day by day like a careless spendthrift to involve the 
shall vote against the bill if my judgment dictates that I should, | country in debt, selling bonds when it is the duty of Congress at 
and I shall remain in the Republican party in spite of the sugges- | once to supply the revenue 
tions of the Senator from Vermont[Mr. MorriLu]. Itwas known Mr. PEFFER. The President asserts that we do not need any 
when this bill was introduced in the House of Representatives | more revenue. 
that it could not pass the Senate unless it had Democratic or Pop-| Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care what the President 
ulist support. It was said publicly that it was not expected to Mr. PEFFER. I thought so. 
pass; it was said oe that it was for the purpose of political Mr. SHERMAN. Every man within the sound of my voice 
ain and political advantage. It is a play, Mr. President, which | knows that we need more revenue. Here is a statement showing 
is degrading to the American Senate and degrading to any member | that since the 1st day of last July, and up to the present month of 
of the party to which I claim to belong who shall take part in it. | February, 1896, there has already been a deficiency in the current 
Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | revenues of $20,696,000 and that before the end of the fiscal year 
tion? at the same ratio the amount of the deficiency will be $30,000,000. 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. If such a condition should occur in Great Britain or in any 
Mr. MORRILL. I have read no man out of the Republican | other country where they have a parliamentary law, it would 
rty; but I allude to the fact that there are 89 Senators in this | dethrone any party in power, and an immediate effort would be 
Gear, of which the Republican party has 44 only who claim to be | made either to increase the income tax or to provide some other 
Republicans. Of course we are in the minority. form of taxation to meet the current expenses. Yet now and 
. TELLER. Of course he knew that before. The sugges- | every day and every hour since the passage of the present law, 
tion is that we who have not voted to take up this billare not Re- | and even before, in view of its passage, we have been running in 
publicans. For thirty days the great Republican metropolitan | debt and increasing our debts. There is no occasion for it. 
press has read out of that party enough members to make it in| A tax on tea and coftee would be paid cheerfully by the people 
the minority, if it had heretofore a majority here. Every man | of the United States. Any tax whatever, the most obnoxious that 
who voted for the free-coinage amendment to the bond bill, no | could be collected, would be supported by the people of the United 
matter what was his motive for voting for it, whether he was a | States rather than to see the funded debt increased. Already 
free-coinage man and anxious to promote that purpose and that 
end, or whether he was against the bill, has been read out of the 


} 


says. 


$263,000,000 of bonds have been issued during the present Admin 
istration. The issuance of the great body of those bonds was made 


Republican party by the Republican press. | necessary by a deficiency of revenue, and as for the remainder, it 
t the proper time I am prepared to show that the great Repub- | was caused by the doubt whether, under this process of financier 
lican metropolitan press has declared that 18 members of this | ing, we should be able to maintain the standard of our money in 
body are not worthy to be called Republicans, and we have been | this country. 
notified that unless we change our views upon financial ques- Sir, I have not one word to say about Populists; I have not one 
tions and submit to the Cleveland Democracy and Morrill Repub- | word to say to wound my friend the Senator from Colorado | Mr. 
licanism of this country on the financial question we must go out | TELLER] or anyone else; I do not wish to arraign any individual; 
of the party. | but what I do is to appeal to the Senate of the United States. The 
Mr. ident, we can get along without the party as well as | other House having sent us ever so faulty a bill, let us take it up, 
the party can get along without us. But we deny the right of | and if it is not right let us make it right, and send it back to the 
either the newspapers or members of the Committee on Finance | House and we will have a ready concurrence. But for us to ad 
to read us out of the party. We shall stay in the party until we | journ with these deficiencies accruing more and more is, as I say, 





not a manly action to be taken by either of the great parties or by 
any party that is responsible for it. 

Any private citizen who would pursue such a course in his finan 
cial affairs, however rich he might be, would soon lose his credit 


get ready to go out, and we shal! discuss these questions that are so 
portant not from a partisan standpoint, but from the standpoint 
of an American Senator charged with great interests, charged 
with doing that which the Senate has shown itself incompetent to 





do, and nobody more incompetent than the men who voted for | and his reputation for solvency and good sense. There is no pov- 
the gold proposition of this Administration, charged to bring to | erty in this country, no unwillingness to pay taxes, no reason why 
this country prosperity, which has been denied to it under our | taxes should not be levied,and if the taxes proposed by the bill 


legislation now for twenty years, charged to devise some system | 
that shall satisfy the people that we can enter upon that degree My honorable friend the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Morri.1| 
of prosperity to which we are entitled by reason of advantages | has done all he could to pass the bill. He has reported it and 
which exist in this country. | called it up twice, and now he has had avote. I shall not analyze 
I do not want to detain the Senate, and I shall not; but I wish | that vote, or say anything about why Senators of any party voted 
to enter roo and to say that Iam not to be frightened by | this way or that way. It is sufficient for us to know that our 
the sneers of the chairman of the committee nor by the attacks | duty is not yet performed, and if the Senator from Vermont does 
of the press. I shall do what I think it is my duty to do here, re- | not, I will, at the proper time and under proper circumstances, 
— of consequences, and it seems to me that it would be in | move t6 take up the bill and then see what the defects are. 
taste and morein accordance with the dignity of the Senate Every Senator here appreciates the necessity for increased rey 
if we should hear less here and elsewhere about our partisan duty. | enue. Every Senator knows that the hopes and expectations of 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, as a member of the Commit- | the President and the Secretary of the Treasury as made in their 
tee on Finance I disclaim all partisan feeling in respect to the | reports have been erroneous, not from any willful design on their 
bill which the Senator from Vermont moves to bring before the | part, but because they did not see the natural tendency of a course 
Senate. That bill does not belong to any party; it is not the rep- | of measures which every day left the Government more and more 
resentative of any party. The only merit in the bill is that it | in debt, and every month the necessity-—— 
proposes to furnish $40,000,000 of revenue for the support of the Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
t, enough to meet the current expenses of the Gov- | him a question? 
ernment. I do not think anyone can claim that that bill is a| Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Republican measure, or that it is to be voted for by anyone on that! Mr. HARRIS. Why does not the Senator from Ohio advise the 


are not right, let us, in the name of heaven, provide others. 











’ ean eanes ; . 
reper pee sm Beg On Le : oe f 

oe eet ee tro SEY eer oes beer arg: , a oe on ae hG " 2 

Seka ie SN ERE AI RTI I RR, TEA RE GE EOE LOOT EAP ER AE 


ie 
7 
ne 
pe 
F 
eT 
a 


' peace and abundant harvests. I deny that with 


2102 


Treasury Department to coin the $55,000,000 of ne and 
the balance of the silver that lies in the Treasury idle and utilize 
it to answer the purposes of the Treasury —— 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a question which has been asked 
before. 

Mr. HARRIS (continuing). As they are in duty bound to do 
under the third section of what is called the Sherman Act? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Tennessee wishes to divert 
me to the question of the free coinage of silver. That has been 
tried and tested, and if ever that question met its final solution it 
was in the House of Representatives, freshly elected by the people, 
where, by a majority of almost 2 to 1, the judgment of the House 
of Representatives, the representatives of the people from equal 
and exact districts throughout the country, pronounced their de- 
nunciation of the most foolish and dangerous policy of departing 
from the now lawful standards of money in the country. 

Sir, it is not enough for the Senator to say to me that the Senate 
could provide a remedy by providing for the free coinage of silver, 
when the fact is that 10 States whose 20 Senators voted for the 
free coinage of silver contain a less population than two-thirds of 
that of the State of Ohio. TheSenate does not represent the peo- 
ple. It represents the States, and rightfully so, and I do not com- 
plain about it. But in the House of Representatives the people 
are represented according to their numbers in every portion of 
the United States. Let me prophesy to my honorable friend that 
his remedy will never be so strong in the future as it has been in 
the past. In my judgment the sober conviction of the people of 
the Unitad States will settle down in favor of having the best 
standard that can be feund, or that is yet known as the standard 
of value, with ample paper money always maintained at par with 
gold, to circulate in all parts of the country freely and without 

nger of its breakfng up. 

Mr. President, I have said a great deal more than I intended to 
say. I will merely add that 1 shall not consider my duty in the 
Senate discharged during the present session until some action is 
taken according to the wishes of the President and the Secretary 
of the Treasury, not their form of action, but until we give them 
as the executive department of the Government sufficient money, 
collected from the people of the United States, to carry on the 
expenses of the Government. If we go home to our constituents 
without performing that dcty, every man who can be held re- 
sponsible for that condition will be severely dealt with, as I 
believe, by the a? of the United States. 

Mr. SYEWART. Mr. President, I can not afford to hold my 

and allow the false pretense that this bill is designed to pro- 

uce revenue or that there is any necessity for a bill to produce 
revenue, to go unheeded. The most oppressive and the most 
wicked part of the bond sales is the impounding of the people's 
money in the Treasury Department. Financial journals in this 
country declare that that is one of the modes of retiring green- 
backs, and the favoritemode. There will bein the Treasury when 
the last loan shall have been paid in nearly $300,000,000 of cash 
balance. A deficiency of $30,000,000 a year will not draw down 
the cash balance in the Treasury to where it ought to be in less 
than four years. It will take four years for the people to get back 
into circulation the money which has been unlawfully taken from 
them by these bond sales. It will take four years to reduce this 
unhealthy surplus in the Treasury, it matters not how it has got 
there. It isasham,a pretext. Anyone who seeks to put more 
money there wants to impound the nbacks to a greater extent. 
Additional taxation, when there is about $300,000,000 in the Treas- 
ury, when there is a cash balance which at the present rate of 
deficiency can not be drawn down to a reasonable limit in less 
than four years, it seems to me, is outrageous, and I hope that Con- 
= will not adjourn until it takes some means of relieving the 
reasury of the surplus that has been taken away from the people. 

The gold standard and the policy of yom ery what little 
money is left has distressed the country, and when it is said that 
the country is anxious for more taxation, that the country is rich 
and abounding in money and anxious for further taxation, I deny 
it. I deny that in all the history of this country there was ever 
such general d'stress as prevails to-day after aoe years of 

the money im- 
pounded as it is now, with contracting circulating medium, the 
vesources of this country can be made available. The wealth of 
the United States is not in its debts. 

gery Will the Senator from Nevada permit me to inter- 
ru 

r. STEWART. Let me finish this sentence. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. But it consists in its productive power. 
There has not been per cent of that productive power made 
available for the last years because of want of money. Fall- 
ing Peo oe paralyze industry, and here we have a proposition to 
put $40,000,000 a year more in the Treasury and contract the cur- 
rency that much more. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I wish to suggest to my Populist colleague that 
this is not the time to discuss the general principles of finance, 
Let us make a proposition to these gentlemen. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, I beg pardon. I say that when the false 
pretense that the people should be further taxed to pile up money 
in the Treasury is put forth as a reason for passing this emergency 
bill, I do not propose to sit still and let it go to the country in that 
shape. This an ee bill! This bill that is not for legisla- 
tion, but for agitation; a bill to keep the tariff question open; a 
bill to run only two years; a bill to disturb business interests; a 
bill to set the country quarreling about the tariff for the purpose 
of burying other issues upon which the prosperity of the human 
race depends! 

I wonder if there is any truth in what we constantly hear? It 
comes to me in letters every day that there is an arrangement 
whereby this bill, if it can go to the Executive without amend- 
ment, is to be signed by the President. Ihave received hundreds 
of letters saying, ‘‘ Do not amend it; the President is going to sign 
it asitis.” [I wonderif the partnership between Cleveland Democ 
racy and gold Republicanism is perfected and satisfactory? Is 
this a scheme between the gold forces at both ends of the Capito! 
to get a bill through to retire the greenbacks? 

I know there are parties here and at the other end of the Capito! 
who are in favor of retiring the nbacks, and it is suggested 
that we sell two or three hun million dollars more of bonds 
and get them all ont of the way. I wonder if they have agreed 
by this means to extract from the people $40,000,000 a year more 
for the purpose of retiring the greenbacks? 

I do not me 7 that any such arrangement has been made, but 
the advocates of this bill, the lobby for this bill, have flooded the 
Western country with letters to tha effect that if it should pass 
without dotting an ‘‘i” or crossing a “‘t” it will become a law, 
and calling upon them to petition us to give them relief for their 
wool. There is very little relief in this bill for wool if it should 
become a law and remain on the statute books tly. The 
relief is all for the manufacturers of wool, with 100 per cent ad- 
vantage against the woolgrowers of the United States in favor of 
the woolgrowers of silver-standard countries. With that 100 per 
cent advantage our woolgrowers never will feel any tariff that 
there is in the bill. 

Prices will continue to go down. If there is to be honest tariff 
legislation, let us equalize exc es and protect the American 
farmer, planter, w ower, manufacturer from Asiatic 
competition. But a bill for agitation is presented here, and then 
we are appealed to in the name of patriotism to take more money 
from the people and pile higher and higher this colossal surplus 
in the Treasury. No matter how the surplus has there, it is 
there. We should devise some ~— cee out, and not put more 
there. There is no necessity for . It is not in good faith. 
It is a sham pretext. It is to get a political advantage. It is to 
have the tariff issue, so that they can have some pretense between 
the Republican and the Democratic parties for a contest—a tariff 
issue of some kind, tariff agitation of some kind, in order to makv 
an issue for the politicians. That is what this bill is, and it will 
deceive nobody. 

At first ; vople in my country were deceived, but the news comes 
now: “‘ We see the trick. We know that it isto get an advantage: 
to bury the silver question and put the tariff question at the head. 
We know that New England will get all the benefit of it, should 
it become a permanent law. We know we can get no relief unless 
we can remove the difference of exc e; and we appeal to you 
now to give the manufactures of the t nothing unless they 

ive us a degree of reciprocity such as they are willing to give 

oreign countries. For a generation we have given them all they 
asked for without any reciprocity. All we get for our votes to 
build up their monopolies is their sneers. That is all the West 
gets.” e people of the West say to the Republican party: 
‘** While we have stood by you and have built up your New Eng- 
land monopolies, we have got nothing but sneers, and we are now 
F weeaniae in your press for representing the productive forces of 

country.” 

An emergency tariff bill under the plea of piling up more reve- 
nue in the Tressury, but for the real purpose of contracting the 
currency and making times worse. Ah, do you think you can 
make times so bad that the le can not resist = oppression’ 
Do you think you have got them to that point? you think you 
can make them so that they can not go to the polls? You 
will be mistaken. American rebel against your 
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man was willing to carry it. The party of Hamilton, the Federal 
party, was named the Whig party by F enry Clay because nobody 
would fight under the banner of the Federal pew. ‘ 

The two parties stayed away from each other and fought each 
other for a few years, but in the fifties they came together again 
to maintain chattel slavery. The Whigs and Democrats became 
one in 1860. They died. The question between slavery and abo 
lition was fought out on the bloody battlefield. Slavery was «dk 
stroyed when one of the combatants ,.~s exhausted. But when 
the war closed the whole South united with a portion of the North 
and took unto themselves the name of Democratic party. and 
asked the country to trust them. The country did not trust them 
at first, but when the gold party, the Republican party, became 
intolerable the country turned to the Democratic party. 

But the Democratic party never came into power. When thes 
elected a President he happened to be a substitute. They hap 
pened to get a Republican, a JOHN SHERMAN Republican, as a sub- 
stitute. No Democrat gotinatall. That brought another mar- 
riage of the two old parties. We find the Republicans and the 
Cleveland Democracy one and the same, singing the same song. 
Do not doubt it at all. The people have rallied every time. You 
can not tread them under your feet so that they can not rise. The 
American people will meet every emergency. They will meet the 


combined forces of Cleveland Democracy and SHERMAN Repub- | 


licanism and overthrow them. 
A marriage between parties is death. 


use for them because the people want different parties. The Re- 
publican party will share the same fate. The Republicans and 
the Federalists did in the twenties; the Whigs and Democrats did 
in the fifties. 
rty ever did. Forty years is the limit.- The old Federal party 
Fived forty years before it was entirely killed. 
and Whi 
destroy e ’ 2 
was practically not in existence during the war. 
thirty years. 

It has been forty years since the Republican party came into 
existence. It has served its day. It has betrayed its cause. It 
has become an enemy of the people. It started as a friend of the 

ople. It started in favor of free labor; in favor of free men. 

as now become a party of slavery, a party of bonded slavery, a 


parties lived only about thirty years until they were 
, and the Democratic party had to be reorganized. 
They lived 


party which if its principles can succeed, according to the desire | 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu}, will relegate the | 


people to the same condition of feudal slavery and serfdom from 
which mankind emerged by the discovery of gold and silver in 
Mexico and South America. Thesame causes produce like effects, 
and it is to be presumed that the Republican party mean to en- 


slave the people of the United States, because they are using the | 


only means by which slavery can be produced, the only means by 
which any great nation was ever reduced to serfdom. They are 
depriving the people of their money and they propose to do it. In 
this very bill they 


text of raising revenue. Under the pretext of raising revenue and 


increasing taxation they want to take from the people more of the | 


means by which they can pay taxes, reducing them faster than 
the gold standard will doit if legitimately operated. 
that the people will not indorse the union of the Republican and 
Democratic parties for the purpose of oppression and wrong. 
They will not do it. 

e distressin thiscountry isunparalleled. For Senators to say 


here that these are good times and that the people are anxious for | 


more taxes is adding insult to injury. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Presidens, [ regret very much that the Sen- 
atorfrom Nevada [Mr. Stewart] should see fit to run the Finance 
Committee out of the Senate Chamber. 


Mr. STEWART. The Finance Committee never could stand | 


the truth. They always leave when I talk. 

Mr. ALLEN. There ought to be something more practical. 

Mr. STEWART. It is unpleasant for men to hear of their own 
misdeeds. If they stand here and do not deny it, they are afraid 
the — will ascertain what they have done and why they did 
it. The destruction of one-half of the people’s money and the con- 
traction of the gold standard, the paralyzation of business, are all 
the work of the Finance Committee. Do you wonder that they 
went out of the Senate Chamber? 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator give me the floor for a minute? 
I think I have it. 
aan. The Senator can have the floor now all he 

_Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the trouble is that nothing prac- 

tical will come out of the discussion here. The honorable Senator 
from Vermont {Mr. Morriit.] and the honorable Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] are permitted to run away from the Chamber 
without any practical result coming from the propositions they 


The Senator from Vermont has undertaken to cast upon the 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Parties are made to op- | 
pose each other, and when they come together the people have no | 


The Republican party has lived now as longas any | 


The Democratic | 


It | 


It | 


propose to add to the grievance under the pre- | 


We tell you | 


Populist party the responsibility for a failure t rry ’ 
this morning. It is responsible. Mr. President, and it is p \ 
willing to assume the responsibility and all tl nsequer uf 
may flow from it. I see present my amiable and « da 
friend the Senator from Rhode Idand [Mr. A whys 
coaches the Senator from Vermont, the chairmat he ¢ 
on Finance, and [1 1 to ask St ho 
hgs said he isa bimetallist and that his ty, 
whether he is willing to take the tarit A mes 
n the House of Representatives wit nage 
unendment attached to it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from N n an- 
swer from me? 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to have an ansy 
ble head of the Republic party, it 

Mr. ALDRICH. I answer, then, frank much 
emphasis as it is possible for me to use 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam glad to hear it, because it s ! e Re- 
publican party the « f bimet \ has 
been masquerading fo iree years 1 false p this 
Chamber. 

Mr. MORGAN (to Mr. ALLEN). A 1 if | the 
McKinley law with free coinage 

Mr. ALLEN. You would not even 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Nebra: llow me to 
ask—— 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Alabama ests that I ask 
you if you will take the McKinley bill with 1 usr Will 
you do that? 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Connecticut says ‘‘ Ni Art 
there any circumstances under which you will tak coinage 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir— 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. Except by an international agn nt 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unless an international aga t the sub- 
ject shall be first secured. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes. Now, that disclos cactly what we 


ances unde 


have always claimed. There are no circumst 


you are bimetallists. 


r which 


Mr. PLATT. Oh, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLEN. You have lied upon the question, if I may speak 
metaphorically, for three years to my certain knowled For 
three years you have stood in this Chamber and have undertaken 
to make the people of this country believe that you are bimetal- 
lists, and now when you are put to the test you will not take sil- 





ver with this tariff bill and you will not take it with the McKinley 
bill and you will not take it under any circumstances. : 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Nebraska intend to say 
that the Republican party of this country has ever tried to make 
the people believe that it was in favor of the free and ited 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 

Mr. ALLEN. That is it exactly 

Mr. PLATT. Wait a moment. By the United States alone? 
Does the Senator intend tosay that the Republican party has ever 

| taken that position? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Anywhere? 

Mr. PLATT. Anywhere? 

Mr. ALLEN. You took itin 1892. I have no ir pla 
form here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will turn to it. 

Mr. PLATT. I will tell the Senator what the | . 
is that we are in favor of the use of both s ! ld as 
money 

Mr. TELLER. As standard money. 

Mr. PLATT. As standard money, upon such condition will 





keep both at a parity. 


Mr. ALLEN. But you never tried that. 

Mr. PLATT. That is practically the language of the platform. 
Mr. ALLEN. have here the platform of 1892. 

Mr. STEWART. In your platform of 1888 you said the Repub- 


lican party was in favor of the use of gold and silver 
| money. 
| Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It did not say that. It said, ‘‘ We 
demand ‘the use of both gold and silver as standard money.” 

Mr. ALLEN. [I have the platform here. 

Mr. STEWART. And it said, ‘‘We condemn the Administra- 
tion of the Democratic party for its efforts to demonetize silver.” 
But you refuse to use silver as standard money. 

Mr. ALLEN. Here is what the platform of 1892 says: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such restrictions and under such provisions, to be determined 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
two metals so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. 


Mr. ALDRICH. We stand on that now. 
Mr. TELLER. No, we do not. 


as standard 
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Mr. ALLEN. The platform of 1892 proceeds: 

The interests of the producers of the country, its farmers and its work- 
ingmen, “emand that every dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government 
shall be’ . good as any other. We commend the wise and patriotic steps al- 
ready tacen by our Government to secure an international conference to 
adopt such measures as will insure a parity of value between gold and silver 
for use as money throughout the world. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to my friend from Nebraska that he 
has had great difficulty in times past in elucidating the platform 
of his own party-—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Never in the world. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And it seems to me that it would be more be- 
coming in him to allow the platforms of the other parties to be 
— by persons who were members of such parties, respec- 
tively. 

Mr.ALLEN. No; thatis altogether wrong. I wanted to bring 
out in this discussion, and we do bring it out, the fact that the 
claim of the Republican party as being a bimetallic party was a 
falsehood. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. There has never beena time when you have been 
in favor of bimetallism. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator himself take the McKinley 
bill with free silver? 
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Mr. ALLEN. I have made no offer or agreement to give it to 
these gentlemen. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the most dangerousand alarming symp- 
tom is the possibility of some combination between those who de- 
mand protection for domestic industry, as they call it—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is not the slightest danger. 

Mr. PALMER. And those who own silver bullion.. That isthe 
dangerous combination. 

Mr. PLATT (to Mr. PALMER). Do not be alarmed on that 
score. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no danger of that. 
is with the Democracy. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wanted to say to ti.e Republicans on the 
other side of this Chamber,‘you have 44 votes. If you want to 
take your tariff bill with a free-coinage amendment attached to it, 
the Populist party stand here pledged to give you 6 votes to carry 
that joint measure. Now, will you do it? 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, the trouble with the Senator from 
Nebraska is that his only definition of bimetallism is the unlim- 
ited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 by the United States 
alone. I say that is no honest definition of bimetallism. The 
only honest definition of bimetallism—— 





r. TELLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut give us a 
definition of bimetallism? 
Mr. PLATT. The only honest definition of bimetallism that 
has been put forth in this country is the definition put forth in 
the platform of the Republican party in 1892. What the Senator 
from Nebraska means is silver monometallism and nothing else. 
If he supposes that the Republican party—— 

Mr. ALLEN . Now, Mr. President, let me make a suggestion 
to the Senator right there. 
Mr. PLATT. The Senator will allow me. 
Mr. ALLEN. Less than ten minutes the financial chief of 
your party stood in this Chamber and said gold monometallism is 
what we should have in this country, and not one of you arose to 
correct him or object to his statement. 
Mr. PLATT. r. President, I have but a moment before the 
morning hour will expire. The Republican party is going into 
the next campaign on the platform of 1892 with reference to silver 
and gold and our currency. It needs no other platform. Of 
course [ can not speak for that party, but as one member of it I 
can say that I believe it will go again into the campaign upon the 
doctrine of protectior. aud the doctrine of bimetallism as laid down 
in that platform. 
Mr. STEWART. I would be very much obliged to the Senator 
if he would let me ask him one question. 
Mr. PLATT. Wait one moment. 
Mr. STEWART. Only one question, 
Mr. PLATT. And when the silver monometallists of this coun- 
try propose to antagonize protection with the unlimited coinage 
of silver the death knell of their delusion and craze has struck. 
Mr. STEWART. Now, allow me to ask—— 
Mr. PLATT. I want to refer to the platform for a moment. 
Mr. STEWART. Will you let me a question? 
Mr. PLATT. No. The platform of 1892 says: 


The American people, from tradition and in favor bimetallism, and 
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the Republican y demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such restrictions and under such oe to be determined 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
two metals so that the purch and debt-paying power of the dollar 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, 1 be at all times equal. 
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There is where we stand. There is where we propose to stand 
My. President, and we are not to take any bimetallism which will 
make one dollar more valuable in its debt-paying and purchasing 
power than auy other dollar. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, will the Senator answer a question? 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. No; I can not yield. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is not very polite. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, we have five different kinds of 
dollars in this country. We have the gold dollar, the silver dol- 
lar, the greenback dollar, the Treasury-note dollar, and the silver- 
certificate dollar. Each one of those dollars is just as good as the 
other in this country-— 

Mr. STEWART. No, no. 

Mr. PLATT. Because we have kept them at a parity. Each 
one in debt-paying and purchasing power is equal to any other 
dollar in this country. 

Mr. STEWART. Why do you not pay bonds with it, then, and 
redeem them? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I have spoken of our five different 
kinds of dollars. Because they have been kept of the same debt- 
paying and purchasing power, our finances are in a condition where 
the country is not distressed and destroyed, so far as currency is 
concerned; but you can take the silver dollar of ours and go down 
into Mexico, where they have free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
and you can buy two Mexican dollars with our dollar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And each one with more silver in it. 

Mr. PLATT. Each one with more silver in it than our dollar. 
What the advocates of bimetallism, which is silver monometallism, 
would drive this country to is just to that condition, in which one 
dollar would buy twice as much in this country as another dollar. 

Now, the seg party does not believe in that bimetallism, 
and the Republican party does not propose to take protection when 
coupled with that bimetallism as a threat that it can not have pro- 
tection without. I want here to say to those who advocate that 
kind of bimetallism, which means silver monometellism, and onc 
dollar worth twice as much as another in this country, and who 
take the stand that protection is to fail in this country unless the 
Republicans who favor protection accept that kind of bimetallism, 
that they can not stand against or stem the tide of protection sen- 
timent in this country and in their own communities. It will 
override all such delusions. The people of this country have fully 
determined one thing, and that is, that in this year of grace 186, 
in the early November of that year, they will make their voice 
heard for that protection which will fill both the Treasury of the 
United States and the pockets of the workingmen, and woe be to 
silver or anything else that proposes to stand in the way of that 
verdict of the _ 

Mr. STEW . Mr. President, I want to deny emphatically 
that the Republican party is in favor of the use of silver as 
money, if their acts form any indication of their intention or as 


— 


to what they believe. They refuse to pay out silver, but borrow 
gold. They indorse Cleveland's policy o ae that discrimi- 
nation. ey believe in issuing bonds to buy gold for gold gan- 


blers, and wil! not use silver as money. The silver that we have 
got in the Treasury is worth no more than so much pig iron, so 
far as any use is now made of it. The gold foundation you make 
stands on the little gold that you borrow, and that is the reason 
why your finances are trembling; that is the reason why you 
have bankrupted the country. It is because you give the lie to 
your platform that you would use silver as money. I have been 
working on that for ten years——- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada will sus- 

nd. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays be- 

ore the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A concurrent resolution relative to the war 
in Cuba, reported by Mr. MorGaAN on the 5th instant from tho 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. . President—— 

Mr. STEWART: Will the Senator from Alabama give way (0 
me one minute? I want to state what the platform was in 1s. 
It said the Republican party is in favor of using both gold ani 
silver as money, and that it condemns the action of the Demo- 
cratic Administration in its effort to demonetize silver. Again, 
aw declared in 1892 that it was in favor of the use of boti 

old and silver as money. But the Republicans will not use it. 

ey have bankrupted the country to borrow gold because they 
would not use silver, because they would not obey the law, becauso 
they would not obey their solemn in their platforms. 
That is what the ublicans have done. 

Mr. GALLINGER. have not borrowed money. 

Mr. STEWART. They have passed a bill through the other 
House to borrow money, and they are in favor of it. They stan 
ae and they will not oa his bond transactions. 

ey will not do an about it atall. They think it isa good 
thing. They stand by and indorse him. Here is the bond bill put 
through the other House for no other purpose but to indorse the 





1896. 





r‘nciple of borrowing gold in time of peace for gold gamblers, 
ause you will not use silver as money, because you will not tell 
the truth in your platforms that you will obey the law and use 
silver as money. All this silver is piled up and $1,100,000,000 rests 
on the little gold you borrow. That is the reason why you have 
bankrupted the country. Then you talk about protection! You 
who havecreated a difference of exchange amounting to 100 percent 
of protection to silver-standard countries where our competition 
comes from. Yor by your gold standard have produced a wall of 
protection against this country, and you refuse to tear down that 
wall, and yet say that ~ are protectionists. 

Is there no good faith in anything you do? Itseems not. You 
are not for protection. We offer you 100 per cent protection and 
you Will not accept it. But you will put us in competition with 
cheap labor. That is what you like. There is no sham about it 
atall. The — want real protection, and the first step to it is 
to equalize exchange and rid us of the 100 per cent advantage 
which the Asiatic has, by which he has reduced the price of farm 
products below the cost of production, and by which he will visit 
dire punishment upon you unless you can pass a prohibitory tariff 
law. which you can not do unless you recognize the West and the 
South as a part of this country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator from Alabama, I desire merely to state that I was unavoid- 
ably absent from the Chamber this morning when the vote was 
taken on the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] to 
take up the so-called revenue bill forconsideration. I havea stand- 
ing pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], who 
seems also to have been absent. Had he been here he would have 
announced that pair. [now desire to say that had I been here and 
permitted to vote I should have voted in favor of taking up the bill, 
and undoubtedly the senior Senator from Texas would have voted 
against reo! sd the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Alabama, who, I 
understand, desires to speak on the Cuban resolution, yield to me 
until I ask consent for the consideration of a bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the bill the Senator wishes to have 
considered? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask for the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1922) creating an art commission of the United States, and for 
other F 
The VI JE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the bill will 
be read for information. 

The Secretary read the biil. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think that bill can wait until it is reached on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me two 
minutes? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I have been instructing my con- | 
stituents, business men, for the last month and a half that there | 


was not the slightest possibility of the House tariff bill becoming 
alaw. I think I have known fora month thatitwasdead. After 
the two votes, one of a fortnight ago and the other of to-day, there 
is not a Senator here who does not know that it is as dead as Ju- 
“us Cesar, and that there is noresurrection whatever for it. 
business men of this country ought to know it now, and they ought 
to conduct their business with a view to the fact that it is dead. 
When the Democratic party of the Senate and the Populistic party 
of the Senate both announce that they by their votes will not sup- 
ort this tariff bill, that they will not consider it, it is utterly 
a for any Republican to undertake to obtain its considera- 
on. 

I wish to dissent from the proposition made by the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that it was his duty and the 
duty of Republicans to further undertake to obtain consideration 
for this dead bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps theSenator from Maine did not hear 
the remarks of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, in 
which he said that he would not further ask for the consideration 
of the measure. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not hear the chairman of the committee 
make that statement. I am very glad he did so, and I trust that 
no Republican will undertake to have a vote again on the con- 
sideration of the bill. Suppose, as the Senator from Ohio sug- 
gested, it should be taken up and could be amended, there is not 
a here who does not know that more than 600 amendments 
would be offered to it,and Senators know perfectly well that more 
than three months’ time would be consumed in its consideration, 
and that the business of the country would be held on the ragged 
edge for the whole of that period. Business has had blows enough 
during the last two or three years. Congress should not inflict any 
more upon it. 

I trust, sir, this bill will not be heard from again, and that no 
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Republican Senator, no friend of protection, will ask the Senate 
to give it any further consideration. Let it be dead, and let 
responsibility lie where it belongs. 
WAR IN CUBA, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the « urrent resolu- 
tion reported by Mr. MorRGAN on the 5th instant from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I had reserved to myself, with 
the consent of the Senator from Delaware, who will su 1 me 
in this debate, the opportunity to present to the Senate the docu- 


ments that I spoke of yesterday; and being very desirous to get 
before the country and the Senate, as far as it is ] 
an authentic statement of all the facts that are nec« 
considered in discussing this resolution and in coming to a vote 
upon it, I will present the civil organization of the Republic of 
Cuba, of which Mr. Salvador Cisneros Betancourt is the President, 
and which was adopted at Mangus de Baragua on the 16th of Oc- 
tober, 1895. I will not undertake to read this document, but I 
will ask that it be appended to my remarks as it is printed from 
page 30 to page 35, both inclusive. [See Appendix A.] 

There are a number of other regulations affecting the military 
and also laws ordained to govern the civil relations of the people 
of the Republic of Cuba which would be very interesting for ex- 
amination; and I hope that those who choose to debate this ques- 
tion and those who wish to give it a very thorough consideration 
will refer to those laws, some of them relating to civil n 
and to other civil institutions, laws for the ser 
cations and the postal system, laws to re 


ssaryv to be 


larriage 
vice of « 
ulate the public treas- 
| ury, and laws of the government council of the nation, all of 
| Which are very admirably prepared and embody a most excellent 
| system of government as it is adapted to the situation in Cuba at 
| this time. 

My purpose in presenting this paper is to show that there is 
civil foundation for that government. 
President of that Republic. 


‘ommuni- 


{ a 
Cisneros Betancourt is the 
He was the President of the Repub- 


lic at the time of the surrender in 1878. That fact is stated in the 
apers sent in by the President of the United States in his message 
| May 14, 1878, which I will also print as an appendix to my re- 
| marks,in which will be found two letters written by the then 
minister of Spain at this capital, Antonio Mantilla, which relate 
| to the terms of the capitulation that were entered into by the Re- 
| public of Cuba in 1878. I will read from one of the dispatches 


* . ° ‘ _ 
announcing the result of that reconciliation. It is from Flores, 
and was dated at Santa Cruz on the 12th of February, 1878. It is 
addressed to Director del ‘‘ Diario de la Marina,” Habana, and is 
as follows: 

The peace of the island is now a fact about to be realized i 
of the Cuban Republic, Maximo Gomez, chamber and government in accord 
| with the force of the Camaguey, are at work to reali | 

Villas and Oriental departments. For those two deparvments com i 

of important chiefs have left with that object. Hostilities suspende 

the island. 


An examination of these papers shows a distinct recognitio 
| the existence of the Republic of Cuba at the time 

tion took place, and it shows that Maximo Gon 
| mander-in-chief of the armies of the Cuban R 
| exists, was busily engaged in an effort, which w 
the Spaniards, an honorable effort, to secure peace 
of the capitulation that was entered into at t h 
Spaniards and the Cubans. That capitulation contains various 
stipulations, some of them added to the original article by after 
agreement. 

In order to get the history of that transaction clear]; 
Senate and the people of the United States, I will ask leave t 
print as an appendix to ny remarks each of these letters. [would 
| not encumber the REcorpD with these extensive } 
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| that it is necessary in order to get at an exact emen th 
| political situation in the Island of Cuba at the time this cay - 
tion took place. I also wish to emphasize th: t that th n- 
| stitution and plan of organization of Cisneros, who was then 
President of the Republic, and is now again President of the Re- 
| public as it is at present declared, is in substance the same 
ernment that is now restored and is in operation, as is set forth in 





the document which I now present. (See Appendix B.) 

These papers show the existence in 1878, and for more than ten 
years before that time, of a republic in the Island of Cuba, which 
was recognized as such in the capitulation itself, not in the very 
language of the capitulation, but in all of the attendant informa- 
tion and facts which were given out to the public by the minister 
of Spain at this capital in order to justify the conduct of the Span- 
ish Government and also to satisfy this country that permanent 
peace had ensued. 

I mentioned on yesterday that the Cubans who now comprise 
this Government, including of course the army that is now in 
existence, insist that their present action is justified entirely, and 
by subsequent abuses which took place after that capitulation, 











add that this question has been referred to me 
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which involve violations of the agreement entered into between 
Spain and Cuba, on various occasions, some of which acts, as 
pel by the Cubans, are very outrageous, if they betrue. Per- 
haps it is not necessary for me to express an opinion on the ques- 
tion as to whether their allegations are true or not, except as a 
justification of the course that the committee have taken and that 
am now advocating on the floor of the Senate. I do believe in 
their truth; [have nowhere seen them ee They stand forth 
as facts which have been published to the world now for more 
than a year without any contradiction that I have ever seen. 

The war which has ensued for the purpose of the redress of those 
grievances and for the reclamation of those rights that were thus 
betrayed into the hands of the Spanish Crown by a breach of their 
solemn obligation has progressed to the degree and condition of 
open, public war, which I undertook yesterday to establish both 
from the accounts of the Cubans and from the accornts given by 
our own consuls in their communications sent to thisGovernment. 

Martinez Campos is every where spoken of in the papers to which 
I have just referred as a man of broad patriotism, great ability 
and benevolence; as a man who, when he was fighting the men 
against whom he was arrayed from 1867 to 1878, always regarded 
them as if they were brethren in arms opposed to him, and his 
conciliatory spirit, his desire to reconcile the people of Cuba to 
further submission to the Spanish Monarchy, is everywhere com- 
plimented and referred to with applause as being the cause of the 
composure which took place at the end of that civil war. When 
Martinez Campos was recently removed from his command of the 
army of Spain that occupied the Island of Cuba apprehensions 
were entertained and expressions on all sides were heard that no 
one could succeed him who could conduct that war in such a way 
as to heal up the wounds between the Cubans and the Spanish 
people, nearly all of whom are descended from the same stock, 
and when he was recalled to Spain after the failure of his cam- 

aign there, and after the resources of Spain had been almost ex- 
ey there was one general expression of regret by the people 
of the civilized world that so great and so noble a character had 
been withdrawn from the arena of war and had been retired into 
private life. 

I do not hesitate, Mr. President, on my part, to express my regret 
at that occurrence, because while Campos was in the field I still 
had a hope that the Government of Spain would see that in order 
to keep her hold upon the affections of the people of Cuba and to 
command their honest allegiance she would be compelled to accord 
to them a form of government corresponding to that which is ex- 
ercised in Canada as a province of the Crown of Great Britain; 
but the Spanish Government seems to be infatuated with the idea 
that absolute submission must take place in that island to every 
demand which is urged against those people, and when anything 
that is demanded is refused extermination is to be the result. 

When General Weyler was sent there as captain-general he 
assumed to himself the double function of a supreme court judge 
and captain-general, and announced in the proclamation (which 
I will print in my remarks) that he assumed at one and the same 
time the functions of generalissimo and commander-in-chief of 
the army and the office ef supreme judge of thatcountry. There- 
upon he issued a manifesto consisting of three proclamations, 
which I will place in the Recorp, which show, without any pos- 
sibility of misunderstanding, his determination to sacrifice private 
life and all the liberties of the people whenever he chose to do so 
for the purpose of extending, consolidating, and enforcing his de- 
crees and his power. By that judgment he placed every inhabit- 
ant of Cuba, without reference to mations, in a position of 
absolute subjection to his individual and unrestrained will. Then 
he goes into various details Which affect the people of Cuba, the 
people who live out in the forests and in the country, to such an 
extent that life itself would be an intolerable burden when it has 
to be lived under such circamstances. These are the papers 
which I desire to put in the Recorp. (See Appendix B.) 

A gentleman has sent me this morning a newspaper printed in 
the city of Washington, The Eveni imes, a very respectable 
paper, containing in its telegraphic columns a statement from Dr. 

uiteras, in which he makes reply to a recent statement made by 
General Weyler in the matter of his execution of this decree. It 
seems that General Weyler had denied that since he had been in 
command of the island a single execution had been made. Dr. 
Guiteras oer credited the of these executions which 
came from the island, but yesterday a batch of letters in cipher was 
received by him, and after translating them he said: 


I have been loath to believe the reports of the killing of prisoners in the 
field and in the prisons since the arrival of Governor Weyler. These reports 
have been qnael denied by General Weyler himself. I have received to- 
day letters from Habana that confirm the report. [am now firmly convinced 
that ers are q ly disposed of by some.officer in the , and that 
some prisoners have been brought to the forts in Habana and Matanzas who 
— meegeentty disap: without their friends knowing what has 

em. 


Thave in one of these letters the names of three but can not give 
them at time, as it would disclose the souree . Lwould 
by friends in Cuba 
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with an appeal that J should exert whatever influence I may have to bring 
about a termination of this frightful state of affairs. Ican do nothing better 
than appeal to the American press. The section in a letter from Habana 
which treats of the matter isas follows: 

“It happens every day that prisoners are brought to this city. Some are 
sent — and others to the fortifications. ‘These last, if they belong to th. 
lower classes. are made to disappear. A reason assigned is that there is no: 
money cnouga to keep them. That is, you will understand, frightful. I am 
absolutely sure of what I am ‘telling you,and you must .aake an effort to x 


a stop to it by appealing to the press of America. 


‘TL have heard of similar stories for some time, but I could find no respon- 
sible person to ——- them to me, and I thought them too horrible to belicy.o, 
though I know the man we are dealing with, but no donbt is left in my 
mind. It is known that the precedure is common in the field, but is not so 
frequently employed in the city.” 


I have an apprehension, which I can not repress, that if Gen- 
eral Weyler remains in .he command of the army of Spain in 
Cuba tl sre will be destruction of life at his will and pleasure, 
perhaps in such a manner as not to be disclosed to the world fo) 
two or three or four years to come; but it seems that it is already 
apparent, in the case of three prisoners, that they have been killed 
atter being captured. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to enter more fully into a recital 
of these horrible incidents, because this is not in the slightest de- 
ee necessary to justify the position of the Government of the 

nited States that war exists in Cuba, open, public civil war, and 
that it is to the interest and welfare of our own people, regardless 
of our sympathies for the Cubans, regardless of the effect it may 
have upon the Spaniards or the Cubans, that we shoald give 
recognition, justified by the fact of the belligerency of those two 
powers in Cuba, and that is as far as we to go. 

Something has been said in this debate on the subject of the 
proper method of making this declaration. The resolution befor: 
the Senate declares that, in the opinion of Congress, a state o/ 
public war exists in Cuba, and that it is the duty of the United 
States to recognize the Se of the hostile parties. 

What is the effect of such a declaration of opinion on the part 
of the Congress of the United States? If the effect should be to 
cause some contrary attitude to be imputed, as existing between 
the President and the two Houses of Congress, it would be indee:| 
very unfortunate. If Congress should pass a resolution of this 
kind and the President of the United States, conceiving that our 
action was only advisory and was not mandatory, should with- 
hold the declaration or should not predicate any Executive act 
upon it, it would leave the Government of the United States in a 
position to be severely criticised by our people and by the other 
powers of the world. 

I do not a any such difficulty between the Presiden: 
and Congress. I have no right to do so, froma the message which 
the President sent us at the beginning of this session of Congress 
for he recognized the fact of the existence of open and bloody war 
in Cuba; and I must sup I do suppose and I believe also—that 
when the President of the United States becomes satisfied that it 
is to the best interests of the = of the: United States that 
there should be a recugnition of that belligerency he will concur 
in the opinion that is expressed in this resolution, and will exert 
whatever of authority he has as the Chief Executive of this nation 
to sanction and enforce that resolution. But if he should decline 
to do so, then the attitude of Congress would be such that we 
should be regarded as intermeddling with matters with which we 
have no constitutional concern, and we should be amenable to 
such a criticism in the event that I have supposed, because the 
President of the United States can not refuse to respect the wi!! 
of Congress when it is expressed in a constitutional method upon 
any subject. 

it is a matter of legislation to which his veto power applics. 
and if he shall exercise his veto, he is bound to respect the act; he 
is bound to consider the measure; he is bound either to return it 
to the House in which it originated, or else he may let it pass over 
for ten days, in which case it becomes a law «ad an effectual ex- 
pression of the legislative will. But to put ourselves in an atti- 
tude in reference to a great question of this kind, where tlic 
President is at liberty to act or not to act as he sees proper, ani 
where it is to be imputed to his action that it is to give validity 
and effect to what we do or to the opinion which we express her«, 
it becomes a very serious matter whether we should pass tlii- 
resolution in the form in which it is now presented. 

The question of the power of the ident of the United States 
in respect of the deciaration of i between two foreigi 
powers has never undergone conclusive ju linvestigation, nor 
has the Congress or the United States ever given to this subject « 
decided expression of their _— — it. Itmay therefore be 
styled a new os. In of this question the 
Constitution of the United States alone can rule. There is 1 
other law to which we can to arrive at a decision as be- 
tween the Executive and the of the United States upou 


z 


, for instance, that some one should propose to amen 
this resolution and strike out the words ‘‘in the opinion of Con- 
gress,” and leave it as a clear, emphatic, unequivocal declaration 
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on the part 
and that the nv : 
ligerency of those parties in order that the Government and the 


people may be put in an attitude where the duties of neutrality 
ae declaration here which would assume upon the face of it 
that this concurrent action on the part of the two Houses of Con- 
gress would of itself be a recognition of the existence of the pub 
lic war, the belligerency of the two parties, and our consequent 
international neutrality. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wuirs in the chair). 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose some one, in addition to the amendment 
of striking out the words ‘‘in the opinion,” should add * and Con- 
gress hereby recognizes the belligerent rights,” etc., what does the 
Senator have to say as to that? 

Mr. MORGAN. That would only make the resolution a little 
more impressive or a little more emphatic in the definition of the 
attitude of Congress. because if we should strike out the words 
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of the two Houses that a public war exists in Cuba | 
Government of the United States recognizes the bel- | 


attach to us under the international law, then we should | 


Does | 


“in the opinion of Congress,” that would then leave this as the | 


declaration on the part of the two Houses of Congress that a 
public war does exist in Cuba and that we recognize neutrality. 

Mr. FRYE. But suppose the words ‘‘it is the duty” were left 
out of the resolution, what then? 


Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps those words ought to be left out to 


make the declaration as emphatic as the Senator from Mainé now 


gests. 
4 PEFFER. While the Senator is on that point, will it not 
also involve concurrent action on the part of the Executive? 
cause, as the Senator very properly stated the other day, this 
question involves the right of seizure and involves certain Execu- 
tive acts that might amount to watching and guarding and 


Be- | 


the powers of Congress in respect of the decla 


ation war and 
the conduct of war, and in respect of making provision for 
support of armies and navies, soas to leave itentin 


of the popular branch of Congress to make apprepriatior 
these purposes, to originate app 


or vo ypriations for th 


putting a limit upon the powerof the House in making the ay 
priations that they should be renewed once eve wo Vears i 
showing that, in the consideration of the war powers of the Gov 
ernment of the United States, they « from 
the general mass of powers that are conferred upon the | s 
of the United States and placed them it ‘ 
Is in that light and in considerati n I 
framers of the Constitution must h \ 
ganized this splendid system of go. nment tl 
pret their intentions. 

We must consider this question now, and we mu 
the nmpressions that evidently we foremost i i 


time, and by neglect allow the powers of the ( ress of 


United States to passe into the hands o if f the ovo mate 
partments, in whole or in part, in the extreim ase, the terrib 
case, when this country shall be involved in vw 

The war power is to be sacredly g l, and pe Ww] 
are held obedient to it and must fight its battles and su | 
vastations should have the exclusive right to ‘ nce 
of a state of war. 

The state of war as it affects the citizen, the property of th 
citizen, his relations to foreign countries, the treaties between 
this Government and the Government with which we are at w: - 
might be called a total change, a total departure from th: ite of 

| the country when it is at peace. When the country is at peace 
the citizen is not required, On any occasion, to give up any of his 
constitutional rights of protection and of resort to the ordinary 
tribunals of law for the redress of his wrongs or the enforcement 
of his rights. 

When a state of war supervenes, however, his person, his prop 


sometimes affirmative action on the part of the Executive. Would | 
not such a declaration as the Senator from Maine suggests to | 
that extent also involve the Executive; and if so, suppose the | 


Executive should differ with Congress? 


endeavored to avoid raising a question of this kind. They have 
not anticipated that any action of the Executive would make it 
n 
arise, or that it should be settled by any vote to be taken here. I 
will repeat that I do not anticipate that a question of that kind 
will occur; yet it might; and in shaping our resolution here we 


| cised in time of war, may be called almost 


ecessary that they should raise it, or that the question would | 


erty, and all that belongs to him are subjected by the laws of na 


tions and the Constitution of the United States to the behests of 


| the Government to answer its purposes, even though in doing so 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the committee of course have | 


he may surrender his life and all that he has. His duty of sub- 
mission to the military power of the United States, lawfully ex 
lute. wher 
solute. whereas i 
n of the United 
gainst any arbitrary 


time of peace all the guaranties of the 
States cluster about him to save him a 


Constituti 


power! 


| or the command of any individual that he sha!l do this or that or 


| that 


must be careful that we keep ourselves within the line of our | 


constitutional powers and duties, and also careful that we do not 


of the power that the Constitution lodges in Congress. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatis just what [ should like to hear the Senator 
upon, whether or not, in his judgment, the Congress itself has 
the power to recognize belligerent rights without any interven- 
tion of the President of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution there is an enumeration of the powers of Congress. 
Several powers are mentioned, such as to coin money, etc., estab- 
lish pest-offices, promote the progress of science, to define and 
punish piracies and felonies committed on the high seas, to declare 
war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, and make rules con- 
cerning captures on land and water. 

This yower to declare war is associated with all those other pow- 
ers in {he same section, which affect and relate only to the civil 


administration of the Government, to the Government in a state | 
and condition of yeoee. and for that reason some very able gentle- | 


men have concluded 


that, being thus associated with this general 


delegation of powers to Congress, it must take its class with them, | 


and be subject to all of the incidents that belong to the exercise of 
these general powers in other cases. 

Iam not to subscribe to that construction of this in- 
strument. I believe that the power to declare war and grant let- 
ters of marque and reprisal, and more especially the power to de- 
clare war, is a power which, from the very nature of it, when 

in connection with the other provisions of the Constitution 
relating to war and the conduct of war, stands by itself, and it 
must be exercised by Congress without the aid, or assistance, or 
partetgetion of the Executive. It is the nature of the power to 
thus exercised that I rely upon as separating it in its incidents 
and consequences from the other genera! powers which Congress has 
conferred upon it under the eighth section of the first article of the 
Constitution from which I have just been reading. The power to 


OF nn aah tegidstine pow ; 
The framers of the itution understood perhaps as well as 
or better than any of us to-day—because they were in the midst 
of war and the ernment ee were founding -— — 
passed through a great strugs wi test monarchy then 
the world—they understood eiadicaiinley well what were and 
be the functions of the Executive of the United States and 


: 


| Government to its own people and to the country with \ 
surrender to any other department of this Government a portion | 


mnges 


he omit to do this or that. The condition of wai hn 
almost absolutely and almost completely all the relations of thi 


‘ ‘ 

are engaged in belligerency, and also, in a collateral wa, ith t) 
people of the whole world. 

So those provisions of the Constitution of the United Sta 
were made for a state of war and adapted to a state of wa 
be attended with those conditions which make it | ble that the 
Government of the United States shall act as a unit. an st] 
make it impossible that there should be any division of 
between the executive and the legislative branches of the G« 
ernment in the recognition which is the declaration of @ 4 
ence of a state of war. 

If there is anything more necessary to tl , 
a war than all else, it is the fact that the pow Go 
ment that is engaged in a war is lodged at least in the hands of 
single man, or a singie tribunal. No possibilit f a divi i 
interest, a division of sentiment, a division of will between 
high functionaries of a Government can be admitted if the G 
ernment that is bound to make this admission is engaged ina v 
with a foreign country, or even with its own people in insur 
tion. There must be unity, absolute and perfect unity, in 
power that conducts a war, and any division of it that is possil 
is to that extent a fatal defect in the Government itself 

Now, I will suppose a case. Suppose that a declaration of ) 
by the United States Government is made undera joint resoluti 
which would go to the President of the United States, and th 
he, for reasons of public policy or reasons of private interest o 
affection, should veto the resolution, what would be the situati: 


of this country under those circumstances? The Government 


would perish in the effort to defend its rights or vindicate i 
honor; perish upon a division of opinion bet ween the Congress of 
the United States and the President of the United States. So in 


regard to making peace; so in regard to every other incident at- 
tending the conduct of war, such as the issue of letters of marque 
and reprisal, etc. 

Mr. FRYE. How about raising supplies? 
dent should veto a resolution raising supplies? 

Mr. MORGAN. He could veto a resolution to raise supplies. 
I think there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. FRYE. And he could defeat—— 

Mr. MORGAN. But that is not the actual conduct of war. It 
is a provision for the conduct of war, and he might constrain us 


Suppose the Presi- 








i 
| 
i 
ig 
; 
} 
t 
LU 





to agree to a peace after we had been at war, or perhaps he might 
revent us from getting inte a war by the veto of a resolution or 

ill to raise supplies for the ey ees of carrying on the war. But 
I am not now speaking of that legislative power which might at- 
tend the conduct of a war or provision for its support. I am 
speaking now of those matters which concern the inauguration of 
war and which relate to the power of the President and the Con- 

ress to change the attitude of the Government of the United 
Etates and the duties of all the people in it from a state of peace 
to a state of war. These acts are entirely distinguishable. 

Perhaps no argument could be made upon this point which 
would be entirely consistent with itself in any direction in which 
you might choose to trace it, unless, indeed, we should admit that 
the President of the United States, when Congress passes a decla- 
ration by a joint resolution, I will say, in proper form, to the ef- 
fect that the United States is at war with some foreign power, has 
the right to bring his veto to bear upon it and to deny the fact. 
While there are no actual decisions conclusive of the point I am 
now debating, there are various utterances and some official acts 
on the part of the early Presidents of the United States to which 
I desire to call attention, and also on the part of some of our wisest 
constitutional lawyers. I will read several extracts from the opin- 
ions of those lawyers and those Presidents which I think support 
very clearly the proposition that Congress, and Congress alone, has 
the power to declare war. 

But before reading them, Mr. President, I should like to say (and 
I will cite the authorities in support of that proposition when I 
come to them) that the power of Congress, as it is expressed in 
the Constitution, is not to wage war, not to create war; it is the 
right torecognizeitsexistence. The existence of war in the United 
States, between this and a foreign country, or the existence of a 
war in some foreign country, is simply a fact, and when a recogni- 
tion is made by the Congress of the United States or by the lawful 
authority of this country of the existence of war, it amounts to a 
declaration of war. A declaration of war is not a pronunciamento 
against some other nation as to which Congress demands that war 
shall be waged, but it is a declaration that a state of war actually 
exists at the time when the declaration is pronounced. This is not 
a legislative act. 

Mr. FRYE. Actually exists anywhere? 

Mr. MORGAN. That a state of war actually exists anywhere 
at the time the declaration is made; and the declaration is nothing 
more than a recognition of the fact, a statement of the fact that 
a state of war acually exis( . It places that declaration in legal 
form, It is not a legislative act, it may be a political act. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. , 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to get instruction from the Senator 
from Alabama, who is so competent to give it on this question, 
by asking him a question and perhaps putting an illustration. 

In regard to our relations with France shortly after the close of 
the Revolutionary war, some very principal authorities, including, 
I believe, my honorable friend from Ohio, maintained as a reason 
for not paying the French -var claims that that was a war, not an 
act of international oppression of individuals. Suppose a citizen 
were proceeded against for corresponding with the enemy, giving 
aid and comfort to France at that time, on the ground that she 
was an enemy of the United States. Does the Senator claim that 
a resolution like this, passing both Houses of Congress, the Presi- 
dent withholding his signature, would be accepted in court as 
having any validity or virtue whatever in regard to settling that 
question? 

Mr. MORGAN. The illustration used by the Senator from 
Massachusetts furnishes me an opportunity to make what I con- 
ceive to be a just distinction between the duty and obligations of 
citizenship and the duties and rights of Congress in dealing with 
a question of this kind. A citizen must submit himself to the 
laws of his country as they are declared by the highest legislative 
authority, and until the laws of his country are changed or altered 
they impose upon him as a citizen the duties that belong to him 
in time of war, and he can neither appeal from that declaration 
as to those duties or those rights nor can he avoid them when 
the Government of the United States has placed him in that situa- 
tion by declaring that his country is engaged in war. 

When I said a moment ago that the existence of war is a fact, 
I meant to say that the existence of hostilities which have pro- 
gressed to that degree where a private person coming in contact 
with the armies engaged in those hostilities would have the right 
to decide that a war existed would be what is called a state of 
war, although it is not the state of war that is made obligatory 
upon the citizenship of a country. It is a state of hostilities that 
has become so general and the parties to which have become so 
organized that the citizen himself when brought in contact with 
the question could decide for himself that it is an open and pub- 
lic war. But his decision bears upon no person except ° 
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Now, it requires the act of a government to put the people at 
large, the nationality, into a condition of recognizing the exist- 
ence of war. 

Mr. HOAR. Including the President? 

Mr. MORGAN. Including the President. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not like to interfere with the Senator from 
Alabama, but perhaps he will not mind my asking him another 
—-. I thought his argument was that the phrase in the 

onstitution ‘‘ to declare war,” where the power is given to Con- 
gress to declare war, has a different meaning, a different sc: ype 
and effect, from the other similar enumerations of the powers 
— to Congress, to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy, 

or instance; that in that particular instance Congress is referred 
to as the two Houses, without the consent of the President. That 
is the reason = I = the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the position I take, and I believe it is 
the correct one. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, if it betrue that under the Constitution the 
two Houses of Congress, without the consent of the President, 
have the power to declare war, does it not follow that the two 
Houses of Congress, without the President, having declared war, 
a citizen of this country is bound so to treat the citizens of the 
country which is declared to be an enemy,and is liable to the 
charge of treason for giving them aid and comfort? 

Mr. MORGAN. Wherever adeclaration of war is made by any 
competent authority of the United States, without now touching 
upon the question as to what is the competent authority, a citizen 
of the United States is put in the attitude of a citizen of a country 
which is at war, and he must obey and respect it, because that dec- 
laration defines who is the public enemy, and the citizen is bound 
to give respect to the declaration. 

On December 6, 1805, Mr. Jefferson, discussing Spanish depre- 
dations on our territory, said: 

Considering that Congressalone is constitutionally invested with the power 
of changing our conditions from peace to war, I have thought it my duty to 
await their authority for using force in any de that could be avoided. 
I have barely instructed the officers stationed in the neighborhood of tho 
aggressions to protect our citizens from violence, to patrol within the borders 


actually delivered to us, and not to go out of them, but when necessary to 
repel an inroad or to rescue a citizen or his property. 


This act of Mr. Jefferson in refusing to recognize the existence 
of war, as a legal status, until Congress had made the declaration 
is very impressive. It proves his regard for the limitations of the 
powers of the coordinate departments of our Government. 

Mr. Webster, as Secretary of State, writing to Mr. Severance on 
the 14th of July, 1851, states: 


In the first place, I have tosay that the war-making power in this Govern- 
ment rests entirely with Congress; and that the President can authorize 
belligerent operations only in the cases expressly provided for by the Const itu- 
tion and the laws. By these no power is given to the Executive to opp 36 an 
attack by one independent nation _on the possessions of another. W: 
bound to regard both France and Hawaii— 


There was a controversy between France and Hawaii— 


as independent States, and equally independent, and though the gencral 
policy of the Government might lead it to take part with either in a contro- 
versy with the other, still, if this interference be an act of hostile force. it is 
not within the constitutional power of the President; and still less is it within 
the power of any sabordinate agent of Government, civil or military. 


Those words are very closely measured by that great statesman 
and jurist, and they state an opinion to which Iam bound to yield 
mies uiescence. 

iY. 


‘ass, following, in 1857, on the subject of the power of Con- 
gress, said: 


This proposition, looking to a participation by the United States in the ex- 
isting hostilities against China, makes it proper to remind your lordship that, 
under the Constitution of the United States the executive branch of this Gov- 
ernment is not the war-making power. The exercise of that great attribute 
of sovereignty is vested in Congress, and the President has no authority to 
order aggressive hostilities to be undertaken. . 

Our naval officers have the right—it is their duty, indeed—to employ the 
forces under their command not only in self-defense, but for the protection 
of the persons and progeny of our citizens when exposed to acts of lawless 
outrage, and this they have done both in China and elsewhere, and wil! do 
again when necessary. But military expeditions into the Chinese territory 
can not be undertaken without the authority of the National Legislature. 


In the third annual me e of President Buchanan, in 159), 

when he was contemplating, doubtless, that war that might take 
lace in the United States and a war that was then flagrant in 
icaragua, said: 


I deem it my duty once more earnestly to recommend to Congress the )4s- 
sage of a law authorizing the President to employ the naval force at his «o™ 
mand for the of protecting the lives and property of American 10 
zens passing in transit across the Panama, em, ont Tehuantepec 
routes — sudden and lawless outbreaks and dep tions. I shall not 
repeat ments employed in former messages in support of this mess 
ure. Suffice it to say that the lives of many of our people, and the secur) 
of vast amounts of treasure passing and repassing over one or more of these 
rae between the Ate and Pacific, may be deeply involved in the action 
of Congress on this su 

I would also again recommend to Congress that authority be given to the 
President to employ the naval force to protect American merchant ves*"'*, 
their crews and cargoes, violent and lawless seizure and confisea\)! 

the ports of Mexico and Spanish American States, when these countries 
be in a disturbed and revolutionary condition e mere knowledge 


are 


in 
that id 
such an authority had been conferred, as I have already stated, wou 
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of itself, ina great degree, prevent the evil. Neither would this require any | 
additional appropriation for the paval service. ; * sles : 

The chief objection urged against the grant of this authority is that Con- 
gress, by conferring it, would violate the Constitution—that it would be a 
transfer of the war-making or, strictly speaking, the war-declaring power 
to the Executive. If this were well founded it would, of course, be conclu 
sive. A very brief examination, however, will place this objection at rest 

Congress possess the sole and exclusive power under the Constitution “to 
declare war.” They alone can “raise and support armies" and ‘ provide and 
maintain a navy.” But after Congress shall have declared war and provided 
the force necessary to carry it on the President, as Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army and Navy, can alone employ this force in making war against the en 
emy. This is the ylain language, and history proves that it was the well- | 
known intention of the framers of the Constitution. 

Now I will read an extract from the opinion of Judge Grier in | 
the prize cases, 2 Black, where the court found it necessary to make 
an emphatic declaration on this subject in order to sustain its ju- | 
risdiction of a cause that arose during the Confederate war. 


By the Constitution Congress alone has the power to declare a national or | 
foreign war. It can notdcelare war against a State, or any number of States, 
by virtue of any clause in the Constitution. The Constitution confers on the 
President the whole executive power. He is bound to take care that the 
laws be kaithfully executed. He is Commander-in-Chief of the Army and 
Navy of the United States and of the militia of tha several States when } 
called into the actual service of the United States. He has no power to ini- | 
tiate or declare a war either against a foreign nation or a domestic State, | 
but by the acts of Congress ot February 28, 179%, and March 3, 1807, he is | 
authorized to call out the militia and use the military and naval forces of the | 


United States in case of invasion by foreign nations, and to suppress insurrec 
tions against the government of a State or of the United States. 

It will be observed here that the court makes a distinction be- | 
tween the power of the President of the United States to declare 
war, to recognize the existence of a state of war and to make it | 
obligatory upon the Government by his declaration, and his power | 
under a statute of the United States, without declaring the exist- 
ence of a state of war, to docertain things—that is to say, to resist 
enemies who may be invading the country and to suppress insur- 
rection or rebellion in the States. There the court makes the | 
manifest distinction which established the proposition by our | 
highest judicial tribunal that whenever it becomes necessary that | 
the attitude of the Government of the United States should be | 
changed from peace to war, either wholly or in part, that action | 
by the Constitution is intrusted entirely to Congress and that the | 
President can not assume it to himself. 

Mr. GRAY. From what has the Senator been reading? 

Mr.MORGAN. From Judge Grier’s opinion in the prize cases. | 

Mr. GRAY. Ihaveread the cases which the Senator has in his 
hand, and I read the opinion differently, if the Senator draws the 
conclusion from those cases or from the opinion of the court that 
Congress without the consent of the President can declare war. | 
All that Judge Grier says in that opinion, as I understand, is 
what the Constitution says, that it belongs to Congress and not 
to the Executive to declare war; but when it belongs to Congress 
it belongs as one of the enumerated powers which he must exert 
in the way prescribed by the Constitution. 

Mr. MORGAN. It goes to the extent of denying to the Presi- 
dent the power even to conduct war except in cases where he is | 
empowered to do so by statute. It does not go to the extent of 
saying that Congress, in making a declaration of war, can act 
independently of the President. That point was not up. But I | 
think it necessarily follows from the decision in this case that if 
the President can not declare war he has nothing to do with a | 
declaration of war. If Congress must act, and the President | 
must act conjointly with Cougress in a declaration of war, then | 
of course war can not exist until both departments of the Gov- | 
ernment have determined it—I mean legally exist, for it may 
exist in hostilities, but not in the form of war legally declared. 

But here we find that the President of the United States, by the | 
decision of the Supreme Court, is excluded from the power on his 
part of making this declaration. Then the question remains, and | 
it is the only question, whether or not the Congress of the United | 
States can make a declaration of war without the concurrence 
and consent of the President. That brings the question down to 
asingle point upon this adjudication, as I understand it. I will 
read the balance of what is furnished here as the argument upon 
which the Supreme Court sustained that proposition: 


If a war be made by invasion of a foreign nation, the President is not only | 
authorized but bound to resist force by force. He does not initiate the war, | 
butis bound toaccept the challenge without waiting for any special legislative 
authority; and whether the hostile party be a foreign invader or States organ- 
ized in rebellion it is none the less a war, although the declaration of it be | 
“unilateral.” Lord Stowell (1 Dodson, 247) observes: “It is not the less a 
war on that account, for war may exist wthout a declaration on either side.” | 
It is so laid down by the best writers on the law of nations. A declaration of 
war by one country only is not a mere challenge to be accepted or refused at | 
pleasure by the other. 

The battles of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma had been fought before 
the passage of the act of Congress of May 13, 1846, which recognized “a state 
of war as existing by the act of the Republic of Mexico.” This act not only 
provided for the future prosecution of the war, but was itself a vindication | 
and ratification of the act of the President in accepting the challenge with- | 
out a previous formal declaration of war by Congress. 


So we went on and provided by statute various cases in which 
the President might command the Army and the Navy for the | 
suppression of insurrection and rebellion, and also in the case of | 
4 foreign invasion that might be made aguinst this country. 
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| tary, exclusively so. 


| negotiation of treaties and the exchange of ratificati: 


| is required to act almost as a unit. 


| is the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. 
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But we now have the question down to a single inquiry 
ting that that question is authority to rule our action 
sense—and that is, must the President act conjointly wit 
gress in a decleration of war in recognizing the fact—in other 
words, that a state of war exists—and making that state of war 
and the attitude of war obligatory upon the people of the Govern- 
ment of the United States? 

Now, I believe that the power to declare war and the power to 
conduct all matters in connection withits immediate prosecution 
was separated from the other powers in the Constitution of the 
United States, and, as stated by Mr. Webster, placed solely within 
the control of the two Houses of Congress, either acting 


in cone- 
cert or acting contemporaneously without actual conc 
The strongest argument that suggests itself to my mind is the 


fact that the President of the United States, by the Constitution, 
has two distinct functions. One is political and the other is mili- 
Wherever the President of the United States 
has to exercise his political functions, those that belong to legis 
lation or to appointments to office, or in the special ea yf the 


acts npon the peculiar powers and in the peculiar wa rned 
to him by the Constitution of the United States or e}: t 
by a general participation, in the leg 
Houses of Congress. 

The veto, backed by the sword, is not given to the Pres 
our Constitution. 

The President in negotiating a treaty is a diplomat, and yet he 
is the Chief Executive; he is the representative of this Government 
in its sovereignty so far as it touches the relations between this 
Government and foreign countries. When he performs this act 
of diplomacy and brings a treaty into shape, the two Governments 
have got into agreement about it through the powers delegated to 
another body, distinct and separate from all other bodies in the 
United States, which rises up under the Constitation for the pur- 
pose of determining upon the validity of that treaty. That body 
t requires two-thirds of the 
vote of the Senate of the United States to confirm a treaty. 

Mr. DAVIS. Two-thirds of a quorum. 

Mr. MORGAN. It requires two-thirds of the Senators forming 


slative sense, with the two 


a quorum of the Senate of the United States to confirin ity. 
That is not a legislative act, and yet it is legislative in its results, 
because the treaty when thus confirmed and when ratifications 
have been exchanged becomes, by the express declaration of the 
Constitution, a part of the supreme law of the land. So, in our 


constitutional system of Government, various functions are given 
to different persons who discharge at the same time other func- 
tions which are just as separate as if they were exercised by two 


different persons. If we had had, like the Indians have, « war 


| king and a civil king, questions of war would have been referred 
entirely to the war king and questions of legislation and n nal 


polity entirely to the civil ruler; as they had at one time in Japan 
when the Shogun was the absolute imperial ruler of t rmny 
and navy of Japan and the Mikado was the spiritual and political 
ruler of the same Empire. 

jut we made no such division of power into the hands of two 
men. We divide and separate the power in the hands of one man. 
We give the military power to the President of the United States 
to a certain extent, and to the extent that it was not given to him 
it remains in Congress. To what extent was it given to him? He 
He is a mili- 
tary officer by the Constitution, holding his commission under 
that instrument. He is the highest military officer in the United 
States and every other miiitary officer in the United States is subor- 


dinate tohiscommand. Butin that function he is just as separate 
from his other capacity to participate in the legislation of the 
country as he is when he negotiates a treaty. The functions are 


quite as different and quite as separate. 
Now, I maintain that there was a reason for this, and it \ to 
prevent the possibility of any conflict between the supreme de 
partments of this Government in that most serious t 
declaring the existence of war. If there is any chance 


a proper construction of this instrument to have the war-» ing 
power or the war-declaring power in the hands of a s e de- 
partment of the Government instead of having it oscil x be- 
tween two, then it is due to the strength and future safety and 


should say that the Congress of the United States is ermpowered 
to declare war and the President is forbidden to participate in 
that declaration, because the war affects him in his offic (Jen- 
eral in Chief of the Army; that he must take his orders from the 
Congress of the United States, and must be thereby compelled to 
recognize that the occasion has arisen in which the functions of 
his military office come into full play, and he must exercise them. 

There is no difficulty in this attitude, because we are not taking 
from the President anything that is useful in connection with his 
administration of the affairs of this Government, but if we con- 


ri 


cede to him the power to declare war, or by the application of his 


power of our Government that we should so declare, And we 
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veto to defeat war, when he holds the commission of Commander in 
Chief of the Army of the United States, we acknowledge the prin- 
ciple that the military is superior to the civil power; that is all of 
it. Right there, more than anywhere else in our constitutional 
system, that maxim obtains, which is as strong as any feature of 
the written Constitution in this country, that the civil power is 
superior to the military. 

The President of the United States ought not to be permitted, 
and I am glad to believe that by the Constitution of the United 
States he is not permitted, in the exercise of his military powers, 
to place himself as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
above the civil power of this country. Being such Commander in 
Chief and having his commission from the Constitution, which 
therefore is irrevocable on the part of Congress, when the Con- 
gress of the United States chooses to declare that the attitude of 
the Government of the United States toward any foreign country 
is not war, but peace, or is not peace, but war, the President of the 
United States ought not to have the power, in connection with 
this supreme military command, of saying whether or not the 
condition has arisen. As Commander in Chief, he must obey the 
civil power, under which he is bound to take the field under the 
command of Congress and lead its armies. The disassociation 
of the veto power, if thatis what it means, from the control of the 
President of the United States in reference to war, is to take from 
him the power, after we have put the sword into his hands, to re- 
fuse to exert its authority over belligerent nations that are at war 
with the United States. 

If we are to make an error in this respect, let us make it on the 
side of maintaining the supremacy of the civil power of this Gov- 
ernment over the military power of the President. I admit that 
this argument would not hold good if the President was not the 
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, but being such, and 
his commission being irrevocable, Congress not having the power 
to put him out of office even if he were to sign any joint resolu- 
tion to that effect, being beyond the reach of any power in this 
world except his own resignation, and he being the supreme head 
of the Army of the United States to whom all others are subordi- 
nates, let us not make the error of enabling him to use the veto 

>wer, which he can use upon any bill that we pass here of a leg- 
islative or political sort, to defeat the will of the people of the 
United States unless two-thirds of each House shall concur in 
passing the bill over his veto. 

The time may never arise when this will become a grave and 
serious question, but I venture that if Napoleon Bonaparte had 
found such a power as that in the French constitution. construed 
as it seems we are likely to construe it, he would not have failed 
to have seized upon it to carry out his great ambitions, against 
which I have never made a complaint; they have my full admira- 
tion, 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. How do the arguments that support the exclusive 
power of Congress to declare war independently of the President 
not apply also to the other power contained in the Constitution 
giving Congress the power to raise and support armies? 

Mr. MORGAN. Even that power is very limited, showing that 
the framers of the Constitution, when they were considering the 
war powers of thisGovernment, were very guarded. Bills of that 
kind to raise and support armies must originate in the House of 
Representatives,as lunderstand. That hasalways been conceded; 
but there is another restriction (and, as I mentioned a moment ago, 
that is very important) to show that the framers of the Constitu- 
tion were putting restraints upon the hands even of the legislative 
power, by reqairing that appropriations for the Army should be 
renewed once every two years. In every direction that we regard 
this question we find that the framers of that Constitution were 
extremely cautious in hedging about the war-making and war-de- 
claring and war-executing power, so that when it fell into the 
hands, perhaps, of some ambitious man who wanted to perpetuate 
his rule he would find himself confronted with a power in the 
Constitution of our country which would defeat his ambitious 
schemes. 

Following that train of thought, which evidently possessed the 
minds of the framers of this instrument, it seems to me that in 
making a declaration, if we are going to make a declaration, if we 
are forced at any time to make a declaration upon this subject, it 
ought to be in favor of the power of Congress as it is declared in 
the Constitution and is supported by the great men from whose 
writings I have had the honor to quote. 

This is as far, Mr. President, as I care to go now in the state- 
ment of this question orin the argumentofit. Ihaveno doubt that 
it will engage the attention of Senators in this debate; but whether 
the question is brought up or not it is very apt to be debated, for 
it has been suggested on all sides and evidently is a subject of 
very anxious inquiry on the part of the Senate, as it should be. I 
will therefore leave the fusther discussion of this branch of the 
subject until the debate has progressed further and I have heard 





grom some other Senators upon the subject. 
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APPENDIX A. 


MANGOS DE BARAGTA. 


The national council, in a meeting held on the 16th of October, 1895, resolved 
that the publication in book form in an edition of 500 copies of all the laws, 
rules, decrees, and other orders passed by it be printed after being previously 
approved by the council and sanctioned by its president. ; 


JOSE CLEMENTE VIVANCO, 
The Secretary of the Council, 
CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY, REPUBLIC OF CUBA. 


I, José Clemente Vivanco, secretary of the national council and chancellor 
of the Republic of Cuba, certify that the representatives of the differen: 
army corps into which the army of liberation is divided, met im constity 
ent assembly on the 13th day of September, 1895, at Jimaguayu, agreed t. 
have a preliminary session where the character of each representative wou|:| 
be accredited by the respective credential of hisappointment. There resulte 
after the proper examination by the chairman and the secretaries, who were 
temporarily citizens Salvador Cisneros Betancourt and secretaries José (|o- 
mente Vivanco and Orencio Nodarse, the following distribution: 

Representatives of the First Arm Corre Citizens Dr. Joaquin Castil!o 
pany Mariano Sanchez Vaillant, ael M. Portuondo, and Pedro Agui! 
era. 

For the Second, Citizens Licentiate Rafael Manduley, Enrique Cespedes, 
Rafael Perez Morales, and Marcos Padilla. 

For the Third, Citizens Salvador Cisneros Betancourt, Lopez Recio Loinaz, 
Enrique Loinaz del Castillo, and Dr. Fermmin Valdes Dominguez. 

For the Fourth, Licentiate Severo Pina, Dr. Santiago Garcia Canizares, 
Raimundo Sanchez Valdi and Francisco Lopez Leiba. 

For the Fifth, Dr. Pedro Pinan de Villegas, Licentiate José Clemente \i 
vanco, Francisco Diaz Silveria, and Orencio Nodarse. 

They proceeded to the election of officers for the following session and the 
following es were made: Salvador Cisneros Betancourt, pr: 
dent; Rafael Manduley, vice-preside:it; secretaries, Licentiate José Clement. 
Vivanco, Francisco Lopez Leiba, Licentiate Rafael M. Portuondo, and Or 
encio Nodarse. 

The assembly having been organir*d as above, and in the presence of the 
above representatives, they proce_ded to hold the sessions to discuss the 
constitution which is to rule the destinies of the Republic. These sessions 
took place on September 13, 14, 15, and 16, instant, all the articles which 
were to form the said constitutional charta were discussed. Every article 
of the projected constitution presented to the assembly by the representa 
tives licentiate, Rafael_M. Portuondo, Dr. a= Castillo Duany, Mariano 
Sanchez Vailiant, and Pedro Aguilera, was well discussed, and, together witi: 
amendments, reforms, and additions, were also di by the proposers 
On deliberation, in conformity with the opinion of the assembly, it was 
unanimously resolved to refer the said constitution, with the resolutions of 
the said assembly, to a committee of revision of the text, composed of the 
secretaries and of the representatives, Dr. nee Garcia Canizares and 
Enrique Loynaz del Castillo, who, after complying with their mission, 
returned the final draft of the constitution on the 16th. It was then read, 
and the signature of each and every representative subscribed. 

The president and other members of the assembly, with due solemnity, 
then swore upon their honor to loyally and strictly observe the fundamen':l 
code of the Republic of Cuba, which was greeted by the spontaneous and «: 
thusiastic acclamations of all present; in testimony of whichare the minutes 
in the general archive of the government. 

In compliance with the resolution passed by this council in a meeting held 
to-day, and for its publication, I issue the following copy, in the Mangos dc 
Baragua on the 18th of October, 1595. 

JOSE CLEMENTE VIVANCO, 
Secretary of the Council. 


CONSTITUTION OF THE PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT OF CUBA. 


The revolution for the independence and creation in Cuba of a democratic 
Republic in its new period of war, initiated on February 24 last, solemnly 
declares the separation of Cuba from the Spanish Monarchy, and its consti 
tution as a free and inde t State, with its own Government and su- 
preme authority under the name of the Republic of Cuba and confirms its 
existence among the political divisions of the world. 

The elected representatives of the revolution, in convention assem)!>d, 
acting in its name and by the delegation which for that peegeee has been 
conferred upon them by the Cubans inarms, and previously declaring before 
the country the purity of their thoughts, their freedom from violence, ang: r. 
or prejudice, and inspired only by the desire of interpreting the a 
voice in favor of Cuba, have now formed a compact between Cuba and the 
world, pledging their honor for the fulfillment of said compact in the follow- 
ing articles of the constitution: 

Saricis I. The supreme powers of the Republic shall be vested in a gov- 
ernment council composed of a president, vice-president, and four secretaries 
of state, for the dispatch of the business of war, of the interior, of forcicn 
affairs, and of the treasury. 

Art. IL Every secretary shall have a subsecretary of state, in order to 
supply 7 vacancies. 

nT. Il. The government council shall have the followin wers: 
' a To dictate all measures relative to the civil and politi e of the revo 
ution. 

2. To im and collect taxes, to contract public loans, to issue paper 
money. S° nvest the funds collected in the island, from whatever source. «1 
also which may be raised abroad by loan. . we 

3. To arm vessels, to raise and maintain troops, to declare reprisals with 
respect to the enemy, and to ratify treaties. E 

4. To grant a it is deemed convenient, toorder the trial by 
the judietal power of president or other members of the council, if he be 
accused. 

5. To decideall matters, of whatsvever description, which may be brought 
before them by any citizen, except those judicial in character. : 

6. To ve the law <a organization and the ordinances of the 
army, which may be proposed general in chief. —_— 

7. To grant m comm s from that of colonel upward, previous|y 
hearing and conside: the reports of the immediate superior officer an‘ of 
the general in chief, and to designate the appointment of the latter and of 
the lieutenant-general in case of the vacancy of either. 

8. To order the election of four tatives for each army corps when- 
ever in conformity with this constitution it may be necessary to convene 40 


assembly. ” 

ART. WV. The Government council shall intervene in the direction of m!i- 
‘ey cous only when in their aman it shall be absolutely necessar) 
to do so to realize high political ends. 

Arr. V. Asa requisite for the validity of the decrees of the council. at least 
two-thirds of the members of the same must have a in the delibera- 
Som of the council, and the decrees must have been v by the majority of 

ose presen 


Arr. VL. The office of councilor is incompatible with any other of the Re- 
public, and requires the age of 25 years. 
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Ant. VIL The executive power is vested in the president, and, in case of 


jean bility, in the vice-president. ‘ ; 
didi The resolutions of the government council shall be sanctioned 
and promulgated by the president, who shall take all necessary steps for 
their execution within ten days. ; x ; ’ 

Art. IX. The —-_ may enter into treaties with the ratification of 

» government councH. 
= eorx The president shall receive all diplomatic representatives and 
issue the respective commissions to the public functionaries. ; 

Art. XI. The treaty of peace with Spain, which must necessarily have for 
its basis the absolute independence of the Island of Cuba, must be ratified by 
the government council and by an assembly of representatives convened 

-essly for this purpose. 
= nT. Ni The vice-president shall substitute the president in the case of a 
ancy. ; 

“ine Xu. In case of the vacancy in the offices of both president and vice 
president on account of resignation, deposition, or death of both, or from any 
other cause, an assembly of representatives for the election to the vacant 
offices shall be convened, the senior secretaries in the meanwhile occupying 
the positions. , y 3 ’ 

Art. XIV. The secretaries shall have voice and vote in deliberations of 
resolutions of whatever nature. : : 

Anr. XV. The secretaries shall have the right to appoint all the employees 
of their respective offices. ~~ ' 

Art. XVL. The subsecretaries in cases of vacancy shall substitute the sec 
retaries of state and shall then have voice and vote in the deliberations. 

Arr. XVI. All the armed forces of the Republic and the direction of 
military operations shall be under the control of the general in ch‘of 
shall have under his orders as second in command a lieutenant-g- neral, who 
will substitute him in case of vacancy. 

Ant. XVIII. All public functionaries of whatever class shall aid one an- 
other in the execution of the resolutions of the government council 

Ant. X[X. All Cubans are bound to serve the revolution with their per 
gons and interests, each one according to his ability. 

Art. XX. The plantations and property of whatever description belonging 
to foreigners are subject to the payment of taxes for the revolution while 
their respective governments do not recognize the rights of belligerency of 

Juba. 
: Art. XXI. All debts and obligations contracted since the beginning of the 

resent period of war until the promalgeiien of this constitution by the 
chiefs of the army corps, for the benefit of the revolution, shall be valid, as 
well as those which henceforth the government council may contract. 

Art. XXII. A government council may depose any of its members for 


the 





cause justifiable in the judgment of two-thirds of the councilors and shall 
' 


report to the first assembly convening. 

Arr. XXIII. The judicial power shall act with entire independence of all 
the others. Its organization and regulation will be provided for by the gov- 
ernment council. 

Ant. XXIV. The present constitution shall be in force in Cuba for two 
years from the date of its promulgation, unless the war for independence 
shall terminate before. After the expiration of the two years an assembly 
of representatives shall be convened which may modify it, and will proceed 
to the election of a new government council, and which will pass upon the 
last council. So it has been agreed upon and resolved in the name of the 
Republic by the constituent assembly in Jimaguayu on the 18th day of Sep 
tember, 1895, and in witness thereof we, the representatives delegated by the 
Cuban pou arms, signed the present instrument. Salvador Cisneros, 

resident; Rafael Manduley, vice-president; Pedro Pinan de Villegas, Lope 
Recio, Fermin Valdes Dominguez, Francisco Diaz Silveira, Dr. Santiago Gar 
cia, Rafael Perez, F. Lopez Leyva, Enrique Cespedes, Marcos Padilla, Rai 
mundo Sanchez, J. D. Castillo, Mariano Sanchez, Pedro Aguilera, Rafael M 
Pontuondo, Orencio Nodarse, José Clemente Vivanco, Enrique Loynaz Del 
Castillo, Severo Pina. 

ELECTION OF GOVERNMENT. 


The constituent assembly met again on the 18th of the said month and year, 
all the said representatives being pou. They proceeded to the election 
of members who are to occupy the offices of the government council, the 
SS of the army of liberation, the lieutenant-general, and the 

iplomaticagent abroad. The secret voting commenced, each representative 
depositing his ballot in the urn 
the count was proceeded with, the following being the result: 

President: Salvador Cisneros, 12; Bartolome Maso, 8. 

Vice-president: Bartolome Maso, 12; Salvador Cisneros, 8. 
ae of war: Carlos Roloff, 18; Lope Recio Loinaz, 1; Rafael Man 

uley, 1. 

Secretary of the treasury; Severa Pina, 19; Rafael Manduley, 1. 
we of the interior: Dr. Santiago Garcia Canizares, 19; Carlos Du- 

ys, 1. 

cooreens - the foreign relations: Rafael Portuondo, 18; Armando Meno- 
cal, 1; blank, 1. 

Subsecretary of war: Mario Menocal, 18; Francisco Diaz Silveira, 1; blank, 1. 

Subsecre of the treasury: Dr. Joaquin Castillo, 7; Francisco Diaz Sil- 
veira, 5; José C. Vivanco, 3; Armando Menocal, 3; Carlos Dubois, 1; blan'r, 1. 

Subsecretary of the interior: Carlos Dubois, 13; Oreneio Nodarse, 5; Ar- 
mando Menocal, 1; biank, 1. 

Subsecretary of foreign relations: Fermin Valdes Dominguez, 18; Rafael 
Manduley, 1; blank, 1. 

Therefore, the following were elected by a majority of votes: 

President, Salvador Cisneros; vice-president, Bartolome Maso; secretary 
of war, Carlos Roloff; secretary of the treasury, Severo Pina; secretary of 
the interior, Dr. Santiago Garcia Canizares; secretary of foreign relations, 

‘ael M. Portuondo; subsecretary of war, Mario Menocal; subsecretary of 
the treasury, Dr. Joaquin Castillo; subsecretary of the interior, Carlos Du- 
bois; subsecre oreign relations, Dr. Fermin Valdes Dominguez. 

The vice-president of the assembly immediately installed the president in 
the office of the government council that had been conferred upon him; the 
latter in turn installed those of the other members elected who. were pres- 
ent, ai gutering on the full exercise of their functions after previously taking 

-! 

On proceeding to the election of those who were to occupy the positions of 
general-in-chief of the army, lieutenant-general, and diplomatic agent abroad, 
the following citizens were unanimously elected by the assembly for the re- 
ective places: . Gen. Maximo Gomez, Maj. Gen. Antonio Maceo, and 


tizen Tomas Estr: Palma, all these appointments being recognized from 
t moment. 


LAWS FOR THE CIVIL GOVERNMENT AND ADMINISTRATION OF THE REPUBLIC. 


CHaprer 1.—Territorial Division. 


ARTICLE I. The Republic of Cuba comprises the territory occupied by the 
— = Cuba from Gupe San Antonio toPoint Maisi and the adjacent iene 
Art. 


Il. This territory shall be divided into four portions, or States, which 
Will be called Oriente, Gemaguey, Las Villas or Cabanacan, and Occidente. 


ylaced on the chairman's table, after which | 
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sf, who | 


| 





2111 


Point Maisi 


Art III. The State of Oriente in:ludes the territory from the 
to Port Manati and the river Jobabo in all its course 
































Akr. IV. The State of Camaguey includes all the territory from the bound 
ary of Oriente to the line which starts the north f Laguna Blanca 
through the Esteros to Moron, passing by Ciego de Avila lo military 
trocha to El Jucaro in the southern coast, it being understood towns 
of Moron and Ciego de Avila belong to this St 

Art. V. The State of Las Villas has for | idary the ea Camaguey. 
on the west the river Palmas, Palmillas, Santa Rosa, Rodas, t! H bana 
River, and the Bay of Cochinos 

Akr. VI. The State of Occidente is bordered on the Las ' ext ling 
to the st to Cape San Antonio : 

Arr. VII. The islands and adjacent keys will form part tes to 
which they geographically belong 

Ant. VILL The State of Oriente will be divided into t ricts, which 
shall be as follows: Baracoa, Guantanan Sagua de Tanamo, M San 
tiago, Jiguani, Manzanillo, Bayamo, and Tunas 

Camaguey comprises two the eastern district and the west = ‘ 

Las Villas comprises seven—Sancti-Espiritus, Trinidad, R Santa 
Clara, Sagna, Cienfuegos, and Colon 

That of Occidente comprises sixteen—Cardet Matanzas, | Taruco, 
Guines, Santa Maria del Rosario, Guanabacoa, Habana, Santia de las 
Vegas, Bejucal, San Antonio, Bahia Honda, Pina del Rio. and Ma l 

Art. LX. Each of these districts will be d led i » prefe ! hese 
in their turn into as many subprefectur Ss may | nsides “al 

ArT. X. For the vigilance of the coasts there wil! be ir sp i wateh 
men appointed in each state according to the extent } ‘ i the 
number of ports, bays ulfs, and salt works that there ma 

Arr. XL. On establishing the limits of the districts and | 0 
direction of the coast, rivers, and other natural boundari pt in 
mind 

CHAPTER II.—Of the government and its adn ‘ 

Art. XII. The civil government, the administratio1 i t) vice of 
communications devolve upon the department of tl er 

Art. XIII. The secretary of the interior is the head the d ! t: he 
will am the employees and will remove them whe * there will be 
justifiable cause, and will have a department chief to aid hi: t work of 

| the department. 

Art. XIV. The department chief will keep the books of the department, 
take caré of the archives, will be the manager of the offic« nd w nish 
certifications when requested to do so. 

Art. XV. The department of the interior will compil ‘ the ta col- 
lected by the civil governors the general statistics of 1e | i 

Art. XVI. The civil governor will inform the department of the interior 
as to the necessities of his state, will order the me r and tructiona 
necessary for compliance with the general laws of the Republic a1 ers 
given by that department, will distril to the lieuter t vernor 8 
articles of prime necessity which will be delivered to them fo it purpose, 
will communicate to his subordinates the necessary instructions tl m 
pilation of statistics, and will have a subsecretary who will help him he 
discharge of his functions 

Art. XVII. The lieutenant-governor will see that the ord: fthee rn- 
ors are obeyed in the district, and will have the powers incident } osi- 
tion as intermediary between the civil governors and the pref: In case 
of absolute breach of communication with the civil govern t} lhave 
the same powers as the latter 

Arr. XVIIL. The pref: shall see that the laws and 1 ' , 
cated to him by his superior authorities are complied w Ally lent i 
travelers are under his authority, and, being the hig) official ! 
tory, he in his turn is bound to prevent all abuses and es wl 1 ° 
committed. 

He will inform the lieutenant-governor as to the nec t the 1 
ture; will divide these into as many subprefectur as he may « le 
essary for the good conduct of his administrat he will watch the « luct 
of the subpretects; he will distribute among them with equity the a: 
delivered to him, and he will have all the other rs incident to hit 
character of intermediary between the lieutenant-governor and the ib- 
prefects 

Art. XIX. The prefect will also have the following dut HI harass 
the enemy whenever possible for him to do will hear the pre iry 

| formation as to crimes and misdemeanors which may b> « t in 
territory, passing the said information to the nearest ul } 
with the accused and all that is necessary for the bett e 
hearing. He will not proceed thus with spies, guides, couriers. ana ) 
are declared by our laws as traitors and considered as su for tl 
count of the difficulty of confining t! “mor conducting t m wit eu Vv. 
shall be tried as soon as captured by a court, consisting of three pers th 
most capable in his judgment inthe prefecture, one acting as pr t and 
the others as members of the court. He will also appoint a pr uti ft 
cer, and the accused may appoint some one to defend him at his pleasu 

After the court is assembled in this form,and after all the forma ° 
complied with, it will in private judge und give its sentence, which w be 
final and without appeal; but those who form the said court and who do not 

yroceed according to our laws and to natural reason will be held 1 
by the superior government. Nevertheless, if in the immediate territ 


there be any armed force. the accused shall be sent to it, with the facts 
order that they shall be properly tried 

The prefect will take the statistics of his prefecture, setting down every 
person who is found therein, noting if he is the head of a family, the mber 
of the same, his age, his nationality and occupation, if he 


s a farmer 
nature of his farm. andif he has no occupation the prefect lin 





' ‘ ‘ ail 
what he should be employed. He will also keep a book of civil register, in 
which he will set down the births, deaths, and marriages which may occur 

He will establish in the prefecture all the factories that hevar na m 
sider necessary in order to well provide the army, as it isthe primar i 
tion of all employees of the Republic to do all possible so that the hid ll 
not be lost, and organizing in the best manner, and as quickly as may be, tan 
neries, factories of shoes, rope, blankets, and carpenter and black h shops 

He will not permit any individuai of his district to be witho ipation 
He will see that everyone works, having the instruments of it hand in 

»roportion to the inhabitants of his territory. He will protect and raise 
Peon he will take care of abandoned farms, and will extend as far as possi- 


ble the zones of agriculture. 








As soon as the prefect learns that the secretary of the interior or any dele 
gate of this authority is in his district he will place himself ander the latter's 
orders. This he will also do on the arrival of armed force pr nting him 
self to their chief in order to facilitate the needed supplies and to serve him 
in every possible manner. He will havea e to warn the inhabita f 





the enemy’s approach; he will inform the neare 


tarmed force when } 
ritory is invaded. 


He will collect all horsesand other animals suitable for the 
war and lead them to a secure 


place, so that when the army may need them 

or they may be required by the civil authorities to whom they may appertain 
He will provide the forces that may be, or pass through his territory th 
whatever they may need, which may be within his power, and especially 
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shall he provide guides and beeves and vegetables which the chief may re- 
quire to maintain the said forces. He will also deliver the articles manufac- 
tured in the shops under his immediate inspection, demanding always the 
proper receipts therefor. 

He will also provide the necessary means for the maintenance of all the 
ny of the territory, especially those of the soldiers of the army of lib- 
eration. 

Until otherwise decreed he will celebrate civil marriages and other con- 
tracts entered into by the residents of his prefecture; he will act in cases of 
ordinary complaints and in the execution of powers and wills, registering 

e same ina clear and definite manner, and issuing to the interested parties 

e certificates which they may require. 

Art. XX. The subprefect will see that the laws and orders communicated 
to him by his superior authorities are obeyed in territory under his command; 
he will inform the prefect as to the necessities of the subprefecture and will 
see to the security and order of the public; arresting and sending to the pre- 
fects those who may travel without safe-conduct, seeing that no violation of 
law whatsoever is perpetrated, and will demand the signed authority of the 
civil or military chief who has ordered a commission to be executed. 

Arr. XXI. e subprefect will comple a census in which the number 
of inhabitants of a subprefecture will stated and their personal descrip- 
tion; he will keep a book of the births and deaths which will occur in his ter- 
ritory, and of all this he will give account at the end of the year. He will 
invest the means provided by the prefect to pay the public charges, and if 
the said resources are insufficient he'will collect the deficit from the inhabit- 
ants; be will not authorize the destruction of abandoned farms, whether 
they belong to friends or enemies of the Republic, and he will inform the 
prefect of the farms which are thus shandenel. 

Arr. XXII. For the organization and better operation of the State’s manu- 
factories a chief of factories shall be appointed in each district, who will be 
authorized to establish such factories which he may deem convenient, em- 

loying all citizens who, on account of their abilities, can serve, and collect- 
ng in the prefectures of his district all the instruments he can utilize in his 
work. These chiefs will be careful to frequently aman’ the factories, to re- 
port any defects which they may notice, and to provide the superintendents 
with whatever they may need, that the work may not be intereuptes. 

Together with the prefect he will send to the department of the interior 
the names of the individuals he considers most adapted to open new shops, 
and on the first day of each month he will send to that department a state- 
ment of the eos manufactured in each shop of his district, indicating the 
place of manufacture, what remains on deposit, what has been delivered, 
with the names of commanders of forces, civil authorities, or individuals to 
whom they were delivered. 

Art. XXIIL The coast inspectors will have under their immediate orders 
an inspector, who will be his secretary, who will occupy his place in his ab- 
sence or sickness, and as many auxiliaries as he may deem convenient. He 
may demand the aid of the prefects and armed forces whenever he may con- 
sider it necessary for the better exercise of his functions. The duties of the 
quporeers will be to watch the coasts and prevent the landing of the enemy, 
to be always ready to receive disembarkments and place in safety the ex- 
peditions which may come from abroad, to establish all the salt works pos- 
sible, to capture the Spanish vessels which frequent the coasts on his guard, 
and to attend with special care to the punctual service of communications 
between his coast and foreign countries. 

Art. XXIV. The coast guards will acknowledge the inspector as their su- 
perior, will watch the places designated to them, and will execute the orders 
given. 

Art. XXV. The lieutenant-governors, as well as the inspectors of what- 
ever class, will have their residence, wherever the necessity of their office 
does not prohibit it, in the general headquarters, so that they can move 
easily, furnish the necessary aid to the army, and carry out the orders of the 
military chief. 

Country and liberty. 

OCTroBER 17, 1895. 

The secretary of the interior, Dr. Santiago Garcia Canizares, being satisfied 
with the preceding law, I sanction it in ail respects. 

Let it be promulgated in the legal form. 

SALVADOR CISNEROS BETANCOURT 


The President. 
OCTOBER 18, 1895. 


APPENDIX B. 
PROCLAMATIONS OF GENERAL WEYLER. 


HABANA, February 16. 

The following is a verbatim copy of translations made of proclamations 
published to-day: 

“Proclamation—Don Valeriano Weyler y Nicolau, marquis of Teneriffe, 
governor and captain-general of the Island of Cuba, general-in-chief of the 
army, etc., desirous of warning the honest inhabitants of Cuba and those 
loyal to ~~ Spanish cause, and in conformity to the laws, does order and 
command: 

“ARTICLE 1, All inhabitants of the District of Sancti Spiritus and the Prov- 
inces of Puerto Principe and Santiago de Cuba will have to concentrate in 

laces which are the headquarters of a division, a brigade, a column, ora 
Eroop, and will have to be poorees with documentary proof of identit: 
_— n eight days of the publication of this proclamation in the municipall- 


“ArT. 2. To travel in the country in the radius covered by the columns in 
operation, it is ernely eee. to have a pass from the mayor, mili- 
tary commandants, or chiefs of detachments. Anyone lacking this will be 
detained and sent to headquarters of divisions or brigades, and therce to 
Habana, at my disposition, by the first possible means. Even if a is ex- 
hibited which is suspected to be inauthentic or granted by authority to per- 
sons with known sympathy toward the rebellion, or who show favor thereto, 
rigorous measures will result to those responsible. 

* Art. 3. All owners of commercial establishments in the country districts 
will vacate them, and the chiefs of columns will take such measures as the 
success of their operations dictates regarding such places which, while useless 
for the country’s wealth, serve the enemy as hiding places in the woods and 
in the interior. 

“ART. 4. All passes hitherto issued hereby become null and void 

“Art. 5. The military authorities will see to the immediate publication of 


this proclamation. 
“VALERIANO WEYLER. 
“HABANA, February 16, 1896." 
MILITARY AND JUDICIAL PROCESSES. 
The second proclamation is a follows: 
‘** PROCLAMATION. 


“Don Valeriano Weyler y Nicolau, marquis of Teneriff vernor and ca; 
tain-general of the Island of Cuba, general-in-chief o fie army, etc.: - 


“In order to avoid suffering and delay other than that essential in time of 


FEBRUARY 25, 


war, and the summary proceedings initiated by the forces in operation, J 
dictate the following proclamation: 

‘““ ARTICLE 1. In accordance with the faculties conceded to me by rule 2, 
article 31, of the military code of justice, I assume, as general-in-chicf of th, 
army operating in this island, the judicial attributes of H. E. captain-genera), 

“ Ant. 2. In virtue of rule 2 of said article, I delegate from this date th 
judicial attributes to the commanders-in-chief of the first and second army 
aes to the general commanding the third division—that is, in Pucrto 

ncipe. ‘ 

“ Art. 8. Prisoners caught in action will be patentee tothe most summary 
poy Sy = any other investigation except that indispensable for the objects 
of the % 

“ArT. 4. When the inquiry is finished, subject to consultation with the 
judicial authorities, the proceedings will continue during the course of 0). 
ations,and in the presence of the judicial authority, with an auditor, the 
sentence may be carried out. When said authority is not present, the proc. 
ess will be remitted to him and the culpable parties detained at the locality 
where the division or brigade headquarters is situated. 

“Art. 5. The military juridic functionary of whatever rank who accom. 
panies in the operations the judicial authorities, when the latter thus de. 
cides, will act as auditor, dispensing with the assessors’ assistance at court- 
martial during operations, in cases where no other member of the juridig 
body is at hand. 


st 


SENTENCE IN CERTAIN CASES. 


“ART. 6. When the sentence is proncenced, if the sentence be deprivation of 
liberty, the culprit will be brought to Habana with the papers in the cas», so 
that the testimony can be issued as to the penalty and the sentence be car. 
ried into effect. 

“ART. 7. The said authorities will be acquainted with all cases initiated 
against the accused in war. 

“ART. 8. Lreserve the right of promoting and sustaining all questions of 
competence, with other jerpcisions, as also with the military, and to deter. 
fens, SaneNeee in all kinds of military processes in the territory of the 

nd. 

“ART. 9. I reserve likewise the faculty of assuming an inquiry into all cases 
when it is deemed convenient. 

“Art. 10. No sentence of death shall be effected without the acknow|ledg- 
ment by my authority of the testimony of the judgment, which must be sent 
to me immediately, except when no means of communication exists or when 
it is a case of insult tosuperiors or of military sedition, in which case sentcice 
will be carried out and the information furnished to me afterwards. 

“ART. 11. All previous proclamations or orders conflicting with this on the 
question of the delegation of jurisdiction in this island are hereby rendered 


null and void. 
“VALERIANO WEYLER. 
“ HABANA, February 16, 1396." 


The third proclamation is as follows: 
** PROCLAMATION. 


“Don Valeriano Weyler y Nicolau, marquis of Teneriffe, governor and ca 
tain-general of the Island of Cuba, general-in-chief of fie army, et: > 


“IT make known thai, taking advantage of the Somnpeneay insecurity o 
communication between the district capitals and the rest of the provinces, 
notices which convey un ess and are invented and propagated, 
and some persons, more daring still, have taken advantage of this to draw 
the deluded and the ignorant to the rebel ranks. I am determined to have 
the laws obeyed and to make known by special means the dispositions ruling 
and frequently applied during such times as the present, through which the 
island is now peas. and to make clear how far certain points goin adapt- 
ing them to the exigencies of war and in use of the faculties conceded t me 
by No. 12, article 7, of the code of military justice, and by the law of public 
order of April 23, 1870. I make known; order, and command that the 
—s cases are subject to military law among others specified by the 


Ww: 

* Clause 1. Those who invent or propagate by any means notices or «sser- 
tions favorable to the rebellion shall be considered as being guilty of off: 
against the integrity of the nation and comprised in article 223, class ), of the 
military code, whenever such notices facilitate the enemy's operations. 

“Clause 2. Those who destroy or damage railroad lines, telegraph or tvle- 
phone wires, or apparatus connected therewith, or those whointerrupt cor: 
munications by opening bridges or destroying highways. 

* Clause 3. Incendiaries in town or country, or those who cause damage as 
shown in caption 8, article 13, volume 2, of the penal code ruling in Cubs. 


ses 


“AID AND COMFORT OF THE ENEMY. 


“Clause 4. Those who sell, facilitate, convey, or deliver arms or ammuui- 
tion to the enemy, or who supply such by any other means, or those who keep 
such in their power or tolerate or deal in such through the customs and em- 
peyeee, ot customs, who fail to confiscate such importations, will be held 


msible. 

* Clause 5. Telegraphists who divulge telegrams referring to the war, or 
who send them to persons who should not be izant of them. 

‘Clause 5. Those who through the press or otherwise revile the prestize of 
8 , herarmy, the volunteers or lemon. or any other force that cooper- 
ates with the army. 

“Clause 7. Those who by the rame means endeavor to extol the enemy. 

“Clause 8. Those who supply the enemy with horses, cattle, or any other 
war resources. ; 

“Clause 9. Those who act as spies; and to these the utmost rigor of the law 
will be applied. 

“Clause 10. Those who serve as guides, unless surrendering at once and 
ppt © proof of force majeure, and giving the troops evidence at once 


of loyal 
“Clause 11. Those who adulterate army food or conspire to alter the prices 


pro 

*Clause 12. Those who by means of explosives commit the offenses referred 
to in the law of June 10, made to extend to this island by the royal! orcct 
of October 17 seeing that these offenses affect the public peace, ani ‘he 
law of April grants me power to leave to the civil authorities th» a 
ceedings in such cases as are comprised chy oye 4and 5, and treatise ) © 
volume 2 of the common penal code, when culprits are not military oF 
when the importance of the offense renders such ion advisable. en 

“Clause 13. Those who by messenger pigeons, fireworks, or other sign 
communicate news to the enemy. ath 
mechs Mis rpcpemmeat eB Seana arcs. 

or m . . 

clase 15, All other proclamations and orders previously issued in 00% 
a = “VALERIANO WEYLE®. 


“ HABANA, February 16, 1896." 
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APPENDIX C. 
[Senate Executive Document No. 79, Forty-fifth Congress, second session. ] 
M from the President of the United States, communicating in answer 
to a Senate resolution of April 29, 1878, information respecting the terms 
and conditions under which the surrender of the Cuban insurgents has been 
made, and in relation to the future policy of Spain inthe government of | 
the Island of Cuba. 
May 14, 1878.—Read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate of the United States: 
In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 29th ultimo, I transmit 


i secrets Ss ’, with its scompanying | 
herewith a report from the Secretary of State h its accompany 


rer R. B. HAYES. 
WASHINGTON, May 14, 1878. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 14, 1878. 
The Secretary of State, to whom was referred the resolution of the Senate 
of the 29th ultimo, requesting the President ‘to communicate to the Senate, 
if not incompatible with the public interests, such information as the Gov 
ernment has received respecting the terms and conditions under which the 
surrender of the Cuban insurgents has been made, together with such other 


information in his possession respecting the future policy of Spain in the | 
overnment of the Island of Cuba,” has the honor to lay before the President | 
rs specified in the subjoined list, which contain the information 


| chief of the Cuban forces, some of th 





he 
call by the resolution. 
soar oy WM. M. EVARTS. 
To the PRESIDENT. 


LIST OF PAPERS. 
Correspondence with the Spanish legation. 
No. 1. General Jovellar to Mr. Mantilla. [Telegram.] Habana, February 


No. 2. Mr. Mantilla toMr. Evarts. Washington, March 23,1878. (Extracts. ) 

No. 3. The same tothe same. Washington, March 23, 1878. 

No. 4. Thesame tothe same. Washington, April 3, 1878. (Extracts.) 

No. 5. Mr. Seward to Mr. Mantilla. Washington, April 10, 1878. 
Correspondence with the consulate-general at Habana. 


.6. Mr. Hall to Mr. Seward. (No. 663.) Habana, February 16, 1878. 
No. 7. The same tothe same. (No. 664.) Habana, February 23, 1878. 
8. Mr. Seward to Mr. Hall. Washington, February 26, 1878. 
.9. Mr. Hallto Mr. Seward. (No. 666.) Habana, March 2, 1878. 
No. 10. The same to the same. (No. 667.) Habana, March 2, 1878. 
No. 1. The same tothe same. (No.668.) Habana, March 5, 1878. 
No. 12. Mr. Seward to Mr. Hall. Washington, March 12, 1878. 


No. 1. 
General Jovellar to Mr. Mantilla.—Handed to Mr. Evarts by Mr. Mantilla 
February 16, 1878. 
(Translation. ] 
HABANA, February 16. 
(SPanisH) MINIsTER, Washington: 

His gueiiones hes suspended the operations of the campaign in consequence 
of agreements between the general-in-chief and the central junta of the in- 
surgents, which, it is very probable, will give peace as the final result. 

JOVELLAR. 


No. 2. 
Mr. Mantilla to Mr. Evarts. 
WASHINGTON, March 23, 1878. (Received March 23.) 


The undersigned, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of His 
Catholic Majesty, has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the note of the 
honorable the Secretary of State of the United States, of the 21st instant, re- 
ferring to the pacification of the Island of Cuba. 

* ° e e - * ¥ 


The undersigned is collecting data and information necessary to answering 
the aforesaid note, which he will be able to do ina very few days. * * * 
Ina few days the undersigned will have the honor tosend a note to the Hon 

Mr. Evarts, uainting im more fully with the situation in Cuba, and 
answering his of March 2lst, and in the meanwhile he avails himself of this 
occasion to renew him the assurance of his very high consideration. 


ANTONIO MANTILLA. 


No. 3. 
Mr. Mantilla to Mr. Evarts. 
(Translation. ] 


LEGATION OF SPAIN AT WASHINGTON, 
Washington, March 23, 1878. (Received March 25, 1878.) 

The undersigned, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of His 
Catholic Majesty, in compliance witi: the desire to be accurately informed as 
to the present real condition of the Island of Cuba, which was expressed to 
him by the honorable Secretary of State of the United States, during their 
conference of Thursday, the 2ist instant. takes pleasure in communicating 
the official information which he has received in relation to the latest phase 
and freed termination of the civil contest in that island. 

Without investigating the origin of the unjustifiable and useless Cuban in- 
surrection, or enumerating the various causes, both internal and external, 
which haye occasioned its duration for a longer time than it could have 

under normal circumstances in Spain, or drawing a comparison be- 
tween the ever conciliatory policy of the Spanish Government and the until 
lately uncompromising one of the misguided sons of the mother country, 
which task he thinks he could easily and triumphantly perform to the satis- 
faction of his countrymen and the enlightenment of foreigners, but which 
would require more time than he now has at his disposal, the undersigned 
will confine himself t+. brief sketch of the most remarkable circumstances 
that gave rise to the !: test events. 

The insurrection having been broken by various causes, both internal and 
exte with its most active forces reduced by the action of time and the 
vicissitudes of the struggle to elements which were for the most part foreign, 
with noconnection with each other, and having no direct interest in the future 
of the island, and having been conquered by the policy of energy in the field 
ttle, of omne e f toward the misguided insurgents, and of clemency 

the vanquished, which was so happily inaugurated by Generals Jove 
and Martinez Saaapee. the present governor and captain-general of the 
island, and the eral in chief of its army; the insurrection, I say, was ina 
visible state of lence when, in October last, several of the most promi- 
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Fea 








nent Cuban leaders surrendered unconditionally to the S| 
and spontaneously undertook the task of bringing ! 
the few leaders of Cuban origin who still remained in tl 
gents. 

Having been taken and tried by court-martial, by 





forts at pacification with their lives; 
ows of a legislative chamber and of a gov 
of Cuba, which never had any form or r i 
Village, or hamlet, and which for some time had been w 
thickest forests of the most inaccessible portior t 
peal led region of Camaguey, were at last ov 

odies of Spanish troops, the chamber, in its mounta 
head of the government while leaving that encan 

The result was the dispersion of the so-called char 
sentatives, the death of its presiding I 
and some of its members; that 
Rua, and the capture of the 
Estrada, who was not tried by any cour 
ment. The treatment received by Mr 














| at the Spanish headquarters, the consideration show? 


stay in the Morro Castle at Habana by the captain-general 
complaints made by him against his political friends and 
on account of their abandonment of him, but also tl 


loyalty which had been made by them against him, form tl! 


last part of a letter written by him to of re 
which was published on the 15th of December in the (¢ 
that city. hat portion which is the most interestir 
be found in Appendix A. 

Speaking of the aspect then presented by th 
its organs in New York, La Independencia, in it 
after referring to the latest news received 
important, sought to make it appear | si un 

“The news to which we refer is by no means improba 
has happened in Cuba during the past year, and this new 
us, it being in our opinion the finale of : 
on in the insurgent camp since the Cit Tor I 
President of our Republic, who, according to the Spar 
publish elsewhere, has been taken prisoner by a 
troops near Holguin, together with the secretary and 
legislative hamber. 

** Suffice it tosay that according 
received during the past tw« 
Estrada and the chamber 
they had consequently ceas 1 
The vitality of the Cuban insurrection does 1 
pended upon the Government or the chamber; i 
the liberating army. * * * The organization of t 
such that a brigade, a regiment, a battalion, a « 




















men can operate independently against the enemy in any dk 


out requiring any instructions save those of their immed 
cers, because their purpose is but one and that is known by 
the general as the soldier, by the yas well as the wl 

nese, viz, to make war on the en 





iy “ ‘ ai 
means; with the gun, the machete,* and the firebrand. Ir 


which is the duty of every Cuban soldier, the direction 
legislative chamber is not needed; the order of a subalt 
under the general in chief, is sufficient. Thus it is that 
chamber have in reality been a superfluous luxury f 


Whatan admirable organization was this of the Cuban arn 


into parties of 25, the majority of them being negroes an 
ing to the organ of the insurgents. What wretched milit 


ur 


y 


ta 


ing to which the use of the machete and the firebrand wa 
What consideration and respect appear to have been shown t 






















and legislative branches of the Republic of Cuba by the general in 
is represented as having deposed those branches and havi 
self dictator. The article in which a full statement of this is mad 
entire in Appendix B, that it may be placed on file in the Dep 
State, since it is too late to submit it to the consideration and exar 
those who favor the recognition of the belligerency or ind nden 

This article is full of the passion and exaggeration of t flat 
of the Cuban emigrants who, in the secure asylum of th ! 
ing the generous hospitality of the United States, hav« m 
lending aid and comfort to the Cuban insurrection, ad ating t 
nation of the Spaniards, and upholding the use of the murderous! 
of the torch of the incendiary as the principal means of securi 
pendence of the island, to which task they are still ardently de 
efforts, although the contest has been abandoned by those whom 
grants, without incurring any risk themselves, would have w 
convert the splendid and rich soil of Cuba into a vast pil ruins 
but there is a great. deal of truth in the description of the cl 
presented by the insurrection, and in the description of th surg 
which could no longer be called Cuban, and in the asserti tha 
bands and such purposes the chamber and the government were a 
luxury. 

This being the view taken by the few but still influent 
mained in Camaguey, the center of the insurrectionary 
were fighting for independence, not for the ruin of th ha 
confidence in the well-tried generosity of Spain than 
the emigrants in this country, in January last they ma 
to the general in chief, seeking to obtain a suspen 
territorial zone in which the Cuban chamber and gov: 
former being composed of only six me latte ‘ 
by the capture of President Est: nera 
and of the armed force being expres wr of 
struggle, only very few dissenting, the CO 
peace, and all intrusting the powers of the Ri l 
mittee, which was instructed to make propos f 
chief. By the middle of February a capitulation + rea 
ries of which are not yet known to the under ed ‘ 
published in an extra issued by the Habana Gazette riginal 


transmitted in Appendix C. 

The arrangement nade with the central « I 
plicable to all the departments of the island, some of tl 
the insurrection, among them the most 
put themselves in communication with 
view of persuading them to put an end tot i 
the revolutionary committee, which had assumed all the 
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surrection, commissioned Brig. Gen. Gabriel Gonzales to infor 





representatives in New York of the dissolved government 


that had just taken place in the territory of the Republic 


*For a good definition of this word, see late editions o 


tionary. 
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Meanwhile the scattered bands of insurgents in Camaguey having been 
collected, on the 28th of February, which was the day appointed for the sur- 






































Forgetfulness of the past, pardon of petitions crimes, release of propert 4 
bar for the same cause, mitigation pe 


rua ) of the effects of these embargoes as 
Bt render, defiled in Puerto Principe before the general in chief of the Spanish | regards the innocent members of the families of those whose property has 
Es army, amid the most enthusiastic acclamations, and on the day following, | been embargoed, and even the furnishing of means of subsistence to repent- 

ie: March 1, the undersigned received at New York the following telegram from 


ant rebels—all this has been frequently offered or eens by the Govern. 
ment and authorities of Spain from the time of the decree of amnesty, issu:-{ 
on the 12th of January, 1869, by the governor, captain-general of tho island, 
Don Domingo Dulce, who was sent by the revolutionary government of 1:5 
to establish in Cuba the same liberties and franchises that were enjoyed |y 
the peninsula, until the royal decree of October 27, 1877, by which the unim 
proved public lands, certain forests belonging to the State, and town lands 
not used are ordered to be divided among various classes, viz: 

First. Licentiates and volunteers,who have been mobilized or who have 
taken part in a battle. 

Second. Inhabitants of the towns of the island who have remained loyal to 
the Government and who have suffered considerable losses of property in 
consequence of the war. 

Third. Persons who have voluntarily surrendered to the authorities and 
forces of the Government. 

The reproduction and analysis of all these general acts, and many other 

rivate ones of on, clemency, and generosity, would render this not« in 

rminable, which had no other ob ect, as remarked at the beginning, than 
to satisfy the desire of the honorable Secretary of State to become accurat:!y 

uainted with the present situation of Cuba, but which the undersign.| 

in his wish to correct false impressions which have been circulated by tho 
em inst Spain in this country, has thought proper to exten: 
sufficiently to indicate succinctly the policy of Spain in Cuba and the causes 
that have given rise to the recent events. Although the Government » 
Spain does not recognize the right of any foreign power to interfere in tho 
internal affairs of that country, it values too highly the opinion of the sen.i- 
ble people of the United States and the friendship of its Government for i: 
representative at Washington to neglect an opportunity like the one now 
offered to present in their true aspect the acts, intentions, and constant 
policy of Spain in her relations with the Island of Cuba. 

If it were necessary, or the Honorable Secretary of State should desire it, 
the undersigned would amplify and prove by means of trustworthy docu- 
ments the assertions which he has just e,and he proposes shortly to 
show that the only obstacle that can now retard, not absolutely prevent, t}o 
complete pacification of Cuba is the war and the false promises of immv- 
diate aid which are once more sent from New York by the Cuban conspira- 
tors, who u in yy meetings the continuation of the struggle whic: is 
now so nearitsend. And it is a remarkable fact that in this struggle, bya 
sad fatality for the liberators of Cuba, a fatality which would not aerape. and 
which has not escaped, the observation of the erican people and the per- 

icacity of its enlightened press, foreigners have been its principal leade:s— 
those who have most zealously main ed it,and who have most distin- 
guished themselves in it. Jo and Reeve, Americans; Maximo Gow:z 
and Modesto Diaz, Dominicans; Roloff, a Pole; Caoba and Maceo, the one an 


i the captain-general of Cuba: 
ai “HABANA, March 1, 1878. 
ah “70 the Minister of Spain: 

“Yesterday all the bandsin the department of Principe, to the number of 
about 1,000 men, with an equal number of women and children, surrendered, 
together with the central committee; also those of Sancti Spiritus and La 
‘Trocha, estimated at 800. Other surrenders are expected inafewdays. The 
general in chief leaves Principe for the Oriental department, in order to ac- 


celerate matters. 
“JOVELLAR.” 


On the same oe that the formerly rebel forces of Camaguey surrendered 
Brigadier-General Gonzales arrived in New York, having been deputed by the 
revolutionary committee of that territory (at the head of whom was the ex- 
proneent of the legislative chamber, formerly provisional president of the 
public and the author of some of its most severe decrees, especially of the 
one against Cubans who should listen to proposals of peace not based upon 
the recognition of the independence of Cuba) to notify the representatives 
of the dissolved government of the events that had en place in the terri- 
tory of the ex-republic, which pes, notwithstanding the recent 
public manifestations of some of them against the probability of the reported 
surrender of the insurgents without a recognition of Cv ban independence 
ielding to the irresistible force of facts, recognized as no longer doubtful 
he dissolution of the Cuban chamber and government, and hastened to de- 
clare that “ they no longer exercised the functions confided to them by said 
Government.” 

The document in which this declaration was contained was sent on the 
evening of the Ist to the cowenepers of New York, and was printed in fullin 
the New York Herald of the 2d, and published on the 9th in the Cuban revo- 
lutionary organ called La Independencia, in the form shown by the printed 
atip in Appendix D. 

ince that time all the newspapers in the United States have been full of 
telegraphic news concerning surrenders in Cuba of more or less numerous 
parties under more or less prominent leaders, concerning ho of speedy 
and absolute peace, concerning the f of fraternity and forgetfulness 
of the past now prevailing among those who were png ey ie wy on hos- 
tile fields, of which hopes and feelings the consul of the United States at 
Habana became the organ in a communication of the 5th to the Department 
of State, an extract from which was published in the Washington papers, 
and concerning the indignation with which the capitulating Cuban leaders 
} and the sympathizers in Cuba with the cause defended by them regarded the 

; — a of me snoomprenaas as = N ok anna 

® purpose W was publicly expressed by them to organize fresh ex - 
. tions to prevent the complete Cecthention of the island; but the governor, 





, \ African and the other a semi-African; Prado, the captor of the Moctezu.., 

14 captain-general of Cuba, who acts in eve ing, especially in matters of so | Peruvian; and finally, not to mention omy % more nanan, Gonzales, a Mexi- 

- 4 nature as the one in question, with as much sincerity as circumspec- | can, who was deputed by the revolutionary committee of Camaguey to :.- 

E on, addressed to the undersigned, in that relatively long space of time, the | pounce the dissolation of the legislative chamber and of the Governinent of 

; following telegram only: “Ha: the Republic to its representatives in the United States. Even the diplom: ic 

: Be so ‘ BANA, March 19, 1878. | commissioner of Cuba abroad, Echerarria, who less than a month ago pro- 

ata To the Minister of Spain at Washington: claimed throughout the length and breadth of this great country, by a circu- 

be ee ‘Yesterday ended the surrender of the insurgent forces of the Villas, whose | lar telegram from the Washington agency of the j arewhiree Press, that the 

Been territory is now entirely free. Those who surrendered were Major-General | news of the submission of the a of the insurgent leaders was false, 

5 Roloff, ier-General Maestre, 3 colonels, 55 officers, 404 private soldiers, | and that they would accept no snot based upon the recognition of Cuan 
and about 100 women and children. 


independence—even that diplomatic t, whom the honorable Committee 
on Foreign Relations of the House of resentatives of the United States, 
ha charge of Cuban affairs, received and listened to with interest in the 


“The bands in Bayamo, Manzanillo, and Tiguani had already surrendered 
on the 8th, with Modesto Diaz, so that the country is completely pacified as 


far as Holguin. belief t he was a son of Cuba, is no Cuban at all, but a Venezuelan. 
“JOVELLAR.” ai an agersoeeos - ss such an ease soeanente * She Lat n, 
. ed nsulting ican, Mongolian, an o-Saxon on. by officers of all known 
is map of Cubs Ge —- going te - the Lookes eee ye verte ay om not yet | BAationalities, could have triumphed, the n of tongues at the Tower of 
comp 


te and definite. Nevertheless, the civil and military authorities of 

Spain, reciprocating the faith with which the a of Camaguey 

P fulfilled the terms of their capitulation on the day after they had defiled in 
7 Puerto Principe before the general in chief of the army, that is to say, the 
5 ist day of March, in strict fulfillment of article 1 of said capitulation, issued 
3 


Babel, and the memorable catastrophe which took place in the fermer!y 
French portion of the island of Santo Dominge would have been cast into (!:o 
shade by the spectacle which victorious, fre, and Africanized Cuba would 
have presented to the civilized world. 

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to renew to the Honorable 
William M. Evarts the assurances of his most distinguished considerati« 


a decree of the same date, which was published in the Habana Gazette of the TONIO MANTILLA. 


8d, and which the honorable Secretary of State will find in Appendix E. By 
this decree it is provided that the Island of Cuba shall be represented in the 


eR eo Cortes of the Kingdom at their next session; that its government and local No. 4. 
if } administration shall be modeled to the municipal and Pe Mr. Mantilla to Mr. Evarts. 
4 i] laws of the peninsula as they are in force in Puerto Rico, and that the Gov- L EspaX w 
ot iat ernment of His Majesty enall Ge requested to introduce in the Island of Cuba, EGACION DE Winakr oo, ae ' 
Bee in the manner prescribed in article 89 of the constitution of the Monesehy, ington, April 3, 1573. 
| 4 ¥ ig spe other Sars Wiles Seve bate. oe Soe are er ee ulgated ° ° ® ® e ° . 
| Tee the peninsula. In virtue of article 1 of the aforesaid decree, the On the preceding day the unds received a telegram from the gov- 
re BE HeaS thinks that, according to the census See Cuba will be entitled | ernor-,eneral of Cuba to the effect that, after much hesitation, Vicente Garcia 
6 ae 5 to at least 20 deputies in the Cortes, in to the senators chosen by the | has refused to make a capitulation. Besides him, asthe governor-genera! !) 
4 ‘ people according to the electoral law, and to those whom it already has of its | serves. there are re in resistance to the Government in Cuba only 
eae own right or by weneae oe vere tment. Maceo, in the neighborh of Las Tunas, and Ma rT. In the department 
+4 In the decree in question phrase is to be noted with which its preamble | of Vi the central, and in part of the orien ere is the most com 
BB ig: beatae: “The war being now near its end” (not a regular war in the sensein | plete tranquility. mm 
Ni by w it is defined by international law, but an intestine struggle, civil con- [aga a SH the ees eee Habana, published 
test, or armed rebellion, which, in the military parlance of the lan- | inthe journals of New York on the 28th ultimo, is to confirm the news that tlie 
is commonly called war); which phrase shows that said tary au- | local ‘bances in the eastern and central = of the island, which 
fhonities do not consider the contest to be entirely at an end, although its | have so tly and un y afflicted Cuba d the past ten years, 
ae termination is very near. The first sentence in the second 


of the 
same ble is also noteworthy, in which it is declared that het it not 
been for this contest, “Cuba would long since have enjoyed, according tothe 
constitution of the State, the advantages which must necessarily accrue to 
her from et to the peninsula,” which shows that the 
vailing sen tin Spain is in favor of treating Cuba as Puerto Rico 
P been treated; that is to say, like a 8: wy ey she could not 
H grant to rebellious subjects what demand with arms in their hands, 
+ namely, absolute , during a time of trial for the mother coun- 
i try, nor even what was a re to grant them voluntarily, and 
cae whah ene bne ROW granted, at a of greater prosperity for herself, to 
4 thom, now thes (hay Daze sepented ape, saen Ser pence, which & an aes ef 
i. reconciliation 


have su — er is rally rea; ; 

This is substantially the same condition of affairs was exhibited by the 
undersigned in his note of March 23to the Department of State in complian:s 
_— invitation verbally expressed by the Honorable Mr. Evarts on 


The inconvenience and peril of this condition of internal admin- 
istration in the eastern portion of the of Cuba would be really unim- 
portant toS: or to the authorities of that island were it not for the relat 0" 
which such disorder bears toa nest of Cuban, Central America®, 
— American ——— aoe ae New York. 4 sewell knows 

distinguished Secretary tate, three prominen n of tn 
so-called Republic of Cuba in that city (MM. Apes, Seere a, and San- 
abandoned their illegal functions when the in Cuba of that 

” recent] threw aside their absurd pretensions to con- 
and that no such government existed. ‘110 
_ ——_ and aueenal of the 
insurrection in Cu newspapers werethere. Its leading erals were 
there, and are yet there. There was its financial and military of opera- 
tions. Resistance to the constituted of in Cuba was kept 
alive in the eastern part of that island from to chiefly by represen- 
tations that the powerful Governmentof the United States would in the on, 
it, as against By various 
of Cate. whenever that 
ini United States (in 


Pre ee en te 
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day of current month of March. 
anee 5.8, 5.2 oe ie oe. have been fulfilled already, or are 


i tt y now in course of t, toward all who are oe 
Sees) their benefits. Article 4 requires no immediate and article 2 has 
Leh: F always constituted the distinguishing trait of the policy in Cuba. 
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blic law, because not bought as a bona fide investment of 
e sums received therefor used in the city of New York to sup- 


violation of 
» an . 
wae revolt in that city, and also to fit out military enterprises from the 
shores of the United States against Cuba. The large Cuban immigration in 
Florida and in New York, chiefiy geoagind in the manufacture of leaf tobacco 
for var'~"s uses, was coerced or deluded for many years into contributing a 
tion ot itsslender earnings to keep alive the Cuban revolt until the United 
tates saw fit to come to its rescue, either by belligerent recognition or in 
some other way. The pressure of what is known as the “hard times” in the 
United States (and which has been so quemty felt all over Europe) has 
thrown a great many of these frightened or deluded Cubans out of employ- 
ment altogether, or has made it impossible for them to have any surplus 
earnings left after paying their necessary expenses. These and other causes 
left the co tors in New York without funds with which to manufacture 
what was called a “ public opinion” in the United States, or to send military 
enterprises toCuba; and therefore, of necessity, the revolt in the eastern and 
central Portions of the island straightway began to expire. 

There are in the United States, and particularly in New York, both Cubans 
and Americans who seek for their own selfish purposes to reconstitute the 
insurrection in New York and fill the places vacated by Aldama, Echeverria, 
and Sanguili. There are Cuban journals printed in New York in the Spanish 
language, which even now my in proclaiming the necessity of continual 
resistance in Cuba, of assailing the authority of Spain in that island,and in 
urging the importance of sending, as soon as possible, military succor to the 
roving bands of discontented negroes, Chinese, escaped Cuban criminals, and 
deserters from the army of Spain, who wander about, or in the mountains of 
the extreme criental part of the island. Public meetings are held in New 
York with the san:cobject. These Cuban newspapersand these public meet 
ings 01 committees to receive subscriptions of money. They ask the 
former agents in New York of the so-called epublic of Cuba to surrender 
to them the funds and other propeity * * of the so-called Republic 
which may be in their ion. aang ublicly solicit the assistance of cer- 
tain South American Governments. What very many, and indeed a great 

rt, of these conspirators are doing in New York is in palpable violation of 

The neutrality laws of the United States; but the undersigned has not thus 

far deemed it necessary to formally invite the attention of the President of 

the United States to these acts, because the undersigned has believed that 

these acts would be harmless in their character. | : P 
* 

The Department of State may be assured that the undersigned will cause 
to be transmitted, for the information of the President, the first official news 
which is received that the Cuban insurrection is at an end in tha eastern part 
of the Island of Cuba and the city of New York. 

The Secretary of State must have observed how promptly and liberally 
Spain offered on and immunity to her erring Cuban subjects on the first 
intimation of a desire or willingness on their part tothrow down their rude 
arms and submit to the authority of their legitimate and friendly King, like 
all other S subjects. During these many years oe has held the same 
attitude of pardon and forgiveness, if her misguided subjects in Cuba, under 
the control of wicked and selfish leaders in the United States, would cease 
resistance and obey the laws of Spain, as Puerto Rico obeys them, but their 
leaders in New York would not permit such surrender, and the unhappy re 
volt has therefore continued until very recently, with no benefit to anyone. 

The President of the United States may be assured that Spain stands ready 
to-day to promote the most liberal measures of amnesty to all those who in 

Yaith abandon armed resistance to her authority. Certainly the United 
tates almost as much-as Spain herself must desire to see the island again 


rsuing the paths of order, contentment, prosperity, and happiness. 
Baba is an mien possession of Spain, and Spain will vindicate the rightful. 


ness and beneficence of that ion. Cuba lies at the doors of the United 
States. Her products im into the United States pay a proportion of 
the customs revenue of this powerful Republic of the West, which too few 
people understand or appreciate. Itis to be hoped that, with a revival of 
a order industry in that prolific and beautiful island, the commercial 
relations between her, as a province of Spain represented in the Spanish 
cortes at Madrid, and the United States may be drawn closer and closer, to 
the mutual and abiding interest of Americans and Cubans. To promote this 
ful object is a work to which the undersigned is constantly reminded by 
is sovereign that he must dedicate his best efforts. 
The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to renew to the Hon. Wil- 
liam M. Evarts the assurances of his most distinguished consideration. 


ANTONIO MANTILLA. 
No. 5. 
Mr. Seward to Mr. Mantilla. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 10, 1878. 
Str: Ihave the honor to acknewiodge the receipt of your note of the 23d 
ultimo, regarding the present political condition of the Island of Cuba, and 
to observe, at the same time, that the statements made by you will be atten- 
tively read and carefully considered. 
Accept, sir, a renewed assurance of my distinguished consideration. 
. W. SEWARD, Acting Secretary. 
Sefior Don ANTONIO MANTILLA, etc., etc., etc. 
No. 6. 
Mr. Hall to Mr. Seward. 
No. 663.] UniTep STATES CONSULATE-GENERAL, 
Habana, February 16, 1378. 
Sir: For a month, at least, previous to the recent festivities which were 
ordered to take place in the island in honor of the marriage of the King of 
oa, it was currently reported that during the festivities peace with the 
ban insurgents would beannounced. These reports were not of an official 
character, and were not od credited, although it is well known that 
abou pao in by the ; oe a ee 
mts where y mig! indu 
to lay down their - 


ah Saecaeeabemeean ene a hat = eon me = oa 
con Ww. and are beyon 

bases upon between Gen. Mantines Campos and the so- 

of Cam: ” fora treaty of the same having 

Commanding the Villes Generis rine tert ho General Fi be nov. 

ent, an e r transmi e sev- 

eral commanders of Trinkind, Cienfuegos, Remedios, Sagua, and 

in of which places the terms were lished and circulated. It 

some surprise that they were not, as is communicated to Ha- 

‘bana, and here published in the usual official form \ the Gaceta, the versions 

th n rom 
doe] since , Habana papers Z en fro 


cron, lith instant, however, the Diario published » telegram from its cor- 


at headquarters, as 8 
a pengs in he end ee nce a: be realized. Maximo Gomez, presi- 


chamber, and government, in accord with the 
to establish peace,” etc. 


it 





| 





This telegram, confirming toa certain extent the news of the previ 
set at rest many doubts which had existed as to the authenticity of t! tate- 
ments from the interior. It caused some surprise and many comments that 
it should contain a recognition of the * Cuban Republic, chambers, and gov- 
ernment,” hitherto styled bandits, incendiaries, etc 

The terms of the proposed peace are worthy of note 


us day, 


Article 1 provides 





that the Island of Cuba shall have the same concessions enjoyed by the 
Island of Puerto Rico. With the exception that the latter sends representa- 
tives to the Spanish Cortes, it is generally unders i that the two islands 
have the same form of government and administrat 

Article 2 is considered ambiguous, and doubts are expressed in reference 
to it, whether it might not be construed to prevent the return those who 
are absent from the island. but who are not ’ ultic as also 


whether it will embrace the unconditional restoration of embargoed and 
confiscated Pi hen 
Article 3 will beyond doubt prove very unsatisfactory t 





ry to pla rs and 
slave owners. 

On the evening of the I4th General Jovellar, accompanied by General 
Figueroa and other officials, left for Puerto Principe. It is well ut rstood 
that his departure has reference to pending negotiations with the insurgents 

I further transmit anarticle from the Diario, of the Mth, which I doubt 


not will be found of interest 
1 have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HENRY ©. HALL 
Hon. F. W. SEwArp, 
Assistant Secretary of State, 


Washington. 


Inclosures 
1. Proposed bases of peace negotiations with the Cuban insu 
2. Translation of above 
3. Copy of telegram published in the Diario of February 1! 
45 


rgents. 


4, 1878, 
Article and transiation from the Diario of the above date 


{Inclosure No. 2 with dispatch No. 663 
HABANA, February 16, 1878. 
(Translation. ] 
MILITARY COMMANDANCY OF COLON 

His excellency the commandant-general of the Villas, by telegram of this 
date from Trinidad, states the following: 

I have this moment received from his excellency the general-in-chief the 
following telegram 

*“ ZANJON, February 10, 1878 

“T have accorded with the central junta of the Camacuey,. which has sub 
stituted government and chambers for making peace, the following | 

“ARTICLE 1. Concession to the Island of Cuba the same political privileges, 
organic and administrative, enjoyed by the Island of Puerto Rico 
“ArT. 2. Oblivion of the past. as regards political offense mmitted since 
the year 1868 up to the present, and the liberty of those under al or who 
are fulfilling sentences within or outside of the island A general pardon to 
the deserters from the Spanish army, without distinction of nativity: this 
clause to be extended toall those who have taken any part, directly or indi 
rectly, in the revolutionary movement 

“ART. 3. Freedom tothe slaves and Asiatic colonists now in the insurree- 
tionary ranks. 

“ArT. 4. No 


wisi 


erson who, in virtue of this capitulation. recognizes and re 
mains within the authority of the Spanish Government sha!! b mpelled to 
render any service of war, so long as peace is not established in all the terri 
tory. 

Art. 5. Every person who desires to leave the island shall be at liberty to 
do so, and he shall be furnished by the Spanish Government with the means 
therefor, without entering a town, if he should so desire it 

Arr. 6. The capitulation of each force sha!l take place outside the towns, 
where the arms, implements of war, shall be laid down 

Art. 7. The general-in-chief of the Spanish army, in order to facilitate the 
means for uniting the other departments (in this conventio ill make free 
all the means of communication, by sea and land, that he can dispose of 

ArT. 8. The agreement made with the central junta shall lx nsidered as 
general, and without special restrictions, for all the departments of the island 


which accept these propositions 

I make it known to your excelliency, for the information of yourself and of 
the troops under your command, with the understanding that operations 
shall be suspended, the troops being restricted to acting upon the defensive 
and to escorting convoys. 

In the avent of any of our forces falling in with the enemy they will make 
known to him these bases without firing upon hirm 

Your excellency will also order that experienced guides shall go ont imme 
diately with these instructions and make them known tothe ch of the op 
posing forces, until the commissioners of the central junta for that purpose, 
who have this jurisdiction, shall arrive 

By order of his excellency the general-in-chief. 

The chief of staff. 

PRENDERGAST 
Which I have the satisfaction of communicating to your |} 


r infor 
mation and order that it may be published by the newspapers of that local 
ity by means of extras or other means which the zeal of your highn: may 
suggest, in order that such an important event may become } vn to the 
inhabitants of that jurisdiction, and remitting printed cop to the 


chiefs of columns in operations for its greater publicity. 
FIGUEROA 
All of which I have the satisfaction to make public for the general infor 
mation of the loyal inhabitants of this jurisdiction 
COLON, lith February, 1378. 
JUAN DOMINGO, 


Colonel, Military ¢ iandant. 


{Inclosure No. 3 with dispatch No. 663.) 
HABANA, February 16, 1878. 
(Translation. } 
[From the Diario de la Marina of lith February, 1877.) 

We have just received the following telegram from the correspondent of 
the press, at headquarters, which says more than we could say in comment- 
ing upon it: 

“SANTA Cruz, February 12 
“Director dei Diario, de la Marina, Habana: 

“The peace of the island is now a fact about to be realized. The president 
of the Cuban Republic, Maximo Gomez, chamber and government in accord 
with the force of the Camaguey, are at work to realize peace. Also, in the 
Villas and Oriental departments. For those two departments commissions 
of important chiefs have left with that object. Hostilities suspended in all 
the island. 


“FLORES.” 





pe ai NE am 
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[Inclosure No. 5 with dispatch No. 663.] 


HABANA, February 16, 1878. 
{Translation. ] 


{From the Diario de la Marina of I4th February, 1878.] 
WAR AND PEACE. 


The present situation of the island is about to undergoachange. Generals 
Martinez Campos and Jovellar, who contributed so efficiently to the pacifica- 
tion of the peninsula, in all probability (and which we hope may soon become 
a palpable reality) will have at last been able to break the hundred heads of 
the hydra of the war which has caused so much desolation; the one with his 
indefatigable activity, with his conciliatory character, patience, and con- 
stancy, the other with his tact for command, with his determination to re- 
enforce the action of the former in providing him,as far as was humanly 
possible, with all the resources he needed; with his well-known tolerance, his 
affability, his sound judgment, he having, by mere force of his skill, heen able 
to quiet excited spirits (for there are wars no less prejudicial than those of 
battlefields), and in maintaining complete tranquillity among the popula- 
tions of all the cities. 

Tothe Government of His Majesty, which. having reposed its confidence in 
these illustrious men, and having permitted them to act without placing any 
obstacle in their progress, as it would haye done if it had pretended, in the 
great crisis through which they have passed, to direct absolutely the issues, 
will bave had no insignificant part in the great result which we trust before 
long to see announced officially. At times, in governing but little, more gov- 
erning is accomplished, for the reason that all the details can not be appre- 
ciated from a great distance. 

The two purposes which both generals undertook to carry out were to 
quiet excitement, time having demonstrated that it creates rather than 
removes (<ifficulties,and in vain can it be expected that the passions can 
accomplish what ee pertains to reason and judgment: the other to 
subjugate the enemy, not altogether by violence and the shedding of blood, 
but with bentaney combined with energy, with the proper distribution of 
troops, reestablishing discipline in all its rigor wherein it might be suspected 
of having relaxed, were difficult, very difficult undertakings, although there 
are some views which do not cause the same effect when near as when seen 
at a distance, while the most admirable works of art are not appreciated so 
much when just created as after a lapse of time and the mind can judge of 
them dispassionately without the preventions of sympathy or antipathy 
caused by the envy or emulation of contemporary artists. 

This is what our judgment, the result of a long series of observation, tells 
=. meee we have always preferred above all things to be eminently prac- 
tical, 

The glory from these happy results which we definitely look for, as our es- 
timable colleague, the Vos de Cuba, in its well-reasoned article, says, pertains 
in a great measure to Generals Jovellar and Martinez Campos, for among all 
the services that can be rendered toa country the greatest of all is that of 
restoring it to penne because war is the cause of every calamity which can 
suiden and afflict a people. 

The poet Aristophanes has represented war under the figure of a gigantic 
monster, armed with a pestle and mortar in which he pulverizes not onl 
cities but their inhabitants. A French author calls war “ the sister of death 
and the law of the robbers,” and in all centuries it has been the horror of 
nations. Nations need peace, because they can live only by labor and in- 
dustry, and there is no heart soinsensible as not to be horrified by its desola- 
tions, by the sinister lights of its conflagrations, and_ its blood and carnage. 

Peace is the symbol of order, and without order all is confusion; without 

ce it is impossible that public interests be developed, nor can any measure 
‘or increasing the public wealth be carried out. Warabsorbs everything; it 
consumes the very elements that nurture it. 

What would be the flourishing condition of Cuba if the immense sums 
that have been spent in sustaining the strife which for more than nine years 
has disturbed us, without excluding what it has cost the enemy, however 
limited his resources, if those sums had been invested in works of public 
utility and in the Severepensas of ourindustries? What would be the aspect 
of Habana and of the principal cities of the island? 

When wars have for their object the removal of obstacles to the prosperity 
of a decaying country, or-for bettering the condition of the needy classes, if 
over them weighs the iron arm of indigence, they have an honest pretext; 
but when that — controls, the works which represent the labor of cen- 
turies are not destroyed. 

Only ambition, the negation of every queerons impulse, and the most abom- 
inable cruelty would influence the minds of those who would not rejoice be- 
fore the proximity of peace. 

And it is a proof of what we say that et. which has given ostensible 
proofs of heroism in the war of the Titans she has sustained, prefers the hu- 
miliation of defeat to the continuation of a series of disasters which in the 
end could be no other than the complete destruction of all her territory and 
the loss of life and of her political existence in the concert of nations. 

Welcome, then, peace above all, and with peace the greatest difficulties can 
be overcome tranquilly. 

Those whom Divine Providence has selected as the instruments of His om- 
nipotent will to restore to us that great blessing merit well of the country 
and the pure and disinterested love of all the good. 


No. 7. 
Mr. Hall to Mr. Seward. 


No. 664.] UNITED STATES CONSULATE-GENERAL, 
Habana, February 23, 1878. 
Hon. F. W. SEWARD, 


Assisiant Secretary of State, Washington. 


Srr: With my dispatch No. 663, of the 16th instant, I transmitted a copy and 
translation of the proposed basis of negotiations for peace between Spain and 
the Cuban insurgents. I stated therein that these terms had not then been 
published official ‘ in the Habana papers. On the 19th instant, however, the 
same were published in a supplement of the Gaceta, and — on the 20th 
in the — itself, as per copy and translation herewith. e authenticity 
of the document being fully established, I thought proper to advise the De- 
partment by the cable, as follows: 


“ HABANA, February 19, 1878. 
“Secretary of State, Washington: 
“The bases of pegetietien for peace and surrender of insurgent forces are 
published here to-day officially. There appears no doubt whatever that 
peace will be realized. s io 


I am further informed by the consul at Suptiege de Cuba that Maximo 
Gomez and the two other insurgent chiefs had ved at that place on the 
16th instant en route for the insurgent camps in that an with the 

urpose of sndecing the forces in arms to accept the proposed bases. 
Mere is ut little — that they will be successful and that ere long peace 
will y established. 

In my —— No. 663 I had occasion to refer to the dissatisfaction created 
among plan and slave owners by the third article of the proposed bases; 


FEBRUARY 25, 


it was asserted that General Jovellar’s departure for Puerto Princine was 
with special reference to that article; the members of the casino, it was sa);j 
also, were to have an extraordinary meeting with the view of expressin 
their opinions, which were understood to be in opposition to tho propos) 
terms, and especially to the third article of the bases. But whatever ma, 
have been their original intention, the result of the meeting was the tra; 
mission of congratulatory telegrams to Spain and to Gen. Martinez Camps, 
and a general manifestation of hearty approval of all his efforts in obtainin + 
a termination so satisfactory of existing difficulties. 

In connection with the foregoing, I beg to invite your attention to an art} 
cle under the head of ** La Paz,” published in the Voz de Cuba of the Ith in- 
stant, in which it is claimed-that the surrender of the insurgentsis the resy}+ 
of their own motion, and not of any proposal emanated from Gen. Martin... 
Campos. The article referred to makes some comparisons which are als, 
worthy of attention, mene quite out of place. I regret that lam notable 
to furnish a full translation by this mail. 

It is also known that, by the steamer leaving to-day for New York, an ay 
thorized agent of the central committee of the Cuban Government has tak.» 
poser for the purpose of conferring with the Cuban junta in the United 
States. 

I have the bonor to be, sir, very respectfully, wt obedient servant, 
ENRY C. HALL, Consul-General. 


[Inclosure No.1 with dispatch No. 664.] 
HABANA, February 23, 1878. 
GACETA EXTRAORDINARIA. 


TUESDAY, February 19, 1573. 
General Government of the Island of Cuba; 


For the information and satisfaction of the public there are published tha 
following bases conceded by his excellency the general-in-chief in accord wit}; 
this Government for the capitulation of the forces of the insurrection sti!! in 
arms. These bases are a sure guaranty of an immediate peace, as glovious 
for the illustrious general who has had the direction of the war, for the army, 
as honorable and generous for the capitulating forces, and necessary, above 
all, for the country, which by favor of these terms will be able after long 
years of perturbation to reach the termination of its extraordinary sacrifices 
and to dedicate anew the whole of its productive forces to the development 
of its paralyzed prosperity. 

BASES. 


ARTICLE 1. Concession to the Island of Cuba the same political privileges 
organic and administrative, enjoyed by the Island of Puerto Rico. 

Art. 2. Oblivion of the past as regards political offenses committed since 
the year 1868 up to the present, and the liberty of those under trial or who 
are fulfilling sentences within or outside the island. A general pardon to tlic 
deserters from the oe army, without distinction of nativity. This cliuse 
to be extended to all those who have taken any part, directly or indirectly, 
in the revolutionary movement. 

Art. 3. Freedom to the slaves and Asiatic colonists now in the insurrec- 
tionary ranks. 

Art. 4. No person who in virtue of this capitulation recognizes and remai 
within the authority of the Spanish Government shall be compelled to 
der any service of war, so long as peace is not established in all the territory. 

ArT. 5. Every person who desires to leave the island shall be at liberty to 
do so, and he shall be furnished by the Spanish Government with the means 
therefor, without entering a town, if he should so desire it. 

ArT. 6. The capitulation of each force shall take place outside the towns, 
where the arms, implements of war, shall be laid down. 

Art. 7. The general-in-chief of the Spanish army, in order to facilitate the 
means for uniting the other departments (in this convention), shall make 
free all the means of communication by sea and land that he can dispose vo. 

Art. 8. The agreement made with the central! junta shall be considered as 
general and without special restrictions for all the departments of the is!and 
which accept these propositions. 

JOVELLAR. 


’ 


HABANA, 19th February, 1878. 


No. 8. 
Mr. Seward to Mr. Hall. 
No. 440.] DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 26, 197°. 


Srr: [have toinform you of the soe your telegram of the 19th instant, 
of which the following is a copy: ‘Secretary of State, Washington: The 
bases of negotiations for — and surrender of insurgent forces are pub- 
lished to-day officially. ere appears no doubt whatever that peace will 
be realized. Hall.” 

Iam, sir, your obedient servant. 


F. W. SEWARD, Assistant Secretary. 
To Henry C. HALL, Esq., 
Consul-General of the United States, Habana, Cuba, 


No. 9. 
Mr. Hall to Mr. Seward. 
No. 666.] UNITED STATES CONSULATE-GENERAL, 
Habana, March 2, 1878. 

Sir: With reference to my tches Nos. 663 and 64, of the 16th and 25d 
ultimo, I now transmit copies and translations of several official reports of 
the surrender of portions of the Cuban insurgent forces at Puerto Principe, 
Sancti Spiritus, La Trocha, and other places in the central department ©! 
the island. From these statements it appears that on the 28th ultimo the 
Cuban insurgent forces of the Camaguey district, or a part of them, sur 
rendered at Puerto ae to Gen. Martinez Campos; their number is 
not given in the tel ut I have been taformed br General Jovellar 
that about 1,000 men, with the central committee or junta (comprising 
about all that remains to represent the late Cuban Government), ~~ 
in review and were dis . On the Ist ee yereriay. other bodies 
of the areas to the number of 800 men surrendered at the Trocha and 
in Sancti Spiritus. Some of the forces scattered through the Villas depar'- 
ment, it is said, are being collected or to a final surrender and dis)and- 
ment. It would seem, therefore, that the forces of the Villas and central 
freee, comprising the half or more of the late insurrectionary ‘is- 
trict, have accepted the terms of reconciliation, and that_in those depart- 
ments, at least, the insurrection has virtually terminated. There still re- 
main the forces of the oriental department, which have not yet been heard 
from, but it is not probable that these forces will hold out after the sur 
render of the main y, and in fact of the very nucleus of the insurre:- 
y call your attention to the important decrees publish!" 
of I will forward translations i” 
my next. The first of these decrees declares that the Island of Cuba shall 
have representation in the Spanish Cortes on the same conditions as those 
in Puerto Rico. It provides also for the establishment of the same 
provinaial and manip, laws now roma Som and in Puerto Rico. The 
second decree, which is in ity wi third of the bases of capit- 
insurgent forces, for the freedom of the slaves who 





1896. 





were aad 
lves in any form to the authorities or to the troops of the 
pam ore the ist instant. 


ment HENRY C. HALL, Consul-General. 


I here, etc., 
{Inclosure.—Translation. } 
[From the Voz de Cuba of 24 March, 1878.] 
INTERESTING NEWS. 


Our readers will have seen in the morning edition the telegram dated 28th 
February, sent us by the correspondent of the oress in campaign from Puerto 
Principe. The late hour in which we received it gave us time only to insert 
it, and we omitted our comments in order that our subscribers might receive 
in time the grateful news it contained. When our number was already in 

ress we received from the general Government, for publication, the follow- 

ng telegram, confirming officially all that an active correspondent had sent 
u 


in the insurrection on the 10th February ultimo and who Gee present 


overn- 


8: 
CAPTAINCY-GENERAL OF THE EVER-FAITHFUL ISLE OF CUBA STAFF. 


His exosliency the general-in-chief of the army in operations, in a telegram 
dated Puerto 
general the anew ag: 

“At2 p.m. of to-day the surrender of the Cuban forces and arms at this 
jurisdiction has commenced. Published by order of H. E. for general infor- 
mation. Habana, 28th February, 1878. 

“The brigadier chief of staff: PEDRO DE CUENCA.” 

The capitulation has been carried out on the day announced in the Cama- 
guey andin the Trocha; and peace, in those two vast departments, isa reality. 
‘As can be inferred from the telegraphic dispatch of our correspondent, more 
thana thousand persons, 400 of them armed, have presented themselves in the 
Camaguey, and in the official dispatch it is said that at their head were the 
chiefs and deputies. We do not know the number of the forces which haye 
laid down their arms in the camp “Ojo de Agua,” but it is to be presumed 
that the number is, in all, about the same as that of the forces of the Camaguey 
The following from the dispatch of our correspondent, ** The chiefs who have 
not surrendered embark for foreign ports to-day,” indicate, in our judgment, 
that there may have been some chief who has not yet accepted the bases and 
has not wished to remain in the island; whichever way it may be, his depart 
ure, which will have taken place at this hour, puts an end to all further inte- 
rior dissidence. In regard to the Oriental department, it is to be expected 
that we will soon receive news of the capitulation of the forces therein, as by 
this time conferences will have taken place between their chief and the com 
missioners ad hoc to conclude it. The pacification of all the island will soon, 
therefore, be a consummated reality, as it already isin the Central and the 
Villas departments. May God grant that, with peace, Cuba may enter upon 
a new era of prosperity and happiness. 

TELEGRAMS RECEIVED AT THE CAPTAINCY-GENERAL. 
SANCTI SPrrRitus, Ist March, 1878 

To-day the forces of Jimenez and Sanchez, numbering 425 men, 71 women, 
and 30 children, have surrendered their arms at Ojo de Agua, near this place 
To-day or to-morrow Lieutenant-Colonel Arias should arrive with the object 
of surrendering at once, and of which i will report to your excellency. The 
forces of the Remedios, at the orders of Carrillo, are collecting at Ciezo Po- 
trero, and will surrender on the 5th. The forces of Jos6 Gomez should sur- 
render to-day at the Trocha, according to the order of Jimenez. 


SANTA CLARA, Ist March. 
To the Chief of the Battalion of Leon at Cumanayagua:; 


More than 400 men, with 6 chiefs, among them Pancho Jimenez and Serafin 
Sanchez, laid down their arms yesterday afternoon at Ojo de Agua. 


HOLGUIN, Ist March. 


collected those arrived at 
e brought 57 men, besides 22 


Colonel Dominguez returned to-day, havin 
Guabajanuy, of all which he has reported. 
others armed, 22 women, and 35 minors. 


No. 10. 
Mr. Hall to Mr. Seward. 
UNITED STATES CONSULATE-GENERAL, 
Habana, March 2, 1878. 


Sir: Referring to my No. 666, I have the honor totransmit herewith copies 


= translations of two important decrees which appear in the Gaceta of 
ay. 


No. 667.] 


The first of these decrees provides for the representation of Cuba in the | 


next Cortes of Spain, upon the same conditions which are now applied tothe 
ae Puerto Rico; it also provides for the extension to Cuba of the mu- 

ci 
and in Puerto Rico. 

The second decree or edict, issued by General Martinez Campos, declares 
that all the slaves, of both sexes, found in the insurrection on the 10th Feb- 
ruary ultimo, and who shall 
thorities of the Government before the 3lst day of March, 1878, shall be free 
and provided with vicinage certificates to vhat effect. 

It provides also for indemnity, in due time, to those owners who have re 
— oe the Serna during = ETON. 

am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HENRY C. HALL, Consul-General. 

Hon. F. W. SEWARD 


Assistant Secretary of State, Washington. 


[Inclosure No.1 with dispatch No. 667.] 
HABANA, March 2, 1878, 
[From the Gaceta de la Habana of March 2, 1878.) 
GENERAL GOVERNMENT OF THE ISLAND OF CUBA. 

Tue war, which for a period of more than nine years has demanded the 
preierent attention, subordinating to its vital interest every thought and 
every measure of the Government, 
happily ted upon conditions of concord in the future, the opportune 
moment has arrived, at last for carrying out known purposes, which, on ac- 
count of perturbations, have been postponed, and consequently to introduce 
into the t Seek litical and administrative system of the island all 
those reforms which without prejudice to the unity and prerogatives of the 
central authority may facilitate, by means of the action of popular corpora- 
tions disencumbered, within the circle of loyalty, the complete development 
of So vincial organization. , E 
A long ago, but for the war, in consonance with the provisions in 
the constitution of the State, Cuba would have enjoyed the advantages 
w necessarily, tion as far as possible with the peninsula would 
have given her; and, aside from certain reforms of social character, which 
= circumstances subject to special laws and to definitive solutions of pro- 
t study in everything relating to representation in the Cortes, the island 
would have been in a situation analogous to Puerto Rico. 

The only opposing obstacle being removed, it becomes natural and logical 
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ncipe, 3 p. m. to-day, says to his excellency the captain- | 


and provincial law of the 2d of October, 1877, now in force in Spain | 


resent themselves to the civil or military au- | 


ing near its termination and peace being | 
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to recognize the administration in the sense referred to, and to invite to the 
participation of public life, in behalf of the country, all the constitutive ele- 
ments of the new institutions 
_ In accord, therefore, with his excellency the general-in-chief, and author- 
ized by the Government of His Majesty the King, I issue the following 
DECREE 

ARTICLE 1. Commencing with the next coming legislature, the Island of 
Cuba shall have its representation in the Cortes of the Kingdom upon the 
same terms with Puerto Rico and in accordance with its population 

ArT. 2. The provincial and municipal laws of the peninsula of October 2, 
1877, published in the Gaceta de Madrid of the 4th of the same month and 
year, shall also be adopted in its government and administration in the man- 
ner now in force in Puerto Rico. 





Arr. 3. The Government of His Majesty will be solicited to apply to this 
island in succession. with the modifications it may deem expedient and in 

| virtue of the provisions of article 89 of the constitution of the monarchy, 
| other laws already promulgated or which may be promulgated for the 


| peninsula. 
JOAQUIN JOVELLAR 


ARSENIO MARTINEZ CAMPOS 
HABANA, March 1, 1878. 


[Inclosure No. 2 with dispatch No. 667.] 
Translation. } 
{From the Gaceta de la Habana, of March 2, 1878 ] 
ARMY OF OPERATIONS OF THE 
The insurgents of the central department and of the commandancy-s 
of the Trocha having laid down their arms, and in expectation that the 


ISLAND OF CI 











‘ r ex 
ample will be followed soon by the others in the isla 

The day, therefore, of the long wished for peace being near, and « i 
to signalize the happy event by a new proof of th | I w! \ 
mates the Government of His Majesty to continue the road } vress 
long since undertaken, avoiding at the same time } rangen ts of 
social order and of measures adopted in the period of the war: 

Having in view the sentiment which inspired the present law of the grad 
ual emancipation of slavery in this Antilla: 

Considering. besides, that the majority of those slaves who, for any cause, 
are to-day in the insurrection, have not figured in the isus made in 1870 for 
classifying their legal status, or otherwise, that may have | dt rs 
who, in taking an active or indirect par in lu ‘ ! 
in fact or by their own will, the freed aves: and ! I 
hand, taking into consideration their c ‘ at time t! rd no 
civil or political responsibility; and fi he rig those 
owners who have maintained complete fi ulcau lem 
nification by the State, in sacrificing t« li their | i 
property; 

Authorized by the Government of His Majesty the King, and in accord with 
his excellency the governor-general of the island, I iss the follow 

EDICT: 

ARTICLE 1. All slaves of both sexes that may have been found int) u 
rection on the 10th day of February shall remain free if they pre l 
selves in any form to the legitimate authorities or troop theG 


before the 3lst day of the present month of March 


Arr. 2. The legitimate owners of those freedmen who have taken any part 
or have aided in any way, that can be proven, the insurrection, shall have no 
right to any indemnification in the premises 

ART. 3. The lawful owners of the said freedmen who are not comprised in 
the preceding article shall be indemnified in due time in conformity with 
what is ordered in the law of gradual emancipation 

ArT. 4. The local authorities shall issue certificates of vicina us fi iti 
zens to those slaves who present themselves and are found to be cor sed 
in article 1, giving a detailed and direct account to the respective ¢ ul 

| dancies-general, which will act in concert with the local juntas of f1 imen 
in regard to their new status 

Puerto Principe, Ist March, 1878. 

ASENIO MARTINEZ CAMPOS. 
JOAQUIN JOVELLAR. 
No. ll 
Mr. Hall to Mr. Seward. 
| No. 668.] UNITED STATES CONSULATE GENERAL, 
Habana, March 1878. 
Sir: With reference to my dispatches No. 664, of the “3d ultimo, and Ni 


insurgents, [ beg to 
e, containing about 
last-mentioned dis 

would seem, how 


666, of the 2d instant, relating to the surrender of Cuban 
transmit herewith an article from the Diario of this da 
all of interest that has transpired since forwarding my 
patch. The reports received thus far are very meager; it 
ever, that up to the present two thousand and upward of the insurgents have 
laid down their arms. There still remain to accounted for the severa 
forces in the eastern department and in the department of the Villas, wh 
numbers are variously estimated at from twoto four thousand 

| doubt, [imagine, that these bodies will soon give in their adhesix 
| it the insurrection of Yara. which has existed over nine y« 


be 
se 
There is no 
m, and with 


urs, May ! 











i mah 
| to have ended. The terms given the insurgents are considered honorable to 
| them as well as to Spain. It is noticeable also that the rancors and animosi 
ties which existed between Cubans and Spaniards during the first years of 

the war have to a great extent disappeared. The time is, therefore, pro 
pitious for the voluntary introduction of the long-promised reform the 


government of the island. 
have, etc., HENRY C. HALL, Consul-General 
[Inclosure.—Translation. ] 
{From the Diario de la Marina of March 5, 1878.] 
NEW ADHESIONS TO THE CAPITULATION 

We have said that the war is virtually terminated, by reason of t 
nation of the authorities from whom emanated the powers of all 
} had command of the forces of the revolution, or disch i ial co 1is- 
sions in Cuba or abroad: even in the event that the latter might not be con- 
vinced of the sterility of their efforts in sastaining the ideas they entertained, 
they could not do otherwise than to follow the example of the most prominent 

| men of the Cuban forces, although they might not agree to exchange their 
| status for another which carried with it a loss of personal prestige; authority 
can not exist when it has lost the nucleus which sustainsit. We are not sur 


sig- 
ho 





urged 





spec 


prised, therefore, at the news we have receivel that Aldama, Eche 
| and others who held official positions in New York had decided toresign wh¢ 

they were informed of what had occurred in Cuba by the emissaries of the 
| central Cuban committee, appointed for the purpose of making 
We have given an account to our readers of the surrender of theirarms by 
the Cuban forces in the jurisdiction of Sancti Spiritus, in consonance w ith 
what had been done previousiy by the division of the central department; 
the same will also be carried out on the 6th by scattered forces in the terri- 
tories of Sagua, Santa Clara, Cienfuegos, and Colon, which, by order of their 
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FEBRUARY 25, 





chief, Maestre, are to unite on that day at a point previously fixed u 
Paso Real. The information we have by correspondence from Santo 
just received, and which besides confirms other news of the same nature com- 


mn near 


mingo | 





j 


municated to a person whom we consider well informed. In the said letter | 


it is stated also that at the time the order was given to thesubaltern chiefs, 
in command of squads, to commence the movement of concentration, they 
were also instructed to suspend hostilities, and that the news of peace be- 
coming circulated in the ranks, there were many who manifested joy at the 
prospect of soon ~~! to their families and of rest from fatigues and 
privations. On the other hand, the commandant-general of those forces,a 
person of great influence among his subordinates, is animated by the same 
conciliatory spirit of which the capitulated chiefs have given proofs, so that 
with these antecedents it can be assured that the mission of the envoys sent 


by the central Cuban committee to confer with the commanders beyond the | 


rocha will meet the success that was to be expected. 

As we informed our readers at the time, one of the chiefs who most mer- 
ited this confidence is the renowned Marcos Garcia, who, acccrding to a letter 
zveceived a few days ago from Santa Clara, has manifested the greatest zeal 
and interest in behalf of 
obtaining an interview with Maestre, and it is not to be doubted that he will 
follow the example of his other companions on the designated day, so near 
tohand. It is oar providential that the Cuban chiefs who have most dis- 
tinguished themse 
who, with the greatest enthusiasm, have embraced the idea of peace, and the 
ones whe have most efficiently contributed to the realization of a pacification 
of the island; for which important service they merit the general approba- 
tion of the country. To these adhesions we are able to add another impor- 
tant one which we copy from the Periguero de Holguin of the 28th February, 
as follows: * We know that Modesto Diaz has accepted the bases of the peace, 
and is now in Manzanillo, where he has em his countryman, the Brig- 


braced 
adier Francisco Heredia, chief of the second brigade of the commandancy- | 


general of Bayamo and Manzanillo.” 


No. 12. 
Mr. Seward to Mr. Hall. 
No. 448.] DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 12, 1878. 
Srr: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatches Nos. 666 and 667, 


both bearing date of the 2d instant, and to state that the substance of the two | 


decrees of the Spanish authorities accompanying the latter dispatch, issued 
on the occasion of the termination of the Cuban insurrection, has been com- 


amunicated to the press. 
lam, sir, your obedient servant, F. W. SEWARD, 
Assistant Secretary. 


To Henry C. HAL, Esq., 
Consul-General of the United States, Habana, Cuba. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not intend by anything that I 
may say unduly to prolong the debate upon the resolution that 
has been reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. I 
recognize the importance of the action of that committee, and 
have no disposition to belittle the questions which have been 
raised. But, with due respect to the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGan], there are many of the matters treated of by 


opinion, have no relevancy to that resolution and to the propriety 
of its passage by the Senate. 
The President of the United States in his message sent to Con- 
ress at the opening of its present session brought the matter of 


Juba and its condition and our relations to it and to those condi- | 
tions prominently before the people of the country and before the | 
e could not avoid taking notice | 


Senate of the United States. 
of a matter thus brought to our attention, even if there had been 
less of public notoriety concerning all that affects the people of 
that interesting island, so closely connected with us geographic- 
ally, commercially, and socially, The President in his message 
said: 

Cuba is again vely disturbed. An insurrection, in some respects more 
active than the last preceding revolt, which continued from 1868 to 1878, now 
exists ina large part of the eastern interior of the island, menacing even some 

pulations on the coast. Besides deranging the commercial exchanges of 

he island, of which our country takes the predominant share, this flagrant 
condition of hostilities, by arousing sentimental sympathy and inciting ad- 
venturous support among our people, has entailed earnest effort on the part 
of this Government to enforce obedience to our neutrality laws and to pre- 
vent the territory of the United States from being abused as a vantage ground 
from which to aid those in arms against Spanish sovereignty. 


And further on the President says: 

Though neither the warmth of our people’s sympathy with the Cuban in- 
surgents, nor our loss and material damage consequent upon the futile en- 
deavors thus far made to restore peace and order, nor any shock our humane 
sensibilities may have received from the cruelties which opese to e ially 
characterize this sanguinary and fiercely conducted war, have in the least 
shaken the determination of the Government to honestly fulfill every inter- 
national obligation, yet it is to be earnestly hoped, on every ground, that the 
devastation of armed conflict may speedily be stayed and order and quiet 
restored to the distracted island, bringing in their train the activity and 
thrift of peaceful pursuits. 

Mr. President, that part of the message and that monition from 
the Chief Executive of the United States is only one and the lst 
in a long train of similar statements made during this century, 
and especially during the last half of it, by Presidents of the 
United States to Congress, calling attention to the exceptional 
condition of the Island of Cuba, the importance of our relations 
to it, and the disturbed and unhappy state in which the people of 
that island existed under the rule of His Catholic Majesty the 
Sovereign of Spain. 

The attitude of this Government has been one of long-continued 
constraint and forbearance toward the Government of Spain and 
toward the troublesome conditions that have grown out of the 
ae of that Government in the control of that unfortunate 

land. Every obligation imposed — the United States by the 
law of nations has been scrupulo observed. Every aid that 
could be given by our strictly maintained attitude of 


ace, having omitted neither means nor effort in | 


ves in the war happily terminated should be the ones | 


ence has been given in order that peace and quiet and order and 


the reign of law might be restored to that wretched people. I do 
not regret that that has been the attitude of my country. But, 
nevertheless, while I commend it. while I take pride in the his- 
tory of the United States in regard to the observance of neutral 
obligations, while I rejoice that this country has pursued a path, 
upon which it started at the beginning, of peace and of amity 


| with all the world, yet, Mr. President, we are not to forget nor 


can we ignore that the relations of the people of this country, as 
well as the Government of this country, to the people of Cuba 
and to their Government are exceptional. 

They are exceptional by reason of the proximity of that seagirt 
island to our own coast. They are exceptional by reason of our 
large and intimate commercial intercourse, and by reason of the 
numerous social ties that have sprung up in all these years be- 
tween a people so situated and ourowr. Wecan not close our 
ears or our eyes, if we would, to what is going on with a neighbor 
so near as that, nor can we steel our hearts or stifle our sympx- 
thies when we hear the sad stories of the sufferings of that people 


| which they have been undergoing for these many, many years 
| under the control of the Government of Spain. 





noninterfer- | growing out of the struggle of 


Mr. President, I understand that a government must go some- 
what slower than the people would have them go sometimes. [ 
understand that those who have the supanailiilien of govern- 
ment must exercise a check upon the outbursts of sympathy or 
of — or of interest that will ofttimes excite a whole people, 
and that the duty of preserving our relations with those countries 
with whom we are at peace and in relations of amity must at all 
times be observed. But in regard to this unfortunate island we 
must not forget that our history is a peculiar one; that our in- 
terests are peculiar and exceptional; and even in this high place 
or in the executive branch we can not ignore those peculiar con- 
ditions out of which a large part of this popular sympathy springs. 

Indeed, Mr. President, we have but to look back very cursorily 
over our diplomatic history to find that that oupeiiey has not 
been confined in all these years to popular meetings or to the press 
of the country, but that it found diplomatic expression, and cx- 
ecutive expression, and expression in the Hallsof Congress time ani 
time again. We have preserved all the time our neutral obli-a- 
tions. We have not thought it inconsistent with those obliga- 
tions that we should know what was going on in the domain of 


| this our near neighbor. affecting so intimately the peace, good 
him in his interesting speech for the last two days which, in my | 


order, and interests of the citizens of ourown country. We have 
but to recollect that in almost the last message, and I believe it 
was the last message, that President Grant sent to Congress in 
1875 he called attention to the then condition of Cuba in the 
throes of the revolution that was then devastating that poor 
island, and he told the Congress of that day— 

It is understood also that renewed efforts are being made to introduce 
reforms in the internal administration of the island. ° 

Showing how nearly their affairs concern from necessity the 
people and the Government of the United States. 

Persuaded, however, that oz r regard for the interests of the United 
States and of its citizens entitle it to relief from the strain to which it has 
been subjected by the difficulties of the questions and the wrongs and losses 
which arise from the contest in Cuba, and that the interests of humanity 
itself demand the cessation of the strife before the whole island shall be laid 
waste and larger sacrifices of life be made, I shall feel it my duty, should my 
hopes of a satisfactory adjustment and of the early restoration of peace an! 
the removal of future causes of complaint be unhappily di.appointed, to make 
a further communication to Congress at some iod not far remote, and 
during the present session, recommending ena may then seem to me to be 
necessary. 

Thereby sper mage Pa in his view was the peculiar and 
exceptional relation of Government and this country to the 
Islandof Cubaand to its condition under the Government of Spain. 

Not only so, Mr. President, but we find by reviewing our diplo- 
matic history that it has never been thought inconsistent with the 


| character and genius of American institutions or of Americ:in 
| citizenship to express sympathy for those who were struggliny (0 


maintain, preserve, or achieve the right of self-government w)hiich 
we so happily by a revolution had won for ourselves. Even tlie 
conservative, sedate, self-contained Washington did not find hiim- 
self constrained from expressing ns for a eeeetins re- 
ublic, for when addressing a note to the agent of revolutionary 
rance he used this remarkable language: 
Born, sir— 


Said Washington while he was President— 


in a landof liberty; ha early learned its value; having engaged in a per'il- 
ous conflict to defend it; wane, AS word, devoted the best years of my 
life to secure its permanent esta ment in own country, my anxious 

ions, my sympathetic Soslings, and my wishes are irresistibly 
excited whensover, in any country, I see an oppressed nation unfurl the ban- 


ners of freedom 

That was Washi m, Mr. President, and surely no citizen of 
the United States, w he has just cause to express his sympatly 
for struggling patriotism anywhere on the face of 's green 
earth, need refrain from gi expression to that feeling after 
such an example as that. s 

Now, there was a very notable epi in our diplomatic history 
ungary for freedom more than 











1896. 





forty years ago. j . 
eral Taylor, sent an agent by the name of Mann to Hungary with 
instructions that he should carefully consider the condition of the 
conflict then raging; that he should examine all the evidence that 
bore upon the probahility of the success of the patriotic cause, and 
should, if he considered the time and occasion to be ripe, execute 
a treaty of amity and peace and commerce with the nation then 
expected to be born into the family of nations. That struggle 
unfortunately ended in the overthrow and suppression of the gal- 
lant attempt of those sons of Hungary to establish their inde- 
pendence. 


The then President of the United States, Gen- 
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But the Austrian Government took umbrage at some expres- | 


sions that were used in the message of the President, or in the 
published correspondence of the State Department in regard to 
that struggle, and gravely remonstrated with the Government of 
the United States, finding fault in a tone that was taken ex- 
ception to, and to which reply was made by Mr. Webster when 
he came in as Secretary of State under Mr. Fillmore. It is a 
long dispatch to Mr. Hilsemann, and known as the Hiilsemann 
correspondence, Mr. Hi*'semann being the minister accredited by 
the Austrian Emperor to the Government at Washington. Mr. 
Webster says, in speaking of that revolution: 

They possess— 

That is, the Hungarians— 


They sess, in a distinct language, and in other respects, important ele- 
ments of a separate nationality, which the Anglo-Saxon race in this country 
did not possess; and if the United States wish success to countries contend- 
ing for popular constitutions and national independence, it is only because 
they regard such constitutions and such national independence not as 
imaginary but as real blessings. They claim no right, however, to take 
part in the struggles of foreign powers in order to promote these ends. It is 
only in defense of his own Government, and its principles and character, 
that the undersigned has now expressed himself on this subject. But when 
the United States behold the people of foreign countries without any such 
interference spontaneously moving toward the adoption of institutions like 
their own, it surely can not be expected of them to remain wholly indifferent 
spectators. 

Mr. President, I read those passages from our diplomatic his- 
tory for this purpose. The resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate does undertake to 
express sympathy with the struggling patriots in the Island of 
Cuba. Much more, the resolution submitted as a substitute. Mr. 
President, by yourself on yesterday [Mr. WHITE in the chair] and 

» bY y ’ } 
now printed and lying upon our desks, gives utterance in emphatic 
language to that sympathy. 
it can not be and ought not to be stifled, and as I have shown you, 
sir, from so great an authority as Mr. Webster, when Secretary of 
State, there is nothing in the expression of such sympathy which 
is inconsistent with the neutral obligations which the United 
States undertakes to perform to the letter toward all the powers 
with whom she is at peace. You can notexpect that this island— 
I was going to say little island, but island of magnificent propor- 
tions, right within stone’s throw of our Southern borders—in- 
habited by a 
not claim and receive from us the sympathy and interest and that 
active manifestation of interest to which its sufferings entitle it. 

Mr. President, we might as well be ashamed to own our own 
mothers as to attempt to deny or conceal the origin of our own 
free institutions. They sprung from revolution; they were 
achieved by our fathers with arms in their hands, and from that 


of the Atlantic, that that recognition was a casus belli o1 


S \ve 
Spain any just cause to hold the United States Government to 
account therefor. 

Mr. Everett, when he was Secretary of St for a little while 
after Mr. Webster's death, had occasion to re! ry Ss tary 
of State since in our history, it seems to me, n to 
refer, to the troubled condition, the unnatural that 
island, its unhappy people, and the b : nt 
under which they were living. Mr. Everett in 185 1 discussing 
as Secretary of State with our minister to Spa r rela s to 
Cuba, says, among other things: 

Spain, meantime, has retained of her extensive domi here 
but the two islands of Cuba and Puerto Rico. <A respe« il sympat vith 
the fortunes of an an nt ally and a gallant people, with w ted 
States have ever maintained the most friendly relations, would, if n her 
reason existed, make it our duty to leave her in the undisturbed po mn 
of this little remnant of her mighty transatlantic empir: [ Pr nt 
desires to do so; no word or deed of his will ever qui ! ike 
her possession. But can it be expected to last very long Can it re 3 
mighty current in the fortunes of the world’? Is it desirablk iat uld 
be so’ Canit be for the interest of Spain to « ling toa I an 
only be maintained by a garrison of tw five o1 ! sud troops, 
a powerful naval force, and an annual expenditure for both arms of the 
service of at least $12,000,000? 

Mr. President, the question asked by Mr. Everett forty years 
ago is still asked to-day, How long can this unnatural condition 


last? How long are we to listen to the cries of outraged humanity 
that every southern breeze wafts across the straits that separate 
Cuba from Florida? Are we, as I said awhile ago. to close our 
ears to those cries? Are we to forget our own revolutionary line- 


age and trample upon our own history by closing our hearts and 
refusing our sympathies to a people who are resisting a Govern- 
ment far more oppressive than that which drove our fathers to 


arms? 

Mr. President, it can not last forever. You may, as th 
Latin poet said in another connection, throw nature 
pitchfork, but she will reenter and reassert herself wl 
tunity is given for that self-assertion. You 


great 
out with a 
en « 


ifle 


I por- 


in not st human 


| feeling, you can not repress human sympathy. 


That feeling can not be repressed; | 


| 


ople with whom we are so closely connected, should | 


day to this there never has been the suggestion that the flag of | 


freedom had been unfurled anywhere that the hearts of the Amer- 
ican people did not go out in sympathy and encouragement to the 
people struggling toupholdit. Therefore it is becoming in us, and 
entirely within all the proprieties which should govern a great 
nation like this, which, I admit, should inits foreign relations and 
in the conduct of its diplomatic intercourse be moderate, self- 
respecting, and self-restrained—that we should give expression, 
dignified and proper expression, to the sympathy of the American 
people for the struggling patriots who are now upholding the cause 
of self-government in that fair island on our southern borders. 

No one has a right, no nation has a right, to call us to account 
for such expression. If we recognize the fact of belligerency, it 
is not a casus belli; it does not mean war. No question of 
the power of Congress to declare war is involved in the consid- 
eration of these resolutions. Spain within three months after 
the breaking out of our civil war acknowledged the belligerency of 
the Confederate States. We have never been at war with Spain 
in all our history, and we have always, as all our diplomatic inter- 
course shows, entertained toward her none but feelings of national 
amity and yee. and which I trust will continue. 

Mr. MORGAN. And we recognized the belligerency and sov- 
end of the South American States. 

ir. GRAY. As the Senator from Alabama says, not only did 

Spain ize the belligerency of the Southern States without 
interfering with the peaceable relations between the two coun- 
tries, but we recognized in 1822 the independency of all the colo- 
nies which were struggling to free themselves from Spanish rule 
and 1ish control; and yet never was it suggested, so far as I 
know, at ieast seriously suggested, in any quarter or on either side 


What, then, is the duty of Congress? What, then, is the duty of 


the Executive of this country? Bear in mind this history of ours 
in relation to these islands. With almost every President the 
United States, at some time during his incumbency, referring to 
| our peculiar relations to Cuba, and calling the attention of Con- 
gress to the necessity of considering the exceptional idition of 
things existing between us and that island, with a war recently 
waged for ten years, and then, with an interval « ( l] e, 
breaking out again, how can we refrain from giving ex) m to 
| American feelings upon this subject in the Hall his ( 

The attitude and position of a country in the family of ns 
is not unlike that of a well-conducted and law-abiding citizen of 
a law-governed country. He may for a long time endure t his 

| next-door neighbor should make his habitation m i nd 
uncomfortable by reason of his disorders and by reason his 
| lawlessness. For along time will he continue to endur ther 
| thgn give expression to that intolerance of wr ( ons, 
which it is natural he should feel, but such conditior n not go 
on forever, and if law itself does not apply the remedy, then that 
law-abiding citizen is entitled to suppress the 1 nee which 
makes his own life unsafe, uncomfortable, and unendurable 

Mr. President, Spain governs this island, 3,000 miles away from 
her shores. It is a segregated portion of the earth’s surfac it 

| has all the geographical and physical features going t pport 
a separate nationality or a separate State. Its territory is bounded 
by the ocean. It is there separated by this long waste of ter 
from the parent and governing country. It is true that act 
does not of itself give our Government the right to interf« th 
the lawful title of Spain to her colony, yet it do mti to 
increase the difficulty of the situation. 

Spain ought to recognize the fact that she can ly m in 
her rule and possession by so governing that island that i 
shall be at peace and reasonably contented with t! vernment 
which she gives them. It can not be that she can forever main 
tain, by the rude hand of her soldiery, that control which ought 
to come from the willing consent of happy and tented sub- 
jects. .It is an unnatural condition which can t last, and I 
believe will not last much longer. Unless th rning country 
of Spain finds it to her advantage, and finds it consistent with her 
sense of honorable obligation to a colony, to give it such govern- 


eg 





ment as shall produce those advanta res to which ev ery people on 
on the face of God’s green earth are entitled of right, and that is 
to pursue their own happiness and their own well-being, governed 
by equal laws and by a just ruler, Cuba will seek and obtain these 
blessings free and independent of Spanish control. 

I do not propose, so far as I am concerned, to invade any title 
or right which Spain has to Cuba; Ido not propose to question the 
lawful authority of that Government over her colony; but asthe 
neighbor of those people that she attempts to govern and fails to 
govern, I have a right to protest that she must either so govern 
them that peace and ordinary prosperity shall come to that peo 
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ple or that she shall cease to govern them atall. [Manifestations | my distinguished and honorable friend from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 


of applause in the galleries. | 
Mr. President, it will not be forgotten that at several times dur- 
ing the last half century it has been at least more than once pro- 
sed that the United States should open negotiations to buy the | 
[sland of Cuba from Spain, in order that we, by that sacrifice of 
money taken from the pockets of our people, might assist peace- 
fully and with the consent of Spain in giving to that unhappy 
xeople what they so long have sought in vain, the right to estab- 
ish a government for themselves and create a free and independ- 
ent state. Nothing has come of that, and I only cite it now as 
one of the instances which go to show the peculiar relations 
which this Government bears to that island, to the constant strain 
upon the Government and people of the United States, which has 
been created by conditions which can not be ignored. Say that 
they were produced by misgovernment or by the character of the 
people themselves, if you choose. If Spain should assert that they 
are so turbulent, that they are so wrong-headed that they can not 
be governed except by force, nevertheless the condition exists and 
confronts us, and remains to be dealt with, and we can not drive | 
it from our minds or our thoughts. Our pulses will quicken, all 
that we can do, as we hear of men shot to death because they held 
up the banner of their country when she was fighting for what 
we fought for and obtained. Our hearts will throb when we listen | 





to the tales of wrong which are being perpetrated by the author- 
ity of a distant and governing people over a colony like this. 

Mr. President, it is not becoming to utter a threat in this Cham- | 
ber, or that Congress or the Executive should be made a party to | 
any threat against Spain or any other country with whom we 
have relations of amity. 
attention to a condition of things that concerns us almost as much 
as it dees her, that here, right by our side, contiguous territory, 
separated by some convulsion of nature which caused that strait 
or sea to — between us—that here, right by our side, are these | 
people, who are constantly holding out their hands to us in suppli- 
cation for an interference that we refuse, begging for succor that 
we deny, and requesting aid that we can not find it within our 
conception of duty to give. That produces a strain upon us that 
Spain must recognize. We are performing our duty toward her; 
we have sedulously in the past altace’ to’the letter of the law im- 
posing upon us neutral duties and international obligations; but, 


But we do have the right to call her | 





sir, it is calling upon us to do too much that we should always, 
and to the crack of doom, continue to steel our hearts and turn 
away our faces from those for whom we have undeniable sympathy. 
Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator pardon me? 
Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 


Mr. PLATT. Does theSenator know of another instance in the | 


world where there is so largea colony, or a dependency so populous 
and so wealthy, that is governed from the home government with- 
ont any St ee of the —— of the color.y? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, Ido not know that I know of any 
such country. I certainly know of no land in the world that is 
£0 entitled to be called a land of sorrow as that Island of Cuba. 
It seems to me as if Providence by some strange dispensation had 
pointed it out es the object of His wrath; it does seem sometimes 
as if that little island had been selected as an example of what 
misgovernment could do for a people. 

e are entitled to criticise that Government. We are propos- 
ing no governmental interference on our part; we are not pro- 
posing to break the spirit or the letter of our international obliga- 
tions; we have the right now, and it has been exercised in the past 
by Executives and by Congresses, to say what we think about this 
abnormal condition of things, which has lasted so long and seems 
likely to continue so much longer. 

Mr. President, this resolution does not accord belligerency. If 
it did, and we were competent to accord it here in Congress, I 
should vote for it; but it seeks, as I conceive it, to not-—— 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator repeat that last sentence? 

Mr. GRAY. If it did, and we were competent to accord it, I 
should vote for it. 

But it seems to me that the committee has carefully rded its 
action and the action it proposes the Senate to take by keeping 
within our constitutional power, by not trespassing upon the 
power of another department, carefully observing what seems to 
me to be the ore scope of Congressional activity in this regard. 

I do not believe there is a better opportunity than this for us to 
define and scrupulously differentiate the sphere of authority be- 
tween the Executive and Con, Although it is a question not 
entirely free from difficulty, I can not find anywhere, after some- 
what careful consideration, authority for Congress to declare bel- 
ligerency in any case whatever. The power to declare war, from 
which I suppose it would be derived, is a Congressional power; 
but that power can only be exerted in the form of legislation. 
Some order, resolution, or other proper expression of Cor. a 
will must be by both Houses and submitted to the dent, 
as every such order, bill, or resolution must besubmitted, so as to 
have any effect at all. 

I make that statement the more guardedly in the presence of 


| venience, which overwhelms his ju 


| GAN], who has taken a different view; and a difference of opinion 


with him upon a subject like that has made me more careful in 
expressing my own view in regard to it. I do not believe that 
there is any such distinction anywhere as the honorable Senator 
argues between the power to declare war and the other powers 
sranted by the Constitution to the Congress of the United States. 

e has argued that the power to declare war is one which may be 
exercised by the two Houses of Congress without the consent of 
and independently of the President of the United States. 
not find any warrant for that interpretation of the war powers of 
the Constitution. It is found in section 8 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution, where the powers of Congress are enumerated. 

All the powers Congress possesses, I believe, are enumerated in 
that section. It has no other powers than those so enumerated. 
But we find the rye to declare war and grant letters of marque 
and reprisal right along with and in the same connection, the 
same sentence, separa only by a semicolon, with the power to 
lay and collect taxes, to define and punish piracies, to raise and 
support armies, to provide and maintain a navy, etc. None of 
those powers can be exercised except in the mode which is pointed 


I can 


| out by the Constitution itself. You can not support armies with- 
| out passing an appropriation bill or a bill providing for the enlist- 


ment of men and the appropriate division of them into companies, 
regiments, etc., without the sanction of the President. The bill 
which is — to support an army must go to the President; the 
bill which is passed to lay taxes and to defray the expenses of the 
military establishment must go to the President. The power to 
declare war can only be exercised in the same way. If anything 
more were needed, there is a positive provision of the Constitution 
in the same article in section 7, preceding the enumeration of the 
powers of Congress, which reads in this way: 


Every order, resolution, or vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives may necessary (except on a question of 
adjournment )— 


Thereby making it exhaustive— 
shall be presented to the President of the United States; and before the 
same shall take effect shail be approved by him, or being disapproved, ctc. 

Mr. President, the inconvenience of it being required that the 
President should approve a declaration of war is no greater than 
that he should approve a bill to raise and ompert anarmy. The 
Senator from Alabama has discovered, he thinks, a great incon- 
ent, in the suppositious 
difference between the President and Congress on a question of 
Senerene. war. If he disapprove, he can veto it, and then, like 
every other order, resolution, or bill, Congress would have to pass 
it by a two-thirds vote in order that it should become operative. 
So it would be with a bill to lay and collect taxes; so it would be 
with a bill toraise and support armies. Ithink thatis a question, 
though, which is aside from this matter, and it is only because the 
Senator from Alabama has given his distinguished authority to 
such an interpretation of the Constitution taat I thought it proper 
for me to allude to it. 

The power to declare belligerency is nowhere spoken of in any 
_— of the Constitution or in any statute that I know of, nor ain 

aware that it has ever been attempted by Congress to accord 
belligerency to any amin who were under arms against their 
government. Therefore, I am constrained to believe that the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States, to whom has been committed so 
largely our foreign relations, has the sole power to initiate any 
action binding upon the Government of the United States, de- 
claring or according the status of belligerency to a people who 
are struggling again.t their own government. toon not find any- 
thing directly upon the subject; but I think it is worth while to 
call the attention of the Senate to an e ion of Mr. Clay ina 
report made by him from the Senate Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions in the Twenty-fourth Congress, in 1836, in regard to Texas. 
He says in the course of that report: 


The Senate alone, without the cooperation of some other branch of the 
Government, is not competent to eoonguree the existence of any power. ‘ 

The President of the ted States by the Constitution has the charge of 
their foreign intercourse. larly he ought to take the initiative in the 
acknowl ent of the independence of any new power. but in this case he 
has not yet done it, for reasons which he, without doubt, deems sufficient. 

in any instance the President should be tardy, he may be quickened in the 
exercise of his power by the expression of the opinion or by er acts of one 
or both branches of Congress, as was done in relation to the Republics formed 
out of Spanish America. 


In the recognition of independency in an instance so conspicu- 
ous as that of the ublics of South America, which were said to 
be ae in 1822, I find that the resolutions introduced and 
passed in the House of Representatives in regard to their inde- 
pendency were in these words: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives concur in the opinion ex- 
ressed by the President in his message of the 8th of March, 1822, that the 
rican provinces of S$ which have declared their independence and 
Se tof it ought to be recognized by the United States as in- 
en 
tan ved, That the Comenine on Ways ry a be vay wy ed opt 
a a cone asum, not exceeding ena e Presiden 
the United oe give due effect to such recognition. 
That is the recognition which the resolutions, I take it, assumed 
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that he had made. So that so far as the precedents go, and I do | 
not pretend to have made an exhaustive search for them, they | 
seem to support the view which I took as an original question, of 
the distribution of powers under the Constitution, that it is by the | 
Executive, with whom our foreign affairs are placed, that the initia- | 
tive must be taken in any proceeding to recognize the independ- | 
ency of a country struggling for existence, or to accord to it the | 
status of belligerency. = 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me, 
I will state that I do not disagree at all with the proposition that 
the President of the United States, as a diplomatic representative 
of this country, has the right to recognize the independence of a | 
foreign country. But that is a very different matter from recog- | 
nizing an existing state of belligerency, which imposes upon our 
own people the duty of neutrality. In the recognition of belliger- | 
ency we change the attitude of our people as to the belligerent | 
powers from a condition of communication or association in time 
of peace to that of communication regulated by the laws of nations 
in time of war. 

I dispute the power of the President of the United States, of his 
own motion and without the assistance of Congress, to recognize | 
belligerency between two foreign Governments, because the Presi- | 
dent of the United States has no right by his proclamation to 
change the commercial and other relations between the people of 
this country and the people of a foreign country. But being the 
representative of the United States in virtue of its sovereignty as 
affects foreign countries, he has the right torecognize the independ- 
ence of a foreign country, because that recognition has no effect 
upon our own yple. It does not change our relation to that 
country in the slightest degree. It does not compel us to pursue 
commerce under laws which regulate war instead of laws which 
regulate peace. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
permit me to ask the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] a 
question, if the Senator from Alabama will allow me? Do I un- 
derstand the Senator from Alabama to deny the power of the 
President, without the concurrence of Congress, to recognize the 
belligerency or to issue an effective proclamation of belligerency 
as to the contending parties? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do. 

Mr. GRAY. It would seem certainly at first blush that the act 
of recognition of independency of a nation that had freed itself or | 
endeavored to free itself from the parent country is one of much | 
more importance and more far-reaching in its effect than any mere 
declaration of belligerency could be. To welcome a new member 
to the family of nations, to take her by the hand and say, * You | 
are entitled to a seat at the council board of independent powers,” 
is an act, it seems to me, that affects very seriously the relations | 
of the citizens of the United States to that power. It in fact 
creates new relations; it brings into being a new power, so far as 
our own citizens are concerned, with whom we have to have re- 
lations, whereas theretofore there was only one power to deal with. | 

But, Mr. President, it seems to me that only a short time ago 
we settled by a sort of acquiescence, so far as the Senate is con- | 
cerned, perhaps so far as concerns both Houses of Congress, the | 
question of the right of the Executive to recognize the independ- | 
ency of a new government. When the new Republican Govern- | 
ment, so called, of Hawaii, sent its diplomatic messengers to the 
United States they were received and recognized by the President 
of the United States upon a recognition that has stood, so far as 


her relations to this Government and this people are concerned, 
ever since. It has never been questioned and it has never been, 
as I can recollecc, asserted anywhere that that recognition by 
President Harrison of the diplomatic agents of the new Govern- 
ment of Hawaii was not binding, so far as it went, upon the Gov- 
ernment and upon the people of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me, I 
again distinctly admit and assert that the President of the United 
States has the exclusive right to recognize the independence of a 
foreign country, because that affects our people not at all, but in 
the case of Hawaii, to which the Senator referred, we already had 
representatives to that Government and had recognized the inde- 
pendence of that Government many years ago. That recognition 
was a mere change in regard to the personnel of the Government 
and the form of 
republic and of France as a republic, which recognitions were 
communicated by cablegram directly from the President without 
the interference of Congress at all, and the recognition of Brazil, 
where we concurred with the President of the United States in 


ee in the case of the recognition of Spain as a | 
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| and that is to the Executive. 


Congress of the United States could not by amendment mak 





the recognition of the independence of that power. The cases are 
not analogous at all. 

Mr.GRAY. It seems to me that the reasoning is entirely anal- 
ogous. There is nowhere in the Constitution any provision which 
in sO many words gives the power to the President of the United 


States to ize the independency of a people who are strug- 
gling for om. Asa result, if it has that power at all—— 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. GRAY. One moment. It results, if it has that power at 
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all, from the committal into his hands, according to the whole 

scheme of that instrument, of the foreign affairs of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. And the special power given to him in the 
Constitution to receive ambassadors from foreign countries. 

Mr. GRAY. Undoubtedly there is the special power to receive 
ambassadors. I said there isno express power, in so many words, 
to recognize the independency of a country, but under the power 
to receive ministers under the general committal of the foreign 
affairs of this country into his hands he has, exclusive of Con- 
gress, the power to recognize the independency of a nation. 

So, Mr. President, there is nothing in the Constitution of the 
United States in regard to the status of belligerency or the recog 
nition of that status. It is as a doctrine an outgrowth of a gen- 
eral international law of the world, and being that outgrowth, 
and being a condition which modifies the relation of one country 
to another, it belongs in this country, under our Constitution, 
where all matters of a similar and an analogous nature do belong, 

That, in short, is the argument 
which convinces me that we have no right to accord the status of 
belligerency, even if this were a joint resolution. 

But at the best the contention of the Senator from Alabama 


would compel us to recognize these people by a bill, not by con- 
| current resolution, unless he applies the same reasoning to this 
that he does to the power to declare war, and says that the two 
Houses of Congress can declare war and affect the rights and obli 
gations of their respective citizens without the formality to which 
every other act of Congress, order, or resolution of these bod is 


bound to conform. 


Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon. The Senator from Delaware 
wil! indulge me for another interruption. [did1 nmy! rks 
awhile ago state fully what I think to be the origin of t! wer 
on the part of the Congress of the United States to recognize a 
state of belligerency between two foreign p . Itisay as 
{ understand, of the power to declare war. The power to ur 
war applies to this country and to all other countri and if that 
power can be exerted alone by Congress, as I contend it can be and 
must be, then it includes of course the power to declare that public 
war exists in another country. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not wish to prolong the dis sion at this 
late hour, but so long as the honorable Sen rt from Alabama 

| has placed his contention for the power to r nize | ney 
upon the same ground that he has placed his contention for the 
power of Congress without the assent of the President to declare 
war, it seems to me the argument in which I submit that I dis- 
posed of the first proposition will dispose of this one. 

Clearly if it results from the power to declare war, from what 

| | have already said, that power must be exercised by the Convress 
in such form that it shall receive the assent of the President of 
| the United States, and must take the only form which an act of 
Congress, whether a resolution, order, or bill, can take in order 


to be effective or mean anything, and that is the expression of the 
will of Congress. , 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Delaware contend that t] 
ke this 
a joint resclution declaring belligerent rights, which joint resolu- 
tion should be signed by the President, and that that would not 
recognize belligerency? 

Mr. GRAY. I have just said that at the best the only thing 
that could be contended for under the position taken by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama | Mr. MorGan] is that Congress should exercise 
its power in the mode pointed out by the Senator from Maine 
But I am not prepared to assent to his proposition—that the proper 
vay in which belligerency should be declared by this Government 
is other than it should be declared by the Executive of the United 
States. Committed to his hands under the Constitution i 
power not only to recognize the independency of a nation strug- 
gling for independence, but also the power to modify the relations 
of the Government of the United States and its citizens to another 
people who are at war by recognizing a state of belligerency in a 
people who are contending against a parent Government. That 
1s my view, the view to which I am impelled by my reading and 


a 


} 
the 


| reflection in regard to the powers of Congress in a matter of this 


kind. 

If we'can declare belligerency by a joint resolution I look in 
vain in the Constitution for the express warrant, and I have not 
been able to find or to have pointed out to me where the implied 
warrant for such power exists. If it is under the power to declare 

yar,as insisted here, or is contained within the powerto declare 
war, then perhaps there might be something to be said for the 
proposition of the Senator from Maine. 

But, Mr. President, what the resolution reported by the Com 
mittee on Foreign Relations intends to do is not to accord bellig- 
erency to the insurgents in Cuba. It is to express the opinion of 
the two Houses of Congress by a concurrent resolution as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives That, in 
the opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists between the Gov 
ernment of Spain and the Government proclaimed and for some time main 
tained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of 
America should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, 


concurring 
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according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 


The concurrent resolution as it came from the committee was 
toits being reported. 


the concurrent resolution reported from the committee, which, if 
the Senate will bear with me for a moment, I will read. 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate contemplates with solicitudeand profound regret 
the sufferings and destruction accompanying the civil conflict now in progress 
in Cuba. While the United States have not interfered and will not, unless 
their vital interests so demand, interfere with existing colonies and depend- 
encies of any European Government on this hemisphere, nevertheless our 

ople have never disguised and do not now conceal their sympathy for all 

hose who struggle patriotically, as do the Cubans now in revolt, to exercise, 
maintain, and poemeve the right of self-government. Nor can we ignore 
our eras and close relations to Cuba by reason of geographical prox- 
imity and our consequent grave interest in all questions affecting the control | 
or well-being of that island. We trust that the executive department, to 
whose investigation and care our diplomatic relations have been committed, 
will, at as early a date as the facts will warrant, recognize the belligerency of 
those who are maintaining themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to Spain, 
and that the influence and offices of the United States may be prudently, 
peacefully, and effectively exerted to the end that Cuba may be enabled to | 
establish a permanent government of her own choice. 


This resolution not only is one to quicken the Executive and to 
give him the support of the opinion of Congress, but it seems to 


feeling of the American people. It expresses it in a way which | 
Spain, though she may not assent to it, though she may not take | 
any pleasure in it, has no right to take umbrage at. She has no 
right to call the Government of the United States or the people 
of the United States to account for the expression. Resting there, 
with the President stimulated to make the inquiry which will be 
the basis of his action, we may wait until events have so shaped 
themselves that either order is restored by the might and power 
of the arms of Spain, her control thoroughly reestablished through- 


out the length and breadth of the island, or until perchance the | 


God of Battles has given to the insurgents such success and such | 


victory as will insure to them a place among the family of the | 


nations of the world. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that we have gone as far in this 
resolution as our power warrants usih going. It seems to me 
that we have gone in the direction in which our sympathies and 
our feelings and our judgments would properly lead us. The 
President of the United States has means and opportunities to 
investigate that this Congress and the Senate have not. We can 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


It is as | 


me it expresses in sufficiently restrained and proper language the 





not know except at secondhand what the condition of things is 
in the Island of Cuba. He can send his agents there. He has 
means, through the consuls and the ministers of the United States 
abroad, to find out, as we can not except by inquiry from him, 
what is the probability of the issue of the contest there. 

If we ask cnn to lay before us the correspondence that he may 
have to throw light upon the unhappy condition of things, he can 
withhold a portion of it, if in his opinion the interests of the United 
States require it. We always ask him ‘‘if not incompatible with 
the public interests” to give us such information. So the Execu- 
tive is armed by the Constitution with the means of knowing what 
we can not know except in a very inperfect way and at second- 
hand. Hecan send his agent, asGeneral Taylor sent Mr. Mann to 
Hungary, or as President Monroe, I think it was,sent Mr. Rodney 


anil the other representatives toSouth America, in order that they | 


might report to him what the condition of those struggling colo- 
nies was and what the prospects of a termination of the war in 
their several countries might be. 


resolution as I have just read we will have discharged our duty so 
far as we can now see it, and the President of the United States 
will have the support of the two Houses of Congress, or at least 
of the Senate of the United States, in any inquiry he may make, 
and be stimulated to the performance of that duty, if indeed he 


devolved upon him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I desire to take the floor for 
to-morrow. I suppose the Senate does not care to stay here this 
evening. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
at this time except for a moment in order to put into the RecorpD 
a translation of an interview which General Weyler had before 
he left Spain. On his departure from Cadiz, General Weyler had 
aconversation with the civic authorities who came to bid him fare- 
well, which appears in El Liberal, of Madrid, of the 29th of Janu- 
ary. It is as follows: 

“We come to bid youa last good-bye,” said the officials. ‘“Thelast * * * 


in the present campaign,” answered the General. Everybody expressed 
hopes of a speedy termination of the campaign. 


WEYLER'S WORDS. 


“Tt will not be easy,” said the General. “to realize what you and all the 
Spaniards desire. I would be content to finish the war in two years. In the 
last war, which was of less importance, ten years were .. Igonow 
in the worst conditions. After the reenforcements which be sent in 
February it will be impossible to send more troops untilnext winter, unless 


| been going on now for a year. 
Mr. President, I have no doubt that with the passage of such a | 
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the reserves are called out. A great deal of money is also needed and the 
country is already making the last sacrifices. The question requires special] 


| study, so that public interests will not be further injured. I am encourag:.| 
not altogether satisfactory to me at the time, although I assented | 
I like better the resolution that was offered | 


by the Senator from California |[Mr. Wurre] as a substitute for | 


oo reaction in public opinion and by the attitude of the Cuban families 
who leave for Tampa at the mere announcement of my going to Cuba. | 
suppose they must have some motive for leaving. I desire to be in Cuha 
because what is upon my shoulders weighs upon me as it would weigh on ¢ 
religious fanatic. I will not rest until I have satisfactorily accomplished my 
work,and I do not fear the future. I remember the prophecies made me |, 

fore I went to Catalonia. Then they told me the anarchists would finish wi 

me. The comtrary has happened, for leven gained the love of everybody. T},\. 
is proven by the farewell they gave me in Barcelona, which moved mo as { 
have never been before. On arriving in Cubal propose to exterminate t))> 


| eons first in the provinces of Habana, Pinar del Rio, Matanzas, and La 
| Villas. 
| invade them. Afterwards the small parties of bandits will remain, which [ 
| will slowly exterminate. At all events, great activity is needed in the pres. 


Of course it is to be understood that I refer to the large groups that 


ent circumstances.” 

What I wish to call attention to in this interview is that after 
General Weyler reached Cuba it was given out that he was goiny 
to end the war before the rainy season, which begins in May, ani 


| yet in his last words before leaving Spain he says that it will take 
| at least two years. 


So, on the statement of the general in com- 
mand, we are to have two years more of bloodshed and useless 
slaughter and destruction in Cuba. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And extermination. 

Mr. LODGE. The ee is that he proposes to exterminate 
them; and he rejoices in the fact that the mere news of his com- 
ing is driving Cuban families to fly to the United States. It isa 
commentary, Mr. President, on the processes which he means to 
employ and on the desperate condition of the Spanish cause. 

r.GRAY. What is the authenticity of that paper? 

Mr. LODGE. I took it from a Spanish paper, El Liberal. It 
was published in El Liberal, of Madrid. Ihave the Spanish paper 
at my room from which it has been translated. These are his own 
words, a statement which he made to the civic authorities of Cadiz 
on board ship just as he was leaving. It is reported verbatim in 
El Liberal, and this is a translation from it. It is, I think, im- 
portant, as rengtceng, long the struggle is likely to continue. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that it is not for us to consider 
what the views of Spain are in regard to this matter. It is for us 
to consider what the duties of the United States are, the dutics 
that they owe tothemselves, tohumanity, andtofreedom. I think 
their first duty is to bring the war in Cuba to an end. 

I do not care, personally, to enter into the constitutional discus- 
sion which has arisen as to the various powers of the differcut 
Departments of the Government or as to the question of a concur- 
rent or a joint resolution. It appears to me that if we are to put 
a stop to this war, as I believe the —< of the United States 
with hardly an exception desire and demand, our course is simply 
to pass a joint resolution giving the opinion of Congress as to the 
recognition of belligerency. The actual recognition by proclama- 
tion must come from the ident; everybody understands that; 
but the opinion of Congress embodied.in a joint resolution which 
goes to him for his signature or his veto is such as the seriousness 
of this question demands. To that I would add the resolution of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] in favor of our 
Government taking immediate steps to mediate between Spain and 
her revolutionists with a view to securing the independence of the 
island or such reforms as will content the people, if there are any 
a they would accept after the way previous promises have been 

roken. 

That, Mr. President, is doing something effective. I am very 
happy to vote for resolutions of sympathy; kind wordsare all very 
well, but this bloodshed and slaughter and this useless war lis 
It isclear that that island is lost to 
Spain, and, as I said the other day, it seems to me the duty of the 
United States, looking at its duty to hnmanity and the responsi- 
bility that it owes to that island and to its own people, is to do 
something that shall amount to something and take, a step that 
will lead to stopping the war. I think the course which I have 


| suggested is a practical measure, something better than mere 
needs any stimulus, which the Constitution of the country has | 


words, something that is needed and that will receive the cordial 
approval of the people of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, as I do not intend to make a 
speech on this subject, I simply want to say now that I fully con- 
cur in the sentiments utte the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. LopGe]. I do not believe we are discharging our duty to 

poe bya to liberty if we stand by and allow the bloody mur- 
der which has become chronic in Cuba to be longer continued. 
I do not believe that in any proper sense Spain has any title to tue 
island. She has lost it by her inability to maintain law and order 
and good government. If there ever was a case where a great 
Government was called upon to interfere in behalf of humanity 
it is this case. A slaughter-house for half a century at our doors, 
made so by a country wholly incapable of ee Cuba, is 
something that we ought not to tolerate. The sibility aris- 
ing from our situation and for the maintenance of institutions 
that we love and maintain for ourselves, the tion of those 
institutions, the of throughout the world, 
call upon the United States in that can not be mistaken 
to abate this nati nuisance, this violation of law and order, 
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this violation of humanity, this violation of every principle of 
just government. 

I say situated as we are we are called upon to take some effective 
action. Ido not propose to discuss the mode now, but such action 
should be taken as will put a stop to the terrible sacrifice of life, 
the terrible mockery of government which is at our borders. We 
have the power to stop it, and we should do it and do it at once. 
If we mean to be respected by other nations we will take notice 
of this matter in a manner that will secure to the people of Cuba 
local self-government, government that shall give them peace 
and secure for them prosperity. Wecan not stand by longer and 
permit the existing condition to continue without receiving and 
deserving the reproach of all mankind. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President. I do not desire to detain the Senate 
more than amoment. I hold in my hand a list of the forces, by 
regiments and brigades, which have been sent by Spain to Cuba 
since the commencement of the present war. I desire to have it 
placed in the Recorp for the information of Senators who may 
wish to have knowledge on the subject. They amount to 190,472 
men. During the existence of the war and within the last two 
months Gomez and Maceo have traversed the entire extent of the 
island, even up to the very gates of Habana, and Martinez Cam- 
pos, the celebrated general of Spain, has retired, acknowledging 
the impossibility of accomplishing the subjugation of those people. 

THE SPANISH ARMY IN CUBA. 


According to the report of the secretary of war at Madrid, the reenforce 
mentsof soldiers sent to Cubafrom the beginning of the insurrection till the 
retirement of Campos were as follows: 
Sailed from March 8 to 12,7 battalions 
From Ist to 19th of April 

1 battalion marine infantry 
6 battalions regulars 


8, aR 


One 


From April 24 to May 8— 
a nmecedoune oi ee 
1 fattalion marine infantry 
1 battalion regulars 


From May 20 to June 10— 
10 cavalry squadrons ........ 
Eee 
ih condndsocs ecccce 


From June 18 to July 21— 
10 infantry battalions. ................-. 
Sundries 


From July 31 to September 30— 
SE a 
8 cavalry squadrons -.-.- ‘ 
1 fix artillery battalion 
2 field artillery battalions -.-..-..--. 
l engineer corps battalion 
Sundries 


8, 642 


437 


OS8 


,oll 
280 
67 
1 
V1 


From October 5 to November 30— 
TE 18, 871 
i teeeeeneom meeremes......................... 
a 


ow 
To this must be added— 
2 infantry battalions organized in Cuba --......- ; 
Sent from Puerto Rico --. le anal ditihinn paceilbmineatien 1, 4 
2 battalions organized in Cuba 
ee 5,2 
3 cavalry squadrons organized in Cuba -................----- 3u3 


10, 918 
000 


=. UO 


On the way from Spain aaeiaanda 
In service in the island on February, 24, 1894. _...............-...- 
Total of regular Spanish troops 
Total of volunteer forces in the 

| 


island, doing mainly garrisor 


sae cuadedneeedscnkéacenne 


The above forces were commanded by the following superior officers: 
Captain-general and commander-in-chief: Martinez Campos. 
Lieutenant-generals: Marin, Pando, and Valera. 

Generals of division: Arderius, Suarez Valdez, Lachambre, Jimenez Cas- 
tellanos, Jimenez Moreno, Gonzalez Muiioz, Pin, Mella, Navarro, and ler 
nandez Lozada. 

Generals of brigade: Barraqué, Garcia Navarro, Bazan, Lofio, Echague, 

aque, Canella, Linares, Oliver, Alonso Gasco, Aidave, Garrich, Godon, Obre 

n, Norfuma, Del Rey, Toral, Ordoiiez, Suero, Serrano, Altamira, Aldecoa, 

ena, Inaz, Aizpamay Cornell. 

Total: One commander-in-chief, 3 lieutenant-generals, 10 division generals, 
and 2% brigadier-generals—39 generals. 


The information contained in this pamphlet, published by the 
Cuban Junta and certified by the correspondent of the New York 
World, is to the effect that children and women in the most deli- 
cate condition, prisoners by the hundred, are daily being slaugh- 
tered and murdered in that island, and that the proclamation of 
Valmaceda, which we know to be authentic, has been revived for 
the extermination of the people of that island. 


SPANISH BRUTALITY. 


after the engagement of General Linares and the Cuban Rabi, 

Muerto, an officer of the column of General Linares took as 
peaceful citizens whom he met nearthesugar estate of Hatillo, 
notified the general of their arrest. e general, angered by the 


Two days 
in Descanso 
prisoners f. 

=“ ‘our 


defeat he had received in his encounter with Rabi, ordered the men to be 
shot immediately. Three of them were shot. The other, who is the uncle of 
& well-known lawyer in the city of Santiago, esca 


ped because he screamed so 
that he attracted the attention of Lieutenant-Colonel Tejeda, who was 
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acquainted v h him, a ssured t] hat v 
‘An I 1-year bov wh he St red } 
ke the roa ( \ 
\r I 
~ Vl 
‘ iy = ‘ 
Decen r4 Matar 
Yet, Mr. President, we sit here and talk ! f 
sympathy and about appealing to Spain, v nha t 
that under no circnmstances will she he Ur i State 
to have anv influence in her domestic affa 
Mr. President, Iam tired of hearing of res \ } 
Let us act like men. If it be true that there is 1 era 
and a Congres the United States, but that this in i rial 
Government with a Chief Magistrate possessing absointe power 
I am in favor « his Congress establishing a different i 


of the Constitution avid reestab! 


shing a Government of the people 


and of the representatives of the peop 

So I shall oifer a resolution for the recognition of the independ 
ence of the island of Cuba. I want none of this idle, cowardly 
state policy, which means nothing and accomplishes not gr, 
while murder and outrage of every kind are being perpetrated 
within our very hearing. I desire Senators to und ind that I 
at least shall ask that something practical and positive and 
coming the character and power of this people shall be done 
| Applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro led to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 57 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes 
day, February 26, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Evecutive nominations received by the Senate February 25, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

Lieut. Commander George A. Bicknell, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 5th of January, 1896, vice Commander Loui 
Kingsley, deceased. 

aeut. Nathan E. Niles, to be a lieutenant-commander in th 
Navy, from the 5th of January, 1896 (subject the examinations 
required by law), vice Lieut. Commander George A. Bicknell 
promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John A. Dougherty, to be a i nt in 
the Navy, from the 5th of January, i896, 5 I . 1 E. 
Niles, promoted. 

Ensign Theodore C. Fenton, to be a lient { 

il Navy, from the 5th of January, 1896 (subje 
ms required by law), vice Lieut. (Junior G John 
Dougherty, promoted. 

P, A. Engineer Stacy Potts, to be achief engin { Na 
from the 20th of January, 1896, vice Chief I len 
wig, revire a. 

st. Engineer Charles H. Hay to be a passed assistant ¢ 
neer in the Navy, from the 29th of January Pade d 
neer Stacy Potts, promoted. 

P. A. Engineer Henry T. Cleaver, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 20th of February, 1896 (sul t t ! 
tions required by law), vice Chief Engineer Rob R. L 
retired. 

Asst. Engineer Horace W.Jones, to be a p: dd 
neer in the Navy, from the 20th of February 6, vi A.] 
neer Henry T. Cleaver, promoted. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, February 25, 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by ( . 
Henry M. Coupben. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yester va p 
proved. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House resolve it- 
self intoCommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) 1 ng appro 
priations for current and contingentexpe) indian Depart 
ment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Grosvenor in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 

' the bill H. R. 6249. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the section pertaining to the so-called Ogden land claim, being 
lines 1 to 11 inclusive, on page 45, be stricken out, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 1 to 11 inclusive, on page 45. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear it read. 

SA SHERMAN, This is the so-called Ogden Land Company's 
claim. 

Mr. PITNEY. This is the section on which I reserved the 
point of order, the proposed appropriation for the extinguishment 
of the right and title of the Ogden Land Company. 

; Mr. McMILLIN, Ido not care for the reading, as I know what 
t is. 

Mr. CANNON. I only want to say one word about it. Iam 
perfectly content that it should go out; but I want to say this, 
that if it ever comes back into the bill it would be required to 
consider it in Committee of the Whole, whatever its merits or 
want of merit may be, for two or three hours; and I hope if it comes 
back in the bill that an opportunity will be given for the considera- 
- and hearing, because there is much to be said on each side of 
the case. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, justa moment. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman in charge of this bill that should an amend- 
ment covering the clause to be stricken out be put upon the bill 
in the Senate there should be no agreement to such amendment 
until the House shall have had an opportunity to consider it inde- 

endently of other amendments. edo not wish the amendment 
to come back to the House in the form of an agreed report. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, before any action is taken upon 
this request of the gentleman from New York, in view of what 
has been said about the supposed action of the Senate, I would 
like to hear from the chairman of the committee, because if this 
is to be simply stricken out this morning to be put back by the 
Senate, with the consent of the committee, I think we had better 
have an expression of this committee on the matter now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We had better fight it out now. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir; but if it is stricken out in good faith, 
and the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the com- 
mittee of conference that will be appointed proposes to carry out 
the action of this committee on the amendment, why then [I am 
entirely content, but otherwise I would object to his request. 

Mr.CANNON. Justaword. I understand thatthe gentleman 
moves to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. He asks unanimous consent. 

Mr.CANNON. Orasksconsent thatit goout. Now, then, par- 
liamentarily, if the Senate should put a similar amendment on this 
bill, and it should come back, I suppose that the point of order that 
it should first be considered in the Committee of the Whole could 
be made against it, and it would have te be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. That is not always fully satisfactory, be- 
cause sometimes these things happen in the closing days of the 
session when the House is cramped for time, but that probably will 
not be the case in this instance. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois this further difficulty, that the conference report comes as 
an entirety; and while by agreement we can often do this, there 
is more difficulty in getting at the consideration of any particular 
item when it has assumed conference form than any other. 

Mr. CANNON. I will sayin reply it can not assume conference 
form until it comes in the shape of aSenate amendment, and comes 
back to the House, and when it comes back to the Houseit will be 
subject to the point of order that it should first be considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to know from my colleague now 
what makes him think that the Senate is going to put an amend- 
ment on? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know. 

Mr. HOPKINS. For forty years we have had these Indian ap- 
propriation bills, and they never put it on. 

r. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, this is the section on which I 
made the point of order last night. Before giving consent to its 
being now struck out I should like to have an understanding with 


the gentleman in charge of the bill, the gentleman from New York | 


{[Mr. SHERMAN], to this effect, that the matter shall not be taken 
up for consideration if the bill comes back from the Senate with 
an amendment of this character upon it without notice to the 
—— from Illinois, chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why should the chairman of the Committee 
= a have notice, rather than other members of the 

ouse 

Mr. PITNEY. For the reason that the gentleman has given 
the aie careful consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. _So have forty other gentlemen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request gentlemen to take 
their seats. Business can not proceed until order is obtained, 
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Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will request the stipulation in 
a different form if more agreeable to the gentleman from Illinois 
_ Hopkins]. My reason for asking for the stipulation is this: 

y attention was directed to this item and I have made some in- 
vestigation of it, and when that provision of the bill was reached 
in Committee of the Whole yesterday, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PaYNE] being in the chair, the gentieman who is in 
charge of the bill [Mr. SHERMAN] asked unanimous consent that 
the matter be laid over until a later hour. I, before giving con- 
sent, requested the privilege of reserving the point of order upon 
that provision. That privilege was granted to me. The matter 
then went over, and it is now taken up for the first time. I de- 
sire to have it in such shape that it can not be passed through this 
House without fair notice to those who desire to oppose this ap- 
propriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition before the committee is the 
request of the gentleman from New York that this matter go out 
of the bill by unanimous consent. Is there objection to that re- 
quest? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, before the 
matter is finally passed upon, I am informed that the gentleman 
from New York, Judge DANIELS, has a report which was mace 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on this subject and which 
has also received the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. [ 
do not wish to occupy the time of the committee, but I ask unani- 
mous consent that that report be printed in the REcor»D, so that 
we can have the benefit of it in connection with this subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall object to that. The report will be 
printed as a House document. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman is willing for this subject 
to be considered on its merits I do not see what foundation there 
is for his objection; but of course I have to yield to his desire in 
that regard. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But if it is in the REcorp it will be accessi- 
ble at all times. 

The CHAIRMAN, The matter has goneoutof the bill by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill and amendments to the House with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Grosvenor, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a Dill 
(H.R. 6249) making appropriations for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department -and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other p , with sundry amendments, and had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reala 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. Bascock and Mr. DINGLEY addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The tleman Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, is entitled to the 


oor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman gives way for 4 
few moments that I may call — a bill which is unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Ways and Means, and which ought 
to be passed immediately—a bill relating to the fur-seal fisheries. 

Mr. BABCOCK. One moment, Mr. Speaker. - unanimous 
consent of the House yesterday it was agreed that the District of 
Columbia business should have the right of way after the passis° 


of the ee bill—— 
The SP . It is for the gentleman from Wisconsin to sy. 


. Mr. as I desire = eel oo ee — ra- 
on to-day, but I am willing arily e gentleman 
from Maine in order that he may ask comsideravion for the bill in- 
dicated by him, provided the District Committee does not lose its 


ight to the floor. 
The gentleman yields, with the understan(ing 


The report will be printed as a House docu- 


. DINGLEY. 
that after the consideration of the bill which I desire to ca!l up 
business from the Committee on the District of Columbia shall be 
in order. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. &. 





1896. 





3206) relating to fur-seal fisheries. The bill is unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Ways and Means. 


FUR-SEAL FISHERIES, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
authorized and empowered t») conclude negotiations with the Governments 
of Great Britain, Russia, and Japan, or any of them, for the appointment of 
a joint commission, to consist of not more than three members from each 
nation, to investigate the present condition, habits, and feeding grounds, both 
on land and sea, of the fur-seal herd in the North Pacific Ocean and in Bering 
Sea, from the American to the Asiatic shores, and the methods of slaughte1 
ing the same, and to consider and report what further regulations, if any, 
land and sea are necessary for its preservation. , — 

If such commission shall deem it necessary to Visit the shores on the Ameri 
can and Asiatic side of the North Pacific Ocean, Bering Sea, Pribilof Islands, 
Commander Islands, Kurile Islands, and_ Robben Island, or any other places 
on or near the North Pacific Ocean and Bering Sea, the President may detail 


ea ship of the United States to convey any or all of said commissioners, with 
the ships of either of said other nations. 


The members of said commission for the United States shall be appointed 
>» the President. In addition to their necessary expenses, they shall each 
by t ) } ) 
receive compensation at the rate of not more than $5,000 per annum; a secre 


tary and a stenographer may also be appointed for said members of the | 


United States, at such compensation, in addition totheir necessary expenses 
as may be determined to be reasonable by the President. In addition thereto 
the United states shall bear its proportion of such general expenses of the 
commission as the respective Governments may agree upon as necessary 
The said commissioners for the United States, and other employees as afore 
said, shall serve until the completion of their report, hereinafter referred to 
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They may be removed by the President at any time, and he may appoint | 


their successors whenever any vacancy shall occur by death, inability to act, 
resignation, or other cause. ‘hey shall report to the President the results of 
their investigation. 

Sec. 2. That pending the investigation and report of said commission the 
President of the United States is hereby authorized to conclude and proclaim 
a modus vivendi with said Governments, or any of them, providing for new 
regulations or suspending or altering the existing regulations established by 
the Paris Tribunal, or limiting the catch on the Pribilof, Commander, Kurile, 
and Robben islands, or any of them, in any manner that may be deemed ex 
pedient for the preservation of the fur-seal herd. Saic 
the terms of said commissioners, shall expire by limitation, unless previously 
terminated, on the Ist day of January, 1893. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of the act approved April 6, 1894, providing pun 
ishment by fine, imprisonment, and forfeiture of vessels for violation of the 
articles of award of the Tribunal of Arbitration, are hereby made applicable 
to all violations of the modus vivendi herein provided for; and it shall be the 
duty of the President to make known by proclamation the provisions of said 
modes vivendi. 

Sec. 4. That all needful expenses incident to the appointment, investiga 
tion, and report of the said commission, as herein provided for, shall be paid 
by the Secretary of the Treasury out of any moneys in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated, which amount is hereby appro 
priated. : i . 

Sec. 5. That if the modus vivendi authorized by section 2 of this act be not 
concluded, and regulations under the same, effectual in the judgment of the 
President for preserving the Alaskan seal herd, be not put into operation 
for this year’s sealing season, then the Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
approval of the President, is hereby authorized to take and kill each and 
every fur seal, male and female, as it may be found on the Pribilot Islands: the 


Said modus vivendi, and | 


skins of said seals to be sold by him to the best advantage with regard to | 


time and place of sale as he may elect, and the proceeds thereof covered into 
the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That all needful expenses inci 
dent to the thorough 
and transportation of skins, erection of necessary buildings, employment of 
labor, care of the Sea Island and Pribilof natives, incurred by the Secretary 
of the Treasury shali be paid by him out of any moneys in the Treasury of 
the United States not otherwise appropriated, which amount is hereby appro- 
wriatéd: Provided also, That nothing in the Revised Statutes, sections num 

red 1960 and 1961, contained shall prevent the Secretary of the Treasury 
from exercising the authority herein conferred upon him to take and kill 
said seals, but otherwise said sections shall remain in full force and operation. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask that this bill be con- | 


sidered in the House instead of in Committee of the Whole, be- 
cause in the last House it was passed unanimously and is well 


understood by a large proportion of the members of this House. | 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, Iask the Clerk to read the 
brief report of the committee, which explains the necessity for im- 
mediateaction. Before the report is read I may say that the neces- 


sity arises from the fact that next week the pelagic sealers will | 


begin to sail from the port of Victoria, and it is quite important 
that some notice be given immediately by action of Congress in 
this direction. 

The report (by Mr. DINGLEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$206) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent the extermination of fur- 
be: animals in Alaska, and for other purposes,” have considered the 
same, and beg leave to report: 

In order to prevent the extermination of fur seals, which will soon take 
pace unless prompt measures can be taken to prevent pelagic sealing, this 

au 


thorizes the President to invite Great Britain, Russia, and Japan, or | 


any of them, to unite with the United States in the Spores of a joint 
commission to investigate the present condition and habits of the fur-seal 
herd in the North Pacific Ocean and in Bering Sea, and the method of 
slaughtering the same, with the result of such slaughter, and report what 
furt re tions, if any, are necessary for its preservation, with a view to 
their on and enforcement by the countries uniting in creating such 


Co} i 
Pending this investigation the President is authorized to conclude a modus 


vivendi with said Governments, or any of them, providing for such new or 
additional regulations as may be deemed expedient for the preservation of 
the fur-seal herd, said modus vivendi to terminate January 1, 1898. 
If, however, the President finds himself unable to secure the conus 
of Great Britain y in securing the modus vivendi authorized by this 
eee d preserve the Alaskan seal herd for this year’s seal- 
ing season, the Secre of the Treasury is authorized to take each and 
every fur seal on the Pribilof Islands and to sell the skins of said seals as he 


to cover the proceeds into the Treasury. 


yerformance of this work of killing seals, pocnurving | 
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The necvssity for this course arises from t} uct that the Al : ul 
herd is being rapidly exterminated by 1 sealing vessels ( 
dian—which follow the seal herd as it moves along our Pa \ 
spring ard enter Bering Sea at end of the clo nin A \ 
they are free under the ineffs lreznia sad 1 he Pat ‘ 
to use the spear—more deadly than il ki 1 le of ww 
m ne, the seals that frequent t) ‘wa ‘s in pursuit of food \ o 
seals are mai females that have br tf h their y ron the P f 

1ds, the killing of the mother sealsr ! 1 the starva 1 of the y g 
pon the land and the inevitable rapid extinction of the fur il herd 

The rapidity o1 the decline of the valuable | lw h ar ‘ ! to 
the Pribilof Islands of Alaska, m ly on - l be 
seen when it appears that in IS74 this herd 1 ) Labout 4,603,000, Ir ”) 
the herd had been reduced to 1,080,000, and at tl f i ito 
about 175.5)—44.000 seals, mostly females, hav eI ik j 
season by pela alers, and about 50,00) pups having « i ‘ n 
consequence o » killing of tl ther ! 





One year ago! 
be 


t was the estimate of experts that if all killing of seals had 
*n stopped then it would take five years to restore it toits former! 































It is now estimated that if regulations can be secured | 
opens the herd can be restored in ten yea however, t 
are permitted to avail themselves of another season's 0} 
slaughter under the ineffectual regulations of the Paris ‘I ul " 
lieved by experts that the herd will be early exterminat to make it 
very difficult to restore it; and that if pelagic sealing ines, wit) ve 
years not only the Al an herd but also the R ind Japane herds 
will be well-nigh extinguished 
When it is borne in mind that our Govern r la st $5,000,000 
| between 1870 and 1890 from the lessees who were 5 i sive pr e 
of annually killing 100,000 male seals above | yearof a Ixt 
the new lease, $260,673, but in 1891 only $46.719, in Ls 
i892 it has received nothing (notwithst: ng $550,000 is ¢ beca . 
claim of the lessees for a reduction of r¢ tl which aw d i by 
the courts, it will be seen that the Treasury is being depriv: a val 
uable source of revenue by the operations of the pelagi ule 
Not only this, but the Government expended in Isv4t it $450,008 ain 
attempt to prevent the killing of-segls in Bering Sea by enfor z tl fi- 
cient regulations of the Paris Tribunal 
It will be seen, therefore, that unless Great Britain can persuaded to 
unite with this country in so modifying and enlarging the reculations adoptec 
by the Paris Tribunal—for Russia and Japan a1 ly t ! he ¢ t 
dian pelagic sealers will within five years completely ext ly 
the Alaskan but the Russian seal herds, and depriv 1is 1 f i 
ble source of revenue and the worid of a great boon And mu ull 
these seal skins go to London to prey id dyed ‘ t 
there to nearly 50,000 persons, even Great 1 her ill be d of 
a valuable source of income for her own people 
It is believed that it is Canada that is standing in the way and holdir t 
Great Britain from cooperating with us in the preservation of the seal herd 
and that when Canada sees that we propose to take summary measures to 
end not only the inhumanity that consigns thousands of young seals t low 
starvation, but also the farce by which we are expending large m 
money to police Bering Sea practically to aid her pelagic sealers in t work 
of exterminating seals, she will no longer endeay to prevent England from 
| uniting with us in efficient measures to save the seal he to t work 
If, however, we fail in this,as we have failed under pr nditions, not 
withstanding we have been urging Great Britain for more may ‘to 
unite with us in measures to preserve s life, then considerations of 1 
as wellasof economy and justice demand that we should st the further cruel 
starvation of thousands of seal pups by taking als are left and | 
ing of their skins and covering into the Treasury s proceeds, whi uld 
| probably reach $5,000,000. 
Your committee therefore unanimously recommend the passage of the 
|} accompanying bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and pa l. 
On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider | last 
vote was laid on the table. 
TITLE OF MARGARET SHUGRUE AND OTHI 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin {Mr. Bap 





cock], chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, is 
recognized to call up business from that committee. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 6408) an- 
thorizing the sale of title of the United States to certain tracts of 
land in the District of Columbia to Margaret Shugrue, Caroline 
Lochboehler, and John R. Scott. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby 
ized and required to sell, grant, and poneey unto Margaret Shugrus 8 
District of Columbia, all the right, title, and interest of the United Stat n 
and unto all that tract of land in the District of Columbia hereinafter « 
scribed; to Caroline Lochboehler, of the District of Columbia, all the right 
title, and interest of the Unit t} 


Luthor- 


; ; ed States in and unto all that certain 
tract of land in said District of Columbia, also hereinafter described; and t 
John R. Scott, of the District of Columbia, all the right, title, and int« 


the United States in and unto all that certain other tract of land in said D 
trict of Columbia, also hereinafter described, at prices to be determin 
the Secretary of War upon consideration of all the circumst: 

cases, which prices shall be exclusive of the values of the improvements on 
said tracts of land: Provided,That the Secretary of War shall ’ 
opinion that the said sales will in nowise be detrimental to the 


mnces of ¢t 


Aqueduct: Provided further, That the encroachments thereon were not frat 
ulent, and that the said Margaret Shugrue is the bona fide proprietor of the 
hat ia 


land adjacent to the tract hereinafter described tha t 
Caroline Lochboehler is the bona fide proprietor of land adjacent to the 
tract hereinafter described that is to Be sold to her; and that John R. Scott 
is the bona fide proprietor of the land adjacent to the tract hereinafter de- 
scribed that is to be sold to him. 

Description of land to be sold to Margaret Shugrue: Beginning ata stone 
marked “ W. A. 126," on the line of the northerly boundary of the United 
States land, near culvert 24of the Washington Aqueduct, and running thence 
on said boundary north 16 degrees and 38 minutes east 128.2 feet to boundary 
stone 28—K. 11; thence south 52 degrees and 30 minutes west 103.9 feet; thence 


be sold to her; that 





south 37 degrees and 3) minutes east 75 feet to the place of beginning, con 
taining 3,80 square feet, or about 0.089 of an acre. 

Description of land to be sold to Caroline Lochboehler: Beginning at astone 
marked * W. A. K. 3,” on the southerly side of the United States land, near 


culvert 26 of the Washington Aqueduct, and running south 40 degrees and % 
minutes east 20.2 feet; thence south 57 degrees and 15 minutes west 145.6 feet; 
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thence north 63 degrees west 23.1 feet to a stone marked “ W. A. K. 2”; thence 
north 57 degrees and 15 minutes east 154.5 feet to the place of , con- 
taining 3,001 square feet, or about 0.060 of an acre. 

Description of land to be sold to John R. Scott: nning at a point on the 
easterly boundary line of the United States land pe ning to the Dalecarlia 
reservoir, 30 feet from a stone at the intersection of the southerly and east- 
erly boundary lines of said land, and running thence along said easterly 
boundary line north 12 degrees and 42 minutes east 266.75 feet; thence leav- 
ing said boundary line and running south 75 degrees and 17 minutes west 
82.75 feet; thence south 2 degrees and 35 minutes east 234.24 feet; thence south 
64 degrees and 46 minutes east 11.58 feet to the point of beginning, containing 
one-fourth of an acre, more or less. 


The Committee of the Whole House, to which the bill had been 
referred, was discharged from its further consideration; and the 
House proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish toask one or two questions of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill. As I understand, the bill has been 
ee by the War Department. 

r. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And it has the approval of the District Com- 
missioners? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And full and ample safeguards are provided 
in reference to the appraisement of the land? 

Mr. BABCOCK, es, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. About how much land is involved? 

Mr. BABCOCK. A little less than half an acre, embraced in 
three different descriptions. 

Mr, DOCKERY. What is the probable value of the land in 
question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
aqueduct, 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
War—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
of the land. 

Mr. DOCKERY. These parties, l understand, have been in un- 
disturbed possession of the land for more than twenty years with- 
out fraudulent intent? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say in explanation of the bill that it 

ovides for the conveyance of three small tracts of land on the 

ashington Aqueduct, adjoining premises that have been occu- 
pied ~ these parties for over twenty years. By a recent survey 
made by the War Department it is found that their buildings 
encroach upon the Government land. The Secretary of War has 
submitted this bill authorizing him to seil to these parties this 
land encroached upon, amounting in the three descriptions to less 
than half an acre, and of very small value. 
ee CANNON. Will the United States have any use for this 

nd? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The engineers say not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should be glad if the gentleman will have 
the report printed in the REcorD in connection with the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask that the report of the Committee of the 
District of Columbia upon this bill be published in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Bascock) is as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(CH. R. 5159) authorizing the sale of title of the United States to certain tracts 
of land in the District of Columbia to Margaret Shugrue and Caroline Loch- 


boehier, having fully considered the same, report a substitute therefor, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
On February 19, 1895, the Secretary of War transmitted to Congress a re- 
— from Col. George H. Elliot, Corps of En rs, in charge of the Wash- 
gton Aqueduct, inviting attention to n encroachments by Margaret 
Shugrue and Caroline Lochhoehler upon Government land pe ing to the 
aqueduct, which letter and report were as follows: 


“War Department, Washington, D. C., February 19, 1896. 
“Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a report dated the lth i-- 
stant, from Col. George H. Elliot, of Engineers, the engineer officer in 
of the W. Aqueduct, inviting attention to the fact that cer- 
of eae and Caroline Lochboehler, 
vernment land pe g to the aqueduct, plats of the 
ence bearing on the subject be inclosed 
ding that in view of the facts recited by him 
n by Congress permit: the sale of the land involved to the 
parties named, and to which end he su ts the accompanying copy of a bill 
authorizing such sale. 
a concur with the Chief of Engineers in the views of the e 
an 


The value is not very great. It is out by the 


And the bill provides that the Secretary of 
That the Secretary of War shall fix the value 


eer officer, 
ly submit the matter with recommendation for favorable 


on. 
“Very respectfully, DANIEL 8. LAMONT 
” - “ Secretary of War. 
“The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES.” 


“OFFICE OF THE WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 15, 1895. 
“GENERAL: Before my retirement from this office and from active service 
I desire to invite atten’ to the of 

ta Ht Caroline 
to the Washington Aquedact. 
encroaching buildings of Margaret Shugrue consist of a small frame 
dwelling, which is partially, and a cow —_— is wholly, on Govern- 
ment land. ‘The place js on the Conduit road, about 3 miles from Washington, 
near culvert 24, and about half way between the u and lower reservoirs. 
” encroaching building belo: to Lochboehler is a small 
brick dwelling house, a portion of ison Government iand. It is on the 


to 
per- 
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Conduit road, near culvert 26, about 24 miles from Washington, and just above 
the distributing reservoir. 

“These encroachments were developed by a survey that I caused to he 
made in 1890 of the lands pertaining to the aqueduct between the two reso, 
ae the result of which survey I reported to the Department November 5, 

“ T inclose appended hereto plats of the encroachments and copies of letters 
addressed to me, stating the circumstances under which the encroachmen:s 
were made. They are— 

“A letter from the late Michael Shugrae, husband of Margaret, dated Sop. 
tember 26, 1890; ; 

“ A letter from Margaret Shuerue, dated February 3, 1895; and 

“ A letter frcm Mrs. Caroline Lochboehler, dated September 19, 1890. 

‘From several years’ knowledge of these persons, and of the absence of 
boundary stones on the boundary lines of the aqueduct land pertaining to t}\, 
Conduit road that existed for many years, I am satisfied that the stateme):, 
of these letters are essentially correct, and that the encroachments wery 
innocent and not fraudulent or with any evil intent. ; 

“Sales to them of the small tracts described containing the improvements 
of these persons would not in the slightest Gogres be detrimental to the 
Washington Aqueduct, and I recommend that a bill in the form herewith be 
submitted to Congress at this session with recommendation for favora\)|s 
action. This bill is substantially in the form of an act authorizing the sal. of 
title of the United States toa tract of land on the Conduit r near Cabin 
John Bridge to William H. and George Bobinger, ere January 26, 1905. 

“An inspeetion of the plats will show that the land pro to ie 
Mrs. Shugrue is only the portion of her house lot that is on Government lan, 
and does not include the land covered by her cow stable. She is willing and 
will be obliged to move the latter to her own farming land in rear of her house. 

“Very respectfully, your obedieut servant, 
“GEORGE H. ELLIOT, 
“ Colonel of Engineers. 


2 sold to 


“ Brig. Gen. Taomas L. CASEY, 

“ Chief of Engineers, U. S. A.” 

Besides the above veperts the Secretary of War also transmitted plats show 
ing the encroachments, and the draft of a bill authorizing the sale of 
land, and the correspondence was printed in House Executive Document 
827, Fifty-third Congress. The bill was introduced, but, owing to the late- 
ness of its introduction, no action was taken thereon by the Fifty-third Con- 

ress. 
. On January 11, 1896, the Secretary of War transmitted to Congress a lott 
containing the past correspondence of an official nature and that of the par 
ties in interest, and included the draft of a bill which your committee sub- 
stitute for bill H. R.5159. This bill differs from H. R.5159 in that it is fram. 
to include the case of John R. Scott, which is precisely similar to those of 
Margaret Shugrue and Caroline Lochboehler. e situation of the partic 
may fully understood by reference to the above-mentioned letter ani thi 

lat appended, which are printed as House Document No. 135, Fifty-fourt 

Yongress. 

The encroachments in the three cases of Shugrue, Lochboehler, and Scot 
extend back for trae | years. The officials who have inquired into the mat- 
ter are satisfied that there has been no fraudulent intent in any of the on- 
croachments, but that they have been occasioned through the absence o 
raisplacement of boundary marks on boundary lines. 

The parties are all poor, and your committee believe that favorable action 
on the accompanying bill should be taken by the House. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was near read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I call up the bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize as- 
sessments for improvements and general taxes in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are ereby, authorized and directed, in all cases where general 
taxes or assessments for local improvements in the District of Colum}ia may 
hereafter be quashed, set aside, or declared void by the supreme cour! 
said District, by reason of an imperfect or erroneous description of the lot or 
parcel of ground against which the same shall have been levied by reason 0! 
such tax or assessment not having been authenticated by the proper ofli«r, 
or of a defective return of service of notice, or for any technical reason «her 
than the right of the public authorities to levy tho tax or make the improve- 
ment in respect of which the assessment was levied. to reassess the 10‘ or 
4 of ground in respect of such general taxes or the improvement m)- 

oned in such defective assessmen bape meet to collect the same acevrd- 
ing to anges laws relating to ection of assessments and taxes: 
Provided, That in cases where such taxes or assessments shall be quash! or 
declared void by said court, for the reasons hereinbefore stated, the rs 
sessment herein provided for shall be made within ninety days after ‘> 
judgment or decree of said court q or setting aside such taxes or &-- 
sessments: And i ot t mts herein provided 
for shall bear interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date tho 
pedy n> tax or assessment should have been had it not been quasbed or 
set aside. 


The following amendment reported by the committee was read 
and agreed to: 

At the end of the bill strike out the words: i” 

J. , That the reassessments herein provided for shall 
—y at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date the ori«\1«! 


tax or assessment should have been paid had it not been quashed or st 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Without asking that time be taken in 
exp the bill (which I presume members understan(), or 1 
reading the report, I ask that the report be printed in the Recon. 
There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. RicHarpson) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia have considered the bill (1! F. 

2281) to authorize reassessments for improvements and general taxes 11 {°° 

of Columbia, and for other purposes, and report same to the Hou~» 

with the recommendation that it do pass, with an amendment, striking \\\" 

the last provision in the bill, including part of line 24 and all of lines %, »». ~: 

gnd co pee 3. The committee do not think the reassessments provided 
for in should bear interest. 





1896. 


The necessity for this legislation is set forth in the letter of the District 
Commissioners to the chairman of the District Committce hereto attached. 
It is as follows: 





“OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“ Washington, January 3, 1896. 

“Dear Str: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit herewith a draft of a bill to authorize reassessments for local im- 
provements and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
oses, With request that you will cause the same to be introduced into the 

ise. 

The amount of revenue lost to the District for technical grounds through 
the rulings of the courts and the inability of the District authorities to re- 
assess the charges so invalidated is so great as to threaten serious embar- 
rassment to the municipal interests involved. Unless Congress shall inter- 
pose the legislation proposed in this bill or some other enactment to the 
same effect, the evil will not only continue, but will indefinitely expand 
The Commissioners prepared and submitted to a former Congress a draft of 
a bill to provide for the reassessment of taxes and assessment judicially 
declared void for such technical errors, but tht bill, which was retroactive 
as well as anticipatory, failed to receive the favorable action of Congress 
Whatever hardship or embarrassment the proposed legislation might entail 
on property owners with regard to taxes and assessments heretofore judici 
ally declared void, because of the bearing reassessment might have upon 
interests innocently acquired by owners succeeding to the property subse- 
quent to such judgments, the Commissioners can imagine no reasonable ob- 
jection in justice or equity to the enactment of the bill herewith transmitted, 
which is designed to provide against future losses, on similar grounds, of 
assessments and taxes to which the municipality may be justly entitlod. 


“Very respectfully, 
“JOHN W. ROSS, 
“ President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
“Hon. J. W. BABCocK, 
“Chairman Committee on the District of Cotumbia, 
House of Representatives.” 


Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I did not know that this bill was 
coming up this morning. I wish to move an amendment to strike 
out, in line 6 of the first page, the word ‘‘ hereafter.” 

The amendment of Mr. AnBoTT was read. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I understand upon inquiry into 
the question that certain assessments made against property in 
the District of Columbia have been declared by the courts to be 
yoid. But in my judgment the fact that such assessments have 
been declared void does not relieve the property of its liability to 
reassessment and taxation. This bill provides that hereafter 
where assessments have been declared void the property may be 
reassessed, implying that where reassessments have heretofore 
been made and declared void the property is not to be reassessed. 


Without some such amendment as that which I offer, it seems to | 


me we shall have in this District a large amount of property upon 


paid, while other property owners who have not resorted to the 
courts will have to pay taxes. 

Now, the decision did not affect the validity of the taxes assessed 
against the property in any way, but it was simply with refer- 
ence to the assessment, by reason of the misdescription of the 
property, and I think it unjust and unfair to those who have not 
reso’ to this course heretofore and have paid their taxes that 
those who have resorted to the courts because of the informal and 
irregular assessment should escape the payment of taxes altogether. 
They should be compelled now to pay a proper tax upon the prop- 
erty. Itis not just to the other citizens of the District, and not 
just to the people of the United States, who have to pay one-half 
of the taxes of the District, that they should be allowed to escape 
in this manner. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I regret very much that my colleague on 
the committee has seen fit to offer theamendment. The commit- 
tee were unanimous in opinion, as we thought, that the bill ought 
to ree to future cases. 

7 TT. No; I took the same position in committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas shall prevail, it will upset land titles—titles that have been 
acquired where there have been judicial decisions in favor of the 
parties—and will go back to an indefinite time, and it seems to me 
that it would be very unwise legislation and work great hardships. 
The taxpayer has gone to work, filed his petition in court, had the 
assessment quashed fifteen years ago, perhaps, and since that 
time the land has changed hands perhaps a number of times, with 
the decision or judgment of the court as to the assessment and in 
en the innocent purchaser who now holds the title to the 


perty. 
a seems to _ that it is unjust to ~— ol present peites 
roperty, who purchased the pro wit judgment o 
the court in his favor—a judgment adjudicating the fact that the 
assessment was —to compel him now to come in and pay 
two assessments. It would impose a hardship on him and enforce 
Hino pay atax assessment of probably fifteen or sixteen years ago. 
He not ge upon the original holder of the property, the party 
om whom and upon whom the assessment was 
originally made, use he has been discharged by the judgment 
of the court, and the effect of the amendment proposed by the 
a from Texas would be to reverse the judgment of the 
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The Commissioners say in their letter to the chairman of the 
committee, in reference to this very question: 


Whatever hardship or embarrassment the proposed legislation might en- 
tailon property owners with regard to taxes and assessments heretofore 
judicially declared void, because of the bearing reassessment might have 
upon interests innocently acquired by owner r to the property 
subsequent to such judgments, the Commissi: ine no reasonable 
objection in justiceor equity tothe enactment vith transmitted, 
which is designed to provide against future grour 
ments and taxes to which the municipality may be justly ent 






losses on sit ir yf assess 


tied 


So it seems to me to be entirely wrong to adopt the amendment 


| of the gentleman from Texas and strike out the word ** hereafter.” 


Mr. HULICK. 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
Is it not true that a portion of the landholders 
have been assessed and paid the taxes while others resorted to the 
court and are now clear of the assessment? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. There have been afew cases of that kind, 


I think. 
Mr. HULICK. Now, if the Commissioners have not the right 
to make an assessment on the lands that have been relieved by the 


judgment of the court, would it not be an injustice to those who 
have already paid their assessment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have said already that there may be a 
few instances in the last few weeks or months of that kind, but if 
you strike out the word ‘ hereafter,” as proposed by the gentle- 
man from Texas, there is no knowing how far back the operation 
of this provision will go. It may extend back twenty years. 

Mr. HULICK. The inquiry is, have you the data to give the 


| number of those who have paid and those who have been released? 


| erty. 





“a © the decisi a 7 | ness on the part of the officers who assessed the property 
which, by reason of the decision of the courts, no taxes will be 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 


There have been very few cases of that 


| kind, I think; as I understand it is only lately that there has been 
| any quashing; but I have not the data to give the gentleman the 


full information as to the number of persons affected by this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I want to state that when the as- 
sessments were made on the property in the District for the years 
past some of the parties, as suggested by my friend from Ohio, 
paid their taxes. Because of an informality or irregularity in 
the assessments some of the citizens of the city resorted to the 
court, asking the court to set aside the assessment on the prop- 
They did not attack the validity of the law which imposed 
the tax. Nosuch question was decided by the court that it was 
unconstitutional or wrong, but because of negligence or careless- 
, there 
were numerous Claims to set aside the informal or improper as- 
sessment. As an illustration that has come to my knowledge, 
there were certain blocks of houses assessed as ‘‘ one-half of block 
numbered” so and so, when there were numerous parties owning 
interest in the block. Therefore that was an illegal assessment, 
because it did not describe or define the property. Now, they re- 
sorted to the court to declare the assessment illegal, not for the 
purpose of declaring the law itself illegal that authorized the as- 
sessment of the taxes, but only the assessment. 

My friend from Tennessee complains that the property may have 
passed into the hands of innocent third parties, and now that the 
assessment has been set aside by reason of irregularity or infor 
mality of the assessment by the judgment of the court, that these 
parties should not be called upon to pay. 
lawyer, that the parties he speaks of as ‘‘innocent purchasers” 
have had notice of the claim as far as the tax is concerned by the 
very fact that the judgment of the court was rendered? The 
judgment of the court that the assessment was improper was a 
notice to purchasers of the fact that the taxes had not been paid. 
Why should a large number of persons, therefore, who resorted 
to this expedient of escaping the paying of the taxes be relieved 
and their property have no assessment upon it, while others who 
paid the taxes, who did not resort to the court, should have no 
corresponding relief extended to them? The very record of the 
court is notice of the fact that the taxes had not been paid, and 
therefore the purchasers of the property purchased with due notice 
of that fact. 

The amendment I have offered is simply to correct what would 
be otherwise a great inequality in the operation of this law. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I support the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. The argument as to the hardship 
that will be imposed upon purchasers amounts to nothing when 
you consider what the law is upon this subject. Every man who 
sells property having upon it an impending incumbrance of this 
kind is hable under his warranty of title to his vendee in case the 
incumbrance actually exists. Not only that, but, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Apporr], the party purchasing 
this property has no right to claim that he is an innocent pur- 
chaser as against these incumbrances. It was a matter known to 
the records of the court of this District. Every man who pur- 
chased any of that property, if he took legal advice, would know 
that these assessments were liable to be validated, and therefore 
it was his duty to take a warranty from his grantor or vendor, 


Does not he know, as a 
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and if he failed to do it it was his own negligence. 
attitude that this bill would put it in. 


Now, see the 
Men who went forward 
like good citizens and paid their taxes have had to bear the burden. 
The shirkers of taxes go scot free. 

Now, I submit further, Mr. Speaker, that it is a common prac- 
tice in legislation not only to authorize reassessments, but in some 
cases to expressly validate assessments that have already been 


made. Weare not asked to do that here. There is nothing more 
common, though, in the law of municipal corporations than to 
authorize the validation of defective assessments. These men who 
avoided the payment of these taxes upon technicalities ought not 
to escape on account of the assessments having been set aside. 
The bill expressly provides only for those cases where assess- 
ments may be set aside for some technical reason other than the 
right of the public authorities to levy the tax or make the improve- 
ment. So it really relates only to technical matters which have 
defeated the claims of justice, and there is no reason why they 
should continue to escape the demands of justice. It is not only 
an imposition upon the taxpayers of this District, but it is an im- 
position upon every citizen of the United States, for the whole 
people are calied upon to bear a part of the burdens of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia. If the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Apporr] is adopted, it would require 
another amendment in the proviso to carry out the spirit of it. I 
think the amendment ought to be adopted. There is no good 
reason why it should not be. The argument of hardship is a mere 
bugaboo. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to avail myself of this 
opportunity to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill [Mr. Bas- 
cock], chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
whether it is the purpose of that committee to report, at an early 
date, some bill which shall provide for regulating and reducing 
the cost of gas and electric lights and of telephone service in the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will say in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that the committee have had two hearings 
on the matter, that they will have another hearing next Thurs- 
day, and that it is the intention to frame a measure of some kind, 
covering the entire subject, which will be presented to the House. 

Mr, DOCKERY. At an early date? 

Mr. BABCOCK. At an early day; yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampsbire. Mr. Speaker, the argument 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. TERRY] would undoubtedly 
be valid in most jurisdictions, but unfortunately it does not prop- 
erly apply in the Districtof Columbia. In the first place, the deeds 
of the District of Columbia, which are said to be warranty deeds, 
are virtually little better than the ordinary quitclaim deeds known 
in the States, and consequently a grantor in the District of Colum- 
bia, if the tax was not assessed at the time the deed passed, but 
was subsequently assessed upon his property conveyed by that 
deed, would not be liable for the payment of the tax, but the then 
owner of the property would have to pay the tax without any re- 
course to the grantor. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentieman from New 
Hampshire {[Mr. BAKER] if there is not a law here providing what 
time a tax lien will attach in this District? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The lawand the practice here 
is that the lien attaches to the property so far as it is of record in 
the office of the District Commissioners, and if there was no tax 
assessed at the time of the passage of the deed, then if the tax were 
subsequently assessed, it would run to the property and not against 
the owner of the property. And more than that, by an act of Con- 
gress purchasers of real estate in the District of Columbia are per- 
mit to call upon the collector of taxes—now the assessor of 
taxes by an amendment of the statute—for a tax-lien certificate; 
and upon the payment of 50 cents the person making the applica- 
tion gets a certificate from the District authorities showing the 
unpaid taxes; and if he buys under that certificate the property is 
exempt from all taxes not included therein, and the Commission- 


ers of the District of Columbia, by authority of Congress, always ! 


cancel any taxes which were omitted to be shown by it, and a sub- 
quent assessment would be inoperative under that certificate. 
ie. TERRY, That is certainly a very loose system. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Whether it be loose or not, 
it works well in actual practice, and is conclusive in my mind 
against the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. ees 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas {[Mr. ABBoTT]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I hope this amendment will not be adopted. 
This measure was submitted by the Commissioners in the last 
Congress, and this word ‘‘hereafter” was not in the bill. That 
fact caused the defeat of the measure. I think if gentlemen fully 
understood the intention and object of the bill they would not 
insist upon this amendment. 

The missioners prepared and submitted to a former Con- 
gress a draft of a bill to provide for the reassessment of taxes and 


assessments judicially declared void for such technical errors, })¢ 
that bill, which was retroactive as well as anticipatory, faile to 
receive the favorable action of Congress. They also advise ; 
committee that under the present law—— 

Mr. TERRY. I willask the gentleman if that did not ine| J. 
some old railroad assessments and was defeated on that account? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think not. 

Mr. TERRY. That is my recollection of it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Commissioners advise the committes 
that the District is suffering a loss of about $150,000 a year. 
is simply intended to correct imperfect and erroneous descri})t iis: 
that it shall not go back ten, fifteen, or twenty years, but simply 
apply to the future; and I hope, Mr. Speaker, this amendment wij] 
not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, the amendment which I offered 
does not accomplish the real purpose I designed to accomplis) hy 
the amendment, and I therefore desire to amend the amendieut 
I offered by having thw bill read in this way: In line 6, after the 
word ‘‘ Columbia,” insert ‘‘ has been or may hereafter be quashed,” 
I find on examination that striking out the word “hereafter” 
in line 6 will not accomplish the object which I sought to accom- 
plish when the amendment was offered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to modify his 
amendment. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I would like to modify it in that manner. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have the amendment 
read from the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 6, after the word “Columbia,” ‘‘has been or may hervafter 
be quashed.” 

The SPEAKER. The question isonagreeingtotheamendmient, 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLaTT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolution of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

oint resolution (S. R.85) granting to the county of Cole, Mo., 
permission to use certain rooms in the United States building at 
Jefferson City, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 616) granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 
of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month; 

A bill (S. 281) for the relief of F.M.Vandling; 

A bill (S. 1409) providing for the construction and equipment of 
two steam revenue cutters for service on the Great Lakes; and 

A bill (S. 1716) for the relief of W.H. Ferguson, administrator 
of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5474) to provide for the extension of 
the time within which suits may be brought to vacate and annul 
land patents, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 


STORAGE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H.R. 
3462) to regulate the business of storage in the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That every person, firm, association, or corporat 
fully en in the business of storing (for hire) goods, wares, merc hi:ndise, 
or personal property of any description shall have a preference lien thereon 
for the agreed charges for storing the same, and for all moneys advanc i for 
freight, cartage, labor, insurance, and other necessary expenses, such ‘ic! 
include all legal demands for like storage and expenses against the owner of 
said property. Said lien for such unpaid charges, upon at least one year's 
storage and for the aforesaid advances in connection therewith, may | n- 
fore . at public auction after thirty days’ notice in writing mailed to 
the last-known address of the person or persons in whose name or nam t 
said property so in default was stored, and said notice shall also be puliis! 
for three days in a daily newspaper in the District of Columbia. 

Said property may be sold eitaer in bulk or in se te pieces, arti 

‘-kages, or parcels, as will in the judgment of the lien holder s« 10 
rgest obtainable price: Provided That if the person or persons storin <>: 
property shall have assigned or*’ insferred the title thereto and have duly 
recorded said assignment or transfer upon the books of the storage ware 
house, the written notice of sale shall also be mailed to said transierce of 


assignee. 

Sxc. 2. That whenever the title or right of possession to any goods, wares. 
merchandise, or personal property on storage shall be put in issue !y ony 
judicial proceeding, the same shail be delivered upon the order of cour! afte! 
peernrseent of the sto’ charges and cash advances then due, and "iicss 

he person, firm, association, or Coporeticn so conducting a storage business 

8 claim some right, title, or interest in said stored property oferw's® 
than the lien hereinabove authorized, he, it, or they shall not be made a party 

to said judicial proceedings. ; 
0 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire that the rep"! 
the committee be read for information. 

The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 


ne 
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(H.R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the District of Columbia, 
yake the following report: ies : 

There are a large number of persons, firms, associations, and corporations 
in the District of Columbia engaged in the business of storing for hire goods, 
wares, merchandise, or other personal property. The business is of consid- 
erable volume, and the District derives valuable revenue therefrom by way 
of licenses, direct taxes, etc. Much confusion and inconvenience has, how- 
ever, resulted from the fact that the parties mutually interested in such busi- 
ness as bailors and bailees have been kept entirely to their common-law rela- 
tions and remedies. The object of the bill presented by the committee is to 
regulate this business in a manner just both to the bailor and to the builee. 

fleretofore in cases where storage charges have become in defauit, or where 
advances for freight, cartage, labor, insurance, or other necessary expenses 
have not been repaid, forced sales of the stored property could be made, and 
often have been made, at very short notice, and even without notice, unaer 
conditions necessarily harsh to the owner, who might be sick or temporarily 
absent from the city. On the other hand, if the warehouseman was liberal 
and did not resort to forced sale, accumulation of the expenses necessarily 
ate up the value of the property and left nothing to either party. The bill 
reported ves aSeeaneee to neither party. It recognizes the right of the 
bailee to be secured and to be paid for his services, and the obligation of the 
bailor and of the goods to pay him therefor. It provides a method whereby, 
after ample personal notice to the bailor and of subsequent published notice 
ina Washin on daily newspaper, unpaid advancesand storage charges over- 
due for not less than one year may be enforcedagainst the property. It thus 
fully protects owners of stored property — snap proceedings, while 
making the property responsible for the lawful expenses of its custody. 

While wanking the property stored responsible for advances and agreed 
storage charges, it also guards the warehousemen from being made a party 
to suits involving the title to the stored yropetty, The bill is recommended 
by the attorney for the District, is indorsed by the District Commissioners, 
and is satisfactory topartiesininterest. It is likewise in entire harmony with 
similar legislation in the States of Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, [owa, 
Kansas, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, Montana, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, 
New York, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Washing 
ton, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

The committee recommend the following amendments: 

In section 1, line 16, strike out the word “three ’ and insert the word “six,” 
thus giving alonger period for publication of notice of sale. And at the end 
of section 1 add the following: 

“And, after deducting all storage charges, advances, and expenses of sale, 
any balance arising therefrom shall be = by the bailee to the bailor of such 
goods, wares, merchandise, or personal property, his assigns or legal repre- 
sentatives.” 

As so amended the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I simply rose, Mr. Speaker, 
to inquire about the question. As I understand, it is on the com- 
mittee amendments. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have only a few words 
to say in connection with this bill. It was popes and recom- 
mended by the District attorney, considered by the District Com- 
missioners, and by them unanimously recommended for passage. 
The bill was carefully considered by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, on which there are several very good lawyers, and 
by that committee unanimously recommended for passage with 
the amendments. 

There are in the District of Columbia a large number of firms, 

rsons, and individuals engaged in the business of storage for 

ire. There is no law nowin the District of Columbia regulating 
that business except the common lien law, under which it can 
readily be understood that a person’s property may be sold on short 
notice, and thus a rank injustice be done to the property owner 
or bailor. The object of this bill as presented f the commit- 
tee is to regulate this business in a manner just both to the bailee 
or the proprietor of the warehouse, as well as to the owner of the 
property or the bailor. The lien protects the owners of the prop- 
erty against snap proceedings and at the same time makes the 
property responsible for the lawful storage charged. The bill is 
im exact harmony with the laws of a majority of the States. It is 
considered especially necessary here, by reason of the large num- 
ber of persons engaged in the business, and from which business 
the District of Columbia derives considerable revenue in the way 
of licenses, taxes, etc. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendments. 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 


“ie 
Mr of New Hampshire. 


ar. I have some amendments I 
desire to offer. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has amendments to offer, 
they should be offered now. 
. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I have several 


amendments which I will offer in course. 


send up one now. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “ ” ° 
“or ~— line 4, page 1, after the word “ storing,” the following words: 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. There is no objection to that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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I desire to offer the following 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 6, page 1, after the words “ have a,” th 
ence ’ and insert the words “ first, exe r tax 

Mr. CURTIS of lowa. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire offered an amendm 
was read as follows: 
Insert in line 8, page 1, after the word “ expenses,” 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. There is no obj: 
The amendment was adopted. 





> word “ prefer- 
pt for t 
nt, which 


the w i “thereon.” 


tion to that. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike cut in lines 8, 9, and 10, page 1, after the word “‘ expenses,” the words 
“such lier to include all legal demands for like storage and expenses against 
the owner of said property.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I offer this 


amendment to strike out the language just read for the reason. in 
the first place, that it seems to be impossible to understand just 
what it means, and in the second place, as far as I have been able 
to discover its intent, that intent is wrong. It not only includes 
in the lien legal demands against the property, but also claims for 
‘expenses ” against the owner of said property. Now, these 


exX- 
penses might be of various kinds with relation to the person and 
without any relation to the property. As I understand the lan 
guage of the bill, it seems to me that a party could be held, if the 
warehouseman were so disposed, for personal expenses not neces- 
sarily incurred in connection with the stored go and even for 
a judgment rendered by a justice of the peace in this District for 
general demands or on a promissory note. My purpose is tomake 
the meaning of the bill absolutely plain and to provide that the 
lien shall apply only to the goods in the warehouse. If the gen- 


tleman in charge of the bill can explain this provision of the bill 
satisfactorily or will agree to so modify it that the lien shall apply 
simply and solely to the goods in storage, I shail be happy to 
acquiesce. 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there was some confusion 
in the minds of some of the members of the committee wit! 


ap} 


\ 1 reler- 
ence to this language when the bill was considered. The provision, 
however, was explained to the satisfaction, I believe, of every mem- 


ber of the committee, and if the gentleman from New Hampshire 
will give me his attention I will endeavor to explain it as it was 
explained to the committee. The business of storage in this Dis- 
trict seems to take a wider range than in most other cities of the 
size of Washington. For example, warehousemen here are often 
required to visit the houses of their customers to take up the car- 
pets and clean them, and then to place them in their warehouses. 
Again, it often happens that the owner desires to withdraw from 
storage a portion of the goods. 

Now, the object of this provision of the bill is that, in case ex- 
penses or charges have accrued upon the goods so withdrawn, the 
remaining goods left in storage shall be responsible for such 
charges accrued upon the whole. Thatis the explanation made to 
the committee, which seemed to be satisfactory. One other word, 
Mr. Speaker. This bill has been considered by the Senate com- 
mittee and recommended for passage with precisely the same pro- 
visions that are contained in the House bill. I understand that 
in the Senate committee also there was at first some confusion as 
to the scope of the language criticised by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, but that on explanation it was accepted as satisfac- 
tory. The House committee were unable to see how it would be 


possible for them to express the intention any more clearly than 


it is expressed in the language used by the framer of the bill. 
Mr. RAY. Is it your purpose by this bill to give a lien on the 
goods not only for the storage charges, but for any claim that 


may exist against the owner of the goods for taking up, cleaning, 
and caring for them before they are put in storage? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The provision was explained to the 
committee in this way: Very often storehouse keepers are re- 
quired to send their men or their teams to the house of a customer 
for goods, and the object of this provision is to include in the lien 
any legitimate charges that have arisen in conn on with the 
storage. Owing to the manner in which the storage business is 
conducted in this District there are, occasionally, small charges 
of this character for the handling of the goods 

Mr. RAY. My question was whether this bill as now drawn 
purports to give alien upon the goods stored not only for the 
storage, but for any claim against the owner of the goods for 
taking up, cleaning, or caring for the goods before they are put 
in storage. Is that the purpose of the bill? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Let me read the language of the bill to 
the gentleman, and I think the object will be clear to him: 

Personal property of any description shall have a preference lien thereon 


for the agreed charges for storing the same and for all moneys advanced for 
freight, cartage, labor, insurance, and other necessary expenses thereon. 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. 
Mr. RAY. Read further. 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The gentleman can readily see that in 
the event of the removal from the warehouse of certain parcels of 
the goods stored the warehouseman or bailee will have released 
his claim upon the goods so removed, and certainly he should be 
entitled to have a lien upon the goods remaining for the total 
charges —_ the goods, including those removed. Now, the bill 
srovides for that in this language: ‘‘Suach lien to include all legal 
emands for like storage and expenses against the owner of said 
property "—that is, expenses for storage. Those are the expenses 
referred to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The point is that if half the goods have been 
removed the lien is to stand upon the remaining goods for the 
charges on the whole. 

Mr, RAY. There would be no objection to that, I think, pro- 
vided the lien is limited to those goods, but let me put a case. 
Suppose that last year a man stored with me certain goods and 
did not pay the bill, and I permitted him to take the goods away. 
This year he comes and stores other goods. Now, would I be 
entitled under this bill to hold the goods stored this year for the 
claim of last year’s storage. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. RICHARDSON}. 

r. RICHARDSON. We understood that there are cases of 
this kind. A great many persons residing a part of the year in 
Washington City leave it in the summer—members of Congress, for 
illustration. Such persons may goto one of these bailees or ware- 
housemen and say: ‘‘ Here is my key; I want you to go to my 
house with — employees, take up my carpets and remove my 

roperty and store it until I call for it.” Now, the provision in 
the bill was designed simply to cover cases of that kind, so that 
outside expenses incurred in that way may be like the stora 
charges, a lien upon the goods stored. That is all there is in this 
provision. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I apprehend the language 
which will remain after the adoption of my amendment covers 
all that gentlemen say these other words are intended to cover. 

The bill, without the words which I propose to strike out, will 
provide— 

’ viation, or ration ully engaged 
wel _ oo Nee copes Bw on pen 
description shall have a first lien thereon, except for taxes, for the 


char for storing the same, and fer all moneys advanced for freight, cart- 
age, labor, insurance, and other necessary expenses. 


Gentlemen who oppose this amendment have not named a sin- 
le item of expense which will not be covered by that language. 
ine words which I propose to strike out are confusing and of 
doubtful meaning. For instance, it is proposed that the lien shall 
cover ‘‘ expenses against the owner of said property,” not expenses 
chargeable upon the property itself, but ‘‘expenses against the 
owner.” Now, i do not believe that there is any court in the land 
that would be able to explain the meaning of that language. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. While the lang u« aan against 
the owner of said property,” it is limited to “all legal demands 
for like storage”; and the sense is the same as if it read, “like ex- 
penses against the owner.” It refers simply to the handling of that 


rticular property. 
" ER of Siow Hampshire. But it does not say so. 


Why is that not enough? 
e believe that to be enough. 


Mr. BA 

Mr. RICHARDSON. _It does. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iam in favor of giving these 
warehousemen every proper lien, but I do not think these words 
which my amendment to strike out will make the bill 
any plainer or will make it a particle stronger in the interest of 
the warehousemen, If my amendment be adopted, the bill, I sub- 
mit, will be cleaner and straighter. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, if this amendment be 
adopted, one resuit which the committee intended to effect will 
net be fully accomplished. The warehouseman will have his lien 
for all ordinary storage expenses and for the labor in putting the 
articles in storage; but the language which the gentleman from 
New Hampshire proposes to strike out is necessary in order to 
cover such cases as those alluded to by my colleague on the com- 
mittee. Where there is storage of a large amount of property 
consisting of various articles, and some of those articles are after- 
wards withdrawn, the warehouseman, without such a provision as 
the bill contains, would have no lien upon the articles remaining 
for the storage of the articles withdrawn. This provision is in- 
tended as much for the convenience of the storer as for the pro- 
tection of the warehouseman. A man who has various articles 
stored in a warehouse may send for one, two, or three articles for 
his present use. The warehouseman sends them to him upon his 
order. Now, in such acase there would be a good deal of un- 
necessary trouble if, upon such a withdrawal, the storer 
should be required to pay a part of the price agreed on for storing 
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the — It would be much better to let the section stand as 
reported, 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. The lien is for the agreed 
charges on the whole. ; 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Exactly. You agree for the storage of 
the whole amount of the goods. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And the whole amount of 
goods is liable for the storage charges. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Take the case put by my colleague on 
the committee. The occupant of a house goes to a warehouse 
man, gives him the key, and says: ‘*‘ Here, I want you to take 
everything in my house. pui it in proper condition for storaye, 
and store it until I cai for it; and I will pay you your charges, 
whatever they may be.” Thatis done. Then there isa lien fixed 
upon the whole amount of the goods for the agreed price of the 
storage. After a month or two, we will suppose, the owner of 
this property sends to the warehouseman a request to send to him 
one, two, or more articles which have been stored. In such a case 
there might arise at the end of the term of storage the question 
whether there was any lien upon the remaining goods for t):. 
amount due for the storage of the goods which had been wit))- 
drawn. It was to meet cases of that kind that this language was 
inserted in the bill; and it certainly ought to remain. It can do 
no po harm. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. The bill absolutely says that 
in such cases the warehouseman shall have a lien upon what is 
left with him. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; itdoesnot. Thereisatleast doubt 
about that point. Idonotthinkitdoes. Ithink itis very gravely 
doubtful whether a lien would be fixed w the goods remaining 
to cover the storage charges upon which had been with- 
drawn. As I have said, it was to meet cases of this kind that tiis 
language was inserted. It can do no harm; and it makes plain 
what would otherwise be at least doubtful. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. My objectionis that it is not 
at all plain now, but the other amendment, striking out the word 
specified, makes it clear. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 11, page 1, after the words “ charges,” the words “ upon at 
least one year’s storage.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 13, page 2, after the word “auction,” the words “at any time 
when not less than two years’ storage are overdue.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The object is simply to pre- 
serve the rights of those who may be beyond the sea, or who may 
be for that length of time otherwise absent from the District. The 
inhabitants of the District of Columbia, it is — believed, do 
more traveling than the citizensof any partofthecountry. Many 
of them are away a consi le share of the year, and it is necvs- 
sary that their rights shall be more than any other citi- 
zens in the country in respect to which the amendment ap)lics. 

Now, ofcourse that would not bear the price of two years’ 
storage would not be stored, and it goes without saying that tls 
does not destroy any of the rights of the warehousemen while pre- 
—S rights of others. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The House has just refused to strike 
out one year, and that is the limit put on by the committee, and 
therefore it would hardly be willing to insert two years, leaving 
onein. It would be confusing. Besides, under the language now 
used, if any man expects to be away longer than that he can make 
provision for it. I ask a vote. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 20, page 2, strike out the words “lien holder” and insert the word 
“ auctioneer.” 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. As the bill now stands the 
lien holder has the whole procedure in his hands. I do not think 
it is entirely right. Al the safeguard, by substituting the 
word auctioneer, does not give as much right to the owner of the 
See yet it is the best word I can think of 

connection with the matter,and therefore I offer that amend- 


ment. 
, Mr. COBB of Alabama. You do so to the prejudice of the 


owner of the goods)stored. The lien holderisthe man responsi!) °, 
more than the other, and he is the man with whom the storer 15 
dealing, and his rights would be more protected than by an irre 
sponsible auctioneer. . 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The auctioneer is alway® 
— bond. 

amendment was rejected. : 
The bill as amended was ordered to beengrossed a.d read a third 
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time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


d | 
“On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I call up forconsideration the con- 
tested-election case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me a moment, I 
desire to submit a — tor unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thegentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Joun- 
son], if he had been present this morning, as he intended to be, de- 
sired to make a few remarks on the bill for the protection of fur 
seals, which was passed by the House to-day. ask unanimous 
consent that he be allowed to print in the REcorD the remarks 
which he would have delivered if an opportunity had been offered. 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and res 
olution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 281) for the relief of F. M. Vandling—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 616) granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 
of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1409) providing for the construction and equipment 
of two steam revenue cutters for service on the Great Lakes—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





A bill (S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, administrator | 
of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps—to the Committee on Claims. | 


Joint resolution (S. R. 85) granting the county of Cole, Mo., 

rmission to use certain rooms in the United States building at 

efferson City, Mo.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—VAN HORN VS. TARSNEY. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consid- 
eration the contested-election case of Robert T. Van Horn vs. 
John C. Tarsney, from the Fifth Congressional district of Mis- 
souri, and ask that the resolutions reported by the majority of the 
committee be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That John C. Tarsney was not elected to the Fifty-fourth Con 
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| the State of Missouri should be made. 


} 





gress from the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Missouri, and is | 


not entitled to a seat in the House. 
Resolved, That Robert T. Van Horn was elected to the Fifty-fourth Con 
ess from the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Missouri, and that 
e be admitted to his seat. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
tions reported by the committee. 
Mr. BAILEY. Iask the Clerk to read the resolutions reported 
by the minority of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the case of Robert T. Van Horn against John C. Tarsney be 
recommitted to the Committee on Elections No. 2 for further consideration 
Resolved, That additional evidence be taken in said case, under such rules 
and in such manner as shall be adopted and prescribed therefor by the sail 
committee, such additional evidence to be confined to the condition and cus 
be of the ballots cast in the fifth, sixth, seventh, and fifty-second precincts 
of City in the Congressional election of 154; to the segregation of the 
from ballots in such precincts, and to the recount of the legal 


ots cast in Sl aeeceses for ere in Congress, and to include | 
duly certifi 


ed copies of all poll ks of such precincts not now in evi 


dence. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions accom- 
panying the minority report as a substitute for the resolutions 
reported from the Committee on Elections. 

r. TAYLER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Cali- 


fornia the addition of the words *‘ second” and “‘ twenty-seventh” | 


I move the adoption of the resolu- | 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from California. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the case of Robert T. Van Horn against John C. Tarsney be 
recommitted to the Committee on Elections No.2 for further consideration. 
Resolved, That additional evidence be taken in said case, under such rules 
and in such manner as shall be adopted and prescribed therefor by the said 
committee, such additional evidence to be confined to the condition and cus 
tody of the ballots cast in the second, fifth, sixth, seventh, twenty-seventh 


and fifty second precincts of Kansas City in the Congressional election ot 
1894; to the segregation of the illegal from the legal ballots in such precincta, 
and to the recount of the legal ballots cast in such precincts for Representa 


tive in Congress, and to include also duly certified copies of 
such precincts not now in evidence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Strope] 
is recognized. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I think there is noth- 
ing involved in this case that requires any special kno wledge of 
the law in order to determine it correctly. The facts, which must 
finally determine what the decision of this House shall be, seem to 
the majority of this committee not to be fairly in dispute. There 
are three reports on file, one from a majority of the committee, 
one from a single member of the committee, and one signed by 
three Democratic members of the committee. 

In order that the House may fairly understand the case, it be- 
comes necessary that a statement of the provisions of the law of 
Unless you have read the 
record in this case or the briefs, you probably can not understand 
why the majority of this committee have decided that this case 
should not be reopened and further testimony taken. 

if the House will indulge me, and I may be somewhat tedious 
in my presentation, I shall attempt to lay the law and the facts of 
this case before you so that you may more clearly understand and 
apply the arguments of other members of this committee who shall 


all oks of 


poll | 


| follow me. 


1 think that all the members of this committee, minority and 
majority, agree upon one fact, and that is that at the election in 
November, 1894, in the Fifth Congressional district of the State 
of Missouri, there were outrageous and enormous frauds perpe- 
trated. Theminority, and also the single member who has signed 
a report, propose to open up this case and take further testimony, 
and try to purge the vote cast in that district of the fraudulent 
votes. The majority of this committee do not believe that this is 
feasible under the circumstances and the facts surrounding this 
case. So that the issue that is presented here for this House to 
determine is simply this: Shall this case be opened up, and shall 
| the contestee be allowed to take further testimony? That is the 
| only issue that is presented for this House to decide. I think I 
may safely say that the minority will admit that if the majority 
are right in their claim that there were such frauds perpetrated in 
| certain precincts in this Congressional district within the city of 
Kansas City that they should be thrown out and entirely disre 
| garded in making up the returns of this election, then the contest- 

ant is clearly entitled to his seat in this House. Of that, it seems 
to me, there can be no dispute. So that the question to be deter 
mined here is, ought this case to be opened up and the contestee 
allowed to take further testimony? 

The law of Missouri in force and effect in 1894, when this elec- 


| tion-was held, provided that in cities of the first class there should 


} 


in the resolution proposed by the minority, in order that the scope | 


of the testimon RB posed to be taken may be somewhat widened. 

Mr. MAG . Ihave no objection to that, and will amend 
the substitute in accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the discussion of the 
resolution on the part of the committee will be ae by the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. StropE], to whom I now yield time. 
aa oa Has es et eh OHNSON | 

y disposi now to to fix a limit within which the debate 
shall be closed? ~ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think, Mr. Speaker, it would be 
a little unwise to undertake to fix a limit at the present time. 
There are several gentlemen who desire to be heard on this side, 
and I am informed that there are several gentlemen who desire to 
be heard on the other side. There may come a time in the debate 
when it will be advisable to fix a limit. If so, I shall advise with 
the on the other side before making any motion or tak- 
ing any action upon that subject. I think the debate should be 
owed to proceed in the usual manner under the rule. 


| 
| 
| 


be a recorder of voters; that his office should be open at all times 
for the registration of legal voters within cities of the first class, 
and Kansas City was within that class. The recorder of voters 
in 1894, and for three or four years prior thereto, was a gentleman 
by the name of Owsley. The majority of this committee are of 
the opinion that there was a conspiracy to carry on fraudulent 
elections in Kansas City, not only at the election in 1894, but at 
prior elections, and that this recorder of voters was one of the 
chief conspirators in the commission of frauds committed in that 
city. This register of voters was required, whenever a legal 
voter presented himself, to enter his name upon the registration 
list kept in his office, putting upon the registration list his place 
of resi:}ence and a description of the voter—that is to say, a state- 
ment whether he was white or colored. 

The record in this case is a voluminous one. The testimony 
taken covers nearly a thousand pages of closely printed matter. 
I think that any member who will take this testimony and care- 
fully review it can not arrive at any other rational conclusion 
than that this register of voters was one of the conspirators who 
helped to perpetrate the frauds that are admitted by all parties to 
have been perpetrated in is%4. 

The law in force at that time required this register of voters to 

, prepare a poll book giving a list of names of all the legal voters in 
each voting precinct in Kansas City, and to send these poll books 
to the places where the elections were to be held upon the morn- 
ing of the election, or prior to that time, so that they might be 
there at the polls at the time of holding the election. This recorder 
of voters controlled almost absolutely the machinery of elections 
in cities of the first class in the State of Missouri. He was given 
power to appoint all the judges of election, all the clerks of elec- 
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tion at all the precincts in cities of the first class—that is, the re- 
corder of voters of each city of that class. The law required that 
he should appoint an equal number from each of the two leading 
political parties; or, in other words, that there should be an equal 
number of Democrats and Republicans upon the election boards 
in each of the voting precincts. 

Tha ballots were prepared by this recorder of voters and sent to 
the election precinct, if [remember the law correctly. Thejudges 
of elections were divided into three classes; two of them were 
distributing judges—that is, judges who had charge of the ballots 
and marked upon the ballots their initials and handed them to 
the voters as they presented themselves to vote. Two of them 
were receiving judges. When the voter came into the polling 
place and received his ballot, he went into a booth and there pre- 
pared his ballot, brought it back, and gave it to two receiving 
— It was their duty to deposit that ballot in the ballot 

90x. The other two judges were what are known as counting 
judges. 

Two ballot boxes were provided for each voting precinct, and 
every hour they were required to open the ballot box and count 
the votes cast up to that time, and as they opened one ballot box 
the other was substituted and the ballots placed in it during the 
next hour. Twoclerkskept the poll list. Whena man presented 
a ballot they looked upon the poll list and found his wasiensthet 
is, his registered number. That was marked upon the_ballot. 
Beneath was drawn a line, and under that line was placed his 
voting number; and the voters were numbered in the order in 
which they presented themselvesat the polls. After the voter had 
cast his ballot, ‘*‘ Voted ” was written opposite his name, and his 
voting number also. The law required that the ballots should be 
strung as they were counted during the day, and after the polls 
were closed they were to be placed in a ballot box, sealed up, and 
two judges, one of each party, were required to take this ballot 
box and one of the poll Fists that was put in the ballot box and 
return them to the recorder of voters; also another poll list that 
was not to be placed in or sealed up in the ballot boxes. 

The law required this recorder of voters to carefully care for 
and preserve these ballot boxes, allowing no one to have access to 
them, for the period of one year, or until there should be an order 
of court in a contested-election case which might require them to 
be opened for examination. 

The majority report was prepared by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, and is full and concise, and I trust that every member of 
this House may carefully read it before this case shall be finally 
submitted, for I believe that it is a fair, open, full, and candid 
statement. I say that the majority of the committee believe that 
there was a conspiracy to commit fraud at this election, and they 
believe that Owsley was the leader in that conspiracy. 

This conspiracy was formed not for the purpose of this par- 
ticular election. And here I digress to say this: That sofar as 
this record discloses there is nothing to show that the contestee, Mr. 
Tarsney, had any part or parcel in this conspiracy; and we only 
contend that heis the beneficiary of the fraudsthat were perpetrated 
at this election. This conspiracy was formed for the benefit of 
the Democratic partyin Kansas City. Itis true that in theelection 
of 1894, the election in which this contest is involved, there were a 
few Republicans embraced. Two or three local Republican can- 
didates, a candidate for justice of the ce, and a candidate for 
constable in one of the precincts, entered into the conspiracy with 
these Democrats to perpetrate frauds at the election in 1894. But 
prior to that time, in 1893, the registration lists had been ‘‘ stuffed”; 
in other words, there had been entered upon the registration lists 
in the Second Ward of Kansas City, in which there were not more 
than 1,000 legal voters, some 800 or 900 names of persons who never 
had resided in that precinct and who were not voters of that pre- 
cinct. The object of entering them there by this register of voters 
was to perpetrate Democratic frauds; and that this House ma 
understand more fully what some of these frauds consisted of, 
will send to the Clerk’s desk the record of the testimony taken in 
this case, and have read as a part of my remarks that portion 
which is marked on pages 690, 691, and 692. By paying close at- 
tention to this testimony, I think the House will be fully convinc~i 
how these registration lists were “‘ stuffed,” how fraudulent names 
were entered upon them; and I trust that every member of the 
House will listen to the reading of this testimony. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. What testimony isit that the gentleman is 
having read? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. It is the testimony of Mr. Brad- 
bury, which is found on page 690 of the record. One word more, 
Mr. Speaker, before that testimony is read. This man Bradbury 
had charge of a gang of men who were working upon the streets 
in Kansas City. Another man, by the name of Pierce, I think, 
had charge of another gang. The men were negroes, and it was 
these two gangs that went week after week to the registration office 
and regis themselves under different names, and when the 
examination speaks of ‘‘your gang” it is intended to distinguish 
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Bradbury's gang from Pierce’s gang, because both gangs went and 
registered repeatedly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Was this done in 1893? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. This registration was commenced 
in August, 1893. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And did the same registration form tho 
basis for the fall election in 1894? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. This same registration list wags 
used in.the election of 1894. The particular object of padding t}, 
registration lists in August, 1893, was to prepare for the city elec. 
tion which was to occur in the spring of 1894, and the lists hay- 
ing been so padded, they continued it and used it at the Congres. 
sional election in November, 1894. I now ask that the Clerk read 
the testimony, and [ hope gentlemen will give it their attention, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Q. This was done by you with your gang? 

A. Well, both these gangs would go together. 

Q. Well, how many were there? 

A. Well, he had six or seven and I had about the same number, and all 
those boys at those sporting houses, we would all go together, say about 
twenty-five or thirty. 

Q. What day of the week? 

A. Regular every Saturday. 

Q. Regular every week? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. From what time to what time? 

A. Well, from about the 25th of August, 1893, up to very near the spring 
election, almost every week. 

Q. Spring of 1804? 

A. Yes, sir; spring election. 

Q. Well, were they given any particular instructions as to what pre: 
register in, whether the fifth, sixth, or seventh? 

A. Well, we had a certain number of votes Mr. May wanted in the fifth pre 
cinct, and then afterwards he had some put in the seventh precinct. Ho did 
not put any in the sixth. Andy Foley had charge of that, because he nam 
the judges and clerks in that precinct. In the seventh precinct and in t} , 
svecinct i recognize some names there, at 24 East Third, 7 East Third, 9 East 
Third, and 11 East Third, all those was done during this registration 

Q. Well, who was Foley? 

A. Well, Andy Foley was alderman at that time, representing the Second 
Ward, and you know Mr. May was very cautious, and he knew that some 
time he and Mr. Foley was going to split, so he would not put any votes in 
that precinct Andy Foley was supposed to control; that was the sixth pre- 
cinct. So he put all the votes iu the fifth and seventh precincts. 

Q. This was all done before the spring election? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember who it was conducted the ward registration before 
the spring election? 

A. Before the spring election? 


. Yes. 

x I do not know his name, but I know there wasa gentleman «) er 
there had charge of the ward registration, and some of this illegal! revistr: 
tion was done while he wasthere. At first he objected to it. 

2. Where was that? 

. At the Metropolitan Hotel. 

2 How long before the election? 

. Not very long. 

2. That was just before the election, when they have the ward registration? 

. Yes, sir; and just before the election I went to see Mr. May and told 
him this man would not do it, and he went down to see Mr. Owsley, and Mr 
Ogates was late coming, and I telephoned Mr. Owsley—— 

Q. Where did you telephone? 

A. I telephoned Fifth and Broadway, I think, and he came down anid ho 
saw this man, and after that the men were registered. 

Q. Well, what do you know about transfers of names that appear on the 
books of the spring election being made this fall from one precinct to another 
in the Second Ward? 

A. [remember them saying to me one time that there was too many votes 
in the fifth precinct. 

). There had been too many put on? 

. There was about 800 or 900 votes on there; they could not hanile «!! of 
them, it would be too much of a give away, and they said they was ¢: ing to 
strike off soma of the names; so one day George A. Pierce saw me; he works 
in the county surveyor’s office; Democratic committeeman he was then and 
isnow; he was canvassing the ward for the recorder of voters —— 

Q. Do you mean to say he was a Democratic committeeman and also one of 
Owsley’s canvassers? 

A. Yes, sir. 

2 Who was Mr. Owsley? 

\ Recorder of voters. 

Q: He was appointed by Owsley for the purpose of striking off illegal names 
— x -— precinct and other precincts in the Second Ward? 

. Yes, sir. 

2. Well, how do you know he was a canvasser? 

. He told meso. He told me he was gine to be acanvasser before he 
was. I met him at Fifth and Broadwa ohn Moran's saloon. He told me 
he wanted me to £° over to Krueger's store— 

. When was that? 7 

. I think it was in October, 1894; I think the board of revision was in ses- 
sion, and these canvassers were out finding out about these names. [ think 
it was in October, and he said to me he wanted me to call off about °4) names 
to him. He had a book similar to yours; he wanted some of those names 
called off; he wanted some of those illegal names stricken off; so I cailed of 
a great many of those names that were at the northwest corner ot 
Second and Wyandotte and First and Wyandotte. I called off a great many 
names for him from 311 West Sixth street, and from other numbers in that 
precinctI do not remember. I remember those particularly; I thought there 
was too many at 311, and I thought we had better get those names trom ‘he 
northwest corner dand Wyandotte and t and Wyandotte: anc 
soa few days after that I saw Pierce; he said tome that Bristow could not 
find those names. I said, ‘* What names?**—— 

did he want this list from you? . 
t names?” he “Those names you called off, 
to me; and I said, ‘Bristow didn’t need those names if they were 
and he explained to me that poy were not to be stricken 
transferred out of the fifth precinct into the other 
Y 7; seventh precincts in the Second Wa: d. 
? 
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A. Because there were too many names registered in that precint, 800 or 
900; they had better put them in the other precincts; you see at that time 
Andy Foley was off the committee; at that time Pierce, being committeeman, 
would have the naming of the judges and clerks in all three precincts; being 
eommitteeman, there would not be any trouble with Andy Foley. 

. Foley wasn’t in the campaign this last fall at all? 
. No, sir; Pierce took his place. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Now, Mr. Speaker, the testimony 
just read explains how this false registration was made. It shows 
that certain men who had charge of gangs who worked upon the 
streets took them every Saturday night, together with gangs of 
men gathered from dens of prostitution and other disreputable 
places in Kansas City, and in gangs of from 25 to 30 ata time, 
took them to the office of the recorder of voters and had their 
names placed on the registration list, not their own proper names, 
but any names that occurred to them. These names were placed 
upon the list and voted at the election in the fallof 1894. Now, I 
call attention to the fact that the testimony of the witness Bradbury, 
just read, stands in this record wholly uncontradicted in any par- 
ticular. It stands uncontroverted by the facts or by the wit- 
nesses who have testified in the case. Mr. Owsley and his clerks 
who helped him to make this false registration were in the city, I 
think, when this testimony was given, but the contestee did not 
see fit to call them or any other witnesses to the stand to contra- 
dict a single statement made by Mr. Bradbury. 

Not only that, but the witness’s testimony is borne out by an 
examination of the records. When you go to these registration 
lists and examine the dates when these names are entered upon 
them, you find that they were entered on Saturdays and in large 
groups, just as this witness has testified, and that in that way the 
registration lists were stuffed and prepared for the spring election 
in 1894. This state of facts pertains, so far as Bradbury's testi- 
mony shows, to three precincts that are involved in the reports 
made by the majority and the minority of this committee—the 
fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts of the Second Ward in Kansas 
City. There is also another precinct involved. 
the committee insist that the evidence in this record standing un- 
contradicted, or at least unsuccessfully contradicted, shows that 
in the fifty-second precinct such frauds were committed as that 
that precinct can not and ought not to be counted in the determi- 
nation of the result of that election. 

Following this election there was great excitement in Kansas 
City. The citizens realized the fact that there had been enormous 
frauds committed at the election and they called a public meeting 
composed of all parties, and the leading men, Democrats, Republic- 
ans, and Populists, selected a committee of safety. Within two 
weeks after the election had been held that committee of safety 
appointed canvassers, who immediately entered upon a canvass, 
having with them lists of all the voters in the suspected precincts 
in Kansas City. Those canvassers went from house to house and 
made a thorough canvass, and they found that there had been 
large numbers of men fraudulently entered upon the registration 
lists not only in the precincts I have mentioned, but in other pre- 
cincts also. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Was that after thespring election or after 
the fall election? 
Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. This was right after the Congres- 


sional election in 1894. When the result of the election was pub- 
lished in the daily papers of Kansas City, on the 7th day of 
November.I think it was, people immediately discovered that 
enormous frauds had been perpetrated. Then this public meeting 
was called and canvassers were appointed, who went from house 
to house, made the most perfect and complete canvass they possi- 
bly could make, as the record shows, and they found that in each 
of these precincts there had been from 250 to 350 or more names 
of persons who never had been voters in those precincts entered 
upon the registration lists. They went, asI have said, from house 
to house and inquired of the tenants and found that in many 
instances no such persons as those whose names appeared upon the 
lists had ever lived in that vicinity. In fact, the registration lists 
showed that many of these names had been registered from places 
which were vacant lots, railroad yards, and houses that had been 
standing idle for months prior to the election. Testimony in this 
case shows, and it is uncontradicted, that this recorder of voters, 
Mr. Owsley, entered a large number of these names upon the 
registration lists himself. That is shown by Bradbury’s testimony, 
& on of which has just been read. 

e county Republican central committee were suspicious that 
frauds had been committed in the spring election of 1893, and so 
prior to this election in 1894 aupaiaces canvassers to go into the 
§ precincts, 45 in number, there being, I believe, 63 in all 
in City. These canvassers made a canvass from house to 
house. They entered the names of all the voters they could find, as 
is shown by the testimony, in each of these precincts. They then 
went to the office of the recorder of voters; they checked from his 
list all the names that had not been entered upon their lists, in 
alphabetical order, as found. They went back into the precincts 
and tried to see how many of those that they had failed to find 
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the first time that had been entered upon the registration lists 
could be found. . They found some ot them—afewof them. When 
they had completed this careful recanvassing they found that in 
those 45 precincts there were 4,500 names fraudulently entered 
upon the registration list—at least that many names of persons 
that they could not find. 

The oe county central committee then took their books 
made up from their canvass and from the registration lists in the 
office of the recorder of voters. They went to that officer and 
showed him their books and asked him to strike off or have the 
board of revision strike off those names; for the law provided that 
before the election—twenty days, I think, before the election 
there should be a board of revision appointed for the purpose of 
purging these registration lists. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Appointed by whom? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Appointed by the recorder of voters. 
As I have said, this law gave into the hands of this recorder of 
voters absolute power to perpetrate fraud in the State of Missouri 
in cities of the first class. He appointed these persons who were 
to revise the registration lists—presumably one-half from each 
political party. 

This board of revision was then in session. The county Repub- 
lican central committee went to the recorder of voters and showed 
him this list and asked him to take it and purge it. They then 
went to the board of revision and presented it to them, and asked 
that the board of revision and the recorder of voters should appoint 
canvassers, one canvasser to go into each precinct witha canvasser 
to be selected by the Republican county central committee, and if 
possible purge these registration lists. This was refused. No 
canvassers were appointed to act with canvassers selected by the 
Republican county central committee. 


But this board of revision undertook to purge this list Upon 
that board there had been appointed men pretending to be Repub- 
licans. The board found that only 200 out of the 4,500 names to 
which the Republican county committee had called attention 


should be stricken from the list. So that the list as mad 


up by 


| the board contained the names of 4,300 persons unaccounted for 


in those 45 precincts in Kansas City. 

I have said that this recorder of voters was empowered to ap 
point all the officers of the election. He appointed the six judges 
and the two clerks that were to serve at each of the voting pre 
cincts. The Republican county central committee made upa list 
of reputable, honest, competent Republicans whom they desired 
to have appointed upon the boards of election in the different pre- 
cincts of Kansas City. They submitted that list to this recorder 
of voters. He took it, looked at it, and said, “I can not appoint 
the men that you have asked me to appoint; there are a great 
many applications here.” Finally, however, he promised that he 
would publish the list of his appointees, and that when the com 
mittee saw it they would be satisfied with it. He did make the 
appointments, selecting very few indeed of the men who had been 
recommended by the Republican county central committee for 
appointment upon the election boards. 

W hen his list was published there was indignation all over Kan- 
sas City. Immediately the Republican county central committee 
went to him and protested against the appointment of the men 
whom he had named to act as judges and clerks of election. The 
county central committee then sent out canvassers to see if they 
could learn where these judges and clerks of election were located. 
There were numbers of them, large numbers—aye, alarge majority 
of them—who could not be foundatall. The fact is, as this record 
shows, that Mr. Owsley, Street Commissioner May, and others who 
were in this conspiracy had been colonizing illegal voters in those 
precincts to act as judges of election. Those that the committee 
did find that had been appointed as Republicans were found to be 
disreputable people, men unfit to serve as such officers. 

There was, as | have said, indignation all over the city. Imme- 
diately a committee called upon the recorder of voters. An agree- 
ment was entered into that they should submit a list of those who 
should be selected as judges and clerks of election to a commit- 
tee of four—two Democrats and two Republicans. Mr. Owsley 
agreed to that. The next morning after making this agreement 
he — a card in the newspapers renouncing his agreement 
and declining to make the appointments in the manner agreed 
upon. 

This was upon the eve of the election. There was no time to 
remedy the wrong that it was apparent the recorder of voters in- 
tended to commit. And so the judges and clerks thus selected, 
over the protest of the Republican county central committee, 
were allowed to act as such at the different precincts. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman will allow me to ask hima question. 
As I understand from him, Mr. Owsley appointed men as judges 
and clerks of the election who did not reside in the precincts 
where they were to act. 

Mr. STRODE »)f Nebraska. Men who had been colonized, who 
had rented rooms for the sole purpose of acting as such at the 
election. 
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Mr. RAY. Then they were not bona fide residents? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. No; they were not. 

Mr. BAILEY. We should like to hear the colloquy which is 
going on between the gentleman from New York (Mr. Ray] and 
the gentleman from Nebraska — STRODE}. 

Mr. RAY. I asked the gentleman from Nebraska whether or 
not Mr. Owsley appointed as judges and clerks of election in cer- 
tain precincts men who were not bona fide residents of the pre- 
cincts; and he has replied that Mr. Owsley did so. Thequestion I 
now ask is this: Does the law of Missouri demand or require that 
these judges and clerks shall be bona fide residents of the pre- 
cincts in which they act? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I think the law sorequires; in fact, 
I am positive that it does require that these officers shall be bona 
‘fide residents of the precinets in which they act. 

Mr. RAY. And also qualified voters. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. And qualified voters in the precinct. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like toask the gentleman another 
question, with his permission. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. With pleasure. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to know whether any of the 
names recommended by the Republican county central committee 
as judges of the election, recommended to Mr. Owsley, the recorder 
of voters, were appointed in the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts 
of the Second Ward, or in the fifty-second? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. ot one. And only a few were 
appointed in any of the precincts within the 63 voting precincts of 
theci ty. Wherever the appointments were made as recommended 
by the central committee of the Republican party, it is not shown 
by the evidence in the record that any frauds were there commit- 
ted. It was only in those precincts where they had absolute con- 
trol under the appointments made by this recorder of voters, Mr. 
Owsley, that frauds were committed. When they canvassed the 
list of judges and clerks, they found that the men appointed as 
Republicans were, many of them,in fact Democrats. Forinstance, 
in the fifty-second precinct a man by the name of Frenkle had voted 
as a personal matter for the Republican candidate for mayor at 
the city election, 1894. He said that he had always been a Demo- 
crat; that he had always voted the Democratic ticket on all occa- 
sions. except in this one single instance; yet he was appointed by 
Mr. Owsley as one of the Republican judges of election in the fifty- 
second precinct. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman has stated that 
some of the election officers were nonresidents of the district in 
which they acted? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I notice in the brief of the con- 
testant this allegation: 

Not only were they nonresidents, but no information concerning them, 
their residence, character, or politics could be obtained. 

Was that established by the evidence taken before the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes, sir; witnesses were called who 
substantiated that fact. It was shown by the witnesses who were 
put upon the stand that they had gone out under the direction of 
the county Republican committee and canvassed the different 
precincts to find the men who were to serve the next day at the 
election as the judges and clerks, and they were unable to find 
out who they were, where they were from, or their politics; and 
among the few they dic find who had been appointed as ub- 
licans, as I have already stated, were some Democrats, and those 
found who were Republicans were barkeepers and men of a dis- 
reputable class, as well as men of doubtful Republican politics. 

r. HENDERSON. If my friend will allow me a further in- 
terruption—I do not wish to consume his time, bat 1 think the 
Honse ought to understand the case. 


Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Iam glad to yield tointerruptions, | 


because I wish the House to understand it fully. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You have stated that of the 4,500 fraudu- 
lent names on the poll list there were 200 erased by the reexamin- 
ing board or the board of revision. Can the gentleman state, from 
the evidence, what method was pursued by that board of revision 
in striking off the 200 names? ere the citizens’ committee of the 
Republican county central committee or any other persons se- 
lected, or any method adopted by which they could trace out the 
names, or was it done by force of arms, so to speak, without any 
known method to the citizens? I would like the gentleman to 
make that point clear. 

M1. STRODE of Nebraska. I am not certain, but I think the 
testimony shows that the board did it as they saw fit, and that 
there was no concert of action between the board of review and 
a 
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Mr. HENDERSON. It was done, then, in sort of a star-cham- 
ber go 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes,sir. However, the names were 

ublished in the paper after they had been stricken off, but the 
ist of names was not published i= alphabetical order; there was 
no systematic arrangement of them, and it was exceedingly diffi- 
cult, if not impossible, for the Republican county committee, in 
the short time before the election, to have investigated how or 
from what prectncts they were stricken off. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If my colleague will allow me, I 
would like to ask him if it is not true that the testimony shows 
that, despite the protest of the ublican central committee. the 
election was held with 4,300 illegal names on the registration list: 
that this occurred after the attention of the recorder of voters had 
been called to the matter by the Republican county committee? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That is a fact that I have already 
stated; that there were 4,300 names on the list which the Repu!) 
lican county committee had shown to be fraudulent; that is to 
say, most of them. There might have been here and there occx- 
sionally a man who was properly on the list. The chairman of 
the Republican county central committee was upon the witness 
stand, and was asked in cross-examination by contestee’s attorney 
about certain men who were on the list, and he said that he thought 
the 4,300 was in the neighborhood of beimg an accurate statement 
of the total number; that a few might have been properly regis- 
tered, but in the main that the list was correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understand you, then, thatthefraudulent 
names reported were found upon the poll list after the election as 
having voted? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes, sir. In these precincts, as | 
have said, the majority of the committee find from the testimony 
that nearly all on this listof names were marked as having vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Was there any evidence taken after the 
election touching the 4,300 fraudulent names to verify the charges 
of -_ Republican county central committee made before the elec- 
tion 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I think not, name byname. That 
is my recollection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not true that the committees 
of safety which canvassed the various wards right after the elec- 

i : numerous fraudulent registrations to have been 
re 


Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes; but whether they undertook 
to verify them by the same lists or not, I do not know. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not like to complain, Mr. Speaker, but it is 
—— to hear the questions propounded to the gentleman froin 
Nebraska, and we should like to hear them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The question I addressed to my 
colleague was this: Is it not true that a canvass made in certain 
of these wards by what was known as the nonpartisan committ:e 
of safety, within eight or ten or twelve days after the election 
was held, disclosed a vast number of names in each ward of pvr- 
sons registered and marked on the poll books as having voted. a 
great number of whom could not be found, and who were rezis- 
tered from vacant lots, tenantless houses, and other impossil)le 


places? 
a STRODE of Nebraska. Thatistrue. Ihave already stated 

that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Did those names correspond with the list 
of which they had notice before the election? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Some did and some did not. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I had already stated what the ¢-n- 
tleman from Indiana states, but asto whether they were compared 
and found to be the identical names or not I am not prepare to 


state. 

Mr. RAY. With the permission of the gentleman, I desire to ask 
him, does the record show positively that any man or men did. 1n 
fact, vote twice in the same precinct, or vote in one precinct anil 
then go and vote in another precinct? : 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. There is some evidence tending to 

ing in some precincts, but 
those four precincts. 
Missouri vides that there shall be 4 
allowed at each voting placeand a witness to the coun’. 
, they counted every . The challenger would be 
there only when the votes were being cast. 

The Republican county central committee sent to this recor cr 
of voters a list of names out of which they desired him to selet 
the and witnesses at the respective precincts in Kin- 

5 . Owsley, the recorder of voters, prior to the elec- 
that list was submitted to him, deci that they were 

to have and witnesses, so they made up % 
submitted it to three of the cireuit j of Kansas 
inion, which opinion 15 

or at least by two 

county central committee were 
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entitled to select their challengers and witnesses for these respec- 
tive voting precincts. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And each party had that right? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Each party had that right to select 
their challengers and witnesses. Mr. Owsley, however, having | 
made up his list of election judges and clerks, instructed them, | 
notwithstanding this judicial decision in a case to which he was | 
a party—instructed these election boards that it was within their 
discretion to allow the challengers and witnesses to be present at 
the election for the purpose of exercising the duties which they 
were allowed under the law to exercise. 

The county central committee prepared credentials and placed 
them in the hands of their witnesses and challengers, and sent 
them to the respective voting places, and in all the polling places 
where these election boards had been made up for the specific pur- 
pose, as we claim, of —— frauds, these challengers and 
witnesses were ejected, were thrown out and not allowed to act. 
The excuse given by some of the election boards was that their 
credentials were not signed by the recorder of voters. These 
challengers and witnesses went to the office of the recorder of 
voters to have him sign their credentials. They found the office 
locked. They remained there and tried to getin. Finally, after 
some istence, they secured an opening of the door and found 
that Mr. Owsley was not there; but some of these challengers and 
witnesses encountered Mr. Owsley later at a polling place, and 
presented their credentials and asked him to sign them, but he re- 
fused to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


expired. 
“Mtr. JOHNSON ofIndiana. Does the gentleman frum Nebraska 
desire further time? : 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I do. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How much further time does the 

ntleman desire? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. It will take me thirty minutes to 

resent the case as I desire to present it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman be permitted to proceed for thirty min- 
utes longer. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that the gentleman be allowed to 
conclude his remarks. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
his remarks. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Very well; I have no objection to 
that. Iask unanimous consent that my colleague be permitted 
to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Stropg] be allowed to con- 
clude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. As I have said, Mr. Speaker, the 
challengers or witnesses were ejected from every one of these pre- | 
cincts where these frauds were afterwards shown to have been | 
perpetrated. Had they been allowed to be present and exercise | 
their duties, and to witness what was going on in these different | 
polling places, I doubt not that there would have been different | 
returns from the different voting precincts in Kansas City where | 
it has been proven that great frauds had been perpetrated by the | 
election boards. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of this House to some of the | 
frauds that were perpetrated. The majority of this committee | 
say that the returns, the ballot boxes, and everything connected 
with the election held in the fifty-second precinct and in the fifth, 
sixth, and seventh precincts were so tainted with fraud that they 
are unworthy of being considered as evidence in arriving at a con- | 
clusion in this case. The resolution reported by the minority is 





The time of the gentleman has 


That is the better way. Let him conclude 


that we open — case and permit the contestee to take further 
testimony for to purge these election returns 


| 
e purpose of tryin 
of frand. Now, - the fifty-second precinct—— 

Mr. RAY. In that connection—because it seems to be perti- 
nent, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. I read here in the report made by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. TaAYLER], a member of your committee, in which 
he su, s the propriety of reopening and having a recount of 
the ts; and he suggests that the ballots are still in existence 
and might befound and actually recounted, and these fraudulent | 
votes thrown out, and so ascertain what the correct result should | 
be. Now, it occurred to me, as I understand the gentleman's 
remarks and the evidence that I have looked at, that this same 
0 , who was the father of all these frauds that have been 
conducted, and who seems to have been the schoolmaster in this 
concern—that he was the same man who has had charge of these 

ever since the election. I want to know whether or not 
that is true? Has he been the custodian of those ballots? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I think I have stated that, and if 
not I intended to do so. 
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| count this out because of dishonest votes, then you and I are 


| at this late day to do that. 
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Mr. RAY. I did not hear you state that. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Nebraska the question, if in local contests that have taken place 
it has not been a matter of proof that not only have the ballot 
boxes been opened and the ballots tampered with, but also that 
the returns have been changed? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Iintended toreach that 

Mr. CROWTHER. That is the fact. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That is the fact, as shown by the 
evidence. The gentleman from New York asks me if the returns 
were not made to the register of voters. I had stated when the 
polls closed that the ballots should have been placed in one of the 
ballot boxes, and also one of the polling lists, and then the ballot 
box sealed and returned to the office of the recorder of voters; and 
as I stated—I think I stated it—they should have been safely kept 
there and no one allowed to open the boxes or examine their con- 
tents for the period of one year, unless by order of court in a con- 
tested election; and after these elections were held all of these 
returns were taken to this office of the recorder of voters, and he 
was the custodian not only of the ballots, but of the poll books 
and of all the election returns after the election was held. 

Mr. RAY. And that is the same man Owsley. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That is thisman Owsley that Ihave 
been talking about. 

Now, as to this fifty-second precinct. Tothose who are familiar 
with the election laws of this country it is not necessary for me 
to state what the lawis in reference to election returns which are 
so tainted with frauds that it is impossible to separate the honest 
from the dishonest votes. I will admit, as is stated by my col- 
league from Ohio, a member of this committee [Mr. TayLer], 
that it is a serious thing; that it is a most drastic measure to dis- 
franchise an entire precinct; but when you undertake to count a 
precinct and by the counting of it you ure liable to perpetrate 
great fraud in effect, it is better to disfranchise all the voters of 
that precinct than be a party to the perpetration of fraud by 
counting it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will my friend allow me right there on 
that proposition? Where would he draw the line? Shall it be 1 
fraudulent ballot, 50, or 100 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I can not tell you where the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] would draw the distinction. 

Mr. HENDERSON (continuing). That would justify throw- 
ing outal! the other votes in the district? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I can not tell you where he would 
draw the line. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Where would you draw it? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I would say that there were cer- 
tain ballots deposited on election day, as I will show you further 
on, which were the votes of honest voters, but that fraudulent 
ballots were substituted for those honest ballots, and no man can 
tell how many honest ballots are in this box to-day, nor how many 
dishonest ones, and it is utterly impossible for this committe 


further on. 


e® or 


| for any power on earth at this time to discover and determine how 


many of these ballots are honest and how many are dishonest in 
the ballot box. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What I want to get at is the rule of safety 
for throwing out a whole precinct. Suppose you and I should 
vote honest ballots and C and D voted dishonest ones. If you 
dis- 
franchised. I want to get at a rule upon which we can act safely. 

Mr. MOODY. Thegentleman’s own hypothesis is that you can 
not find out. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ihave statedacasethatis not yet proven. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. The only way, in my judgment, 


| under God’s heaven to purge the polls in these four precincts 


would be to go back to Kansas City and call every voter up, and 
ask him how he voted, showing him the ticket that is found in 
the ballot box bearing his voting and registration number and 
asking him if that is his ticket, and that is not what is proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio; it is not proposed by the minority 
of this committee; it is not proposed by the contestee himself. It 
is the only way it can be done, and it is absolutely impracticable 
It is sixteen or eighteen months since 
the election was held, and it would be impossible now to find all the 
voters who cast their votes at that election and to ascertain how 
they did vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, that the minority of the committee did not make any such 
proposition ag that, because the majority of the committee would 
not even agree to go back and look at the ballots, and, of course, 
if they would not agree to look at the ballots they certainly would 
not agree to summon the voters. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That, I suppose, is a part of the 
gentleman's argument. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will ask my colleague if it is not 
@ fact that the majority of the committee, towhom the gentleman 
from Texas refers, spent a great deal of time in discussing the 
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question as to whether there was any method whereby they could 
safely purge these precincts before they resolved to throw them 
out? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That was a matter of long and 
tedious discussion by the members of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will ask him alsoif various propo- 
sitions were not made looking to an attempt to purge these pre- 
cincts, and fully and fairly discussed in the committee, before a 
conclusion was finally reached? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Several propositions were made 
and were fully and thoroughly discussed by the members of the 
committee when it was in session. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to this fifty-second precinct in Kansas 
City; there was not a judge nor a clerk ——— that the Repub- 
lican county central committee had asked to have appointed. One 
T. J. Canney acted as one of the Republican judges at that pre- 
cinct. He says that a day or two before the election one Findley, 
agambler in Kansas City, sent for him, had him come to his house, 
and interviewed him. In that interview he says Findley revealed 
to him that they desired and intended to perpetrate certain frauds 
at the election; he said that they intended to cast 700 fraudulent 
votes in the First Ward of Kansas City; 1,500 fraudulent votes in 
the Second Ward, and I forget how many were to be cast in other 
places, including the fifty-second precinct. 

Findley told Canney that it had been left to him to select the 
Republican judges at that precinct, and that he wanted him to 
act in that capacity, promising that if he would consent and would 
act in concert with the other judges he should have the sum of $50, 
and after the election he would be appointed to a position in the 
city government, where he would draw $125 a month. Canney 
agreed to this, and Findley told him to present himself to Mr. 
Owsley, who would appoint him as one of the judges of election 
in the fifty-second precinct and would give him his credentials. 
Canney did so, and he was appointed and acted as a judge. 

After the excitement in Kansas City had reached a high pitch 
he came to the conclusion that he had better make a clean breast 
of the whole affair, and he telegraphed to the governor of Mis- 
souri that enormous frauds had been perpetrated, and requested 
him to withhold certificates of election from certain officers in 
Jackson County, this Congressional district being composed of 
two counties, Jackson and Lafayette. He went to Jefferson City 
and interviewed the governor, and the governor withheld the cer- 
tificates of election and positively refused to issue them. The 
governor went to Kansas City, if 1 remember correctly, and made 
some investigation upon his own account, and so great was the 
demand that there should be an extra session of the legislature to 
repeal this vicious election law that the governor granted the re- 
quest and called an extra session, and the legislature repealed the 
law. 

The governor believed Mr. Canney, and, upon investigation, 
withheld the certificates of election and positively refused to issue 
them, a thing which in law he probably had no right to do. 
Nevertheless, he did positively refuse to issue the certificates to 
the men who, upon the face of the returns, had been elected as 
prosecuting attorney and as marshal in that county. Now, this 
man Canney says that after getting his appointment from Owsley 
he presented himself early in the —— about 5 o'clock, cer- 

tainly before 6.30, at the polling place: that he soon thereafter saw 
Findley and others there, who it has been shown were active par- 
ticipants in the perpetration of these f1 .uds. 

This same gambler that had told Canney that Owsley would 
appoint him by his request was there, and he dictated how the 
board should be organized at that precinct. He had there a man 
by the name cf Morrison, alias Moses. The man appears by both 
names in the record, but I do not know which bdne is correct, or 
whether either one is his real name. He was there as the chief 
manager after the board was organized, but before the board was 
organized this man Morrison took from his pocket a cake of soap 
and went to the window and soaped every window in the little 
wooden building where the election was held, sothat no one could 
see intoit from the outside. It was a small building that had pre- 
viously been used as a kind of warehouse, and it had bins for stor- 

‘ing grain. 

hese bins were open. There was a door anda large glass win- 
dow in front, and a window and door in the rear of the building. 
The building was some 20 or 30 feet long, a little wooden struct- 
ure. Morrison carefully soaped all the windows. Canney says 
that after the polls had opened he noticed Findley coming and 
holding secret conversations with this man Morrison in the poll- 
ing place. He also noticed other ward heelers doing the same 
thing. Other members of that election board have sworn that 
Findley and other men came there and held whispered conversa- 
tions with Morrison. All of which appears in the record. 

Canney says that the counting tollate took the table and the 
ballot boxes from which they made the count back into one of 
these bins and did their counting there. Canney says that he went 
to dinner at ths noon hour, and was gone about forty minutes, 
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and that when he came back he found these counting judges had 
taken from the ballots that had been counted 115 straight Repub 
lican tickets, and had 115 straight Democratic tickets, which they 
pees to substitute for the others, with the initials of the judges 
of election written on them, and with the registration numbers and 
the voting numbers which had been transferred from the straight 
Republican votes to the straight Democratic votes; that the Repub- 
lican votes which had been abstracted from the ballot box were 
placed in a lunch basket and covered up; that the Democratic votes 
were strung upon a string and returned with the ballot box as a 
part of the returns of that election precinct, and that the tally 
sheets were made to correspond therewith. . 

Not only that, but later in the day they removed 55 more straight 
Republican votes from the ballot box and substituted 55 straight 
Democratic votes and returned them also. Not only that, but 
about the time the polls were closed they had prepared somo 
twenty-five or thirty more straight Democratic votes wh‘ch they 
proposed to substitute, but somebody objected and said they did 
not believe the box would stand it; and consequently they did not 
put those 25 Democratic votes in, but removed some twenty-five 
or thirty Republican votes; and these, with the Democratic votes, 
were rolled up in a bundle and thrown aside; and after the count 
was completed and when the board were about leaving the place, 
this man Morrison put those votes in his overcoat pocket and car- 
ried them away. 

Now, it is important to remember here the 25 votes that were 
prepared at that time to be substituted, but which were not. How 
easy it would have been after the vote had been returned to the 
recorder of voters for this man who was the chief leader in this 
conspiracy to commit fraud and have those votes substituted. 
Canney says that these votes, which were placed in a lunch basket, 
were afterwards carried away; that a man, whose name I forget, 
came to the door and called for the lunch basket; that it was 
handed out to him, and that he took it away. 

I know that the minority of this committee and that the con- 
testee will claim upon the floor of this House that there is no evi- 
dence to corroborate Canney; that his statements are unworthy of 
belief because he is wholly uncorroborated. But the testimony of 
some of these very Democratic judges that were appointed in that 
election does show that a man did come there and carry away that 
lunch basket just as Canney testifies. Canney says that when the 
55 votes were taken out they were rolled up in a bundle. The 
Australian ballots were cast there, and if I understand aright, the 
vote made quite a large sheet of paper. If I am not right the 
gentleman from Missouri who sits near me can correct me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You are correct, sir. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. The vote made a paper half the 
size of an ordimary newspaper, or nearly that. 

Mr. JOY. More than that. . 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. The testimony of Canney is that 
they rolled them up together and put them in the stove and burned 
them up. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will thegentlemanpermitaquestion? I under- 
stood him to say that the testimony of this man Canney was not 
corroborated. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I said the minority of the commit- 
tee and the contestee will claim that it is not. 

Mr. BRUMM. I want to ask the gentleman whether it was 
contradicted. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes, it was contradicted by certain 
members of the election board; the contestee called some of them, 
who denied that these things took place. But some of the very 
witnesses whom they called admitted that this basket was taken 
away; admitted that they saw paper put in the stove; that they 
saw the judge of election whom Canney named putting that paper 
in the stove; they do not pretend to say what the paper was; ut 
they saw him pag a small bundle of paper in the stove, and | 
believe, though Iam not sure that I recollect it correctly, that 
one of the judges looked around and complained of the heat male 
by the burning in the stove of those 55 ballots. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will my colleague on the commit- 
tee permit me a moment? Does he not remember that there }s 
ample corroborative testimony and that one of the witnesses 
swears that he say Morrison stuff the ballot box there? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I have not come to that. [f the 
gentleman from Indiana will bear with mein patience I will reac! 
that point. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I thought the gentleman from N«- 
braska was about to that point. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. No, sir; I have not passed the 
fifty-second precinct. I am now only showing wherein Cann:y 
was corroborated. 

Now, another witness came to this polling place. By some ac- 
cident somebody had removed a particle of the from the glass 
and left a portion of it transparent. This witness looked thr ymagh 
that place in the glass and saw this man Morrison grinding votes 
into the ballot box. They had in Kansas City a kind of device—I 
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do not know whether it is patented or not—by which they grind 
the votes into the box with a kind of geared machine, the votes, I 
believe, being stamped ‘‘Kansas City” when they go in. This 
man looked ee Not avoter wasinthere. The 


indges and clerks of the election stood there and saw this man 
M The record 


orrison grinding those votes into the ballot box. 
shows that. It stands here uncontradicted, Morrison himself, I 
believe, not taking the witness stand to deny it. 

Not only that, but a man named Frenkle, who was appointed as a 
Republican judge, but who had never voted a Republican ticket, 
except that at the spring election he had voted for the ca 
candidate for mayor, took the witness stand. He says he recol- 
lects that the distributing judges kept upon their tablea very large 
pile of tickets marked with their initials; that he went to his din- 
ner; was gone a while, and when he came back he noticed that 
that pile was greatly diminished in size. Canney tells how this 
was done. They were substituting 115 votes at that time. I ask 
whether that is not a corroboration of Mr. Canney, positive and 
direct? So I say that the frauds of that board in that precinct are 
such that it would be utterly impossible to tell from the ballots 
themselves by an examination of them whether they were cast 
honestly or dishonestly; and there is but one way to treat the re- 
turns that are made from that voting precinct, and that is to throw 
them entirely out because of fraud, unless you could call the voters 
who voted and ask each. cne how he voted. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman, in that con- 
nection, & —- with reference to the reports. It seems, upon 
a hasty reading of the several reports accompanying this case, that 
there has been a contest of some kind growing out of that election, 
in which these ballots have been reexamined. It seems to be sug- 
gested that the witnesses who examined them could testify as to 
their condition and number. How about that? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. So faras I know, there has been no 
examination of the ballots with reference to the election for Mem- 
ber of Congress. 
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it was not a public canvass, but one made by | 


order of the court, and it was made with reference only to the par- | 


ticular office then in controversy before the court. 

Mr. Speaker, in addition to what I have already said, Mr. Canney 
testifies that they also took certain scratched Republican tickets 
which were cast in that precinct and had certain names scratched 
from them; that they took these very ballots and scratched off 
other names. He did not say whether the name of the candidate 
for Congress was scratched or not, but that they made other 
scratches than the ones that had been made by the voters them- 
selves upon the tickets. SolI say to you gentlemen that it seems 
to me the frauds perpetrated at this precinct were so glaring at 


this election and by this particular election board that no man at | up ready to be cast; that he stay: 


this time can tell how the people of that precinct voted. Theonly 
way you can possibly arrive at it would be to call every man who 
voted at the election and ask him how he voted. At this time 
it . not asked for by the other side, and it could not be done with 
safety. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman allow me just there to ask him 
if the returns show that more votes were cast at that precinct— 


that is, that more votes purported to be cast at that precinct—than | 


there were honest, legitimate voters in the precinct? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Well, I do not remember exactly 
as to that, although I think it is summed up in the report. Iam 
unable to answer as to this particular precinct accurately. In 
fact, we do not claim so much padded registration in this particu- 
lar precinct as in the other precincts. 

r. RAY. Well, did that appear in the other precincts? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

I will say, however, Mr. Speaker, that in this particular pre- 
cinct, as I now recall it—the fifty-second precinct—that this board 
of canvassers found that 90 persons had voted that could not be 
found in the precinct. They could not find them at all immedi- 
ately after the election was held. 

tr. HENDERSON. I dislike to interrupt my friend, but hope 
he will indulge me with another inquiry. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I am very glad to have the gentle- 


man ask me questions. 

Mr. HEN DERSON. Your very clear presentation of the case 
is what —somages me to ask further questions with reference to 
matters of which I am ignorant. 

I want to know if there was any sealing of the ballot boxes at 
the hands of the election officers, as required by law, and before 
they were turned over to this man Owsley? Was that sealing 
done the in ne of witnesses or not? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. They are required to seal up the 
returns and return them to the recorder of voters. I donct know 
whether the evidence shows that they were sealed or not in this 
partic recinct. 

Mr. DERSON. Does the law require it to be done in the 
presence of anybody? Did the evidence show that fact, or was 

ony taken upon that point? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I think the judges of election are 


| 
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required to do so by the law. 
board; that is my recollection. 

Mr. KYLE. That is correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You do nct know how it was done, or the 
fact that it was done at all? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I think there was no particular in- 
quiry made in regard to that point, because in most instances they 
would have had to call the men who perpetrated the fraud them- 
selves and who were under indictment for participation in the 
conspiracy. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If they were sealed they might have beef 
sealed after the election, and the ballots changed then? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Was there evidence on this point beyond 
what you have already referred to? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I will refer to that later on, after 
getting through with a review of these different precincts 

Now, with reference to the seventh precinct in the Second Ward: 
This committee of safety found 270 names registered that could 
not be located. The vote at this precinct in 1892 for Congressman, 
when the contestee was a candidate in this precinct, was 243. and 
of this number Mr. Tarsney, then a candidate, received 53 major 
ity. Inthe spring of 1894, at the city election. when they voted 
for mayor, the Democrats had a split in their party, and they 
nominated two candidates. 


It should be done by the election 


There were cast in that election, in 
that precinct, 246 votes, the Republican candidate having a ma 
jority of 2 over both the Democratic candidates. At the fall ele 
tion, the one in controversy here, instead of 246 votes being cast 
at this precinct, there were 514 votes cast. The contestee received 
392 majority over his competitor, the contestant 

Now, I have called your attention to the manner in which this 
election boardin that precinct was constituted. Nota single man 
whom the Republican county central committee had asked to be 
appointed was allowed to enter that voting place. Not a chal 
lenger or a witness that the Republican county central cominittee 
had named was allowed to be within that voting place, but all 
had been ejected forcibly from it. : 

One witness, Mr. Corum, says that he went to that polling place 
about 9 o'clock, that he received from the distributing judges his 
ballot, that he went into the booth and marked it, came back, 
and presented it to one of the receiving judges, keeping his eye 
upon it. He had suspicions of fraud. He watched the ballot and 
made up his mind he would keep his eye upon it untilit went into 
the ballot box. He noticed that the man who received the ballot 
was not near the ballot box, but that, sitting off to one side of 


him, was a man by the ballot box with a ballot in his hand, folded 
i: and kept his eve particul 
upon that ballot until the judge who had received it fror 
hand to put it into the ballot box turned his back to him. 
What he did with the ballot this witness do t know, but he 
looked over to the other man and saw hii putting a ballot into 


rly 
n his 


the ballot box that he had not received from the judge to whom 
the witness gave his bailot. He says that he waited a while, and 
they finally told him, *‘ Your ballot has been cast; get out of 


here,” and ordered him to leave the place, because under the law 
nobody was allowed to remain except when they 
their votes excepting the challengers and witnesses and the mem 
bers of the board of election. They told him to leave, and he did 
leave without ever having seen his ballot put into this ballot box. 
After the election was over Mr. Olson, who, I believe, w hair 
man of the county central committee, found a ballot under the 
wooden sidewalk in front of this voting place. They took that 
ballot, went to the poll book, and found out whose name was oppo 
site the registration number, and the voting number indorsed on 
the back of the ballot. They found that it was one Peter Green 
They showed the ballot to him when he was upon the wit 
stand, and he said, ‘‘ That ballot is marked exactly as I marked my 
ballot.” He told how he marked it, giving the particular descrip- 


were casting 


is 


| tion of his marks, and he said, “If that is not the ballot that I 


marked, it is marked exactly as I marked mine.” 

How did that ballot come under the sidewalk after the election, 
if it had been honestly cast and kept in that ballot box and counted? 

Now, gentlemen, I come to one feature of this case that is ad- 
mitted by all the members of this committee, and that is that in 
the fifth, sixth,and seventh precincts in Kansas City—in each of 
them—there were 200 fraudulent votescast. The precincts are all 
numbered irrespective of the wards, but these precincts numbered 
5, 6, and 7 are all in the Second Ward. Nobody disputes but 
that there were 200 fraudulent ballots put into each of these ballot 
boxes, and when this committee of safety began to investigate 
one of the first things they discovered was this fact. 

I will ask you to turn to the contestant’s brief, because that is 
more convenient to handle than this big fine-print record. On 
page 27 you will see how this voting was done. Bradbury tells 
you that he and Pierce, who had charge of the street gangs of col 
ored men, took them on Saturday night, week after week, and 
registered them at Owsley’s office. Bradbury also tells you that 





2138 


he went to one of the wards at one time when they were register- 
ing in the wards—because the law provides that at certain times 
the registration shall be carried on at the wards—Bradbury says 
that at one time, when he took his gang to register them, the 
clerk there objected. 
commissioner and one of the 
frauds. May said that he would see Oy.sley about it. 
says that he telephoned for Owsley. 
and he explained to him that his om 
register these men. They were being fraudulently registered, as 
Bradbury knew, and as this clerk knew. Owsley @ conver- 
sation with his clerk, and then the men were registered all right, 

- and from that time on he had no trouble in getting his men regis- 
tered at this registering place. 

This brief shows you on page 27 how these names that had 
been fraudulently entered upon the registration lists were voted. 
They had registered from vacant lots, from railroad yards, from 
empty buildings, and from places occupied by people who came 
on the witness stand afterwards and swore that no such people had 
ever been in those places. You will see that in the seventh pre- 
cinct, or at least in one of the precincts—in the fifth, I believe— 
after they commenced to vote, it was a very accommodating elec- 
tion board, if these were true voters, and that the voters were the 
most accommodating class of people that ever attended an election, 
because they arranged themselves in alphabetical order. 

Fifty-nine of them came up in the first place, and No. 1 upon 
the registration list was John Alexander. John Alexander, Frank 

Allen, Albert Anderson, Charles Anderson, Leo N. Armeston, 
George Atchison, Frank Basil, James Beard, Henry E. Bell, John 
* Beverly, Edward Black, Charles Blakey, William ne, William 
Bradley, Samuel Brosius, James Brown, James W. Brown, John 
W. Brown, Samuel Brown, James Buchanan, Robert Burchy, and 
so on, down until we reach the letter ‘‘P,” when 59 of them had 
voted in regular alphabetical order, and every one of them colored 
men, and so they are marked upon the poll books. 

A similar course was pursued in the fifth, sixth, and seventh 

recincts in the first 200 names presented there to be voted. So 

say that, under the evidence in this case, this ballot box is 
so polluted with frand that you can not tell anything about how 
many honest votes are in it or how many dishonest. A man 
swears that he stood there and saw them substitute another vote 
for his. Another vote that was intended to be put in the ballot 
box there was found under the sidewalk, and 200 votes had been 
stuffed into this ballot box of men-whodid not present themselves 
at all at the election; so that it is so tainted with fraud that it is 
absolutely impossible to know what this election board did, or to 
separate the honest from the fraudulent votes. 

{ot only that, but there is testimony in this record showing 
that, in addition to these 200 names, they took the registration 
list, and when they found the name of a man who had not voted 
they put a straight Democratic ballot in the box and marked 
the word “Voted” opposite his name. When some of them 
subsequently presented themselves oe looked at the registra- 
tion list and told them they had voted. Even this man Brad 
bury was treated inthat way. He was acolored man, the editor of 
a Democratic newspaper, employed by or at least under the super- 
vision, 1 believe, of the Democratic State central committee in 
that election, and made speeches in the State of Missouri in the 
interest of the Democratic party. He says he went to vote, and 
when he got there and asked for a ticket they looked at the reg- 
istration ist and said, ‘‘ You have voted.” He said, ‘‘I under- 
stood it and went away, knowing that they had voted my name.” 
Just so with others when they presented themselves at these dif- 
ferent precincts. So I say that it is utterly impossible to separate 
- the fraudulent from the honest votes in this precinct, and the only 

way to treat it is to throw it all out and call the voters, and that 
is not proposed by contestee. 

Now, as to the sixth precinct. You remember that in the 
testimony of Bradbury that has already been read he said there 
were certain names—nearly 200 of them—transferred from the 
fifth to the sixth precinct. Now, gentlemen of this House, aye, 

ntlemen of the minority of this committee, do you believe that 

r. Owsley or his clerks could sit in their office and transfer 
nearly 200 names--I believe it is 190, or something like that—from 
the fifth precinct to the sixth precinct without a that 
there was something fraudulent about it? Bradbury tells oe 
they came to him at one time for the names of the men who 
registered, as he kept a list of them in a book. He gave them 
these names and found they were transferred. He swore that he 

ve the names, I think, of 190—I do not remember the number, 

ut a very large number of them at least—that were transferred 
from the fifth to the sixth precinct. They had not padded this 
eg at the time, when they were ing up this registra- 
ion list, prior to the city election im 1804, because there was a 
councilman in that precinct that they were afraid of, and so it 
only affected the fifth and seventh precincts. 
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Then it appears from the evidence that the canvassers that went 
out under the committee of safety found 341 men marked as hay- 
ing voted in this sixth precinct who could not be found within two 
weeks after theelection. Persons who had lived longin the com. 


ae for May, who was the street | munity where they were registered knew nothing about many «/ 
chief conspirators in these election | such men. Others had been dead for months and years. Some of 

Bradbury | them had removed and been absent from the precinct a long tim, 
Owsley came down there, | Others were marked ‘‘ voted” who were not present; and you ca» 
uty, or clerk, refused to | take the testimony in this case and find men who swore that the, 


were not at the election at all and never did vote. That was tru» 
also in the seventh precinct. Seven or eight men,I believe it was. 
from the seyenth precinct, opposite whose names ‘‘ voted” was 
placed, stated that they were not at the election. I may be wron: 
as to the number, but they said they were not at that election and 
did not vote. 

If these election boards were organized for the purpose of per- 
petrating these frauds in the interest of the Democratic party, 
the presumption, it seems to me, must be that they cast theso 
votes for Mr. Tarsney. I ask you, gentlemen, if you can separate 
the honest from the dishonest votes in that ot box? In this 
sixth precinct in the fall of 1892, when the contestee was a canii- 
date for Congress, 155 votes were cast. Of this number, Mr. 
Tarsney had a plurality of 62,1 believe. In the spring of 14\)!, 
when thers were two Democratic candidates for mayor, there 
were cast i188 votes. One of the Democrats received but a few 
votes, and the Republican candidate carried the ward by a 
plurality of 16. 

In the fall of 1894, at the election now in controversy, there were 
cast in that precinct, where two years before there were 155 votes 
and where in thespring of 1894 there were 188 votes—in that sam 
precinct, at the Congressional election in 1894, there were cast 5\)\) 
votes, of which Mr. Tarsney received 420 and Mr. Van Horn #! 
and the Independent candidate 5; and Mr. Tarsney’s plurality over 
Mr. Van Horn was 336. In this precinct the same kind of alp)a- 
betical voting was done to the extent of 200 votes. They also sub- 
stituted votes, as shown by the record. 

Take, now, thefifth precinct. There werecast there at the elec- 
tion of 1892 for Congressman 351 votes—that is the total vote for 
all candidates. In the spring of 1894 there were cast 371 votes. 
At the Congressional election six months later there were cast 
621 votes, or nearly twice as many as were cast at the spring ¢liv- 
tion. Of these 621 votes Mr. Tarsney received 413, Mr. Van Horn 
201, and the Independent candidate 7. It is claimed that in this 
precinct Mr. Van Horn fot a portion of the fraudulent votvs, 
which we do not deny. ere were probably 100 or 101 of these 
alphabetical votes that may have been cast for Mr. Van Horn, but 
the only evidence we haveof that is testimony put in here by the 
contestee in the form of an affidavit without an opportunity to 
cross-examine the witnesses, : 

Mr. MAGUIRE. We want to give you an opportunity, though. 

Mr. RAY. Iwill ask the gentleman if there is any evidence 
that the population in that precinct had not doubled up during 
those six months? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. There is noevidence showing tit 
there is any increase in population, but, on the contrary, | think 
the evidenve shows, by the testimony of the man who now tills 
the place of the registrar of voters—heis not the registrar, but one 
of the commissioners who has charge of the election—his testi- 
mony,I think, showsthat there was no particular increase of p pu- 
lation during this time. 

Mr. RAY. No increase in voters, but a doubling up of votes. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes. Now, Mr. Speaker, I find 
that I can not go further because I am worn out; but let me say, 
in conclusicn, that it seems to me that the condition of things 
which existed in these four precincts shows beyond all contro- 
versy that it would be utterly impossible to separate the honest 
from the dishonest votes that were cast in those precincts, ani 
that to open up this case, as is asked by my friend from hiv 
[Mr. TAYLER], who files a minority report, and by the Democratic 
members of the committee, would be simply useless. They (» 
not pretend to =a opening up the _ and purging them 
would show that Mr. Tarsney had a ey of the yotes. 

Throwing out these four precincts alone shows conclusiy:y 
that Mr. Van Horn was elected by between 300 and 400 major!) 
over Mr. Tarsney; but these four precinets are not the only 0: 
where fraud was committed. Since the testimony in this «:-' 
closed the contestant has gone to the poll lists and he finds as to 
other precincts where Mr. Owsley refused to allow Republic: 
ch or witnesses and refused to appoint any of the Rep.» 
licans selected by the Republican central committee for judges 0° 
clerks, that there were in some of those precincts, or at least 10 
one of them, 80 votes voted alphabetical] y—— 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Does that appear in the evidence before (1° 


House? ; 
Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That appears from the evidence 
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submitted for the purpose of opening up the case to take further 
testimony. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. In what form? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. In the form of the certified records 
themselves. a) Ve 

Mr. MAGUIRE. In the form of an affidavit, is it not? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. No; not in the form of an aftmavit; 
in the form of the certified records themselves, though, of course, 
there may be some question as to the admissibility of that evidence. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. They do not now constitute any part of the 
evidence in this case except upon an ex parte showing. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Only upon the question of opening 
up the case again. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
from Nebraska. They are a part of the evidence in this case. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. They were submitted as docu 
mentary evidence to the committee? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLER. They are not in the case. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. They are in the case. 

Mr.PAYNE. They weresubmitted tothe committee in response 
to the affidavits submitted by the contestee for reopening the 
case? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That is right. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, for 
we do not want to have any misunderstanding. They were all 
offered as evidence in the case, and claimed as sach by the coun- 
gel of the contestant who offered them. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is sufficient for me that they were admitted 
for the other pur " 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I call the attention of the gentle- 
man from California to this fact: There was a question raised 
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I beg pardon of the gentleman | 


time that these ballots were ever examined after the election. It 
was done under an order of court. It was not a public examina 
tion, but was made by persons appointed to make it These bal 
lots were examined. Mr. Owsley, | believe, had been removed from 
| office at that time. Iam not sure, but I think vd fe was 
out of office. Another person or board had been appointed, who 
} took control of these election returns When ft ballot boxes 
were examined, one from the fifth precinct w 1d open, ur 
sealed, the ballots unstrung, with perforati showing 
that they had at one time been strung, showing that souebody had 
| tampered with the ballot box after the election. I read from the 
affidavit of Mr. Sloan, who was the contestant in that contested- 
election case: 
Affiant further states that said Charles S. Owsley was recorder of voters a 
Kansas City for about four years prior to February 1, 1805, at which date he 
| was succeeded by H. C. Arnold; that said forgeries were first made known 
| to affiant and the public by publication in the morning papers on the day 
after the votes were officially canvassed, to wit, the l2th of November, Ish 


; Was succeeded by H.C. Arnold; that said forgeries were firs 


| inspecting the returns so forged, but t 
| from his office and continued so absent for several day 


| 


whether or not they were proper to be submitted at that time; it | 


was stated that there was a difference in the authorities upon that 
question, some holding that they ought to have been offered when 
the evidence was taken and others holding that documentary evi- 
dence might be offered at that time. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Iam perfectly satisfied to adopt the rule sug- 
gested, if you will allow documentary evidence for Tarsney to be 
introduced in the same way as that for Van Horn. If you are 
going to admit documentary evidence for Van Horn at this time, 
why not allow similar evidence to be presented by Tarsney? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
tleman appears to intimate, one rule for the contestant and another 
for the contestee. We are not willing to inflict upon Mr. Tars- 
ur any disadvantage which is not also inflicted upon Mr. Van 

orn. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I say that Mr. Tarsney desires now to go to 
the ballots which can bereached. They are documentary evidence 
Ican not understand why he should not put in his documentary 
evidence, if Mr. Van Horn is permitted to put in the poll lists. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There is no analogy at all. This 
evidence on behalf of Mr. Van Horn was offered as part of the 
original case. Mr. Tarsney now proposes to go down into the 
ballot boxes and offer their contents in evidence. 
wie MAGUIRE. But when did Mr. Van Horn offer these poll 

ks? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
mittee. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. When we took charge of the case here. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. What is the difference? They are 
competent evidence whenever introduced. 


He offered them before the com- 


We are not proposing, as the gen- | 


| been stricken off the Republican ticket and the name of his oppon 


Mr. MAGUIRE. But Mr. Tarsney wanted to go to the ballot | 


sae after that, and it was held that it was too late for him to 
© 80. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There is no analogy at all between 
the two cases; I think if the gentleman will reflect a moment he 
will see there is none. One proposition was simply to offer the 
poll books, which are competent evidence at any time; the other 
a age is to go down into the ballot boxes. 

Mr. MAGU . Ido not care to continue the discussion now; 
we are occupying too much of the time of the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. StRopE]}. 
come to oceupy the floor. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are other 
reasons than those I have stated why these ballots, if they were 
examined, are unworthy of credit. There was a contested elec- 
tion in the month of ch following this election; and these 
= boxes were gone into at that time under an order of the 

urt. 

A MemBer. These same ballots? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. The very same ballots. At that 
election candidates ran for the office of marshal in Jackson County 
and also for prosecuting attorney. The election for those offices 
Was afterwards contested, I believe, and when the contest occurred 
iu March, with reference to the office of marshal, that was the first 


I will answer the gentleman when I | 


that affiant at once went to the recorder of voters’ off 


tice for the 
inspecting the returns so forged 


purpose of 


Remember, now, that one of the voting lists was to be locked 
up in the ballot box, and the other to be returned to the recorder 
of voters and to be open to the inspection of anyone who had a 
right to examine it. 


Affiant further states that said Charles S. Owsley was recorder of vot 


ersat 
Kansas City for about four years prior to February 1, 18%, at 


which date he 

t made known to 
affiant and the public by publication in the morning papers on th y after 
the votes were officially canvassed, to wit, on the L2th day of November, ISM 
That affiant at once went to the recorder of voters’ office for the purpose of 
hat the re« 


; da 


order of voters was absent 


4, and his clerks and 


deputies refused to allow this affiant to said returns, although the 


inspect 


courts of the State of Missouri have frequently decided, and admitted 
by said recorder of voters and his deputies, that said returns were pu 3 
documents and entitled to be inspected at all reasonab 

interested therein. That about the third day after the forgeries were ex 
posed affiant was able to find said recorder of voters and demand an 

tion of said forged and altered returns from him ; mally That the said 
recorder of voters also then refused and declined to show the same to the af 


fiant or his attorneys 
Not only that, but further on he says: 
That in making such recount it was discovered that affiant’s name had 
lear, written in its place on a number of tickets in five or si fl re ! ts ~ 
cinets, and that these changes were all apparent 


ly made im the s ne hand 


| writing, and the initials of the judges o se ballot the ch vs 
appeared wereapparently in a different handwriting from the initials he 
judges on the other ballots, thus showing that thes» changes must have L 
made after the ballots were in the hands of the recorder of voter That 
some of the changes were made in ball purported to be cast by personal 
friends of this aifiant, who have since told atfiant that tl res wert 
forgeries. 
Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, if it will not consume too much of 
the time of the other members of the committee, [ send to the 


desk and ask to have read, as part of my remarks, the affidavit 
Wallace G. Miller,a clerk of election at the sixth precinct. 


that election he has been convicted or plead guilty, | for whi 
and is under a penitentiary sentence. Since his conviction he 
made aconfession, which was offered in evidence b the m- 
mittee in opposition to the reopening of the case to take further 
testimony. If you will listen to that affidavit and consider the 
facts in the case as I have narrated them, and as they are found 
in the record, I have no doubt as to what your just conclusion 
will be in the case. I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
STATE oF MissouRt, County of Jackson, 82: 

This affiant, Wallace G. Miller, being duly sworn on his oat! s that he 


was one of the judges of election at the sixth precinct o ~ Ward in 
| Kansas City, Mo., at the election held November 6, 184 ton the n t 
| before said election affiant was given a package containing Hoo ”) 
official ballots by a then Democratic city official of said Kansas ¢ wh 1s 
a very active supporter and partisan of the Democrat 
candidate for Congress, John C. Tarsney. Said city official ix te 
to give said ballots to John May, who, he said, wonld know st to do with 
them. Shortly afterwards, on the same night. John May came tothe dr 
store (Krueger's), where these ballots were deliv ! sil t ua 
ballots, together with the poll books of the sixth and ven 
said Second Ward. were taken into a back room i aid dru tore re 
about 400 of them were fixed up as straight Democratic ticket x 
| tice of the peace and consiable, John C. Tarsney’s name for C« 
upon all of them. 

These ballots were all numbered, and then the poll boo! rt vo pre- 
cincts, the sixth and seventh, were taken upand certain nam n them were 
numbered to correspond with the nameson the ba Ww ed colored 

| names in the sixth precinct because they were known to b fictit 3, 
and besides, if a genuine name should be marked, the frand would not so likely 
be discovered, as colored men can not usually read or write, and they would 
not therefore discover that their names had been marked “ voted hould 
they come in to vote. I attended to marking the namesand fixing the ba!lots 


for the sixth precinct with the he!p of a man named Lewis, also a judge of the 


election. He left the country and went to Cuba immediately after the elec 
tion. Delany and Ambrose Clark fixed the books and the ballots for the 
seventh precinct. We were the judges who were to put our initials on the 
back of theballots. We wereail there together inthe backroom. John May 
and Geo; J. Pearce, the Democratic committeemen, were there with us sn- 
perintending the job. 


The fifth precinct was also fixed. but I know nothing about that. That was 
not fixed in the drug store, but Pearce took the necessary ballots and the poD 
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in a public office in that State, so that if a contest should ever 
happen the validity and honesty of an election could be deter- 
mined by ascertaining whether or not there was fraud in tamper 
ing with the ballots while they were in the « rffice of the custodian of 
pilots. So that necessarily the limit of this conspiracy was with 
the casting and counting of illegal votes corresponding to the 
fraudulent and fictitious registration. 

Now, the proof before the committee showed, as has been stated 
by my colleague on the committee, that in these precincts the first 
90 votes were not cast at all. They were the names of fictitious 
persons put on the registration list, corruptly voted alphabetically. 
and corresponding to the ballot numbers. There were perhaps 
as many as 600 in all in these three precincts whose names ap- 
pear in alphabetical order on these lists. In addition to this, a 
thorough examination of the voting list for these three pre- 
cincts uncovered every other illegal name for which a ballot was 
voted; so that to-day we have here in this House a record of the 
names of every illegal and fictitious voterin whosename or for whom 
a ballot was cast in these precincts in Kansas City in November, 
1894. And more than that, we know, unless this contention of my 
friend that the ballots have been tampered with be true, that now 
on file in the recorder of voters’ office in Kansas City are the votes, 
each one numbered to correspond with the voting number of 
those known illegal and fictitious voters, amounting to, say, 900 
in these three precincts; and if we have the name of John Smith, 
who we know had no right to vote, and find that he was No. 251, 
on the tally list, and we go to the ballot and we find ballot 251 
we know that was cast fraudulently by John Smith, and we 
know for whom that ballot was cast. 

Now, thecommittee was confronted with this condition of things: 
Practically all the fraud perpetrated in the fifth, sixth, and sev 
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In the next place, I trust that gentlemen on this floor will not 
confuse the character of manipulation of ballots and tampering 
with them which is referred to in an affidavit or two here with 
the kind of manipulation or the kind of tampering with ballots 
that would be necessary to discredit the ballots that are now in 
‘ontroversy. Remember that in the cases referred to the tally 
sheets were changed, and the vote as ) 


promulgated on the night of 

the election was different from the vote as promulgated by the 
‘ecorder of voters and his deputies. More than that, the peculiar, 
| cumbrous, and awkward fraud that was perpetrated at that time, 
whenever it was, was promptly discovered. Now, it insisted 
that, knowing what the vote was that was promulgated on the 
night of election, so far as the vote for member of Congress was 
concerned, the ballots must conform to that vote, and that among 
those ballots in the Second Ward there were over 900 illegal ones 
cast in the names of persors whose names we know—it is in 
sisted that by some sort of jugglery, by some sort of legerdemain 


enth precincts was expressed, and necessarily expressed,in the | 


way in which I have indicated; expressed by the padded registra- 
tion list and by votes agreeing with those names in the book, and 
by counting those ballots honestly, because they had to be pre- 
served and had to be turned in to the recorder of voters. I say 
that practically all of the frauds that were perpetrated in those 
three precincts were perpetrated in that way. So that, as I said 
a moment ago, the committee was confronted with all this evi 

dence and with this question: Ought it to pursue the arbitrary, 
drastic method of throwing out the entire returns from the fifth, 
sixth, and seventh precincts? This would have been absolutely 
unavoidable with an ordinary election law, under which the bal- 
lots were not preserved and identified. Or, did not the facts that 
these ballots were preserved, that substantially all the fraud com- 
plained of consisted in voting on the basis of this padded registra- 
tion roll, and that we knew for whom each ballot was cast and by 
whom it was cast—did not these facts and circumstances present 
a case where the committee might, with reasonable accuracy, 
proceed to purge the returns of their taint and, separating from 
the honest vote the dishonest vote, record those that had a right 
to be cast and discard those that were fraudulent? 

The committee decided against that. They said that was un- 
wise. Why? Why, because, first, there were some other frauds. 
Well, there was some other fraud besides that which I have de- 
scribed; but no gentleman on the floor of this House will put him- 
self on record as saying that the fraud perpetrated on election 
day in Kansas City, exclusive of that which pertained to the 
padded registration roll and the illegal voters, was sufficient to 
taint the entire return and compel us to disregard the whole vote. 
And yet if we can purge one thing, and all that is left is not suf- 
ficient to fatally taint the poll, then what is our duty? It is to 
purge so far as we may, and do as well as we can with respect to 
that which can not be purged. 

The other objection is that these ballots, having passed through 
corrupt hands, are now fatally tainted. I want to address myself 
fora moment to that proposition. There is not a line of testi- 
mony in the record or out of it, by the oral evidence of witness or 
by ex parte affidavit here, that can lead any man to believe that 
the ots to-day on file in Kansas City differ as regards the Con- 
gressional election in any respect whatever from the ballots which 
were fraudulently created and counted and turned in tothe recorder 
of voters on the night of election. That is .o say, the ballots, 
though speaking lies, speak to-day precisely the same lies they spoke 
on the night of the election. One reason for that conclusion I 
have already given, that the nature of the Kansas City election 
law placed its own limitation upon the scope and character of 
this conspiracy and of these frauds, and that the conspiracy did 
not contemplate passing an inch beyond the counting of the ille- 

votes, because no man intended to preserve and perpetuate the 
efinite and damning proof of his own fraud. But, in the next 
place, we have here in testimony the confessions of I know not how 
many conspirators who have unbosomed themselves without 
stint, without limit; they tell us all that was done in so far as 
they have knowledge of it, and not one of them intimates, sug- 
gests, or raises a ane that any fraud of a character neces- 
sary to taint these ots was contemplated or was carried out. 





good deal of talk there about fictitious vot 


which would have done honor to Hermann himself, they were 
manipulated and a change was made on the face of those ballots 
by which an honest Republican Van Horn ballot was turned into 


i 


a dishonest, fictitious vote for Van Horn. giving the honest voter's 
vote to Tarsney! I say that that involved such a cumbronus overa- 
tion, not at all within the line of the original conspiracy, the like 


of which is not suggested or intimated by any other witt 
anybody who confesses to have taken part in these frauds 
seems impossible to conceive that anyone has undertal 
it out. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 


If these judges and the chief consp 


Owsley, find themselves under attack by Congress, and I ld 
suppose by grand juries, these men still having the control, would 
you feel safe, after a year has elapsed, they being under fire and 
being in control, to risk your rights upon the reopening of that 
box, even if the necessary fraud was a little cumbersome 

Mr. TAYLER.. Lam glad the gentleman has made that inquiry. 
I was about coming to a point that | wanted to make in answer to 


the suggestion that lies behind the gentleman'sinquiry. In the first 
place, this corrupt recorder of voters went out of office about two 
months after the election and has not been in control of the bal- 
lots since that time. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Owsley? 

Mr. TAYLER. Yes, Owsley. He has not been in control of 
the ballots since that time. They have been in honest hand Ice 
some time in January, 1895. In the next place, whilethere was a 


and about the padding 
of registration lists, the proof of this padding and of this illegal 
alphabetical voting was unknown certainly until May, 1895, four 
or five months after Owsley had gone out of office; and therefore 
there was nothing serious in the atmosphere to suggest to Mr. 
Owsley—certainly not as to the Congressional matter—that he 
was likely to be soon in the midst of a storm center that would 
break upon his devoted head. Whatever thoughtof change would 
spring into a man’s mind would not have come to it until after 
the public discovery was announced of the fact that there had 
certainly been illegal voting there. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Was not the “ 


storm center” around Mr. 


| Owsley’s office immediately after the promulgation of the vote on 


the 7th day of November? 

Mr. TAYLER. Oh, there never was an hour from the day of 
the election down to the present hour when the storm center has 
not been brewing in Kansas City, and rightly so. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Was not that the period of the organization 
of the committee of seventy? 

Mr. TAYLER. The gentleman, I fear, has not read this record 
with care. There never was any excitement in Kansas City on 
the subject of the Congressional election. It was larger 
from their standpoint, that they were strikingfor. It was the elec- 

| tion of a public prosecutor and of a marshal. They wanted no- 
| body to have charge of the prosecution of criminals who would 
| prosecute criminals. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. One question, with the gentleman’s 

| permission. From the investigation he has made of the evidence 
actually in the record, has he been able to come to any conclusion 


rame, 


in whose interest this fraud in the election for Congress was per- 
petrated? “If so, in whose interest does he believe it to have been 
committed? 

Mr. TAYLFER. All that I know with any degree of absolute 
certainty is this: That the only person for whom a special, defined, 
accentuated effort was made to cast illegal votes for Congress was 
the contestant, Mr. Van Horn. It is absolutely certain that Mr. 
Tarsney was the beneficiary of most of the illegal votes that were 
cast in Kansas City. That is incontestible. 

A Memper. Do you mean Mr. Tarsney? 

Mr. TAYLER. es, I mean the contestee, I retract nothing 
thai I have said. I say that the only clearly defined evidence that 
any candidate for Congress got illegal votes by any special effort 
is that the contestant got them. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana rose, 
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Mr. TAYLER. Now let me goon. I do not like to be inter- 
rupted when I am undertaking to explain a particular point. 

r. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will not interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. TAYLER. I shall be pleased to yield to the gentleman in 
amoment. I have been interrupted upon this point and must first 
answer it. I must take the liberty of declining to answer the gen- 
tleman’s question just now. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I shall notinterrupt the gentleman 
against his wish. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Will the gentleman answer me a 
question simply for information, because if he is right in his posi- 
tion I want to know it? 

Mr. TAYLER. Certainly I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. To what testimony does the gen- 
tleman now allude? 

Mr. TAYLER. Lam going to talk about that at this very mo- 
ment. The contestee, as I said a moment ago, was undoubtedly 
the beneficiary of practically all the illegal votes cast in Kansas 
City. We know that, not because he is the contestee or because he 
knew anything about it. Whether he did or did not, is not a sub- 
ject that is worth inquiring about at this moment. But we know 
that the illegal voting was done in the main for the benefit of the 
Democratic ticket, and Mr. Tarsney, as one of the men on that 
ticket, received his share, save only in precinct No. 5 of Ward 2, 
where, out of a total vote of 201, given to the contestant, Mr. Van 
Horn, 137 were in excess of his party strength. Every other man 
on the Republican ticket got from 64 votes down. Every other 
Republican on the ticket received in the fifth precinct at Kamen 
City 64 votes or less, while Mr. Van Horn had 137 more than 64— 
that is to say, 201. 

Now, Mr. Van Horn was undoubtedly entirely innocent of any 
knowledge as to how that was done or to be done, if it was pre- 
arranged. But the fact remains that he did get those votes in ex- 
cess of his party strength, and that we have affidavits here to the 
effect that those votes were actually cast and counted for him. 
We have, I say, no other explicit, defined, accentuated testimony 
respecting the contestee of the same character as that relating to 
the contestant; but nevertheless the proof is just as satisfying 
that the bulk, and I believe practically all, if not every one, of the 
illegal votes cast in Kansas City were cast for Mr. Tarsney, save 
only about 137, which may have been cast for the contestant in 
the fifth precinct of the Second Ward. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, at this point will the gentle- 
man permit a question? Is it not his belief that if his theory is 
carried out and these ballots examined they will demonstrate the 
election of Mr. Van Horn? 

Mr. TAYLER. Does the gentleman mean if the ballots are 
counted? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, I say, is it not the gentleman’s 
theory that if these ballots are examined as contemplated by him 
they will show the election of Mr. Van Horn? 

Mr. TAYLER. I believe that the momentum of the testimony 
already before the committee will result in the declaration of Mr. 
Van Horn’s election if these ballots are counted. ‘hat is pre- 
cisely my position. If we believe the testimony that is here, it 
has a certain drift and tendency from which we may infer certain 
results. But election-contest cases are not to be decided on infer- 


ence, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, pardon me, one further ques- 
ti 


on. 

Mr. TAYLER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It is, then, your belief that the ex- 
amination of those ballots will reveal the very thing that the com- 
mittee has rted—the election of Mr. Van Horn? 

Mr. TAYLER. Thatis my h and expectation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, there were, were there not, 
200 fraudulent alphabetical ballots cast in the seventh precinct of 
the Second Ward? 

Mr. TAYLER. Now, the gentleman will not be permitted by 
me to take new ground. I willnot be puton the defensive. I aun 
offensive at this moment. [La ter} 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. ell, 
me any offense. 

Mr. TAYLER. The gentleman from Indiana has simply called 
the attention of the House to a matter to which I ref at the 
as of my remarks, and has planted himself upon unten- 
able ground. I will not take issue with him or undertake to dis- 
cuss some matter which is not raised by the report of the com- 


ttee, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then the gentleman declines to 
answer the question, as I understand? 

Mr. TAYLER. I will answer any question that raises no fresh 


ue. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But thefact to which I have called 
ur attention with reference to these 200 alphabetical ballots will 
row light upon them as to what is proven in the record. Does 
the gentleman deny that the election of the contestant—— 


e gentleman has not given 
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Mr. TAYLER (interrupting). I hope the gentleman from In- 
diana will not seek to amplify that part of his argument at this 
time. He will have his own ——- 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But the gentleman has stated what 
the evidence will show with reference to these ballots—— 

Mr. TAYLER. No, I simply expressed an opinion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And my question now is, whether 
it has not been proven, and whether he believes it to be true th. 
there were 200 fraudulent alphabetical ballots cast in the seventh 
precinct of the Second Ward? 

Mr. TAYLER. The gentleman from Indiana knows and has 
always known that I knew that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Very well, now—— 

Mr. TAYLER. Well, I decline to be catechised by the gentle 
man from Indiana from one end of the alphabet. to the other. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Of course, if the gentleman de- 
clines to answer the question, I will not interrupt him. 

Mr. TAYLER. The gentleman understands that I have stated 
from the beginning of my discussion, and I venture to say with 
unrestful iteration before the House, that 600 alphabetical yot.s 
were ar cast in the Second Ward, and it is not worth whilo 
to stand up here now and consume time or to enable the gent|.- 
man from Indiana for some ulterior pu of his own to secure 
a ro names of the same statement which I have already ai- 
mitted. 

Mr. RAY. I wish the gentleman from Ohio would permit me 
a question just here. 

r. TAYLER. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. I understand from the statements made that dur- 
ing the election while the voting was going on the discovery was 
made that some gentlemen having charge of the polling places 
deliberately took from the ballot boxes tickets which had been 
put in and put others in their places, and it was discovered that 
they were carried away and presumably destroyed. It was stated, 
I believe, that they substituted Democratic votes for those taken 
away. Now, if that was done in one place, presumably it may 
have been in others. How could you determine, then, by taking 
the boxes and opening and examining the votes, if your proposi- 
tion should be adopted, how could you determine with any degree 
of certainty or fairness who was, in point of fact, elected under 
those circumstances? 

Mr. TAYLER. Wecould not by any such examination of the 
ballots purge, in my eo, the fifty-second precinct, in which 
the character of conduct the gentleman from New York refers to 
was carried on. Wehave the testimony of an eyewitness to that; 
and while I shall not go into that now, but will at a later period 
in the discussion, I will refer to it briefly for a moment. \\e 
have the testimony of the conspirators in the other precincts, and 
my discussion is based solely on the four precincts on which tle 
committee bases its conclusion, eliminating and expunging al! the 
others in their argument, and the findings which are embodied in 
the report, and if we had any such conditions in the fifth, sixth, 
and seventh precincts as were discovered in the fifty-second pre- 
cinct we could not purge them. 

Mr. RAY. Then I understand you to substantially conce:le 
that it is impossible to avoid throwing out the entire vote in the 


ON. TAYLER. “0 

. TAY. On the contrary, I would not throw it out, and 
I will convince the gentleman from New York inside of the next 
ten minutes that he would not be willing to throw it out. 

Mr. RAY. Iwas going on to assume, if the gentleman will 
permit me, that the statements of your colleague on the commit- 
tee were true—— 

Mr. TAYLER. His statements were true. 

Mr. RAY. Then I trust you will a how you can purge 
these pm and get at the exact t. 

And then another thing that troubles me, that I would like the 
gentleman to refer to and clear up as he proceeds. As I unier- 
stand it, this contest arose soon after the election, and both par'ics 
to the contest gave evidence and —- their witnesses and 
made up their case for the action of Congress. Now, Mr. Tarsncy 


must have known before what he ——<s so important for the 


proper consideration of his case. y is it that he did not at 
that time in making up his case ask to have the boxes open”, 
ask to have the votes examined, and ask to have done then what 
he asks us to do now? If there is any tion of the matter | 
hope the gentleman will furnish it for the information of tle 


ouse. 
Mr. TAYLER. I trust that my friend from New York does not 
— i ; that i —— of this committee, and oe ith 
© especially upon me to j myself for ditter- 
po my Republican caleagues, would come upon the floor of 
House without in to to the very propositions 
to — he has called my and in due time I will come 


to them. 
I was diverted + the in from the discussion of 
another reason, indicates to me that we have no right 
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say, as a body seeking to do justice, that these ballots are abso- 
lutely unreliable, because of the fact that I referred to in another 
connection a moment ago—that in all the mass of testimony we 
have here before us, with everything that has been said with re- 
spect to ee with ballots, with the same opportunity to 
tamper with them in one way as another, perhaps, no one has pre- 
tended that a Congressional ballot was tampered with or that the 
kind of tampering which would be essential to effect anything in 
this Congressional vote was attempted or carried out by anybody, 
at any time, in any precinct, with respect to any office. ‘There was 
a change made, as I said awhile ago, in a tally sheet, and a corre- 
sponding change made in certain ballots. That was where the 
promulgated return on the night of election was found to differ 
Seal that which was promulgated by the recorder, and by the 
erasures, apparent on the face of the papers, the fraud was in- 
stantly detected and the truth was arrived at. 





And so I say here that if we examine these ballots, if there has | 
been any change made in them that will discredit them for the 
urposes for which we call upon them—I say that that fact will be | 


instantly discerned and we shall be able to say whether or not 
they are faithful witnesses of the lies towhich they were witnesses 
in the first instance. 


Now, I want to refer right here, and with great brevity, to the | 


principle of law that is ap licable to a case of thischaracter. For 
the sake of convenience I take McCrary. The same doctrine is 
laid down in Paine, as taken from the reports of our courts and of 
elestion committees. That is section 303: 

The question under what circumstances the entire poll of an election di- 
vision may be rejected has been much discussed and conflicting views have 
been expressed by the courts. The power to rejectan entire poll is certainly 
a dangerous power, and though it belongs to whatever tribunal has jurisdic 
tion to upon the merits of a contested-election case, it should be exer 
cised only in an extreme case; that is to say, a case where it is impossible to 
ascertain with reasonable certainty the true vote. 


And on the following page: 


Indeed, nothing short of the impossibility of ascertaining for whom the 
majority of votes were given ought to vacate an election. 


Now, a brief extract from the well-known cace of Washburn vs. 
Voorhies, in the Thirty-ninth Congress, quoted with approval by 
all writers on this subject: 

In adopting this rule— 


That is, the rule of striking out an entire return— 


the committee do not lose sight, however, of the danger which may attend | 


its application. Wholesome and salutary, not less necessary, in its 


proper ase it is extremely liable to abuse. Heated partisanship and blind 
prejudice, as well as indifferent nvouigntinn. may, under its cover, work 
t 


grea’ . Itis not to be adopted if it can be avoided. No investiga- 
-y —_ a .~4 that would reach the truth without aresort toit. But 
t is m 


a or omitted if the case calls for its application. If 
the fraud be clearly shown to exist to such an extent as to satisfy the mind 
that the return does not show the truth, and no evidence is furnished by 
either party to a contest, and no investigation of the committee enable them 
to deduce truth therefrom, then no alternative is left but to reject such 
areturn. To use it under such a state of facts is to use as true what is 
shown to be false. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. What section is that? 

Mr. TAYLER. That is section 438 of the second edition of 
McCrary. Now, let me advert tothe fifty-second precinct for but 
a moment. 

The compulsion of the logic of the majority report has com- 
pelled them in the fifty-second precinct to do the gravest injus- 
tice, not to the contestee, but to the contestant. Irrevocably 
wedded to a certain construction of a principle of law, they have 
been compelled, in order to be consistent, to throw out the entire 
return from precinct 52. Let me indicate to what kind of princi- 
ple and what manner of justice the philosophy of that contention 
seeks to commit this House. 

The majority report, and every member of the majority, give 
credit to the witness Canney, and I make no complaint and have 
no quarrel with my friends on that score. The whole fabric of 
their contention ing the fifty-second precinct is woven 
round the witness Canney, whom they believe and credit, and he 
tells the truth, I hope. Note what they do. 

We come now to another qualification of this principle, which 
the ere ee pa contends is an unqualified principle, and that 

ve no right toassert the doctrine that an entire poll 

rejected if tainted with fraud—if apparent wrong is done 
to the one who was not a beneficiary of the fraud. By what sort 
of logic or law is it contended that 1, who was standing for an 
on, receiving 100 votes, and my competitor receiving but 50 
votes, shall suffer if, by collusion between the corrupt judges, 
friends of my competitor, the poll is tainted with fraud. It is 
known that certain votes; by what kind of jogte de you jus- 
tify the of that return? And look at this case here? 
Suppose that outside of the fifty-second precinct the contestee had 

onest and unquestioned majori 100. 

. There is the situation as we come to the fifty-second pre- 

a credible and corroborated witness testi- 
cast for Van Horn were changed to and counted 
Tarsney. That isa specific fact in the case. The Tarsney 


em 
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majority in the precinct was 180. 
lieve these witnesses 
majority in that precinct was at least 160 for Van Horn. 
going to disregard the returns from the fifty-second precinct? 


The honest majority, if we be- 
and the majority report does—the honest 
Are you 
Are 
you going to throw it out? And in the case which I took as an 
illustration, are you going to justify the unseating of a man that 
you know is elected and seat a man that you know is not elected? 
But that is where the majority of this committee, in order to be 
consistent, in order to stand by this sacred and revered principle, 
must plant themselves or be wrong. The principle is: nvoked, 
and was not created to do wrong when you see that you can make 
visible and apparent the wrong. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe with 
respect to the fifty-second precinct, Ninth Ward, that it should be 
counted 160 for Van Horn? 

Mr. TAYLER. I was arguing with reference to th 


y* sition 
taken 





Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe that? 
Mr. TAYLER. Iam here speaking against the inevitable re- 
sult of the position that the gentleman from Indiana has taken-—— 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But the question | asked 
Mr. TAYLER. And not to be interrogated about what I 
might do. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But certainly the gentleman 


will—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). 
tleman from Ohio yield? 
Mr. TAYLER. I will. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 


Does the gen- 


ab 





Now, then, let the House have the 

| benefit of your opinion as to what the action of the co 

| should be. I understand the gentleman complains that the com- 

| mittee has wrongfully—— 

Mr. TAYLER. Ido not complain about anything. 

| Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, will the gentleman be kind 

enough to tell us, then, what he thinks the committee ought 

| and what the evidence shows in respect to the fifty-second pre: 

| Ninth Ward, whether it should be thrown out, or whether it 

| be counted 160 for Van Horn? 

| Mr. TAYLER. The committee ought to recast its report, is 
my first reply [applause |—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
my question. 

Mr. TAYLER. And my second reply is that if the gentleman 
believes the testimony of the important witness Canney he ought 
to say that Mr. Van Horn has 16) majority in the fifty-second 
precinct of the Ninth Ward. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I am not asking the gentleman 
what I should say in connection with the matter. Iam asking 
the gentleman, ‘‘ what do you say”? 

Mr. TAYLER. That is not pertinent to this inquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then the gentleman declines to 
answer my question. 

Mr. TAYLER. The gentleman is here in a position where he 
presents a report on this floor that declares that the committee, 
in obedience to this proposition of law upon which they plant 
themselves, are compelled to throw out the fifty-second precinct; 
and I say that, believing as they do that Canney tells the truth, 
they have no right to doit. What I might do with it is immate- 
rial to this controversy. My opinion in respect to the general 
a of law involved is the only thing this House is caring to 
rear, 

Now, then, to the question which was propounded by my friend 
from New York. it is said that the contestee was negligent: that 
the contestee did not take this testimony when he might have taken 
it, and when he ought to have taken it. Now, I do not want to 
consume time at this moment in the discussion of a*question as to 
whether or not the contestee was negligent. In the first place, 
that is discussed in the report of the minority. It will be dis 
cussed, I doubt not, by my colleagues on the committee, and Tonly 
want to say this in that connection: It was not known until May 
that these alphabetical fraudulent votes were cast. 

It was not definitely known until then that an examination of 
the ballots would disclose the exact extent of that frand that was 
committed ih the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts. 
that it was contended that the contestee had no right to examine 
those ballots. Certain officers or certain contestants, under the 
law of Missouri, have the right to examine those ballots that are 
preserved by the recorder of voters, and by a process of exclusion 
no others have the right. The courts of Missouri have held that 
these other officers who are not named have no right to examine 
the ballots. A very able lawyer from the State of Missouri told 
me to-day that there is no right inherent in any commissioner 
taking testimony in an election contest—a Congressional election 
contest—to examine these ballots, and that the courts of Missouri 
would refuse an examination of them. And surely,if an able 
lawyer of the State of Missouri would ex=:ess that as his deliber- 
ate opinion, it would be difficult to predicate negligence in the 


imittee 


to do, 
ict, 
hould 


The gentleman has not answered 





But beyond 
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conduct of the man who had not taken that testimony. 
@ violation 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

expired. . 
fr. BAILEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time may be extended to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may be per- 
mitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAYLER. I will conclude in a moment. 

Several Members. Take your time. 

Mr. TAYLER. I will conclude within ten minutes, and shall 
not hurry myself either. 

I want to say this, that gentlemen.who contend that a contested- 
election case is to be determined by the mere question of negligence 
or diligence on the part of the contestant or contestee, it seems to 
me, fall very far short of a just apprehension of the nature of 
the contest and the great duty of this Seu, But Ishall not stop 
here to discuss how far a proceeding of this kind is purely an 
adversary one between the contestant on the one hand and the 
contestee on the other, or how far in a case of this character the 
right of a great constituency and the integrity of this body are 
involved. 

But I do say this, and I challenge question of its propriety, that 
good morals and sound law and common justice demand that 
where, in any case, it is apparent that returns are permeated by 
fraud, however wide and far-reaching, and the same testimony 
discloses an easy and safe and reasonably accurate way of purg- 
ing those returns of that discovered fraud, the House can not 
shield itself behind some technical rule and refuse to purge those 
ballots of their fraud. [Applause.] I doubt not that the princi- 
ple that a poll fatally tainted with fraud must be totally disre- 
garded is to remain a part of our law, but nevertheless it isa dan- 
gerous doctrine and but rarely to be invoked. It is at once the 
temptation, the opportunity, and the refuge of partisanship. Its 
force and applicability are oftener determined in the forum of 
prejudice than of right. It gives too full play to mere opinion, 
and where that begins judicial investigation is likely to end. 

A legislative body seeking to act judicially must be sure that it 
has exhausted every effort within its power to determine whether 
the time has come when an entire return must be rejected. If you 
search the records of contest cases in the House of Representa- 
tives I doubt if you will find an instance where a proposition to 
strike out an entire return, if of the substance of the case, was 
ever decided on any other than party lines. A principle thus fos- 
tered and thus abused is not a principle to be invoked except where 
the exigencies of the case absolutely demand it, and it is the duty 
of the House to make such effort as it honestly can make to see 
whether it can not purse the returns. If, having made an honest 
effort, it finds itself unable to so purge them, it will at least have 
the satisfaction of having purged its own conscience. [Loud 


applause. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


That is 


The time of the gentleman has 


r. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. LACEY. Iask the gentleman to withdraw that motion for 
a moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
Speaker. 

Mr. LACEY. There is a bill on the Speaker’s table which I 
should like to have submitted to the House. 

SUITS IN LAND-GRANT CASES, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 5474) to pro- 
vide for the extension of time within which suits may be brought 
to vacate and annul land patents, etc., with amendments of the 
Senate thereto. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, how does that bill come before the 


House at this hour? 
aker’stable. The Chair does 


I withdraw the motion, Mr. 


The SPEAKER. It wasontheS 
not desire to present it if the gentleman from Arkansas objects. 
The Chair was informed that the Committee on Public Lands had 
had the matter informally before them, and that the amendments 
were of slight importance and were to be concurred in, 

Mr. McRAE. I do not to the amendment of the Senate, 
Mr. Speaker; I think it ought to be nonconcurred in. I recognize 
the necessity for disposing of the bill as soon as possible, but I did 
not suppose it would be called up this afternoon. Iam perfectly 
willing to vote upon it now, but I want to say a word about it 


first. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will not press the matter at this 


e. 
The SPEAKER, In the absence of objection, the bill will be 
withdrawn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
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that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fo}. 
lowing titles; when the S er signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4043) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; 

A bill (H. R. 3962) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Lake St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (8. 141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill; 
‘ bill (S. 103) relating to final proof in timber-culture entries; 
an 

A bill (S. 1740) to amend section 5294 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relative to the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures, and 
for other purposes. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. Senate bills Nos. 360 and 361 have been im. 
properly referred to the Committee on Claims. Asthe appropria- 
tions provided for are to be paid out of Indian funds the )ills 
—_ iy go to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and will be so 
referred. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 4 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BENNETT. from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R, 
3561) providing for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for 
service on the Atlantic Coast of the United States, with headquar- 
ters at the port of New York, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 502); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R, 
5635) to amend section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to preferences in the civil service, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.517); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. {6), 
providing for the disposition of certain property now in the hands 
of the receiver of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, 
——— the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 519); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. No. 179) to cen- 
sure Thomas F’. Bayard, ambassador of the United States to (ireat 
Britain, for statements made by him in certain speeches, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
— — said resolution and report were referred to the House 

‘alendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1035) for the relief of Mrs. Elvira Moore, executrix of J. L. 
Moore. (Report No. 503.) i 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: The }i'll 
(H. R. 5881) for the relief of Bath County, Ky. (Report No.5'!.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2834) for the relief of B. F. Moody & Co. or their legal 

resentatives. rt No. 505.) L im 

y Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, of Mon- 
roe County, Tenn. pss No. 506. ee 

By Mr. CROWT , from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. i on 3 — to Rita Stine, 
amounting to r month. port No, 508. 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Ce Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. ae ee Hannah Tazell. (Report No. » 9.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 137) gran an increase of pension to William W. 
French. Gore No. 510.) ; a 

By Mr. REWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R. ee an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Scott. utente o. 511.) 

By Mr. 2A TRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
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gions: The bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley. 
(Report No. 512. 
By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill (H. R. 4903) for the relief of Hattie A. Beach, child of 


Erastus D. Beach, late a private in Company H, One hundred and 
forty-third New York Volunteers. (Repost No. 513.) 

The bill (H. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
L. Mulford. (Report No. 514.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3421) to grant a pension to Elizabeth Sadler. (Report 
No. 515.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 2358) for the relief of Arminda White, widow of Israel 
White. (Report No. 516.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(S. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob. (Report No. 518.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. MOZLEY (by request): A bill (H.R. 6501) to raise rev- | 


enue, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6502) to authorize the construc- 
tion of certain railways and canals, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H.R. 6503) to regulate the im- 
portation of gunpowder, nitroglycerin, and other explosive sub- 
stances—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H.R.6511) conferring jurisdiction 
upon the United States Court of Claims to hear and determine the 
claim of Mrs. Jane W. Mason, Washington, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R.6512) for the relief of 
B. C. Sanders—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6513) for the relief of Mary White 

| Committee on Indian Affairs. 
| By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 6514) for the relief of James O, 
Knox—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H.R. 6515) for the relief of Han- 

nah Bailey Munson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6516) to pension Hannah Bailey Munson 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H.R.6517) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ellen O’Rorke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H.R.6518) for the relief of Albert H. Geering—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R.6519) granting a pension 
| to Herman Dellit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6520) for the relief of 
Miss B. Sheaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6521) for the relief of Leah Dietrich 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6522) granting an increase of pension to G. J. 
| Counterman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6523) granting an increase 


to the 





to 








to the 


f pension to 


By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 6504) providing for disposal | August Cronanberg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


of lands on abandoned portions of the Fort Maginnis Military Res- 
ervation, in Montana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act 
to authorize the construction of a free bridge across Arkansas 
River, connecting Little Rock and Argenta—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 6506) to aid in establishing homes 
in the States and Territories for teaching articulate speech and 
vocal language to deaf children before they are of school age—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6507) to increase the salaries 
of the police-station clerks of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6508) providing for an in- 
ternational humane and sanitary conference—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PICKLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6509) authorizing 
the cutting, using, and transporting of down or fallen timber in 
certain counties of South Dakota—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6510) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to L. E. 
King Post, No. 105, Grand Army of the Republic, of Augusta, 
Kans., and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
= consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 2375) to pension Patrick W. Halloran—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2377) 
Committee on Pensions di 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth W. Sutherland—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 118) to pay heir of David Heaton the 
remainder of salary of his unexpired term in the Forty-first Con- 
gress—Committee on Appropriations discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5933) for the relief of William Norris—Commit- 
ot War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


tary ‘ 
The bill (H. R. 2248) for relief of Jonathan Morris—Committee on 
ar Claims disc , and referred tothe Committee on Claims. 
The bill (H. R. 361) for the rehef of Silas P. Keller—Committee on 
Claims ,and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The bill H. R. 360) for the relief of Northrup & Chick—Com- 
mittee on Stains discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 


nting a pension to John E. Kirkham— 
harged, and referred to the Committee 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6524) granting an increase of pension to S. 8. 
Brewerton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) granting an increase of pension to John 

| A. Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6526) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

liam J. Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) granting a pension to Mrs. Thomas 
Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6528) to increase the pension 
of Clara L. Nichols, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. A. Nichols—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6529) to 
carry out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of James 
H. Dennis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 6530) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Ann Gorham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6531) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6532) to reimburse Hubert Nyssen 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of A. 
A. Hosmer—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 6534) to increase 
the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Stevenson, widow of Col. J. D. 
Stevenson, late of California, from $8 to $30 per month—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Loo- 
zila L. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6536) to pension 
William H. Robeson, alias Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6537) granting pension to Milo Miner 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6538) to pension James Collins, of Angola, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 6539) granting a pension to 
Richard C. Enright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 6540) to reimburse Mrs. Ber- 
nard F. Gentsch, widow of the late postmaster of Buffalo, N. Y., 
for moneys personally paid by him and for which the Government 
received services—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 6541) to provide for the 
adjustment, settlement, and payment of claims for supplies fur- 
nished the Indian industrial school at Genoa, Nebr. 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 6542) to grant a pension to Rev. 
Warren Cochran, of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6543) toremove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles Held—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER (by request): A bill (H.R. 6544) for the re- 
lief of H. B. Matteosian, M. D.. late delegate of the United States 
to the International Sanitary Commission of Constantinople-—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


to the 


to the 


to the Com- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6545) for the relief of James A. Stoddard—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6546) ting a pension to Samuel Holliday— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6547) for the relief of Frederick Mehring—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 6548) for the relief of Levi Carnrike—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGin- 
nis—to the Committee on Invalid ecdem, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6550) for the relief of William H. H. Lee—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6551) for the relief of William Charger and 
others—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6552) granting increase of pension to ..lex- 
ander C, Morrison—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,ea bill (H. R. 6558) for the relief of Henry A. Miller—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6554) for the relief of Edward Dwyer—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6555) for the relief of Albert J. Duane—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. = anting a pension to Jacob Brown—to 
the Committee on Invali Senaions 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6557) for the relief of Daniel Martin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6558) for the relief of John Cashner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6559) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Alfred Duplantier, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 6560) to increase pension of Emily 
M. tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS (by request): A bill (H. R. 6561) toincrease 
the pension of Martha C. Carter, widow of Rear-Admiral 8. P. 
Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 6562) to increase the pen- 
sionof Martin A. Stucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6563) to increase the pension of Sarah Gres- 
ham, widow of Col. Benjamin Q. A. Gresham—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill ~ . R. 6564) to pension 
Rebecca G. Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H.R. 6565) for 
the relief of John J. Driscoll—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6566) for the relief of Thomas 
: ; Wear, of Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 6567) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Elizabeth D. Stevenson, widow of the late J. D. Stevenson, 
formerly a colonel in the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6568) for the relief of 
. J. A. McCreary, late of the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following + see and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the board of managers of 
the Pennsylvania Society of Sons of the Revolution, praying for 
the publication of the records and a of the Continental Con- 
gress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of Lodge No. 95, Order Sons of St. George, of 
Homestead, Pa. , indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends, on the at- 
titude of Congresss relative to the Monroe doctrine—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Petition of W. T. Sherman Post, No. 
6, of Provo, Utah, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Br Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Petaluma, Cal.,against 
appropriating — —— for sectarian undertakings—to the 

sommittee on aero riations. 

By Mr. BAR DT: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
protesting — the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian 

purposes and in favor of a tutional amendment prohibiting 
such appropriation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By ELL of Colorado: Resolution of settlers calling for the 
investigation of matters relating to the Colorado ion of the 
so-called Maxwell grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial the —" of 
Jupiter Inlet, Florida, from the in tants of Dade County, 
Fia.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BULL: Papers relating to the case of Mary R. Dean, 
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widow of Amos G, Thomas, to accompany House bill No. 922—to 
the Committee on Invalid B Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Lettersfrom Geo: 
president of the Dairymans’ Association of the 
sin, 


W. Burchard, 
tate of Wise “on- 
r with memorial See yi that association at their 


annual convention at Chi is., urging the favorable 
consideration of House bill No. No. 3010 and the need of legislation 
on lines of said bill, to regulate and control the manufacture and 
sale of the article known to the trade as “filled cheese ”—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, asking Congress to appoint a commission to inves- 
tigate the question of Japanese manufactures, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Wa ay s and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Pa 
6517, relating to the case of 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Crawfordsville, Iowa, for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law in the District of Columbia—to the Committ:. 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Lodge No, 43, Order Sons of 
St. George, Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Jonathan Morris and others, 
of Santa Rosa, Mo., praying for additional pension legislation—t 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition of residents of Guthsville, Pa., 
praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, two protests of citizens of Rehrersburg, Pa.. against the 
appropriation of public moneys for sectarian purposes, and peti- 
tions urging the passage of the proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of J. W. Kates, of Rarden, Ohio, 
and 19 other ex-soldiers of the Union Army, praying for the p:- 
sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of more than 2.()\\) 
citizens of western New England in favor of an appropriation |) 
Congress for improvi yo navigation of the Connecticut River 
between Holyoke and Hartford—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolutions passed by the Commercial Club of Boston, in 
favor of an appropriation for the improvement of Boston Harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of veterans of the late war residing 
in Mason County, Ill., favoring the passage of the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Manito, Ill., for the passage of the 
Hainer bill, for the relief of prisoners ‘of war who were Union sii- 
diers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of the twentieth en- 
campment, Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic; also, petition of Geo. N. Morgan Post, No.4, Department «f 
Minnesota, praying for the passage of House bill No. 306, granting 
a pension to Union ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on In: 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANLY: Papers to accompany House bills Nos. 5:0 
and 5331, for the relief of Frank Green—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of members of Col. John Clark 
Council, No. 126, Daughters of Liberty, indorsing and recomme: 
ing the of the Stone immigration bill—to the eeonitts 8 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: an a House bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John C, Parker—to the Committce 
on aio Pensions. - sie inti ee A 

papers to accompany House case of Mrs. Ann 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


— to accompany House bill No. 
rs. O’Rorke—to the Committee on 


Gorham—to the 
Also, papers to accompany House bill in the claim of Hubert 
H to the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. HOOKER: Petition of E. Green, mayor, and other citi- 
zens of Jamestown, N. Y., against the repeal of section 61 of tho 
act of ——s 28, 1894, providing 1 = a rebate of taxes paid on 
—— by manufacturers, etc.—to the Committee on Ways 
an 


Also, — ¢ the ae s Christian Temperance Union of 

Black , against the sale of beer at certain military 
the Themmiren Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union | of 
Black Creek, N. ¥., the sale of intoxicants to immigrants 

to the Committee on migration and Naturalization. 

By Me Mr. HULL: Petition of Frank P. Crandon and 18 other ci‘! 
zens of the State of Stee the of resolution re 
viving the —to the Committee 


By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Munson Steamship Line and 19 
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other steamship companies and agencies, of New York, for a depth 

of 30 feet in Buttermilk Channel and in channel north of Govern- 

ors Island, New York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
bors. 

Sy Mr. KIEFER: Resolution of the Minneapolis (Minn.) Board 

of Trade, in reference to the Union Pacific Railroad—to the Com- 

mittee on Pacitic Railroads. . 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. W. Satchell and others, of Grin- 
nell, lowa, asking for the passage of the service-pension bill, and 
for land warrants for soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. LINTON: Resolution adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, to complete the improvement of the harbor 
of refuge in Milwaukee Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. - 

Also, two protests of citizens of Belfast, Pa., against the appro- 
priation of public moneys for sectar'an purposes, and petitions 
urging the e of the proposed amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution adopted by the New York Mercantile Exchange, 
in favor of regulating the manufacture and sale of filled cheese— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 513, of Sal- 
tillo, Pa., and No. 350, of Calvin, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of members of 
churches of Nicholasville, Ky.,in behalf of a bill for the relief of | 
the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of W. S. Sawyer and others and of 
Norman O. Cobb and others, all of Haverhill, Mass., and vicinity, | 
favoring the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- | 
gration and Naturalization. ; a te 

By Mr. OWENS: Resolutions of a public meeting in the Seventh 
Co ional district, Kentucky, regarding the atrocities com- 
mitted by the Turks upon the helpless Armenians—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 





| 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Memorial of citizens of | 


Delaware County, Pa., indorsing Rockdale Council, No. 803, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring the recognition of 
the belligerency of the Cuban insurgents—to the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of Ezra G. Bill, for 

nsion, toaccompany House bill No. 5776—to the Committee on 
fnvalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Connecticut, in opposition to sun- 
dry House bills (H. R. 1227 to 1233, inclusive), known as the Ma- 
guire bills, as calculated to injure foreign trade and coastwise 
shipping—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 


Also, petition of citizens of Connecticut, favoring sundry House | 


bills (H. R. 5288 and others), designed to serve the mutual interest 


of shipowners and seamen—to the Committee on the Merchant | 


Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of the Keystone Veterinary Med- 
ical Association, favoring House bill No. 3012, to give rank to vet- 
erinarians in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHANNON: Memorial of Charles Mann & Co. and 162 
others, requesting that Congress authorize the Secretary of War to 
contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the entire 
work of constructing a canal through the Harlem Kills, New 
York, 15 feet deep and 300 feet wide, for a sum not exceeding 
$1,450,000—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania 
Society of Sons of the Revolution, asking Congress to purchase 
and have published the records and papers of the Continental Con- 


gress, comprising the official documents dating to the Revolution- 
ary period—to the Committee on Printing. 


y Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pekin, Stafford, and Geneseo, N. Y., against 
the sale of beer at certain military posts—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
of Pekin, Stafford, and Geneseo, N. Y., against the sale of beer and 


intoxicati a to immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and N; ization. 


By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Washington Camp, No. 53, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Cold Point, Pa., indorsing the 


Stone bill and requesting its passage—to the Com- 
mhittee on tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. IN of Idaho: Petition of Thomas Turner and 
other ex-soldiers of the Union Army, asking the e of the 
service- bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Joseph P. Remington and fac- 
ulty of hia College of , in favor of bills to in- 
crease the hospital stewards in the Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, petition of Harry H. Parson, councilor of Golden Star 
Council, No. 6, and 125 members, of Middletown, Pa., in favor of 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. , 

Also, petition of Emily Dissinger, president, and 15 members of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Cornwall, Pa., in 


favor of the Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Seven petitions of citizens of Washington, 
urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, or some similar meas- 
ure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 
pany to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and op the exten 
sion of the tracks of said company until its existing lines are 
modernly equipped and operated—to the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 26, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, in response to a resolution 
of the 7th instant, calling for statistics and information which the 
records of the Pension Office disclose from the Ist day of July, 
1895, to the 1st day of January, 1896, of invalid pensioners pen- 
sioned under the general law, etc., and also astatistical statement 
showing the number of pension certificates issued during the six 
months ended January 1, 1896, transmitting a letter and accom- 
panying inclosures from the Commissioner of Pensions containing 
the information desired; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the 7th instant, 
calling for information as to whether the schedule relating to the 
names, organizations, and length of service of those who had served 
in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the 
war cf the rebellion was prepared and the information required 
taken, etc., transmitting a letter and accompanying inclosures 
from the Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Cen- 
sus, containing the information desired; which, with the accom- 
| panying papers, was, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Wellington, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting further appro 
priations for institutions under ecclesiastical control; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
| He also presented a petition of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Asso- 
| ciation of the United States and Canada, praying for the reenact 
| ment of the law providing for the free and unlimited coinage of 

both gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present a petition of the Glass Bottle Blow- 
ers’ Association of the United States and Canada, with headquar- 
ters at No. 119 South Fourth street, Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the reenactment of the law providing for the free and unlimited 
coinage of both gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. I ask that 
the petition be read. P 

There being no objection, the petition was read, and ordered to 
lie on the table, as follows: 

Orrice of GLASS BoTTLE BLOWERS’ ASSOCIATION 
OF THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA, 


No. 119 Sourn Fourtru StTreer, 
Philadelphia, Pa., February 17, 1896. 

At the last annual convention of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association th 
following resolution was passed by the convention, and the general secr« 
tary of the association was ordered to send a copy of the same, under seal, 
to the President, Vice-President, Secretary of State, and members of both 
Houses of Congress: 

“Resolved, That it is the deliberate judgment of the Glass Bottle 
Association of the United States and Canada that Congress uld reenact 
the law of 1837, which provides for the free and unlimited coinage of both 
silver and gold at the ratio of 16 tol, thus restoring the American law of 
coinage as it was until 1873, when silver was demonetized without debate, 
and without the knowledge of the American people, and that this should be 
done at once, without waiting for the cooperation of any other nation.” 

WILLIAM LAUNER, 
General Secretary of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Boston, Mass., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of Bostcn Harbor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 72 citizens of Haverhill, Mass., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


1896. 
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Mr. SEWELL presented a 2 epg of a committee representing 
the tea trade of the United States, praying for the enactment of 
legislation levying a specific duty on tea; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Silver Council, No. 200, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Little Silver, N. J.; of 
Silver Star Council, No. 26, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Williamstown, N. J.; of Ashland Council, No. 28, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Seabright, N. J.; 
of Goodwill Council, No, 32, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of New Brunswick, N. J.; of Hornerstown Council, No. 
177, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Hornerstown, 
N. J.; of Nathan Hale Council, No. 89, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Trenton, N. J.; of Winfield Scott Council, 
No. 58, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Elizabeth, 
N.J.; of Enterprise Council, No. 26, Junior Order of United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Trenton, N. J., and of Orient Council, No. 46, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Elizabeth, N. J., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of A. Ritchie and sundry other 
citizens of Ohio, praying for the adoption of the proposed reli- 
gious emendment tothe Constitution of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of the Filson Club, of Louis- 
ville, Ky., praying that the old custom-house property in that 
city be granted to them for the use of the club; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of the delegates of the Chicka- 
saw Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, praying that they 
be allowed to withdraw $100,000 of the trust fund of that nation, 
to be placed in the subtreasury of the United States at St. Louis, 
Mo., to their credit; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Commercial and Maritime 
Associations of Philade'phia, Pa., praying for the improvement of 
the Schuylkill River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Belfast, Fork- 
ston, and New Columbia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating inst the appropriation of moneys for sectarian 
institutions; which were referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Belfast and a 
petition of sundry citizens of New Columbia, Pa., praying for the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remon- 
strating against the extension of the tracks of that line until its 
existing lines are modernly equipped and operated; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a a of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial 
Association, No. 93, of the District of Columbia, praying for the 
ree | passage of House bill No. 3618, to organize and increase 
the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial 
Association, No. 93, of the District of Columbia, praying for the 

ge of Senate bill No. 1242, to amend section 4131 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant-ma- 
rine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency 
of the naval reserve; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present, to accompany the bill (S. 1952) 
— a pension to Thomas L. Crowell, a report from the War 

partment as to his military record and a letter from the Pen- 
sion Office as to the rejection of his claim. I move that the papers 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 1632) to permit owners of claims to iron 
and coal mines on forest reservations of the United States to per- 
fect their title thereto, and to procure a patent therefor, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8.14) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
Memphis, Tenn., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. QUAY. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5359) making — 
riations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
Sane 30, 1897, to report it with amendments and submit a report 


thereon. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, at the completion 
of the routine business, I shall call the bill up and ask the Senate 
to place it on its Be. 

he VICE-PRESID INT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. 830) granting a pension to Mary Allard, widow 
of John Allard, formerly of Company E, Seventh Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a wir thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.1936) to increase the pension of Mrs, 
Eunice Ida Rhoades, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 


REPORT ON IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution submitted by Mr. Lopae on the 
24th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 2,000 additional copies of Report No. 290 be printed for the 
use of the Committee on Immigration. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2272) to fix the salaries of the 
chief justice and judges of the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2278) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of Maj. Gen. Oliver O. Howard lieutenant-general on the 
retired list of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2274) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Chamberlain; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2275) for the relief of Sig- 
mund J. Block and Augustus P. Baurman, of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2276) to confirm title to lots 13 and 
14, in square No. 959, in Washington, D. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2277) for the relief of Oscar 
Sonnenkalb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2278) making certain persons 
eligible to the pension list of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2279) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Benjamin Wilkes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2280) for the 
relief of the late Andrew 8S. Core; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2281) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions tothe survivors of the 
Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk 
war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” 
approved July 27, 1892; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2282) to amend section 3 of 
the pension-revision act, approved March 3, 1873, so as to include 
certain soldiers of the Kansas State Militia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. ALLEN. Isubmita Be gaa amendment in the nature of 
a substitute for the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with reference to the war in Cuba, which I ask may be read and 
lie on the table. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. ALLEN to the concurrent 
resolution 19, reported by Mr. MorGan, from the Committee on Foreign Ke- 
lations, Jan 29, 1896, and the substitute therefor, reported by Mr. Mok 
GAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, February 5, 1896. 

Amend by substituting the following: ‘ 
“A joint resolution autho and requesting the President of the Unite 

States to recognize Soe cal independence of the Republic of Cuba, 

and for other purposes. 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of tatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the ent of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and requested to issue a proclamation recog) 
ing the Republic of Cubaas it exists under the constitution and form of 0v- 
ernment proclaimed at J ya, under President Cisneros, in the month 
of May, anno Domini 1895, asa free and independent nation, and according 
the envoy extrsordinary and minister plenipotentiary of scid Republic * 
the rights and; _vileges accorded to the envoy extraordinary 
plenipotentiary of the Government of Spain.” 


The joint resolution (S. R. 87) authorizing and uesting the 
President of the United States to recognize the political inde 


and minister 





1896. 





ndence of the Republic of Cuba, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
d by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr, ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE, 


Mr. ALLEN. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
make a brief statement, preceding the introduction of a proposed 
amendment to House bill 2749. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yesterday the chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee, the honorable Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MorR1ILu]}, called up 
House bill 2749, with the Senate committee amendment, and after 
a vote on the question of taking it up he announced to the Senate 
and to the country that that bill was dead, and that there would be 
no further attempt at legislation upon the lines of tariff at the 
present session of Congress. The Senator at that time also made 
a statement to the effect that it was manifest to the country that 
the Republican party is not in the ascendancy in this Chamber, 
and that there is some kind of a coalition between the Populist 
party and the Democratic party which would render it impossible 
to take up and consider that measure. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], following in the wake 
of his leader, announced in substance the same thing, although 
he said that at a subsequent time during this Congress he would 
again ask the Senate to take up the measure. 

Ihave inferred all along from time to time that it was the pur- 
pose of the Republican party as represented in this Chamber to 
treat both the question of the tariff and silver upon terms of 
equality, and that there was really an honest desire on the part of 
possibly a majority of Republican Senators to enact a law for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver. I regret very much that 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance left the Chamber 
yesterday before the discussion was finally finished. 

Believing this, Mr. Presideat, I took occasion yesterday to ask 
the Senate’ from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who are representative Republic- 
ans, if there were any circumstances under which they would 
agree to the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1, and they both emphatically said there were no circum- 
stances under which they would agree to that. I asked them if 


temporary increase of the revenues to meet the expenses of the 
Government with a free-silver amendment—taking the protective 
features of the bill together with a free-coinage amendment—and 
they said no. I asked them, at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Alabama | Mr. MorGan],if they were willing to take the McKin- 
ley bill, which now seems to be the shibboleth of the Republican 
a with a free-coinage amendment attached to it, and they 
said no. 

Mr. President, I do not believe in this House bill 2749, and I 
want to announce to the Senate and to the country that I do not 
commit myself to its policy or to the rate of taxation it imposes. 
But to show the venerable Senator from Vermont, the honorable 


chairman of the Finance Committee, that he has strength enough | 


to carry this bill through here, I want to say to himif he can 
unite the Republican party upon this measure with a free-coinage 
amendment—not a free-coinage substitute, but a free-coinage 
amendment—by which the tariff therein provided shall become a 
law and silver shall be coined at the ratio of 16 to 1, the Populist 
a have votes cose to give you in this Chamber to make 

th those provisions alaw. I want to ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont if he is willing to accept a substitute of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a question of order. What is the meas- 
ure pending before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asked 
Unanimous consent to make a statement, and consent was given. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought he was asking the consent of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont to make a statement. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, not at all. 
Senator 


The from Massachusetts will permit me to make a suggestion. 


Senator from Ohio yesterday grew righteously indignant be- 


cause we would not accept this measure and permit it to come up 
here and 


tion or 


go through the Senate roughshod without any delibera- 
consideration. The Senator denounced the policy of issu- 
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| tion, there was no purpose, of restoring to the coinage 
| country silver money as it existed before 1873. 


| interpretation of the Treasury Department that coin is gold 
U ( I | give the Secretary of the Treasury limitless power for the is 
they were willing to take this House bill 2749, providing for a | 
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He told us that the present Administration has issued 


ing bonds. 
$263,000,000 of bonds, which is literally true, and that this meas 
ure providing for tariff taxation is the ne plus ultra of all taxing 
things to fill the empty coffers of the nation with money to dis- 
charge the current expenses of the Government. 
Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the 


enior Senator 
from Ohio to the fact that a year ago he did not believe in the 
doctrine that he announced yesterday. One year ago the Senatoi 
from Ohio introduced in this Chamber a bill which I hold in my 
hand, Senate bill 2598, to provide for a temporary deficiency of 
revenue, which provides for the issuance of Government bonds. I 
think it of so much importance that I ask the Secretary to reac it. 
It is short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2598) to provide for a temporary deficiency of revenue 






Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide 
for and maintain the redemption of United States notes according to t pro 
visions of the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled rovide for 
the resumption of specie payments,’ and also to enal | to pay current 
deficiencies in the revenue, he is authorized, from time to time, at dis 
cretion, to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in « ther of the 
description of bonds authorized in said act, or coupon or registered bonds of 
the United States, toan amount sufficient for the objects herein stated, not 
exceeding the current deficiency of revenue, bearing not to exceed 3 per cent 


interest per annum, payable semiannually, and redeemable, at the pleasure 
of the United States, in coin, after five years from their date, with like quali- 
ties, privileges, and exemptions provided in said act for the bonds therein 
authorized. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall use the proceeds thereof 
for the purposes herein provided for,and none other 

Sec. 2. That in lieu of any of the bonds described in the first section of this 
act the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to 
issue certificates of indebtedness of j 


i the United States, payable to the bearer 
in coin after five years from date, at the pleasure of the United States, of the 
denomination of twenty-five, fifty, and one hundred dollars, with annual 


coupons for interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum; and to sell and dis 


pose of the same for not less than an equal amount of lawful money of the 
United States at designated depositories of the United States, and at such 
post-offices as he may select. And such certificates shall have the like quali 


ties, privileges, and exemptions described in said resumption act for the 


bonds therein authorized. And the proceeds thereof shall be used for the 
purposes prescribed in the first section of this act, and for none other 
See. 3. That upon any deposit already or hereafter made in the manner 


required by law of any United States bonds or certificates bearing interest, 
any national banking association making the same shall be entitled to receive 
from the Comptroller of the Currency circulating notes of different denomi- 
nations, in blank, registered and countersigned as provided by law, not 
exceeding in the whole amount the par value of the bonds deposited: Pro 
vided, Thatat no time shall the total amount of such note sued to any such 
association exceed the amount at such time actually paid in of its capital 
stock. 


Mr. ALLEN. It was as apparent to the Senator from Ohio on 
the 17th day of January, 1895, when he introduced this bill, as it 
was yesterday that a measure increasing the tariff taxation was 
essential; and yet the Senator from Ohio, instead of introducing 
such a measure in the Fifty-third Congress, or having it intro 


| duced in the House of Representatives, saw fit to increase the 


bonded indebtedness of the United States, and saw fit to take the 
{, and 
suance 
of Government bonds. 

I simply desire to emphasize the fact and make it known to the 
country, if that be necessary under the circumstances, that the 
two sovereign remedies the Senator from Ohio has always applied 
to the wants of the country have been a decreased volume of 
money of abnormal purchasing power and by taxation taking that 
money in exorbitant quantities from the people. 

The Republican party will not be permitted to escape the fact 
that they are pledged against the free coinage of silver. They are 
pledged against the remonetization of silver in any other form 
than that in which it exists at the present time; that is, it is to 
be made a subsidiary coin or a token coin, and is to be estimated 
from the standpoint of coined gold. That was the remark of the 
senior Senator from Ohio yesterday; and all through this session 
of Congress and the last session of Congress the Senator from Ohio 
has spoken of the single gold standard as being the standard of 
our money in this country and that we must maintain it. 

I have been led to introduce this measure for the purpose of em 
phasizing the fact to the country that the Republican party under 


| no circumstances will be induced to give free coinage to the coun- 


try. The platform of 1892 was a falsehood. There was no inten- 
of the 


When the Repub- 


| lican party stated in that platform that it was the policy of the 


Republican party to treat gold and silver upon terms of equality 
as standard money there was no truth in the statement, for if there 
is any purpose upon the part of the Republican party to do that 


| the Populists in this Chamber say to them that we will swallow 


I was proceeding in order, if the | 


| 


your measure of taxation, which is nauseating, which is unjust, 
if you will give the people of the country more sound money with 
which to pay the increased taxation imposed upon them by this 
measure. 

Now, one word more, Mr. President, and I will introduce this 
measure and let it go. In 1888 William McKinley, of Ohio, was 





ee 
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chairman of the committee on platform of the National Repub- 
lican Convention, according to this paper from which I read, the 
New York Evening Post of February 18, 1896, and the Repub- 
lican party at that time promulgated and put in its platform this 
language: 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 
money and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its ef- 
forts to demonetize silver. 

Mr. McKinley at that time made a speech upon this subject, 
and I will send to the desk and ask the Secretary to read his re- 
— at that time with reference to President Cleveland as stated 

ere, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary willread as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

During all of his years at the head of the Government he was dishonoring 
one of our precious metals, one of our own great products, discrediting silver 
and enhancing the price of gould. He endeavored even before his inaugura- 
tion to stop the coinage of silver dollars, and afterwards, and to the end of 
his Administration. persistently used his power to that end. He was deter- 
mined to contract the circulating medium and demonetize one of the coins of 
commerce, limit the volume of money among the people, make money scarce, 
and therefore dear. He would have increased the value of money and dimin- 
ished oe vaiue of everything else—money the master, everything else the 
servant. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had this extract from Mr. McKinley’s speech 
read for the purpose of showing that the chief apostle of protec- 
tion in this country condemned Mr. Cleveland in 1888 for the de- 
monetization of silver, and for the purpose of showing that the 
Republican party outside of Congress claims one thing to the 
Ro yple and in Congress claims and votes another and an entirely 

istinct thing. 

Mr. President, for the purpose of showing the absolute good 
faith of the Populist Senators, whose votes, added to the 44 Repub- 
lican votes on the other side of the Chamber, will carry your meas- 
ure by 5 majority,and not because I approve of the measure or its 
policy, I offer a substitute, which is your bill word for word, with 
not a “‘t” uncrossed nor an ‘‘i” undotted; it is literally your bill 
with the exception of the title changed s6 as to read ‘‘A bill to 

romote the prosperity and happiness of the people of the United 

tates.” I say to you if you are in good faith in favor of free sil- 
ver, if you plant yourself aes the platform of protection to 
American industries and the free coinage of silver, we stand here 
with 6 votes ready to help you pass this measure through the 
Senate. I now ask that the proposed amendment be read by title, 
printed, and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read it by title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear the full reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read at length. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment in the form of a substitute intended to be proposed by Mr. 


ALLEN to the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to meet the 
expenses of Government and provide against a deficiency. 


Amend by substituting the following—— 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Secretary need not read the first part. 
That is the tariff bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now read the substitute. 

Mr. ALLEN. The last part is mony the free-silver substitute, 
and it is attached as a part of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The Secretary. Itis proposed to add as additional sections—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lrise to a question of order. My point is 
that there is no business before the Senate at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. There is a bill before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course if it is proceeding by unanimous 
consent I do not object. 

Mr. VEST. It isa bill. 

Mr, COCKRELL. A bill has been introduced regularly and is 
on its first reading, and it has to be read. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Andis being debated before its introduction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was submitted by 
the Senator from Nebraska, with the request thatit be read. The 
Secretary will read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I give notice that after it is read I shall 
object to further debate. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 

ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The Secretary read the amendment, beginning with section 5, 
the amendment entire being as follows: 
Amendment in the form of a substitute intended to be proposed by Mr. 


ALLEN to the bill (H. R, 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to meet the 
expenses of Goverument and provide against a deficiency. 


Amend by striking out all after the enacting clause and substituting the 


following: 

“That from and after the ofthis act, ond entll August 1, 1608, there 

a God ia the not he oat ol. poumetell Gabsen 1, 1890, and subject 

as de in re a el, 

to all the conditions and limitations thereof, and on all hair of the camel, 

et, olpace, am like animals, except as hereinafter and on 
noiis, shoddy, garnetted waste, top waste, slubbing roving waste, 
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ring waste, yarn waste, and all cther wastes com: wholly or in part of 
wool, and on woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, a du y equivalent to 60 per cent 
of the duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled ‘An act to re- 
duce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,’ 
approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and limitations of 
said act; and on all wools and Russian camel's hair of class 3. as defined in 
said act approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and lim- 
itations thereof, there shall be levied, collected, and paid the several dutics 
provided by such act approved October 1, 1890. And paragraph 279 of Sched. 
ule K, and also paragraph 685 in the free list of an act entitled ‘An act to 
reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur 
poses + — became a law August 27, 1894, are hereby suspended until Au- 
gust 1, ; 

“Sc. 2. That from and after the passage of this act and until August 1, 1898 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported articles made in 
whole or in part of wool, worsted, or other materials described in section 1 of 
this act, —- as hereinafter provided, 60 per cent of the specific pound or 
square-yard duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled ‘An act 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
eee, approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and limita 

ions thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty now imposed on each of 
such articles by an act entitled ‘An act to reduce \axation, to provide revenne 
for the Government, and for other purposes,’ which © a law August 
27, 1894; and on carpets, druggets, bockings, mats, rugs, screens, covers, hs 
socks, bedsides, art squares, and other portions of tsor carpeting, made 
in whole or in part of wool, the specific square-yard duty im: on each of 
such articles by said act approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the condi- 
tions and limitations thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty imposed on 
such articles by said act, which became a law Angust 27, 1804. 

“ Sro. 3. That froin and after the of act and until August 1, 189, 
there shall be levied, collected, and on all imported lumber and other 
articles designated in paragraphs 674 to inclusive, of an act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce taxation, to pro revenue for the Government, and for other 
pu * which became a law August 27, 1894, a duty equivalent to 60 per 
cent of the duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled ‘An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur 
Fae approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and limita- 

ions of said last-named act; but pulp wood shall be classed as round unmani- 
———- —— eae = y: Aron ‘ ae evign coun- 

ry pose an uty upon , spruce, elm, or other logs, or upon 
stave bolts, le wood, pulp wood, or blocks exported tothe Unit ed 
States from such country, then the dut upon the lumber and other articles 
mentioned in said ;penaees 674 to oat inclusive, when imported from such 
country, shall be the same as fixed by the law in force prior to October 1, 18). 

‘“Sxzc. 4. That on and after the passage of this act, and until August 1, 1s!, 
there shall be levied, collected, and pard on all the imported articles men- 
tioned in Schedules A, B,C,D, F, G, H, I, J, L, M, and of an act entitled 
‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for 
other purposes,’ which © a law August 27, 1894, a duty equivalent to 15 
me cent of the duty imposed on each of said articles by existing law in addi 

ion to the duty provided by said act of A 27,1894: Provided, That the 
additional duties imposed by this section s not in any case increase the 
rate of duty on any article beyond the aote Eapened thereon by the said act 
of October 1, 1890, but in such case the du' be the same as was imposed 
by said act: And i urther, That w the present rate of duty on 
any article is higher than was fixed by said last-named act, the rate of duty 
thereon shall not be further increased by this section, but shall remain as 
provided by existing law. 

“Sc. 5. + from and after the passage of thisact the mints of the United 
States shall be open to the coinage of silver, and thee shall be coined dollars 
of the weight of troy, of standard silver, »ine-tenths fine, as pro 
vided by the act of January 13, 1837,and upon the sanie terms and subject 
to the limitations and provisions of law regulating the *0 and legal-ten 
der yoy of gold; and whenever the said coins herein provided for shal! be 
received into the Treasury, certificates may be issued therefor‘in the manner 
now provided by law. 

“So. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin into standard silvir 
dollars, as soon as practicable, according to the provisions of section 1 of t!his 
act, from the silver bullion purchased under authority of the act of July 
14, 1890, entitled ‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the 
issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,’ that portion of 
said silver bullion which represents the ecyeor or profit to the Govern 
ment, to wit, the difference between the cost of the silver purchased under 
said act and its coinage value, and said silver dollars so coined shall be used 
in the yarmens of the current expenses of the Government; and for the pur 

ose of making the said seignio immediately available for use as moncy, 
he Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue si| 
ver certificates against it, as if it was y coined and in the Treasury 

“Suc.7. Thatnonational-bank noteshall be hereafter issued of a denomina- 
tion less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomi 
tions less than that sum shall be, as rapidly as practicable, taken =p, redeemed, 
and canceled, and notes of $10 and r denominations shall be issued in 
their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

“Sno. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem the United States 
notes, commonly called ‘greenbacks,’ and also the Treasury notes issucd 
under the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, when presented for redeiuj)) 
tion, in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, using for redemption of s:id 
notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not at the option of the holder, but 
exclusively at the option of the tment, and said notes, com 
monly called 2 ks,’ when so redeemed, shall be reissued as provided 
by the act of 31, 1878.” ; ; 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to ote the prosperity and happi 
ness of the people of the United States, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. BAKER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
a question on this matter that he has been discussing. Will the 
Senator from Nebraska pledge himself and his party to vote for 
the present tariff bill with a proviso for the free coinage of Ameri- 
can silver only? d ‘ 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, that is not the question embraced 
in this bill at all. : 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator give a direct answer, yes or n0? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say to you I can not pledge my party 
one way or another. I have not talked with the membership of 
m with reference to it. 

. BAKER. How as to the Senator himself? 

Mr. ALLEN. I can answer as to myself. As far as I am cop- 
cerned, I will not do it. 

Mr. BAKER. Yon will not? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 














1896. 


Mr. BAKER. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not free coinage. Will the Senator vote 
for the bill as it now stands, as I have introduced it, with the 
free-colnage amenoent incorporated in it? 

Mr. . No, sir; because it provides for the free coinage 
of all the silver of the world at the ratio of 16 to 1, and would put 
us down as a monometallists. , 

Mr. : 0, it puts it on an equality with the gold. 

Mr. BAKER. You can not put it on an equality merely by 
legislation, as I understand it, any more than you could change 
the unit of measure by legislation and say that a foot shall be 6 
inches instead of 12 inches, and therefore you would be 12 feet 


h. 
nee ALLEN. That is old, Mr. President; that is old. Gold 
and silver stood upon terms of equality throughout the history of 
this country up to 1873, when silver was demonetized at the mints. 

Mr. BAKER. They never did stand onan equality. I have the 
figures right here before me, which show that for one hundred | 
years prior to 1873 they varied in amount as much as an ounce, 
and an ounce is 8 percent or more. So that is not equality and 
not parity. 

Mr. LEN. The Senator's figures are very much like the fig- 
ures that the statistician spoke of when he wanted to know, when 
called upon to make a statement of figures, which side wanted to 
use it. pao ae} The Senator has Republican figures, which 
show a dispai.'. Isay that these two metals did stand upon an 
equality throughout the history of this country at the mints of 
the United States until 1873, when silver was demonetized by the | 
codified coinage act of that year, and that they were upon terms 
of equality of exchange as a part of the money of this country, | 
without any difference between them. | 

I shall not, however, stop to go into an argument, for the Sen- | 

| 





ator could not convince me to the contrary if he would talk all 


day. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the table 
and be printed. 
FREIGHT AND PASSENGER RATES IN FLORIDA. 
| 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commissioners be, and they are 
hereby, directed to send to the Senate the report of J. D. Pirrong, agent of 
the Commissioners, on freight and passenger rates of the railway companies 
in the State of Florida; also any other evidence on the subject which the 
Commissioners may have. 


OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex 
penses of the Senate be, and hereby is, directed to make due inquiry and to 
report to the Senate a list of all the officers and employees who were on the roll | 
of the Senate on the 3lst day of January, 1896, giving, as to each, the name, | 
State or Territory of lawful residence, time when first entering the service, 
the duties ed, the number of hours each day required, and the specific 
work actually in performance, the names of the persons recommending or 
procuring the employment, and the annual salary paid; and also to report | 
a statement ovine OO total annual amount paid such officers and employees, | 
and the opinion of the committee whether or not the present force can be 
redu and, if so, to what extent, without injury to the public service. | 


EXPENDITURES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
‘was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be, and 
hereby is, directed to investigate the expenditures of the Senate for the past 
year (ex: those made for ries and compensation of officers and em 
ployees) the view of determining whether or not there may be a reduc- 

of suchexpenditures in the future consistently with the proper conduct 
of the business of the Senate, said committee to report to the Senate as soon 
a any recommendations which they may find it expedient to 
. 


POACHING IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. / 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate whether or not poaching is ied on to any extent in 
the Yellowstone National Park; whether animals from said park cross the 
untoriee thereof into Idaho and Montana and are there s!aughtered con- 


sary law; whether the police force guarding said k is sufficient; 
and anor to the Senate al! information which he oug’ have in his pos- 
the a herein inquired about and to make such recom- 
leiclntion as 
to 


mendation f: his opinion will tend tothe if 
or ion tend to reservation of the 
animals belonging to the Yellowstone Park. - 


REPORT ON COAST DEFENSES. 
Mr. SQUIRE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That 0600 afditional copies of Report No. 336 and of the hearings 


a of the Committee on Coast Defenses be printed f 
use of the Committee on Coast Defenses. - ™ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Mis Cailal Chak, camoanand that the Howe bad agreed 
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to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5474) to pro 
vide for the extension of the time within which suits may be 
brought to vacate and annul land patents, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Honse had passed the fol 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3206) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent 
the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize reassessments for improvements 
and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
y0S8eS8; 

A bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storag: 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for cur 


in the 


nt and con- 


tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipniations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal uw ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6408) authorizing the sale of title of United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia to 
Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and John R. Scott. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 103) relating to final proof in timber-culture entries: 

A bill (S.141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill 

A bill (S. 1740) to amend section 5294 of the Ri d Statutes of 
the United States, relative to the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R.3962) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Lake St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas; and 

A bill (H.R. 4043) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year erding June 30, 1897. 


J 
A 
Vis 


THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senatea 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Montana [ Mr. Carrer}, 


| coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Carrer 
February 19, 1896, as foliows: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 2742, reported by the C 
with an amendment, be recommitted to that com 
eration. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

Mr. LINDSAY. Before the Senator from Montana proceeds to 
speak on the resolution he offered the other day, I desire to offer 
an amendment to it, which I ask to have read. 

Mr. CARTER. I yield for that purpose. 


on Finance 
mittee for further consid- 


mpi tte 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the resolution of the 
Senator from Montana |Mr. CarkTerR] by adding thereto these 
words: 

And said Committee on Finance is instructed to report an a) iment to 
the said H.R. bill 2749, in the way of an additional sectio i nce as 
follows: 

Sec. 5. That so much of section 182) of Sel lle E of t hich became 
a law August 27, 1894, entitled ‘An act to reduce taxat i to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for er purpos vhic} vides as 
follows: ‘And upon all sugars above No. 16, Dutch st r, and 
upon all sugars which have been discolored, there shall be ied. collected, 
and paid a duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound. in addition to the said 
duty ot 40 per cent ad valorem,’ be, and 11 same is her 5 ) l. and 
the collection of said additional! duty, from and after the passag act, 
is hereby discontinued.” 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, late in the evening of the 13th 
instant, without previous understanding and without note of 
warning, the honorable chairman of the Finance Committee 
whose high character and venerable personality I reverence, 
moved to proceed to the consideration of Honse bill 2749 


As a substitute for this bill the committee had reported a bill 
for the free coinage of silver. It was well known that differences 
of opinion existed on this side of the Chamber, not only as to the 
propriety of adopting the substitute, but likewise involving the 
wisdom and expediency of passing the revenue bill as it came from 
the House. These differences many Republican Senators believed 
should, if poszible, be adjusted so as to secure united and harmo- 
nious party action. I shared this hope. Less than two hours be- 
fore the motion was made to take up the bill I had, in conformity 
with a suggestion made to me by a distinguished member of the 
Finance Committee, proceeded to bring about a conference look- 
ing to united action on some basis reasonably satisfactory. By 
necessary implication it was understood that adequate time would 
be allowed to confer. An informal preliminary conversation re- 
garding methods of procedure was interrupted by the announce- 
ment of a roll call on the motion to take the bill up. On that 
motion I voted no. Could the hand of time beturned back to that 
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hour, without effacing what has been said and done since then, I 
would still vote no. For that vote I have ample justification and 
no apology to present. 

In justice to the Senator who suggested a conference and to the 
worthy chairman who made the motion pending the effort to bring 
it about, I repel any possible imputation of bad faith. The motion 
was madein perfect good faith by the chairman, not in pursuance 
of an understanding, but in the absence of any agreement or un- 
derstanding of which he had any knowledge. If no conference 
had been suggested, the vote would have been the same, and I 
only advert to the circumstances to emphasize the manifest neces- 
sity for prudent, deliberate, and careful action in dealing with 
issues of vital importance on which honest differences of opinion 
exist within all party lines in thiscountry. Had there been a dis- 

osition to strike a fatal blow at tariff legislation for the present, 

he effective course would have been to vote for consideration and 
then against the bill. The position taken therefore indicated 
nothing more than indisposition to proceed with the matter at 
that time and in that form. 

With this simple statement, natural inclination bids me rest. 
Profoundly impressed by and possessed of deep reverence for the 
ancient and honorable traditions of the Senate and its experienced 
and distinguished members, the silence I have maintained during 
my brief service has been both agreeable and profitable to me. 
That silence would not now be broken did I not feel constrained 
to repel printed charges and insinuations of disloyalty to the prin- 
ciples of the party with which I affiliate here and with which I 
have become, in the mutations of political controversy, promi- 
nently identified before the country. 

Under our system of government organized parties seem indis- 
pensable mediums for the orderly presentation, free discussion, 
and intelligent disposition of disputed questions of state, in accord- 
ance with the supreme will of the majority. The member of a 
party who becomes the representative of a district or State in the 
Congress of the nation assumes the clearly implied obligation to 
discharge his trust in harmony with the announced principles and 
purposes of his party. To the extent that he antagonizes such 
principles and purposes he proves recreant to the trust. Under 
this rule nearly one-half the Republican members of this body 
have recently been indicted before the bar of public opinion by 
the leading daily journals of New York and other Eastern cities. 
Indeed, five members of the Senate, including myself, have been 
by ape organs pronounced guilty of treason without hearing 
or trial, 

In the presence of these grave charges, so intemperately made 
and widely spread, I beg the indulgence of the Senate while I 
briefly review the facts. 

Before the convening of Ne it was very generally under- 
stood throughout the country that the President would announce 
in his annual message an existing need for additional revenue to 
meet a deficiency and to provide against its recurrence. Repub- 
licans were generally united in a determination to meet this de- 
mand of the Deosuttve by tariff legislation along Republican lines. 
To the surprise of everyone the President did not make the antic- 
ipated demand in his annual mes , but in various ways has 
directly and indirectly announced to Congress that the executive 
department is not in need of additional revenue to conduct the 
Government, and it has been steadily maintained by the friends 
of the Administration, in and out of cunaren, that additional rev- 
enue is wholly unnecessary. Notwithstanding this declaration, a 
tariff bill was formulated wholly at variance with all past pro- 
fessions of the Republican party on the tariff question. It is ad- 
mitted everywhere that the House bill is not and was not intended 
to be an expression by the party of its views. It has been and is 
now distinctly asserted that it is not a Republican measure, It 
is a measure to meet an alleged emergency which the chief execu- 
tive officer of the nation, chosen by a majority of the ple in 
1892, stoutly asserts does not exist at all. The party, then, is in 
the attitude of forcing uncalled-for relief upon a reluctant Demo- 
cratic Administration. 

Aside from this unenviable attitude and the manifest embarrass- 
ment that must come to the party in the future in come of 
it, the method employed is seriously objectionable. It builds upon 
a, law as a foundation. The Wilson tariff bill has been 
everywhere condemned by Republicans as notoriously inequitable 
and unjust. It assumed to protect the manufacturers and cast 
the producers of so-called raw material throughout the country into 
_ Open competition with cheap laboreverywhere. The pending bill 

now proposes to make this injustice more glaring. The Wilson 
bill was framed upon a theory favoring ad valorem in preference 
to specific duties. On high authority it is asserted that ad valorem 
tariff has been repudiated by the principal commercial nations in 
their tariff systems; by Austria, Denmark, land, France, Ger- 
many. Italy, Norway, Russia, Sweden, and Spain, ten nations 
which, with tariffs on 8,957 articles, have only ten on the ad va- 
lorem basis and the remainder ific. en and where did 
this obsolete and discarded cloak for fraud and evasion become 
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sacred in Republican eyes? An ad valorem tariff has been con- 
demned so emphatically by the Republican party on all occasions 
that it stands no better with the party than does the Wilson bill, 
The pending bill makes a 15 per cent horizontal raise on twelve 
schedules of the Wilson bill. When and where did the Repub- 
lican party become committed to the horizontal movement in tariff 
legislation? The Wilson bill, the ad valorem tariff, and the hori- 
zontal scheme have each in turn been emphatically condemned by 
Republican platforms, orators, and papers, and never commended 
anywhere by Republican authority. How then, sir, could it be- 
come treasonable for a Republican to oppose all three of these 
elementscombined? Well-settled convictions, supported by prac- 
tically one-half the electors of this country, pe dates: pate be light! y 
sacrificed on the altar of pee expediency. 
But, assuming that the Administration requires funds, which 
it avers it does not, and that in the name of patriotism we must 
sacrifice ancient and time-honored principles and convictions, let 
us endeavor while making the sacrifice to be reasonably just. 
This bill is not underst by the country correctly. I submit 
that the general belief obtains that it provides a slight duty for 
wool and lumber, and then increases the existing duties 15 per 
cent, except as to sugar. Even Senators and Members of the 
House generally accept this view of the bill. I freely admit such 
was my general understanding until brought to a critical analysis 
of its provisions inregardtowool. The better to elucidate the ob- 
jections I wish to point out, I send a copy of the bill to the Secre- 
tary’s desk, to be read as a part of my remarks. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 
if there be no objection. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


A bill to temporarily increase revenue to meet the expenses of Government 
and provide against a deficiency. 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act, and until 
August 1, 1898, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported wools 
of Guanes land 2, as defined in the act hereinafter cited, approved October |, 
1890, and subject to all the conditions and limitations thereof, and on all hair 
of the camel, goat, ape. and other like animals, except as hereinafter pro 
vided, and on all noils, shoddy, garnetted waste, top waste, slubbing waste, 
roving waste, ring waste, yarn waste, and all other wastes composed wholly 
or in part of wool, and on woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, a duty equivalent 
to 60 per cent of the duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled 
“An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
paspemne ” pees October 1, 1890, and subject toall the conditions and limi- 

ations of sa act; and on all wools and Russian camel's hair of class 3, as 
defined in said act approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions 
and limitations thereof, there shall be levied, collected, and paid the several 
duties ) previied by such act aoprerss October 1, 1890. And pa: aph 279 of 
Schedule K, and paragrap 685 in the free list of an act entitled “An act 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
eee em became a law August 27, 1894, are hereby suspended until 

ugust 1, ; 

Sxc. 2. That fromand after the passage of this act and until August !, 1898, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported articles made in 
whole or in part of wool, worsted, or other materials described in section 1 
of this act, except as hereinafter provided, 60 per cent of the specific pound 
or square-yard duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled “An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on a. and for other pur- 

approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and limita- 
ions thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty now imposed on each of 
such articles by an act entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide reve- 
nue for the Government, and for other pu: ,” which became a law Au- 
, 1804,and on carpets, druggets, mats, rugs, screens, covers, 
art squares, and other portions of a or carpeting, 
made in whole or in of wool, the specific qoereye duty imposed on 
each of such articles by said act approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all 
the conditions and limitations thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty 
aapesee on such articles by said act which became a law August 27, 18‘ 
no. 3. That from and r the of this act and until August 1, 1808, 
there shall be levied, collected, and on all imported lumber and other 
articles designated in paragraphs 674 to 683, inclusive, of an act entitled “An 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes which became a law August 27, 1894, a duty equivalent to 6) per 
cent of the duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled “An act 
to red ualize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
” approved October 1, , and subject to all the conditions and limita- 
ions of said last-named act; but pulp wood shall be classed as round unman- 
ufactured timber exempt from duty: Provided, That in case any foreign 
country shall impose an export duty upon pine, spruce, elm, or other loys, or 
apes stave bolts, shingle wood, pulp wood, or h blocks exported to the 
nited States from such country, then the duty upon the lumber and other 
articles mentioned in said paragraphs 674 to 63, clusive, when imported 
from Lance conntey. be the same as fixed by the law in force prior to 
October 


Sec. 4. That from and after the of this act and until August 1, 188, 
and on all the imported articles men- 

, G, BH, 1, J,L, M, and N of an act entitled 

vide es < the ee and for 
gust 9 uty equivaient to '» 

articles by existing law in 

by said act of August 27, i801: Provided, That 
the additional duties oe section shall not in any case increase 
the rate of duty on any article beyond the rate im thereon by the said 
act of oa a t in such case the duty be the same as was im- 


Surther, where the present rate of duty 
on any article is higher was fixed by said last-named act, the rate of duty 
thereon shall not be increased 


by this section, but shall remain as 
provided by existing law. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it will be observed that while 
the first ph allows 60 per cent of the duty imposed on first 
and second , and restores the ad valorem duty of from 32 to 
50 per cent on third-class wool by the McKinley Act, it expressly 
retains all the limitations and conditions of that act. Exper 


0 uce the revenue and 


dition to the duty ne 
posed 
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ence has clearly demonstrated the fact that the conditions and 
limitations thus expressly retained were so faulty and unjust in 
sractice that the protection intended was reduced about one-half; 
that where the McKinley Act provided 12 cents per pound on a 
given grade of wool the conditions and limitations reduced the | 
figure in actual practice to about 6 cents per pound. The defects 
of the bill and the intricate method of evading the payment of 
duty under the proviso contained in section 383 of the act of 1890 
are so clearly set forth in a few pages of the memorial of the Na- 
tional Wool Growers’ Association that I beg leave to print the state- 
ment as a part of my remarks. 

But the bill and the law as enacted contained three fatal and ruinous | 


af enne first was the provision known as “the skirting clause,”’ the effect of 
which was, in practice, to reduce the protective benefits of the prescribed duties 
by nearly one her. : : 

When the Mc inley bill was pending, and as it finally passed, the effect of 
the “skirting clause” was not generally understood by woolgrowers, though 
in the debates before the Senate Finance Committee it was pointed out. And 
it is evident that this defect was not generally understood, if at all, by Con- 
gress. This is, perhaps, not strange, in view of the many and complicated 
questions involved in the consideration of the tariff bill and the consequent 
possibility of overlooking defects pointed out. 


2. A SECOND DEFECT. 








But the real purpose of the wool tariff provision of the McKinley Act, and 
the protective benefits intended thereby to be given, alike by Mr. McKinley and 
by those generally who voted for the bill, were in a large measure defeated | 
by another defect—the ad valorem duties on class 3 wools. 

The original bill as reported provided for specific duties; the change to ad 
valorem duties was secured by some carpet manufacturers, as stated. This 
feature of the law operated ruinously to woolgrowers by increasing im 
mensely the imports of class 3 wools, which to a large extent were used in 
the manufacture of clothing goods, thus erpglenting the use of merino wools 
and the long wools of the mutton breeds of sheep. This is fully shown in 
this volume. The ruin of the ad valorem duties was immensely aggravated 
by the unforeseen, unexpected vast imports of China wools—a source of sup- 
ply of very recent date. s 

J There was a third defect in the law not generally understood by wool- 

owers—probably not generally, if at all, by members of Congress who voted 
or the bill—the failure to make a provision to meet the light shrinkage in 
scouring of Australasian wools, as compared with other merino wools of all 
or nearly all other countries, including our own. 

In addition to the defects in the law itself, its protective purpose was ina 
large measure defeated by conditions arising since the law was passed. 
Among these there were two chief in importance. 

IV. ne real pu of the wool-tariff provisions of the McKinley Act was 
in large measure defeatea by afourth cause—unforeseen when the law was 
passed -unexpected—which no human foresight could anticipate—which 
arose after it was passed 


1. This was the ecline in the prices of wools all over the world since that 
act was , caused (1) in part by a vast increase of sheep, and (2) in less 
degree by the general decline in nearly all values as a result of the gold 


standard of values. 

Another one of the conditions arising since the McKinley bill became a law 
was: 

V. Improved methods of manufacture, by which third-ctass or so-called 
carpet wools were, as they now ere, used in the manufacture of clothing 
goods, thus supplanting the use of merino wools and the long wools of the 
mutton breeds of sheep. 

And the immense increased impo; ts of those third-class wools exceeding in 
quantity those of both other classes combined at unprecedentedly low prices. 

And China opened up a new supply of those, so that in the fiscal year 1895 
the enormous quantity of 26,089,418 pounds were imported, at an import price 
of only 5.15 cents per pound. 

And these, by reason of their light shrinkage of less than 40 per cent in 
—- were equal to and displaced 46,800,000 pounds of ordinary unwashed 
merino. 

By reason of the combined operation of these causes the McKinley Act 
failed to accomplish the purpose intended by it. Under it prices of wools 
constantly declined, and the inevitable result would soon have been a failure 
to secure , to American sheep husbandry. Even in Texas, where 
the cost of growing wool is as low if not less than any other State, sheep de- 
clined in numbers from 4,281,812 in 1800 to 2,859,269 in [sv4. 


The evileffects of the ‘‘skirting ” clause are set forth as follows: 


THE PROVISIONS OF THE M'KINLEY ACT TO PREVENT FRAUDS. 


883. The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat. alpaca, and 
other like animals which shall be imported inany other than ordinary condi- 
tion, or which shall be changed inits character or condition for the purpose of 
evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of 
dirt or any other foreign substance, or which has been sorted or increased in 
value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shal! be twice the 
duty to which it would be otherwise subject: Provided, That skirted wools as 
now im are hereby excepted. Wools on whicha duty is assessed amount 
ing to three times.or more than that which would be assessed if said wool was 
imported unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled on account of its being sorted. 
If any bale or 

class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any specified 
ec shall contain any wool or hair subject to a higher rate of duty than the 
class so specified, the whole bale or package shall be subject to the highest 
rate of duty chargeable on wool of the class subject to such. higher rate of 
duty, and if any bale or pomee be claimed by the importer to be shoddy, 
mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other materiq] of any class specified in this act, 
and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more of said materials, or 
of any other material, the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at 

rate on upon any article in said bale or package. 

The wepes in ita age qe epentied * skirting * clause, which includes the 


woo. 

3. ruinous effect of the “ skirting” clause, operating also to permit the 
import of sorted scoured wools, without additional duty on account of the sort- 
ing or . tically reduced the wool duty of 11 cents per pound down to 
@ mere nomi amount, and in aye defeated the provision for giving treble 

on scoured wools. It should be omitted from a new wool tariff law. 
fatal “‘ Provided,’ except “skirted” wools and scoured “sorted” 


wools from the prohibitions frauds, was incorporated at the instance 
of some of those oo. 


wools imported in a shape to secure a great advan- 
ractice, removed so much of the 
in “ sorting” also. 


over American w The in 
fleece as to result not only in “skirting,” bu 


of wool or hair specified in this act imported as of any | 
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The effect was, that Australian “skirted * merino of no better quality than 
and with a fiber not as good as, our Amet wools would « mat ) 
markets all of 2 cents per pound more than American whole fle: 
same shrinkage in scouring. The skirting had thre ff 3 to increas 
selling price of Australian merino: 

_ 1. The effect of securing the most ight shr partof the flee 
| in practical effect not only “ ski it rted” a 

2. To save the labor and consequent rs und 

3. To admit sorted scoured wools of lasses rease of duty 

This advantage of at least 2 cents per pound ha tof re 
ducing the duty of 11 cents per pound on Ww 
per pound on Ohio and similar washed wool " | 
ing, and the protection would be still less « Territory a rw 
shrinking more than 55 per cent. Even this does not show th: t of 
the “skirting clause.”’ 

The eminent wool importers and experts, Mauger & Avery, of New Yor 
N.Y., July 24, 1893, have shown that sk rting adds to th ng } f 
washed Australian merino, and reduces in practical ¢ he duty 1] 
per pound on such unwashed wools as compared with *O fine [meri 
fleece, shrinking 55 per cent in scouring,” down toaduty: 3 per pour 
And this is made on fine Ohio washed merino and other similar wools as co 


pared with Australian unwashed 
On this the Bulletin of the National Ass 


‘iation of Wool Mant 
Boston, September, 1893, remarks 

















“It will be seen that by exactly the same standard employed 
Avery in 1891 the measure of the present difference in the p 
wools is equivalent to 6 cents in favor of Ohio fine wool in tl 
tion, or 13} cents scoured. ‘The prices of the two wools have 
ingly near together, nearly half the difference which ex 
disappeared. It may be t there will be a still great 

| ference before we see the 1d of the deplorable condit swh l e 
the financial and industrial interests of the United States. But th ns 
to be no likelihood that it will entirely disappear while the duty remai \ 
values can not continue to recede in this country without effecting a marked 
reduction in values elsewhere." 

Thus, in practical effect, the law which intended to give its tection per 

| scoured pound only gave a protection of 1 its’ A continuar ra 
tical effect of the law would be palpable evasion of its pur; 10n 
strous fraud on our woolgrowers 

In an able address to the National Wool Growers’ Ass ation. at Chicago, 
[ll., October 5, 1893, Hon. John T. Rich, governor of Michigan, discus t this 
subject, and from his own observation and investigation showed the effect of 
the skirting clause as stated. (See Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 35 
Fifty-third Congress, second session, page 321 

The same effect of * skirting” is equally applicable to w th I 
and third classes, though perhaps to less extent 

The paragraph 383, above quoted, contains within itself a palpabl 
se—the skirting clause—the frozen snake which, warmed into life, in pra 
stung, with more than an adder’s deadly poison, the bosom that held i 

t. The light shrinkage of unwashed Australian merino and similar wools 
defeats the purpose of the McKinley Act. By reason of this they should be 
made to’ pay double the duty of unskirted, unwashed fleeces. All di n 
common fairness to all people and nations, and to secure “ equal and ¢ t 
justice,” should be laid with a purpose tosecure an equal amount of re 16 
from the scoured pounds in all wools of the same cla :ported. Tl un 
not be denied. 

The McKinley Act of 1890, like the prior acts of 1867 and 1883, prescribed a 
duty on merinoand some other varieties of wools “ unwashed,’ and provedid 
also that the duty if the wools were “ washed” shall be twice the amount of 
the duty to which they would be subjected if imported unwashed 

The intention of the law was to give twice as much duty on these hed 
wools as on unwashed. 

These acts also provided for treble duties on “ scoured” wools ¢ 3 

These provisions were made because merino fleeces in the n Th 
tion would generally produce an average only of 33} per « if sce 
shrinking 66} per cent in scouring. And the general experience wa at at 
a fixed duty on unwashed merino double that rate was a fair equiva it 
on washed wools, and treble the unwashed rate was the proper equivalent on 
scoured wools. 

Australasian wools are regarded as of the competing grades w Ohio 
merino and similar wools. Wools differ in their condition, so shrinking 
in washing and scouring more than others 

Thus in the Treasury Department Wool Report of 1888, pare XXV, it is said: 

* Percentage of scoured wool.—Unwashed merino wool shrinks from 50 to 
80 per cent in scouring. The lightest and choicest Australian mediun n 
washed, will yield 50 per cent less of scoured wool, and the heaviest Mestiza 
bucks’ fleeces will yield about 2) per cent of pure scoured wool. Most ur 
washed wools yield # per cent of scoured wool. The light, open, coarse, w 
washed wools of the carpet class yield from 5) to 70 per cent of scoured wool 
Fine Ohio full-blood merino unwashed wool, exclusive of bucks’ fleeces, yield 


from 35 to 40 per cent of scoured wool. The merino fleeces grown in Texas 
and on the Western prairies of the United States yield from 2 to 35 per cent 
of scoured wool. Unmerchantable Ohio fleeces yield from 37 to 40 p nt of 


ro 


scoured wool. British and Canada wools yield from 70 to85 per cent of s ired 
wool. Crossbred washed Ohio fleeces yield from 60 to %) per cent of scoured 
wool. Crossbred Western American prairie fleeces yield from 30 to 40 per 
cent of scoured wool. Tub-washed wools and crossbred sheep generally yield 
from 80 to 90 per cent of scoured wool. Scoured wools, as usually manufac 
tured or as scoured for sale, yield from 8 to 90 per cent of scoured wool in 
rewashing.” 

Unwashed Buenos Ayres South American merino often shrinks 6 p nt 

| in scouring, and Montevideo shrinks about 55 per cent. But Australasia 

merino, unwashed, imported into the United States, shrinks an avera: 


considerably less than 50 per cent. The Boston American Wool 
Reporter, of November 14, 1895, in quoting the market price of f 
Says: 

* Fine Australian wool of good staple isstill in demand at good prices. Fine 
Port Philip, shrinking 46 to 48 per cent, is offered at a clean st of 44 cent 


an 


rel 





and inthe grease at 24cents. This wool is of good, sound stapk 

This is unwashed merino, of the best grade of Australasian wool 

Washed Ohio merino will shrink in scouring an average of 55 per cent 

The calculations of Mauger & Avery, as tothe amount of protection af 
forded by the act of 1890, estimated the average shrinkage of Ohio washed 
merino at 55 per cent. 

It is evident that Australasian merino unwashed will shrink less than Ohio 
washed; but Ohio unwashed merino and the South American merino will 
shrink about 66 per cent, and our American merino from the States west of 
the Missouri will shrink, generally, even more than % percent. * * 

In brief, the result is that under the McKinley Act cf 1890 (a result not fore- 
seen by Congress or by woolgrowers) Australian merino unwashed and © skirted,’ 
shrinking in scouring less than Ohio washed merino, was admitted at | 
duty;when the law was intended to give 22 cents on such wools 

In other words, the nominat duty of 11 cents per pound under the act of 1890 
was in effect reduced, as shown by the table following. 


f 
i 


cents 





cations 


a oe 
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Table showing the reduction of the protective benefits of different tary’ sates by muons wools shrinking in washing and scouring less than the wool tar; if 
aw contemplated. 


Measure | On wool shrinking— 

of protec- aE ae DL 
tion on 20 } é 5D 60 66 70 75 80 

raw wool. per cent. | per cent. per cent. | per cent. | per cent. per cent. | per cent. | per cen: 


} 
Duty on merino wool shrinking 50 per cent: | Cents, | Cents. | Cents. ) b Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
II 65rd ccs enmpudtindindinadmins BD ho cucencocennioanseces 7. 
11 cents duty enanees vole ote 63 - 
10 cents duty -.. pacino tit we od > dis dcinsceatie 6 
ED cs nnlidinidininnmpinceenenmeiedincmne Cnitaiad ae Sas 44 
6 cents duty acicilachill duet teatilatves q 
British and Canadian, shrinking 15 per 
cent: 
12 cents duty 
Third class, shrinking 30 per cent: 
4cents duty . ianitedtbe 
6 cents duty epeace 
Third class, shrinking 40 per cent: 
4 cents duty -... 
Third class, shrinkin 
6 cents duty ..... 


Cent 


Com OS 
- 


* The computation is as follows: Suppose 1 pound of imported wool shrinks to 50 per cent in scouring, and 1 pound of protected wool shrinks to 40 per. 
in scouring, then the value of the protected wool is $f of the value of the imported wool. If a duty of 12 cents gives a measure of protection of 12 « 
on raw wool, it would give $§ of 12 cents, or 92 cents on scoured wool shrinking 60 per cent; 2§ of 12 cents, or 8 cents, on scoured wool shrinking 6 
cent; %§ of 12 cents, or 7} cents, on scoured wool shrinking 70 per cent; #§ of 12 cents, or 6 cents, on scoured wool shrinking 75 per cent; #9 of 12 cents, or 4 
cents, on scoured wool shrinking 80 per cent; and so on for all the other calculations, . 


The result is that under the act of 1890 a duty of 11 cents per pound on un- | argument against doing justice to them in the future by depre- 
washed Australasian “ skirted" merino wools of the same quality of Amoeri- : 


can unwashed fleece merino gave to the woolgrowers of the United States a cating tariff agitation. Should it become expedient to the seli- 
measure of protective benefit, as follows: satisfied manufacturing elements of the country to settle th 
= catia —-_ 1 <<" | business upon the basis of the increased duties proposed by thi. 
tee | bill and to resist a further opening of the discussion on the tariti 
| Deduct | tage in | the woolgrowers would be everywhere met with the suggestio 
| the added | freights : — that they have protection under existing law, when in truth and 
a | vonme oo ope aae, . oe. than no | factevery well-informed individual in the country knows that tho 
benefit. “er = et *} benefit. | proposed bill offers no —- at all to sheep husbandry. 
| skirting. | American Turn tosection 2 of the billand mark well the manner in which 


On American  wools | Protect- 
shrinking in scouring, 
specified per cent. 


far West the manufacturer of woolens is taken care of. You will find no 
15 per cent horizontal increase here. It must be borne in mind 
that the woolen goods referred to in the first subdivision of the 
section are subject to ad valorem duties ranging from 25 to 50 per 
cent and averaging about 40 per cent under existing law. To the 
existing er the bill proposes to add 60 per cent of the specitic 
square-yard duty imposed on each of the articles by the McKin!+-y 
Act. In the second subdivision of the section it will be observed 
that per centum is wholly omitted and the entire specific square- 


Cents. 
4s 


BS dO BS 29 BO 


The freight rates from some parts of the far West, especially California imposed : > ‘ har 
are less than 2} cents per pound, but the charges for carriage from ranches to y ard duty ag by the McKinley Act on carpets and other 


railroad stations constitute an item of expense, and these wools are subject enumerated articles is added to the ad valorem duty imposed by 
te commissions in reaching the manufacturers. existing law. 


The Chicago American Sheep Breeder, a reliable, able, and valuable jour- : visi ‘11 i ~ 7 ies on 
nal, after careful inquiry, gave the following in the December number, 1895: I do not assert that these oe ons will increase the dut 


“Tyransmississippi rates.—Current freight rates on wool from points west of manufactured woolens beyond the rates fixed by the act of 1830, 
the Mississippi River to New York, Philadelphia, and Boston are substan- | but I do assert and call attention to the fact that the proviso in 


tially as follows: From Montana and the Dakotas, $1.50 per 100 pounds; from | section 4, intended to preclude suc e yperations 
Wyoming, Idaho, eastern Oregon, and Utah, $1.90 per 100 pounds; from Ari- _— h result under the operation 


zona and New Mexico, $2.50 per “% pounds; from Colorado, $2 per 100 poynds. that section, does not apply to the section under consideration. 
“Ocean rates on foreign wools.—V'rom South America to the three principal | Nor do I assert that unreasonable or even adequate protection wil! 


Gates States ports ~— es — a) ee ee RS 100 pounds; trom be afforded woolen manufactures by the doubling up of duties in 
urkey, 70 cents per 100 pounds; from Sou rica, §1.15 per pounds; : e aaa ae a 2s eae 
from Russia, 55 cents per 100 pounds; from China, 65 cents per 100 pounds by the manner provided. Ido, however, emphatically maintain that 


sailing vessel and 30 cents by steamship; and from London, England, the | the bill displays manifest partiality for the manufacturer. ‘| 


great dumping ground of the free wools of the world, the current rate is | this discrimination against the woolgrowers of the country ju 
about 25 cen‘s per 100 pounds.” —Ep. ; 


Wool can be brought from Australasia to Boston for 1 cent per pound, in- | 2° commands a solemn protest. is the time to enter i 
cluding freight, commissions, and handling. This statement is from reliable Should this bill become a law, who can fairly predict that Wi 
information obtained by Hon. Tuomas B. Catron, now a Delegate in Con- | seeking to equalize its inequalities the woolgrowers will 10 
gress from New Mexico. ae ee met with the opposition of the manufacturers? May not thos: \ 

The retained ‘*conditions and limitations would reduce the provided for in a patriotic mood deprecate future tariff agit:' 
proposed tariff to a trifle ‘more than one-fourth of the nominal rate | as detrimental to the business interests of the country? W! 
of duty fixed by the McKinley Act. Wherein, I pray, does such a | disclaiming undue suspicion, we must insist that a prudent regard 
measure protect the American woolgrower? : for our welfare requires that justice be done now. 

It is now conceded by those well informed in the wool trade At this juncture we may turn with profit to page 852 of the 
that regardless of the tariff duties which this Congress may impose | recently issued autobiography of the eminent Senator from ()10 
upon wool the price of American wool for the coming season will | [Mr. SHerman]. Referring to the opposition to an adequate } 
not be enhanced. In a circular letter issued on the 15th of this | tection for wool in the bill of 1883, the Senator says that much tl: 
month by Messrs. Justice, Bateman & Co., wool commission mer- | most dangerous opposition arose from— 
chants 0 Philadelphia, I find the following significant paragraphs: The conflict of selfish and local inte aia iie wert of manuf. 

In view of the increased supply, as shown in Table B, and the demand caused | turers, who arded all articles which they purchased as raw materia 
by the loss of employment to American mills, it is —— ed that the advance | which they wiched the lowest possible rate of duty, or none at all, and 
so earnestly looked for in the event of the passage of the Dingley revenue bill | work as the finished product, on which they wished the highest rate of ( 


may net fully materialize. In other words, what they had to buy they called raw material, to be ° 
In commercial affairs the future is largely discounted. This was the case | mitted without tection, and what t had t h ted protect 
at the time of the of the McKinley bill. In anticipation of that event ae ee ™ y ae weeeed pe 


the country was flooded with imported wool and woolen goods to such a de- i i i selfish cd 
sc WRat ater wajsegaly er Ste Wn Maney WA wanpassd finn | ,onowring that the pending bil bear evidence of thew 
The routs foreign urchases of wool are not believed to be immediately | ing that when intrenched behind adequate protection they 11<'\' 
needed, but have largely been secured in order to’forestall the probable action | feel generously inclined to the discontinuance of tariff agitation 
of Congress with regard to the imposition of tariff duties. who can doubt the prudence and propriety of insisting that th a 
I venture to predict that the price of American wool the coming emergency bill shall be fairly just to begin with? This position 's 
season will be less than it was last year—tariff or no tariff. It | not taken in any spirit of antagonism to the manufacturers. !!° 
is then obvious that it is not a matter of any advantage to the | who underestimates the potent power of self-interest as a fact.T 
woolgrowers of this country to secure the immediate passage of | in controlling the actions of men eliminates a prime element °" 
a law inherently unjust to them, notoriously inadequate as a | titled toseriousconsideration. For the American manufactur 
measure of cm peay oy and quite sufficient under certain con- | I entertain the most respect. To their ius and enter- 
tiugencies that can be clearly foreseen to furnish the basis for an | prise the marvelous development of our national life is in no small 
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measure attributable. Whether the factory is located in Boston 
or San Francisco is wholly immaterial. In either placeit operates 
under the American flag, and Iam for it as against a factory oper- 
ating under any other fi I merely insist on the Republican 

nciple that tariff duties shall be free from unjust discrimina- 
aa and that the whole instead of a part of the Republican plat- 
form shall be regarded as binding on Republicans. Any other 

ition is illogical and unjust and can not therefore be maintained. 

It will not answer to say that this bill would, if it became a 
law, expire by limitation in 1898. If in the meantime no law 
should be enacted to take its place as a revenue-producing agency 
everyone knows that the same elemei:‘s now praying for its pas- 
sage would demand its continuance through the simple means of 
a resolution or aline added to an appropriation bill. 

Let no one be deceived. If the intricate tariff riddle which this 
bill would construct on our statute books should prove reasonably 
satisfactory to the manufacturers of the country, it would remain 
the law of the land for an indefinite period of time. 

Entertaining these views, I can not vote for the bill as presented. 
Amendment in the open Senate would be wanting in that careful 
consideration for the revenue-producing quality of the measure 
which is the only possible justification for its existence. The mo- 
tion to recommit the bill to the Committee on Finance without 
instructions will leave that honorable body at liberty to prepare 
and present to the Senate a fair and just bill which every Repub- 
lican can conscientiously support. The veto messageof the Presi- 
dent on a trues Republican measure would raise an issue; while 
his veto m <¢ on the pending bill would raise a laugh at the 
expense of the Republican party. , 

When the —_ on any pretext departs from its platform and 
traditions it drifts on the troubled waters of a shoreless sea with- 
out com or rudder. 

Should this bill in its present form become a law, it would either 
utterly fail to bring about the repose in business affairs anticipated 
or it would bring that repose at the permanent expense of the pro- 
ducers of so-called raw material the country over and with special 
injustice to the woolgrowers of the nation. The much-desired 
repose is not worth the price. The adjustment wonld involve a 
moral wrong, and it could not therefore be made politically right. 

If the provisions of this bill can not be made equitable and just, 
the Republican party should not be chargeable before the country 
with inflicting it upon the people. 

But gentlemen suggest that an emergency is upon us; that two 

ears’ time will be lost unless something isdone now. The Presi- 

nt insists that no emergency exists such as we contemplate. 
We do not agree with the President, nor have we the constitu- 
tional power to compel him to agree with us. If recent elections 
conveyed any command to Republicans in Congress, they com- 
manded them to restore Republican principles to the statute books. 
They were notcommanded to compromise or barter away the clear 
and distinct announcement of party principles set forth in the | 
platform of 1892. In that year a majority of the people selected | 
the present Executive. He is the President of the Republic by 
the voice of the majority. 


| 
| 





The element of time was taken into | 
consideration when the ballots were cast. The President is re- 
sponsible for the executive department of the Government. We 
can not, save for willful violation of the Constitution and laws, 
question his right to administer the office intrusted to him by the 
suffrages of the people according to his personal views of the 
theories of his party until the expiration of the term for which he 
was elected. 

The blican party can not be convicted of any responsibility | 
for the Administration. No perilconfrontsthe State. The public 
credit is in no danger. The Treasury statement of yesterday, 
taken in conjunction with the very wise estimate of the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, shows that if the deficiency of 
$30,000,000 per annum continues in the future it will require ten | 
years of the operation to exhaust the money now in the Treasury, | 
held there as a surplus. 
annum, and $300,000,000 on hand to meet the deficiency, or prac- 
tically so, it will take just ten years to exhaust the surplus. But 
I understand the endless-chain proposition will be interjected at 
that point. To that subject appropriate attention will be given 
in due season. 

The country never was so rich and powerful as it is to-day. 
Around the stock-jobbing and storm centers of trade and specu- 
lation, where Mr. Cleveland generally received his most pro- 


i 
j 
i 
i 
| 


nounced ties, we fin2 clamorous unrest as the gathering of 
bitter but legitimate fruit on, and in the midst of confusion 
the ican party is called upon to stultify its record and pass 
up for the veto of an opposition ident a tariff bill which would 


prove a perpetual source of humiliation and annoyance to it. 
The _= body of the thoughtful everyday people of the country 
the situation perfectly, and if we hold steadily by 

to give 
licans in 
nm meshes 


in, well-known j he will 
op wag pg iepal 


to stampede and rush wildly into the f 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


With a deficiency of $30,000,000 per | 





9155 


of horizontal revision and ad valorem duties, spread over the mon- 
strous inequalities of the Wilson tariff bill, seems to me the height 
of folly. 

Save as a source of annoyance to its authors, this bill if enacted 
would soon be forgotten. The ordinary business stagnation pre- 
ceding a Presidential election will accentuate the disorder which 
has prevailed forthe past three years. Theoccasion is inopportune 
for the Republican party to enter into political partnership with 
the Administration. Let issues be kept free from 


I mplications 
and the general situation free from confusion. Limit the extent 
of the revenue measure, if you will, but let every line of it be in 


harmony with the best Republicanism we have. 


Iam a firm believer in the policy of protection to American labor 
and American industries. A large majority of the people of Mon 
tana are devoted to this doctrine, and they have consistently sup- 
ported it, notwithstanding they are purchasers of protected articles 
generally and only receive a meager direct benefit through the 
duties on lead and wool. Their adherence to the doctrine rests on 


broad, patriotic views of enlightened national yx 
The Republicans of Montana likewise, in common with a large 
number of Republicans the country over, believe in ther article 






of Republican faith, promulgated over and over again by the Re- 
publican party and reaffirmed in the national platform of 1892 in 
the following words: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver ass al 
money, with such restrictions and under such prov i be t ut 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of valu he 
two metals, so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dolla: 


whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal 

Every Republican in this country believed and had a right to 
believe that the portion of the platform quoted was adopted in 
good faith. It was not suspected nor can it be fairly suspected 
that the convention resorted to the Talleyrand scheme of using 
words to conceal rather than to express thoughts. If that plank 
in the platform was a mere cunning device, contrived to deceive 
people into parting with their suffrage under false pretenses, the 
party then and there forfeited its right to the confid 
and support of every honest citizen of the Republic. I do not be- 
lieve the convention acted in bad faith. On the contrary, I am 
persuaded that the principle announced favoring gold and silver 
as the standard money of the country was the expression of the 
crystallized opinion of well-nigh a thousand representati tizens 
fresh from their homes and town meetings, assemb!ed in national 
convention to give utterance to the views of a great party on great 
questions involving the present and future prosperity and well- 


ence, respe .. 


being of this nation. It is my candid belief, often expressed, that 
fully 90 per cent of the American people favor bimetallism as op 
posed to either gold or silver monometallism. The almost inspired 
framers of our Constitution, of whom it is truly said, ‘They 
builded better than they knew,” launched this ship « ute with 
bimetallism as the sheet anchor of our moneta Their 
wisdom in that behalf has been sanctioned by vast weight of 
authority on monetary science. Without public dis ion silver 
was eliminated from the coinage of the country twen l year 
ago. From that time to this constant efforts have been m to 
reestablish free silver coinage. The Republican party ha \ 
professed itself favorable to the consummation of ¢ i pu 
pose. Within the party differences of opinion h x 1, not 
upon the principle involved, but upon the method l 
be employed to bring about the desired r« t ‘ 

licans of mature judement le resea , and | iona 
integrity of purpose have urged the party to undo by ! the n 
chief brought about by law. This element in t ! 

as the free-silver element. Rec y certain titutes 

sors of party action have been p ed to denominat ich Re}; 
licans as conspirators against the public weal; others hav 

so far as to invite them to relieve the party of their obnoxious 
presence. They have been advised that their Stat it led 
in Republican columns. Garrulous state n, possess 1 of m 


zeal than knowledge, have assumed to deal with party princip 
by the measure of party necessity. 
The advocates of the free and unlimited coinage of sil 


Republican party insist upon the adoption of their vi byes e 
they believe that the principle for which they contend is inher- 
ently and eternally right. Their zeal and enthusiasm in behalf 
of silver do not detract from their devotion to every elementary 


principle of the Republican party. Their Republicanism, how- 
ever, is placed on trial, and I therefore beg leave to briefly review 
the history of recent events, to the end that this history may shed 
some light upon true allegiance to Republican principles. 
Through unrest born of a surfeit of prosperity and ina spirit of 
antagonism on the part of the laborer toward his employer, the 
voters of the country elected a free-trade Democratic Adminis 
tration in the fall of 1892. As a coming event, casting its shadow 


before, the prospective Democratic Administration was preceded 
by a feeling of alarm and serious concern throughont all the chan- 
nels of trade, business, and industry. 


A general feeling of appre- 
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hension pervaded the country when Mr. Cleveland was inaugu- 
rated in March, 1893. He was the apostle oftariffreform. Tariff 
reform involved the wiping out of the protective system. A full 
realization of this fact appalled the sober second thought of the 
country. The feeling of alarm became general, business enter- 
prises were curtailed, investments were checked, and to the ex- 
tent of their ability the people stood still. At this momentous 
point the spark of genius — in one of the most determined 
men this country has ever known. When the history of our age 
shall be written, Mr. Cleveland will be accorded the honor of hay- 
ing displayed the most marvelous political tact of any man of his 
. time. Mark the wonderful stage play. Within thirty days after 
his inauguration the deep, dark cloud which hung over the country 
because of the presence of his own party in power was attributed 
to another and wholly inadequate cause. e suggested that the 
purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver each month was bringing 
the country to the vergeof ruin. So adroitly was this proposition 
presented and so cordially did the friends of the gold standard 
around the speculative centers cooperate that within a brief time 
the country was prepared for an extraordinary session of Congress 
to repeal the Sherman law. It was predicted that the repeal of 
this law would dispel the universal gloom and bring gladness and 
joy to every heart. Forgetting the party platform, a coterie of 

Republicans in and out of Congress chattered like a flock of 
magpies about the overwhelming evils of silver coinage. Con- 
gress assembled. The Republican Senators and Representatives 
who remembered and felt inclined to faithfully regard the party 
platform resisted the efforts of the President to wipe the last 
vestige of silver legislation from the statute books. They cited 
the fact that the platform of 1892 was the law of the party, and 
that law read then as it reads now, as follows: 

The American people from tradition and interest favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money. 

The Republicans who resisted the Administration in that effort 
to effectively wipe silver legislation from the statute books may 
without fear measuretheir Republicanism with the Republicanism 
of the Senators and Representatives who cooperated with the 
Administration in that proceeding. The Republicans who stood 
in opposition to the Administration stood on the principles of the 
Republican party; those who cooperated with the Administra- 
tion violated a party principle, clearly and distinctly announced. 
The Sherman Act was repealed, but the depression in business 
still continued. The operator had drawn the wrong tooth. The 
attention of the country, however, had been in the meantime 
diverted from the Administration and its flagrant violations of 
the civil-service rules and the Wilson bill had been fairly well 

repared. The regular session of Congress passed that bill. The 

sherman law was no more, and yet disorder, doubt, uncertainty, 
yea, even despair, pervaded the country. Another exhibition of 
genius. The President suggested that the greenback was the 
cause of the trouble, and that in the interest of what he was 
pleased to call ‘‘sound money” the greenback should be retired 
and an interest-bearing bond substituted for it. Again we hear 
the Republican magpie chatter. A horde of Presidential aspirants 
rushed to political suicide yelling ‘‘sound money.” The press of 
New York City leads the procession—*‘ sound money” is the war 
cry, and under the cover of this cry the President protected him- 
self and his Administration from just criticism for the most 
shady and iniquitous transaction in public finances the world has 
ever known. 

In due time the present Congress assembled and the President 
does not call for more revenue, pertinaciously insisting that the 
revenue laws are all right, but called for authority to issue bonds, 
so as to facilitate the retirement of the greenback and his opera- 
tions inan increase of the public debt. The sentiment of the coun- 
try is found to be overwhelmingly against the issuance of bonds in 
times of peace. Thereis some doubt about the success of the oper- 
ation. utterings are heard about the previous bond sale, when, 
lo and behold, there comes another exhibition of genius. A ven- 
erable dispute of the age of three score and ten, concerning astrip 
of swamp land in Venezuela, is rushed upon the country with an 
amoutt of stage fittings and settings appropriate to the purpose 
rather than to the subject, and we are proudly informed that the 
same hand that authorized the tearing down of the flag at Hono- 
lulu will sustain the Government at all hazards, even unto the 
horrorsandterrorsofwar. By thistimecertain Republicans of the 
East have become used to bobbing up and down like a cork on the 
water at the suggestion of the President, and instantly we see a 
resolution passed appropriating $100,000 for a commission to ad- 
vise the Executive on points on which ample facilities for infor- 
mation were at the time at his disposal. Great s hes were 
made and the country filled with noise. The President under- 
stood the string upon which to play; he played the part of an ar- 
tist. Thepatriotism of the American people will never be —_ 
toin vain. They will even rush out on a false alarm, as they did 
in this case, This is a noble and a generous attribute of our peo- 
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ple, who love their flag and all that it means for freedom and good 
government. 

Wow that the smoke has disappeared and the noise has subsided, 
let us see what it all meant. December 17 the flaming, warlike 
Venezuelan message was given to Congress and the country. A 
fervid and universal outburst of patriotism followed; intense ex- 
citement pervaded the country; loyal citizens and organized com- 
panies tendered their services to the Chief Executive. In the midst 
of this warlike excitement,.on the evening of December 20, jus} 
three —_ having been allowed to work Congress and the country 
up, another message followed, in effect renewing the call for the 
retirement of the greenbacks and authority to issue bonds. Con- 
servative men were swept off their feet. The last message adroitly 
referred to the first, and an impressive warning was suggested to 
the country. Who could think of party principles at such a junc. 
ture? We were persuaded that war was upon us. Under press- 
ure of this artificial but exacting and exciting situation the revye- 
nue and bond bills were passed by the House. The Recorp shows 
that three and one-half hours were allowed for the consideration of 
the revenue measure and about one day to the consideration of the 
bond bill. Toinsure — relief Republicans dropped their own 
principles on economic legislation and in lieu thereof accepted three 
distinctly Democratic heresies on the tariff—horizontal revision, 
ad valorem duties, and the Wilson bill—as a foundation for a revye- 
nue scheme, and they proceeded to its enactment, fondly hoping 
that the President might condescendingly consent to favor it with 
his signature or hissufferance. The bill reaches the Senate; a su)- 
stitute is reported for it. Certain patriotic Republicans, forget- 
ting the platform of 1892 on the tariff question, forgetting all the 
traditions of their party, seek to have Republicans in this Chamber 
who are devoted to bimetallism and protection, two elementary 
principles of Republican faith, put in such position as apparently 
to be compelled to vote against one of their principles in order to 
secure the success of the other. Some gentlemen who pretended 
to understand the situation refused to cooperate. To the candid 
= of honest men I leave the determination of questions re- 

ating to the fidelity of Republicans in this Senate to their party 

= The Republicans alleged to have proven recreant to 

epublican principles resisted the effort of the Administration to 
strike the last silver-coinage law from the statute books: they re- 
sisted the passage of the Wilson bill; they resisted the issuance of 
bonds in times of peace; they resisted the contraction of the cur- 
rency by the retirement of the greenbacks, and they now resist an 
inferential violation of the principles of the Republican party plat- 
form by resisting approval of horizontal tariff revision, ad valorem 
duties, and the Wilson bill. Upon these propositions the accused 
Senators may safely rely for the favorable judgment of their fel- 
low-citizens. 

It is far from my purpose to refer to the action of any Repub- 
lican or set of Republicansin aspirit of hostility, nor would [have 
it understood that I entertain any unkind feeling toward the great 
body of manufacturers, of whom this nation may feel justly proud. 
For New England, that great beehive of industry, and for its peo- 
ple I have the highest possible regard and admiration. The dele- 
gations in Congress from New England reflect credit upon their 
people and challenge the admiration of all. Admonished by the 
experience of a century, the people of New England have retained 
their Senators and Representatives in public life until the delega- 
tions from those States have become in the National Councils veri- 
table legislative gladiators. The people of New England are to be 
congratulated upon the great advantage their wise course of action 
has secured for them in national legislation. I speak for harmony 
and not for discord. A body of Senators and Representatives in 
these Halls, representing well-nigh two-thirds of the American 
Continent, believe sincerely and earnestly not in part, but in all of 
the Republican platform. They support as cordially that portion 
which appeals with special interest to New England as they do 
the broader principle which applies to the entire nation with ejual 
effect. They — and believe that through the agency of the Re- 
publican party the great = ples for which the party platform 
pronounced may ultimate 
sent their view as to the means to ed on the silver ques- 
tion to bring about the — the party has proclaimed as its 
own. They are not met with argument or a counter proposition 
from any source. With one honorable exception, Eastern Repub- 
lican Senators clearly ignore the party platform on the subject 
of bimetallism. The Republican advocates of the free coinage of 
silver here are as solicitous for the national honor and the national 
credit as are the representatives from any State or section of tls 
Union. You can not make any saf too strong to insure the 
preservation of the integrity of our coinage and currency syst¢™ 
as approved by the Republican platform, but nosafeguards are re 
quested; no modifications of our free-coinage propositions are s'\s- 
gested; stern opposition to the whole party platform on the ¢oin- 
age question is counseled; brutal assaults are made not only upo? 
the Senators and Representatives, but upon the unoffending peop!® 
of the States they represent as well. is is thoughtless; this 18 
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dishonest; this is unjust; this is treasonable to the principles and 


itions of the Republican party. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana will sus- 

nd. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Montana will be 
allowed to proceed. ve ’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, leave will be 

nted. 
=. FRYE. Let the Cuban resolution be temporarily laid aside 
by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the order of the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. The Republicans of the East can not maintain 
this position of total opposition to legislation in behalf of silver 
without openly, clearly, and distinctly proclaiming that the plank 
of the party platform relating to silver and gold was in their view 
a aoa, pe f ervey and a snare, and in that position the conscience 
of the Republican party of the nation will not sustain or justify 
them. The Eastern Republican opposition to silver legislation is 
unseemly and unwise. It has become fashionable apparently to 
abuse silver Republican Senators and silver Republican States, 
and thoughtless Republicans have gee announced that 
Western States may take up their ‘‘ traps” and leave the Repub- 
lican party—that their votes are not needed. Happily the invita- 
tion lacks commanding authority. It is commonly stated that a 

eatmistake was made in according to freeborn American citizens, 
who blazed the trails and opened the way to civilization, the full 

rivileges of their birthright, although assembled in sufficient num- 
fers within adequate territory, and possessed of ali the necessary 
ualifications for Statehood. Magnificent Commonwezlths are re- 
erred to as ‘‘ pocket boroughs,” andit is even now suggested that 
the people of New Mexico, who have been pvens for Statehood 
for a generation, shall be longer condemned to a condition of polit- 


ical servility and denied their rights as American citizens because | 
their sentiments on the money question do not suit the gentlemen 


who handle the tape on Wall street. It is important that Repub- 
licans should understand that this thoughtless chatter, this mali- 
cious and unjustifiable abuse, if not tempered by the better sense of 
the Republicans who meet in national convention, will inevitably 


lead to a decree forever forbidding the Republican party from | 


placing another law on the statute books of this nation. To con- 
ceal the gravity of the situation will serve no useful purpose. 
Timel monition will prove an element of saving grace. The 
great eR 
believe in all the proclaimed principles of the party. They have 
endured and are now patiently enduringall the unnatural parental 


vituperation inflicted by the minions of an alien policy, masquer- | 


ading under Republican colors. They gravely mec that 
the influence of Clevelandism has largely supplanted Republican- 
ism in the East on a feature of party policy which they hold as 
sacred as the doctrine of protection. 

On protection and bimetallism as the basis of the economic and 
financial policy of the country the whole West is united. The 


party which accepts the one and ridicules the other can not expect | 


support from the people of that section of the country. The mys- 
terious phrase ‘‘sound money” is well understood to mean the 
single gold standard. The President was wanting in his usual 


<r when he selected that phrase instead of more plain and | 
candid w 


ords, Courage gave way tocaution. He well knew mys- 
tery would charm followers, while the naked truth would incite 
opposition. Nosingle gold standard party can gain supremacy 
under its proper name in this country. The majority of the peo- 
ple are protectionists, and each day brings a protectionist closer to 
a full realization of the utter impotency of a protective tariff under 
asingle gold standard of money. The constant appreciation of 
the dollar more than offsets the intended benefit of the schedules. 
The manufacturer who pays for labor and material in depreciated 
silver and sells his product on the gold standard will inevitably 
command the market. He who pays for labor and materials in 
gold can not meet the competition. Asiatic instead of European 
competition menaces our manufacturers to-day. 
_Itis not 7 purpose, however, to undertake to discuss at this 
time either the silver or the tariff question. 
possible, speak in tones that might reach every Republican in this 
country to call attention to the party platform of 1892. Honestly 
carried out, it would give us protection and bimetallism; not one, 
but both. I commend the careful consideration of the platform 
to those eens who deem it their duty to stand by the Presi- 
dent, and feel called upon while so doing to employ the language 
of vituperation in dealing with the Republicans who, in their sim- 
eo , believe in party principles first, last, and all the time. 
e trade and the gold standard naturally go together. The 
position of the President is logical. His free-trade policy would 
— drive manufacturing from this country to Europe and 


est is the offspring of the Republican party, and its people | 
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ses of the Republican party. Every Republican who joins the 
-resident in his demand for the absolute fixing of the single gold 
standard upon this country, to the permanent exclusion of all hope 
for bimetallism, makes his contribution to a force destined to dis- 
rupt and destroy the party. Itis high time that Republicans who 
claim to be within the party should take their cues from the party 
platform rather than from the White House. If it shall occur 
that this senseless crusade against Republicans who believed in 
good faith in the Minneapolis platform when it declared for bimet- 
allism as well as protection shall be carried to such an extent as 
may result in the adoption of President Cleveland's scheme by the 
St. Louis convention, I submit that Republican success will be 
rendered utterly impossible. If the platform of 1896 announce to 
the country, in conjunction with theaction of Republicans bet ween 
the two conventions, that the plank on bimetallism adopted at 
Minneapolis was a delusion, a fraud, and a snare, it would be just 
as well for the Republican party not to make a nomination at St. 
Louisat all. I grant that the candidate might possibly be elected, 
not upon the platform, but as the result of widespread discon- 
tent. Thesame force that placed him in the Presidential chair 
would in turn destroy his administration; it would be a meaning- 
less triumph; it would be but a personal triumph; it would bea 
triumph at the expense of time-honored principles, and could not 
in the nature of things aid in advancing the principles and pur- 
poses which we now understand to be the avowed principles and 
purposes of the Republican organization. A large percentage of 
the Republican party all over this country believes that protection 
under the gold standard will not protect. Such a platform as 
would be the logical outcome of Republican following of President 


| Cleveland's scheme would leave the Republican party in this 


Chamber with scarcely enough members to second a demand for 
the yeas and nays. It can not be expected Republicans elected to 
the Senate-under one platform will in the course of their official 
terms feel justified in accepting an entirely antagonistic platform 
as a binding rule of action. 

In the plain view of these facts, the drift of the Republican 
party in this Eastern section of the country toward Clevelandism 
and the gold standard is to me an appalling spectacle. In the 
name of all the Republican party means to human civilization, 
let Republicans in and out of Congress take counsel of their own 
party platform and traditions and cease blind devotion to the 
Upon our own plat- 
form of protection and bimetallisin honestly and fairly carried 
into law we may securely rest the present and the future pros- 


| perity and greatness of this Republic; under that platform hon- 


estly carried out the clearing house of Christendom would be in 
side of a decade transferred from London to New York; internal 


| activity would be so far stimulated and vitalized that our exports 


would exceed our imports, giving unto us the power to proclaim 
a money system of our own, based upon gold and silver as money 
of final redemption. In conformity with that platform, the de- 
varted greatness of our merchant nm:arine would be restored; our 
Navy would be increased to a strength second to no naval police 
force in the world; the Nicaragua Cenal would be constructed: 
the trade of Central and South America, China, Japan, and India 
would be transferred to our shores from the shores of the British 
Isles; in short, all that the Republican party stands for and means 
for good government and vigorous administration can be secured 
under an honest construction and a fair administration in accord- 
ance with the principles of the Republican platform of 1892. 

The maintenance of the unity and integrity of the Republican 
party is of overshadowing importance to the country. In the 
midst of the prevailing chaos of theories on public questions, we 
owe it to the past and to the future to stand firmly by our pro- 
claimed principles, without evasion, mental reservation, or pur- 
pose to deceive. The pending measure, born under the passing 
excitement of a manufactured war cioud, would do the country no 
good, but it would do the party great injury by making it share 
responsibility for the gloom which appeared and will depart with 
this Administration. One year from the 4th day of March a Re- 
publican President may call an extraordinary session of Congress. 
Guided by wise, consistent, and temperate counsel in the mean- 
time, Republican majorities will assemble in both branches of 
Congress. To the serious business of the country, prompt and 
competent attention will be guaranteed. Smoke will issue from 
thefactories again; the laborer will joyously emerge from enforced 
idleness, tempered in thought by the knowledge sad experience 
has given; confidenc. will mark the step of the plowman; the 
miner will strike the drill with renewed energy; the merchant 
will stock his gaping shelves anew; hope and determination will 
cheer and strengthen every citizen; the long floor walk of the 
anxious banker will cease, and the great Republic, under the 
beneficent influence of the progressive American policy to which 
its magnificent energies so warmly respond, will again resume its 


. and our people would become producers of raw material to | career of prosperity. [Agetome in the galleries. | 
supply the factories of other lands. Let no Republican be deceived. Mr. HOAR. 1 desire, before the Senator from Montana takes 
He who follows the President « utagonizes the principles and pur- | his seat, te. ask him a question. I did not like to interrupt the 
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Senator during his very interesting and powerful speech, which 
I have heard with great pleasure and admiration; but I should 
like, with his leave, now to ask him one simple question, and I 
should like to preface that question, if I may be permitted, with a 
brief statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none. The Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have always been one of those 
who in a public life, now lasting nearly twenty-eight years in 
this and the other House, have voted in accordance with the de- 
sires of the representatives of the woolgrowing communities in 
this country. There has, so far as I remember, never been a dis- 
oussion of that subject in which I have not given my voice and 
my vote for the largest protection on wool and on the other in- 
terests of those communities that they have themselves desired, 
and I believe it is true that there has been no instance in which 
the representatives of the manufacturing States, both in the 
Senate and in the House of Representatives, have not joined in 
those votes. I believe that when, as a permanent policy in this 
country, protection to wool is doomed, protection is doomed. As 
Lhad the honor to say when the Wilson bill was pending in the 
Senate, it is with protection and wool as in Byron’s prophecy— 

While stands the Coliseum, Rome shall stand; 
When falls the Coliseum, Rome shall fall. 

And he is a purblind manufacturer, whether in New England 
or elsewhere, who supposes that the American people will con- 
sent to continue the protection on his own aheeier which is 
denied to the farmer and the woolgrower of the great West. I 
desire to remind my honorable friend that this protection upon 
wool has been supported by the votes of New England against 
the votes of the woolgrowing States themselves. When Ohio 
halted between two opinions, when California gave her vote for 
free trade, when Texas sent her representatives here to champion 
in this and the other House the policy which struck down one of 
their own most important industries, the manufacturing interests 
of New England have stood firm and stanch in its support. 
When the vool schedule was on its passage two years ago I rose 
in my place here and asked the representatives from the wool- 
growing States if they could suggest any one thing which the 
New England Senators had failed to do which would help to 
save the tariff on wool, or which they could then do to avert the 
destruction of that protection. I asked that question of the then 
Senator from Montana, the predecessor of my honorable friend, 
and the other representatives of the woolgrowing States, and 
one after another, the Senator from Montana, the Senator from 
Colorado, and one or two other Senators, with a candor which 
became them, rose and replied that there was nothing of which 
they complained of New England in that particular. 

Mr. President, I have no misgivings as to the policy which I 
have always supported, and which the American people have pur- 
sued, of introducing to their place in the Union these new States 
whenever their population is large enough for a single Represent- 
ative district. am opposed utterly, whether they vote with me 
or against me, to holding these communities in a Territorial con- 
dition unnecessarily. I have nomisgivings, either,astothe great 
doctrine of the equality of the States in this body. Let the repre- 
sentatives of those ten new States which have lately come in cast 
their votes every time honestly and fairly against the policies 
which the people I represent hold dear; I shall encounter them in 
fair debate so far as com I shall try to persuade them so far as 
I can; but if I do fail, Iam still content, and shall trust to time, 
to their getting the interests and the opinions which belong to or- 
derly, wealthy States, with a diversity of industry, to bring them 
around to the proper opinion as I conceive. 

But the Senator from Montana charges that the Eastern Repub- 
licans, or some of them, have been false to the platform of 1892, 
adopted at Minneapolis, as he interprets it and understands it. 
Does that Senator mean to say that the interpretation put upon 
that platform by Benjamin Harrison, the candidate whom the 

ty there nominated as their standard bearer, was delusive, 
udulent, or misleading? 

Mr. CARTER rose. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I will put the Senator another ques- 
tion, if he will wait. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. The people of this country, as the Senator has well 
said and truly said, 90 per cent of them, are bimetallists. They 
believe in the doctrine which he read from that platform, and they 
believe in the concurrent and continued use of silver as well as 
gold, not merely as token or subsidiary money, but as the world’s 
standard of value. 

The Senator talks about our joining the party of President 
Cleveland. Whence came the great majority which swept this 
country in condemnation of President Cleveland in the autumn of 
the year 1894? Of the six New England States there was one soli- 
tary lone star—one Democratic Representative—dividing that New 
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England delegation. I have not authority to speak for that gen 
tleman, but r am very much afraid that if he were put into a 
corner and cross-examined as to his opinion of President Cleye- 
land it would be one that would give great satisfaction to m), 
honorable friend from Montana. 

But, Mr. President, it unfortunately happens that there are tw. 
opinions in this country among Republicans and among Dem)- 
crats on this practical question. One party believes that we can 
restore silver to an equality with gold at a ratio of 16 to 1 by th, 
sole preeret this country, and that the passage of such a measure 
would restore bimetallism. Another party in this country } 
lieves, with equal sincerity, that to do that by this country alone 
would create silver monometallism and banish gold from the cou) 
try; that it would give usinstead of gold a fluctuating, constant], 
depreciating standard of value, so that the value of the money t\; 
be paid would never be the same as the value of the money jy 
which credit was given; that the value of the money which t}). 
workman is to receive would not be the same as it was when his 
contract for service was entered into, and that the result of that 
policy would be to bring all business whatever into the class of 
gambling; that it is im ible for a country to maintain the 
value of a money in which it can not pay foreign debts and in 
which foreign exchanges can not be transacted. I am not saying 
which of those two theories is right; but Iam stating the theory 
that the people of New Englandentertain. It isthe theory that 4 
large majority of the American people entertain; it is the theory, 
that a considerable majority of the Republicans in this Senate 
entertain; it is the theory which a vast majority of the House of 
Representatives, fresh from the people with their last commission, 
entertain. 

Now, I wish to ask the honorable Senator from Montana this 
question, whether we are to understand him as saying that if he 
fail to convince us, if he fail to convince the majority of the Amer- 
ican ple, if he fail to convince the majority of his Republican 
associates that they are wrong and he is right, he proposes to say 
to them, ‘‘ You shail not pass any protective tariff unless you sur- 
render your honest convictions, the opinions of the majority. and 
comeovertous”? Ifa protective tariff bill be hereafter presented, 
fair and just to the wholecountry, based on Republican princip!+s 
providing for the industries of the Northwest and the new States, 
with a just tariff on wool, a just tariff on lead, and the other pro:- 
ucts of those States, and a just tariff on the fruits of California. do 
rom mean to say to us, ‘‘ You shall not pass that tariff, if we can 

elp it, unless you surrender your honest convictions on what is 
true bimetallism”? That is the question. 

I do not justify the views of the Eastern press of my honoralile 
friendand his companions, but I think that ifthe Senator reads the 
papers in his own section of the country he will find that they are 
not far behindhand. I have myself had the honor of being hanged 
in effigy in a bimetallist State for advocating im secret session on 
a treaty what I thought were the true principles of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and the Declaration of Independence. I 
have had my mail packed with abusive and scurrilous articles 
against me, insignificant and humble as I am on this question ani 
on this floor, whose scurrilous vituperation would have set Dea 
Swift crazy and made him turn green withenvy. [Laughter.| 
I wonder how posterity will think of the great, useful life of Joi 
SHERMAN if they read the account of him in the Western press as 
the thief, the trickster, the man who defrauded the American pev- 
ple by stealth by getting silver demonetized, and who was so 
anxious to keep it a secret that he only had the bill printed thir- 
teen times! at chorus comes up from the whole West against 
the old and honored leaders of the ublican party, the men wlio 
carried this country through war and calamity. Well, it is a 
very trifling matter, after all. Nobody yet was ever hurt by 
little talk, a little abuse, a little printer’s ink. 

But this is the one question about which the serious peopl: 0! 
my part of the country are concerned, the question whether we 
are acting in good faith and on an equality. 

Now, I say to you, vote me down on this question of free co'n- 
age of silver or any policy that seems to you to be inconsist«nt 
with your opinions upon it, and, sorry and mortified and hum!!! 
ated as I shall be, I shall walk straight up in half an hour after- 
wards and vote for any measure which the Senator from [dah or 
the Senator from Colorado or the Senator from Montana may 
show me is to the interest of his State; and if out of revence, 
out of anger, out of a desire to force my miserable, little notions 
against the judgment of the majority of my associates, the 10° 
jority of the representatives of the American people, I did not do 
it, I should not dare to go back to New England and face my «! 
stituents. I should be hurled out of power, if I did that thins. 
with an indignation and scorn and contempt which would make 
miserable the rest of my life and the life of all my posterity ‘°° 
generations to come. ; 

Some persons have understood the gentlemen who stand wt! 
my honorable friend from Nevada to say something different trom 









that, and say that, ‘unless you will surrender and swallow your 
convictions on this matter of bimetallism and undertake to have 
the United States do this thin alone, you shall not have, if we 
can help it, the protective tariff or any other measure which will 
benefit you more than it benefits us.” 

| should like the further information whether we are to under- 
stand the Senator from Montana as occupying that attitude, or 
whether, if it shall turn out that he fails toconvince the majority 
of the American people that he is right in this matter of silver, he 
is going to say, ‘I shall destroy every interest of the American 
people that I can strike at.” : Ps 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I esteem it a privilege to re- 
spond to the in uiry propounded by the able and distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts. Of the liberality of view, of the 
broad patriotism of which he speaks, of his fidelity to every pub- | 
lic interest of serious concern to this nation there does not exist | 
a question anywhere between the two oceans or between Maine 

d Texas. 

Relative to the question first propounded as to whether the 
Republican platform as interpreted by Benjamin Harrison, the 
candidate of the party in 1892, meets with approval, I beg leave 
to say that I regret that that portion of the question was pro- | 
pounded. It was not my purpose in the course of any remarks 
made here, nor has it been at any time, to undertake to limit or 
advance the political fortunes of any honorable member of the 
party aspiring to the high office of President of this Republic. 
Since, however, that question has been propounded, let me say 
that while the Republicans who believe that the party platforin 
might be carried to its full fruition by direct act of Congress, 
were not wholly satisfied with the Administration and the pur- | 
poses of Mr. Harrison, they did feel, and were led to feel by his | 
constant efforts, that the Administration was honestly and con- 
scientiously seeking to give expression to the consensus of Repub- | 
lican opinion of the country by passing favorable laws and bring- | 
ing about the adoption of favorable measures looking to the | 
reestablishment of silver. 

To review that Administration would be to look to the origin of 
the Sherman law and the proposition of Secretary Windom there- 
after, made in the Fifty-first Congress, to increase the purchases | 
of silver from four and a half million to six million ounces per 
month. 

Again, we would call the attention of the Western people to the 
fact that the Administration, not very cordially supported by Re- 
publicavs from other sections of the country, it is true, undertook 
to bring about, and did bring about, an international conference 
with a view to securing the adoption of the bimetallic standard 
by several of the leading commercial nations. The interpretation | 
of the platform by President Harrison, who proved by his action 
to be conscientiously and honestly disposed to give full and free | 
expression to it and to the administration of the law, coming from 
that source, was reasonably satisfactory to our people as furnish- | 
ing a beacon light for hope. 

If, upon the other hand, the interpretation of the platform is to | 
be considered in the light of a majority party action on this floor 
since then, I say we could not accept the interpretation. They 
seem to assume that the Minneapolis platform commanded them 
to wipe the last vestige of legislation favorable to silver from the 
statutes. With that construction of the platform we are at war 
now and shall continue to be at war. 

Mr.GEAR. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CARTER. Iam answering a question now. 

Mr.GEAR. I wish to ask him only one question. Does the 
Senator not know that the Minneapolis platform was drawn 
largely by two distinguished Senators on this floor, one, the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [{Mr. Jones], and the other the distinguished 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and that those gentlemen 
then and there prof , and I think they were honest in it, that 
they were fairly well satisfied with that platform? 

a CARTER, Admitted. I am glad that the suggestion is 
made, but the Senator from Nevada and the Senator from Colo- 
rado did not understand, with their limited knowledge of the Eng- 
lish language and what it ordinarily means {laughter}, that the 
a meant the total obliteration of all legislation in favor of 

ver, 

Mr. GEAR. But the Senator from Colorado, if I do not mis- 
quote him, thought while that platform was not fully satisfac- 
ae gumnnally he could carry Colorado for the Republican 


on 

Mr. CARTER. That he did on the representation that the Re- 

publican party had a reputation for aivenies its pledges and 

Pe pane that it would carry out the party platform in good 
th. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The —— Colorado can not now conceive it possible that 
the Repu deliberately adopted a plank of a platform 
With a reserved tion then and there to violate it; not at all. 
It is quite impossible for those people to believe that, and they will 


| 
| 


enna 


| land and walk away from our party, we will gaze 
| sorrow. |[Laughter. | 


| of the Constitution; it is the doctrine of every one of the 
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not believe it until the fact is demonstrated beyond a question of 
doubt. 

Mr. President, the question is further propounded, if defeated 
in an honest effort made to secure legislation in conformity with 
this particular principle of the party platform, shall gentlemen 
from west of the Missouri River who affiliate with the party 
now and contemplate doing so in the future absolutely refuse 
then and there to further cooperate with the party on its pro 
nounced principle of adherence to protection? In reply tothat, I 
say that the Republicans who believe in the platform as construed 
in our portion of the country will be the very last to desert the 
ship. If gentlemen elect to accept the gold theories of Mr. Cleve- 
upon them in 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me a word there, I wish 
to say that, so far as I know. there is not a Republican in either 
House of Congress from the East. and there is not, so far as T 


know, in the State of Massachusetts, or in the six New Eneland 
States, 2 per cent of the entire Republican party who hold the 
theories of Grover Cleveland, as | understand them. There are 


no gold monometallists there. 

Mr. TELLER. If that statement is correct, it is rather strange 
that the entire body of Republicans from that section alwa 
with the President. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that the President has ever 
voted. The only vote we have given was voting against him. 

Mr. TELLER. They vote in accordance with his y 

Mr. HOAR. We deny that. 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me one moment. AsI 
understand the views of President Cleveland, they are in favor of 
gold monometallism; I do not know whether that be true or not; 
and I suppose that is what the Senator uncerstands. 

Mr. TELLER. That is correct. 

Mr. HOAR. He thinks that a double standard of value, that 
undertaking to have by any assent of anybody or everybody two 
metals which may fluctuate somewhat in their reference t 


vs vote 


ews. 


one 
another, is an absurdity and an impossibility. The Republicans 
of the Eastern States deny that proposition. They believe that 
there can be a double standard of value, just as when th tron- 
omer Wishes to get a clock whose pendulum shall! be so accurate in 
its length and in its beat that the most delicate measurements, 
upon which depend great astronomical calculations, shall not be 
disturbed by atmospheric influences, he puts rods of three metals 
which pass through the disk of the pendulum and by which it is 
suspended so that the fluctuation caused by the atmospheric in 


fluences on one will be corrected by the atmospheric influences on 
another. 
That is the doctrine of Alexander Hamilton: it is the doctrine 


fathers, 


without an exception; it is our doctrine, and the American doc- 


| trine to-day. There is where we all agree; where the Senator 


from Coloradoand I agree, I suppose, if | understand him, though 


I do not know that he will consent to agree with me on any sub 
ject whatever. [Laughter.] But where we differ is this: We 
believe that to do that thing by one nation alone is impossible; 


that you drive out the more valuable metal and you have mono 
metaliism not only of the cheaper metal, in which ali transactions 
will sooner or later discharge themselves, but you have a standard 
of value that is a fluctuating, a disturbing, and a degenerating 
measure, so that no transaction expressed in money ts a record 
of what itis to beinthe future. Whether we areright or wrong, 
there is where our difference comes in; and the Senator has no 
more right to turn on me and say I agree with Grover Cleveland, 
or Iam a monometallist, than I have to turn on him and say he 
is a silver monometallist. I take his statement of his opinions as 
he utters them, not as [ translate them, and I demand of him, if 
he does me the honor to allude to my opinions at all, that he shall 
take my statements of opinions as | utter them and translate them. 
There is where these two parties differ in the Republican party as 
they do in the Democratic party; and what I want to know is, if 
any Senator says on either side of that difference, ‘‘ If you do not 
come to my views, whether you believe them or not, and vote 
with me, whether you like it or not, I will not do anything else 
that is for the interest of the country in regard to which we 
agree.” 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to enter at length 
into the discussion at this time. The Senator from lowa [Mr. 
GEAR] has referred to the method in which the Republican plat- 
form was adopted. The provisionin the platform which has been 
quoted started out with the words: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money. 

That clause was drafted by me, and the adoption of that clause 
wassecured in the platform, I think, largely by my efforts, assisted 
by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs}. I did not favor and 
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was not responsible for the qualification which was added, be- 
cause I thought then that it would probably be made the excuse 
for a violation of the declaration which I had introduced. 

I knew, Mr. President, what it meant to say that silver and gold 
should be used as standard money; I supposed that the committee 
on platform knew what it meant, and f supposed the nearly one 
thousand men who voted for and adopted that platform also knew 
what it meant. There were, if I recollect correctly, about a thou- 
sand of the most intelligent men of our party assembled there. It 
was on this subject, and this alone in the platform, that a contro- 
versy arose which lasted all through the night and clear into the 
morning, and the only disturbing question was what should we 
say upon the financial subject. 1 had introduced a provision for 
free coinage, and I had been met by adverse votes. 

I finally proposed this as a declaration of what the party be- 
lieved in. It met the approval of the committee. I did not my- 
self approve of the limitations or restrictions for the simple reason 
that I knew they would enable skillful politicians to evade the 
plain declaration, as they have done since. 

Mr. GEAR. May I suggest to my friend the Senator from 
Colorado that while perhaps not approving it, as he says, never- 
theless he voted for it. He voted for it when it was incorporated 
in the general resolution of which it was a part. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not vote for restriction in committee. 

Mr. GEAR. But the Senator voted for it in the convention. 

Mr. TELLER. I accepted it and voted for it in convention, as 
a matter of course. That provision is not inconsistent with the 
other; it is not inconsistent with free coinage; it is not inconsist- 
ent with bimetallism—bimetallism as economic writers and 
economic authorities declare it, not as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] declares it, which is no bimetallism at all. 

Bimetallism means the free access of both metals to the mint on 
equal terms, and I now here challenge the Senate, I challenge the 
country to find that prior to 1892 any person had ever suggested 
that any other definition could be given to bimetallism. Dr. 
Giffen, the great statistician of England, a gold man, cqual in 
his adherence and devotion to gold even to the Senator from Ver- 
mont [ Mr. os or the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
has declared over and over again that there can be no bimetallism 
without the coinage of both metals on equal terms; that that is 
what it means. 

Any man who asserts that it means anything else is either igno- 
rant or means to deceive. He either has not studied the question 
and does not know, or, having studied the question, he does not 
mean to tell the truth. He who says that bimetallism means 
maintaining silver as subsidiary coin writes himself down in op- 
position to the entire thought of the intelligent and educated world 
on this subject. 

Having said that, I do not know that I ought to read what the 
Senator from Ohio ae ee stated at a distinguished gath- 
ering in Ohio, but { believe I will do so, after he yesterday an- 
nounced in unmistakable terms that he and the party to which he 
belongs and to which I belong are in favor of the gold standard 
and that that is our platform, which I deny. When the Repub- 
lican convention met in Ohio to nominate a candidate for governor 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio was made permanent chair- 
man of the meeting, and I take from the public press of that day 
the following extract: 

When he was brought to the stand Senator SHERMAN began his speech 
without further introduction, needing none. After he had eulogized the 
Republican party, waved a flag with only a part of the blood stains washed 


out, and iterated a demand for the reenactment of the McKinley tariff, he dis- 
cussed the financial question. He said, among other things— 


This is what 1 wish to call the attention of the Senate to, and 
I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts = Hoar] 
whether he believes in this kind of bimetallism, and whether he 
or anybody supposes that the thousand men gathered at Minne- 
apolis were so ignorant, stupid, or dishonest that they believed in 
this kind of bimetallism— 

“T believe— 

This is the Senator from Ohio— 


“T believe that the policy of the United States, adopted in 1853, of coining 
fractional silver coins in limited quantities from silver bullion purchased at 
* market price, and making them a legal tender for small sums, is the onl 
way to preserve the parity of gold and silver coins at a fixed ratio. This 
properly called bimetallic money.” 


Mr. President, I decline to follow the distinguished financier in 
his definition. I repeat that you can not find any man who has 
any reputation anywhere in Europe or America aside from the Sen- 
ator from Ohio who has ever suggested that that is bimetallism. 
That is not the bimetallism that we meant in 1892. That is not 
the bimetallism that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
says that he means and that the people of his section of the coun- 

believe in, as I understood him a moment since, 

have not risen now to discuss this question. I propose to be 
heard on the proposition to recommit the bill to the committee, 
not that I care anything about whether it goes to the committee 
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or not, but because I propose to be heard on this great question 

I would be heard to-day, perhaps, if I were in physical condition ¢4 
do so, but I have been admonished by my physician that I must 
not, and I do to-day what I have done perhaps but once beforg 
since I have been in the Senate, plead —- indisposition for 
not going on. But I wish to say a word or two more while | am 
on my feet. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Colorado kindly state that 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to whom he is referring, jg 
not present? 

Mr. TELLER. I see he is not. I did not look to see whether 
he was here or not. I suppose he will not deny the statement, 
If he says he never made it, 1 will take it back very quickly. 

Mr, PLATT. What paper is it from? ; 

Mr. TELLER. I donot remember the name of the paper, | 
can find it, however. 

Mr. PEFFER. I can say to the Senator from Colorado that jt 
was published in all the papers of the country, and I repeated it 
in the presence of the Senator from Ohio, and he did not deny it, 

Mr. TELLER. I think I have heard the Senator from Ohio say 
practically the same thing in the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN entered the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. TELLER). 
now here. Read the statement again. 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator from Ohio is now present. and 
as some Senators seem to be anxious to raise a question as to 
whether he ever made the statement, I will read it again. 

I read. now, as I stated before, from a newspaper report of a 
speech made by the senior Senator from Ohio, who was presiding 
over a Republican State convention in the State of Ohio, some time 
last fall. He said, among other things: 

I believe that the policy of the United States adopted in 1853 of coinin 
fractional silver coins in limited quantities from silver bullion purcha 
market price, and making them a legal tender for small sums, is the on! 


to preserve the parity of gold and silver coins at afixed ratio. This is pr: srl ; 
called bimetallic money. 


In the absence of the Senator from Ohio I was challenging the 
statement that that is bimetallism. I was not challenging his 
belief that that is a proper thing to do, but I say that it is not 
bimetallism. It is a bimetallism which simply has the support 
of the Senator from Ohio and practically nobody else. 

Yesterday the Senator from Ohio (I think I will not stop tv read 
the statement unless the Senator disclaims it) practically stated 
that the Republican party is a gold-standard party. He declared 
that the craze and the delusion of the free coinage of silver had 
received its death blow by the action of the House of Representa- 
tives, and that hereafter we should go on, as I understood him, on 
the gold-standard platform. If the Senator did not mean that, I 
do not know what he meant. ; 

As I said, I am not now going into a discussion of this question. 
I wish to turn for a moment to the declaration that we made at 
Minneapolis. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator a question about that 
matter,and as he is now going back to it, perhaps I had better do 
so at this time than to interrupt him in the middle of his speech. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. DoT not correctly understand the Senator to say 
there wasa contest in the committee all night or a great part of 
the night in regard to this declaration; that he desired to havea 
declaration in favor of the unlimited coinage of silver in this 
country, but that the majority of the committee refused to accept 
it—would not agree to it? 

Mr. TELLER. The subcommittee. 

Mr.HOAR. Thesubcommittee. They wereacting for the com- 
mittee. They wouldnotagreetoit. Thereafter this clause, which 
the Senator from Colorado did not vote for as proposed there. was 
added. The committee did agree to the declaration. Is it not 
therefore clear that the subcommittee who drafted and reported 
that utterance did not understand it as meaning that they were in 
favor of the free coinage of silver by this country alone? 

Mr. TELLER. Iam bound to be fair about this matter if | can. 
I think it left every member of the convention who voted for it at 
liberty to say, ‘‘I am in favor of the use of the two metals as stand- 
ard money in the best way that it can be secured.” What | find 
fault with—— Zs 

Mr. HOAR. That disposes of the whole argument of my friend 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CarRTER]. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Massachusetts had better let 
me get through. What I find fault about is that when we de- 
clared for both metals as standard money, the policy of the Re- 
publican party; as foreshadowed in this Chamber by its maj:rity, 
as shown by the votes that are given here by more than half of 
this side of the Chamber, has repudiated that provision even upon 
the liberal construction which vet it. The people in many sec 
tions of the country believed that it meant free coinage, becus® 
they said if you have bimetallism you are bound to have {ree 
coinage; you can not have bimetallism without free coinage. And 


The Senator from Ohio ig 
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that is true. In any event, no matter whether we were to have 


free coin at once or not, it meant that silver was to be used 
as standard money, and if you make it standard money then you 
make it the equal of gold. It was as far from the gold standard 
as the East is from the West. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. No; Iwillnotyield. It was not to beconsidered 
as being in favor of the single gold standard, and it can not be so 
considered by anybody, not even by the astute Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who seeks on every occasion to thrust in 
his ideas, to the embarrassment, sometimes, of others who are 


PXabody can bel 3 
Nobody can believe that that great convention meant to say, as 
the Senator from Ohio says, that free coinage wasdead. We were 


pled to free coinage sometime under some condition, and if we 
could not find it under any other I suppose it would have filled 


the bill if we had found it under an international agreement. 
What I arraign the Republican party here for is that it has 
never taken a step to carry out that platform. The only men who 
have ever attempted to live up to that platform with respect to 
the tariff and money are the men who are called silvermen. And 
now we are slandered and traduced and are to be turned out of 


the party because we believe in maintaining all the provisions of | 


the platform and not merely apartofit. 

If my strength will admit it, and I trust it will, some day soon 
I propose to take up and discuss this question, and therefore I do 
not care to debate it now at length. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I did not have the pleasure of 
hearing the remarks of the honorable Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER], but the quotation which he made from a speech made 
by me was correctly stated, and therefore I have no objection to 
make on that ground. 

My idea of bimetallism is that both metals shall be adopted and 
ase te this country as far as possible and to the extent that they 
can be maintained ut a parity with eachother. In order to bring 
about that condition, as a matter of course the silver dollars and 
the silver coins must be maintained at a yey with gold. Under 
the policy which is now well established, not only in the United 
States, notwithstanding the remarks of Senators, but in every 
Christian and civilized country in the European world, silver is 


used to a greater amount and more extensively than it has ever | 


before been used in our time or perhaps in any time in the world. 

We maintain the parity of the two metals by limiting the sup- 
ply of the cheaper one. e buy the bullion from the people of 
the United States or in the markets of the world, and we coin it 
into money upon the old basis of 16 to1. But in order that we 
may maintain the silver coins at a parity with gold we limit the 
amount and only make it an act of the Government which main- 
tains those coins, of less market value, at a parity with gold. 

In England now they are circulating more silver coin than ever 
before, and their shilling, although it is worth only 6d. in the 
markets of the world, is maintained at par with gold. So with 
France, a country which uses more silver, perhaps, than any other 
countryinthe world. The French maintain their silver ata parity 
with gold, although silver coins there are even less valuable than 
our own, because they are upon the basis of 154 to 1. 

Now, we who believe in bimetallism as thus defined by me in- 


sist that the Government shall maintain the parity of all these | 


coins. ‘We do not adopt the cheaper standard. Why? Because 
if that system should ever be adopted among the people of the 
United States the laborer would be cheated of one-half of his hire. 
In this country now the laboring man gets more dollars, and dol- 
lars equal to gold, than inany other countryin the world. If, how- 
ever, we should adopt the free coinage of silver, then, as a matter 
of course, the cheaper metal would exclude the gold from circula- 
tion; we should have the silver standard, and the workingman 
who got the same number of dollars under a silver standard would 


be cheated of half the purchasing power of the money which he | 


received as the result of his labor. 
The people of this country are beginnin 
question. 


to understand this 
I know that the free coinage of silver is quite a plausi- 


ble idea, but the effect would merely be to cheat the creditor of | 


one-half of his debt. The United States of America has con- 
tracted debts upon the basis of gold to the amount now, under 


the present Administration, of $750,000.000. Suppose we should | 
gold were demonetized prac- | 


have the free coinage of silver, and 
tically or excluded from circulation, 


bec 


ause none but the cheaper 


metal will circulate, we would cheat the creditors of the Govern- | 


ment out of one-half of their investment. 

There is the narrow difference between those of us who believe 
in what I call bimetallism and those who believe in the free coin- 
age of silver. If you open the doors of your mints to all the silver 

{ may come to us from all s of the world, now estimated 
to amount to $3.800,000,000, how long wi!! it be before the silver 
of other countries will flow in here and pass for more than it is 
worth and I think revolutionize the whole monetary system of 
our country? I believe, therefore, that if we maintain the two 
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metals as we ought to do, at full use as money, it must be under 
such circumstances and conditions that there will be no difference 
in their value as money. 

To-day every man who receives a silver dollar knows that it is 
worth only 50 cents in gold; he could get for it only 50 cents in 
gold. Asa matter of fact the gold is not used, but the money is 
used. But where there is a difference of even 1 per cent or 2 per 
cent in the vaiues of the two moneys, the cheaper alone will cir- 
culate. So it was in the times of paper money. The poorest bank 
paper always circulated the mostreadily. If a bank was in doubt- 
ful credit, every man of sense would get rid of the money of 
doubtful value and would take that money whica was certainly to 
be more valuable. So, now, if we should adopt the single silver 
standard—that is what is meant by what is called free coinage of 
silver—as a matter of course we then stand upon the sole basis of 
silver coin in all our monetary transactions, 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
rupt me? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I thought the Senator was about through, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not have any unkind feelings, I have 
never said an unkind word against those who favor the e coin 
age of silver; but let me make a prophecy: The idea ef the free 
coinage of silver took wildly all over the country. Even in Ohio 
| both parties had more or less committed themselves to that policy, 
the Republican party first and the Democratic party following 
suit. Yet now in Ohio, where we have a population of 4,000,000, 
neither party and no party, and no considerable body even of our 


Does the Senator from Colorado rise to inter- 


| people themselves, would consent to the free coinage of silver. 
| Phat sentiment which has grown by the conviction of the people 
is extending further and further. It commenced, perhaps, in Ohio 


and extended west until now every State east of the Missouri 
River is in favor of bimetallism as we have it; that is, limiting 
the coinage of the cheaper metal, maintained at a parity with gold. 

Now, the difference between us and our friends is that they 
want free coinage of silver. Whydothey wantit? Do they want 
to make the dollar cheaper, or do they want to cheat the creditors 
on debts which were contracted upon the gold standard? Itseems 
to me that that is a dishonest proposition. Of course, that is not 
intended by those who advocate it, but the result of it will be dis- 
honest. It would enable people to cheat their creditors; it would 
cheat the laborer out of the fair results of his labor, and therefore 
we are opposed to it. I venture to prophesy that this sentiment 
will gofurther and further. I know myself that evenin the States 
which are called free-silver States there is a growing doubt as to 
the soundness of their position. I have had letters from men 
whom I supposed as a matter of course were in favor of the free 
coinage of silver, who begin to doubt their position, and IL believe 
the time is not far distant when Colorado, one of the richest and 
most prosperous States in the Union, and likely to become one of 
the most populous States, will not be content with the cheaper 
money, but will demand money of the highest value, gold as the 
standard, withsilver maintained ata parity withgold. That prin- 
ciple is now pervading the South. There the feeling was univer- 
sal in favor of the free coinage of silver, and yet now in every 
Southern State the most intelligent and respectable people are 
beginning to change tueir ground and are coming out in favor of 
bimetallism as we understand it, the only kind of bimetailism 
which can exist when there is a disparity between the two metals 
in market value. 

This is my position now. I stand to it not because I would do 
anything at all injurious to the silver-producing States, but be 
cause I would do that which is best for the people of the whole 
United States of America. 

Sir, look at the example of the other countries that have fol 
lowed, on account of their poverty, the adoption of silver . 
Look at Mexico and some of the South American States. 





nage, 


Even 


there the feeling is growing stronger, and in Mexico there is a 
| strong party now existing in favor of the restoration of the old 
| coinage of gold. That is a country that produces both gold and 

1 Col 


silver, precisely like the State represented by my friend f: 
orado. I believe that there is such a feeling as that 
in Colorado. My honorable friend may dispute that, but I know 
that many of the leading, intelligent men of that State are begin- 
ning to feel that the only true mode will be to maintain the pres- 
ent system, to use silver as far as possible, to consume our home 
products,if you please, and to coin it into money, and then main 
tain it by the power of the Government at a parity with gold. 
We take a printed note, a promise to pay money, and it circulates 
from hand to hand. The best money we have ever had in the 
United States is the legal-tender money, the United States notes. 
Those notes are maintained without trouble, and yet the cost of 
that money is probably but a mill inadollar. That note is so 
maintained; and that is my idea about bimetallism. 

I therefore reindorse what I said to the convention at Zanes- 
ville during the last year, where a great convention composed of 
more than a thousand of the best men of the State of Ohio, with 


grow 


i 


| 
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absolute unanimity, declared for that kind of bimetallism. They 
were in favor of the use of both kinds of money. The Democratic 
convention, following soon after, adopted substantially the same 
ground. That was the fixed and settled opinion of that body of 
men at Zanesville, men as intelligent as any portion of the people 
of the United States. The same thing has occurred in othe or 
States, until now I believe that bimetallism as we have estab- 
lished it by law is not only the fixed rule of actionin our own 
country but that it will even be adopted by all the silver States 
of South America and by Mexico. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio will not 
divert me into answering his old speech on the silver question 
that I have heard every time the question has been up for the last 
twenty years. It has been refuted, contradicted, and its fallacies 
exposed, but the Senator will always repeat it, I suppose, as long 
as the question is before the public. 

The question here is, what did the Republican platform mean by 
bimetallism? If it did not mean that we should go to bimetallism 
to-day it meant at least that we believe in bimetallism and that 
under any construction which could be put on it we should go 
there as speedily as we could. The question now is whether we 
who believe in bimetallism as bimetallism is defined by the eco- 
nomic writers of the age are recreant to Republican principles or 
whether we can be driven out of our party because we do not 
agree with this most astonishing, unheard-of, and unusual bi- 
metallic definition of the Senator from Ohio, which it seems that 
the Republican party is about to accept. That is the question, 
Mr. President; it is not the question whether we can maintain 
free coinage or not. If the Senator from Ohio and the Senators 
who agree with him have got wiser than the convention they had 
better wait until they go to St. Louis, and change the platform. 
The question is, did we not declare for bimetallism? Did we not 
say we are in favor of it? Does not that give us a right to insist 
upon having bimetallism and still keep within the — 

Mr. SHERMAN, The convention to which the Senator refers 
always assumed thesame kind of bimetallism that I have alluded to. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. They always insisted as a condition that the 
money coined from silver should be maintained by the Govern- 
ment at a parity with gold. That has been declared over and over 
again, and it is not necessary even to repeat it now. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not a correct statement. That conven- 
tion never suggested a bimetallism so ridiculous as I have read to 
the Senate. I believe if that had been suggested in the conven- 
tion it would have been laughed out of the convention. The Sen- 
ator can not put the Republican party on that kind of bimet- 
allism. Why did we want to say anything about it if that was 
the kind of bimetallism? Everybody knew that you could not get 
along without subsidiary silver money, and that is all that the 
Senator is now contending for; and he is contending that when 

ou have subsidiary silver money you have got bimetallism. Does 
oe mean to say that Great Britain has got bimetallism, does he 
mean to say that Germany has got bimetallism because they use 
subsidiary silver money? . President, he knows better. Every- 
body knows better. Bimetallism means, as I have stated, the use 
of the two metals as legal-tender money upon equal terms. Since 
I made that statement a gentleman handed me a copy of the 
ReEcorRD, and I quote from a speech made in the House the other 
day by a gentleman from Minnesota. By the way, I think thatif 
the Senator from Ohio would read that speech he might get some 
views that would do him good, and some information he does not 
appear to have. I read now from what Mr. Caar_Les A. Towns, 
a member from that State, said: 


Mr. Maurice L. Muhleman, deputy assistant treasurer of the United States 
at New York, in his recent beak, ensiary Systems of the World, page 12, 
says— 

I need not say of course that this man is a gold-standard man. 
He would not have much to do with the present Administration if 
he were not. This is what he says about bimetallism: 

By bimetallism, strictly defined, is meant the free and unlimited coinage of 
both gold and silver into coins of full debt-paying power. 

Now, Mr. President, what does the English commission say, a 
commission created in Great Britain to consider this very ques- 
tion, a commission composed of 12 men, 6 of them being gold 
men and 6 silver men? One of them who was a gold man has 
since become a silver man, but when they divided they divided 
into equal parts. Here is their definition of bimetallism, of the 
entire 12. T sepent, when the convention made that declaration 
in 1892 there was nowhere to be found within the lids of any book 
a suggestion by any author that the bimetallism the Senator 
from Ohio contends for was bimetallism at all. Now, hear what 
the commission say: 

A bimetallic system of currency, to be completely effective, must, in the 

view of Sse who arene, = ace +=" ant ares: (@). ae — 
: rwhich ma 

min eer coin any quantity of either go! oma is lintilities, = 


to it; (0) the right on the part of a debtor to d 
option, in either of the two metals at a ratic fixed by law. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


pw Eve in 1892 by declaring that any qneing that maintained 
subsidiary silver was a bimetallic — t is almost, I may 
say quite, an insult to the intelligence of any member of that 
= y to suggest that that is a proper definition of that platform. 
Nobody but the gold-standard men ever pretended to believe it 
meant that, and they know it does not mean that and did not 
mean it. 

Mr. President, the only way they can force — that great or- 
ranization, that great Republican party which has done so much 
or this country, this foreign system, this English system, this 

odious system of gold standard, is by deception and fraud and by 
laying on the American people what in common parlance might 
called a bunco game. 

Now I will read further. This is from the New York Evening 
em a paper that I understand has never uttered a kind word for 
silver. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Or sagnene else. 

Mr. TELLER. Or anybody else, the Senator from Connecticut 
sitting near me says. Certainly not forthesilvermen. Itis suv- 
gested to me that it is owned by British capital. I understand 
that thatis the truth as to nearly all the great metropolitan press. 
The New York Evening Post says: 


There are some people (a diminishing number, however) who hesitate to 
avow themselves in favor of the single gold standard, although they are op- 
posed to any change from the present system. There are others (also a <i- 
minishing number) who think That because a certain limited number of si! 
ver dollars are in circulation we have bimetallism or the double standard in 
this country. 

Great heavens, Mr. President, have the 10-cent pieces circulat- 
ing in this country made us a bimetallic country? That was left 
for the Senator from Ohio, and while he had made the suggestion 
before this paper published it, they had not seen it. 

This is a totally false conception, as false as it would be to assume that 
we have a paper standard because a limited number Se Grpeehacks are 
afloat. * * * The “gold bugs” have no change of stan in contemp!a 
tion. They are satisfied with the present posture of affairs, so far as that 

»s. The “expulsion of everything but gold as real money” took place in 

873, and continues unabated. 

Mr. President, that is sound doctrine and sound law. When 
you make silver subordinate to gold it is no more standard money 
than a national-bank note. Aman must be ignorant of the phil- 
osophy of money or unwilling to admit the truth and the logic of 
his position when he claims that because you use silver with gold 
and subordinate to gold = have bimetallism. hat we con- 
tend for is silver as standard money; silver that shall measure 
values as*gold measures values; that the double sum of silver and 
gold in the world shall determine prices. 

Mr. President, we are not crying in the West nor in the East 
for what the Senator from Ohio chooses to call the best money. 
What is the best money? The best money, according to the gol- 
standard definition, is the money that will buy the most of human 
sweat, of human toil, that will buy the most of haman productions; 
and if you can put down wheat to 10 cents a bushel, the Senator 
from Ohio will consider that the best kind of money that will buy 
it at that price; if you can buy the laborer’s labor for 10 cents a 
day, that will be the best money; and that, he says, the people of 
= State will cry for. When they do, when they are so dishonest, 
when they are so ignorant, I shall no longer represent them on this 
floor with the feeling that I represent a great, free, and intelligent 


Mr. President, I say again thatthe Republican party did not stul- 


people. 
Mr. President, the American —— believe in bimetallism ac- 


cording to the traditions and according to the writers on political 
economy for a hundred I do not care what the Senator 
says about the death of silver, he will find that its corpse is a liv- 
ing co that will rise up here to haunt him and his gold-stan:- 
ard, dishonest-money advocates to the end of time. Unless the 
American people plant themselves u the double standard, that 
will maintain not only the equity of contracts, but the stability 
of prices, we can not have prosperity, for it is the ao that 
ill bring to this Se and progress, that will put 
an end to the discontent that is rising up in every part of thie 
country, that gives you a Democratic majority one year ana 
Republican majority the next, and probably a Populist majority 
the year after. Our safety lies in honest, sound money, made up 
of the two metals that have been in use from time immemorial. 
He who says I am dishonest because I advocate this is either «/\s- 
honest himself or ignorant of the history and the condition of the 
world; he is ignorant of the fact that silver money has always 
been the money of mankind, the money that has touched more 
hands of toil than the mt dollars, the money that has done in- 
finitely more to move the wheels of than all the gold 
that has ever entered into the circ ion of the world. 
Mr. President, we will not discard silver. It may be that for 4 
time the advocates of the so-called sound money may deceive t!\" 
le. They can not do it always. Theycan not doit long. !f 
publican party puts itself under the lead of the Senator fro 
Ohio and adopts the gold standard it will be a party of the past, 
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and the glory and splendor of its achievements will be obliterated 
and destroyed in the infamy of that transaction. 
Mr. STEWART. I do not propose to prolong the debate—— 
Mr. WHITE. I rise for the purpose of making an inquiry. I 
understand that the resolution reported by the Committee on For- 
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| Mr. WHITE. Mr. Preside 


| I offered a substitute for the various resolutions reported to the 
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nt, on the 24th of the present month 


| Senate by the Committee on Foreign Relations with ret 
| Cuban affairs. I ask that the substitute be read. 
| ‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 


» to 

















eign Relations is before the Senate. I do not wish to disturb the The Secretary read the substitute submitted by Mr. Wurrr, as 
Senator from Nevada, but I suggest that if this debate, which is | follows: 
very interesting and very entertaining, and to which we have|  p......1 5» the Senate (the House of P ; wihieiatn 
been listening with a great deal of attention, is to proceed, we | senate contemplates with solicitude and i i 
had better defer the Cuban matter until 2 o’clock to-morrow. | destruction ace mpanying the civil confli ile 
Mr. STEWART. If the Senator from California had allowed = United eng - have not interfered a1 : r- 
me to proceed I would have been through by this time. [Laugh- | Sopean Government. wag Bo thee a aati - 
ter. | disgu 1: not “al t] ath) le 
ir. CALL. I want to have it distinctly understood that the a aes pe VEDaNS BON ao ; 
regular order is temporarily laid aside, by unanimous consent, | S\oco relations to Cube be ronan of sient: : “ 
and it is subject to be called for at any time. | quent grave interest in all questior le « r r of 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the order. | thatisland. Wetrust that the exe t, to wl ion 
Mr. STEWART. If I should attempt torefute all the nonsense, | §"0 Cate, our diplomatic relations hay: on ey a 
falsehood, and absurdity that has been condensed in the debate maintaining themselves in ‘ i a n al } d that the 
here on the other side, of course it would take until 2 o'clock to- | influence and offices of the United S a ily, and 
morrow, but I did not rise for any such purpose. I rose to call | Siiianemasiedien aaeaaheies _— ee 
attention to the Democratic doctrine as announced by the present | = : ; 
Administration. Mr. Carlisle said at the banquet of the Manhat- Mr. WHITE. Mr. Presid nt, I presume that there is no one 
tan Club in New York on the 25th of February last: | entitled to a seat in this Chamber who does not symrathize with 


In other words, it is proposed that, instead of continuing the monetary sys- 
tem based on a gold standard, where it was placed by Democratic legislation 
dur ng the Administration of Andrew Jackson, and where it has been prac- 


tically ever since, it shall be so changed as to conform to the monetary sys- | 


tem of China, South America, and the small South American States. 
I will now read from Andrew Jackson’s law to which the Sec- 


retary alluded, entitled ‘An act further in regard to the establish- | 


ment of a mintand regulation of coins of the United States,” 
which law was passed on the 18th day of February, 1837, and 
signed by Andrew Jackson. The portion that I read is as follows: 


That the standard for both gold and silver coins of the United States shall 
hereafter be such that of one thousand parts by weight, nine hundred shall 
be of pure metal and one hundred of alloy, and the alloy of the silver coins 
shall boot copper, and the alloy of the gold soins shall be of copper and silver, 

ovided that the silver do not exceed one-half of the whole atloy. nil. sul. 

hat of the silver coins, the dollar shall be of the weight of 412} grains. * * * 
That of the gold coin, the weight of the eagie shall be 258 grains. * * * 

Nore.—Four hundred and twelve and one-half grains of silver equals $1; 258 
grains of gold equals $10; 4,125 grains of silver equals $10. This makes the 
ratio between the two coins the same as now, namely, a fraction less than 16 
tol. 


That made the ratio 16 to1. It further provided— 


That gold and silver bullion brought to the mint for coinage shall be received 
and coined, by the proper officers, for the benefit of the depositor. 


Now, Mr. Carlisle tells his audience in New York that the pres- | 


ent laws are the same as those which were passed by the Demo- 
cratic party in Jackson’s time and signed by Jackson; that the 
single gold standard was the standard of Jackson. I have simply 
read from the statute, which, it seems to me, raises a question of 
veracity between the Secretary and the statute, and I think the 
burden of proof is on the Secretary to prove that the statute is 
a lie. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and | 


referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize reassessments for improve- 
ments and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for 
other pu ; 

A bill CH. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 6408) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia to 
Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and John R. Scott. 

The bill (H. R. 3206) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pre- 
vent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska, and for 
other purposes,” was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


FREIGHT AND PASSENGER RATES IN FLORIDA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, in 
response to a re8olution of the 25th instant, the report of Mr. 
J. D. Pirrong, of Wewahitchka, Fla., respecting freight and pas- 
senger rates of railway companies in that State; which, with the 
State Cone ns report, was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR IN CUBA, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 5th instant relative 
to the war in Cuba. ; 





| the struggling patriots in Cuba. I assume that there is no Sena- 
| tor who would not rejoice could he witness the establishment by 
| the people of that isiand of a government of their own choice. 
| But while holding these views and experiencing these sympathies 
it is important that we should proceed in an orderly manner and 
| in accordance not only with the customs and usaves of this and 
other enlightened nations, but also in compliance with the provi- 
sions of the organic law under which we all claim to act. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations has reported a concurrent 
| resolution which it is expected will receive the support of the 
| Senate and House. In the first place, if we are to apm this 
subject through any resolution designed to be of itself effective as 
| a declaration of belligerency, I am of the opinion that the Consti- 
| tution requires such resolution to be joint. Within a few daysa 
discussion arose here with reference to a resolution designed to 
| affect the thirteenth section of the last river and harbor act. and 
| it was argued with much force by several Senators of distinguished 
ability that as that section had relation mer yma f de- 
| partmental procedure and did not arise under the ¢ titution, 
| therefore it was unnecessary that a resolution passed for the 
purpose of suspending the operation of that provision should be 
| presented to the President or be considered by him. ButSenators 
holding this view stated that whenever Congress sex ti rcise 
constitutional powers by means of a resolution r ing the as- 
| sent of both Houses, then the same will not be valid unl sub- 
| mitted after adoption, as in the case of a bill, to the President. 
Indeed, it is difficult to read section 7 of Article I witho h- 
ing that result. Therefore, the concurrent resolutions 1 er 
advisement will, if passed and not submitted to the Ex 1° 
| of no legal force, and can only amount to an expression of the 
| sentiments and opinions of the Senate and Hous 

Every order, resolution. or vote to which the concurre f nate 

|} and House of Representatives may be nec ry (except o1 } ad- 
| journment) shall be presented to the f the [ ed Sta snd 
| before the same shall take effect, shall d by hi r be ap- 
powees by him, shall be repassed by tw the S 12 0 
| Representatives, according to the rul tat S pl 1 the 
| case of a bill. 

As stated by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] vester- 
day, there is no Congressional enactment affecting this subject, 
and the committee resolution and that which I offered do not 
arise under procedure prescribed by any statute. If, therefore, the 
organic limitation of the powers of Congress which I have re- 
peated does not relate, among other things, to a resolution declar- 
ing belligerency or proclaiming independence, I can not find any 
subject of moment to which the restrictive language of that pro- 
vision can be held applicable. Hence, if we are to make a declara- 


} 
| tion announcing Solllaosener, the resolution can have no effect 





unless it is presented to the President. For reasons which I shall 
endeavor to suggest, I am doubtful whether such a resolution can 
have any effect unless actually approved by the Exe True 
it is immaterial whether it be styled concurrent or but we 
roceed here upon the theory that no resolution called concurrent 


is presented to the President. I regret that Il am unable to elabo- 
rate upon this interesting topic. I am constrained to deal with 
the subject as briefly as possible. If it is sought to make a valid 
| declaration of belligerency, the resolution must be passed under 
| the Constitution and should be joint and presented to the Presi- 
dent. 
But, Mr. President, there is not only a question of policy in- 
volved as well as a matter of duty in the form of this declaration; 
| there is likewise an issue as to our authority. I feel confident that 
the power does not reside in the Houses of Congress, independent 
of the President, to declare belligerency. The Senator from Ala- 
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bama oo: MorGAn] stated yesterday in discussing this phase of 
the subject as follows: 

I dispute the power of the President of the United States, of his own 
motion and without the assistance of Congress, to recognize belligerenc 
between two foreign Governments, because the President of the Uni 
States has no right by his proclamation to change the commercial and other 
relations between the people of this country and the people of a foreign 
country. But being the representative of the United States in virtue of its sov- 
ereignty as affects foreign countries, he has the right to recognize the inde- 
pendence of a foreign country, because that recognition has no effect upon 
our own people. It does not change our relation to that country in the 
slightest degree. It does not compel us to pursue commerce under laws 
which regulate war instead of laws which regulate peace. 


Then I addressed the following inquiry to the distinguished 
Senator: 

Mr. Wurre. Will the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] permit me to 
ask the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] a question, if the Senator from 
Alabama will allow me? Do 1 understand the Senator from Alabama todeny 
the power of the President, without the concurrence of Congress, to recog- 
nize the belligerency or to issue an effective proclamation of belligerency as 
to the contending parties? 

To this inquiry the Senator from Alabama replied thus: 

Mr. MorGan. Ido. 


Mr. President, in the same discussion, construing somewhat 
similar provisions of the Constitution supposed to be more or less 
related to ‘this topic, the distinguished Senator also said that in 
his opinion Congress had power to declare war without reference 
to Presidential action cr consultation—that the resolution, or 
whatever it might be, so declaring need not goto the Executive, 
and he conceded that the various subdivisions of section 8 of 
ArticleI of the Constitution bore the same relation, so far as the 
wording is concerned, to the first part of that section; but he argued 
that the eleventh subdivision, granting power to declare war, etc., 
meant that Congress, without reference to the Executive, might 
effectively proceed. 

The first section of Article I of the Constitution declares: 

All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

Thus legislative power is vested in Congress, and yet no one pre- 
tends that an ordinary bill must not receive the Presidential sig- 
nature. I can not conceive of any method of reading section 8 of 
Article I which will authorize the conclusion that any peculiar 
rule applies to Executive functions under subdivision 11. The 
legislative prerogative is not greater, as far as words go, under 
that subdivision than in the instances disclosed by many other 
grants contained in that important section. It is conceded that 
no bill with reference to post-offices and post-roads, providing and 
maintaining a navy, raising and supporting armies, etc., can be 
made effectual eed the usual Executive signature, or nonac- 
tion, or the repassing of the measure over the veto by the consti- 
tutional two-thirds vote. Toannounceany other rule with respect 
to the power to declare war or concerning any other part of the 
constitutional delegation of authority would be to disregard with- 
out excuse the obvious meaning of language and to ignore all rec- 
ognized construction. 

But, Mr. President, [affirm that the question of the recognition 
of the existence of a revolutionary government is vested in the 
Executive. Whether this power is exclusive it is unnecessary to 
decide, though I shall allude incidentally to this phase. When the 
Senator from Alabama stated that he denied the power of the Ex- 
ecutive, unaided by Congressional action, to recognize belligerency, 
it seems to me that his statement was unsupported by precedent 
or reason. I can not find any other authority for it. True, Mr. 
President, a joint resolution, signed se the President of the United 
States, recognizing belligerency, would operate, if not by virtue of 
the action of Congress, certainly so because it was approved by the 
Executive. I do not find it necessary to contend that Congress can 
not pass a bill recognizing belligerency over the veto of the Execu- 
tive. Icanfind nosuchinstance, however. I trust that noconflict 
of this nature will ever arise,and until occasion requires I — to 
reserve my opinion as to the legality of such procedure, The very 
case from which the learned Senator from Alabama read, the 
Prize Cases, it seems to me, entirely overthrows his contention in 
this regard. I call attention to the following phraseology, read- 
ing from part of the opinion to which the learned Senator did not 
advert. p quote from 2 Black, page 670: 

Whether the President, in fulfilling his duties as commander-in-chief in sup- 
pressing an insurrection, has met with such armed hostile resistance and a 
civil war of such alarming proportions as will compel him to accord to them 
the character of belligerents is_a question to be decided by him, and this 
court must be governed by the decisions and acts of the political —_ 
of the Government to which this power was intrusted. He must determine 
what degree of force the crisis demands. 

It must be observed that the unaided effectiveness of the Execu- 
tive act was here conceded to be proper exercise of power by the 
political department of the Government, and Congress in this 
instance was not regarded as constituting a portion of “ the polit- 
ical department.” 

From the case of Kennett et al. vs. Chambe.s, a decision by Chief 
Justice Taney, and reported in 14 Howard, pages 50 and 51, I read: 


It is not necessary, in the case before us, to decide how far the judicial tri- 
bunals of the United States would enforce a contract like this, when two 
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States acknowledged to be independent were at war and this country neu- 
tral. Itisasufficient answer tothe argument to say that the question whether 
Texas had or had not at that time become an independent State was a ques- 
tion for that department of our Government exclusively which is charged 
with our foreign relations. And until the period when that deparment recog- 
nized it as an independent State the judicial tribunals of the country were 
bound to consider the old order of things as having continued, and to regard 
Texas as a part of the Mexican territory. 

I understand the Senator from Alabama toclaim that while the 
President of the United States is vested with exclusive jurisdiction 
to acknowledge the independence of a country, that that officer has 
not the same jurisdiction as to belligerency. 

What is the effect of a declaration of belligerency? Is it any- 
thing, when ee made, to which a nation has a right to take 
exception? anifestly not. In such an instance we assert neu- 
trality. The President of the United States issues his proclama- 
tion declaring that this country will stand hands off; that we will 
not interfere. It is not a proclamation of war; it is a proclama- 
tion of peace; it is not an announcement of interference; it is an 
announcement of noninterference; it is not opening ourselves to 
the charge that we are attempting to injure a friendly nation, but 
it means that we have cousinted that there are contending parties 
whose armed conflict is sufficiently important to be dignitied by 
the term war and that we will remain impartial spectators. But, 
on the other hand, recognition of the independence of a revolu- 
tionary country is often the subject of vigorous protest. 

It passes without saying that no nation is rudely dismembered 
save after vigorous contest and exhaustive effort. The history of 
our country demonstrates that we have never recognized the in- 
dependence of a state which has successfully revolted without 
subjecting ourselves to the criticisms of the mother country, 
There is much more danger, much more probability of conflict 
with a foreign power in consequence of the recognition of the in- 
dependence of a revolted government than when we merely rec- 
ognize er No nation can be expected to contemplate 
with satisfaction the loss of her possessions, and, unlike the able 
Senator from Alabama, I regard the power to recognize inde- 
pendence, which he concedes to be in the Executive, as mich 
more important than theauthority to recognize belligerency, which 
he denies to the Executive. Said Secretary Seward in a letter to 
Mr. Adams, our minister to England (1 Messages and Documents, 
1861-62, page 79): 

To recognize the independence of a new state, and so favor, possibly deter- 
mine, its admission into the family of nations, is the highest possible exercise 
of sovereign power, because it affects in every case the welfare of two nations, 
and often the peace of the world. 

The precedents showing Executive assertion of the power to 
recognize belligerency as well as independente are many. 

On December 9, 1891, while Mr. Harrison occupied the Execu- 
tive chair, he sent to this Chamber a message containing the 
following: p 

The civil war in Chile, which began in January last, was continued, but 
fortunately with infrequent and not important armed collisions, until August 
28, when the Congressional forces landed near Valparaiso and, after a bloody 
cngaqement, captured that .. President at once recognized 
that his cause was lost, and a Provisional Government was speedily estab- 
lished by the victorious party. Our minister was promptly directed to rec- 
ognise and put himself in communication with this Government so soon as it 

ould have established its de facto character, which was done. 

He also said (and this is directiy in point): 

During the pendency of this civil contest frequent indirect appeals were 
made to this Government to extend belligerent rights to the insurgents and 
to give audience to their representatives. This was declined, and that policy 
was pursued throughout which this Government. when wrenched by civil 
war, so strenuously insisted upon on the part of European nations. 

Here was a manifest assertion of the power to determine whether 
or not belligerent rights should be accorded, a decision which in 
that instance was, in my opinion, most unwisely made. 

I can not understand the reasoning which leads to the denial of 
the jurisdiction of the Executive, through the State Department, to 
declare neutrality, and consequently to affirm at least belliger- 
ency. No one should doubt that if the President of the United 
States had in the Chilean case, or in that now before us, an- 
nounced that a state of public war existed, and had issued the 
ordinary proclamation of noninterference, our judicial tribunals 
would have been compelled to follow the Executive declaration. 
There are not one or two but numerous decisions referring not 
only to Executive right to proclaim independence, but also to an- 
nounce belligerency. Chief Justice Marshall's views in this direc- 
tion are clearly stated in United States vs. Hutchings, 2 Wheeler's 
Criminal Cases, page 546. The distinction referred to by the 
Senator from Alabama has not been heretofore urged. The Prize 
Cases, already cited, contain ample justification for my claim. It 
was there held by the Supreme Court of the United States that 
when Mr. Lincoln at the opening of our civil war declared the 
blockade, he thereby recognized the existence of a condition of 
public war and the co uent presence of belligerents. The Su- 

reme Court not only leld that the President of the United States 

power to recognize a be t, but they intimated that he 
did so even though he did not intend that his proclamation should 
be so construed. It was decided that the Executive announce 
ment of a blockade in effect conceded that the South was at war 
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with the North. I cite the following from the Prize Cases opin- 


ion: 

The proclamation of blockade is itself official and conclusive evidence to 
the court that a state of war existed which demanded and authorized a re- 
course to such measure under the circumstances peculiar to the case. 


Whenever there is war there are belligerents. An admission of 


war is a concession of belligerency. I quote again from the Prize 
Cases: 

The condition of neutrality can not exist unless there be two belligerent | 
parties. In the case of the Santissima Trinidad, 7 Wheaton, 337, this court 
say: * The Government of the United States has recognized the existence of 
a civil war between Spain and her colonies, and has avowed her determina 
tion toremain neutral between the parties. Each party is, therefore, deemed | 
ay us a belligerent nation, having, so far as concerns us, the sovereign rights 

war.” 
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In the minority report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, | 
and in several addresses here made, I find criticisms of the course | 
of Spain in acknowledging the belligerency of the Southern States. | 
But if Spain were wrong we will not therefore be justified in | 
committinga similarerror. But she was not guilty of an impro- | 
priety. e factis, as already shown, that Mr. Lincoln recognized | 
the belligerency of the Confederacy before similar action had been | 
taken by England, France, or Spain. It is universally held, by | 
domestic as well as foreign writers on international law, that we 
had no rational ground of objection to the conduct of European | 

wers concerning the recognition of the Confederate States. 
Glenn’s International Law, pages 29, 30; Woolsey’s id., sixth 
edition, section 41; Pomeroy’s id. (Woolsey’s edition), page 290; | 
Ford vs. Surget, 97 U. S., 594, and the Prize Cases, 2 Black, page | 
670.) An English publicist (Hall’s International Law, page 3¥) | 
fully sustains this position. 

So here is a case not only settling the power of the Executive to | 
recognize belligerency, but deciding, as I have said, that he exer- 
cised that power without even intending the result legally deduc- 
ible therefrom. 

In the case of the Ambrose Light, decided by Judge Brown in 
New York, and reported in 25 Federal Reporter, it was held that | 
President Cleveland had recognized the belligerency of Colombia | 
because of certain orders officially made by him, though not with | 
that design. The State Department vigorously combated this 
conclusion, and claimed that there had been no recognition; but 
everyone admitted the power of the Executive, the sole question 
being whether the authority had been exercised. I cite this case 
to show that our courts have held that recognition is not only 
a subject of a Presidential jurisdiction, but may even be accom- 
plished unintentionally by that departmant. 

The Ambrose Light decision is lengthy, and I do not propose to | 
do more than to shortly refer to it. I shall do so again in connec- 
tion with another topic. The subject is discussed by Judge | 
Brown with great fullness, and the conclusion is reached that the 

werrestsin the Executive. Variousexpressions have been made 

y different jurists in our own country upon this subject, and it | 
must be admitted that it has not been explicitly decided in so} 
many words that Congress, without the President, can not recog- | 
nize—though I think such inference reasonably clear—but it is | 
patent that the Executive may recognize without the aid of Con- | 

. The effect of this conclusion I will shortly discuss. 

I wish at this point to note several additional adjudications 
wherein the subject of recognition of belligerency and independ- 
ence have been mentioned. 

In the Hornet, 2 Abbott, U. S., 35, a case tried before Judge | 
Brooks in 1870,in the United States district court of North Caro- 
lina, the phrase ‘‘ Executive power” is used. 

In United States vs. Baker, 5 Blatchford, 56, and United States 
vs. Jones, 1387 U. S., 202, we find legislative and executive spoken 
of; also in United States vs. Palmer, 3 Wheaton, 610, and in 
the Nueva Anna,6 Wheaton, 193. In Gelston vs. Hoyt,3 Wheaton, 
824, the power is described as being exercised by the Government. | 

In the Ambrose Light, 25 Federal Reporter, 409; United States 
vs. Itata, 56 id., 505; United States vs. Trumbull, 48 id., 99, it is 
said that the right to recognize belligerency rests in the Executive. 

Kennett vs. Chambers, 14 Howard, 47, is instructive upon this 
subject, and contains an allusion to the proceedings of this Gov- 
ernment regarding the acknowledgment of the independence of 
Texas which it is well to note. 

_ Mr. Wharton, in his very able International Law Digest, which | 
is familiar to us all, quotes a number of authorities, and, as show- | 
ue his own view, on page 551 of volume 1 he heads the section | 
“Such recognition (i. e., belligerency) determinable by Executive.” | 
_, Passing a step further, permit me to ask, what will be the effect | 
if we attempt to establish the rule that while the Executive has | 
the power to recognize without Congressional concurrence, Con- | 
gress has similar authority to act without the Executive? To | 

| 


| 
| 
| 


what result must this finally lead us? If the President, without 

l assistance, has absolute power to declare neutrality, 
thereby conceding belligerency, which, as I say, I take to be well 
established, and if Congress has similar absolute power over the 
same subject-matter, we then have two independent departments 
of the Government, each vested with the unqualified authority 
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| ator from Alabama admits, as he did yesterday, 


| held—no doubt properly. 
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What the consequences 
might be if the Executive proclaimed belligerency and Congress 
declared the circumstances to be not such as to warrant the pro- 
clamation and sought to annul it, or what might be the conse- 
quences if Congress passed a concurrent resolution, as proposed, 





to render the same final judgment. 


formally recognizing the belligerency of the Cuban patriots, and 

the Executive declined to act upon it, holding that the condition 

of war does not obtain, are serious propositions 
It can not be that the framers of the Constituti 


m contemplated 
the creation of such clashing authority. If th 


listinguishe 
that the power to 
recognize the independence of a nation is vested exclusively in tl 
Executive, I submit that it follows a fortiori that the power to 
recognize belligerency is similarly reposed. If the Executive may 
recognize, as has been the practice from the foundation of the Re 
public, [ incline to believe that he alone has this power. The 
clothing of each department with the full jurisdiction to decide 
the same issue is to invite confusion and beget irreconcilable dis 
putation. 

Mr. President, it is not now, and I hope never will be, essential 
to determine this question. I refer to it because I do not care 
to be a party to the establishment of a precedent to which I can 
not give my assent. I wish it understood that any resolution for 
which I may vote touching this controversy is merely the expres- 
sion of opinion which I do not conceive to have the force of law. 

Is there any reason to suppose that the Executive will not act 
vigorously when the proper time comes? If we have such reason 
does the _—— concurrent resolution better the situation or 
remedy the anticipated evil? In the first place, there is at this 


{Sen- 


| moment no rroposition here which purports upon its face to abso 


lutely recognize belligerency, and I do not think it wise to adopt 
such a resolution, because I do not wish to wantonly place this 
body in seeming or actual conflict with the Executive. 

There is another ground which appears to me very strong in sup- 
port of the contention that the recognition power is lodged in the 
Executive. Thereis before the Senate a document which was read 
by the Senator from Alabama, and which I deem quite important. 
I refer to House Document 224 of the present session. I read afew 
lines for purposes of illustration: 

No. 2699. ] CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES 
Havana, January 7 L 

_ Str: With reference to the proclamation of the captain-general of the 2d 

instant declaring a state of war to exist in the provinces of Havana and Pinar 

dei Rio, copy and translation of which accompanied my dispatch No. 26% of 

the 4th instant— 

At this point I find a note stating that the proclamation men- 
tioned is not printed. From this I conclude that the omitted 
paper has not been revealed to Congress. No one appears to con- 
trovert this supposition. When the House adopted the resolution 
calling for this correspondence it did so in the following phrase- 
ology: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate 
House of Representatives, if not inconsistent with the public interests 
of all correspondence relating to affairs in Cuba since February last 


to the 


ples 


The House passed the usual resolution in the 


regular form 
which custom authorizes. 


Manifestly information has been with- 
Time out of mind, if I may use that 
expression with reference to this very modern Government, it has 
been the custom to withhold information the disclosure of which 
the Executive deems incompatible with public interest. The 
document thus legitimately withheld may contain essential and 
controlling facts upon this subject. That it is important would 
seem to follow to some extent from the very circumstance that it 
is retained. Has the Executive the right to thus deny informa- 
tion? Our Chief Magistrates have always done so, pursuant to 
unchallenged custom and in compliance with recognized usage, 
evidenced by many hundred resolutions calling upon the Execu- 
tive for diplomatic information. The President is not directed; 
he is merely requested, and always with the qualification which I 
have noted. The Executive right to withhold delicate diplo- 
matic correspondence is incidental to the Presidential office. Can 
it be that the Constitution has placed upon Congress the burden 
of deciding and the duty to determine issues concerning belliger- 
ent or other relations to foreign powers and has not at the same 
time compelled the President to give us everything within his 
knowledge? Can it be that we are to pass upona part of the case 
and not upon the whole? Can it be that under the law we are 
deprived of material evidence and yet are expected to render final 
and determinative judgment upon an imperfect record—a fraction 
of the aggregate proof? Isaynot. The President has before him 
all information. He reviews a complete history. Plainly, he is 
in a better condition to judge of the true state of affairs than are 
we. He has the means to secure all relevant information. 

Having in charge the diplomatic relations of the Government, 
he is, or should be, better advised than the Senate or the House of 
Representatives or both. 

Mr. President, I refer to this controversy not because of its bear- 
ing upon this isolated case, but to show that under the govern- 
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mental scheme pursuant to which we are acting it is improbable 
that it ever was the intention to place the power to recognize either 
belligerency or independence in such a condition that a conflict 
could arise between Congress and the Executive for the settlement 
of which no adequate remedy is provided. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from California insist or ar- 
gue that the President of the United States in his discretion may 
withhold information from Congress, and then when he withholds 
the information he can act upon it himself without informing us 
of it, and conclusively bind this Government either to a declaration 
of belligerency or any other condition he wishes to impose upon us? 

Mr. WHITE. Not so broadly as that, but the President of the 
United States has the power to withhold information. This the 
Senator does not deny. From the beginning of this Government 
the Executive has recognized or refused to recognize belligerency, 
and his determination has passed unchallenged. No one has here- 
tofore disputed Executive authority to accord belligerency. There 
is not a case, and I do not think the Senator from Alabama can 
discover an instance, where the belligerency of a country has 
been recognized by Congress despite the Executive. 

Mr. MORGAN. Or by the Executive without the consent of 
Congress. 

Mr. WHITE. Undoubtedly, yes. The Senator is certainly in 
error. The cases are uniformly against him. The prize cases 
and the Ambrose Light ought to suffice. In the latter cause it 
was determined that Mr. Cleveland recognized the belligerency 
of Colombia by indirection, although the State Department claimed 
he did not accord such recognition. (13 Albany L. J., page 125.) 
During the efforts of the South American Republics to gain their 
freedom the President recognized belligerency and for many 
years thereafter consistently refused to acknowledge the inde- 
pendence of the revolted territory. 

This recognition of belligerency was always executive. Subse- 
quently Congress ratified Presidential liberality, but such action 
‘was a mere affirmation of that which was already conclusive. No 
one ever disputed the adequacy of Presidential action. The rati- 
fication by Congress was indirect. So in the case of Texas and 
Mexico. While President Jackson refused to recognize the inde- 
pendence of Texas for years, still belligerency was recognized 
openly and clearly by the act of the Executive, and if the Senator 
from Alabama will peruse the opinion of Attorney-General But- 
ler, reported 3 Opinions of the Attorneys-General, page 120, he 
will find an announcement which plainly supports my argument. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator from California proceeds, 
I wish to call his attention to a case decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call the Senator’s attention toa case decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States upon the first propo- 
sition the Senator has announced, that every concurrent or joint 
resolution must be sent to the President, that the Constitution on 
that subject is mandatory, and that a resolution can not become 
operative as a law unless it is sent to the President of the United 


ates. 

Mr. WHITE. Such a resolution as that pending here now, if 
the Senator will pardon me—a resolution arising under the Con- 
=— and not dependent upon mere statutory or rule regula- 

on? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Here is the case of Hollingsworth et al. 
against Virginia, 8 Dallas, decided by the unanimous opinion of 
the court. The case arose upon a motion to discontinue a suit 
pending in a Federal court after the amendment of the Constitu- 
tion which forbids the States to be sued in a Federal tribunal. 
The case as stated is as follows: 


The decision of the court in the case of Chisholm, executor, vs. Georgia 
(2 Dall. Pe at) roduced a proposition in Congress for amending the Con- 
stitution of the United States according to the following terms: 

“The judicial power of the United States shall not be construed to extend 
to any suit in law or equity, commenced or prosecuted against one of the 
Uni States by citizens cf another State, or by citizens or subjects of any 


foreign State." 

The proposition being now adopted by the constitutional number of States, 
Lee, Attorney-General, submitted this question to the court: Whether the 
amendment did or did not supersede all suits depending, as well as prevent 
the institution of new suits against any one of the United States by citizens 
of another State? 


Messrs. Tilghman and Rawle argued in the negative, and they 
stated this proposition: 


The amendment has not Been peoqeaes in the form prescribed by the Con- 
stitution, and therefore it is v pon an ion of the original roll it 
appears that the amendment was never submit to the ent for his 
approbation. The Constitution declares that “every order, resolution. or 
vo - which the a of - — a and ah cea resentatives 
ma necessary (except on a question ournmen presen 
to the President of the United States; and before the same shall take effect 
shall be approved by him, or, being disa; by him, shall be repassed 
by two-t s of the Senate and House of ntatives,” etc. 


The court, Chase, Justice, in commenting upon that position, 
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in a note at the bottom of the page—this is the only opinion that 
is delivered upon that point—says: 


There can surely be no necessity to answer that argument. The negativ 
of the President applies only to the ordinary cases of legislation. ‘He oe 


aoiee to do with the proposition or adoption of amendments to the Con- 
stitution. 


I argue from that, of course, that a joint resolution or a con- 
current resolution of the two Houses proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States embodies about as impor- 
tant a political movement as can be conceived of. If it results in 
a change of the Constitution of the United States, as it did in this 
case, nothing can be more important, and yet the concurrent 
resolution referred to in that case never was submitted to the 
President of the United States. The original rolls show that it 
was submitted to him, and yet after the ratification of the amend- 
ment it was held by the Supreme Court of the United States that 
it was not necessary to submit the resolution to the President 
because it was not ordinary legislation. 

Mr. WHITE. I may be wrong about it, but I do not see the 
slightest relevancy of the case cited by the Senator from Alabama. 
Article V of the Constitution provides the method of amendment 
and it states: 

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 


shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on the application of 
the legislatures of two-thirds of the several States, shall calla convention, etc. 


There is a special method provided for the adoption of a resolu- 
tion looking to thatend. It is a separate article, devoted to a 
specific subject. if the construction of the Senator from Ala- 
bama is correct. the section of the Constitution upon which I rely 
means nothing. 


Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from California that 
that vy Lae was raised in this case. 

Mr. ITE. Of course it was. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was raisedin this case, buat—— 

Mr. WHITE. And it was decided by the court. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the court rested its decision entirely on 
the ground that it was not ordinary legislation, and that the Presi- 
dent did not have anything to do with it. 

Mr. WHITE. Solunderstand. ‘Ordinary legislation” refers 
to such Congressional action as is here pr . All Congres 
sional effort under section 8 is plainly ordinary legislation. There 
is no difficulty about that, the Fe attempt being under 
the grant of section 8, must be solved without regard to the pecul- 
iarities of section 5. I referred a moment ago to the case of 
Texas. I find, Federal Reporter, page 425, the following from 
the opinion of Attorney-General Butler: 


Where a civil war breaks out in a foreign nation, and of such nation 
erect a distinct and separate government, and the Uni States, though they 
do not acknowledge the independence of the new government, do yet reco 
nize the existence of a civil war, our courts have uniform] regarded each 
party asa belligerent nation in to acts done jure belli. * * The 
existence of a civil war between the people of Texas and the authorities of 
the other Mexican States was recognized the President of the United 
States at an early day in the month of Novem last. Official notice of this 
fact and of the P’ ent’s intention to preserve the neutrality of the United 
States was soon after given to the Mex Government. This recognition 
has been since repe by numerous acts of the Executive, several of which 
had taken place before the capture of the Pocket. 


There is a positive opinion, entitled to great weight, that the 
President has the right to announce belligerency without Con- 
gressional cooperation. Mr. Wharton, in section 71 of his Digest, 
says: 

The question of tion of foreign revolutionary or reactionary goveru 


ments is one exclusively for the Executive, and can not be determined inter 
nationally by Congressional action. 


Mr. Seward was an able lawyer, a distinguished publicist, an 
his views merit serious consideration. In a letter written to Mr. 
Dayton, then our minister to France, he refers to this point ani 
passes upon it with clearness Sas I ask the Secre 
“2 read from a ’s letter to Minister Dayton. 
e Secretary read as follows: 


Isend og a copy of a resolution which passed the House of Represent«- 
tives on the 4th instant by a unanimous vote, and which declares the op))0 
sition of that body toa recognition of a monarchy in Mexico. Mr. Geotroy 
has lost no time in asking for an explanation of t Lpoessetae. It is hardly 
necessary, after what I have heretofore written wi rfect candor for the 
information of France, to —— that this resolution truly interprets the unan 
imous sentiment of the of the United States in to Mexico. It 
is, however, another an t question whether the United States woul 
think it proper to —— themselves in the form adopted ! 
2 ntatives at time. This eo and purely 
Executive question, and the decision of it constituti belongs not to the 
ee a Ea, nor even to Congress, but to the President of the 
n p 
You will of course take notice that the declaration made by the House of 
pe ie age ah is in the form of a joint resolution, which before it can ac- 
uire the character of al lative act must receive first the concurrence of 
the Senate, and secondly the approval of the President of the United States, 
in case of his dissent the ed of both Houses of Congress, to 


with o peatonnt 
an ex upon a ve and im an 
the Government of France that he does 
any departure from the which this Gov- 
pursued in regard to the war w exists between 








1896. 


and Mexico. It is hardly necessary to say that the proceeding of the 





House of Re tatives was adopted u suggestions arising within 
itself, and not upon any communication of the executive department, and 
that the French Government w be seasonably apprised of any change of 


cy upon this subject which the President might at any future time think | 
t proper to adopt. - : 
Tom, sir, your obedient servant, 

WitttAM L. Dayton, Esq., etc., etc., etc. re 

Mr. WHITE. In anopinion already referred to, the decision of 
Judge Brown in ‘“‘The Ambrose Light,” 25 Federal Reporter, page 
443, that jurist says: 

The additional facts proved show, however, such a subsequent implied 
recognition by our Government of the insurgent forces as a government de 
facto, in a state of war with Colombia, and entitled to belligerent rights, as 
should prevent the condemnation of the vessel as prize. The communication 
from the Department of State to the Colombian minister, bearing date the 
day of the seizure, seems to me to constitute such a recognition by necessary 
implication. It could not have been based upon any facts, or have reference 
toany state of facts, not in existence at the time of the seizure; and it should 
be held, therefore, to arrest and supersede any subsequent condemnation | 
for those acts of war which such a recognition authorizes the insurgents to 
carry on. y ‘ aan 

There the court grounded its judgment upon the proposition 
that the Executive, by making a certain proclamation in reference 
to the blockading of the Colombian ports, had recognized belliger- 
ency. Mr. President, I go further yet and maintain that after the 
Executive has once recognized belligerency the authorities are 
that such recognition can not be withdrawn except by agreement. 
This feature of the subject is discussed by Mr. Hall in his work on 
International Law, pages 37 and 38. 

If we are to follow the decisions of our own courts; if we are to 
pay any attention to the uniform practice of our State Depart- 
ment; if we are to be guided to any extent by able writers, like 
Mr. Wharton, who for years was the trusted adviser of our State 
Department and whose erndition won the commendation of pub- | 
licists everywhere, we must conclude that in any event recogni- 
tion of belligerency or independence can not be accomplished 
without Executive participation. It is not necessary for me to 
rest my contention upon the proposition that Executive jurisdic- 
tion is exclusive, though it does seem to me that such is the law. 

The resolution last reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions reads thus: 


That, in the opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists between 
the Government of Spain and the Government proclaimed and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United | 
States of America should maintain a strict neutrality between the comtend- 
ing powers, ng to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and 

tory of the United States. 


Is it intended that this resolution when adopted shall amount to a 
jamation of neutrality and a declaration of belligerency, or is | 

it only advisory? If the latter, it is of no more efficacy than any 
of the other resolutions submitted. If it is intended to operate 
directly, then we have the spectacle of the Congress of the United 
States issuing a proclamation of neutrality without any consul- 
tation whatever with the Executive. I venture to assert that 
there is no precedent and no authority anywhere for such a posi- 
tion. Certainly none has been cited, and the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Alabama is so conversant with the diplomatic relations 
of this Government, past and present, that if there had been any 
such precedent he would have mentioned it. In my opinion we 
should proceed either by joint resolution, to be submitted to the 
President, positively declaring belligereacy and announcing neu- 
trality, or we should adopt an expression of opinion and sympathy 
as suggested in the resolution which I have proposed. I prefer 
the latter course, for the reasons already outlined. 

I am not prepared to assume that the Executive has been dere- 
lict. I think we can trust Mr. Cleveland and his distinguished 
Secretary of State to act wisely and patriotically in the matter of 
our foreign relations. They have manifested no indisposition to 
maintain the honor and the integrity of this country. The stand 
so recentiy taken by the President concerning foreign affairs is ap- 
proved by the American people. Surely no one can attribute 
want of ess or fear to either of these distinguished officers. 
Can it be that they desire to witness Cuba in the permanent grasp 
of a cruel master? Can it be that if a proclamation of belliger- 
ency is of any value to the contending revolutionists the same is 
withheld without grave reason? I will discuss in a few moments 
the legal effect of such a declaration and the position in which it 
woud place the United States and the people of that island. 

But as far as the De t of State is a subject of consider- 


WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 
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give audience to their representatives 


ation I must say that I am entirely confident that nothing will be | 


done either hastily or illegally and that there will be no undue 
delay. I ounene that I trust the Congress of the United States will 
not put i im antagonism to the Executive upon a question of 
the recognition of belligerency; certainly not without the entire 
case being presented. is Government has never been emotional 
i Re eae of the recognition of belligerency. 

I @ moment ago to the case of Chile. Mr. Harrison, in 
from his message which I read, sent in here in 1891, spoke 
of the fact that ie ages of the insu government of Chile 
had attempted to an audience. He said 


During the of this civil contest frequent indirect appeals were 
mands to take Govermntnet tn exiend balllgmeuateignts ta thatneeryente nnd te 








Thi 
was pursued throughout which this Govern 
war, so strenously insisted upon on the part 





He then refers to his unsuccessful pr ution of the Jtata. 
What was the condition in Chile at the time that r nition 
| was thus refused? That condition was briefiy thi The judicial 
department of Chile decided that the President { ped cer- 
tam authority; the legisi: tive department alm Lanimously 
supported the judiciary; . both judicial and k : rs 
were driven from their homes at the point th they 
fled for their lives, and Balmaceda assumed il, 
even closing the courts. The navy, with n | YY 
tions, joined in the demonstration against Balm i - 
surgents, as they were styled, took | n rf 
Iquique. They held absolutely and exclusiv he 
northern states of the Republic and mai ined u lo- 
minion over those provinces and dominated 
The harbor of Valparaiso was blockaded, and B Le was 
unable to carry on commerce, while his 7 d * the 
ocean at will. And yet under that condition t} Har 
rison refused to recognize the belligerency of tl 4, al 
though they represented at the very outbreak the 
judicial and legislative branches of the Governim iithongh 


the courts of this country afterwards decided tha u 
tion really constituted the Government from 
Now, here was a case where I am fr 


» to say in! rnition 
should have been accorded, because there was 1 y a state 
of war,and the so-called insurgents maint d rule and 
conducted in a regular way all governmental ! is. Atleast 
two diplomatic agents from foreign powers were there, regularly 


accredited. The courts were in sessi 

They took prisoners of war, treated them in ac 
modern usage, and maintained in all respects an enlightened es- 
tablishment. Yet we refused to recognize them, and did, I might 
add, everything which one nation could do to provoke another. 


ym. 


‘lance with 


In the midst of our efforts to belittle them the unrecognized in- 
surgents suddenly crushed Balmaceda, and the President then, 
without the aid of Congress, recognized their independence. 

I cite this case not because I think that the President of the 


United States was justified in withholding a recognition of bel- 
ligerency, though he did so without protest from anybody here, 


but because I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that this Government has of late years especially been very loath 
to engage in any transaction which could antagonize a friendly 
people. : 

Mr. President, I do not know, Iam not ina position to affirm 
that I know, that the insurgent Government of Cuba is in a con- 
dition absolutely to justify the accordance of belligerent rights. 

I think it is probable that such is their status, and I draw that 
inference mainly from the statement on page 51 of House Docu- 
ment 224 to which I referred. If Spain has proclaimed the exist- 
ence of war, other nations are, of course, free to recognize the same. 
If one of the enthusiastic advocates who has here pleaded elo- 
quently the cause of Cuba—for instance, my distinguished friend 
the Senator from Florida {[Mr. CaLL]—were appointed niinister to 
the Cuban Republic, where would he go? Where would he meet 
the diplomatic officers of that Government, which, | am sorry to 
say, appears to me to be in the saddle? Where ia the seat of gov- 
ernmental authority? Where is the place where the judiciary ad- 
ministers its functions? Where does the Executive sit and where 
are the legislative obligations discharged? I donot know. Who 
knows? Itistrue weare told that a constitution has been adopted, 
and there are reported legislative proceedings printed on onr desks; 
bat I am not satisfied that there is any permanently fixed and 
operating and accessible republican government on the island 

When we have been called upon to recogmize belliget y we 
have usually been brought into direct commercial contact with the 


people seeking recognition. But our unlucky neighbors have no 
commerce; they have no navy; they hold no ports. No c of 
piracy can arise with reference to them, because they have no 
maritime standing. 

These are reasons suggesting themselves to my mind why it is 
necessary to make a careful and painstaking investigati ) dis- 
cover the actual facts of the case. The authorities read by the 


Senator from Alabama are well founded where t! 
there must be some settled parity between the contending forces 
to warrant the recognition of even belligerency. We may think 
or guess that recognition should be allowed, but wecan not know 
unless we have all the evidence before us. Without a reasonable 
probability of success, unless there is something like equality in 


announce that 


the standing of the parties contending, recognition should not be 
anted. The mere justice or the injustice of the struggle can not 


determine the question of recognition or nonrecognition. The 
rules usually prevailing in suchcases are stated in Dana's Wheaton, 
eighth edition, page 34, note 15; Lawrence's International Law, 
sections 162, 163, 164; Pomeroy’s International Law ( Woolsey’s edi- 
tion), section 236. I do not deem it advisable to do more than is 
indicated in the proposed resolution which I have offered. 
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I prefer to leave the final determination to the President. Ifavor 
this course not only because of the somewhat dubious conditions 
surrounding the matter, but because I think it is the law, and 
that to this rule we should steadfastly adhere. At this point i will 
quote from the message of President Grant, transmitted to Con- 
gress after Cuba had long been in revolt. He said: 

In my annual message to Congress at the beginning of its present session I 
referred to the contest which then for more than a year existed in the 
Island of Cuba between a portion of its inhabitants and the Government of 
Spain, and the feelings and sympathies of the ple and Government of the 

nited States for the people of Cuba, as for all peoples struggling for liberty 
and self-government, and said that the contest has at no time assumed con- 
ditions which amount to war, in the sense of international law, or which 
would show the existence of a de facto political organization of the insurgents 
sufficient to justify a recognition of belligerency. 

During the six months which have passed since the date of that ne 
the condition of the insurgents has not improved; and the insurrection itself 
although not subdued, exhibits no'signs of advance, but seems to be confined 
to an irregular system of hostilities, carried on by small and illy armed bands 
of men roaming, without concentration, through the woods and the ey 

ulated regions of the island, attacking from ambush convoys and small 
Bands of troops, burning plantations and the estates of those not sympathiz- 
ing with their cause. ‘ 2 * ‘ 4 


Applying the best information which I have been enabled to gather, whether 
from olfictal or unofficial sources, including the very exaggerated statements 


which each part ves to all that may prejudice the opposite or give credit 


to its own side of the question, Iam unable to see, in the present condition of 
the contest in Cuba, those elements which are requisite to constitute war 
in the sense of international law. The insurgents hold no town or city; 
have no established seat of government; they have no prize courts; no organ- 
ization for the receiving and collecting of revenue; no seaport to which a 

rize may be carried or through which access can be had by a foreign power 
bo the limited interior territory and mountain fastnesses which they occupy. 
The existence of a legislature representing any popular constituency is more 
than doubtful. 

This opinion was announced in 1870, but President Grant held 
the same views when he penned his seventh annual message in 
1875. (1 Wharton's International Digest, section 60.) 

Newspaper articles have been read here as proof of the commis- 
sion of horrible crimes. We are in the habit in this Chamber cf 
reading newspapers in evidence as though absolute verity per- 
tained to such publications. 

Mr. President, newspapers very often contain truth and some- 
times they avoid the truth. There are many individuals in the 
world who frequently speak truly, and there are other individuals 
who commonly do not adhere to facts. Newspapers, to some ex- 
tent, color information given in their columns. Sensations are 
popular. Who can afford to affirm that all the narrations of 
atrocity, savage almost beyond conception, which have been given 
the public with reference to the transactions in Cuba are true? I 
believe General Weyler to be a cold, relentless, and heartless man. 
I think the record shows this conclusion to be justified. If he 
committed the outrages which are charged against him here and 
elsewhere I am at a loss to account for his existence. He could 
not long survive such crimes, The vengeance of bereaved suffer- 
ers would overtake him. It is my belief that the case is bad 
enough when the truth is told, but I do not wish here or any- 
where, but particularly here, to charge against a Government with 
which we are at peace, whether that Government be strong or 
weak, whether its administration of national affairs be such as to 
challenge our admiration or otherwise, any dark transactions of 
which we do not have indubitable proof. 

The Senate, I understand, is specially charged with certain 
functions pertaining to our foreign policies. We should approach 
with caution the examination of accusations made against a 
friendly power. Haste, excitement, and denunciation have no 
place in such deliberations. 

The actual occurrences of this disturbance are sufficiently sad 
to meet all the demands of the most sensational. It is inexcusable 
to assume that sanguinary rumors, wholly unsupported by evi- 
dence, are correct and even moderate recitals. 

I would personally rejoice to witness the Cuban people free from 
alien control. I feel that it is not in accordance with the best in- 
terests of the United States that any portion of this continent or 
the adjacent islands should be governed from across the waters. 
ldo not, however, find it requisite to exhibit gory portrayals of 
alleged Spanish cruelty in onder to sustain my position, or to over- 
rule or overturn the undisputed and peat policy of a cen- 
= for the purpose of meeting this particular exigency. 

r. President, it may be well to inquire what the effect of the 
recognition, which seems to be desired so greatly by the Cuban 
triots, will be upon their cause and likewise upon the United 
tates. In the first place, I affirm that as to the right to trade 
with the people of this country and to purchase arms, ammuni- 
tion, supplies, etc., the insurgents are as favorably situated now 
as they can be after a recognition by us of their belligerency. 
Secondly, I assert that as far as we are concerned, though this to 
me is aminor consideration, we will assume in the event of a dec- 
laration of belligerency burdens not now upon our shoulders. 

When the Senator from Alabama had the floor last Thursday 
the ee pe Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in- 
quired of him as to the effect y this country of a recognition 
by us of the Cubans; and the Senator from Alabama was asked 
whether it was not a fact that the right of search would be ac- 
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corded to the naval vessels of Spain in the event of a recognition, 
Undoubtedly such would be the result. The Senator from Ala- 
bama, as I understood him, said yes, but that such search must be 
made at the peril of those who seized the vessel. The rule upon 
that subject is very succinctly and fully and conclusively stated 
in a case called ‘‘ The Thompson,” a prize case, reported in 3 Wal- 
lace, page 155. 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator will ailow me, I referred in that 
connection to the treaty of 1795 between Spain and the United 
ra a I hope the Senator from California has examined the 

reaty. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes,sir; Ihave examined it. I can not find that 
it affects this question materially, and I will refer to it hereafter, 
I now read the syllabus in the case of the Thompson: 

1. Prize courts properly deny damages or costs where there has been “ prob- 
able cause” for seizure. 


2. Probable cause exists where there are circumstances sufficient to war- 
rant suspicion, even though not sufficient to warrant condemnation. 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to interpose there to 
say that I had reference in a not only to the principle 
of the liability of seizure to defended or justified by probable 
cause, but to the liability of search. If Spain has a colony that 
she is not at war with, but with which she only some local dis- 
turbances, and attaches a United States vessel on the high seas, 
she has no more right to enter with that vessel than she has to 
enter the port of New York, even if she can show absolutely 
that what was on board was destined for her insurgents, unless it 
came within the 3-mile limit of her shores. But if she is at 
war, then she may search every American vessel at her discretion 
on the high seas. There is no question about her right to stop 
the New York, as I understand it, at her discretion. She may 
stop the New York or the Paris on the high seas whenever she 
deems that the vessel is designed to aid the party that might be at 
war. That is my point. 

Mr. WHITE. L appreciate the question addressed to me by tho 
Senator from Massachusetts and am disposed to agree with him. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg leave to say that I differ totally with the 


nator. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not understand the position of the Senator 
from Alabama, and I should be glad to hear him state it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Vessels oe the ports, whether block- 
aded or not, of one of the belligerents are liable to search for the 
—— of ascertaining whether they contain contraband of war. 

hat liability, however, is regulated by the treaty of 1795, which 
prescribes the particular manner in which the search shall bo 
made, and excludes Spain from the right of search, even when the 
ship is geeeag along the 3-mile limit, unless she has contraband 
on board. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the Senator mean to state that the treaty 
excludes Spain from the right of searching any vessel? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not; but conditions are a by treaty 
which are not in accordance with international law. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not intend to conclude this evening, and as 
a copy of the treaty is not before me at this moment I will defer 
a critical examination. At all events, taking the limitation sug- 
gested by the Senator from Alabama, the right of search does ob- 
— within a restricted area, at least. There is no doubt about 
that? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. WHITE. In the next place, Spain can, in the event of our 
declaration of neutrality, blockade her ports. There is no dispute 
as to this. Then any American citizen on the Island of Cuba to- 
day who is injured, who loses his property by reason of insur- 
gent raids, may have the basis for such a claim as Mora success- 
fully asserted and collected. But this will not be the rule if after 
belligerency is declared and neutrality proclaimed the damage is 
suffered. tever may be the effect of the liberal treaty referred 
to by the Senator from Alabama, I think it will be found that the 
inconveniences to which our commerce would be subjected in 
the event of a proclamation of neutrality would be many and 
great. 

I will now make a few observations as to the rights of the 
Cubans in revolt to purchase contraband material here. 

When the late Chilean civil war was in progress the Junta, or 
anti-Balmacedan y, occupied the same legal position with re- 

d to the United States as do those who claim to represent the 
epublic of Cuba. They were unrecognized. They had sought 
recognition without avail. Therefore the situations may be con- 
sidered parallel. Under such conditions the Junta sent a vess«! 
to San Diego and there were placed upon her, within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, rifles, ammunition, etc. The vessel 
sailed with that cargo toIquique. The munitions of war had been 
purchased in New York and had been transported across this con- 
tinent and placed upon a schooner in the harbor of San Francisco 
and sent thence to Clemente Island, situated within California 
waters. The United States sent the cruiser Charleston to Iquique 
and took the Itata and cargo back to San Diego and libeled her 
under the provisions of the Revised Statutes upon which this 
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Government now relies in the matter of the prosecution just es- 
tablished in New York. The parties who 
were arrested and brought to trial. Here, then, is an analogous 
case, a case upon all fours with that presented when the Cubans 
send an ordinary merchant ship to this country to buy war sup- 

lies for home consumption. Yet the district court of the United 
Btates, and afterwards the circuit court of appeals, decided that 
the [tata and those who manned her were innocent and were not 
amenable to any of the neutrality laws of the United States, and 
that the Chilean insurgents had a right to buy and take away 
the coveted consignment. In that case it was determined that 
the Government could only prosecute the defendants under the 
provisions of sections 5283 to 5286 of the Revised Statutes, which 
refer to neutral duties, unless they could be treated as pirates, 
a proposition impossible under our departmental rulings. It was 
intimated, but not decided, that there is no Federal statute under 
which mere unrecognized factions can be punished. This quere 


was incidentally made by Judge Ross, who tried the case at nisi | 
States vs. Trumbull, 48 Federal Reporter); and a | 


prius (United ; 
similar hint was thrown out by Judge Brown in the Carondolet 
(37 Federal Reporter). There are expressions in Gelston vs. Hoyt 

3 Wheaton, 245) and United States vs. Quincy (6 Peters, 445) to 
the same purport. The case, however, was squarely settled upon 


the merits, and the effect of the adjudication is that recognition | 
of either belligerency or independence is not essential to justify | 


trade in contraband merchandise. 
President Harrison, in the message to which I have already 
alluded, in commenting upon that decision said: 


A trial in the district court of the United States for the southern district | 


of California has recently resulted in a decision holding, among other things, | of Arizona, vice Levi H. Manning, resigned. 


that, inasmuch as the congressional party had not been recognized as a 
belligerent, the acts done in its interest could not be a violation of our neu- 
trality laws. From this judgment the United States has appealed, not that 
the condemnation of the vessel isa matter of importance, but that we may 
know what the present state of our law is, for if this construction of the 
statute is correct there is obvious necessity for revision and amendment. 


While, as I have remarked, the lower court did not, as stated 
by Mr. Harrison, base its decision upon that ground, and the mes- 
sage is incorrect to that extent, nevertheless such was the inti- 
mation. 
idential request; no legislation was had amending the provisions 
of the statute cited or making the penal provision applicable spe- 
cifically to mere insurrectionists. These rights with reference to 
trade have been long recognized. No one stated the law more 

lamly than Judge Story in ‘‘The Santissima Trinidad,” 7 
Wheaton. 

But if it be true that the insurgents in Cuba have the same 
right to procure arms and supplies under the present condition of 
affairs as they would if the United States recognized them as bel- 
ligerents, where is the vast importance attributed to this recogni- 
tion? What privileges would they thus obtain? Outside of a 
certain moral advantage the sole theoretical benefit would be a 
curtailment of the rights of Spain. 


our portsand arming her vessels, and she may fit out military expedi- 
tions here or take any steps competent to her in normal times. In 
the event of recognition Spain would be also liable under our 
neutrality statute. That is one advantage which would accrue to 
Cuba in consequence of belligerency. But practically what would 
this amount to? — is not engaged in fitting out expeditions 
in this country. There is no sympathy for her here. She can 
procure no men to enlist in her cause; she can obtain no aid and 
comfort in America. She may, like her foes, buy supplies and 
arms in our markets, but that is her right in any event. Thus it 
will be seen that but little benefit can follow even effective action 
for recognition. 

What potency accompanies any resolution we may adopt? We 
all desire to see Cuba liberated, but how can she achieve her in- 
dependence except through her own efforts? If our Government 
were not careful in the enforcement of her neutrality laws, per- 
haps the insurgent cause might advance more rapidly. If these 
—— were more carefully advised there would not, I am per- 
suaded, be serious difficulty in getting much-needed ammunition 
and other war material, but expeditions can not be fitted out here 
nor can men enlist for hostile service and arm ships'in our waters 
for warlike enterprise. No one proposes that we shall declare 
war against Spain, and unless we do so the excited language 
daily repeated here is not appropriate. 

Mr. President, our wishes are for Cuban freedom, but can we 
= this by mere naked declaration? Senators have con- 
demned Spain and have criticised her policies with severity, but all 
this is futile. We should appreciate the truth that we can not 
peaceably, or with due respect for international obligations, go fur- 
ther than mpathetio expression. If the President determines to 
announce that the Cubans in revolt are entitled to the rights of 
war they will still be subject to sections 5283-5286 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. This would be true if Cuban inde- 
— were recognized by us and must remain true while war 

Our declaration of neutrality itself implies that we will 


No action was taken by Congress pursuant to the Pres- | 


‘ As it is now, the insurgents | 
have no national status and Spain is not prohibited from coming to 
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urchased the arms | 











vigorously enforce the law as against all parties to the contest. 
Weare in honor bound to do so. It is well to keep these facts 
before us. All should remember that in no way can we relieve 
the people of Cuba from the effect of our neutrality laws unless 
we boldly deny Spain’s right and ourselves take charge of the 
issue and declare war. 

Mr. President, I would prefer to conclude to-morrow rather than 
to go on now. 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to th 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
February 27, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


SESSION. 


con- 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 26, 1896, 
CONSULS, 

Samuel Comfort, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Bombay, India, to fill a vacancy. 

Samuel H. Keedy, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Grenoble, France, to fill a vacancy. 

James H. Mulligan, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United 
States at Cape Town, South Africa, to fill a vacancy. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF ARIZONA, 
George J. Roskruge. of Tucson, Ariz., to be surveyor-general 


POSTMASTERS. 

E. Prentiss Bailey, to be postmaster at Utica, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York, in the place of James Miller, 
whose commission expired January 15, 1895. 

Mary Kate Cleveland, to be postmaster at Waterville, in the 
county of Oneida and State of New York, in the place of Fred- 
erick H. Coggeshall, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Albert Snyder, to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Charles H. 
Ruthrauff, whose commission expired December 23, 1895, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Pay Department. 

Lieut. Col. James Price Canby, deputy paymaster-general, to 
be assistant paymaster-general with the rank of colonel, Febru- 
ary 24, 1896, vice Terrell, retired from active service. 

Maj. Frank Morrell Coxe, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- 
general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 24, 1896, 


| vice Canby, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 
POSTMASTERS. 

Julius A. Little, to be postmaster at Wadesboro, in the county 
of Anson and State of North Carolina. 

William B. Dayton, to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 

W.N. Pritchard, to be postmaster at Chapel Hill, in the county 
of Orange and State of North Carolina. 

W. D. Gaster, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of North Carolina. 

William F. Marshall, to be postmaster at Gastonia, in the county 
of Gaston and State of North Carolina. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, February 26, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
HENRY M. CoupDeEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


| proved. 


ANNULMENT OF LAND PATENTS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H.R.5474) to pro- 
vide for the extension of time within which suits may be brought 
to vacate and annul land patents, and for other purposes, with 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I object to the first amendment, 
and shall ask a separate vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 1, line 7, strike out “‘ten” and insert “six "’; so as to make the clause 


— wo only be brought within six years of the date of issuance of such 
patent.” 
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Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, this bill as it passed the House con- 


tained very unusual provisions. It proceeds upon the theory that 
it is an extension of section 8 of the act of March 3, 1891, which 
provides as follows: 

That suits by the United States to vacate and annul any patent heretofore 
issued shall only be brought within five years from the peeeage of this act, 
and suits to vacate and annul patents hereafter issued shall only be brought 
within six years after the date of the issuance of such patents. 

Now, the first section of this bill as passed by the House—and 
assed in response to the special message of the President asking 
or legislation upon this subject—provides not for the extension 

of the statute which I have read, but it limits that statute to two 
kinds of patents, to wit, those based on railroad and wagon-road 
grants, The bill as passed by the House left the five years limita- 
tion as it was in the act of 1891, but changed the limitation for 
future patents ‘‘ therein referred to,” railroads and wagon roads, 
from six to ten years. Having refused to permit any corrections 
for fraud or mistake except as to railroad and wagon-road grants, 
we are now asked to limit the time as to these to only six years. 
I am perfectly satisfied, from the testimony before the committee 
during the consideration of this bill, that the grants which ought 
to be examined and adjusted can not be properly examined within 
the time fixed by the Senateamendment. Indeed, I doubt whether 
the work can be done within the time fixed by the bill as it passed 


the House. ThereforeI am opposed to the change from ten to six 


ears. 
If this bill becomes a law it introduces into the Department and 
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now, as the —oute is about making this dangerous and unusual 
experiment, I appeal to you to give the Department the longest 
time to investigate. According to the progress made during the 
last five years in the investigations of these grants it would take 
sixteen years to make the adjustments, unless the Committee on 
Appropriations shall see fit to increase the force of the Genera] 
Land Office. I admit that we can not reach what in my judg- 
ment is the fatal defect of the bill by nonconcurring in the Sen- 
ate amendment, but we can at least make an effort to secure for 
the Department and for the President, who are charged with the 
investigation of the grants, the time which the House has already 
voted to give for that purpose. : 
For my own part I do not believe that there ought to be any 
limitation against the Government, but if there is let it be a 
reasonable one, so that the work may be done correctly. If we 
pretend to do something, let us not at the same time so con- 
struct the bill as to prevent its accomplishment. No; you had 
better throw off all Eeguies and say to the railroads, take the 
grants, sell the lands, get what you can for them, without fear of 
investigation. That is what you have done indirectly, and you 
furnish all the machinery for obtaining executive or judicial con- 
firmation if thought necessary. The bill gives authority to the 
Department not to purge the grants of fraud, but to require it to 
stamp the seal of confirmation upon all of the lands that are held 
by bona fide purchasers, notwi nding they may pen upon 
«i by settlers 
bill is in the interest of the railroads 


under our land laws. The 


into the courts an entirely new proposition for consideration in | and not the settlers. 


adjusting and dealing with these land grants. 
8, 1891, Congress was content with a statutory limitation and 
trusted that act to give to the purchasers all of the rights that were 
granted them not in conflict with settlers. But here is a proposi- 
tion to limit the right of investigation to two kinds of grants, and 
while it pretends to do this, at the same time it in effect proceeds 
to confirm them, for it provides that ‘‘ no patent to any lands held 
by a bona fide purchaser shall be vacated or annulled, but the 
right and title to such purchaser is hereby confirmed.” This is 
done without regard to amount and without restriction as to the 
time of the purchase, and the good faith is not required to be shown 
beyond the holder of the land. 

fr. McMILLIN. Do I understand the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas to say that the Senate amendment, as now proposed to be con- 
curred in, would not give the relief that was sought by the Presi- 
dent and the Land Department and which was the special object 


of the bill ocean by the House? 
Mr. Mc . I think that would be the effect; at least it would 
so reduce the time allowed for the examination and adjustment 


of these grants as to make it practically impossible to do so with 
pa force allowed the ent. 
is bill, I say, Mr. Speaker, would introduce a new subject of 


inquiry for the Department—that of investigating the claims of all 
—— who claim to be bona fide purchasers. The lands have 

n or will be all sold by the railroads, and of course the purchasers 
will allege their own good faith, and under this bill nothing can be 


done until these questions are settled. With this additional duty | 


upon the Department of the Interior time becomes important, and 
I venture to predict that all of the time that is prescribed by the 
Senate amendment will be taken up in the consideration of the 
claims of those persons who allege that they are bona fide pur- 
chasers from rai companies, and the errors and frauds of the 
grants themselves will be ne we! untouched at the end of six 
years, thereby defeating the declared object of the bill; and under 
the mandatory terms of the bill the cater can not prevent it. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, we find ourselves with a bill, the alleged 
object of which is to extend the time of the Department to adjust 
the grants. while at the same time it contains a declaration that 
they shall be confirmed by the affirmative action of the Depart- 
ment or by the judgment of the courts, if they elect to go into 
court; and so, instead of canceling the fraudulent patents, the ef- 
fect of the bill, if the amendment be adopted, will be to confirm 
all of the land that may hereafter be, or that has been heretofore, 
sold to bona fide purchasers. It invites collusion and legalizes 
frand of the worst character. 

The bill may be a little better than nothing; but I think the 
principle we surrender in order to get it is worth a great deal 
more than all the land that will ever be recovered under its loose 
and dangerous provisions. In short, the bill when — of all 
verbiage helps no one except the purchasers of railroad lands, and 
it does this in utter disre of the rights of the Government 
and of the settlers who claim under the public-land laws. Per- 


fect and complete immunity is given the railroads t suits 
for fraud and errors in patents for lieu lands by the oe to the 
ome pees of the bill, and this is substantially all they want and 
e , 
Mr, eonieer, Sean és nothing except to warn Congress of the 
danger of any such legislation. the 


My colleague on committee, 
So gas from ‘Alabama (Mr. 
sought to do this when the bill was 








By the act of March | 





ree and — 


I hope the amendment will be nonconcurred in. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to follow my co!- 
league upon the committee—— 

Mr. BARNEY. I would ask the gentleman from Arkansas is 
there not great fear, unless we concur in the Senate amendment, 
that the statute of limitations will expire on the 8d of March next, 
and that therefore there is urgent necessity for our acting at ouco 
in this matter? : 

Mr. McRAE. I think there is no danger of defeating the bill, 
because if we nonconcur the bill will go into conference, which 
can be held to-day or to-morrow, and we can thereby make at least 
an honest effort to get the time fixed in the House bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. es Ido not wish to follow my colleague 
upon the committee in discussing the merits of the original propo- 
sition. Substantially the only thing that is now before the House 
is this proposition of the Senate to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert the 
word “six.” In the existing law, the act of 1891, which has not 
been repealed, but which is still in full force, it is provided that 
all suits on patents theretofore issued shall be brought within five 
years from that time, and that on patents thereafter to be issued 
the time shall be limited to six years. The House bill changed 
this time of six years to ten. The amendment of the Senate is to 
strike out the word ‘‘ten” in the House bill and adopt the original 
law of six years. Six years would then be the time in which the 
Government can hereafter assail a patent. That, it seems to me, 
isampletime. The Government officials will be more careful here- 
after, with the experience they have had; and with the aid of the 
published adjudications of the Supreme Court they will be « 
abled with greater accuracy to adjust these patents, and hereafi:r 
the questions are not so likely to arise; but six years certainly 
will be ample to set aside all patents that may hereafter be ass:ilo 
after being issued. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do you concede the statement made by the 
gentleman from Arkansas, that oe of this bill surrenders 
the rights of the Government to all except two classes of grants’ 

Mr. LA . It does not surrender anything; it only makes an 
extension of time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do you extend that to any except two? 

Mr. LACEY. The extension of time as recommended by the 
President in his message would have limited it to wagon-road 
grants and railroad grants, but the Senate has also included can! 
a. there being also a small grant for that purpose involy«! 

the message of the President nostatement was made as asking 
specifically for additional time with reference to patents to privat 
individ , such as desert-land claimants, homesteaders, and pr 
empters, and the whole object of the seemed to be to get 
unlimited time in which to assail the land-grant patents to ra.!- 
wae and like patents; and this limitation is now extended by this 
bill five years longer, and the Senate says as to future patents six 
years, instead of ten years, as the House bill provided, shall be the 


Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
one more question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the objection to getting a confer- 
ae ee a ea oon See oe ae some of the relief 
that the gentleman from Arkansas insists ought to be obtained? 








1896. 


Mr. LACEY. Because I do not want the relief asked by the 
gentleman from Arkansas. . saad 
Mr. McMILLIN. Then you are not in favor of the House bill? 
Mr. LACEY. I am opposed to the proposition of the gentle- | 
man from Arkansas. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Dol understand the gentleman to say that | 
he is not in favor of the House bill as it passed? 

Mr. LACEY. I voted for the House bill. My own preference, | 
if ] could have had it, would have been to change this so as to make | 
it five instead of ten years, but the committee made it ten years. | 
Yesterday the matter was laid before ee committee and it agreed 
to the Senate amendment, with the *xception of my friend and 
perhaps some others. At any rate, the majority of the committee | 
were in favor of accepting the Senate amendment. _ | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no necessity for extending the pres- | 
ent limitation of six years to ten years as to future patents. The | 
real contention between the gentleman from Arkansas and myself 
is this: He favors unlimited repeal of all limitation laws, so as to 
enable the Government in the future, at its will at any time, to 
file a bill to attack and to set aside any patent that may be issued | 
of any kind, to a private individual, to a railway, or to a canal; on | 
the other hand, the majority of the committee contend there ought 
to be a limit as to these things; and where land has been sold to | 
outsiders, to an innocent purchaser, that their rights should be | 
confirmed and that they should be relieved from litigation. That | 
is the ground which we are divided. This mere question as 
to whether there should be ten ene or six yeavs in the future is 
not very important; and this bill must pass now substantially, if | 
at all, because the limitation will expire nexc Monday, and if we | 
go into a conference the chances are that this bill may be defeated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman forgets that a conference 
report is privileged and can be presented at anytime, and even 
supervenes a motion to adjourn. 

fr. LACEY. Certainly; I understand that. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Andthereisnotthe danger that thegentleman | 
apprehends from allowing this matter to go over for the present. 

Atr. LACEY. If there were der Fr the action of the Senate 
which I thought ought to be changed, I should ask a conference; 
but I think, on the contrary, if we were going to change the word 
‘‘six” it ought to be made ‘‘five” instead of ‘‘ ten.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. But is there not danzer of the bill failing by 
your opposition to the House measure? 

Mr. LACEY. Not atall. Iam not 
At the same time I did not regard every feature of that Dill as | 
perfect. For instance, the word ‘‘canal” has been inserted—a | 
change which I think it well to make, as it appeared before the | 
ae committee that there was one canal grant which ought to | 





opposed to the House bill. | 


Mr. NEILL, Do I understand the gentleman to say that he 
thinks there ought to be a statute of limitations as to fraud in 
favor of these railroad companies? 

Mr. LACEY. Notatall. Thereis alimitation now of so many 
years in which to adjust their grants. 

Mr. NEILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Suit can be brought within five years. We are 
proposing to give five years more; and it is important to the 
gentleman’s State and to other States that there should not be 
clouds cast upon the titles of patented lands, the great bulk of 
which have been heretofore sold and have passed into the hands 
ofsettlers. Eventhough there may have been actual fraudtwenty, 
thirty, or f years ago in reference to some of these grants, yet 
after patents have been issued there should be some limitation as 
tothe time within which the Government should exercise activity 





and determine what patents, if any, are fraudulent or wrong, in 
order that suits ma brought, the facts determined, and facili- 
ties offered for ing up that country. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. S$ r, Will my colleague, chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands, yield to a question? I desire to ask 
jo gentleman if he thinks there should be any statute of limita- 

ons 


ee — the Government for the protectionof titles acquired 
y fran 

Mr. LACEY. I think itis. I think five years enough. There 
are only 60,000,000 acres of unadjusted lands; 12,000,000 acres 
were 4 last year.. At that rate all these controversies can 
be adjusted inside of five years. But if five years should be found 
inadequate a further extension of one or two years might be granted 
bya supplemental act of Congress. But letme state to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas that if we now give ten years the Interior De- 
partment will not touch this matter during the next five or six 
years; whereas if wenow give only five years the workwill be con- 
tinued with the present activity. The Department has adjusted 
of land Pere one the final year of the 

five wady granted) than it adjusted withi the previous three. 
Mr. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the committee 
(Mr. Lacey] has not convinced me, and I hope he has not con- 
other members of the House, of the justness of his position. 
had all the advantages in this matter. 
has been the fact in my State. Now we are 
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asking something in behalf of the people, for whom the public 
lands should be held. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcEY], as 
the Chair understands, asks the previous question. 

Mr. LACEY. I withdraw the demand for a moment and yield 
five minutes to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Te 
ut 


Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the 


House with any lengthy discussion of this bill. When the bill 
originally came before the House I opposed its passage in the form 
in which it now stands. I then gave my reasons why I thoneht 
it was better to have no limitation as to the forfeiture of t 
public lands where the patentees have obtained them by I 
| mistake. But the House saw fit to extend for a certain number 
of years the time within which forfeiture could be had rather 
than repeal the statute of limitations entirely. The bill wentfrom 
this House fixing that limitation at ten years. It now comes back 
from the Senate with the limitation fixed at six years. 
I consider there is every reason why the time should be extended 


as far as possible if we are going to have any limitation at all. I 
wish to call the attention of members of the House to the facts 
that were developed before the Public Lands Committee in the 
investigation had during the consideration of this bill. We then 
had before the committee the officers of the Public Land Depart- 
ment. They were examined as to the forfeiture of these public- 
land grants. It was disclosedin that investigation that there was 
in the Public Land Department but one set of books that could be 
inspected in the determination whether or not it was proper to 
forfeit these public-land grants, and it was developed that only a 
certain number of men could be employed in the examination of 
those books, so that necessarily the time for investigation must be 
extended or these men could not get at the facts and determine 
what grants had been acquired by fraud or mistake and what 
grants had been acquired properly. 

Furthermore, on the investigation of the facts before the Pub- 
lic Lands Committee the officers of the Public Land Department 
in testifying before the committee stated that at the rate at which 
they had progressed in the past, sixteen years more would be re- 
quired to examine and inquire into these public-land grants. And 
with the testimony before the committee stating that it would 
take sixteen years to examine this question and determine whether 
the Government of the United States was going to be deprived of 
land that properly belonged to it, we had fixed in our original bill 
ten years for the forfeiture of grants in the future. Well, now, 
Mr. Speaker, if these officers, who are limited in their investiga- 
tion to one set of books, whose numbers are necessarily limited, 
are held down to the investigation of the past grants, how in 
reason can they examine into the validity of the grants that are oc- 
curring now? You see thatthe cutting down of this time will abso- 
lutely deprive the Department of a full opportunity to investigate 
the rights of the Government of the United States and determine 
whether land is being taken away from it that properly belongs 
to the Government. For that reason I think the House should 
nonconcur in the Senate amendment, and we should insist on 
standing on the bill as it left the House and went to th 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would be obliged to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Lacey} if he would withhold his demand 
for the previous question for a moment. 

Mr. LACEY. How much time does the gentlema 

Mr. McMILLIN. Only a few minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield three minntes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, and will give him more time if he needs it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, under the statement that has 
just been made by the gentleman from Arkansas |Mr. McRar] 
and the gentleman from Alabama {[Mr. UNDERWoOop)], it strikes 
me there is only one decent way of doing this business, whatever 
we are going to do, and that is to let this matter go to conference, 
and let the conference committee report to this House the best 
they can do. There is no danger that this bill will be lost if there 
is any strenuous effort to save it. The time does not expire 
until next Monday. Conference reports take precedence of every- 
thing else and are about the only thing that can take precedence, 
even of a motion toadjourn. Only a few days ago the Committee 
on Public Lands brought into this House a proposition saying 
that ten years was short enough time for this li: n. The 
Commissioner of the Land Office estimated at that time that it 
would take sixteen years to do the work, and yet to-day we are 
called upon to surrender, not simply the six years between ten 
and sixteen, but to surrender four years of the time that the com- 
mittee itself said we ought to have when they reported this bill. 
Now, if there have been frauds in connection with the disposition 
of these lands, they ought not to be covered up. There ought to 
be no legislation to condone those frauds, but every effort in be- 
half of people should be made for the free, fair, and full inves- 
tigation of the question. 

or one I insist that no ill can come from letting this go to con- 
ference, and if gentlemen want to rush it through in hot haste, 
if they are determined to have legislation that shall benefit the peo- 
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ple who have profited by these frauds, rather than benefit the people 
who are entitled to these lands, let the country know whois doing it. 
I do not believe this bill should be rushed through, when the inevita- 
ble result will be to curtail the time for the Government to have 
justice done. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seem to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

The House divided. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We withdraw the demand, and will take the 
vote on the proposition itself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that the noes seemed 
to have it. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] demanded the 
division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 120, noes none. 


So the pores question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the first 
amendment, 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 43. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr.LACEY. Ishould be glad to have this amendment reported. 
I think perhaps there is some misapprehension as to the amend- 
ment before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
this amendment be reported again. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 7, strike out “ten” and insert “ six." 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thegentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] 
demands the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 938, not 
voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—156. 
Adams, Ellis, Huling, Pickler, 
Apsley, Evans, Hull, Pitney, 
Arnold, Pa. Fairchild, Hurley, Powers, 
Atwood, Faris, Jenkins, Prince, 
Baker, Md. Fenton, Johnson, Ind. Pugh, 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher, Johnson, N. Dak. uigg, 
Barham Foote, Joy, ney, 
Bartholdt, Gamble, Kerr, Ray, 
Belknap, Gardner, Knox, Reeves, 
Blue, Gibson, Kulp, oyse, 
Bowers, Gillett, Mass. Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Broderick, Graff, Leighty, Scranton 
us, Gritfin, Leonard, Settle, 
Brown, Griswold, Linney, Simpkins, 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Linton, Smith, il. 
Bull, Grout, Zz, Spalding, 
Burrell, Grow, Lorimer. Sperry, 
Burton, Mo. Hadley, Loudenslager, Steele, 
Burton, Ohio Hager, Low, Stephenson, 
Calderhead, Halterman, Mahany, Stewart, N. J. 
Cannon Hanly, Mahon, Strode, Nebr. 
Chickering, Hardy, Marsh Sulloway, 
Clark, Iowa Hatch, McCall, Mass. Tawney, 
Clark, Mo. Heatwole, McCall, Tenn. Tayler, 
Codding, Heiner, Pa. Meiklejohn, Treloar, 
Colson, Hemenway, Mercer l legraff, 
Cooke, Il. Henderson, Miller, Kans. Van Voorhis, 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Miller, W. Va. Wadsworth, 
Cousins, Henry, Ind. Moody, Walker, Va. 
Crowther, Hepburn, Mozley, Wanger, 
Dalzell, Hermann, Murphy, Warner, 
Danford, Hilborn, Noonan, Watson, Ohio 
Daniels, Hill, Odell, Wellington, 
Dayton, Hitt, Otjen, Willis, 
Dingley, Hopkins, Overstreet, Wilson, Idaho 
Dolliver, Howe Payne, Wilson, N.Y. 
Doolittle, Howell, Pearson, »d, 
Draper, uff, Perkins, Woor-er, 
Eddy, Hulick, Phillips, Wright. 
NAYS—23. 
Anderson. Downing, McLaurin, Stallings, 
Bailey, ° Elliott, 5. C. MeMillin, Stewart, Wis. 
Baker, Kans. Erdman, McRae, Stokes, 
Barney Harrison, Meredith, Strait, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hart Meyer, Strowd, N.C. 
Bartlett, N. ¥. Hendrick, Miles, Sulzer, 
Bell, Colo. Hutcheson, Miner, N. Y. Swanson, 
Berry, Johnson, Minor, Wis. ‘Talbert, 
Black, Ga. Jones, Money, Tate, 
Boatner, Kendall, Neill, Terry, 
Buck, Kyle, Ogden, Tucker, 
Clardy, Latimer, Otey, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Ala. Lawson, Owens, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Mo. Layton, Richardson, Fier, 
1 Lester, bbins, nderwood, 
Connoll Lewis, Robertson, La Walsh, 
per, Little, Russell, Ga. W: 
Cox, Livingston, Sauerhering, Williams, 
eas’ = eatiora, = Wogdata, 
Crowley, aguire, ord, N 
F a x sanee, Yoakum. 
De Armond, oOCreary, Ky. org. 
Dinsmore, McCulloch, Sparkman, 
Dockery, McDearmon, Spencer, 
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Abbott, Cowen, Kiefer, Shafroth, 
Acheson, Crump, Kirkpatrick, Shannon, 
Aitken, Culberson, Lefever, Shaw, 
Aldrich Curtis, lowa Leisenring, Sherman 
Allen, Miss. Curtis, Kans. Loud, Smith, Mich. 
Allen, Utah Curtis, N. Y. Madox, Snover, 
Andrews, peat: McCieary,Minn. Southard 
Arnold, R.L De Witt, cClure Southwick, 
Avery, Dovener, McCormick, Stahle, 
Babcock, Ellett, Va. McEwan, Stone, C. W. 
Bankhead, Fischer, McKenney, Stone, W. A. 
Barrett, Fitzgerald, McLachlan, Strong, 
Beach, Foss, Milliken, Taft, 
Bell, Tex. Fowler, Milnes Tarsney, 
Bennett, Gillet, N. Y. Mondell, Thomas, 
Bingham, Hainer, Nebr. Morse, Towne, 
Bishop > Moses, Tracewell, 

ck, N. Harmer, Newlands, Tracey, 
Boutelle, Harris, Northway, Walker, Mass. 
Brewster Hartman, Parker, Watson, Ind. 
Bromwell, Hicks, Patterson, Wheeler, 

" Hooker. Pendleton, White, 

Clarke, Howard Poole, Wilber, 
Coffin Hubbard, Price, Wilson, Ohio 
Cook, Wis. Hunter, Reyburn, oodman. 
Cooper, Fla. Hyde, Robinson, Pa. 
Corliss, Kem, Rusk, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. DE WITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote upon this qnues- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall of the House, 
and did he fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. DE WITT. I fear I was not in the Hall in time. 

The ——— The Chair can not entertain the gentleman's 

uest. : 
he following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. Hau. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. PaTTErRsoN. 

Mr. HvuBBARD with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. CorR.Liss with Mr. Price. 

Mr. Tracey with Mr. Ex.etr of Virginia. 

Mr. Buack of New York with Mr. CowEn. 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. HaRMER with Mr. FirzGERALD. 

Mr. Poo.e with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

For this Gay: 

Mr. MILNEs with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. Cooper of Florida. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Wiuu1am A. STONE with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

Mr. DoVENER with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. Moses. : 

Mr. Hater of Nebraska with Mr. BELL of Texas. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. MCKENNEY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The remaining Senate amendments were then concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on the 
table. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—VAN HORN VS. TARSNEY. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. 8S er, the debate on this 
contested-election case has been running without limit, as it was 
the desire of the committee to give gentlemen on each side who 
had examined the question an opportunity to be heard. There 
are still several gentlemen who desire to speak on the part of the 
committee, and on consultation with my colleagues of the minor- 
ity I find that there are some gentlemen on that side who desire 
to be heard. It appears impossible, therefore, to get a vote to-day, 
but a vote will certainly be had to-morrow. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Does the gentleman desire to fix now the 
time when the vote shall be taken to-morrow? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I should be glad to do so, but that 
seems to be impossible, as it depends on certain contingencies now 
unknown. My opinion is that the vote will be taken about the 
middle of the afternoon to-morrow, but I can not say positively. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Can the gentleman say that it will not be 
taken before 3 o’clock? a 
aie JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes; I think that can be said with 

ety. 

Mr MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman say that the vote will be 
taken between 3 and 5 o’clock to-morrow? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think that arrangement can be 
aa At all events,the vote will be taken to-morrow without 


Mr. MAGUIRE. That is quite satisfactory to this side. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know whether 
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it is absolutely necessary \hat we should spend all that time on | transpired between him and Findley. I have read his testimony 


that case. hy can not we finish it to-day? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Because there are several gentle- 
men who desire to be heard, and who, I think, can be heard by the 
House with profit. 7 . aes 

Mr. DALZELL. The questions at issue are within a narrow 
limit, and there is an se bill ready to be taken up. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. They may seem to be within a 
narrow limit to a man of the capacity and intelligence of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [laughter], but—— 

The SPEAKER. In the meantime is there any gentleman who 
desires to be recognized to continue the discussion of the case? 
[Laughter. : 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes, Mr. Speaker, there are sev- 
eral gentlemen who are ready to proceed. Inasmuch as gentle- 
men on this side have occupied most of the time so far, 1 think 
we shall ask the other side to proceed this morning. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Very well; we will occupy an hour on this 

e. 

oir TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, at the general election held in 
the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri in November, 1894, I 

was returned as elected by a plurality of 745 votes. Shortly after 
the election, allegations were made of misconduct on the part of 
election officials and of fraudulent voting and fraudulent count- 
ing of ballots in that election. A contest for the representation 
of that district was inaugurated, based upon those allegations of 
misconduct and fraud. That case is before you to-day. But, Mr. 
Speaker, it is not before this House in the form or manner that 
contested-election cases are usually presented to this body. The 
committee of the House charged with the investigation and the 
making of a report in this case came to the conclusion, and so re- 
ported by a majority vote, that in four precincts in that Congres- 
sional district there was fraud, there was misconduct of election 
officials, which, in the judgment of that majority, annulled the 
election in those precincts. Therefore they reported tothis House 
that no votes cast in any of those four precincts had been taken 
into considerationin their findings and conclusions; in other words, 
that they had thrown out of their consideration all the votes cast 
in those four precincts, whether legal or illegal, and that they re- 
port in favor of the seating of the contestant, because on the face 
of the returns from the remaining precincts of the district he ap- 

ars to have a plurality of votes. The contestee asserts that the 
fall case is not before the House, that all the facts necessary to 
be known to members in order that they may discharge their duty 
conscientiously and justly under the obligations of their oaths of 
office are not in the record in this case, and in order that they may 
have the benefit of a knowledge of all the facts essential to a proper 
and judicial determination of this case there is pending before this 
House a resolution on the part of the contestee to recommit to the 
Committee on Elections this case, with instructions that that com- 
mittee shall, by such means and in such manner as it shall pre- 
scribe, proceed to take that essential and necessary testimony now 
available, so that the House may arrive at a just and proper deter- 
mination. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to enter to any extent into 
the details of the testimony in this case. It is asserted that there 
was & jiracy formed prior to that election with the purpose 
of changing the result and announcing a false result of the elec- 
tion concerning certain offices candidates for which were to be 
voted for at that election. It is asserted that, in pursuance of 
that conspiracy and in carrying it out to a successful consumma- 
tion, misconduct on the part of the officials charged with the 
supervision of that election was resorted to, and that many fraud- 
ulent votes were counted as having been cast by legally qualified 
electors which never were cast at all. I stand before this House 
<= to discuss that question, because it istrue, and has been 
asserted by the contestee at all times as earnestly as by the contest- 
ant, that there was misconduct and that there was fraud con- 
nected with that election. But 1am here tosay that in the thou- 
sand pages of this record there is not even an intimation, there is 
notan insinuation that any of that misconduct or any of that fraud 
was procured or caused to be done by me or that it was done by any 

> in my interest or that it was intended to result in my bene- 
fit. I am here candidly and fairly to give to this House all the 
information which I possess concerning that election, and let the 
results fall where they will. I want to take this case up, how- 
ever, as logically as I may; and, briefly speaking of each of these 
four cts, the House to an understanding of the true 
condition. The conclusion of the committee is that no vote cast 
in thefifty-second precinct, Ninth Ward, of Kansas City, should be 
counted because there was misconduct on the part of the officers 
and actual violation of the election laws, as they assert, at that 
precinct. What are the facts connected with that precinct as 
shown in this record? 

One man named T. J. Canney testifies that on the night or after- 
noon of the day before the election he was sent for to come to the 

of one Findley, who is shown in this record to be a common 
gambler. Canney has undertaken to show us in this record what 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| according to his testimony, to act as one of those who were 





with care. Ican not gain from it sufficient information to tell 
you intelligently what took place there. He says that Findley 
talked to him of crooked work that was to be done at the polls 
next day. He tells us about Mr. Findley saying to him that that 
work was to be “ finer than silk” and that no one would “ get onto 
it.” But nowhere does he detail or state what that work was to 
be or what part he was to take in it—what part he was to play in 
the drama that was being unfolded to him. He was sent for, 
to do 
that unlawful work; and yet he fails to say where he was to do it, 


when he was to do it, how he was to doit. But he does testify 
with clearness and explicitness that on the next day, at the hour 
of noon, he went to his dinner; that he was gone forty minutes; 
that when he went to his dinner there was a pile of ballots pre- 


pared by the distributing judges that had upon them, as the law 
required, the initials of those judges, prepared to hand to the voter 


| as he would come in; that there was a pile of those ballots thus 


ea mete upon the table when he went out to dinner, and when 
1e came back he found that there had been taken out from a bal- 
lot box and distributed in piles the unscratched Republican bal- 


| lots and the scratched ballots of each party; that he saw two of 


those judges take out 115 of those straight Republican ballots that 
had been legally cast; that he saw them take 115 ballots that never 
had been cast and make them straight Democratic ballots, tran- 
scribing from the books the numbers of these legally cast Repub- 


| lican ballots and putting those numbers upon the backs of those 


fictitious or uncast Democratic ballots; that these ballots were 
placed in the ballot box and counted instead of the 115 legally cast 
Republican ballots. Again, he tells us (andI am stating this just 
as broadly and distinctly as he does in his testimony) that about 
5 o’clock in the evening the same process was repeated to the ex- 
tent of 55 more ballots, making in all 170 ballots. According to his 
testimony, 170 legally cast Republican ballots had substituted for 
them in the ballot box and in the count 170 Democratic ballots 
that never had been cast. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here, as before the committee, I state that if 
that be true—if those were the facts—then the action of the ma- 
jority of this committee does not conform to right or law or jus- 
tice. If that testimony of Canney be true and reliable, then there 
is no warrant of law, there is no equity or justice, in this commit- 
tee or this House throwing out all the ballots cast in that precinct 
and disregarding any pollinit. If that testimony is reliable and 
those were the facts, justice and right would demand that the 170 
ballots counted for the contestee and returned for him should be 
subtracted and 170 ballots should be added to the returned vote 
of the contestant. That would be justice; that would be fair; 
that would be right. There was returned for me in that precinct 
a majority of 160 or 180—I am not certain which. Instead of 
taking away from me that majority of 160 or 180, as the action of 
this committee recommends—on the contrary, a fair definition of 
legal action would require this committee and this House to count 
those ballots as though actually cast, and give to the contestant in 
this case the majority to which he would thus be entitled in that 
precinct. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I care not to dwell upon it here now, because 
it is not essential to the determination of this case, but fairness 
and justice to myself and to the honest voters of that precinct 
demand that I should say that the allegation of those facts stands 
alone upon the testimony of thisone man. He tells usin his testi- 
mony that this act was performed ina little room (you understand 
how under the Australian ballot system small booths are used for 
the purposes of an election)—that in a little room, perhaps not 
more than 10 or 12 feet square, these acts at noonday and at 5 
o'clock in the evening were performed in the presence of six judges 
and two clerks—were performed by two of those judges in the 
presence of three bystanders and in the presence of a regular 
officer of the police force of Kansas City. 

Not one of those eight election officials, not one of those three 
bystanders, nor this officer of the law, corroborates the testimony 
of this man Canney. It stands by itself alone. Three of those 
officials, as their testimony in this record shows, declare upon oath 
that no such thing occurred, and it could not have occurred with- 
out their knowing it, because two of them are the very twonamed 
by Mr. Canney as having perpetrated that crime. He was an elec- 
tion officer. According to his testimony he was not only a passive 
observer of this crime against the law, but he was an active par- 
ticipant in it, for he tells us in this record that he himself strung 
these fraudulently substituted ballots upon the string on which 
they were strung to be placed in the box. Not one of these per- 
sons corroborates him. In this record he is asked whether he 
—— against this fraud being done. He answered yes; that 

e protested to one of these judges; that he protested to him two 
or three times. He protested to none other. He did not protest 
to the guardian of the law who stood there in his presence. He 
did not protest to these three bystanders, citizens who were pres- 
ent, nor. was the transaction heard of from him until a number of 
days afterwards. I say that Ido not dwell upon this, but it is 
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only a matter of justice to the House to call its attention to the 
fact. 

The first arrest—and there have been many arrests growing out 
of the election in that city—the first arrest made, growing out of 
that election, was made upon the complaint of this man Canney 

ainst some of the election officers in that precinct. That was 
sixteen months ago, or nearly sixteen months ago. They have 
never been brought to trial yet, not one of them, and it will not 
be insinuated that the administrators of the criminal law in that 
city have not been diligent in hunting down the men who prosti- 
tuted the franchises of the people on that day. They have not 
been brought to trial, but the case has been set now for the 16th 
day of the coming month. I call your attention to this fact, that 
not only is the man Canney wholly uncorroborafed by any other 

rson with regard to his testimony, but he is absolutely contra- 
icted by the physical conditions surrounding the transactiors or 
the details of that election, and in addition he is to-day under an 
indictment for the crime of perjury committed in a matter in no 
wise connected with the election or election cases, but in another 
county and in another district is under indictment for perjury 
committed in a civil suit in which Marshall Field & Co., of Chi- 
cago, are one of the parties. So that the testimony of the man 
Canney alone is all there is of proof of the allegation of improper 
work done in that precinct. 

I would not take your time to go into the minor matters that 
gentlemen have referred to in connection with this precinct. I 
could show to you that the insinuation of one physical fact upon 
which the majority of the committee based its suspicion of the 
truth cf the charges of Canney and assumed, as corroboration of 
his testimony, to wit: That on the morning of the election, as soon 
as the judges went into that little house—a house used as a coal 
or grain house—that when they went in there one of them took a 
piece of soap and smeared each one of the windows of the room 
with it. The inference was that it was to conceal from the eyes 
of watchful persons outside the perpetration of the unlawful acts 
to be committed therein. But when you take our system of elec- 
tion, its objects and purpose, and consider them, you may—unless 
you want to construe every act as criminal, instead of presuming 
it to be innocent—you may find in that act not an insinuation of 
wrong, but one of absolute honesty to carry out the objects and 
a oer of the law. 

The Australian ballot system has for its og object and pur- 
pose the securing of the absolute secrecy of the ballot. To pre- 
vent any man’s ballot or the one he has voted being known is the 
primes o - age of the system; and with that end in view we have 
these little places in which the voter may go away from the eyes 
of his fellow-citizens and prepare his own ballot. Aye, even, we 
put stalls into the booths into which aman may go and secure 

imself from the scrutiny of even the officials of elections while 
he is marking his ballot, so that no man may see or know 
how he voted. The testimony shows that one side of that little 
building was composed almost entirely of glass, and had the elec- 
tion officers gone in there in the morning and hung up curtains 
over the windows or pinned up papers to screen the voters from 
the scrutiny of those who s outside, it would not have been 
presumed to be done with an unlawful purpose. What differ- 
ence does it make whether they used curtains to secure a laud- 
able and lawful object or smeared the windows over with a sub- 
stance that, while excluding the gaze of those who ought to be 
excluded, yet would give to the officials in the election 
necessary light for the transaction of this official business? 

But I will proceed, for I do not wish to exhaust the time of the 
House. i to the other precincts where there is something 
substantial when you talk of fraud. When that election was over 
it was known that something over 1,600 votes had been counted 
as cast in the three precincts of the Second Ward—the fifth, 
sixth, and seventh precincts of the city. That was an abnormal 
return. The usual and ene in that ward at previous 
elections had been a little more 800, and when fully double 
the number that usually voted had been cast in that ward and 
was returned as counted, and when that abnormal vote was shown 
to have taken place within the ward, it was ens, almost 
conclusively, that there had been fraudulent work done in those 

recincts. Now, I am not here to say that there was not. Iam 
ere, as I always have been since that election, asserting that there 
was fraudulent work done there; that there were crimes com- 
mitted against the ballots that day, and that the perpetrators of 
them should be brought to justice and the truth known to all men. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this contest was inaugurated but a short 
time after the election. The testimony had to be taken soon after 
the election. Itwassotaken. The contestant produced evidence 
showing general frand and general misconduct on the of the 
officers, tending to show the conspiracies spoken of by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. StropE] on yesterday—piled up testi- 
mony, showing in a general manner that fraud was perpetrated, 
that there was general misconduct on the part of the officers, 
but nowhere presenting evidence as to the specific manner in 


which it was perpetrated or the extent of the perpetration. That 
case was left, so far as the contestant was concerned, in that 
shape. It was brought within the rule of the law that where 
fraud and misconduct of this character are shown, and where the 
legal can not be segregated from the illegal and the true result 
ascertained, then and then alone this drastic process of throwing 
out the legal as well as the illegal has sometimes been justified, 

Now, what could the contestee do? The contestee had no mors 
knowledge than had the contestant at that time. Itwas the duty 
of the contestant, if he could produce evidence at that time, io 
have shown the specific manner of the perpetration of these francis 
and their extent. It was his duty, if it was within his power, to 
have put into this record the evidence that would demonstrate to 
this House how many fraudulent votes were cast or counted an] 
for whom they were cast and counted. That duty was as stron, 
upon the contestant, certainly, as it was upon the contestee. ||, 
could not do it, nor could the contestee. Why? Because tho 
knowledge of the manner of the perpetrating of the frauds, tho 
knowledge of the extent of the frauds, the knowledge of who was 
the beneficiary of the frauds, so far as this Congressional cont:st 
was concerned, was locked at that time in the bosoms of the crii- 
inals who perpetrated the fraud, and there was no machinery 
eitherin his power or mine to extract that hidden knowledge fri in 
the bosoms of those criminals. Therefore the record closed in 
that condition. 

At the earliest moment, as soon as evidence began to be ascer- 
tainable that would clear up this doubt and uncertainty, as soon 
as it began to be apparent, then on the very first day that it 
was possible for the contestee to move, just as soon as the Speaker 
of this House announced the formation of the committees of the 
House, just as soon as he had by his order created a Committee 
on Elections, I came into this House and presented a resolution, 
supported by affidavits that went at least to a of the evidence, 
that would close up a part of this difficulty, and that there might 
be no allegation of negligence or delay upon my part, asked {or 
its consideration, and that the case might be reopened and t)ie 
testimony then available and essential to your correct deterimina- 
tion of this case be introduced into this record before you would 
be called upon under your oaths to decide this question of law 
and fact with the essential facts left out. That was more than 
two months ago. If that resolution had been promptly acted 
upon, if it been at to this House, it would 
have enabled the contestee to have had, not what he can get now, 
but what was essential and material then and is essential and 
material now, although not going to the extent that the evidence 
is adducible at this time—he would have been enabled to have 
produced that testimony, had it in the record, and these gent! - 
men of the committee could have considered it the very day ‘hey 
considered this half-made-up record. 

Now, I do not intend to oe! the House in the discussion of 
legal questions, but I want to call your attention to just one pro- 
vision of law, and the one which governs in a case presenting tle 
issue that this now presents. 

McCrary, in his work entitled American Law of Elections, at 


page 272, says this: 


To set aside the returns of an election is one thing; to set aside the election 
itself isanother anda very different thing. The return froma given precinct 
being set aside, the duty still remains to let the election stand and toascert:in 
from other evidence the true state of the vote. The return is only to be st 
aside, as we have seen, when it is so tainted with fraud or with the miscon (uct 
of the election officers that the truth can not bededuced from it. The election 


is only to be set aside when it is impossible from any evidence within reach 


to ascertain the true result. when neither from the returns nor from other 
proof, nor from all together, can the truth be determined. 


It is upon that law we base the determination of the issue pre- 
sented here. Now comes the question: Can you from other °\1- 
dence purge these polls, segregate the from the illegal, 
ascertain with reasonable certainty of intent what was the true 
vote, and for whom that true vote was cast in these precints’ [ 
believe I shall be able to demonstrate to you that we can. It cou 
not be done when this record wasmade up. Ithas been said uj) 
the floor of this House in this discussion that there has bec: 
———s — oo a been —s - nes. of 
negligence in no procured the testimony that he asser's 
is now available. I wlll ast discuss that further than to say, «3 
I have already said, that the knowledge of the extent of those 
frauds was locked in the bosoms of the criminals who perpetrat: 
at and no power was given to me to draw that knowledye 

Are we in a different situation since? I said a little while ®+0 
that the officers of the law had been vigilant in seeking eviden’. 
in bringing indictments and seeking conviction of all suspec' d 
of complicity in these frauds. Many of these election offici:'s 
have been indicted, and a number of them have been tried sinc” 
this record was made up. Some of them have been convict! 
since this record was up, and in these trials that have tak: "! 
place evidence that was then not attainable has been develo)’. 
and it is here before you for your consideration if you will but 
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the door and let itin that you may it. When this 


open 
record 
tesons, t» band them to the notary that he might attach them. 
Among others was the custodian of the poll books of the election. 
He was requested to hand to the notary, that that notary might 
attach to the deposition, copies of the poll books in these precincts. 
These exhibits thus attached to those depositions were not visible 


to the contestee or his counsel, or the contestant or his counsel, I | 


think, until they appeared in print. Then, a key having been 
found, with the use of that key it was made plain and visible 
to whoever would read that 600 of the ballots cast in that ward, 
900 in each precinct, were conclusively fraudulent and would be 
shown to be fraudulent by the exhibit of these poll books. 

They were in alphabetical order. : 
who comes to a inct to cast his ballot in the morning has the 
figure 1, or should have it, marked upon the back of his ballot, 
and against his name upon the poll book together with his num- 
ber upon the registration list. The second voter ismarked 2, and 
so on in regular numerical order throughout the voting of the day. 
Now, when you take up these poll books you do not find 1, 2,3, 4, 
5, and 6, and so on, following each other; but when you have 
gotten the key to the cipher you find that number 1 is here and 
that his name commences with the letter “A”; when you come 
to number 2,in another part of the poll book, his name com- 
mences with the letter “‘A.” You may come back here, upon the 
same part of this first page and find 3, and his name commences 
with the letter “‘A”; and so on with B,C, D, and the other letters 
in the alphabet; but you have first to find 1 on one page and then 
go somewhere else and find 2 and then find 3 before you get the 
solution of that key, and that key discloses the manner in which 
it was done. 

It is also shown that prior to this election, when no Congres- 
sional election was contemplated, but away back in the months 
of August and September, 1893, planning to perpetrate frauds in 
a municipal election in the following spring, a large number of 
fictitious names were placed upon the registration lists. Copies 
of these names were rved by these conspirators having them 
upon their istration lists, an 
all correspon with the fictitious names that were then put upon 
the a lists. So it is demonstrated beyond any question 
that about 200 ballots in each of these precincts were absolutely 
fraadulent and fictitious. The only thing that is not disclosed 


concerning them is for whom they were counted as having been | 


cast in the election for Congress; that is, with reference to this 
600, or any of them. 
Now, in addition to that known testimony, known of all men to 


timony. Since this case was argued before this committee, since 
the report was made by this committee, on the 8th day of the 
present month, one Wallace G. Miller, whose ex parte affidavit 
was read from that desk yesterday, has made a confession that that 
affidavit was ex parte, but on the 22d day of this month, which 
was last Saturday, this man Wallace G. Miller was a witness ina 
criminal trial in which the frauds perpetrated at this election was 
the issue. First, I may say that some time ago he was convicted 
for participating in thesefrauds. Though the prosecuting officers 
had been most efficient, though case after case had been tried, 
— judges and lawyers sifted hundreds of witnesses, it was 
not devel the machinery, the character, or the extent of 
these fra’ was not developed until since these reports were 
made in this case. 

Now, this man Miller, on the 22d of this month, only last Sat- 

rday, was upon the witness stand after he had been con- 
C He been convicted and sentenced to two years’ im- 
prisonmentinthepenitentiary. Aftersentencehemadedisclosures 
to the prosecuting officer, and the judge of the criminal court set 
aside his sentence of imprisonment in the penitentiary, so as to 
make him a legal and competent witness; and on last Saturday he 
went before a jury where they are trying the chief, as they de- 
nominate him, of this eer. one John May; and this Miller 
went upon the stand there and testified as to the full details of 


#2 


the contestant, or at least the contestant is 
‘ editor. That paper contains a synopsis of Mil- 
testimony of that day. He says that he was a judge in the 
in the Second Ward; that they put into the ballot 
ballot nay Bropared the night before the election and put into the 
ballot box on morning of the election—200 ballots, frandulent 
ballots; that they put them in and they numbered them from 1 to 
200. He says that during the day they put in some thirty-five or 
forty more ballots; voted for men whom they knew were 
absent. He the balance of the ballots counted and returned 
Were legally cast by legal voters. If we believe him—and certainly 

enough that we shall hear him, whether we believe him 
or not—he tes the illegal from the legal votes in that pre- 
cinet and this House to determine what was legal and 
What was not. 


Mr. Speaker, the first man | 


Again, in this same trial, another man, named Cryder, who was 


was made up, as certain of the witnesses concluded their | a judge in the seventh previnct, gives the same character of tes- 
they were asked to attach certain exhibits to their depo- | timony. He gives the same detailed testimony in the trial court. 


| 


He says the same process was resorted to in that sevonth precinct; 
that they put in 200 ballots before a legal ballot had been cast, 
and that there in that precinct they put in from thirty to forty 
others during the day, and that the whole crime was comprised in 
that and that alone. 

Now, let us see if we can segregate. Last night at midnichtI 
received this telegram: 

KANSAS Ciry, Fel wry 25, 1896 

Hon. J. C. TARsNEy, Willard Hotel, Washingto 


Tuck and Paddock, fifth precinct judges, Second Ward, turned 


1, D. ( 


State's ovi- 
dence and testified in the May case at Lexington today. Evening pa; say 
that both swore that 200 fraudulent votes had been prepared by t) 1 the 


night before in Kruger’s drug store, 100 for Van Horn : ame number for 
you, and were put in the box; that 200 more such ballots were prepared and 









| voted during the day while no voters were in the booths: that such votes 
were divided equally between youand Colonel Van Horn; that May came inand 
asked how they divided the votes, they replied that they gave one to Van Horn 
and one to Tarsney. Mayr . * That's right, give them half and half”: 
that 400 such votes were cast in this precin¢ at t fix the 200 the night 
| before, while Miller and three others were stu y the sixth and seventh pre 
cinct béxes the same way. According to the papers’ account of the evidence 
to-day, the fraudulent votes were divided equally. From the evidence and 
| from the marking we feel certain that the fraudulent votes ean be easily sep 
arated from the true. It appears from the trend of the evidence to-day that 
the whole history of the Second Ward will be developed within the next few 
days. Paddock and Tuck are now Kruger’s drug clerks. Miller was his law 
| clerk. 
YEAGER & STROTHER, Altorneys. 





these alphabetical votes nearly | 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, Willthegentleman state whosigned 
that dispatch? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yeager & Strother. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. They are your attorney 

Mr. TARSNEY. They are my attorneys; but if there is any 
doubt as to the authenticity of this dispatch, the paper which con- 
tains this information will be here in to-morrow’'s mail before this 
case is disposed of. Nobody will question the veracity of the gen- 
tleman, because Mr. Yeager, while he is my attorney, is and has 
been for years president of the public school board of Kansas 
City, elected by the nonpartisan vote of that great city. 

Now, I do not put this telegram in as evidence of the facts which 
it recites. One statement in it 1 do not believe is correct. | put 
in this telegram not for the purpose of establishing the facts it 
alleges, but to show this House that the truth is being developed 


sf 


| and made available for the consideration of the House day by day, 





as that conspiracy, under the power of the courts, is being un- 
wound. I want to do justice to the contestant by saying, as to 
one of the statements in this telegram, that I do not believe it is 


n Pa | absolutely true that there were 400 fraudulent ballots put into that 
that extent, at least, as to these 600, there is other additional tes- 


box and equally divided between the candidates for Congress, but 
the statement is significant of the fact, which must appear and 
will appear all through this record and everywhere else, that there 
was no disposition upon the part of the men who committed these 
crimes to commit them in the interest of the contestee. I was not 
a factor in the matter. You will ask, who was it done for and in 
whose interest? I answer you from this record, I answer you 
from the facts that have been developed. It was done in the inter- 
est of some local candidates on both tickets. It was done in the 
interest of candidates for justice of the peace, for constable, for 
county marshal, and for prosecuting attorney. That is what the 
record develops. And it was done by men of both parties. They 
were nonpartisan in crime. The Congressional district was not 
considered doubtful. The justice district and the district in 
which these local officers were candidates was considered doubt- 
ful. Therefore this work was done that they might be elected. 
Party tickets had to be used, and men like myself and the con- 
testant had some of these fraudulent ballots cast for them, not 
with the intent of benefiting them, but because it was necessary 
to use our ballots in order to carry out the result aimed at by the 
conspirators. The office of justice of the peace is of more impor- 
tance to the men who did that fraudulent work than that of gov- 
ernor of a State or that of Representative in this Chamber. It is 
more valuable in its salary and in its emoluments. So were any 
of these other offices. There is not one of them that is not more 


I hold in my hand the Kansas City Journal, that | valuable in salary and emoluments than the position of a Repre- 


sentative here is. Therefore it was for that purpose that this 
work was done, and it was done by conspirators within the ranks 
of both parties. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the question is, can you, from the evidence 
I have shown you to be now available and that is not in the pres- 
ent record—can you arrive approximately at the true result in 
those precincts? If so, under this law it is your duty to do it. 
It is your duty to do it, because to do otherwise would be to estab- 
lish a principle injurious indeed. It would be to establish the 
principle sought to be established by the report of the majority 
of this committee, a principle which would open the gates to the 
destruction of popular suffrage. Let me show you the dangerous 
extent to which that principle might be practically carried. Say, 
sir, that your district is composed of 100 precincts. In 97 of those 
precincts the between the two parties is about equal, so 





hy. 


5 ee 


ne 


Poe ey Cerne Nee aie eee 
es : nae 


7 


er 


i 
> 
” 


a 


not 


ans 





2176 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 





that it can be determined pete before an election that 
ou and your competitor in those 97 precincts will not differ more 

non 100 or 200 votes in the result. But in the other 3 precincts 
there is a legitimate majority for your party of, say, a thousand 
or more. 

Here the hammer sd 

n motion of Mr. BAILEY, by unanimous consent, Mr. Tars- 
NEY’S time was extended indefinitely. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, if fraud or misconduct of 
election officers can be shown in those precincts, and then if the 
law and the practice be that, fraud or misconduct being shown 

ou shall throw out all of the ballots cast in those precincts, 

at your competitor would have to do would be to have some 
election officials in those precincts commit some act of miscon- 
duct, cast some fradulent ballots, no matter whether for you or 
for himself, the result would be the same—all that would be re- 
quired would be that fraud should be shown, whereupon out 
would go your thousand or more majority in those precincts, and 
not only would the legal voters of those particular precincts be 
disfranchised and deprived of their choice of representation in this 
Chamber, but all the legal voters who cast their ballots for you in 
the other 97 precincts would likewise be disfranchised and deprived 
of their right to representation here. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, this is a dangerous principle that you would 
invoke and establish as a rule to determine who shall represent 
constituencies in thisChamber. It offers inducement and reward 
to criminals to perpetrate the crimes that we are here to-day con- 
demning. I antic'pate that you will pause, and pause long, be- 
fore you subscribe to that dangerous principle, when there is no 
necessity for you to give it countenance, when we say to you, “ It 
is your duty under the law, if you can, to segregate the illegal 
from the legal votes,” and say to you further, ‘‘ Here is the evi- 
dence that is necessary and available for that segregation, to save 
the rights of honest voters who honestly cast their ballots in those 
precincts.” We say to younow. “ Here is the evidence that clears 
up all this doubt and uncertainty,” and when we say that, is the 
American House of Representatives going to write it in the history 
of this Government that, with this knowledge before them, they 
shut the doors and said: ‘‘It is not truth we want; we prefer to 
deal with this question, a question involving the rights of repre- 
sentation of 210,000 of our fellow citizens, we prefer to determine 
it by the doubts and the presumptions and the uncertainties that 
crowd the record in this case, a record which is not haif made up.” 

I was a candidate for Congress in this same district in 1888. I 
was a candidate in that district in 1890. At the election in those 
three precincts when there was no pretense of fraud, when there 
was no pretense of misconduct, when there was no suspicion that 
tainted the election, when there was no cloud cast on the electors 
of those precincts, on that day of election in 1890 I received a 
majority of 242 votes in that ward. 

I was a candidate for Congress in that district in 1892. Then 
again, under like circumstances, with nothing to induce a full out- 
pouring of the voters, with nothing to stir up excitement or to 
call out the voters at that election, I received in that ward a ma- 
a of 831 votes. A purging of those ballots to-day will show 

n those three precincts a larger majority of ballots, cast by hon- 

est citizens, honestly cast, than I received upon either of the two 
occasions I have mentioned. Yet the contestant in this case comes 
to the walls of that ward, comes to the walls of those three pre- 
cincts, with a plurality in his favor of less than 200—less than 200 
plurality in the district—and facing a majority in that ward never 
when honestly cast and honestly counted falling short of some- 
thing more than that plurality of his. 

You are determining the right of representation in this Con- 
gress of 210,000 of your fellow-citizens. This is not a question of 
personal right; it is not a question of the right of the contestant 
or the contestee. This is not private interest that you are litigat- 
ing. Itis the right of constituencies. It rises above the mere 
personal right of the contestant or the contestee. So far as I am 

ersonally concerned, it little matters to me whether I hold aseat 
in this Congress or not; but it does matter something to me, 
fellow-Representatives, whether after seven years of at least en- 
deavor for faithful service in this Chamber—whether if I go out 
of this House to-day, the majority report shall be recorded in the 
records of this body as the action of this House, when that ma- 
jority report—although the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 

TRODE], like the gentleman he is, yesterday almost commenced 
his speech by exonerating me from the suspicion of participation 
in these frauds—the majority report does not; and it does matter 
to me if ten years hence or twenty years hence when the la 
of this body are examining other election cases, and will read that 
majority report, they should be unable to determine from it 
whether the contestee in this case was not the criminal instigator, 
the prime mover, of the band of conspirators whose record is 


written in that report. [Applause. 
Mr. MILLER of West V: J 


Mr. Speaker, I to the 
— from Missouri [Mr. BurTON] so much my time as 
may desire, reserving the portion which he may not use. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr.S er, a Representative from 
Missouri, I am and ought to be deeply interested in the correct do. 
termination of this contest. I have not awaited the action and ro. 

ort of your committee, but I procured a copy of this record and 
ve examined it with all the care and attention that time and 
eee wouldpermit. I have been aided therein by the briefs 
of the contestant and the printed argument of the contestee. (0). 
onel Van Horn approached me on the floor of this House ang 
asked me, as a Missourian, who by reason of my more than quar- 
ter of acentury of practice in her courts and a term of years upon 
her bench ought to be somewhat familiar with her laws, to speak 
in his behalf. I said to him, ‘‘ Colonel Van Horn, I want the record 
in this case, and I shall not vote to unseat John Tarsney unless after 
a full and fair examination I am convinced that he ought to eo,” 
I talked with my friend Mr. Tarsney, and I asked him for his |)rief 
and arguments, and I said to him (speaking familiarly), “Jolin, | 
shall not vote to turn you out unless after a full, free, and honest 
examination of this record I shall feel fully justified in so doing,” 

Mr. Speaker, I do not bring to the consideration of this question 
any personal feeling for or against either of these parties. My 
relations with the genial gentleman who now occupies the seat 
have been far more intimate, far more companionable than haye 
ever been my associations with the gentleman who is contesting 
the seat. I shall not be influenced by any partisan feeling. No 
Republican can justify from a political standpoint a single adii- 
tion to the already overwhelming majority on this side of this 
Chamber. But above and beyond that, I hope, I believe, I know, 
Mr. Speaker, that I am one of those who hold that the people of 
the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri have alone the right 
to say whether their Representative on this floor shall be a Re- 
publican, a Democrat, or a Populist, and when they have declared 
their wish, neither you nor I have any right to challenge their selec- 
tion from either personal or party reasons. The record in this case 
discloses, and the ies admit, that stupendous frauds were per- 
petrated in the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri at the elec- 
tion in 1894; and — here I say to this House that I for one 
absolve my friend, the sitting member, from any participation in 
anything that was done illegally at that election in the Fifth Con- 
gressional district. 

Mr. Speaker, we are met at the outset with an apparent conflict 
upon the case between the majority of the committee and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. TaYLER], to whom I listened with much 
interest yesterday. I agree with him upon his proposition of law; 
and I congratulate him upon the clear, concise, and logica! argu- 
ment that hemade. Upon theabstract proposition of law, | agree 
with him; but, Mr. 8 er, the contention between the gentleman 
from Ohio Se TAYLER] and the majority is merely one of ab- 
straction. e members of this House arenot here simply to open 
a law school to determine abstract questions of law; they are here 
to apply the principles of law to concrete questions of fact, and I 
say to my friend that I think I can convince even him that the 
position on which he bases his argument is a mere matter of ab- 
straction, because, Mr. Speaker, admitting everything that my 
Democratic friends contend for, admitting that this committee 
could goout to Kansas City and open those ballot boxes, Istand here 
tosay that such a proceeding could not possibly change the result. 
Why? I want the House to distinctly understand this question. 
Outside of the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts of the S:cond 
Ward alleged frauds are c -to have occurred in Elmwood 
precinct, just without the limits of Kansas City, and in the fifty- 
second precinct in said city, concerning which the rule invoked by 
the gentleman from Ohio could not apply 

Certain frauds are charged in the Elmwood precinct. It is al- 
1 that from 142 to 170 votes were polled for Mr. Tarsney at 
Elmwood by men who were not legal voters in that precinct, be- 
cause they were not residents thereof. That can not be deter- 
mined by an investigation of the ballot boxes. The question 
whether they were residents of that precinct or not is a question 
of fact which is to be determined by the parol testimony con- 
tained in the record in this case. Again, in the fifty-secon! pre 
cinct it is charged that 170 Republican ballots were bodily taken 
out of the box after a had been cast, and that 170 Democratic 
ballots were substituted therefor. That issue can not be deter- 
mined by the application of the rule invoked by the gentleman 
from Ohio, because you would have to not only open the ballot 
boxes, but subpoena every person who voted at that precinct, put 
him on the stand, and take his testimony as to how he did vote. 
Consequently I say that if the alleged fraud at Elmwood ani the 
all fraud in the fifty-second precinct be proved, if you be 
lieve the testimony offered by the contestant concerning those 

recincts, then, granting that the ballot boxes if opened in the 
Beth, , and seventh precincts will show all that is claimed 
by the contestee, still Colonel Van Horn will have been elected by 
a substantial majority. : . 

However, if you do not find that the frauds alleged in the Elm- 
wood precinct and the -second precinct were committed, them 
the purging of the boxes of the fifth, sixth, and seventh 
peocincts may become essential. Now, I hope the gentlemen of 


















the floor understand the question at issue—the concrete question 
involved. ; 

There is another reason, however, outside of the one already 
resented, why it would do no good to adopt the course proposed 
y the gentleman from Ohio and the minority of the committee, 

and that is a legal one; and I admit, Mr. Speaker, that it is only 
a matter of first impression. The lawyers upon this floor will un- 
derstand what I mean by that term. Iam of oP’ on that you 
could not get into those ballot boxes. Why do I say that? Be- 
cause of our peculiar constitution, and because of the construction 
the supreme court of the State of Missouri has placed thereon. I 
call your attention to it now, and I have asked good lawyers on 
the other side of the House to give their attention to it also, and 
I would be pleased to hear from them concerning it. There is a 
constitutional provision which may stand in the way, and to 
which I desire now to refer. The eighth article of the constitu- 
tion of the State of Missouri, in its third clause, provides as fol- 
lows: 

1 ll be bi ot. Every ballot voted shall be 
eal Coy eee in which it dull ve csshonh and the bar eeaeeel 
by the election officers in the list of voters opposite to the name of the voter 
who presents the ballot. The election officers shall be sworn or affirmed not 
to disclose how any voter shall have voted unless required to do so as a wit- 
ness ina —— proceeding: Provided, That in all cases of contested elec- 
tions the ots may be counted, compared with the list of voters, and ex- 
amined under such safeguards and regulations as may be prescribed by law. 

In the very same article another section of the Constitution 
provides when, where, and how contests shall be had in election 
cases: 

The trial and determination of contested elections of all public officers, 
whether State, judicial, municipal, or local, except the governor and lieuten- 
ant-governor, be by the courtsof law or by one or more of the judges 
therein. The general assembly shall, by general law, designate the court or 
judge by whom the several classes of election contests shall be tried, and 
regulate the manner of trial and all matters incident thereto. 

In other words, it provides that the ballots shall be only exam- 
ined in a judicial contest, and the Constitution, as I have shown, 
provides ~ med how, where, and when these judicial contests 
shall be held. 

There is a little history in connection with this subject that I 
may as well relate at this point. In 1884 there was a contest in 
the city of St. Louis. There had been some ballot-box stuffing 
and some repeating, and the records of the Federal court show 
that 30 of the “‘ heelers” and ballot-box stuffers of the city of St. 
Louis were convicted by the Federal court for frauds committed 
at the election. 

Atthe city election the Hon. David R. Francis was elected mayor 
of the city of St. Louis upon the face of the returns. Mr. Ewing 
brought a suit in the courts to contest that election, and asked that 
the ballot boxes be opened. The supreme court dismissed the 
cease, because it found that the legislature had neglected to confer 
upon any court the jurisdiction to try and determine a case of con- 
test for a municipal office. In other words, it was simply an omis- 
sion of the legislature to provide a law covering contests of that 
kind. Thereupon Mr. Ewing sued out a writ of quo warranto, 
and asked that the court order the ballot boxes to be opened and 
the ballots counted; and I hold here the decision of our supreme 
court, which I will not undertake to read, but which says that in 
a of that kind the ballots can not be counted, and that 
the word ‘‘contest,” as used in the constitution, means a statutory 
contest. 

That is not all. When they indicted the numerous conspirators 
at Kansas City for frauds perpetrated at the election of 1894, the 
grand jury sent a subpcena duces tecum to the recorder of voters, 
commanding him to bring the ballots before the grand jury that 
they might examine them. That recorder, to whom the subpoena 
was directed, was a Mr. Arnold, a most honorable, upright, and 
excellent gentleman. He took that subpoena to his attorney. His 

advised him that under the constitution and the rulings 
of the e court he could not obey the subpoena except in 
violation of his oath of office and the provisions of the constitu- 
tion. Thereupon they put him underarrest. He sued out a writ 
of habeas corpus, and the supreme court discharged him, holding 
that under the constitution even a grand jury can not go into the 
ballot boxes and examine the ballots therein contained. 

“But,” say some gentlemen to me, “Judge Burton, do you 
hold that this House, which, under the Constitution and the law 
has the right to determine the election, the returns, and the quali- 
fications of its own members, can not go into these boxes? 1s not 
this General Government paramount to the State?” To the latter 
question I say yes, but Congress never has attempted, and I hope 
never will attempt, to override the constitution of a State unless 
the constitution of the State is in violation of the Federal Consti- 
tution. I therefore suggest to my Democratic friends, ‘‘ What 
method have you of entering these ballot boxes? How can you 
examine them?” You may have alaw. I am not familiar with 
that branch of the subject. 

Mr. BAILE 


¥ Y. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield for a 
question? 
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Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask the gentleman if he has con- 
sidered this question: Whether it is permissible for the constitu- 
tion of a State to prescribe the manner of the election of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, the Constitution of the United States say- 
ing that the time, manner, and ploce shall be prescribed by the 
legislature of the State? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I have considered that question, 
and I answer no. I do not claim that the State has any such 
right, but I say that in the absence of a Federal law when you go 
into a State you have to pursue the machinery of the State. That 
is what I mean. I present it to the constitutional lawyers upon 
the other side. I do not say that I am right. I said that asa 
matter of first impression; I think I am right. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Suppose that under the constitution of Mis- 
souri it had been expressly provided that under no circumstances 
should Congress be permitted to recount the ballots in a Congres- 
sional contest. Do you think that would be good? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly not. I do not contend 
for anything of the kind. I am only saying this, that unless Con- 
gress exercised ite power and prerogative, and made some enact- 
ment under and by virtue of which you can go into the ballot 
box, where is your power? I submit it to you, gentlemen, as a 
matter of first impression. I may be wrong, and I do not want 
to assert anything here that I do not know to be true. I submit 
it for whatever you may consider it to be worth. 

Second, if you go out there and open the ballot boxes, what are 
you going to find? My friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
TAYLER] made this illustration: He said, ‘* You will find in that 
box the ballot of John Smith. John Smith is one of the men 
whose names were marked as having voted who did not vote. 
You have his name on the list; now examine his ballot.” Very 
well, I concede that; but suppose, Mr. Speaker, that after this 
trouble'arose—and there was ample time, knowing what was com- 
ing, as those gentlemen did know, not here, but in the courts of 
the land—they had scratched the name of John Tarsney off that 
fraudulent ballot purporting to have been voted by John Smith 
and had written the name of Colonel Van Horn in its place, and 
then had gone down the list until they came to the name of Frank 
Jones, who was a legal voter and who voted for Van Horn, and 
had scratched Van Horn’s name off and written Tarsney’s name 
thereon in order to even up, would the opening of the ballot box 
discover that? No. You would have to go over every vote in 
that box and subpeena Frank Jones and every other purported 
voter to show that his vote had been altered. 

Mr. BRUMM. lI[ask whether that could not be done—whether 
you could not so investigate it? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly it might be done, but it 
would take almost until the day of judgment to do it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It would not be necessary to write 
the name of Mr. Tarsney on the ballot. All that it would be nec- 
essary to do would be to take a piece of india rubber and rub off 
the scratch over the Republican ticket. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No, my friend; you are wrong. 
You do not know the law of the Missouri ballot or you would not 
make that statement. 

The Missouri ballot is the easiest ballot scratched in the world, 
if you want to commit a fraud of that kind. I will tell you how. 
We vote what we call a “‘ blanket ballot.” Itis larger than this 
page of a newspaper. The name of every candidate is printed 
upou the ballot. They are put in what the law calls ‘“ groups,” 
but what we will call columns. In the first column is the Demo- 
cratic ticket; in the second is the Republican; in the third is the 
Populist; in the fourth is the Prohibition; in the fifth is the 
Socialist, or any other ticket that has been nominated. 

One of the judges hands one of these ballots to the voter. 
must do his voting on one of these columns. 
pose Iam a Democrat. 1 go into the booth, and what is the first 
thing Ido? I scratch off the Socialist ticket, then the Prohibi- 
tionist ticket, then the Populist ticket, then the Republican ticket, 
and then I have nothing but the Democratic ticket left. Now, 
suppose that, being a Democrat, [ want to vote for Colonel Van 
Horn. Ihave to go down to John Tarsney’s name and scratch 
his out and write Colonel Van Horn’s in, notwithstanding the fact 
that Van Horn’s name is printed in the Republican ticket in the 
next column. If I simply scratch Tarsney’s name off the Demo- 
cratic ticket and permit Van Horn’s name to remain unscratched 
in the Republican column it does not count. Now, you will see 
how easy it would be to take the ticket that had been voted by 
Frank Jones and run a pencil through Van Horn’s name and 
write under it ‘‘ Tarsney.” As you have to write in order to vote 
a scratched ticket, there isno ground for suspicion because of the 
writing. Every man who attempts to vote an independent ticket 
has to scratch out one name and write in the name of another. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me at this point to 
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interrupt him for a matter of information? Let me first ask who 
furnishes these tickets? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The clerk of the county in the out- 
side counties, and the recorder of voters in the city of Kansas City. 

Mr. BRUMM. Are these tickets furnished with a stub? 
there a steb attached to them by which you can keep a record of 
what becomes of the tickets? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No, sir; they are not so furnished. 

Mr. BRUMM. Not with a stub attached? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then it is not the Australian system. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Well, we call it the Australian 
system; ‘but arose by any other name would smell as sweet.” 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. BRUMM. And something else that was bad would smell 
as bad under any other nare. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes; under some other name it 
would smell as bad. 

Mr. BRUMM. But the point I wanted to ascertain was as to 
whether under your system you facilitate or permit the spurious 
ballot to be deposited, or, in other words, whether you have any- 
thing in the system by which you can keep a record of the ballots 
furnished to voters. That is the better way to put it. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No; not in the way you suggest. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do you in any way? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. If every judge or clerk of 
election is honest, and if the custodians into whose hands the bailot 
boxes have been returned are honest, then they are a check upon 
themselves. 

Mr. BRUMM. Bautif they are dishonest, then what? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. If they are dishonest, I regret to 
say it, they can rob almost any man of his election; I mean if 
the whole gang who have control are dishonest. Take this very 
case. After the votes had been counted; after they had gone into 
the hands of the recorder of voters; after the judges had promulgated 
the votes, which showed that the Republican candidate for county 
attorney and the Republican candidate for marshal had been 
elected by a small majority, somebody in the office of the recorder 
of voters changed the tally sheets so that the canvassers of returns 
found and declared that the Democratic candidate for county 
attorney and the Democratic candidate for marshal in Kansas 
City hed been elected. 

. BRUMM. But the point—— 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I will answer your question, but 
in doing so I will give you a little history. On the refusal of their 
certificates the county attorney and marshal-elect brought suit 
in thecourts. Upon exhibition of thetally sheets, by holding them 
— the light, you could see that they had been altered and 
changed. Thereupon the Democratic candidate for county attor- 
ney went into open court and confessed judgment of ouster. 

‘Mr. BRUMM. But that does not seem to answer the point I 
want to get at. It seems that in this case, or ina number of cases, 
it appears a number of fraudulent ballots were ground through 
by the action of the election board. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. What i want togetis: Where did they get these 
ballots; where could they get them if you had the Australian 
system? 

oer. BURTON of Missouri. Why, under the law of the State 
of Missouri the county officers furnish the judges, on the mornin, 

of the election, with the ballots. There are six judges; twoo 

them are distributing ju , two receiving, and two counting 
judges. In other words, the clerk of the county court, or in the 
city of Kansas City the recorder of voters, furnishes the proper 
number of baliots proportionate to the whole number of voters of 
the precinct. They are given out by the distributing judges to 
the voters. ’ 

Mr. BRUMM. As he comes to vote? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes; and the voter goesintoa hooth 
by himself and fixes his ticket. The law makes it his duty to 
bring it back if he mutilates it, and he then surrenders it and 
takes another and fixes it. That isour law. But you can very 
readily understand how, if the judges are willing, a man can put 
one or two or more of those ots into his pocket and go out. 

Mr. BRUMM. But where can you get the alphabetical ballots 
that you s of, from 1 to 200, unless possibly they are fo 
papers; and if so, then would it not be the easiest thing in the 
world to show their forgery by an examination of the ballots 
themselves? That is the point I want to get at. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. - Exactly; and when I come to that 
branch of the case I will lain it, but in the meantime let me 
say that in the country we do not have any lar registration. 
In cities of 100,000 or more every voter’s name is put on the regis- 
tration book, the poll book, in alphabetical order. To the left of 
his name are two columns. The first column shows his registra- 
tion number. Toillustrate: Suppose John Adams is the first man 
on the list alphabetically, his name will appear at the top of the 
poll book and immediately to the left will be a column giving his 
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registration number, which may be, for example, 1907. When the 
voter comes to vote, in the next column to the left is put the num- 
ber indicating the order in which he has voted; so that by run- 
ning down the second column you can always tell the order in 
which the voters have voted. Now, it appears that in each of 
the three — in question 200 men voted in the regular alpha- 
betical order in which their names nen upon the poll books— 
which we all concede is an impossibility. 

Mr.BRUMM. Butstill you donotanswer my question. Where 
did they get the ballots from that they voted? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Why, nobody voted them. Tho 
judges themselves put them into the ballot boxes in the morning, 

Mr. BRUMM. But where did the judges get them? ™ 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I have told you that the recorder 
of voters gave them to the judges. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUMM. If the officer gave them to the judges, then they 
must have been forged ballots. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Notnecessarily. Here, forinstance, 
on election morning there was handed to the election ofiicers jy 
every precinct in Kansas City a poll book containing every name 
on the registration list, in alphabetical order. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do you mean to say that the judges tore ont 
those tickets and gave them to those voters? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No, sir; they did not tear them out 
of anything. For instance here—— 

Mr. BRUMM. One moment, if youplease. If they did not tear 
them out, are not the judges charged with the number of ballots 
that are placed in their hands? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Only as I have stated. For in- 
—. if there are 500 voters in a ward they give them 2,()0 

ots. 

Mr. BRUMM. The number is immateral. They are charged 
with what ballots they get? 

=~ BURTON of Missouri. Yes; they are charged,in your 
mind. 

Mr. BRUMM. But are they not charged as a matter of record? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I never heard of their being. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then you do not know, and therefore you can 
not answer my question. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes, I do know. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then why do you not answer? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I can answer the 
ntleman’s question, but I admit that I can not convince him. 
[Langnter 

Mr. BR . Thenanswer. Whether you convince me or not 
is immaterial. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I will try to answer the gentleman. 

Mr.BRUMM. Thereare others here that want to be convinced. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I want to be perfectly fair, and I 
am here to give the House all the information I can on the sub- 
ject. Now, it is the duty of the officers to have on hand so many 

ots, and they give a certain number to the judges in each pre- 
cinct on the morning of election. They hand them as many as 
may be called for, and the balance that are not used are burned 
up, because a7 are of no value when the polls are closed. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then the officers are not supposed to make a re- 
turn of the balance of the ballots in their hands? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I never heard of their being re 
quired to do that. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then the whole affair is anabsolute nonentity, 


a fraud. ———— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I understand the point 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has in mind and | think 
I can rue the House u it in due time. 

Mr. BRUMM. >) ,1 can not understand why those 
officers do not make a return of the ballots that are not use. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The ballots that are not used do 
not cut any figure. It is the ballots that are used that cut the 
figure. a ter.] 

Mr. BRU’ In our State, and in all well-regulated States, 
they do make a return of the ballots that are not used. 

. BURTON of Missouri. Well, then ours is not a well-regu- 
lated State. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Misso uri. Before my coll e resumes, allow 
me to ask a question to explain the ma which has been inquired 
about by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum]. !s't 
not oy that for every 50 voters at our elections 200 ballots are 
strung 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And one-half of those are put in the 
hands of the ju of election—the election board—before the elec- 
tion commences 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And the other half in the hands of a 
constable to be supplied in case of need? 
ta BURTON of Missouri. The gentleman correctly states the 

Ww. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So that there is an abundance of bal- 














Mr. 


made BURTON of Missouri. If I had known that was what my 
friend from Pennsylvania wanted, I could have given it to him 
long ago. [Laughter.] t y 

ow, in the first place, as a matter of impression, Idoubt whether 
you can go into the ballot boxesif you go out there; second, I ques- 
tion whether, if you go into the boxes, you will find those ballots 
in the condition inwhich they were. Myfriend says it would take 
a sleight-of-hand performance to have altered them which would 
surpass that of Herrmann. Why, my dear sir, some of those fel- 
lows up there can, to use a common expression, give Herrmann 
cards and spades and beat him in that game. [Laughter.] _ 

Now, the third proposition I make is this: Conceding that if you 

should send the committee out there and they should find every 
possible vote that Mr. Tarsney or the minority of the committee 
claim was fraudulent cast or counted for Van Horn, was so cast 
or counted, still Colonel Van Horn is elected by a substantial ma- 
jority. 
“= ‘the first place, the Fifth Congressional district is composed of 
two counties—Lafayette and Jackson. There is no fraud charged 
in Lafayette; there is no fraud charged in relation to Jackson 
County, outside of Kansas City, exceptin one precinct, Elmwood 
precinct, which at one time wasin Kansas City, but is now outside 
the city limits. 

At this point I want to make a statement (because I do not 
think my friend Tarsney in his printed argument is exactly 
fair), and it is upon this idea, that the tide of political revolution 
which flowed all over the country was seen and felt in the Fifth 
Congressional district. My friend in his printed argument says, 
if I remember rightly, that Van Horn received only 162 more votes 
outside of Kansas City than the Republican candidate for Con- 
gress received in the same territory in 1892. Here are the facts, 
and I have the record before me and the certificate of the secre- 
tary of state: In the county of Lafayette Mr. Tarsney received 
1,032 less votes than he did in 1892. Colonel Van Horn received 
162 more votes than did the Republican candidate for Congress in 
1892. In the county of Jackson, outside of Kansas City, Mr. Tars- 
ney received 1,176 less votes, while Colonel Van Horn received 331 
more votes. Mr. Tarsney received 2,208 less votes in Lafayette 
and Jackson counties, outside of Kansas City, in 1894 than he did 
in 1892, and Colonel Van Horn received therein 493 more than the 
Republican candidate for Congress did in 1892, making a differ- 


ence of 2,701. These figures are taken from the returns of the 
secre of state published in this record. 
Now, I merely introduce this for the purpose of showing to this 


body that the political revolution which was felt everywhere else 
was felt up there. And I ask any of you gentlemen to say why it 
should stop when it reached the fenstor of Kansas City, and why 
the opposite should have proved to be true only when you come 
into the very wards in which Republican challengers and Repub- 
lican witnesses were ejected from the polls and into which judges 
and clerks were colonized from outsile precincts. 
The first precinct to which I desire to call attention is Elmwood 
pane lying post outside the limits of Kansas City, about four 
ks away. I want to call your attention to this point partic- 
ularly, because it must be determined by parol testimony. There 
were some suspicious circumstances connected with this precinct 
before the day of the election. What were they? Under the Mis- 
souri law each of the two leading political parties is entitled to 


three of the jadges and two of the clerks at each precinct. That 
is the law. usual rule is for the chairmen of the committees 
of the respective ies to make their selections and hand them 
in to the a power, and these nominees are usually ap- 
pointed, as t to be. Somebody has to look after this, 
and who should that oan be unless it is the committee in 

h of the political ? I find that my friend from Califor- 
nia |Mr. MAGUIRE] in his minority report censures the recorder 


of voters for not ae gentlemen whom the Republican 
committee presen to him for appointment. This precinct, 
however, was in the county of Jackson, but outside the city. 

It was the duty of the county court of Jackson County to ap- 
point the judges and clerks of election for this precinct. What 
was the first suspicious When the Republican committee- 
man from Elmwood precinct went to the county court of Jackson 
ae and ee ra the names of the Republicans whom the 

ited as srdges and as clerks the county 
court refused ? The evidence shows that 
it men. 


that they were property 
Repablicen committee did not 
did not 


s 


recommend; men that the com- 
and whom they did not want; men whom 
testimony presented here in the report have 


But the county court re- 
did it appoint? Men whom the 
indorse 
this 
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the right to believe were appointed as Republicans but who were 
Republicans in name only. 

What was the second suspicious circumstance? The polling 
place was changed from the customary location and placed right 
adjacent to a disreputable saloon run bya Democratic boss. The 
Republican committee, so the record shows, went to the county 
court and complained, saying that the polling place ought to be 
established in the customary place. The court said the sheriff 
had charge of ‘the matter. The committee went to the sheriff. but 
the sheriff refused to makethe change. The sheriff was himself a 





candidate for reelection onthe Democratic ticket at that election. 

What occurred on the day of the election? Inthe first place the 
windows were soaped, just as they were in the fifty-second pre- 
cinct, and my friend Mr. Tarsney says the object was to pr t 
the voter, who, under our system, has a right to be screened from 
the observation of those outside—from the gaze of the wor!d—while 
preparing histicket. Boothsareprepared for that purpos», and the 
testimony ciearly shows that the object in soaping the windows 
was to shut out from view the misconduct of the judges and 
clerks, 

The law expressly and distinctly allows each political party to 


have a witness to watch the judges, to examine the count, to see 
that the judges count off the ballots read, and that the clerks duly 
make a record of the votes. In this particular precinct the win- 
dows were soaped so that nobody could see what took place inside. 
The second thing they did was to turn out the challenger and the 
witness on the part of the Republicans, so that there was nobody 
to challenge the illegal voter and no witness to see that the vote 
cast was counted. 

Third, the testimony discloses the fact that the judges and the 
clerks in the Elmwood precinct who were appointed as Repub- 
lican judges and clerks became maudlin drunk during the day 
and were not in a condition to attend to their duties, had they 
desired so to do. 

Fourth, it appears from the testimony that blocks of men came 
from the direction of Kansas City—in squads of twelve or fifteen— 
to this polling place. 

They went directly into the disreputable saloon in the neigh- 
borhood of the polling place, then they came out and went into 
the polling booth, and when the Republican challenger attempted 
to challenge their right to vote there he was ejected and was in- 
formed that he must stay away; that he had no business in there. 
These men, the blocks of voters of whom I speak, went into the 
booth and it is to be presumed that they voted, and I will give 
reason for that presumption further on. Then they went off in 
the direction of Kensington precinct, three-quarters of a mile dis- 
tant, and did the same thing. It was known that the same pro- 
ceeding was there gone through with because men followed them 
from the Elmwood precinct to the Kensington precinct and gave 
information to the challenger and the officials of the election at 
Kensington, but the challenger there was not permitted to go into 
the room and challenge the men who had voted at Elmwood, and 
when he undertook to challenge them he was arrested and taken 
duwn town, as shown by the evidence in this record. 

Now, for the purpose of showing a comparison between the 
votes cast in this precinct in 1892 and 1894, [ call your attention 
briefly to a table that I have prepared. Ido not claim that this 
method is absolutely correct, because some men who voted there 
in 1892 may have died or moved away, some may have come in 
since 1892, and it is possible that some of those who voted in 1894 
went away since that election was held. Butit is tentatively cor- 
rect; it is at least advisory, and gives some details which are of 
interest in considering the pending question raised on the vote at 
that precinct. 

In 1892 Mr. Tarsney received in that precinct 202 votes; in 1894 
838 votes, or an increase of 136. 

In 1894 Mr. Van Horn had 229, and in 1892 the Republican can- 
didate for Congress had 198, a gain of 29 votes for Mr. Van Horn 
over the election of 1892. The total vote polled was 581 in 1894, 
and 410 in 1892, a gain of i171. In two years, therefore, in a pre- 
cinct where the testimony shows that there was no increase of 
population there was an increase of 171 in the number of the 
voters. But thatisnotall. Immediately after the election when 
the committee on safety, composed of Republicans and Demo- 
crats, went into the investigation of the matter of fraudulent 
votes in Kansas City and vicinity, they polled this precinct; and 
what did they find? Bear in mind that there were 581 votes 
polled in this election. The canvassers went from house to house, 
and after an investigation found but 438 voters in the precinct, 
143 less than appeared as voting on the poll books, not to take 
into consideration men who were there and did not vote at all. 
But even that is not all. They found that of the 438 voters there 
were 233 Republicans. How many did Van Horn get? Two hun- 


dred and twenty-seven, or 6 less than the Republican voters in 
that precinct on the day of the election. 
How many Democrats? One hundred and sixty-eight, and 30 
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men who would not say how they voted, whether Democratic or 
Republican. Add your 30 who refused to say to the 168 who said 
they were Democrats, and you have, all told, 198 votes, and yet 
Mr. Tarsney received 338 votes in this precinct. Where did he 
get them? 

Mr. Speaker, still further, on this evidence: These same wit- 
nesses 

Mr. RANEY. Are all those facts to which you refer set forth in 
the evidence, in the record in this case? 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. These facts are all in evidence in 
this record. I take the figures from the certificate of the secre- 
tary of state. Ido not give a single figure that is not found in 
that record. 
in behalf of the committee of safety found that by going to this 
disreputable saloon and boarding house—it was a combination— 
that the proprietor claimed that on election day he had 112 men 
boarding with him, although the capacity of his house was not 
sufficient to accommodate exceeding 35 men. He could not give 
the name of a single one. He did not keep any books and he only 
claimed to know them by numbers. Outof the whole 112 only six 
or seven could be found. ‘That is the testimony in the record. 
In defense, Mr. Tarsney introduced a witness to prove that some 
time before this some contractor had been building a sewer in that 
portion of the city, and that there had been employed at one time 
as zuany as 800 men, and my friend argues that some of those 
men who could not be found there shortly after the election were 
these particular men who worked on the sewers, and that they 
were legal voters. Now, I want to call your attention to a few 
words from the lips of that very witness. On page 938 of this rec- 
ord is the commencement of the testimony of this witness, Mr. 
Pease, put on in defense by Mr. Tarsney. He was examined and 
cross-examined, and among other things this is what he said: 


2. How long had that Gooseneck sewer been in construction at that time? 
. Why, this was in November—it had been some time; I do not know how 
long. It seems to me that they had been at work on it nearly all fall and 
summer. 

9. Well, that sewer is completed, is it not? 

. Yes, sir; I think so. 
Q. And all these men that were at work there on that sewer have left that 
community? 
A. Oh, yes; shortly after. 
Q. Is it not a fact that the men that were employed on that sewer were a 
class of men who moved around wherever they could get a job? 
A. I should say, mostly dagos. 
2. one since they were discharged they went away? 

. Yes, sir, 


The witness swears that not one of them had a home in that 
precinct, and I say that is not the kind of citizens we have in Mis- 
souri; that because a man happened for the time being to be work- 
ing on a sewer, that does not constitute him a resident or a citizen 
by any means; and [ say when you take into consideration the 
character of this testimony, that they were dagos, that not one of 
them had a home, that they were unknown, that no man could 
tell their names, that the saloon keeper with whom they boarded 
only knew them by numbers, you have a right to find that they 
were not legal voters, when the testimony further shows that 
many of them went right from Elmwood down to Kensington 
and voted again; at least 170 of them cast their votes, and they 
were counted for the contestee. 
The testimony shows that 171 of the persons returned as having 
voted in this precinct could not be found therein ten days after 
this election—nearly 30 per cent. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I want to give my friend the credit of every- 
thing I can, and I therefore limit it to the minimum, and I say 
that under this evidence there is not a man in this House, if he 
was in the jury box as a juror, under the solemnity of an oath, 
listening to the testimony of these witnesses, who would not find 
that at least 142 of the ballots cast in Elmwood precinct were 
illegal ballots, and that they were cast and coun for the con- 
testee. I therefore charge Mr. Tarsney with 142 fraudulent votes 
in that precinct. = 
We now come to Kansas City. I want to call the attention of 
this House in a general way to some general matters of fraud. In 
the first place, what did the recorder of voters do that was illegal? 
The testimony shows that a list of 4,800 fraudulent voters was 
resented to him to strike off from the registration lists. Did he 
MO it? No. It was made his duty to submit that list of names to 
a board of revision. He refused to do it, and not a single, solitary 
one of these 4,300 fraudulent names was stricken off. Understand 
as to these names—some of them were names of dead men, some 
were the names of those who had moved away. Many of them 
were fictitious, registered from vacant lots, vacant tenement 
houses, saloons, houses of ill fame, and other disreputable places. 
Canvassers had been sent out who ascertained that these 4,300 
names should be stricken off the registration list, and yet Mr. 
Owsley refused to strike off a single name or to submit t list 
to the board of revision. 


Well, how anny of them voted there that day? 
I would say, to be conservative, a hundred. 


None of them had any homes out there, did they? 
Not to the best of my belief. 
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What is the next thing he refused todo? When the Republican 
committee presented its list of judges and clerks to be appointed 
Mr. Owsley refused to appoint them, and the minority of the com. 
mittee in their report censure him for not doing it. Why did he 


not do it? What earthly motive could he have for not doing it? 


But that is not all. He appointed, if I remember right, about 
sixty judges and clerks who were not named, who were not in- 
dorsed, who were not recommended by the Republican coi:mit- 
tee. The testimony shows that some of them were unknown, t}),+ 
canvassers went to the places where these men were said to })o 
residing and could not find them, and the testimony shows thi.; 
in several precincts every judge and clerk of the election was iy)- 
ported for the purpose of perpetrating frauds. They were )\ 
residents and not qualified to act. For instance,in the fifth, sixt)). 
and seventh precincts of the Second Ward there was not a inian 
who acted as a judge or clerk who lived in those precincts. N,t 
one. In the twenty-seventh, forty-eighth, and fifty-third jyre- 
— judges were colonized, did not live there, and had no richit 
there. 

Mr. Speaker, under the law of Missouri there is a provision for 
a challenger at the polls and a witness to the count. 

The “—_ropes pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired, 

fr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I thank the House. 

I say we have a law giving the right to each political party to 
have a challenger atthe polls and a witnessto thecount. In Kan- 
sas City, when the Republicans made application to Mr. Ows!ey 
for the appointment of a challenger and a witness, he refused, 
and said that ‘‘ under the uliar law that prevailed in Kansas 
City witnesses were not allowed.” Well, it raised a great storm, 
and thereupon Mr. Owsley wrote a letter to the Republican com- 
mittee (it is published in here) calling attention to the fact that 
there was a conflict in the law, as he claimed, and that a.witness 
could not be permitted; and he eure to make up a case and 
submit it to the three circuit judges of Kansas City, and agreed 
to abide their decision. The Republican committee accepted his 
proposition in writing. The case was made up and submit!«d to 
the court, and the court decided that Mr. ale was wrong, and 
that in the city of Kansas City,as well asin every other part of 
Missouri, each one of the two political parties was entitled to a 
witness of the count. Notwithstanding that fact, the sworn ics- 
timony of his own deputy and the testimony of other witnesses 
show that on the night before the election he not only neglected 
to inform the judges and clerks of the election that each of the 
parties had the right to havea witness, but he toldthem that they, 
the judges and clerks of the election, were the sole judges 0 tlie 
law, and that they had the right to reject challengers and wit- 
nesses, both, if they so desired. Why did he do it? 

Now, then, I want to call attention to the number of precincts 
in which they did eject the witnesses and challengers. In the 
third, fifth, sixth, seventh, twenty-seventh, and fifty-second pre- 
cincts they ejected both tle challengers and witnesses; in the 
first, fourth, twenty-second, twenty-sixth, twenty-eighth, furty- 
eighth, forty-ninth, and fifty-third they ejected the witnesses, and 
the wards in which the greatest frauds were committed are those 
in which the challengers and witnesses were both ejected. 

Let us take the fifty-second precinct. Mr. Tarsney has gone 
over the testimony with reference to that. Mr. Canney says that 
170 Republican votes that had been legally put in the box were 
taken out; 115 at one time and 55 at another. The 115 were taken 
out of the polling place in a lunch basket and the 55 stuck in the 
stove, and 170 Democratic ballots were substituted for Mr. Tarsney. 
a ee says that Mr. Canney is not corroborated. He is cor- 
roborated. And then my friend argued about the little coal house. 
or the little granary. The testimony shows that it was a little 
building in which were three grain bins, and the judges who had 
the counting got over into one of these bins where they could not 
be seen by the voters or other parties. The testimony of another 
man corroboratesCanney. This witness saw Hanson down on !1'5 
knees scratching ballots in the bottom of one of these bins, und 
when asked what he was doing, Hanson said he was merely mark- 
—S rejected ballots. : 

r. Speaker. when we compare the vote in that precinct with 
the vote of 1892, what is the result? In 1892 we find that M’. 
Tarsney received 219 votes. In 1894 he received 363, a gain of |1', 
notwithstanding the political revolution. The Republican can‘ 
date for on in 1892 received 246 votes, while Colonel \n 
Horn received only 188, a loss of 63 votes, in a ward that was openly 
and notoriously Republican theretofore; and so it is that that fact 
to this House is advisory and one from which we have the msht 
to say that Mr. Canney’s testimony is true. But Mr. Tarsney 
says that Canney ought not to be believed. Why? Because he 
isa iceps criminis. 
ell, now, I will admit that when we look at his testimony we 
ought to be governed by the law, that the testimony of an ad- 
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accomplice should always be received with great caution 
ee it ah not to be Solieved unless it is corroborated di- 
and strongly by other testimony or by physical facts. The 
physical facts in this case show that they had wiped out a ma- 
ority in a Republican ward and given a majority to Mr. Tarsney. 
This Mr. Canney went down to Jefferson City, and upon the 
strength of his statement the Democratic governor refused to issue 
commissions to the Democratic county attorney and marshal, and 
finally the Democratic candidate for county attorney went into 
open court and confessed a judgment of ouster. But Mr. Tars- 
ney says that that man ane has since been indicted. 

That is true, Mr. Speaker. e has been indicted, but when and 
where and how? The other side have been reading telegrams, and 
I am going toread one. My friend Tarsney says that notwith- 
standing these men were indicted upon Canney’s complaint more | 
than sixteen months ago, they have not been tried. Whose fault | 
is it? Go to the records in the courts of Kansas City and Inde- | 
pendence and ascertain. Time and time again they made appli- | 
cation for a continuance, and finally they swore against the | 
Democratic judge upon the bench and took their cases down to 
Cass County, and they have been standing there, and the State has 
been ready to try them upon the testimony of Canney. But that | 
is not all. I want to as this telegram received from Harrison- 
ville, from a man who does not live in the Fifth district, but who | 
is known throughout the length and breadth of that country as | 
one of the best lawyers in the State, a high-minded, pure, and 
upright American citizen. Here is the telegram: 

HARRISONVILLE, Mo., February 7, 1896. 


Hon. CHARLES G. BURTON, 
Care House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
On January 16, 1896, an indictment was procured in this county against | 
T, J. Canney, who was one of the judges of election in the fifty-second precinct | 
in Kansas City, Mo., in the fall of 1804. This indictment was for perjury al 
leged to have been committed in September, 1894. Canney is one of the wit 
nesses nst Ed. Findley and others, indicted for frauds in the Ninth Ward 
at the election in 1894, above mentioned, etc., and whose trials are soon totake | 
lace. At the time of Canney’s arrest several of Findley's intimate friends, 
faving learned in some weg hat the arrest was to be made before day on 
Sunday morning, aerz 26 last, were present, and asked to be allowed to 
take the warrant and make the arrest, but the sheriff from this county re- 
fused the request. When arraigned in court on Monday following, Canney 
demanded a trial as soon as possible, but the State, not being ready, procured 
the case to be continued until next May. The circumstances attending the 
case, the interest the defendants in the election-fraud cases have manifested 
in having Canney indicted, the long time that had elapsed between the alleged 
rjury and his Indictment for it, and the fact that he has been in Kansas 
ty during all the time, together with the very flimsy and absurd basis for 
the c against him, all point strongly to the conclusion generally held by 
the public here, and which [ believe to be correct, that Canney was indicted 
to weaken his testimony and thereby help the defendants in the trial of the 
election-fraud cases. 


That does not come from any attorney in this case nor from any 
man who is interested. 

Now, gentlemen, I say that, applying the testimony in this case, 
it is clear that these men absolutely stole out of the box 170 Re- 
publican votes that were cast for Colonel Van Horn, and in lieu 
thereof put in 170 votes for Mr. Tarsney. 

The gentlemen of the minority consent to let that vote go. 
be: say you can not purge that. Exceedingly generous! Upon 
its face it robs Mr. Tarsney of a majority of 180, but as a matter | 





of fact it robs Mr. Van Horn of a majority of 160. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. If the gentleman will pardon me for inter- 
rupting him, the minority does not object in its report to going 
into that precinct and doing the best that can be done. What it 
says is that upon the evidence now before the House it does not 


appear that that precinct can be purged. Neither side has shown 
t it can be purged. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Well, I say that if you open the 


ballot boxes, then you must take the name of every man who voted 
and send out a subpoena for him, and then, if you can find him, 
you must bring him in and put him upon the witness stand and 
ask a he voted. That is the only way you can purge that 


inct. 

_Mr. MAGUIRE. That may be so as to the fifty-second pre- 
cinct, but as to the fifth, sixth, and seventh the case is different. 
We have already in the record the testimony which shows what 
names were fraudulently voted. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 


Exactly. Iam coming to those. 
Now, I 


C to the Second Ward, and I am right glad that my 
friend read the telegram from his attorney, Mr. Yeager. 
I know Mr. ae. He is the president of the public school 
Kansas City, and as honest and upright a man as lives in 
all the State of Missouri, and when he telegraphs here that Miller, 
upon the witness stand, and that Krider, upon the witness stand, 
have testified so and so I believe him, and I congratulate myself, 
the testimony stated in that telegram verifies the exami- 
nation that I made of this record two weeks ago. 
Now, let ee epee recent, or, rather, I will take the three 
together. It is itted by my friends on the other side 
200 votes in each one of those three jgpecinete were put into 
the boxes before the were opened. There are several ways of 
Proving this. , ® witness, testifies to it. It is corrobo- 
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rated by the poll books themselves. It is admitted by everybody, 
I want to cail attention to a few facts. The total vote cast in the 
fifth precinct in 1892 was 351. 

In 1894, at the spring election in Kansas City, the Democratic 

party divided into two bodies, putting up two candidates. A 
litical fight of that kind brings the vote all out. So that in 
<ansas City, in the spring of 1894, there was a very full vote, 
Now, bear that in mind all the time. At the Congressional elec- 
tion in 1892, 351 votes were polled. At the spring election in 1894, 
377 votes were polled; but in 1894, at the Congressional election, 
621 votes were polled. 

In the sixth precinct there were polled, in 1892, 155 votes; in the 
city election of 1894, 186; in the Congressional election of 1894, 509, 
In the seventh precinct there were polled, in 1892, 243 votes; at the 
spring election of 1894, 246 votes; and at the Congressional elec- 
tion of 1894, 514 votes. Total in the whole ward at the Congres- 
sional election of 1892, 749 votes; at the spring election of 1894, 
809 votes (the largest vote ever polled in that ward); but in 1894 
there were polled in that ward 1,644 votes. 

Mr. BRUMM. You mean there were that many returned? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes, I mean returned; I thank the 
The increase over the C ngres- 

spring 
election of 1894 was 835. 

Now, it is admitted that 600 votes were put in the box before 
the polls were opened. The committee of safety within two 
weeks sent out into that ward a couple of canvassers who on mak- 
ing a house-to-house canvass found that many men whose names 
appeared upon the poll book as having voted were registered from 
vacant lots—some of these were within four blocks of the 
the recorder of voters; some of them even 


office of 
registered on the river, 
Those two canvassers reported that within 
two weeks after the election 1,011 persons returned as having 


‘ pre- 


Is not that rather remarkable—1,011 men returned as 


voting who within two weeks could not be found in those pre- 
cincts? The argument is made that that is a peculiar ward, 
Well, it is a peculiar ward. It is such a ward that if some gen- 
tlemen should go there they would at once ask that certain places 
might be pointed out to them in order that they might avoid them. 


That is the character of the ward. There is no such population 
there as this return of votes would imply. There can not be. 
There were about 900 fraudulent votes cast in that ward. 

I have been watching the trial of Mr. May; and I read the testi- 
mony of Mr. Kriderand of Mr. Miller. Both of them, if I remem- 
ber rightly, testify that in the sixth and seventh precincts 200 
fraudulent votes were put in the box and that every one of them 
was put in for Mr. Tarsney; they do not charge Mr. Van Horn 
with a single one of them. When it comes to the fifth precinct 
Mr. Miller says that 101 of the 200 fraudulent votes put in, in the 
first instance, were for Mr. Van Horn. 

It was charged upon this floor this morning that Mr. Yeager 
had telegraphed that Mr. Miller had testified that in the fifth pre- 
cinct 400 votes were put in and that they were divided equally 
between the two candidates.. That is a mistake upon its face. 
Why? Because Mr. Van Horn received only 201 votes all told in 
that precinct; and if they had given him 200 fraudulent votes, it 
would have left only 1 legal vote for him in all that precinct. 

Mr. Speaker, I have made an analysis for another purpose. Let 
us take the seventh precinct; I want to show this body that in 
that precinct Colonel Van Horn could not have received a fraudu- 
lent vote. Why? In the Congressional election of 1892 Mr. Tars- 
ney received 148 votes in that precinct; in the city election of 1894 
the Democratic candidates for mayor received 119 votes. In 1894 
Mr. Tarsney received in that precinct 449 votes. In the election 
of 1892 the Republican candidate for Congress received 94 votes. 
In 1894, in the spring election, Mr. Davis, Republican carylidate 
for mayor, received 121; Mr. Van Horn received in this election 
only 57. Colonel Van Horn’s vote was 37 less than that of the 
Republican candidate for Congress in 1892, and 64 less than Mr. 
Davis, the Republican candidate for mayor, received in the spring 
of 1894. The Tarsney vote in 1894 was 301 more than in 1892, and 
830 more than the Democratic vote at the city election in the 
— of 1894, when they had a full vote. I say, then, it is evi- 

ent beyond any question that every fraudulent vote put into the 
ballot box in the seventh precinct was for the contestee. 

Take the sixth precinct and what do you find? In 1892 Mr. 
Tarsney received 108 votes. In the city election of 1894 for the 
Democratic candidate for mayor 101 votes werecast. In 1894 Mr. 
Tarsney received 420 votes. In the Congressional election of 1892 
the Republican candidate received 46;in the city election of 1894, 
85; and Mr. Van Horn received in 1894 but 84 votes, only 39 
votes more than the Republican candidate for Congress in 1892 
and one less than the Republican candidate for mayor receivedin 
1894. And yet, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Tarsney’s vote in 1894 was 312 
more than he received in 1892 and 319 more than the Democratic 
candidate for mayor received in the city election in the spring of 
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1894. Therefore the fraudulent votes cast in this precinct must 
have been counted for Mr. Tarsney. 

But let us take the fifth precinct. In 1892 Mr. Tarsney received 
279 votes, in the city election the Democratic mayor received 309 
votes, and in the Congressional election of 1894 Mr. Tarsney received 
412 votes. In1892 the Republican candidate for Congress received 
67 votes, in the spring election the Republican candidate for mayor 
received 66 votes, and in the 1894 election Mr. Van Horn received 
201 votes. 

I believe that in that fifth precinct, for some reason or other, 
when they came to put in the first 200 fraudulent votes they di- 
vided them equally between the two candidates for Congress. 
Why do I believe that? Mr. Tarsney ran 134 votes behind his 
ticket and Mr. Van Horn 137 votes ahead of his. There is no tes- 
timony as to why Mr. Tarsney should run behind and Mr. Van 
Horn ahead of their respective tickets in that precinct. Besides, 
it is apparent from the telegram that Mr. Tarsney read on the 
floor to-day that they put 200 fraudulent votes in the box before 
they opened the polls in the morning, and 40 more during the day, 
or 240 in all, and divided them equally between the two. Now, I 
charge Van Horn with the votes received by him at that precinct 
over and above that received by the Republican straight ticket, 
and it amounted to 137 votes. 

Iclaim that under the testimony presented in the record it clearly 
appeared that Mr. Tarsney received a minimum of 142 fraudulent 
vos in the Elmwood precinct and 170 in the fifty-second pre- 
cinct, which was stolen from Mr. Van Horn by the judges of 
election, and that he received the difference betweeen 134 and the 
entire fraudulent vote polled in the fifth, sixth, and seventh pre- 
cincts. It is admitted that in these three wards 600 fraudulent 
votes were polled. But that is not all. I have told you that the 
polling officers show that 1,011 men could not be found after the 
election, and in addition the testimony shows that they specific- 
ally proved that 146 men whose names a ed as having voted 
were not there and did not vote. Add this 146 votes to the 600 and 
we have 746 votes. seen is — only with a minimum. I 
do not say that the 1,011 which could not be found were fraudu- 
lent, but give him the benefit of every doubt, charge him with the 
minimum of 746 votes, and take from that 746 votes 137 to which 
I have already referred as voting for Van Horn, and we have left 
609 votes to be charged to him. Then, Mr. Speaker, we charge 
Mr. Tarsney with 609 fraudulent votes in the Second Ward and 
charge Mr. Van Horn with 137 fraudulent votes. There is no evi- 
dence to show that he got but 101, because that is all the clerks in 
the Kansas City office say they discovered. But give him the 
other 36 to make good measure, and let us see what the final result 
will be. 

Mr. Tarsney’s total vote as reported by the secretary of state 
was 16,538. Take the 609 fraudulent votes of the Second Ward, 
the 170 substituted in the fifty-second precinct, and the 142 in the 
Elmwood precinct, and we find a total of 921 votes, which we sub- 
tract from the total of 16,538, making his actual vote 15,617. 
Again, the secretary of state reports the total vote of Mr. Van 
Horn as 15,798. Take from that the 137 fraudulent votes that 
these gentlemen think they can prove to be fraudulent if you send 
some commission out there to look into the ballot box; add to that 
the 170 votes stolen from him in the fifty-second precinct, and you 
have a total vote for Van Horn of 15,826 after making all corree- 
tions. The differencein favor of Colonel Van Horn over the con- 
testee then is 209 votes. 

If we give to Mr. bemeneag thw that is possible for him to 
t under his claim, and that is all he did claim, it is im ible 
conclude otherwise than that Mr. Van Horn was elected by the 
number as shown—209 majority. 

Mr. TAYLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLER. In the computation that you make do you not 
necessarily repudiate the proposition contained in the majority 
report that you must entirely disregard the returns from the fifty- 


second precinct. 
Mr. JCHNSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will not 
ob: to being catechized. 


r. BURTON of Missouri. I shall not object to being cat- 
echized, because I stated, Mr. Speaker—probably my friend was 
not here—that on yesterday I heard one of the most ificent 
legal arguments that I ever listened toin my life, and if I had had 
any doubts before, which I did not, that argument would have 
convinced me. I donot believe in the proposition of law, as enun- 
ciated by the majority of the committee, as an abstract proposi- 
tion. I believe that under that rule we should be compelled to 
throw out 340 votes that the testimony clearly shows Colonel Van 
Horn is entitled to in the fifty-seco inct. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In other words, the gentleman 
thinks the committee were too tender of Mr. Tarsney? 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I donot care how you put it. Ido 
not believe in that principle of law, because it establishes a bad 
precedent. I also believe in the further principle that the law 
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does not require you to do unnecessary things. Therefore, if by 
sending out this committee or a subcommittee we should accom- 
plish everything that is claimed, and the evidence contained in 
this record would still convince us beyond a doubt that Colonel 
— Horn is elected, we ought not to resort to that unnecessary 
thing. 

I was oing to say when I was interrupted that upon this record 
pines y admits that Colonel Van Horn was elected; but on a 
Sunday not long ago there appeared in a Kansas City paper an 
affidavit from eight clerks in the office of the commissioner of 
voters, which affidavit I hold in my hand. What is it? In sub- 
stance, these eight gentlemen testify that in counting the ballots 
in some contest they discovered that in the fifth precinct, of the 
200 ballots that had been voted, or rather been put into the box 
and charged against the voters alphabetically, 101 of them bore 
the name of Colonel Van Horn, Mr. Tarsney’s name having been 
erased. Upon the strength of that affidavit Mr. Tarsney went 
before the committee and asked that the committee take this tes- 
timony. Now, I want to show you that I have followed my friend 
Tarsney’s idea all the way through, because here is what he says. 
I will not read that portion of his argument in which he admits 
there are 600 fraudulent votes. 

Mr. Tarsney, in his printed argument, says: 

if the 135 ballots referred to in these affidavits are essential in determining 
this contest, then you must know for whom they were counted before you 
decide this cause. : 

That is all there is in his original application. He claims that 
there were 135 votes that had been counted against him, when they 
ought to be counted as fraudulent, against Colonel Van Horn. | 
concede it. If these 135 votes are essential to the determination 
of this contest, then I believe with my friend from Ohio |[ Mr. 
TAYLER], and — the majority of the committee, that we 
~— to go out there and p that vote, ifit can be done. But 
if they are not essential—and I do not see how under this testi- 
mony it is possible to believe that they are—then I say it is sim)ly 
a waste of time. I have endeavored to demonstrate why they are 
not essential, why it is unnecessary, because I say the testimony 
ought to satisfy any reasonable, thinking man, beyond not mervly 
a reasonable doubt but beyond any doubt, that in the Elmwood 
precinct Mr. Tarsney received not less than 142 and as high pos- 
sibly as 170 fraudulent votes. 

e ought to be satisfied by the testimony that 170 legal votes 
for Colonel Van Horn were a ted, and that 170 illegal votes 
were put into the box and counted for Mr. Tarsney, and that, 
allowing him everything that is substantiated by the evidence 

roduced, and the evidence which he offers to produce, if you wi!l 
investigate you will find that Colonel Van Horn could only possi- 
bly be charged with 135 or 137 votes, and that Mr. Tarsney must, 
by the irresistible logic of mathematics, be charged with tho 
remainder, and that, adding those together and subtracting thm 
from the general result, Mr. Van Horn, under any and all con- 
tingencies, has been elected by a majority of at least 209, and in 
—— judgment by a majority, figured from these records, 
0 


Mr. MAGUIRE. In order to reach your conclusion you reject 
the determination of the majority to throw out the fifty-second 
precinct? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. You further go beyond the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee and deal with the Elmwood precinct and 
show frazds committed there? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That has not been discussed by the majority? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No, sir. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. So that if you should uphold the majvrity 
resolution, it would be against not only the proof, but also against 
the facts set forth by the majority. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to call attention to the fact 
that the majority of the committee distinctly stated in ther 'v- 
port that there was ample of frands in other places, ani it 
was simply for lack of time that they did not analyze those. _ 

oo B : oor of Miss simile ie a00 unto “ day is = 
evil thereof.” Iam not ing m ition. ave stated, 
and reiterate it, thatas tothe bald, ana prepacition of law I stand 


with the gentleman from Ohio ae TAYLER]. I also admit and 
concede the statement made he gentleman from Indiana | \''. 
JOHNSON]. Heisright; upon his theory it was absolutely unnece- 


sary to go into the wood precinct or the other precincts. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. My aarroon was that if this course of the 
gentleman was to be taken it would carry with it 


that the a should be recast. 
Mr. BUR of Mi 


the necessity 


ari. Ty take their pleasure abont 
that, but I am only giving what I believe to be the bottom fac's, 
at my conclusion I am doing no violence to !1y 


conscience or to my — 
Mr. JOHNSON of Permit me to say that I have no 
doubt the gentleman from California 


and ia 


would like to have the ro 
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t of the majority recast. He is making his whole fightin this} Mr. BRUMM. But yon will not say we ce: 
ouse for that yo ie E : t of the ballots or access to them? 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I have no fight either against the Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I do not say that. I 
majority or the minority. I am submitting what I believe to be ——s you can. 
e. Mr. PARKER rose. 
Mv friend Mr. Tarsney said that he was no party to this con- | The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire what arrangement, 
spiracy; and I reiterate it that as a Missourian I absolve him so | if any, has been made with regard to the division of time? 
far as this record shows or my knowledge extends from any part| Mr.JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentlemen on the other side are 
or parcel in the infamous roceedings that have characterized the entitled to the floor, and I suppose they have an understanding as 
elections in Kansas City for the last tem years. We have had a | to who shall speak. 
g up there who have robbed the people of the county and of Mr. BAILEY. Weask the Chair to recognize the 
the city; and it has been the effort at every election to maintain | from New Jersey. 
in office men who would not prosecute; men who would see to it Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I consider an election matter one 
that indictments were notfound. Under ordinary circumstances | in which party plays no part. Every member of this House is 
the Kansas City district was regarded as Democratic; and they | interested in the mode in which elections are carried on and 
did notsuppose, I presume, that what they were going to do would | decided. Any man may have his seat contested by a member of 
have any result upon the Congressional election. The tidal wave | another party. What is done to-day on one side may be done 
struck the country and Mr. Tarsney fell behind. He fell 2,701 | another day on the other side. Here.as inal! courts of justice, the 
yotes behind the vote of 1892 in the rural county of Lafayette | mode of administration is of much more importance than the issue 
and in the farming portion of Jackson County. But they went in | in any particular case. inthis matter, too, the very issue scems 
to perpetuate the gang, and in that attempt perpetrated the frauds | to be as to the mode of doing justice. As I understand this case— 
which robbed the contestant of his right to a seat in this House. | and I take the facts from my friends, whom I believe to be dispas- 
In conclusion I wish to read an editorial from a Democratic | sionate, both sides being honest in their belief as to the mode in 
newspaper that supported Mr. Tarsney in the campaign, because, | which the House should investigate this question—as I understand 
in lan better t my own, it clearly expresses the condition | this case, these ballots were all numbered and marked, sothat if they 
of affairs. I say a Democratic paper—it calls itself an independ- | have been preserved, and if they have not been tampered with 
ent paper—but it is a paper that sees nothing wrong in the Ad- | since they were counted, the votes which were cast for ‘‘ padded” 
ministration; that finds it impossible to believe that Mr. Cleveland | names can be recognized and separated from the true votes and 
can do any wrong; and by the doctrine of natural selection, if on | the ballots can thus be purged and the tally corrected. 
no other, it has always stood by Mr. Tarsney, and warmly sup- Mr. Speaker, it appears that there was a certificate issued in this 
rted and maintained him in the campaign of 1894; and here | case. 1 donotcare how fraudulent that certificate may have been, 
s what it says: it bears the presuzaption of truth until itis successfully attacked. 
It is the usual history of contests for seats in Congress that they dragalong | [t is attacked. The contestant here says: ‘‘I received more law- 
fora greater part of the term in question, resulting in a tardy decision, with | ful votes than the sitting member.” The principle of law, a great 
a salary for each claimant. This is not likely to be the case with the Van | principle of law, is that he must prove that fact or prove why the 
Horn contest. The House Committee on Elections has decided, by a strict | fact car, not be proved. The first thing to do is to try to prove the 
party vote, in favor of unseating Tarsney, and it is expected that this recom- | 4° a : ~anee - ne vO} © tne 
mendation will be ratified at an early date by the large Republican majority | fact, to goto the ballot boxes and try to find out the trne result. 
in the Lower House of Congress. : Why? is it only because such aninvestigation may prove that the 
It is to be regretted that the career of Mr. Tarsney in Congress is to be cut | contestee is entitled to his seat? Certainly not. You are told 
short in this way. He is the best Representative that the Fifth district has F , . : : 


an not cet possession 


‘ 


say I doubt 


gentleman 


hadinsome years. His usefulness in Congress has grown with hisexperience, frankly that the probabilities may be the other way. The real 
and by the law of merit he was entitled toa reelection. Had the Democrats | reason why you should seek that evidence is because it is the best 
mote 6 ee oe Denew ee een ~— evidence, anc! it is our duty to get the best evidence. It is our 
abou . Tarsney ccess. ere } c c ority e ’ © - 

district, and under normal conditions it would have been recorded in favor duty to ourse|ves as a precedent for other cases, 

of Tarsney. But the gang which has run the Democratic party in Jackson Has anybody seen tried—as I have seen tried—the eficct of 
a ae ty canoes ee we attempting to disfranchise a district by throwing out its vote 
unate as to be the — of its favor. I? Mr. Tarsney shall be unseated he entirely? The very voters who thought there was fraud are the 


will have to thank the political crooks who have clouded his title by their | men who will say: ‘‘ Our honest votes ought to have been counted, 
scoundrelism. He is the-victim of the pluggers and heelers who set out to | hut they were not counted;” and those men will vote the next time 
steal the election in Jackson County in 1894, and he is now paying a costly | | “tl 7) beau ti ; id sane eniiadieies : 

penalty for having been in bad company. against those who threw them out. do not care whether it 1s 





See eae aren tb, chan = ap ey te Senate’ te the — by | against us or against somebody else. It is public misfortune that 
resorti creomee mou 0 SGReve eS purpose an at nowhere 1s | the question should ever come up as to whether the votes cast in 
honesty better policy than in the management of political affairs. | a partiouiar precinct or district oe all be thrown out in order 
And so I believe that the gang of “ pluggers and heelers” have | to get at the result of an election. It is a still greater misfortune 
80 impressed the people of Kansas City that they would have voted | when subsequent elections are influenced by the prejudices arising 
downany man whom the Democrats could have nominated in 1894 | from such action instead of being determined fairly on the real 
who was the recipient of the gang’s support, I do not care what | issues. 
might have been his ability or his private character. Formy| But Iam told, Mr. Speaker, that in this case we can not go to 
friend I tit. I sincerely hope that if the political revolution | the ballot boxes. Why? The constitution of the S ovides 
shall roll the other way, and Kansas City and the Fifth Congres- | that it may be done in any judicial proceeding. {s not this judi- 
sional district shall return to its normal condition, my distin- | cial? Would not an inquiry by the legislature of the State of 


guished friend will come here with no cloud on his title as a Rep- | Missouri be recognized as judicial? Is not an inquiry by the leg- 
resentative from that district. Ithank the House. [Applause.] | islature of the United States as judge of the electi 
Mr. BRUMM. Willithe gentleman permit me just one ques- 
tion? I think it is a question that goes to the gist of this whole 
matter. DolI understand you to say that under the constitution 
of your State, if this case should be remanded, the Congressioral 
committee could not have access to the ballots? been tampered with in the meantime. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I say as a matter of first impres-| Well, Mr. Speaker, we do not deal with possibilities; we deal 
sion I so believe. with facts as we find them. We do not deal with possibilities for 
Mr. BRUMM. And that you have a judicial decision as to that | agreatmanyreasons. Inthe first place, it is pretty hard to change 
constitutional ision? | ballots that are in a ballot box. We had 8,000 fraudulent votes 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. We have a judiciai decision as to | in a county of my own State and every one of them could be iden- 


n of its mem- 
bers to be recognized by Missouri as judicial? Andif not, is not 
the paramount power of the Constitution of the United States and 
of representatives of its people to go and count those ballots to be 
so recognized? But we are told that the ballot boxes may have 


the constitutional power—— | tified, because they were stamped with a machine that had a lit- 
Mr. BRUMM (continuing). That you can not touch them in | tle smaller type thax: the regular one. In endeavoring to trace 
a contest? the falsification of books and records every man here has proba- 
Mr. IN of Missouri. I do not so say—only as a matter | bly had some experience. You always find something about the 
of first imy ion. I have not examined the authorities as to the | fraudulent work that looks wrong. Therefore when we are in- 
power of under the circumstances. | quiring as to these fraudulent votes, I say go and try whether we 
Mr. BR . Then it really has no bearing upon the question | can not ascertain the truth by an examination of the ballot boxes. 
of access to those ballots? | Now, I want to call attention to one fact set forth in the brief 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Except, simply, so long as a legal | for the contestant, which seems to me conclusive on this point. 
question is unsettled, you and I as individuals must have our own | It is there stated that the recorder, Owsley, was a scamp, and he 
views with reference to it. That is all. I do not quote it as an | certainly was. He had those ballot boxes from November until 

. Thatis a matter of my views only that the attorneys | February, when an honest man appointed by Governor Stone took 
on the sice may take and look into. I place and predicate possession of them. ‘The return on the tally sheet, made up on 
my result upon the fact that, taking the testimony as a whole, even | the 11th of November, while Owsley had the ballot boxes still in 
if you do go into the boxes and count the ballots, still it can not | his possession, was altered, it was said, so that the return handed 
change the result. in was wrong, and was proved to be so, not merely by its appear- 
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ance but also by going inside of the ballot box, where they found 
the duplicate of that return, made on the day of election, which 
sawel the true figures and showed that the other paper had been 
changed. 

Sew, if Owsley had wanted to alter anything in those ballot 
boxes, of all things he would have been most likely to have altered 
the duplicate. If he was going to tamper with anything, certainly 
he would alter that, but the box when opened in February by the 
honest man proved to contain the true tally sheet. I think that 
is pretty conclusive evidence that those ballot boxes, although in 
bad hands for three months after the election, were not entered 
until the new recorder came in and took possession of them and 
until they were opened under the order of the court. And that 
being so, all that is asked—and I agree here with the minority 
report of one member of this committee—all that is asked here is 
that we should go and get the best evidence, if we can. If that 
evidence should prove that the contestant is elected, will it not be 
something to have proved that, so that no one can ever object? 
Will it not be something to have counted the votes of the men 
who were honestly entitled to vote, instead of offending them by 
throwing out their votes? If it should prove that either man is 
elected, will it not be right to have maintained the strong prece- 
dent of this House, the strong precedent of every court dealing 
with elections, that you must go first to the ballots to see if you 
= count them before you adopt the plan of disfranchising any 

istrict? 

Mr. Speaker, I try to speak of this matter dispassionately. No 
man can address so large a House as this with proper interest in 
the question without seeming in earnest; but [ want to say to 
this House that I believe every party in this case to be honest and 
that the earnestness shown on every side should make every mem- 
ber of this House exercise his judgment as a judge as to what 
should be the honest, the square, the righteous, the forceful way 
of carrying conviction with any decision that may be arrived at 
by this House. We do not want to know what probably was 
written on those false ballots, if we can know what actually was 
there. We do not want to draw conclusions from previous elec- 
tions by a mere comparison of figures, if we can have the ballots 
looked at to see how the votes that were falsely returned actually 
read and were counted. If those fraudulent votes were cast for 
one or the other party and even if we can not find all the voters— 
if we find a system, we have corroboration of either theory that 
is here in contest; and it is much more important that the decision 
of this House should be without doubt in such a matter than that 
there should be a little delay for the sake of reaching a right 
decision. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILEy] 
desire to proceed now? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Some gentleman of the minority 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman who has just concluded is a rep- 
resentative of the minority. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I understand that very distinctly; 
but the majority have consumed thus far much more than their 
share of the time. The floor is open now for any gentleman desir- 
ing > be heard on the other side. The object is to divide the time 

ually. 

Mr. BAILEY. So far as we are concerned, we are ready. 

[None of the committee being ready to proceed, several mem- 
bers urged Mr. Powers to take the ane 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as none of the trains 
will take the rest of these passengers, [ think I will get aboard. 
Coe) 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont is recognized. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, this case seems to me to be at- 
tended with very great peculiarities. In the first place, it seems 
to be conceded by the majority in this case that Mr. Tarsney, the 
es member, is entirely guiltless of any fraud that was perpe- 
trated in Kansas City at the last election. But they say that he 
must lose his seat upon the doctrine of that old case reported 
away back in some of the earlier books—the case known as In re 
Poor Old Dog Tray. [Laughter.] He was in bad company and 
therefore he must be turned out. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, I 
have always doubted the soundness of the ruling in that old case. 
It has always seemed to me that r Tray was a great moral 
hero, because the bill of exceptions shows that he came out of that 
fracas without even the smell of smoke upon his own garments. 
[Laughter. ] 

The sitting member, then, is absolved from all msibility for 
the fraud which was committed. It was committed in the inter- 
est of other parties; and he unconsciously has received the benefit 
of that fraud and is to respond here by losing his seat. 
that if the fraudulent ballots that were provided and cast in the 
interest of other parties operated to increase Mr. Tarsney’'s vote, 
so that his majority is tinctured with that fraud, that majority 
must be reduced to the extent of the fraudulent votes that he may 


have received. But what is the history of that transaction? As 


I — it from the discussion on this floor—and I have had no 
ot 
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er source of information—it seems that this fraud was con- 


cocted by certain parties in Kansas City that belonged to both the 
— parties; that there were Republican conspirators and 


mocratic conspirators; that the purpose, end, and scope of that 


conspiracy was to compass the election of certain local officers in 
that city. It resulted for the time being in accomplishing the 
end that they set out for; but after a little investigation the con- 
spiracy was unearthed, the officials who had undertaken to get 
benefits from it were turned out of office, and the conspirators 
were turned into the penitentiary—just where they ought to go. 


Now, how does that leave the contestee, the sitting member? 


Apparently, from the report of this committee, these fraudulent 
votes enter into and make up the majority with which he comes 
here under his certificate. But he comes in and says that if you 
will go one step further in this investigation—if after taking all 
the evidence as to this fraud that you have taken and which he 
concedes establishes the fraud—if in addition to that you will go 
one step further in your investigation and resort to the best evi- 
dence that the law recognizes in cases of this kind and examine 
the ballots themselves, you will find that the fraud which was con- 
summated in that district was not extensive enough to reduce his 
majority so as to deprive him of his seat. He says that he himself 
throws out all the fraudulent votes that it is contended he received 
by force of this conspiracy, yet he says that there still remain in the 
ballot boxes legal votes enough to warrant this House in adjudging 
that he is lawfully entitled to his seat. The majority of the com- 
mittee say no. hy? 
that if we should make that examination it would still appear that 
Mr. Van Horn is elected.” But is that a sensible reason to urge 
before the House of Representatives, charged under oath with the 
settlement of this question upon the basis of law and justice? 
What would you say of a judge who would refuse to listen toa 
witness on the ground that whatever the witness might say, he, 
the judge, had made up his mind and was satisfied that notwith- 
standing the testimony of the witness the plaintiff should have a 
judgment? 


‘* Because,” they say, ‘‘we are convinced 


Why, Mr. Speaker, it is important that we not only decide the 


case right as judges ourselves, but that we decide it in a way that 
all parties in the contest will feel that it is decided right. The 
same rule applies to this case as would apply to any proceeding in 
a court of justice. 
him a full opportunity to be heard, even if he had the suspicion 
that the hearing of the man would not change the opinion he had 
oo seme would be written down as a tyrant, and in the 
classic lan 


Any judge who would deny to a party before 


age of this Hall would be written down ‘‘a czar.” 
[Laughter. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Have you read the testimony in 


this case, or any part of it? ; 


Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir; I have read a part of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How much? 

Mr. POWERS. Enough to satisfy me that you are wild in the 
Way you are proceeding. anger. } 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. e gentleman is fortunate in ex- 
citing laughter, but unfortunate in not adding any information to 
the case or answering my inquiry. The question [ asked the gen- 
tleman was based upon the statement he had just made, and | 
merely asked him, for information, whether he had read the testi- 
mony in the case with care. 3 

Mr. POWERS. I will say in answer to -~ friend from Indi- 
ana, that I have read it far enough, and have heard enough from 
the gentleman from Indiana himself to have discovered that he has 
—- just short of the facts in the case. ’ 

. JOHNSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman read the report 
of the maior of the Committee on Elections? 

Mr. POWERS. I have read it, and all the reports. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Lunderstood the gentleman to make 
certain statements of fact which would indicate that he had not 
read the report of the committee. 

Mr. PO RS. You asked me if I had read the evidence, and 


I replied to you that I had read the evidence, or a part of it. 
tr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman made several state- 
ments which clearly showed that he was entirely ignorant of the 


contents of the report of the committee. He has also shown that 

he has not the least knowledge of the facts on which the commit- 

tee based its report, or the testimony before the committee, and I 

a him my inquiry to show to the House just where 
e ‘ 

Mr. POWERS. Well, my friend inquired if I had read the 
evidence in the case. I replied that I had read some of it. He 
now aske me if I have read the report. I reply to him that I have 
that report of the committee 
rt of the committee, and after hear- 


and the ority of 


the debate upon the floor of the House during the pendency of 

question, it is perfectly evident the majority of the Commit- 

tee on Elections just one step short of where they ought 

to have gone in the matter. Evenif they are satisfied 
’ 
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that by examining these ballots it will still appear that Col. Van | familiar grounds of construction, the power that is necessary to 
Horn is elected, it is nevertheless their duty, in justice to them- | make the exercise of that granted power effective. So there 
selves, in justice to Col. Van Horn, who ought to have the seat, if | would be no trouble about that, lapprehend. Now, it is said by 
at all, by a title unclouded in all respects, in justice to the House, | my friend from Missouri [Mr. BurToN] that it is easy to mutilate 
and in justice to the people of Kansas City—the voters in this elec- | those ballots. " 
tion district—to have taken the step further, that step which the Very likely that is true, but I understood yesterday from the 
minority of the Committee on Elections have recommended and | statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayLer], and I have 
asked them to take. ‘ : not heard it contradicted to-day, that very soon after this elec- 
Now, my friend, Judge Burton, from Missouri, to whose able | tion, and about the time that the contest for this seat on the floor 
and convincing argument I have listened with a great deal of | was inaugurated, the custody of those ballots was transferred 
pleasure, confesses to a doubt as to the power of the House to get | from this man Owsley into honest hands. Now, if we remember 
at these ballots in the State of Missouri. He says, ‘‘I am not | that this conspiracy—agreed on all hands to exist—was inaugu- 
willing to say that the House has not the power to procure them,” | rated not for the purpose of counting Mr. Tarsney into a seat on 
but he says that under a proceeding in the State courts of Mis- | this floor, but for the purpose of electing three or four local offi- 
souri it has been held that no power exists to examine the ballots, | cers—when we remember that fact, and the fact that the custody 
except in certain specified cases. But it seems to me that the | of those ballots was changed at about the time that this idea of 
House has the power to examine the ballots. The Constitution of | contesting Mr. Tarsney’s seat was started, there is a strong pre- 
the United States, which he and I both agree is the supreme law | sumption of fact arising in my mind that there was no occasion 
of the land, declares that this House has the power to judge of the | to mutilate those ballots in the interest of Mr. Tarsney at that 
election, return, and qualifications of itsmembers. He and I both | time, and that since then there has been no opportunity to do it. 
agree that where a grant of power is made in the organic law | Sc that, looking at the question in any phase that you please, it 
it isa grant of power which carries with it all further and nec- | seems to me that it is our bounden duty to ourselves to see to it 
essary power that is essential to make it effective. that every possible resort shall be taken to determine the exact 
Now, suppose that a case should arise wherein the seat of a | right of the parties in this case. 
member on this floor depended for its decision on the number of This question is broader than a mere question inter partes. It 
votes in a certain ballot box in the State of Missouri, is it to be | is of little importance to us whether Colonel Van Horn or Mr. 
sup for an instant that the recorder of voters in Kansas City | Tarsney shall occupy the seat on this floor, but it is important 
could defy the power of the House of Representatives, charged | that this House should establish a precedent that it can safely fol- 
with the duty of judging of the election of its own members—that | low in the future; and when a precedent is established to the effect 
he may defy their power and refuse an opportunity to inspect the | that we will not look to the ballots themselves, but will take some- 
ballots? It seems tome not. It seems to me to be the height of | body’s say so about it, we are establishing a precedent, I want to 
nonsense to say that the House of Representatives, charged with | say to my Republican friends, that will return to plague us here- 
that duty and clothed with the function of judging of the elec- | after. The law in all cases requires a party to resort to the best 
tion of one of its members, is impotent to resort to the best possi- | possible evidence that can be obtained. Now, a ballot is the best 
ble evidence that it can procure as to the right of the member to | possible evidence of the intention of the voter. Everybody con- 
his seat. | cedes that. If those ballots have been tampered with they will 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. If the gentleman will pardon me, | bear on their faces the evidence of the fact, and it will only deepen 
I will ask him what way he would exercise that power in the | and blacken this conspiracy. 
absence of any law? the sitting member with it, because he will then be shown tobe a 
Mr. POWERS. I would exercise it by passing a resolution of |-direct beneficiary of it. If they have been tampered with the bal- 
the House of Representatives instructing the Committee on Elec- | lots will show the fact. I? they have not been tampered with it 
tions to summon the recorder of voters of the city of Kansas City, | is perfectly easy, as everybody can see, to separate the legal from 
Mo., and directing him to bring with him the ballot boxes in his | the illegal votes, and from them to determine rightly who is en- 
custody, and present them at the bar of the House or before the | titled to this seat. 
Committee of Elections; and if he saw fit to deny the jurisdiction Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we should discuss this 
of the House or defy its subpoena, I would have him arrested by | question without the slightest feeling of partisanship on the part 
the proper officials of the House and brought before the bar of | of anyofus. As my friend from New Jersey [Mr. Parker] has 
the House to answer for contempt. said, itis not a question of party advantage. There can be no 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Then you mean to say that you | advantage to us to seat another Republican. It will be no disad- 
could, by a resolution of the House, make him take from the place | vantage to us to keep our genial friend, Mr. Tarsney, in his 
where the laws say they shall be kept the ballot boxes and bring | seat. He will not hurt us any, and on the other hand the other 
them before the Committee on Elections? man can do us little good. But we can keep our hands clean. 
Mr. POWERS. The law which says that they shall be kept in | We can keep our record clean, we can make a precedent here that 
a particular place in the State of Missouri is nothing but a State | it will shame our Democratic friends hereafter to go back on, if 
law. Here is a paramount power, conferred upon the General | we do it when we have no occasion to be actuated by partisan 
Government by the organic law, which is bigger and stronger | motive. To my mind, sir, while I have not the slightest concep- 
than any State law; and the State law must yield when the two | tion as to who is entitled to the seat, while I do not care a fig who 
are brought in conflict. Iam reminded by a gentleman sitting | wins in the fight, I still believe that we can not, as a majority 
near me to inquire whether anybody is prepared to say that this | party on this floor, safely decide that we will ignore any evidence 
custodian of the ballots would deny the right of the House to pro- | that is apparently within our reach to obtain. {Applause. | 
duce them hereon this floor. Iask my friend from Missouri | Mr. Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Vermont retain the 
Burton] if there is any doubt as to his consenting to do so? floor while I make a suggestion in his time? My friend from 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I have the greatest doubt in the | Indiana [Mr. Jounson] has taunted the gentleman from Vermont 
world. with the fact that he had undertaken to discuss this question with- 
Mr. POWERS. You think he would not? out ever having read the record. What I desire to suggest is 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I think he would take a subpcena | that, inasmuch as the Committee on Elections was appointed and 
duces tecum to his attorney, and that his attorney would advise | charged with the duty of digesting the long record in this case 
him that he had no right to bring those ballot boxes away from | and reporting it to the House, if, after the consideration of it by 
Kansas City. our committee, we have brought it into the House in such condi- 
Mr. PO . Then I would have the Sergeant-at-Arms bring | tion that gentlemen can not intelligently discuss it without going 
him, ballot box, attorney, andall, here. {Laughter and applause.| | through that long record, the committee has not performed its 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Exactly, and I might agree with | duty. 
you; but the supreme court of the State of Missouri might differ Mr. POWERS. My friend from Texas has made a pretty good 
with both of us, point, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. POWERS. Then I should call on the courts of the United | Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to suggest to the gentleman 
States, and see which of the two would win in the conflict. from Texas that when a member undertakes to discuss a ques- 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. You would put the State supreme | tion, and clearly shows by his statement that he has not nal the 
court in soak too, would you? evidence at all, then possibly a suggestion that he makes might 
Mr. POWERS. Yes; I do not subscribe to the idea that the | not be pertinent. 
State of Missouri or any other State in this Union can pass a law Mr. BAILEY. I disagree with the gentleman from Indiana as 
that will nullify a Federal law or that will ignore or override any | to the accuracy of the gentleman from Vermont. 


It will possibly connect my friend 





provision of the Federal Constitution. Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Texas and I 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Iagree pith you on that proposi- | will disagree on a great many things besides matters involved in 
on. 


. this case. 

Mr. POWERS. I believe, on the other hand, that when the Mr. BAILEY. And I am never so well satisfied that I am right 
Constitution has empowered the House to judge of the election of | as when the gentleman from Indiana disagrees with me. 
its memebers, it has given it by that very language itself, andupon! Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I should be very glad to see the 
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tleman right on any subject. 
is normal condition, if he were. 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I concur in the views submitted by 
the minority of this committee. I believe, sir, that it is the duty 
of this House to resort to every possible means to ascertain the 
will of the people in the Fifth Congressional district of the State 
of Missouri, and I believe that that end could, to a very consider- 
able extent, be attained by a resort to these ballot boxes. Having 
signed the report of the minority of the cemmittee, which had in 
view the carrying out of that idea, I had hoped to be able to sub- 
mit an argument upon that pass but owing to my phys- 
ical condition, Mr. Speaker, | am unable to make a speech upon 
this question, and oe arose to state that I am in favor of the 
views entertained by the minority in the report submitted in this 


case. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. We still have consumed more time 
than gentlemen on the other side. I would be glad for them to 
proceed. I want to be quite fair in the division of the time. We 
— to consume more time to-morrow. 

fir. MAGUIRE. I think we could well call it even, and let you 
on now. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Very well. Ido not want it to be 
— that there is any unfairness in the distribution of the 

ne. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. We will not complain of any unfairness be- 
cause of the present situation, and if it is not even we can even 
it some to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The agreement is perfectly satis- 


I. would be a departure from | election challengers and witnesses, falsifying the returns, substi- 

tuting ballots, putting Democratic ballots in the place of Repub- 

—? ballots; all this is specifically charged in his notice of con- 
st. 

Mr. Tarsney knew all this. Did he? On January 2 his answer 
to the notice 1s filed in which is specifically denied each and every 
one of those charges. Now they come to the contest. On Janu- 
ary 21, 1894, the first day that evidence was taken upon this ques- 
tion—on the very first day that evidence is taken—it is shown by 
the canvassers that 402 voters in the first precinct of the Secon( 
Ward had no existence in that ward. The name of the man is 
given, his pretended residence is given, and it is there handed with 
a copy to the gentlemen on the other side. On January 22, A. B. 
Olson, @hairman of the Republican central committee, takes the 
stand. What does he say? He says that on the day before the 
election ‘‘1 furnished to him (Owsley) the names of the judges 
and clerks and asked him to appoint them. He refused to do it.” 
** Did he appoint any for you?” ‘He did not.” 

Now, let us see what is contained in the record. I now read 
from page 117: 


2. i Ge: fifth precinct, were any of your recomméndations appointed? 
. No, sir. 
2. In the sixth, were any of your recommendations appointed? 
. No, sir; nothing there. 
Q- In the seventh precinct? 
. No, sir. 
2. In the twenty-second? 
. No, sir. 
2. Twenty-third? 
No, sir. 
Q. ne 
















0, sir. 
. Twenty-fifth? 


> 


Mr. PRINCE Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 


House forashort time to the views of the majority of the committee | Q {went 

inreference tothisreport. My friend thegentleman from Vermont 9. Twenty-sixth? 

said that Mr. Owsley, the corrupt official, the recorder of voters . No, sir. 

in whose hands these ballots were placed, resigned before thiscon-| @ [wenty-seventh? 

test was entered upon. Let me be brief, Mr. Speaker and gentle- 9. Twenty-eighth? 

men of the House, while I call your attention to a little of the . No, sir. 

histoty in reference to this case. On November 6, 1894, the elec- | @ Twenty-ninth? 

tion was held. Mr. Tarsney was declared elected by a majority In the fifty-eighth? ‘ 

of 745 latar on, at the time of the meeting of the canvassing board, z No, gir. ila ia 

November 11. On December 10, 1894, Mr. Van Horn served notice | - Dorian git io terete Sea to Sirebis eiitin'te haaewt 


of contest upon the contestee. He made in his notice of contest 
sixty different specifications. 

It is well to know the pleadings and to know the history of this 
case tosee whether the majority of the committee has followed 
along the line of those pleadings. Specification No. 14 states 
among other things the following: 

SPECIFICATION NO. M4. 


1. Because, prior to the election, in pursuance of a conspiracy to fraudu- 
lently and unlawfully increase your votes at said precinct, certain partisans of 
yours willfully caused a large number of fictitious names, names of persons 
who did not reside in said precinct and names of d persons, to be placed 
upon the registration books and lists as legal voters of said precinct, and 
willfully prevented the purging of such registration lists and books of names 
illegally and sponses upon them. 

2. because the recorder of voters of said Kansas City, who Mg a 
of yours, with full knowledge of the facts last above set forth, ully ap- 
pointed persons as judges and clerks of the election in said precinct, and who 
acted as such, who were not bona fide residents or legal voters thereof, and 
none of whom were taken from the Republican party. but all were partisans 
of yours, and not competent to perform the duties of judges and clerks. 

8. Because said ju and clerks were not sworn, as required by law. 

4. Because said judges and clerks unlawfully and for the prnore of pre- 
venting the detection and facilitating the a of fraudulent vo 
for you, refused to admit to the voting place the duly appointed represent- 
atives pf the Republican and People’s ies as witnesses to the counting of 
the votes, and also unlawfully refused to admit to such poling places the 
dul opment challengers of said political og but wrongfully assaulted 
seal wv tnesses and engers, an jec hem therefrom, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that in a test case decided three days before the election, by the 
circuit court of said Jackson eer it was adjudicated that said — 
and People’s parties were each enti tled to have such witnesses to the count 
one & > orem , S oanee bar pw or rooms are nin, ts. 4 
po o the comple oO © count, and your 
advance to abide by such decision. 


Section 26 states: 


Because said ballots and returns for said precinct were, after be deliv- 
ered to the office of the said recorder of voters, not safely and securely kept, 
as es by law, but were at times since then in the possession and con- 
trol of forgers and criminais who feloniously altered a portion of the returns 
of said election, and it is now uncertain whether a recount of the ballots now 
in the ballot box used at said precinct, if any there be, would afford any evi- 
dence of the true number or r of ballots delivered by the judgesand 
clerks to said recorder of voters. 


This specification was made with reference to precinct No. 5, 
and like specifications were made with reference to precincts No, 
6, No. 7, and No. 52 in that notice of contest. 

Now mark you, gentlemen, the declaration made here to-da 
that the contestee knew nothing of this. The notice was omvel 
— him on December 10. In reply to that notice, on January 2 
1895, he files his answer of contest, denying specifically each and 
every one of these charges, and he goes to trial. Now, gentlemen, 
the issue is joined. Fraudulent registration, n 

ists, refusal to ap- 


lists, willful refusal to purge the registration 
point Republican election. Sadgns, refusal to admit Republican 


Q. Whether any of the recommendations you made of judges and clerks 
were appointed in any of these ; thatis, whether your recommenda- 
tions were oops by the recorder of voters? 

A. Well, in that last precinct, the forty-sixth, there was James Anderson 
and C. W. Clark; that was all. 

. How about the forty-seventh? 

. No, sir. “ 

2. The forty-eighth? 

. No, sir; none there. 

2. In the forty-ninth? 
Non 


ie. 
._In the fifty-second? 
None. 





Here is this man, the recorder of voters, the man who appoints 
the judges, the man who appoints the clerks, the man who refuses 
to appoint challengers, the man who refuses to let witnesses go in 
and watch the proceedings in the booths, here is this man, with 
the ballots according to the Australian system, dealing them out 
the night before the election, so that his henchmen and his «0- 
conspirators can meet in the upstairs or the downstairs, in saloons 
or in out-of-the-way corners, and mark 200 votes alphabetically 
before they have a right to put them in the ballot box and put 
them in the box in the morning before the balloting begins on t!iat 
day; this is the man who refuses to appoint ublican judges in 
pone and precincts which were later on honeycombed wit!: 

au 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir. 7 ei 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Iam not defending the acts of the election 
officers, but was it not oan and legal thing for the para- 
phernalia that was to be the next morning to be delivered to 
the election officers the night before? 

Mr. PRINCE. Ido not know, sir. I do know, however, that 
within the city, if he had desired to do the right thing, he cou! 
easily have seen to it that —_— messengers from his office could 
have got those ballots to the proper places in the morning. |! 
could have seen to it in that way, but he did not, and the recor 
stands here that he gave them out the night before, and that ~\) 
of them were marked and put in the sixth precinct, and 2") 0! 
them were marked and put in the seventh precinct, and 200 of 
them were marked and put in the fifth precinct of the Secon 
Ward. “ie that is not = The a oe to this ~- = 
now, after the testimony is closed, presents a am in which 
it is stated that 400 frandulent votes are to have been 
_— the ballot box in the ee Se sixth, and 400 

the seventh, making 1,200 alent votes in the Second War. 
The number, however, he ,may beoverstated. But the record, 
aa we are going outside of it—the record that 
before us, the record that we have read and that we will stand 
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shows that 1,011 fraudulent votes were cast in the Second Ward 
Wifes City at that election. 
The 


a 


past & 
a there were 1,624 votes cast in the Second Ward. 


MM. YLER admits in his report that about a thousand of them 
werefraudulent. Therecordsays1,011. How do we make up that 


Well, that statement differs from ours by only 11, so that 


thousand fraudulent votes were cast in that ward. 


statement? By men going from house to house and finding in | 


the fifth precinct 402 men registered and pretending to vote who 
yoted, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Burton] has said, 
from places covered with water from 10 to 20 feet in depth, who 
voted from places where there were no houses and unoccupied 
houses, voted from railroad tracks, and from corners where nobody 
lived. Four hundred and two men in that precinct cast fraudu- 
lent votes, or rather that number of fraudulent votes were cast. 
And yet my friend from Vermont [Mr. Powers] wants us to go 
there and find those 402 men who did not exist and count their 
ballots and see if they were not honest voters. _ : 

Do gentlemen want us to de a foolish and fruitless thing? Can 
we do it? Here are 402 votes that no man denies were fraudulent. 
The contestee does not introduce a word of evidence in contradic- 
tion of that statement. He had the list, and he did not bring a 
single one of those men to show that he was a legal voter, or that 
any of them were voters, because those men had no existence. 
Four hundred and two in the fifth precinct, 341 in the sixth, and 


268 in the seventh, making a thousand votes in all, voted by men | 


who did not exist. Now, taking a thousand from 1,624, the total 
number of votes cast, you have 624 as the true vote of the Second 
Ward. But it is said that the returns show, fraudulent, corrupt, 
and padded as they are, that Mr. Van Horn received of that num- 
ber 342. That is to say, out of 1,624 votes cast, or purporting to 
have been cast, Colonel Van Horn received 342, Mr. TAYLER says 
that the frands committed were in his interest, and that the fraud 
was accentuated and punctuated in favor of Van Horn. I defy 
him or any living man to show a syliable in the record which sus- 
tains any such statement. I ask him or anybody else to show a 
single word to justify it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, Ido not see the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] present, but I did not understand his state- 
ment exactly as it is quoted. What Mr. TAYLER said was that, 
so far as the specific evidence went, it — ared that Mr. Van 
Horn had received a handred and thirty-odd of these fraudulent 
votes, and that it did not appear specifically, by the evidence, that 
anybody else did receive fraudulent votes there. 

Mr. PRINCE. I think that is about correct. But I will read 
from the Recorp. On page 2391 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. TAYLER] is reported as saying: 

Mr. TAYLER. All that I know with any degree of absolute certainty is this: 
That the only person for whom a special, defined, accentuated effort was 
made to cast i votes for Congress was the contestant, Mr. Van Horn. 
It is absolutely certain that Mr. Tarsney was the beneficiary of most of the 
illegal votes that were cast in Kansas City. That is incontestible. 

A little later the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurToN] rose 
and asked this question: 

Mr. Burton of Missouri. Will the 
for information? Because if he is right in his position I want to know it. 


Mr. TAYLER. Certainly I will answer the gentleman. 


ies umeee of Missouri. To what testimony does the gentleman now 
ude 


Mr. Speaker, nowhere did the gentleman from Ohio answer that 
question. Nowhere can he truthfully answer that question in a 
way to sustain his statement, because I say to you, the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. MaGcurre}, that you will agree with me 
tha: nowhere within the limits of this record as it stands is there 
any evidence that Mr. Van Horn received 101 fraudulent votes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It isin the affidavit of the eight clerks of the 
election commissioners. That testimony, of course, according to 
my view, applies only to the application to reopen the case, but 
that is undoub what the gentleman from Ohio referred to. 

Mr. PRINCE. Very well; when the question was asked him 
specifically he should have answered it, because he left the im- 
pression upon the House that he left upon me, so that I went to 
my room and sat up late into the night ae after page of 
this record to ascertain whether I could truthf make upon this 
floor the statement I have just made, that there is nothing what- 
ever in this record to justify the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio on that point. 

Oh, but, they say now, it is with reference to an affidavit—it is 
with reference to something that came up later which shows that 
at a snap shot found that 101 fraudulent votes were cast in 
that and those votes were in favor of Mr. Van Horn— 
an ex parte, not subject to cross-examination, not sub- 
ject to the sifting process of getting at the truth of the matter, but 
& one-sided in the interest of the contestee, filed with a 
View of opening this case, in which he says 101 fraudulent votes 
Were cast in that way. 
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ntleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] says in his report that | 
a thousand fraudulent votes were cast in the Second | 


Alto- | 


Mr. Tars- | 
by his tel m shows 1,200 of them to have been fraudulent. | 
A 


—ee answer mea question simply | 





What next? Let us give the contestee the benefit of that 
gestion. Why cavil upona question of that kind? This House 
wants the truth: it wants to get at the right of this matter: it 
does not want to be misled. Committees are ap} ed for the 

| purpose of investigating the matters referred to them for the 
purpose of getting at the right, and, under their oaths as members, 
reporting the truth to their fellow-ineml n door of the 
House. Now, let us for the sake of argument grant that 101 
| fre lulent v “3 were cast for Mr. V i i ‘ 
|} Iraucuient votes were cast for Mr. an rn. ihen that re- 
| duces his vote in the Second Ward from 342 to 241. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio {Mr. TAYLER]| says there were 1,000 fraudulent 
rote The record shows there were 1.011: Mr. Tarsney in bhi 
votes. le record show: iere Wel Vil; Mr. Larsney in is 
telegram said there were 1,200. Let us take the lowest number; 
let us not take the 1,200; let us not take the 1,011; let us take the 
lowest number named—1,000. Deducting the 101 votes for Mr. 


Van Horn which they say are fraudulent, there are left 899. 
Who got those votes? 


Mr. Van Horn could not have received 
them, for his vote was only 241; so you can not squeeze them into 


his vote. Then who did get them? Why, sir, the contestce got 
them. Deducting those 899 fraudulent votes and you have as the 
true vote cast for Mr. Tarsney a balance of 383 in that Second 
Ward. Deducting the vote of Mr. Van Horn, 241, leaving Mr. 
Tarsney all that he has claimed or wants to claim (except that 
we do not take these 1,200 fraudulent votes asa basis), and his 
majority in that ward is 142. It is said that Mr. Van Horn came 
to the walls of this Second Ward with a majority of 375. The 
| fifty-second precinct was thrown out. Deducting the majority 
of Mr. Tarsney in the Second Ward, 142, and Mr. Van Horn is 
elected by 233. 

| But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] may say, ‘‘ Give 
| him the other 160 in the fifty-second precinct.” We threw out 
those; but allowing them to him his majority, not going into the 
other precincts at all, is 493. 

This is purging the votes, if you please; taking them right here 
in the House as we find them and as the evidence discloses them. 
We gentlemen of the committee looked at this matter in every 
| conceivable shape; we discussed it in every possible form, turning 
it this way and that way, seeking to get at the truth. We came 
to the conclusion that Mr. Van Horn was elected. Wecame to the 
conclusion that it would be a useless act on our part to go and seek 
to purge our minds and consciences, as the gentleman from Ohio 
| [Mr. TAYLER] desires, of some vagary that might be Now, 
where does my friend from Ohio {[Mr. Tayi stand on this 
question? What does he say in the statement which he has filed 
as a member of the minority? 

Probably a thousand votes were thus cast in these precincts. 

That is his statement. What else does he say? 


there 





The action of the committee in refusing to order the taking of further 
testimony relegates us to the evidence now in the cas« 
committee furnishes, for the time being, at lk t) i t 
case. It declares that all the testimony which can be 
| within the pages of the printed record. The legal eff t at t 
| owing to the prevalence of fraud in certain precincts of Kansas ¢ ‘ ) 
returns from those precincts must be entirely disregardec 


Now mark what follows: 
An unbroken line of precedents demand this. 
| Demands what? ‘‘An unbroken line of precedents” demand 
that the rule laid down by the committee in this case be followed, 
and that these corrupt, fraudulent returns in these precin 
well as the ballots in the boxes, be thrown out. The gentleman 
| from Ohio in his sober moments, when he writes this statement, 
says that— 
An unbroken line of precedents 


, a8 


demand this 








Have we any law to sustain our position? Let us see. I read 
| from Met ‘rary on Elections, third edition, section 539 
Fraud in the conduct of an election ma e committed ? if 
| the officers thereof, or by other persons. [If committed by p« $1 fi 
| cers it may be either with or without the knowledge or connivaiw h 
officers. There is adifference between a fraud comm by o r ! 
their knowledge and connivance and a fraud committed by other per i 
this: The former is ordinarily 
Not specially, not peculiarly so— 
The former is ordinarily fatal to the return, while the latter is 1 tal, 
unless it appear that it has changed or rendered doubtful the res 
The fraud of the election officers is fatal. Where the fraud of 
an individual voter creeps in, that is not fatal. Where a man 


who has been convicted of crime and has not been restored to 
citizenship casts his vote, or when a vote is cast by a man who 
has not been naturalized or by a man who has not lived long 
enough within the limits of the State to be a legal voter, such 
votes getting into the box do not vitiate the balance of the vote in 
the box, because they are the frauds of individuals. But when 
fraud is committed by the officers the fraud is fatal. 

Is there any question about the fraud of these officers? Who 
dares defend them on the floor of this House? Mr. Tarsney has 
meee them; everybody denounces them. Who dares defend 
them 


If an officer of the election is detected 


Mr. TERRY. Does not the statement of law, which the gentle- 
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man has just read, relate merely to the return of the officer, and 
not to the ballo.? If an election officer should be guilty of fraud 
and should falsely certify the result of the election, his return 
would amount to nothing, of course; but that does not affect the 
validity of the ballct. 

Mr. PRINCE. Would the gentleman have any confidence in a 
ballot box embracing 1,000 or 1,200 fraudulent votes? 

Mr. TERRY. But it does not follow that the election is void 
because the fraud of the officer vitiates the return. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; and the fraudulent ballots they put into 
the boxes corrupt the whole vote. 

Mr. TERRY. But I ask the gentleman if the rule he has read 
does not relate to the returns made by the officers of election, 
to wit, that Mr. Tarsney received so many votes and Mr. Van 
Horn so many votes; in other words, that they have committed 
a fraud in the certificate? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will read the entire section, and the gentle- 
man can judge for himself. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask the gentleman to read the entire clause. 
He will see the point I am making. 

Mr. PRINCE, I will read it: 

If an officer of the election is detected in a willful and deliberate fraud upon 
the ballot box the better opinion is that this will destroy the integrity of his 
official acts, even though the fraud discovered is not of itself sufficient to af- 
fect the result. The reason of this rule is that an officer who betrays his trust 
in one instance is shown to be capable of the infamy of defrauding the electors, 
and his certificate is, therefore, good for nothing. If, for example, an election 
officer having charge of a ballot box prior to or during the canvass is caught 
in the act of abstracting certain ballots and substituting others—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is exactly what was done 
here. 

Mr. PRINCE. Exactly what was done here— 
although the number shown to have been abstracted be not sufficient to affect 
the result, yet no confidence can be placed in the contents of a ballot box 
which has been in his custody. 

ag on the Republican side. 

r. TERRY. That brings us tothis question or to this prin- 
ciple, does it not, that if you can*separate the fraudulent from the 
valid votes, it is your duty to do so? 

Mr. PRINCE. I have answered your firstinquiry, and will 
answer the other inquiry in time as I proceed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to conclude my remarks to- 
night—— 

r. BRUMM. The gentleman had better conclude on this 
proposition. I do not think the gentleman ought to conclude his 
argument to-night, but hope he will make clear the point that he 
is now upon before concluding for the evening. 

Mr. PRINCE. It is not my intention to conclude to-night. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have leave to conclude his remarks to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have the floor, if he has 
not exhausted his time, when the House meets again. 

Mr. PRINCE. I want to finish this point now. I read the 
remander of this section: 

We repeat, therefore, the opinion expressed in a former chapter, that a 
willful and deliberate fraud on the part of such an officer, being ‘clearly 
proven, should destroy all confidence in his official acts, irre ive of the 
question whether the fraud discovered is of itself sufficient change the 


result. The yerey taking anything by an election conducted by such an offi- 
cer must prove vote by evidence other than the return. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Vermont os POWERS] 
said that the certificate presented on the part of Mr. Tarsney 
was prima facie evidence of his election, and carried with it an 
implication that the returns were correct, and that the burden of 
yoot was upon the party who sought to setit aside. Thatis true; 
admit it. The burden is on Mr, Van Horn, in the first instance, 
But I read again: 
e taking anything by an election conducted by such an officer must 
slows ie by Svidence hate than the returns. ” 

Just see, then, where the burden shifts. The burden was first on 
Mr. Van Horn to show that there was a conspiracy, to show that 
fraudulent votes had been put into the box, to show that there 
had been a substitution of illegal votes where legal votes had been 
abstracted from the ballot boxes, and that the fraud resulted in 
the election of his opponent. Does any man deny it? Has any 
man the bardihood to stand up on this floor and defend the election 
board in the fifth, sixth, seventh, and fifty-second precincts of the 
city? Has it not been shown to have been fraudulent in its acts? 
Has not Mr. TAYLER admitted it? Has not Mr. Tarsney admitted 
it; has it not been admitted by testimony piled mountain h, 
and has it not become a stench in the nostrils of the le? 
it not been proven by the testimony presented by Mr. Van Horn? 
Admitting this, as all men must admit it, the burden then shifted 
from Mr. Van Horn to Mr. Tarsney, and it shifted upon him to 
show by other proofs, not by the ots or by the returns, that 
was elected to the seat that he now holds on the floor of this 

ouse. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me ask the gentleman if that is not ex. 

actly what Mr. Tarsney is asking to be allowed to do? 
r. PRINCE. Yes, sir; exactly. 

Mr. LONG. In what way? 

Mr. PRINCE. By openi — ballot boxes and counting tho 
very fraudulent ballots, the illegal ballots, on which he claims his 
right to a seat here. 

Now let us see what the minority of the committee set forth in 
their resolution upon this question: 


Resolved, That the case of Robert T. Van Ho: 


rn equi John C. Tarsney be 

recommitted to the Committee on Elections No. 2, for further consideration, 
Resolved, That additional evidence be taken in said case, under such rules 
and in such manner as shall adopted and prescribed therefor by the said 
committee, such additional evidence to be confined to the condition and cys- 


tody of the ballots cast in the fifth, sixth, seventh, and fifty-second precincts 
of City in the Congressional election of 1894. 


It will be seen that this ‘‘ additional evidence” is confined to 
the ballots themselves. What would they prove? Who would he- 
lieve them? Is there a man here who would believe them, cor- 
rupted and falsified as they have been? If they hadasked to go and 
take evidence other than that shown by these fraudulent ballots: if 
they had asked to go and reopen the case and examine witnesses, 
there might have been something in it, and we could have an- 
swered at once. 

Mr. BRUMM. Are you willing to have the resolution so 
amended if they should ask to go back and make a further inyes- 
tigation of the election in the way you suggest? 

r. PRINCE. No, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then why do you criticise the resolution? 

Mr. PRINCE. I criticise it for the reason that it asks us to do 
something the result of which would throw no light upon the 
ws or in any manner inform any man on the floor of the 

ouse. It asks us to bring into the committee room 1,000 fraudu- 
lent votes, pretended to have been voted by some men who had no 
existence in fact at all. 

Mr. BRUMM. That istrue; but the legal proposition that you 
set forth is that the burden has been shifted —— 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. And in answer to my friend fom Mississippi 
[Mr. WILLIAMS] you say the reason why you criticise this resolu- 
tion is because its scope is limited? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. NowLIask you, inasmuch as the burden has been 
shifted under the law that you have cited, if this provision of the 
resolution is enlarged, will you then be willing that, the burden 
being shifted, Mr. weney shall have an opportunity to produce 
the testimony and make the proof? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. To take up the burden, in other words. 

Mr. BRUMM. Under those circumstances. 

Mr. PRINCE. No, sir; for this reason—— 

Mr. BRUMM. Let us hear it. 

Mr. PRINCE. I will endeavor to make it clear,if Ican. IfI 


do not, the gentleman may interrogate me. I say no, for this rea- 
son, that ; ey on January 22 and on January 24 knew 
each and every one of these voters, whether they had any exist- 
enceor not. He knewthat the fraud wasreeking. He knew that 


the conduct of these judges had been proved to be what Mr. Van 
Horn alleges it was. e evidence was there before him before 
he took a word of testimony. Further than that, the evidence 
shows that this man Owsley did not resign his office of register of 
voters until the 25th of February, 1895, when practically all the 
evidence had been taken, and the opportunity had been given him 
to tamper and change these results in this case as he had in other 


instances. 

Mr. BRUMM. But before you come to that second part, the 
ai aaa is, is it not true that under the law of Missouri Mr. 

arsney had no access to the ballots and that he could not get 
access until he came to Congress? 

Mr. PRINCE. I do not know about that. 

Mr. BRUMM. You ought to, because that is very important. 

Mr. PRINCE. Because it is a mooted question, under the law, 
whether it is or not. But say he could not get control of the 
ballots. Let me go as far as you want me to, namely, that he 
could not get control of them. “Will you please tell me what good 
those ballots would be? The evidence loses that they were 
not the true ballots cast, because lawful voters had not cast tose 
ballots. The evidence discloses that i,0i1 ballots pretended to 
have been cast by voters were put into the box without any living 
man ha voted them. Now, what good were those ballots’ 

Mr. BRUMM. were some legal voters there, and not- 
withstanding the illegal ballots, an inspection of the ballots w: yuld 
show one thing or the other, either that they had been tampered 
with since or that they remained in their original condition: and 
by gong te the sae vee who still live there, if you show that 
their ots have changed, it would be the best evidence to 
satisfy this House, sitting as a jury, that the fraud was such that 
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the whole box should be thrown out. That would be the answer 
hat. 
a PRINCE. Isee. Now, I will answer that as best I can. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. You can find out just what votes were cast 
on both sides from the ballots there. 
Mr. BRUMM. I want to say that in adducing proof there must 
be a starting point, and that Mr. Tarsney could hardly call upon 
the individ voters until he could first get access to the ballot 


box. The proof must be adduced in its order, and the gentleman’s | 


proposition, even then, would hardly be tenable, because there 

must be a certain order in which the examination can be made. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Will my friend from Illinois [Mr. Prince] 

excuse me just a moment? Because it will help the explanation. 


As I understand, from an examination of the ballots cast in the | 


State of Missouri, comparing them with the registration lists, you 
can discover just who cast these particular ballots, and therefore 
you can discover exactly what ballots were cast and by whom they 
were cast in a given election. 

Mr. BRUMM. Not if they were not cast. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; of course not. 

Mr. BRUMM. Thatisthetroublehere. The contention is that 
they were notcast. But my proposition is this: One of our most 
eminent judges has said that the rule of law is that where you 
can separate the wheat from the chaff it must be done. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the gentleman’s position per- 


fectly. 

Me, BRUMM. Now, while their contention is that these ballots 
were not cast—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Some of them. 

Mr. BRUMM (continuing). But that there may have been a 


substitution of the name of Van Horn for Tarsney, my contention | 
is that you can separate the wheat from the chaff by calling upon | 


the legal voters and showing whether or not there had been a sub- 
stitution in other cases of Tarsney for Van Horn. There will be 
no trouble at all in getting at the truth in this case. 

Mr.WILLIAMS. In other words, eliminating from the ques- 
tion all of these ballots pretended to have been cast, but not really 
cast by real voters, there remain a great many ballots which were 
cast by real voters, and that under the laws of the State of Mis- 
souri, from an inspection of those ballots and a comparison of 
them with the registration list, you can discover just exactly who 
did cast them, and by taking testimony you can discover how they 
cast them. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. What machinery would you use to get their 
testimony? TheState of Missourihas no machinery and this House 


has no machinery to get the testimony of the voters so as to know | 


how they voted. 
Mr. BRUMM.,. I beg your pardon. There is. 
Mr. PRINCE. Ont of whose time is this coming, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois has the floor. 
Mr. PRINCE. Because my time is going on, unless the House 
wishes to adjourn. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I suggest that the gentleman go on. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Ido not know whether unanimous consent 
has been granted the gentleman to finish his remarks to-morrow. 
Iask unanimous consent—— 
a GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that that is notin 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not think the gentleman 


ought to be compelled to finish to-night. 
- JOHNSON of Indiana. But suppose the committee think 
it is wiser? 


Mr. PRINCE. I would like to goa little further and speak with 
reference to this point made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brum). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
farther and finish to-night? 

Mr. PRINCE. If the House will take a recess until 10 o'clock 
to-morrow I would be glad to go on then. 

Several Mempers. No one will be here. 


Why not extend your remarks 


Mr. BRUMM. As I understand, the House is going to vote be- | 


tween 3 and 5 o’clock to-morrow. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, it is the desire of the 
committee to have a voteto-morrow. There are, however, several 


gentlemen entitled to be heard who desire to speak, but unless we | 


— En it will be impossible for them to be heard. 
from Pennsylvania, and then I think I will get through in about 
ten minutes, but if the House desires 0 adjourn I will quit. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. From ithe remark of the gentle- 
time is limited. 
we can. 

Mr. PRINCE. With the permission of the House, I will stop 


at this t and begin afresh in the morning. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I renew my request. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


e simply want to take a vote to-morrow if 
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Pennsylvania I understand him to think that the | 
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SERVICE, 











RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE 


The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair desires to 
submit the following communication: 


BALTIMORE, F 
| Srr: I regret my time is so occupied I can not give 

to the important questions coming up before the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. I beg, therefore, to be excused from further service on that com- 
mittee, and hereby tender you my resignation as a member thereof 
| ours, with great respect, 


dbruary 18, 1896. 
attention I should 


the 


JOHN K. COWEN. 
Hon. T. B. Reep, 

Speaker House of Representatives, Washington. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

The SPEAKER. Also the following corrections of reference: 

House Document No. 235, a letter from the Acting Secretary of 

| the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of War 

submitting estimates of appropriation for the Army and Navy 

Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark.—from the Committee on Military 
| Affairs to the Committee on Appropriations. : 

House Document No. 236, a letter from the Acting Secretary of 
| the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Secretary 
of War submitting an estimate for improvements at Columbia Ar- 
senal, Columbia, Tenn.—from the Committee on Military Affairs 
| to the Committee on Appropriations. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
| To Mr. SKINNER, for fifteen days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
| ‘To Mr. Draper, for ten days, onaccount of important business, 
| To Mr. STaw.e, for four days, on account of sickness, 
| To Mr. McKenney, indefinitely, on account of illness, 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported the bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
| panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] moves that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
| Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commn- 
| nication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred’ by the 
Speaker as follows: 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, a report of examination and survey 
| of Willamette River, Oregon, from Portland to Eugene—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


ON PUBLIC 


. RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DINSMORE, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, submitted a minority report (No. 520, 
ee 2) on the resolution of the House (No. 179) to censure Thomas 

*. Bayard, ambassador of the United States to Great Britain, for 
statements said to have been made by him in certain speeches; 
which said report was referred to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND 


| 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
| Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
| severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 

referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
3y Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
| 4623) for the relief of the Selma and Meridian Railroad Company. 
(Report No. 521.) 

By Mr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: 
| The bill (8.1189) granting a pension to Eliza Sandford. 
| port No. 522.) 

The bill (H. R. 3264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia 
E. Turtle, of the District of Columbia. (Report No. 523.) 

The bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
W. Sutherland. (Report No. 524.) 





(Re- 





| - 
PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials of 
| the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
| lows: 
By Mr. HULING (by request): A bill (H.R. 6569) providing for 
the extension of the present plan of the city of Washington, D.C.— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6570) ceding to the Filson Club 
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the old custom-house property in Louisville, Ky.—to the Commit- 

tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HULING (by request): A bill (H.R. 6571) making ap- 
ropriation for the purpose of grading, graveling, and guttering 

Rhode Island avenue from Fourth street northeast to Twelfth 

street northeast—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6572) to amend an act entitled 

“An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims 

arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891—to 

the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H.R. 6578) to grant land to the 

State of Alabama for the use of the State normal school at Troy, 

Ala.—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) to grant land to the State of Alabama 

for the use of the State normal school for colored students at 

Montgomery, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6575) to repeal theactof March 2, 1893, and all 
amendments thereto—-tothe Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6576) to amend section 3480 of the Revised | 
Statutes, in relation to loyalty—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the regis- 
tration of trade-marks and labels, and to protect the same—to the 
Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H.R. 6578) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of the great educational 
reformer, John Amos Comenius, otherwise known as Komensky— 
to the Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 6579) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to grant condemned cannon, cannon balls, etc., to Grand 
7 posts, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 
By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6611) to authorize the Falls 
Church and Potomac Railway Company of Virginia to extend its 
line into and within the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R.6612) to require duties on 
commodities imported from certain countries to be paid in foreign 
gold coin—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6613) to pension disabled team- 
sters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A memorial of the general assembly of 
Iowa, asking recognition of the proposed transmississippi exposi- 
tion at Omaha—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a memorial of the general assembly of Iowa, favoring an 
appropriation for the reconstruction of the levee on the Mississippi 
River at Muscatine—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
= consideration’ of the following bills; which were referred as 
‘ollows: 
The bill (H. R. 4560) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read, and the 
pers accompanying the same—Committee on Military Affairs 
-harged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6200) granting a pension to Nimrod H. Harman— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6325) for relief of Eliza Dickerhoff, widow of 
Louis Dickerhoff, deceased—Committee on Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4508) to remove charge of desertion from military 
record of John Robinson—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6317) for the relief of Margaret Davis—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 6580) to carry out 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Henry L. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6581) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Jonathan Buzzard—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 6582) for the relief of William 
H. Blades—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CODDING: A bill (H. R. 6583) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 6584) granting a pension to 
Hannah Debord, of Bee Lick, Pulaski County, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. DE WITT: A bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension to 
Horace B. Hollenback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6586) granting a pension to John T. Thrift— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6587) granting a pension to Robert McDon- 
ald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6588) granting a pension to Rosanna Sherim— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6589) granting a pension to William C., 
Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6590) granting a 
pension to William Greer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of John 
Conley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 6592) to reimburse Edward Lond- 
enslager, late postmaster of Fremont, Ohio, for moneys person- 
ally paid by him and for rent due him for post-office equipm nt 
for which the Government received services—to the Committco 
on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H.R. 6593) to increase 
the pension of William 8. Peters—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6594) to correct 
meee record of Thomas Cary—to the Committee on Mili:ary 

airs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6595) for the 
relief of Smith R. Mershon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6596) for the relief of George 
8S. Ayre—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H.R.6597) for the relief of Joc) M, 
Bryan-—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 6598) for the relief of Adolphus 
Ervin Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6599) for the relief of D. J. Hunsucker—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6600) for the relief of James Berry Duckett— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6601) for the relief of William I. Penland—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6602) to complete the military record of Jaiues 
A. Sams, and for an honorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 6603) to pension the minor cliil- 
drenof Patrick F. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 6604) granting a pension to 
Charles S. Kidder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6605) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam H. Ledford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 6606) for the relief of H. J. 
Thornton, of Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. BAKER of means A bill (H. R. 6607) for the relicf 
of Helen Larned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6608) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George W. Taylor—to te 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 6609) granting a pension to I /an- 
nah M. Cheney, of Springfield, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 6610) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jacob Eckert—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolutions of the Commercial Club of |): - 
ton, Mass., relative to the improvement of Boston Harbor—io tlie 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York (byrequest): Petitionof A. \l. 
Drew and others, of Stapleton, N. Y., against thesale of beer t« i1- 
migrants—to the Committee on i ion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of pastors of churches at San ler 

ino, Cal., for the relief of book agents of the Methodist b)>- 
copal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. . 
y Mr. BROSIUS: Resolution of Manheim Council, No. |, 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania, indors!\4 
the Stone i ion bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. ae 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Letter from the Bar Association 
and Business Men’s Club of Chicasha, Ind. T., in relation to House 
bill No. 5110—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Also, testimony in support of House bill No. 3846, favoring % 
pension to John —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in of House bill No. 5849, for the relief of 
Harmon Conley—to Committee on 

: Petition 


War Claims. 
ue’, Mr. COBB of Missouri of citizens of St. Louis, 
, 





for the location of the third bridge over the Mississippi River 














at St. Louis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


oy Mr. CODDING: Petitions of citizens of Franklindale, Forks- 
ton, Sayre, Monroeton, and county of Susquehanna. Pa., for the 
assage of the bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
[immigration and Naturalization. | 

Also, petition of citizens of Forkston, Pa., urging the passage of 
the proposed amendment tothe Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. “tee 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of D. W. Salliday and 122 
citizens of Jefferson County; also petition of A. Broussard and 
62 others, of Jefferson County, all of the State of Texas, praying 
for the imposition of a duty on imported rice—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. , . - 

By Mr. COWEN: Petition of James C. Bishopand 40 other citi- | 
gens of Baltimore. Md., praying for the passage of joint resolu 
tion No. 11, amending the Constitution of the United States; also 
a protest against furtherappropriations to institutions under eccle- 
siastical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Pride of Welcome Council, No. | 
83. Daughters of Liberty, in favor of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on limigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EVANS: Memorial of the Filson Club of Louisville, 
Ky., asking the cession to it of the old custom-house property in 
said city for historical purposes—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. i be 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of citizens of Linesville, Pa., | 
and vicinity, favoring an amendment to the laws on immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 3872, for an increase of pension to William S. Demott—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of P. B. Swaney, E. F. King, and 
others, of the State of Illinois, favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 2626—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Dr. J. H. Richie, John Jobs, and | 
others, of Westmoreland County, Pa., ex-prisoners of war, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 306—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ss 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of A. G. Sutherland and 21 others; 
also petition of H. G. Riddall and 24 others; also petition of J.C. 
Cameron and 10 others, all of the State of Illinois, asking that the 

je of Lieutenant-General be revived—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of Margaret B. 
Platt, president, and 5 other officers of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, asking that the | 
age of consent be raised from 16 to 18 in the District of Columbia | 
and the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition for Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia, 
signed by Margaret B. Platt, president, and 5 other officers of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Margaret B. Platt, president, and 5 other offi- 
cers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the District | 
of Columbia, in favor of the enforcement of compulsory-education 
law in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of William McCoy, O. P. Knerr, and | 
116 other members of council No. 138, Daughters of Liberty, of | 
Shamokin, Pa.; also, petition of Leon J. Campbell, Cyrus Hins, 
and 42 other members of the Patriotic Order of Sons of America, 
of Shunk, Pa., indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NRING: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 393, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Bloomingdale, Pa., asking for 
the passage of a bill for the inspection of immigrants by United 
States consuls—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- | 


tion. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 515, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, of Middleburg, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the Stone bill to restrict immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Com- | 
mercial Club of Boston, Mass., asking an appropriation for the 
improvement of Boston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers anc 


By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of citizens of South Sioux | 


City, Nebr., pra: for protection of the Nebraska shore of the | 
oe iver ot that place—to the Committee on Rivers and | 


Also, resolution of the Congregational Club of Crete, Nebr., ask- | 
for the pgeetection of American citizens in Turkey—to the Com- | 
a , : 


mittee oreign Affairs. 
wun petition from the Woman's Christian Temperance Union | 


Lincoln, Nebr., Ella M. Watson, secretary, protesting against 
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By Mr. MONEY: Petition of citizens of Mississippi for the re- 
lief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South 
the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of citizens of Haverhill, Mass., for 
the relief of Charles Amos, to accompany House bill N: 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


to 


». 8701—to 


3y Mr. MORSE: Petition of Mathew W. Brown and 49 other 
citizens of Foftt Palmer, Pa.; also petition of S. B. \ t and 
| 48 others, of Elizabethville, Pa.; also petition of Rev. M. L. Heis- 
ler, pastor Lutheran church, and 39 others, of Dauphin, Pa.: also 
petition of Abram Shriver and 45 others, of Waynes! a.: 
also petition of Rev. A. Ketchin and 5 others, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying for the recognition of God in the Constitution of the 
| Umted States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of busiz nen, manufacturing 1- 
panies, State officers, and members of the Wisconsin leg 
asking for the improvem the harbor at South Milwa E 
Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
sy Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of J. H. French. H. B. Chase & 
Sons, A. P. & E. G. Eagleston, J Niche 


ison, C. F. Swift, A 
! 


Crocker, Eben Smith, T. C. Day, and 70 others, for t] 


of the channel leading to the wharf in Hyannis, Mass., to a depth 
of 13 feet—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, petition of Fall River Board of Trade—Joseph A. Bowen, 


for the widening of the draws 
i to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of 


Boston, Mass.—Je- 
rome Jones, president: Joseph B. Russell, secre for the iin- 
provement of Boston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Jeremiah Langley and 64 
others, praying for an adequate appropriation to d 
channel of Oyster River at Durham, N. H. 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Benjamin Pendleton, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. WOOMER: Petition of A. W. Klaiss and 125 other cit- 
izens of Steelton, Pa.: also petition of J. R. Johnson and 25 others 
of Logania, Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration bill 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


edge out the 
to the Committee on 


to the 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 27, 1896. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minuurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FUR SEALS IN BERING SEA, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a ré 
tion of the 17th instant calling for copies of the reports made by 
the agents, officers, or persons acting under the authority of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the years 1894 and 1805 in rela- 
tion to the condition of the fur seals on the Pribilof Islands, etc., 
stating that the preparation of the copies of such papers will in- 


Ae 


;olu- 


| volve great labor and require considerable time, and transmitting 


the originals, with the request that they be returned to the files 
of the Department, without mutilation, in case the Senate should 
order them printed; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Several days ago the Senate made an order 
for the printing of those papers, to anticipate and avoid the difti- 


| culty of copying so large a mass of papers; and I ask that they 


be now sent to the Public Printer. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of C. D. Mosher, 
of Chicago, Il., praying for the enactment of legislation estab- 
lishing United States national] postal coupon savings bank deposi- 


| tories in every post-office in America; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of the faculty and studenis of Ober- 
lin College, Oberlin, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a per- 


; manent court of arbitration between Great Britain and the Umted 
| States; = 


thich was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a telegraphic resolution adopted by 
the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo.. praying for the acknowl- 
edgment of Cuban independence. As this subject is pending be- 
fore the Senate, I move that the resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition, in the form of resolutions 


| adopted at three several meetings of citizens of Jefferson County, 


Ohio, praying that the preamble of the Constitution be changed 
so as to acknowledge Almighty God as the source of all powerand 


public schools—to the Committee on Military | authority in civil government, our Lord Jesus Christ as the ruler 


of nations, and His revealed will as the supreme authority in civil 
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affairs, etc. I move that the petition be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remon- 
strating against the extension of the tracks of that company until 
its existing lines are modernly equipped and operated; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of H. G. Gattier and a 
large number of other citizens of Kansas, making the same prayer 
as the petition just presented by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHEr- 
MAN] for an amended form of the preamble of the Constitution of 
the United States. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have a petition here to which I call the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Finance. I see that the chairman of the 
committee is present. There is a bill pending before that com- 
mittee proposing to prohibit the collection of special liquor taxes 
from any persons in vor of the States of the Union except from 
such persons as are authorized by the laws of the several States 
to engage in the traffic in intoxicating liquors. Besides this peti- 
tion I have Neng received a large number of letters urging the 
passage of that bill or one of a similar character. I now present 
the petition of Rev. J. L. Miller and 175 other citizens of Frank- 
fort, Kans., praying forsuch legislation. I hope that the commit- 
tee will soon find a favorable opportunity to take up that bill and 
report it. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dau- 
phin County, Pa., praying for theadoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the joint executive committee on 
the improvement of the harbor of Philadelphia and the Delaware 
and Schuylkill rivers, praying that an a be inserted in 
the river and harbor “ wropriation bill providing for a further 
survey of the Schuylkill River; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the acknowledgment of Cuban independ- 
ence; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Unionof Lincoln, Nebr., praying the Congress of the 
United States to use its best efforts to avert a war between Great 
Britain andthe United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of William Zutz, postmaster at 
Hoskins, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
to fourth-class postmasters a just and reasonable compensation 
for their services; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation granting a pension 
to Alice V. Cook, of that city; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the Wis- 
consin Dairymen’s Association, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4349, providing for a system of State trade-marks for 
dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s As- 
sociation, praying for the passage of House bill No. 8010, impos- 
ing a tax upon * filled cheese”; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone im- 
migration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 


on. 

Mr. CALL. I presenta resolution. in the nature of a petition of 
the General Congregational Association of the State of Florida, in 
convention assembled, ees the condition of desolation and 
war existing in the neighboring Island of Cuba, and stating that 
they view with horror the proclamation of the captain-general 
probably inaugurating a reign of bloodshed such as should not exist 
among civilized peoples, and entreating the President of the United 
States and Congress to use the strongest influence of this Govern- 
ment to prevent undue cruelty in the prosecution of this war. 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Dairy- 
men’s Association, praying for protection from fraudulent and 
unscrupulous methods in the manufacture of dairy products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Dairymen’s 


Association, praying for the passage of House bill No. 3010, im. 
posing a tax upon “filled cheese”; which was referred to the (oi. 
mittee on Finance. : 

Mr. SQUIRE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Norih 
Avon, Vashon, and Whatcom County, all in the State of Was). 
ington, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the (o1)<:;- 
tution of the United States, prohibiting further appropriation. ;5 
institutions under ecclesiastical control; which were referro tg 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty and students of the 
University of Washington, of Seattle, Wash., praying for tho 
establishment of a permanent court of arbitration between (reat 
Britain and the United States; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of King County 
Wash., praying that an appropriation be made for the improy ere) 
of the Duwamish, White, and Black rivers, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of 82 citizens of Standish 
Mich., remonstrating against the apprupriation of public moneys 
for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
the J aa 

Mr. WARREN presented the petition of Charles Heidric}; nq 
25 other citizens of Wood, Wyo., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting 
further appropriations by Congress to institutions under ecc]esias- 
tical control; which was referred to the Committee on Aj)pro- 
priations. 

He also presented the petition of H. J. Baker and 16 other citi- 
zens of Wood, Wyo., praying for the passage of House bi!l No, 
354, to establish a national university; which was referred to the 
Select Committee to Establish the University of the United States, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present a resolution adopted at a mecting 
of the members of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., respect- 
fully petitioning Congress to acknowledge the independence «of the 
Cuban republic and t it material aid to stop the wicked and 
barbarous war that the Spanish Government is waging ujon it, 
I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GEAR presented a ant resolution of the legislature of the 
State of Iowa, relative to t eer exposition to be held 
at Omaha, Nebr., in the year 1898; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcorRD, as follows: 

Joint resolution No. 10. Relative to the transmississippi exposition to be 
held at Omaha, Nebr., in the year 1898. 


Whereas delegates representing the twenty-four States and Territories 
lying west of the espe River at the transmississippi congress of 155 
adopted a resolution pro cia the holding of an exposition for the pur- 

of exhibiting the produ manufactures, arts, and industries of these 
States and Territories; and 

Whereas the said convention voted to hold the said exposition at the city of 
Omaha, Nebr., in the year 1898; and j 

Whereas the common interest of the States and Territoriesconstituting this 
great. region as well as of the country at large will be greatly promoted 
thereby and the interest of the State of Iowa, lying at its gateway, will be es- 
pecially benefited oe an exposition on her borders: Therefore, 

Be it resolved byt assembly of the State of Iowa, That the ho ding 
of the said tranm ppi exposition is hereby heartily approved and that 
the Senators and Representatives in Congress from Iowa are requested to 
cooperate with the Senators and Representatives from our sister Sia ¢, Ne- 
braska, and the other transmississippi States in procuring the passa «6 at 
this session of Congress of a bill giving national recognit:on to saii oxposi- 
tion, and pr »v ding for an appropriation for a national exhibit and the neces- 
sary and proper buildings to contain same. 

And be it further resolved, That a copy of the foregoing resolution be certi- 
fied 7 the secretary of state under the seal of the State and sent to Senators 
end Representatives in Congress from Iowa. . 
W. M. McFARLAND, 


Secretary of State. 
Mr. GEAR presented a joint resolution of the legislature «f the 
State of lowa, relative to improving the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


Joint resolution No. 3. Memorial and joint resolution relative to improving 
the navigation of the Mississippi River. 

Whereas the citizens and taxpayers of the Muscatine Island levee dist | 
com of lands saying atjnees to the Mississippi River, ia Muscatine anc 
Lou eens Sw ve maintained for many years a levee at thoirown 
expense, which levee is of great benefit to the navigation of the Miss!sippl 
—- — protection to the lands and agricultural districts thereto aujoin 

ng; an 
ereas the said levee is now in need of reconstruction and repairs, ind the 
wapaeess of _ said district are unable longer to maintain said levee at their 
own cost; an 

Whereas said levee is a great help in restraining the waters of the \issis 
a River in its channel, thereby mproving the navigation of said river: 

e it resolved by the general assembly of Iowa, That our Senators and Kep- 
resentatives in are requested to use their active influence to secure 
and to vote for such appro ria as will insure the reconstruction and re 
pair of the said Musca @ Island levee at the earliest sible date. 

Resolved, That the secre of state be, and is hereby, instructed ty fora 
ua Sees a gopy he to each of our Senators and Representative 

n Congress from Iowa. 
W. M. McFARLAND, 


Secretary of State. 
Mr. GEAR presented the petition of B. J. Gault and sun 
other citizens of Iowa, praying that Congress recognize the South: 














1898, 


—_—_—_ 


Border Brigade of Iowa and the Enrol'ed Militia of Mis- 
cous, making rie pensionable as United States troops, and 
that the law of June 27, 1890, be made to apply to them; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the city council of New- 
port News, Va. praying for the establishment of a free-delivery 
mail service; which was referred tothe Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. a, 

He also presenied the petition of C. C. Kent, George W. Wray, 
Harris L. Moss, and sundry other citizens of Newport News, Va., 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of the book 

ts of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also- presented the petition of James R. Mansfield, S. D. 
Devaughn, R. E. Lee [? aye and sundry other citizens of Alexan- 
dria, Va, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigra- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigiation. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2214) for the peeene of letters patent of the 
Dickenson self-righting and seli-bailing lifeboat, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
waa referred the jointresolution (S. R.61) authorizing and requir- 
ing the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton for 
the improvement of the Harlem Kills, New York City, by a canal 
to connect the lower Harlem River with Long Island Sound, 3,400 
feet in length, 300 feet in width, and 15 feet in depth at mean low 
water, or by a similar canal 18 feet in depth at mean low water, in 
strict conformity with the survey and report made thereon in 1881 
by Col. John Newton, reported adversely thereon; and the joint 
resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am also instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R.58) 
appropriating $5,000 to open J eee. Inlet, Florida, to report ad- 
versely thereon and move its indefinite postponement. I wish to 
state in ing back the joint resolution that the reason which 
actuated the committee in making the adverse report is that ade- 
quate provision was made on the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill for opening Jupiter Inlet. 

Mr. CALL. | The Senator from Louisiana may not have been 
distinctly heard at the desk. I desire to have it ne in the 
RecorD in connection with the joint resolution reported adversely 
from the Committee on Commerce proposing to appropriate $5,000 
for Jupiter Inlet, in the State of Florida, that the appropriation, 
reduced to $500, was made in the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill which the Senate. I wish this statement to appear 
in the REcorD in order that the adverse report may not mislead 
people interested in that improvement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be indefi- 


nitely pepe. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn., a port 
of delivery, it with an amendment. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 615) for the relief of Andrew Martin, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I am directed by the Committee on Transpor- 
tation Routes to the Seaboard, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1657) making a further appropriation for the construction and 
equipment, and providing for the completion thereof by placing 
the work contract, of a boat railway from the foot of The 
Dalles to the head of Celilo Falls, in the State of Oregon, 
to report it favorably without amendment, and submit a report 
thereon, with the recommendation that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to be incorporated in the river and harbor 
ongronesstion bill. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
pee which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed in- 


y: 
A bill (S. p(B remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of William M ick; 
A bill (S. 1851) to establish a military post at or near the city of 
ks, in Grand Forks County, in the State of North 
A bill 


or 
and 
S. 1063) to establish a mili t at or near the city of 

Pierre } dou. : 

fe of 


hes County, in the State of South Dakota. 
, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the (S. 1929) for the relief of William H. 
Crook, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (8.21) to authorize the investigution by the Attorney-General 


H 


F 
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of certain claims alleged to be due the late proprietors of the Knox- 
ville Whig for advertising, and authorizing the payment therefor 
by the Secretary of the Treasury of any amounts found by the 
Attorney-General to be legally or equitably due, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 1616) to pension Michael E. Bricker, of Edgerton, 
Ind. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Caroline Parker; and 

A bill (H. R.1141) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, de- 
— sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, 

tighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1974) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. 
Newson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 698) to provide forthe 
erection of an additional fireproof building for the National Mu- 
seum, reported it with an amendment, and asked that it lie on the 
table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 
24, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize purchasers of the property 
and franchises of the Choctaw Coai and Railway Company to or- 
ganize a corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, 
privileges, and franchises vested in that company,” reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.924) to provide for the erection of a bridge 
across the Detroit River, at Detroit,in the State of Michigan, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1127) granting an increase 
of pension to Russell R. King, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 7) authorizing the issue of 
duplicate medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2094) to relieve James Poundin 
from the charge of desertion, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 26th instant, intended to 
be proposed to the Army appropriation bill, reported it favorably 
with an amendment, and asked that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and be printed; which was agreed to. 





CHRISTOPHER SCHMIDT. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1758) for the relief of 
Christopher Schmidt, to report it without amendment. I give 
notice that I shall at the earliest opportunity ask for the consid- 
eration of the bill. I wishI aie te it now. A German citizen 
was very seriously injured and disabled for life by careless shoot- 
ing upon the target range at Fort Snelling. The German ambas- 
sador took up the case, presented it tothe Government, and asked 
for a liberal allowance—a gross sum of money. The War Depart- 
ment reports a most thorough investigation of the circumstances, 
and says that the wounding of the poor fellow was due to gross 
negligence at that post. Thecommittee has reported $40 a month. 
The original claim suggested by the German ambassador was a 
gross sum of $10,000. The committee has changed that intoa 
pension. I may state that a new suggestion has been received 
from that ambassador through the State Department within a 
week or two. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill now. 
A similar bill passed the Senate once in the last Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill which 
he reports from the Committee on Military Affairs. The bill will 
be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
x. the sum ot $40 a month for and during the term of his natural life to 

‘hristopher Schmidt, of St. Paul, Minn., for injuries received from accidental 
shot on the rifle range at Fort Snelling, July 14, 1892, in quarterly payments, 
upon such vouchers as the Secretary of the Treasury may ereseril me 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
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Mr. PASCO. I ask whether this man was in the military serv- 
ice or whether he was a private citizen ? 
ble and peaceful citizen 


Mr. HAWLEY. He was a 

ing by. He was warned to go k and then to go ahead, and 
or ot into confusion about it. The last direction was to go 
ahead, and he received the shot, which destroyed the sight of one 
of his eyes and seriously affected his whole system. 

Mr. PASCO. It seems to me that it would be much better to 
allow a gross sum rather than to pension a man who has no mili- 
tary claims u the Government. I suggest that the bill should 
be so modified as to give relief in that shape. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope not. If you treat it as a matter of 
economy the odds are that you would pay much less if you would 

ive a pension, because he can not live forever. If you pay 
$10,000 you are giving him as much or more than is proposed here. 
I think the committee was quite right in granting a pension. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 

- Senator from Connecticut for the present consideration of the 
? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COAST DEFENSE INQUIRY. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am instracted by the Committev to 
Audit and Control the Conti of the Senate, towhom 
was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr.Squme]) January 15, 1896, to report it without amend- 
ment, and to ask immediate action wpon the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coast Defenses be, and thesame is hereby, 
aut , in the consideration of bills before said committee to provide for 
fortifications and other defenses, to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
— such pie as ae as ae to 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon wunehenne: 
by the chairman of said comunittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any amendment reported to the 
resolution? 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. There is no amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution. . 

amendment 
on 


+ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I asked if there was an 

posed to the resolution. It comes from the 
nt Expenses, I understand. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. It does. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. There is no amendment reported by 
the committee to the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the Committee on Coast Defenses is to 
be authorized to travel at the expense of the Government all over 
the United States wherever it chooses to go? 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I understand the chairman that 
the committee do not wish to travel extensively, but it is thought 
Oe ae ee to go to New York. 

. COCKRELL. If the committee does not want to travel, 
that clause — to’ be stricken out. 

Mr. SQU . I will say that it is not the present intention of 
the Committee on Coast Defenses to make any excursion at all; 
but at the same time it is thought best that provision shall be 
made so that in case the committee should wish to visit any of the 
works now under construction by the Government or the com- 
pacar works they should have authority to do so. There is no 

tention at the present time to visit any pc int, but I may state—— 

Mr. COC That is, no intention during the present ses- 
sion of Congress, but the committee is to spend the vacation in 
that way? ‘ 

Mr. SQUIRE. No; the resolution does not provide for the va- 
cation at all. It merely provides for the time during the session. 
If the members of the committee should like to see for themselves 
tions of the Government in the construction of the great 


, the eeene and the mortar batteries at 
Sandy Hook it we seem wise proper that the committee 
there and see with their own eyes those works. 


The Secretary in read the resolution. tby 
Mr UIRE. pet te po ee less 


that ign not be necessary for the committee to visit other 

int than Sandy Hook, New Jersey, and the other ha de- 
Jenses at New York, and they have not agreed to do that, but if 
the te do it, and conceive they may desire to do 60, 
they ask to have that authority giventhem. Iam willing that the 
be amended so as to limit the visit of the commit- 


tee oe 
Mr. HA . No; to the defenses of New York City. 
Mr. SQUIRE. Very well; the defenses of New York, as an ex- 


ample of the great plan of seacoast defenses. I propose that 
amendment myself as the author of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the nt con- 
sideration of the resolution as modified? The Chair hears none, 
and the question is upon agreeing to the resolution as modified, 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

REPORT ON COAST DEFENSES. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Squire] on the 26th instant. to report it with 
an amendment; and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 8,000 additional copies of Report No. 336 and of the hearings 
before a subcommittee of the Committee on Coast Defenses be printed fir 
the use of the Committee on Coast 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 1, to 
strike out ‘‘ eight ” and insert ‘‘ ten”; so as to read: ‘‘ Ten thousand 
additional copies.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BULLETIN ON APICULTURE. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 67) providing for 
the printing of 15,000 copies of the Bulletin on Apiculture, to re- 
port it with an amendment, changing it to a concurrent resolu- 
tion instead of a joint resolution. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the concurrent resolution. 

The Senate. by unanimous consent, 
concurrent resolution; which was 

Resolved ee Senate (the House of 
be printed 1 
ment of 


to consider the 

as follows: 
Representatives concurring), That there 
000 a the work on apiculture comet by the Depurt- 


same to bein paper covers, copies of whic! 
shall be fer the use of the House of Representatives 6,000 copies for the 


The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be post- 
poned indefinitely. 


INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER INTO ALASKA. 


Mr. HALE. I am direeted by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] on the 5th instant, to report 
it with an amendment; and I ask for its present ideration. 


Senate, unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent ution; which was as follows: 
ae ee ee ens ~ That 35,000 
ee eS session of Fifty-third Congress, 
re the introductionof reindeer Alaska, be printed, of which nu:n- 
ber 5,000 in paper covers shall be for the use of the amd 10,000 in paper 
covers for use of the House of Representatives and 20,000 in cloth for the 
use of the Bureau of Education 


The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 8, to 
strike out the word “‘cloth” and insert. “‘ paper covers”; so as to 
read: ‘And 20,000 in paper covers for the use of the Bureau of 


ane Se ee nee Maine 
why we ought ve 35,000 copies document printed for 
the of education. e 


It strikes me, with all due t, that 

Ghat bechamel, Wedo ean introduce reindeer car into this 
—s 2 large. I take it, what little I know about the 
i Se a eee ee It is 
print 35,000 eopies history of a fad, for it is 

ie meter inn 9 pe tel a 

pose to go is amere a man who 
went up there asa , who has made a of Alaska, 


and has conceived the idea of introducing to prevent the 
natives there from starving. I he will a. I do not 
starve; I do not want to throw any 


want to see any human bein 

obstacle in the way of furnis. them food; but the idea of our 
ing on with this waste of money is absurd. I had occa- 

sion to state the other day that the basement of this Capit«! is 


filled with the old débrisof useless of every description that 
coe mn disease in the Capi- 

adjacent rented here are fu!! 

of them. We had complaints here tothe effect that a floor in the 
ildi sink the of this use- 

ing away 
am compelled to remonstrate against t!\is 


sort amg welll in it, if there were any 
ones Se ees nee the Senator to say a word; 
t 35,000 copies of this fad, for it is vos gprs Rage tage po 


to ask the Senator from Maine what these ies will cost. 
Mr. HALE. I will make a little explanation. the Senator 
from Missouri had read all the enthusiastic literature that has 


Senge. Seen eee eae he refersas having gone to 
and by some process of evolution at last 
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reports himself to us in another, he would have wondered that | ending June 90, 1897, upon the improvement of the harbor of Cumberland 


- : : Sound, Georgia, in compliance with the requirements of the second section 
150,000 ee ordered aired dae cihaee ow - of the river pnp Fang 9 —_ of 1866 and 180) and of the sundry civil appro 

s of t eman that ects ue priation act of March 3, 1883. 
benited States Kngren, including finance, currency, and tarifts, The amendment was agreed te 

1 attempted war with almostevery nation under the sun, are not a : yt. sad - ' 
and a u aie combined as Alaska. I can only say that The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
of so muc thee not fully sharing in that feeling but being re- the amendment was concurred in. 
a ted BY Senators who believe that this literature ought to be The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ques ‘i 

t will 








. all reading, read the third time, and passed. 
properly minated, eee ® rather moderate resolu- The title was amended so as to - ul: ‘A joint resolution direct- 
tion. I cost aes ym Mi i that th ittee } ing the Secretary of War to furnish certain information with 
I will state to the Senator rom Siissourt ie in ees _ hat reference to the project for the improvement of the harbor of 
cut down one prop ition which came from the A aska agent, that Cumberland Sound, Georgia.” 
his share of this distribution, being the la portion of it, should 
be bound in cloth rather than in paper. @ saw no reason why BILLS INTRODUCED. 
this small book of 200 or 300 pages, or perhaps less, should be put) 4s, CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2283) for the relief of 
into an expensive form for his benefit, and we have left him w ith Charles Gallagher, and to refer his claims to the Court of Claims; 
the 20,000 copies 1n paper, the same moderate—and perhaps he will which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
consider it eh that we take for ourselves. om Claimea. : 
Mr. VEST. Is he to distribute the 20,000 copies? . Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2284) for the relief of homestead 
Mr. HALE. He is to distribute 20,000 copies, the Senate 5,000 settlers in Gregory County, S. Dak.; which was read twice by its 
copies, and the House of Representatives 10,000 copies. I have title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. : 
some sympathy with what the Senator from Missouri says about Mr, ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2285) granting a pension to 
this Alaska experiment. I have never taken any great stock in it. Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, Nebr., invalid daughter of John Y. 
It has always ooked tome as if it was a forced pat; but Congress Cook, deceased, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Vol- 
has embarked in it, and has accepted it; it has undertaken the | onteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
propagation of reindeer there as a ae ay for the people, and | 4, the Committee on Pensions. 
there is no doubt that a great interest in all parts of the country Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2286) providing for the pay- 
is felt in the experiment. People of scientific = semiscientific | ment of certain Indian police in Alaska; which was read twice by 
minds have had their attention directed to it, and they want copies | j;. title. and. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com: 
of this book. I have myself had a good many requests for it. If | mittee on Indian Affairs. : 
the Senator will move to cut down the number to 10,000, leaving | i TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2287) granting an increase 
only 10,000 copies to be distributed 7 the Bureau of Education, of pension to George W. Swango; which was read twice by its 
which of course is this gentleman who is in Alaska, I shall not | tit}. and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
object to that, but it is not a very bad thing asitis. tee on Pensions. 
- MORGAN. How many copies are given to him by the| “yy. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2288) to provide for the 
resolution as it stands? a ‘ removal of snow, ice, and dirt from the sidewalks, cross walks, 
Mr. VEST. Twenty thousan nS : la b | and gutters in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
Mr. HALE. Thirty-five thousand copies would cost about | which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
$6,000, and they areall to be in the same binding. As I havesaid, | 51 the District of Columbia. 
the committee cut down the book form to be distributed by the | “My SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2289) for therelief of James 
Alaskan agent of the Bureau of — ee eens a all mM} and Emma 8. Cameron for occupation and damages to property 
— covers, the cheapest form. 1 care very little about it my-| 414 for fuel taken and used by the United States Army during the 
. . : ia war; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
Mr, VEST. I move to strike out the 20,000 copies to be distrib- | ;,,, paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. “ 
uted by Mr. Jackson. He also introduced a bill (S. 2200) granting a pension to Hester 
Mr. E. I would not do that. : Rei A. Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not do 
that, but that he will allow the Bureau to have some copies at 
least. 


the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2291) granting an increase of pen- 
. : sion to Hugh Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
— vars by ny oy Ne adn to do it. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Mr. HALE. It is to be done by the Bureau of Education. 
Mr. VEST. Letthe Bureau doit, then. I have no objection to 











Pensions. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2292) for the relief of 
George A. Gove; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


: j . to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
will The ne me is the idea. The Bureau of Education | “ yo also introduced a bill (S. 2293) to repeal section 6 of an act 
ta I odoeete dk Genater £ Mai entitled ‘‘An act to define the duties of pension agents, to pre- 
trike off 10,000 copies tand the Senator from Maine agrees to/ scribe the manner of paying pensions, and for other purposes,” 


. ‘ approved July 8, 1870, and now being section 4784, Revised Stat- 
a en area ence it eonees anything, that | utes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
move to out ‘20,000, in line 7,and 1 e 10,000, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
then strike out “ 35,000” as the total and make it “25,000.” [have 


— as 


oe Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2294) to increase the efficiency 
eee amendment. of the Marine Corps of the United States, and to reesiablish its 


vi ~ : organization; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. _ The first question is on the amend- the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 
ae the committee, in line 8, to strike out the wo: cloth He also introduced a bill (S. 2295) granting a pension to Mrs. 
aye eres to onan Graham; — was read twice by its title, and referred 

: . : to the Committee on Pensions. 
pry nr hee any . The question now is on the amend- Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2296) to authorize the Pres- 
a e Senator from Missouri to strike out, in line 7, ‘20,000 ident of the United States to appoint William D. O'Toole to the 
ies” and insert ‘‘ 10,000 copies,” and to reduce the total from 


“ % ore. military service of the United States, and to place him on the re- 
a veer py tired list of the Army; which was read _twice by its title, and re- 
decal - was . ded ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

concurrent resolution as amen was agreed to. He also introduced a bill (S. 2297) to authorize the President to 
CUMBERLAND SOUND IMPROVEMENT. appoint Jacob E. Noel a lientenant-commander on the retired list 


Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, | of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 86) directing the | the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
of War to furnish certain information with reference to Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 2298) to enlarge the Corps of 
the proj for the improvement of the harbor of Cumberland | Cadets at the United States Military Academy; which was read 
Sound, and St. Pons River, Florida, to report it favor- twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
ably with an amendment in the form of a substitute. This isan | fairs. ; 
urgent matter, has received the unanimous approval of the com- He also introduced a bill (S. 2299) granting a pension to Wil- 
may receive immediate consideration. liam Menneke; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | the Committee on Pensions. 


z 
5 
: 
E 
: 


proceeded to consider the t resolution. Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2300) granting 

The amendment of the Commi on Commerce was to strike | @ pension to Mrs. Marie A. Mueller, of Albany, Oreg.; which 

out all after the resolving clause and insert: was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
That the of Wi he is thorized and directed to | Pensions. 

Feport whet aoe if anae e Sout? caneniek in the fiscal year Mr, HALE introduced a bill (5. 2301) to establish engineering 
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experiment stations in connection with the colleges established in 
the several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 
1862, and acts supplementary thereto; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to 
Mary Twine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2303) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Ray; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2304) granting a pension to Daniel 
Coonan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2305) pooiee for the pur- 
chase and distribution of certain historical publications therein 
named; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2306) toamend Title 
LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes, relating to copyrights; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRITCHARD or eeunee> submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution, which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be authorized 


to employ a stenographer to report hearings upon matters pending before it. 
to be Paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. ; 


ALLEGED IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS BY SPAIN, 


Mr. CALLsubmitted the following resolution; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United States be requested 
to demand of the Government of Spain a statement as to the truth of the 
charges made in a letter rT in the newspapers, pur porting to be from 
Mr. Gomez, late editor of the La Lucha, a newspaper published in Habana, 
that he had been tortured while confined in a dutigeon on the bare ground for 
two months in Coutn, Se penal colony of Spain, to extort from him evidence 
against Julius San ly, a naturalized citizen of the United States, and sub- 
sequently killing the said Gomez; also to insist on a full report of the evi- 
dence and all the proceedings in the alle civil trial of Julius ages. in 
which it is charged that the said illy was condemned to im mment 
for life at Ceuta on suspicion only and without evidence; also, to demand the 
release of Charles Michelsen and Lorenzo Betancourt, correspondents of 
the New York poumpapers, who are charged only with entering within the 
insurgent lines to ob information; also to demand of Spain that all Ameri- 
can citizens who shall be captured by the Spanish forces shall be treated as 

risoners of war and be accorded humane treatment; and to inform the 
Bpanish Government that the United States will insist on this demand. 


ALLEGED ASSESSMENTS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate—— 

Mr. QUAY. I gave notice yesterday that at the conclusion of 
the ‘= md business to-day I would call up the Army appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, there is a resolution now lying on 
the table, which I asked, when it was placed before the Senate a day 
or two ago, that I might have the privilege of calling up at a con- 
venient time. I desire now to call it up for the purpose of having 
it referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Itis 
a resolution instructing the committee to make certain investi 
tions. Ido not ask that the resolution be adopted, but simply that 
it may be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PErrer}, 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Prerrer February 12, 1896: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire and rt whether, du the 1895, or 
any portion thereof, any of the employees of the Post-Office Department, 
while receiving pay from ap ropriations for that Department, did, with the 

owledge, connivance, or Decion of any clerk or clerks, or or chiefs 
of division, levy and collect assessments of money on and from other em- 
ployees of the ment to be used, and which was used, for ey 
poses in States where election cam were in progress at that ‘ 
whether any person or persons were employed and borne on Lab 4 
rolls as employees and regularly paid as such who, while to be 


discharging the duties of inspectors in the free-delivery service, were in ¢4.+ 
actively engaged in aiding and assisting one of the political parties in .;(j 
election compara whether, during such time, in room 3 of the Inter.» 
Department building, or in any other room or rooms in said building . 
any other building, any employee of the Department was directing o | 


rin 
one oes of persons for the purposes aforesaid and receiy ),> 
di 


and disbursing the moneys so and collected, and whether suc) ; 
ger or director kept an account of such moneys in his own name in any |, ik 
of the city of Washington or elsewhere. : 


The committee will inquire and report, further, whether during the pvriig 
covered by this resolution any_person or persons were employed }), , 
clerk or chief of division. in the Post-Office partment and kept on the De. 
partment pay rolls and paid out of the Department funds, which pay 
was not authorized by law or by any lawful rule or regulation of the [. 
ment, and for which services no appropriation had been made by ©.) 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, in the absence of 
objection. 

SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. PROCTOR obtained the floor. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish toask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (8. 1359) for construction of two stein 
revenue cutters for service on the Pacific Coast. Iwill state that 
the bill will not occupy any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 


Mr. SQUIRE. beg pardon. I withdraw the motion, Mr, 
President. 

Mr. QUAY. I gave notice pete that at the conclusion of 
the morning business to-day I should ask the Senate to take up 
the Army appropriation bill. I now make that request, ani if 
the bill referred to by the Senator from Washington Ties not pro- 
voke any discussion i shall not object to its consideration after 


the Army bill has been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask the Senator if he will not give way for 
thirty minutes, so that I may have an opportunity of addri<sing 
the Senate, in accordance with the notice 1 have heretofore viyon? 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill withdraw the motion until the conclusion 
of the remarks of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. [ask that the bill (S. 1159) to provide for for- 
tifications and other seacoast defenses may be temporarily laid 
before the Senate, for the purpose of enabling me to make some 
remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill referred to by the Senator from Vermont, on which he is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the exposed condition of our 
coast requires no proof and the necessity of defending it should re- 
quire no argument. It was recently stated by Admiral Walker, at 
a meeting of the Committee on Coast Defenses: 

If they (the English) were at this time to send over such a naval force as 
they could spare from Europe they would have their own way upon cur 
coast. * * * They would capture or destroy the whole Navy. ‘ 
By poling our vessels behind Sandy Hook we could make something «fa 

8 


fight for that place, but nothing would prevent them from raiding th. w! 
coast. 


The subject has been periodically discussed in Congress. [thas 
been alluded to in Executive messages and the reports of Hxccu- 
tive Departments, and has been continuously commented uyjon by 
the ar world. But as yet these discussions have not been 
followed by any decisive action. 

However, they have not been without their value. They have 
led to official investigations and official reports, and have accom- 
plished the great result of impressing upon the American jeojle 
the necessity of some action in this matter. It can safely be said 
that we have reached the point where the question is not so much 
whether or not we shall defend our coast as it is how we can best 
accomplish it. The Army, the Navy, the press, the people, those 
in authority and those not, voice the sentiment that our coasts sadly 
need protection and that protection should be provided, but how: 
Shall it be done by land fortifications alone, by a navy alone. or 
by a wise combination of the two methods? 

It is fully substantiated by reason and authority— 

First. + a proper system of land defenses will make our yreat 
cities safe from any naval attack. 

Second. Such a system can be constructed for a sum many times 
less than the cost of a navy like the great navies of Euro}, ind 
for a sum that may reasonably be expended. 

Third. Land fortifications are much more efficient for coast (le- 
fense than a navy, and when once constructed are durable, ¢li)|y 
maintained, and easily strengthened. se 

- Fourth. The detense of our cities cannot be left to the Navy 
alone, however large. 4 ’ 

Fifth. A navy that would equal the great navies of Europe 
unnecessary and its cost makes such a navy impracticable. 

Sixth. A navy quickly deteriorates and is expensive to maintain. 

Seventh. The construction of land defenses should always )'& 
cede the — of a navy. 

hope to substantiate principally by naval air 














THE PROPOSALS OF THE ENDICOTT BOARD. 


the Endicott Board, so called, was organized, and con- 
Secretary Endicott as president, two officers of the En- 
and two of the Ordnance Corps, two naval officers, Com- 
der W.T.Sampson and Commander Casper F’. Goodrich, men 
of the highest ability in their profession, and two civilians, Erastus 
Corning, of New York, and Joseph Morgan, of Pennsylvania, who 
were experts in iron and steel and were of the highest standing 
and ca ty in business affairs. This board, after eight months’ 
a careful study of the subject, made a unanimous re- 
rt, which is the most exhaustive, conservative, and reliable that 
co ever been rendered to our Government with reference to coast 
defenses, and its conclusions are to-day the standard authority on 
the subject. : 
Admiral Walker indorsed the plans of this board before the 
committee, and in speaking of the bill which contemplates carry- 
ing those plans into effect he says: 


If in case of war we intend to hold our own and take care of our seacoast 
cities, they must be fortified, and that as soon as practicable. The measure is 
an excellent one and meets my approval. 


The total cost of a complete system of land defenses, as estimated 
by this board, would be $97,782,800, which includes the estimate of 
$4,334,000 for submarine mines and their adjuncts and $3,416,800 
for the defenses of the lake ports, but does not include an estimate 
for the defense of Puget Sound. Striking out the estimate for the 
lake ports for the reason that we can defend them best by taking 
Canada, and owing $6,000,000 for the defenses of Puget Sound, 
we have the sum of $100,366,000 for a total cost of our proposed 
land defenses, which would provide for the complete defense of 
our twenty-eight principal ports. 

That board also estimated for floating batteries and torpedo 
boats, as adjuncts to the land defenses (mainly for the ports of 
New Orleans and San Francisco), the sum of $28,595,000, of which 
$9,720,000 was for torpedo boats, $8,150,000 for floating batteries 
at New Orleans, and $10,725,000 for floating batteries at San Fran- 


Y 
RB 


cisco. 
The proposals made by this board were, more specifically, as fol- 
lows: 


Armament and mountings of fortifications. 









Endicott board. 














Mortars. a 
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a Cost. 
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for the above ports of 4 
, 203 12-inch guns, 6 
mortars, and 700 12- 


guns 
O99 10-inch 
, 24 10-inc 


guns and 724 mortars. The above 

cost include for wore geet the cost of masonry and 
armor, structural metal, the and mortars, car- 
the submarine mines and their adjuncts. Since the 
this report the engineering authorities have 
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modified the details somewhat, the tendency being to decrease the 
number of heavy guns and to increase the number of mortars, until 
now it is proposed to have 36 16-inch guns, 203 12-inch guns, 180 
10-inch guns, 98 8-inch guns, 360 gquick-fire guns, 1,032 12-inch 
— and 24 10-inch mortars, being a total of 1,933 guns and mor- 
ars. 

It has also been determined that New Haven and New Lon- 
don can be defended best by blocking the eastern entrance to Long 
Island Sound by fortifications; but these changes in the plans of 
the Endicott board have not substantially changed the cost of 
the work as estimated by that board. The increase in guns and 
mortars has been divided principally among Southern and Pacific 

rts. 

The total amount appropriated up to date from and including 
the 3d day of March, 1883, for the increase of the Navy is $110,- 
371,710.10. In giving the figures in regard to the new Navy I 
treat as complete all ships authorized or in process of building. 
It therefore ee that the amount ($110,371,710) spent on the 
new Navy would have entirely completed in the minutest detail 
the most perfect system of land defenses that the art of the engineer 
can devise, including the armament, with a remaining surplus of 
$10,005,710. 

From the last report of the Secretary of War we find that in 
the same period we have expended only $10,631,000 on coast 
defense. 

According to the report of the Endicott board, which was ap- 
proved by Commanders Goodrich and Sampson, two naval experts, 
we ought to expend $28,000,000 on floating defenses and $97,000,- 
000 on land defenses. Instead of keeping up this proportion we 
have expended $10,000,000 on land defenses and many times that 
amount on floating defenses. 

We have also spent millions in deepening the approaches to our 
harbors to make them accessible to a hostile fleet, and practically 
nothing for their defense. 

We have neglected the work which should have been done first 
and which would have been more than completed for the sum spent 
on the Navy, while the Navy, still far too small to protect itself, is 
left without the protection of a system of harbor defense which 
should have preceded its construction. 


OUR NEW NAVY. 


I shall speak freely of our shortcomings in the matter of de- 
fense. Only by understanding our needs will we be aroused to 
provide for them. None need fear that this will give valuable 
information to possible enemies. It isto be hoped that the British 
War Office and Admiralty have not plans in detail of our partially 
constructed mine and torpedo systems. There is little else in our 
preparation or nonpreparation for war that they do not under- 
stand. 

There is no danger of exposing our weak points. They are 
well known. The need is to realize them ourselves and to apply 
the remedy. 

It becomes necessary to make some comparison between the 
relative expense and efficiency of the land and the floating 
defenses but I shall do this in no spirit of unfriendliness to the 
Navy. 

There is not in the world a braver or better trained body of 
men than the officers of our Navy. In any war, no matter what 
the odds, they may be counted on to do all that American man- 
hood can do to sustain the honor of the flag under which they 
fight. The deeds of Farragut passing the forts at New Orleans 
or lashed to the mast at Mobile, of Foote at Fort Henry and on 
the Mississi pi, of Porter at Fort Fisher, of Worden on the Mon- 
itor, of Cushing at Albemarle, of Winslow on the Kearsarge will 
be equaled or surpassed whenever duty calls for such daring. In 
fact, the whole history of our Navy has been such as to stimu- 
late our national pride and lead us to the extreme of liberality in 
upbuilding it. 

But we must not look, Mr. President, for the impossible from 
any body of men, and it is an injustice to the Navy itself to ex- 
pect that they can succeed against overwhelming odds. Thus, 
with all honor and respect for the Navy and in justice to it, I 
make the following comparisons: 

Our Navy, according to the annual report of the Secretary of 
the Navy in 1893, was rated as standing seventh in the list of the 
navies of the world. Assuming that the minor powers have made 
no progress in this respect (which is not the case) and taking into 
consideration the ihcrease in our own Navy, appropriated for during 
the past two years, the United States would, perhaps, in respect 
of navalstrength, beat the head of the second-class powers. That 
is,admitting that we have caught up with or even surpassed little 
Holland, which is doubtful, we will still be separated by a vast 
interval from the five great naval powers of the world. 

For the sum of $110,371,710 the United States will have, on the 
completion of vessels now under construction— 

8 battle ships; 
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4 double-turret monitors; 
1 barbette coast-defense turret vessel; 
1 harbor-defense ram; 
2 armored cruisers; 
7 protected cruisers; 
6 partially protected cruisers; 
20 cruisers; 
7 runboats; 
ynamite gun vessel; 
° torpedo boats; 
1 dispatch boat; 
1 naval cadet practice vessel. 
Upon the foregoing are, or are to be, mounted— 
82 8-inch guns; 
18 10-inch guns; 
12 12-inch guns; 
24 13-inch guns; 
83 dynamite guns; 

187 5-inch and 6-inch rapid-fire guns. 

Of the ships thus obtained there is probably not one that naval 
officers will not admit is overmatched by ships. Admiral 
Walker stated before the committee that England has ships that 
outclass ours and that other powers have such ships. The one 
admitted superiority is the a of our marine engines and 
armor, giving ameen to the ship and ene to projectiles. But 
foreign navies, like those of gland and France, on the former 
of which is expended annually nearly as much money as our entire 
new navy has cost, will soon have utilized all the ine which we 
have developed. 


OUR NAVY IN COMPARISON WITH THE BRITISH NAVY. 


A brief comparison, taken from the last report of the Secretary 
of the Navy, will demonstrate how hopelessly behind foreign 
ome the United States is in naval equipment. This is particu- 

y true as .egards Great Britain, our traditional ay Great 

Britain has, or will have when the authorized shi — 
— 60 armored comet to our 8, 11 coast-de ana 

our 20, this deficienc the part of d being due to ite 
policy of placing her st Y ies of defense at the enemy’s coast, 
according to the Secretary's report; Great Britain has 29 armored 
cruisers to our 2, she has’ 74 unarmored protected cruisers to our 
13, she has 92 unarmored cruisers to our 20, she has 16 unarmored 
gun vessels to our 17, she has 34 unarmored torpedo vessels to 
on and = a boats me 9. ake, 

e report is sti more striking w we reflect tha’ pro- 
posed increase of the British navy in armored battle ships, as 
shown in said (that is, an increase of 10), is more than our 
whole force of such ships; that her proposed increase of armored 
cruisers (4) is more than our whole force vf such cruisers; that her 
pro increase of unarmored protected cruisers (22) is more 
than our whole force of such cruisers, and that her omen in- 
code t oot torpedo boats (62) is many times our whole force of tor- 

o 

The British have also increased the force of enlisted men in 
their navy by over 25 per cent in the last five years, being an in- 
crease of 17,850 men, while our whole force contains, in men, of- 
ficers, and marines, but 13,460. The British navy has nearly 90,000 
men, or more than six anda half times as many asour Navy. The 
above comparisons have contemplated all vessels being built or 
authorized to be built as pons of the senpoetire navies and are taken 
from the last report of the Secretary of the N. "Tis, 

In the Scientific American for December 28, 1 it is said: 


afynoes s P totals for battle ships and one combined, we Big 





pate ES total jag = pe Great 
Nine with total Pr 188006 tons: which shi Britain, 38 
to possess a su y in fighting ships of @4 tL 


When this article was called to the attention of Admiral Walker 
before the committee he said that he considered it a correct state- 
ment for practical purposes. 

In Brassey's Naval Annual for 1895 it is said: 


It has been gecepiet by both patent parties in the State (England) that a 


standard of ‘or the British navy is an equality, if not superiority, 
to the navies of Te ee tanian naan In the debates on the introduction 
of the naval defense act and on the motion of Lord Hamilton for 


‘the increase of the na ieee prominent members on both 
Hie Inorean of the navy. ia December, 186 prominent ‘members o 


Admiral Walker stated also that he understood the above to be 


| policy. 

tly of our commerce destroyers, and I admit 
that tnvooae of wae alin Gens Britain they would be the most 
— of our Navy, but they are of | or no avail as a 


ending our coast, and here as elsewhere Great Britain 
far Fagen us, 


The British have the following ships which are in of an 
annual subsidy and are permitted to fly the blue ensign, indicat- 
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ing that they pelong to the royal naval reserve, and which Admiral 
Walker spoke of as the fastestin the world: 








8 2 = i 
4 |fe| 8 |3es ey 
Name. i i ¢ S5b| of 
= ca BR Sa 
& ia 2) 
. | Feet.\|Feet.| Tons. Knots, 
I anawaumoniea 57 | 26 | 8,120 | 14,500 % 
Circ chacniankodtoasiel 57 | 26 | 8,128 | 14,500 19} 
Himalaya ...........-. 62 | 224 | 6,808 | 10,000 17 
BEA iiccnccctuntiecstil 52 | 224 | 6,901 10,000 17 
a idoudcutimeenceed 52 | 22) | 6,091; 7,000 16 
TO saceelins ubinioiinenetlitigins 2 52} 223) 6,188) 7,000 16 
dbbatbhaninn 58 | 24 | 9,965 | 16,000 20 
RR 58 | 244) 9,984 | 16,000 20 
Empress of India-. oe 51 | 244) 5,905 | 10,000 16 
Empress of China 51 | 244 5,905 | 10,000 16 
Empress of Japan 51 | 244) 5,905 | 10,000 16 


The following ships are held at the disposition of the Sieiealty 
without subsidy: 



















3 i : g 5 2 ae 3 
Name. $a SSE 03 
Z SaR| oF 
6 {& ° 
Feet. |Feet.| Tons. Knots. 
ge 52 26 | 7,392 | 10,000 164 
GOIN .. 020s cccces cone} nn ss 444 | 24 4,809 | 5,300 15} 
Britannic ............ 45 2% 5,004 | 5,200 16 
Linamshegeaenaantie’ 6 | B 5,008 | 5,200 16 
[ee ee 40} | 23 {| 3,888) 3,600 15 
peisindiite 52 224 | 6,061 | 7,000 16 
Oceana... ehadii 52 224 | 6,188] 6,000 16 
Peninsalar...........'..... do I ae 5,000 | 4,972 15 
Oriental ............. i. eee 5,000 | 4,972 15 
Valletta .............. 45 | 223) 4,904 5,000 lb 
DEEDS cw cwanves cons 45 223 | 4,902) 5,000 15 
| Se ears 444) 224) 5,545 | 5,500 15 
SPEED. ccccesccenn 444 | 224 | 4,879) 5,000 15 
) eee 48 224 | 4,748 | 4,000 l4 
Parramatta. ......... 43 224 | 4,756) 4,500 14 





There are also numerous ships on the admiralty list complyin ing 
with the admiralty conditions as to construction which have no 
national tie, such as the Lucania and Campania, the fastest large 
vessels afloat. They are suitable for receiving an armament, }111 
there isno arrangement with owners, ee promise of prefer- 
ence for occasional State em: 

To contend with these the States Government has a me n 

pon the four American line steamers, Paris, New York. 
ow, and St. Paul. These four steamers, by the terms of their 
contracts, have to be 20-knot steamers. They made that time on 
their trials, but as a matter of fact they are slower than the faster 
ones of the English list. 

In respect to armament all those of equal will probably 
be on equal terms. The principal armament contemplated eit!er 
in this country or a is one of ra igo ome up to and in- 
cluding the 6-inch gun. But it must not be forgotten that Con- 
gress has declined to allow a le gun Bay Bape for the four 
reserve cruisers, while England guns for her reserve ships 
ond w= Rn rts all over the world where they will be most 
— avail in event of war. These vessels are provided 

with platforms to receive F mehr d and ve could be put in com- 
mission at once at any of 


LAND FORTIFICATIONS IN COMPARISON WITH OUR NAVY. 


Such isour Navy, but suppose that a like sum had been expended 
on land coast defenses, what would the country now have to show 


for the ino higher 
There is no hig a eee on this subject than 
General Abbott. sae that“ m on entire coast would be place: 


in a condition of nal ier enn against by the largest 
naval means which brought against it.” 
Admiral on said before the committee that if nee tg 
were properly fortified no squadron would attempt e them 
For the sum with which we have our Navy we could 
have rendered our = safe against the combine! 
assaults of all the naviesadmittedly superior to our own and could 
Jirst place in the world as regards on pe d 
money enough left to provide a good share 


. 














works assumed an attack with high explo- 
sives and are ed to resist such an attack. The guns were 
heavier than any mounted on any ship abroad except a few coast-de- 
fense vessels (notably the Italian), which no one even suggests 
can cross the Atlantic ocean, yet even these were matched by those 
estimated for our defense. Since the date of the estimates for land 
defenses the guns on shipboard have exhibited a constant tend- 
ency to decrease in relative power. _ as 

The land defenses would have had in addition to the fortifica- 


ons— 
98 8-inch guns as against the new Navy's 82; 
180 10-inch guns as against the Navy’s 18; 
203 12-inch guns as against the Navy’s12; 
6 14-inch guns as against the Navy's 24 13-inch guns; 
36 16-inch guns as against the Navy’s none; 

1032 12-inch mortars as against the Navy’s none; 

24 10-inch mortars as against the Navy’s none; 
46-inch as against the Navy’s none; 
360 quick-ive guns, 5-inch, as against the Navy’s 187; 

In other words, the proposed land defenses for the same sum 
would mount 1,576 and mortars of 8-inch caliber and upward 
as against the new Navy's 136 guns, and would have mounted 360 

id-fire guns of 5-inch caliber as against the Navy's 187. 

hese if carried out would provide Boston alone with 171 
guns mortars of 8-inch to 16-inch caliber, as — the 136 
guns of 8-inch to 13-inch caliber in our whole new Navy. 

At New York there would be 269 guns and mortars of from 
8-inch to 16-inch caliber, as against the 136 guns of the entire new 
Navy. At San Francisco there would be 232 and mortars of 
from 8-inch to 16-inch caliber, as against the 136 guns of the in 
These compari between the respective armaments we would 
have at these important Lowers and the armaments we have ob- 
tained in the whole new Navy for the same money show that the 
scale is much in favor o any one of the above ports alone as against 
the combined force of the Navy. 

The follo table, showing the relative cost of mounting a 
land Lattereael a ship battery of the same power, leaves no room 
for argument. It shows the cost of mounting such an armament 
as the one on the battle ship Indiana and the cost of mounting a 
land battery of equal force, showing the cost of the former to be 
$5,265,858.03, and that of the latter to be $1,553,428. This is more 
convincing when we consider that according to the statement of 
‘Admiral Walker this land battery is more effective than the ship 
battery in the ratio of 3 to 1, and according to the statement of 
General Miles in the ratio of 5 to 1: 














Land battery. 
| N Cost of | Cost of ae 
um- ° ‘ost o emplace- 
Guns. | ber guns. | carriage. mentsand 
| platforms. 
Wen stencencre cases. 4 | $195, 812 $6, 000 | $200,000 | 
GO GRUR. cetlindn dine teecgtececerccceee 12 182,616 44, 000 600, 000 
6-pounder, rapid fire and mounted -- z wee Repbinadape 80,000 | 
EE ae | . A eiepdacaactiines Rehan adyetininainee 
| | | |= se | 880, 000 | 
Grand total, $1,558,428. re | 


Cost of first-class battle ship (Indiana). 


a of hulland machinery (from report of Secretary of Navy). $3, 020,000.00 | 
t of armor (from House report of Committee on Naval Affairs, 





Nene TT. cnswemececcasences 1, 650, 473. 37 
Cost of fotieny Gaegeextnnte) Padiliphinbtedintanstdandnthaseontscus 505, 384. 66 
0 es eee 
Batteries. 
88-inch breech-loading rifi 
4Ginch breech-loading rifles. 
20 6-pounder, fire. 
fire. 


GUNS AFLOAT AND GUNS ASHORE. 


Guns mounted on land are much more formidable than those 

mounted on ships. Admiral Walker said before the committee: 
placed in batteries ch more effective bec: the 

i tre more eer. anes ate striking near —— ‘would probably 
little ’ oO grea 

damage. * * # ee limit to the elevation oguncn a@ vessel. 
In to the question of the chairman, as to whether or not 
he corrcborstedtthe statement of General Miles, that one gun prop- 


G 
can 


erly on shore was equivalent to five on shipboard, Admiral 
Walker aaide “a ° 


I should put it rather less than that, say one to three. 


the above table shows, 
same 


Thus 


to Admiral Walker, that 
for the i 


ten times the effective 
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For proof of the value and efficacy of coast fortifications to with- 
stand attacks from the sea we need not rely upon theories alone, 
for there is ample military experience that attests the fact. It is 
admitted that it is absolutely impracticable to reduce strong land 
fortificationsfromthesea. The following are extracts from aseries 
of lectures by General Abbot before the Naval War College, en- 
titled ‘‘ The defense of the seacoast of the United States.” — 


On May 15, 1862, an earthen battery situated on Drewrvy's Bluff about 100 
feet above James River, and without bomb-proof cover, was uttacked by two 
ironclads, the Galena and the Monitor, and by three wooden vessels, the 
Aroostook, the Port Royal, and the Naugatuck. The ironclads anchored at 
from 600 to 1,000 yards’ range, where a double pile obstruction, reinforced by 
hulks, prevented a nearer approach; the wooden vessels anchored about 1.300 
yards below. After fighting for about three and a quarter hours the fleet 
was repulsed; the Galena had expended nearly all her ammunition and had 
suffered severely, being hulled several times. The Monitomand apparently 
the wooden vessels were not seriously injured: but Lieutenant Commander 
Jeffers, commanding the Monitor, reported: “So long as our vessels kept up 
a rapid fire they rarely fired in return, but the momen’ our fire slackenec 
they remanned their guns. It was impossible to reduce such works except 
by the aid of a land force.” 

ie armament of the Galena consisted of 9-inch Dahlgren smooth-boresand 
Parrott rifles; the Monitor carried two 15-inch guns; the armament of the 
wooden vessels is not stated in the official reports. 

When Fort Drewry was captured in 1865, the water-bearing guns consisted 
of one 7-inch Brooke rifle, with six 10-inch and three § inch Rodman smooth- 
bores. I (Abbot) was personally informed by Major Drewry, who had com- 
manded in the action of May 15, 1862, that at that date he had only three Rod- 
man smoothbores in position, the others having been added subsequently. 

* * “ * « - * 


The next Sapiens pitched battle between guns ashore and guns afloat took 
place at Fort Sumter on April 7, 1863. The day was calm and all the condi- 
tions were favorable to the fleet. 

Fort Sumter at that date consisted of an unfinished masonry work having 
asingle tier of casemates, strengthened by such means as the Confederates 
had found practicable after its occupation. The masonry was largely shell 
concrete faced with brick; the scarp was 8 feet thick. The site was a small 
artificial island. 

Admiral Dupont reported the range of the monitors as from 550 to 800 
yards, that of the Jronsides being not less than 1,000 yards; his ordnance 
officer, Lieut. A. S. Mackenzie, reports the ranges as from 550 to 2,100 yards; 
the ee engineers give them as from 900 to 1,500, averaging 1,200 
yards. 

The engagement lasted two and one-half hours. As tothe result, Admiral 
Dahlgren reported: “No ship had been exposed to the severest fire of the 
enemy over forty minutes, and yet in that brief period five of the ironclads 
were wholly or partially disabled; disabled, too, in that which was most es- 
sential to our success—I mean in their armament or power of inflicting injury 
by their guns. * * * The other ironclads (two out of seven), thoug! 
struck many times severely, were still able to use their guns, but I am con- 
vinced that in all probability in another thirty minutes they, too, would have 
been likewise disabled.” 

The official reports of the captains commanding the ironclads indicate 
the fleet, exclusive of the New Ironsides, received 346 hits. The New Jr: 
was struck several times, but the exact number appears not 
parces The Keokuk was sunk where her guns were subsequently secured 

yy the Confederates. One man was killed and at least 22 wounded on ship- 
board during the action. 





that 
maides 
to have been re- 


Upon the Confederate side, General Beauregard states: ‘‘Not more than 
34 shots took effect on the walls of Fort Sumter.’ “Fort Moultrie and other 


batteries were not touched in a way to be considered.”’ The injuries to Fort 
Sumter were by no means disabling, and the total casualties on land were 
3 men killed by the accidental explosion of an ammunition chest, and 11 men 
wounded—5 of them by the same accident. 

The next conspicuous duel between armored ships and forts was at Fort 
Fisher, N.C. This fort had a water front and a land front, both consisting 
of substantial sand batteries. The land front had an oblique fire upon the 
sea. The work was well provided with traverses and bomproofs, but the 
former were so conspicuous that they marked the gun posi 
distinctness. The site was a low, sandy point between the ocean and Cape 
Fear River. The offing afforded unlimited development to the fleet 

Carrying out the plan of a cooperative attack in aid of the land forces, 


ions with great 


| Admiral Porter ordered his monitors to anchor at a range of about &) vards, 


and his wooden vessels in three lines at from 1,100to1.8)yards. Thet 
were to fire deliberately upon the land front (from within a dead angle where 
the enemy could reply only at great disadvantage) in order to prepare the 
way for an assault; the latter were to maintain so terrific a storm of shot 
and shell over the fort as to prevent the enemy from serving his guns. 
These tactics were successful, and the Confederates were soon driven to 
take temporary shelter in their bombproofs 

Immediately after thecapture of the fort, January 15, 1865. 1 ( Abbott) person- 
ally madean inventory of the armament, with notes as to itscondition. The 
following were the water-bearing guns: On the land front, one I}inch Rod- 
man, five &inch Rodmans, five old 32-pounders, one old 24-pounder, seven 
6.4-inch rifles, one 4.2-inch rifle; total, twenty guns. On the water front, nine 
10-inch Rodmans, four 8-inch Rodmans, two 8-inch rifles, two7-inch rifles, five 
64-inch rifles; total. twenty-two guns The grand total which could have 
been used against the fleet was forty-two guns. Of these eight guns and 
eight carriages (sixteen in all) were disabled cn the land front, and one gun 
on the water front (it had evidently burst in action This statement in- 
cludes all injuries by direct impact of shot or by destruction of carriages, or 
by the piling of sand in front of the guns; they represent the whole damage 
effected by one of the most tremendous bombardments of modern times di- 
rected against an open barbette battery on a low site 

The following was the effective armament of the fleet, as furnished to me 
by the Bureau of Ordnance, Navy Department. It includes all the pivot 

ins and half the broadside guns of the vessels in action, excluding the small 

yronze guns as of no value for such service: Ten 15-inch Dahlgrens, twenty 
ll-inch 1 ns, two 10-inch Dahlgrens, one hundred and thirty-four 9-inch 
Dahigrens, eighteen 8-inch Dahigrens, sixteen +-pounders, eight 5 inch Par- 
rott rifles, twenty-four 100-pounder Parrott rifles, two 60-pounder Parrotts, 
two 530-pounder Dahigrens, twenty-seven eae Parrotts, twelve 20- 
pounder Parrotts, making a total of two hundred and seventy-five guns of 
all calibers used against the land defenses. 

This ment silenced the fire of the fortand enabled an assault to be 
delivered without the pretinsneny cpeseticas of a siege, an assistance of the 
most important character; but that the damage to the works should be as 
Sees it actually was seemed at the time almost incredible tothe 
eye 


rmer 





o * cf . > o 

These three examples, concerning which all the essential facts are known, 
have been selected as typical contests between guns ashore and guns afloat 
at the beginning of the eraof armorand heavy gunsonshipboard. They cer 
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tainly prove that our ironclad fleet could not contend with any chance of 
success against an equal or even inst a very inferior land armament. 

The same was true at that epoch in Europe, as appears from the result of 
the attack of the Italian fleet upon _the island of Lissa, in July, 1866. All 
though full data respecting this two-day engagement are lacking, enough is 
known to justify the claim of the Austrians “ of having driven back the Ital- 
ian ironclad ships, incapable of resisting the fire of the forts which command 
the harbor.” Just as a third attack was about to be made, including a land- 
ing of soeens to storm the works, the arrival of the Austrian fleet termi- 
nated the attempt. 

The land works consisted of masonry forts and earthen batteries, which 
appear to have usually had high sites. They were distributed am three 
harbors, and “the whole of the defense presented a front ot nearly 1 ns.” 
The latter were all of an old type, of which the largest were smoothbores 
roving gauts — weighing 66 pounds and rifles throwing elongated shot 
we ng 60 pounds. 

The armored fleet consisted of 12 ships, coatings guns. Theirarmament 
“contained all the latest improvements which the modern art of war had up 
tothat dateinvonted.” There werealso 8 unarmored ships, carrying 360 guns, 
and 16 dispatch boats. 


This sort of military experience did not end with the civil war 
and with the guns and fortifications which may be called anti- 
quated in the light of modern military equipment. Upon the 
order of the Navy Department Commander Goodrich made an 
exhaustive report of the British naval and military operations in 
Egypt in more recent years. He was an eyewitness of the opera- 
tions at Alexandria in 1882. In his report he says: 


In view of the tremendous fire to which Fort Mex was subjected, and the 
comparatively short range at which all the ships, except the Temeraire, en- 
gaged it, it is almost im ible to believe the fact that not a single gun here 
was dismounted or disabled during the action proper. The 10-inch and the 
9-inch rifles (plates 38 and 43) were wrecked with gun cotton. The 8-inch gun, 
seen on the ground in plate 41, was bowled over by the Penelope long after the 
fort had ceased firing, and from a distance stated to be about 300 yards. The 
ae shot was the thirtieth of this series, and wasaimed by the gunnery 

eutenant. 

Mex was the only fort at Alexandria which could not have resumed the 
action on the following day, for the party which landed from the Invincible 
completed the work of destruction but just begun by the fleet, ruining the 
carriages of the two heavy guns by explod gun cotton inside the brackets 
and spiking the remaining guns in the lower batteries. Except for this gal- 
lant and eminently successful exploit (a land attack, remember), the para- 
pets might have been sufficiently repaired during the night by heav ngs 
of natives to enable the garrison to reopen fire. e Egyptians here lost 
80 severely that only men of a high order of bravery could have been in- 
duced to ex themselves to a repetition of the hammering they had en- 
dured onJu y ll. Theactual garrison was whi ped, and thoroughly whi . 
after a most creditable and determined ce, but it is hardly be 
doubted that if it had been of a personnel similar to that on board the at- 
tacking fleet, the qpiking party would have had difficulty in executing their 
task, and on July 12 the challenge from the ships would have been promptly 


accepted. 

8. Recent high-powered guns are not adapted to bombarding earthworks. 
These guns possess a flat trajectory and send their projectiles along the line 
of greatest resistance of the fo: cation. The best work done at Alexandria 
was on the panes of Fort Oom-el-Kabebe, which was shelled by the Inflex- 
ible at nearly 4, =. In this case, the shells having a considerable angle 
of descent, buried themselves well, and in exploding blew out — craters, 
one of which was 17 feet long by over 5 feet deep. The grea 
would forbid the placing of a sufficient number of these hits so close together 
as to breach the parapet, and the fire of the ships was too slow to keep the 
crews entirely away the —. 

If, however, in this sense the results from these modern wea are 
only to be obtained 7 indefinitely increasing the fighting distance, the value 
of the high power and flat trajectory is unquestionably negative. 

To the unprejudiced observer the most striking characteristics of the bom- 
bardment are, without doubt, the excessive apparent and the slight real 
damage done to the fortifications. 


Commander Goodrich sums up his conclusions as follows: 


18. HAVING THE ESSENTIAL FACTS OF THE LAST ENGAGEMENT BETWEEN 
SHIPS AND EARTHWORKS AT HAND, IT IS IMPOSSIBLE NOT TO DRAW ONE 
BROAD INFERENCE, THAT VESSELS ARE NOT YET AND NEVER WILL BE ABLE 
TO FIGHT ON EVEN TERMS WITH FORTS. 


The responsibility of the attack belongs to the former, while the latter gain 


the credit of a drawn battle. The former can not continue the action beyond 


a certain time, limited by the ay of shell rooms and .. The 
garrisons of the latter may wait quietly under cover until the fire slackens, 
can then return it with interest, and continue it indefinitely and absolutely 
at their own leisure. 


Commander Goodrich further fortified his position by the fol- 
lowing comparison: In order to show the disproportion between 
the number of guns ashore and those afloat he takes the five dif- 
ferent principal forts of the Egyptian line and compares the num- 
ber of guns on land with those of the English ships which attacked 
them, with the following results: 


Fort Pharos, 4 land guns to 33 ship. 
Fort Adda, 5 land guns to 28 or 38 ship. 
Ras-el.Tin es, 7 iand guns to 26 ship. 
Light-House Fort, 4 lan —_ to 26 ship. 
Fort Mex, 5 land guns to 14 or 16 ship. 


Commander Goodrich also states that in these encounters the 
English guns were immensely superior to the Egyptian guns. 
spite of this disparity he was convinced from what he saw at Alex- 
andria that no fleet can or ever will be able to cope on equal terms 
with land forts. 

The recent war between China and Japan bears testimony to the 
same effect. s : 

The Japanese navy did not ee any of the Chinese forts with- 
out the cooperation of the land forces. In the operations preced- 
e capture of Port Arthur the Japanese fleet limited its 


th 
usta to the protection of the left of the first army, 





which was advancing upon Port Arthur, and in assuring tho 
safe transport of the second army from Japan to cooperate wit); 
the first. On the first day of the operations at Port Arthuy 
(November 20) the fleet did little beyond keeping itself ready fo; 
action and watching the harbor, so as to prevent the escape of any 
Chinese vessels that might be within. the 2ist the Chinese 
works were captured by the Japanese land forces. During that 
day two of the Japanese ships attempted to shell the forts at Port 
Arthur at long range and from extreme elevation. What damac. 
they did does not ap , but probably it was little, as the forts 
were invisible from the ships. ter in the day, after the Chinese 
troops had been driven from their works by the Japanese lan 
forces, ten of the Japanese to o boats succeeded in entering the 
harbor and, at short range, did great execution on the Chinese 
troops with quick-firing machine guns. 

The same general condition of things existed at the next and 
last = action during the war, in the attack upon Wei-hai- 
wei. This fortress was invested by the land troops on January 
29, while the two channels leading to it were blockaded on the f0/- 
lowing day by the Japanese fleets. During those two days nearly 
all the forts on the mainland were captured by the Japanese 
forces with some assistance from the long-range fire of three of 
the Japanese ships, and by February 22 the town itself was in 
possession of the army. e Japanese naval operations were «i- 
most entirely limited to blockading the channels and capturing 
the Chinese ships. 

General Miles, in emphasizing the value of coast defenses, in a 
recent interview in the Now York Tribune, said: 

History has shown that there has been no case where a fleet of war ships 
has been able to capture a strong fort unaided by troopsashore. The British 


tried this in the ean war, and the Japanese were unable to take Port 
Arthur without the help of their own soldiers on shore. 


NECESSITY OF INCREASED APPROPRIATIONS FOR FORTIPICATIONS. 


Some little has been done in the direction of fortifying two or 
three harbors, but at the present rate of — riations it will 
take generations to — ish Sia ok ome the 171 guns and 
mortars proposed for the defense of Boston there are only 21 pro- 
vided for, and of the 282 proposed for San Francisco there are 
only 17 mounted and 8 others in progress. The present Secretary 
of War, in his ——— for 1895, presents the situation with great 
clearness and ability 


essage transmitted to Congress in December, 188), atten- 
tion was directed to the urgent necessity for seacoast defense in these words: 
“The defenseless condition of our seacoast and lake frontier is perfectly pal- 
pable; the examinations made must convince us all that certain of our cities 
should be fortified and that work on the most important of these fortitica- 
tions should be commenced at once. The absolute necessity, judged by all 
standards of prudence and foresight, of our preparation for an effectual re- 
sistance against the armored and steel guns and mortars of modern con- 
struction which may threaten the cities on our coasts is so apparent that I 
hope effective steps will be taken in that direction immediately.” 
ince that time the condition of these defenses has been under grave con- 
sideration by the people and by this ment. Its inadequacy and im- 
potency have been so evident that the intelligence of the country long since 
ceased to discuss that humilia‘ 


- Fa ha’ mane of the subject, be +} has add meee i 
itself to the more precticns un more rapid progress inthe 
execution of the of defense by the Endicott board in 1886, with 
subsequent slight modifications. 
future ap’ for the manufacture of guns, mortars, and car- 
be no larger than the average authorized for the pu since 1888, it 
require twenty-two more to supply the armament of the eighteen 
important ports for w complete pro, are approved. 
If the a riations for the are to continue at the rate of 
the annual appropriatiapa snes it will require seventy years to complete 
the emplacements and platforms for this armament for the ports referred to. 





In the i of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications in 
1895 it is said: 
The Se ee a oe armament for our harbors is progressing 


so et 4 that at the rate appropriations 


have been made during the last ten years it would take at least fifty years 
> in + contiion. 


to place our seacoast in prope: of defense. 1t1s of national impor- 
tance and an imperative necessity that the work of fortifications should be 
pressed with vigor. The plans for and emplacements are 
es pee! alot and — annual @ + pny should be made 
until our nD ports are properly uch an expenditure wi 
ne wile inenranes sania the sacrifice of many of our most important citics, 
which would reasonably occur in ten days’ time of actual war in our present 


on. 


It is also true that if we had provided these modern land forti- 
cations there would be available as a defenses 210 S-inch 
muzzle-loading converted rifles and 300 15-inch and 210 S-inch 
smooth-bore guns which at present are of little value. 


Appropriations now made for an efficient system of coast (e- 
fenaes are directly equivalent to an riation of many millions 
for the further of our wT: For this present Navy 
of ours would be by these land fortifications from the ne- 
cessity of dissipating its energies in the vain endeavor to prv'ect 
our harbors, and would then be able to concentrate its entre 


force in one or perhaps two powerful fleets. It is thus true that 
b fortifications we also make available an 0''°"- 
ies Navy made up of our whole naval force. 

The amount of money already ded for our navy would 
have secured for us a splendid of land defenses, which 


would have placed us in the fitst rank for defensive war, instead 











1896. 





of which we have a Navy that nominally stands seventh, or possi- 
bly sixth, but on which an enormous sum must be expended before 


it can equal the weakest of its acknowledged superiors. 


A STRONGER NAVY NOT INDISPENSABLE. 


In the building of this new Navy we have accomplished already 


all that it was originally designed to do when this work was 
n. The question now pressin 


strength, or in the completion of the land coast defenses? If the 


latter, we may know to a cent the expenditures to which we 


commit ourselves and exactly what we will get for our money; 


if the former, we enter on an expenditure to which there is liter- 


ally no end. z - : 
ese facts now bring us face to face with an all-important 
consideration. In our expenditure of money heretofore we have 


had atolerably definite idea as to what we were spending it for. 
We could not brook the idea that our coast might be plundered 
by a power like Spain or Chile. We may assume that we have 
now ed against any possible humiliation of that sort. But 
what is the next step that we will take? It ought not to be astep 
in the dark. 

From this time on any expenditure of money which we are pre- 


red to make on naval increase will merely make us stronger 


han we need be with reference to powers that are weaker than 
ourselves, while leaving us still hopelessly inferior to the five great 
naval powers that are now so much stronger than ourselves. 
Whether we look backward or forward, further expenditure of 
money in this direction (except for the purpose of maintaining 
our present relative position) will be money sadly misappropriated 
unless it be expended with the deliberate p of pursuing this 
course to its logical end and of competing with and excelling the 

t powers of Europe in naval strength. 

Is it our intention to carry our naval development to this con- 
clusion? When the naval policy board of 1890 submitted a proj- 
ect for an American Navy consisting of 126 ships of all classes 
and 101 120-foot torpedo boats, at an aggregate cost of $349,515,000, 
it received the approval neither of the Navy Department nor of 
Co’ eee But even had this policy been adopted, what 
weelkme a navy amount toin comparison with the British navy? 

It is true that our 126 ships would all be modern vessels, while 
many of the English ships are not; but experience shows that if 
we force that country into a competition in this matter she will 
spend any amount of money necessary to maintain her superiority. 

EXPENSE OF MAINTAINING A NAVY. 

Again, suppose we had built such anavy. On the estimated 
deterioration of material, based on foreign experience (4 per cent for 
armored, protected, and ially oe ships, and guard, re- 
ceiving, training, and harbor vessels; 5 per cent for small vessels, 
tugs, and yard craft; 6 per cent for corvettes, sloops, torpedo 
cruisers, vessels, gunboats, and troop ships; and 9 per cent 
for 0 boats, steam launches, etc.),it would require an an- 
nual expenditure of about $12,000,000 for new material to keep 
the fleet at its original efficiency. This does not include the cur- 
rent expenses of maintenance—pay, clothing, subsistence, coal, 
repairs, etc., which in the English navy to-day amounts to over 
$70,000,000 per year—but is merely the annual addition to be made 
to the fleet to replace worn-out material. 

There is much to be said in regard to the relative cost of main- 
taining land fortifications and maintaining ships. 

Naval Constructor Hichborn, in his report to Secretary Herbert 
in 1895, says: 

Modern steel ships, with their extreme subdivisions and elaborate systems 


of ven , and mechanical auxiliaries of every kind, uire 
much greater care, both when in commission and when in ordinary, than 


was formerly the case with the old wooden ships; neglect is followed by 
much more and far-reaching deterioration. 

A taken from a recent issue of a London pa will 
give some of the complexity of a modern battle ship. It is 
as follows: 

To particulars of one of our magnificent war ships, let us 
take *s ship Renown, one of the latest additions tothe royal navy. 
This vessel ides her two main 


e my ed — oe ——- 
reversing, turning, evapora’ . ating. ven ng and com- 
4 hoisting ashes, hoisting boats, stee . driving dynamos and driv- 
fans for forced draft. Al ther there are no fewer than 60 separate 
The tubes of various pipes for steam, water, oil, waste, etc., includ- 
those in the boilers, would, laced end to end, stretch over a distance 
; and to this total wo’ have to be added the further length of 

about 10 if the ship were fitted with Belleville water-tube boilers. 


With every increase of speed, with every improvement of gun, 
or powder, which results in the increased penetration 


of armor new =_— on our nore must be designed and laid down, 
while to meet changes land fortifications would only require 


the of the coxthworks. . 
Great expends on average more on her navy every 
twenty months than the whole cost of our coast defenses would be. 


No navy ever has been or ever will be completed. The improve- 
ments of few years render worthless material the cost of 


which ve permanently fortified several seaports. The 
ships, once built, must be faianed and kept in service for a con- 
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siderable portion of the time to prevent permanent deterioration. 
To keep aship of war in service in peace requires just as many 
men asin war. A fortification can be maintained in peace on the 
peace footing, on the other hand a large proportion of vessels of 
war must always be maintained on the war footing, while those 
which are kept in reserve must be frequently commissioned, that 
is, put on the war footing, even in time of peace, in order to keep 
them in serviceable condition. 

In a country like ours there is certain to come a time when the 
people will refuse to vote money for new constructions and will 
content themselves with maintaining what they already have. 

When that time comes, with land defenses we have something 
to show for our money, and if these defenses are complete all ap- 
propriations may cease for many years except a trifling amount 
for care and preservation. If appropriations for naval construc- 
tions cease for a few years, the Navy will sink into insignificance; 
in other words, the policy of seeking naval supremacy commits 
our Government, simply for the purpose of keeping good its pre- 
vious expenditures, to an outlay estimated as once every eight 
years of the entire amount necessary for the fortification of our 
seacoast in such a manner as to enable us to defy the navies of 
the world. 

It would be much better to provide the land fortifications at 
a cost so many times less than the expense of making our Navy 
anything like equal to that of Great Britain, inasmuch as it is 
universally admitted that the land fortifications will render our 
coasts impregnable. It is also a matter at least of congratulation 
that whatever money may be spent to build and maintain coast 
fortifications will be spent in the United States, while much of 
the money that may be appropriated for the support of the Navy 
will find its way into foreign coffers. 

NECESSITY OF ENGLAND'S HAVING A NAVY. 


In considering our military resources both on land and sea we 
naturally contrast them with those of Great Britain. She is our 
traditional enemy, the only foreign power having any possessions 
on our continent, and the one power with which our chief con- 
flicts of the past have taken place and with which the most irritat- 
ing questions are liable to arise in the future. 

I have endeavored to show how vastly superior her navy is to 
ours and that she is prepared to keep it so. This is the settled 
policy of Great Britain and has been so for many years, and for 
obvious reasons. The possessions of Great Britain lie in the four 
quarters of the world, and ‘‘a navy is necessary for colonies and 
colonies are necessary for a navy.” The only successful way for 
Great Britain to defend such possessions is as the present Secre- 
tary of the Navy in his last annual report expresses it, ** by plac- 
ing her first line of defense at the enemy’s coast.” On the other 
hand, the United States are concentrated in one great tract of ter- 
ritory and are able to reenforce adequate coast defenses from the 
resources of a great nation without encountering the vicissitudes 
of protracted sea voyages and of foreign climates. <A navy is es- 
sentially offensive, and the logical order in which to develop the 
military resources of a nation is first to provide for the protection 
of what that nation already possesses and then, if ever, to prepare 
for aggressive operations. 

Mr. Tilden wisely said that, while we may afford to be deficient 
in means of offense, we can not afford to be defenseless. Uf we 
owned the possessions of Great Britain, I would say by all means 
increase our Navy until it eo the navies of the world as 
being the only practical means of defending those possessions; but 
can we rely upon any navy we are likely to build to successfully 
defend our 4,000 miles of seaboard? The present Secretary of the 
Navy said in his speech before the New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, January 23, 1895: 


We do not need a great naval establishment like those of England und 
France. 


Admiral Walker says: ‘‘ We do not need a navy large enough to 
take charge of a European navy sent to operate against our coast.” 
It is a self-evident proposition that no nation can rely upon its 
navy for defense, unless it can bring to any point threatened with 
attack a stronger force than the enemy can bring against it. 
Therefore, in the event of war with Great Britain it is not only 
necessary for us to have a navy that can rival hers, but we must 
have a navy at each of the score of ports that are subject to attack 
which will rival any fleet that Great Britain can send against us. 

dmiral Walker says: 


Yes; you must have a naval force at every point of attack. * * * Ifwe 
rely on the Navy alone it must be strong enough to overmatch the navy of 
any nation or any probable combination of nations. 

England herself recognizes the impossibility of relying upon a 
navy alone as a means of defense, and notwithstanding her im- 
mense naval supremacy she is continually strengthening her coast 
defenses, notably those on this continent at Halifax and Esquimalt. 
She has already provided strong land fortifications, harbors of ref- 
uge for her fleets in case of defeat or storm or need of refitting; 
while we, with supreme disregard of logical methods, appropriate 


} money to build a navy. which in case of war. if sent out. would 
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be provocative of attack and without a single port or harbor 
whither it could flee for safety in case of defeat or want of repair. 
The gallant fight that surely would take place would in no way 
revent the quick humiliation that must as surely follow. The 
ne office of a defensive navy is to cooperate with complete land 
defenses, and our Navy is now sufficient for that purpose. If our 
coast defenses were sufficient we would have accomplished our 
first great duty of defending our country, and it would then be 
time enough to turn our attention to rivaling foreign powers on 
the high seas. 
NECESSITY OF FORTIFYING OUR HARBORS. 


Our desires and our traditions are for the maintenance of peace, 
and nothing will tend to the maintenance of peace more than an 
undoubted ability on our part to successfully withstand attacks 
fromthesea. This is our weakest point, for our military resources 
are such that no hostile force is likely to seek an encounter with 
us on our own soil. 

The question of coast defenses is no local question. The honor 
of the nation is as dear to an American citizen on the prairies of 
the West as to one in the rush of Broadway. Nor is the nation’s 
honor only at stake. Any financial misfortune that befalls a sea- 
coast city has its direct effect on the material interests of every 
inland city and every inland community. 

The needs of the country — to Congress for action in this 
direction; the boundless capital represented in property that could 
be destroyed by bombardment appeals to us; the material inter- 
ests of the whole nation that would be affected by that destruc- 
tion appeal to us; the universal editorial sentiment of the country 
ap to us; our common sense appealsto us. We can effect the 

urpose more —. now than hereafter. Let us provide suit- 
able fortifications and render our harborsimpregnable. We have 
our solid coasts to build upon. They will sustain any weight of 
earthworks, the best material for fortification, without the danger 
of ripping decks and unstable ships. Moreover, whatever works 
are made will be such that additions can from time to time be made 
to them to make them equal to withstanding the advances of sci- 
ence. If we do this, we will receive the commendation of the 
whole country. 

The eloquent Senator from Colorado has spoken of the affilia- 
tions of blood between the United States and England, and the 
consideration and affection which should be an outcome of such 
relations. We, as a nation, have the best of reason to know the 
strength of such ties. Blood should be thicker than water, but is 
it? Our nation had its birth amid a flood of kindred blood; the 
battlefields of 1812 were crimsoned with hostile blood from kin- 
dred sources, while our civil war made red the hand of many a 
man who had lifted it againsthis brother. All our principal con- 
flicts have taken place despite these ties. 

In 1776 and 1812 and 1861 they were not strong enough to pre- 
vent the clash of arms. Every war of principle we have had has 
been with people of our own blood. The greatest war of modern 
times was on our own soil between those bound together by the 
strongest ties of race and blood, and sharing common history and 
traditions and inspired by like hopes and aspirations. In that 
conflict a generation ago thirty-five of those now occupying seats 
in this Senate, and among whom the most cordial relations exist, 
were actively engaged against each other on the fields of battle. 
The history of the nation has been the history of the race. The 
first man born into this world shed his brother’s blood, and from 
that day to this it is sadly true that wherecauses of friction exist, 
the closer the relations the greater the irritation and the more 
bse the quarrels. The experience of the past may be that of the 

ture. 

We must often have causes of friction with Great Britain while 
she has possessions in this hemisphere and a dependency bordering 
us for 4,000 miles and great fortresses f: ing upon our shores, 
built and maintained with sole reference to war with us. Besides 
our two wars with her we have been dangerously near war with her 
once at least in every generation of our national existence. Fortu- 
nately we have in Canada a ae for the good behavior of the 
mother country, as the first sound of war would be the death 
knell of British possessions on this continent, for our people would 
never consent to peace while the British flag floated over a foot of 
American territory. We may pray for the coming of that new 
era when— 

The war drum throbs no longer, and the battle flags are furled, 
but in the meantime let us look to the wisdom that is born of ex- 
ience and be prepared to defend the great heritage which the 
mighty has intrusted to our keeping. 
ORPER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(8. 1359) providing for the construction of two steam revenue cut- 
ters for service on the coast. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Turrpie in the chair). The 
Chair will remind the Senator from Washington that the tor 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] is entitied to the floor upon his 
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mation to proceed to the consideration of the Army appropriation 

Mr. QUAY. I moved to take up the Army appropriation bill 
and yielded to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. f 
now ask that the question be put to the Senate on taking it up, 
and it being before the Senate, I will yield to the Senator from 
Washington. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iunderstand that I was recognized by the Chair, 
It will take but a short time to dispose of the bill I wih to call up, 
I will state to the Senator from Pennsylvania. I rose and addressed 
the Chair before he did. 

Mr. QUAY. Ido not so understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair merely recognized 
the Senator from Washington in order to remind him that the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] is entitled to the floor on 
his motion. The Chair did not recognize the Senator from Wash- 


ington ex for that purpose. 

Mr. QUAY. I merely wish to have the Army appropriation 
bill before the Senate. Phen I will yield to the proposition of the 
Senator from Washi if it does not create debate. 


ashington 
Mr. SQUIRE. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 
Mr. QUAY. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of the a a priation bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Senate pro- 


ceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 
The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 5359) making appropriations 
—— support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


The motion was to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield to 
me for the consideration of the bill which I have indicated. 

Mr. QUAY. I yield with the understanding that the bill cre- 
ates no extended discussion. 

Mr. MORGAN. ILask the Senator from Washington to yield 
to me until I can make a request of the Senate in regard to the 
action of this body upon the Cuban resolution. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think there is no doubt that the debate on 
the Cuban resolution can easily be concluded by 3 o’clock to-mor- 
row. Perhaps there are two or three gentlemen here who desire 
to say something about it, but not with the intention to speak ex- 
tensively. I therefore ask unanimous consent that at 3 o’clock 
to-morrow a vote may be had upon the Cuban resolution and 
pending amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama asks 
that by unanimous consent a vote be taken at 3 o'clock to-morrow 
upon the Cuban resolution and pending amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Does that mean on the resolution and the then 
pending amendments? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. No further amendments to be offered and no fur- 
ther debate? 

Mr. MORGAN, No further amendments and no further de- 
bate. 

ko hamsepsay On the amendments that are pending at 3 
o’clock—— 

Mr. PLATT. Or that may be offered bef>re that time. 

Mr. HALE. Or that ma offered before that time. Had not 
the Senator from Alabama better put that in, so as to save trouble? 

Mr. MORGAN. Or any ments that may be offered bv- 
fore that time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘Any amendments that may be offered” 
will not do. There would be but two. This reservation is that 
all amendments—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. That have been offered. 

Mr. MORGAN. That have been offered. 

Mr. LODGE. Or that may be offered. 

Mr. HALE. The request, then, is that at 3 o’clock to-morrow 8 
vote be taken on the resolution and all ding amendments and 
all amendments which before that time have been offered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. That does not reach the matter entirely, because 
an amendment can not be offered until it is in order. 

Mr. LODGE. Well, p : 

Mr. PLATT. Many amendments are submitted and printed 
with a notice that they will be offered. All those ought to be 


included. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that the language be changed s0 as to 
include all pending amendments and all amendments of which 
notice has been given. 

Mr. PLATT. That will do. 

Mr. HALE. That will surely cover it. Then there will be no 
such question as we had here some days ago. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the unanimous consent is granted, I should 
like to inquire how much time between ‘ 
morrow will be given to the discussion of the resolution 
and the ‘are proposed. The Senator from Penn- 
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sylvania (Mr. AY] has moved the consideration of an appro- 


5 ats ,Ww been agreed to, and the Senator from 
uhington {Mr. Se i has a matter which, by the consent of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, is to be considered in the mean- 


j there may not be an hour before 3 o'clock to-morrow 
which a be devoted to this important resolution from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 7 : 

_PEFFER. I will state that the Senator from California 
(Mr. Waite} has not yet concluded his speech on the Cuban 
qi HALE. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
instead of making his proposition now, he wait for an hour or so 
and see whether the Army appropriation bill has not been finished. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; ve 


Mr. HALE. That bill will not take much time. I understood 
the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield to the Senator from 


Washington for his bill upon condition that it gives rise to no 


dev MORGAN. I withdraw my request. 

Mr. HALE. I fancy the appropriation bill will be out of the 
Whe PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator from 
Alabama for unanimous consent is withdrawn. 


REVENUE CUTTERS FOR SERVICE ON THE PACIFIC COAST. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1359) for the construction of 
two steam revenue cutters for service on the Pacific Coast. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the to have constructed two steam revenue cut- 
ters of the first class for service on the Pacific Coast, the cost of 
the construction of each vessel not to exceed the sum of $250,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to make a brief statement in regard to 
the present condition of the Revenue-Cutter Service on the Pacific 
Coast, the number and kind of vessels composing the present 
fleet, and the situation as regards the requirement of new revenue 
cutters on that coast, as proposed in the bill. : 

The figures presented have been carefully revised and are 
believed to be correct. 5 

The names of revenue vessels on the Pacific Coast, their ton- 
nage, cost, cost of repairs, when built, etc., are as follows: 





| Avera: 
s 





| Cost of re- . 

: ; Material |(most fa- 

Name. Cost. Psa ene of hull. | vorable 

since built. Condi- 

tions). 

Orutsere, | Knots. 
Craik cwctenbions $68, 487.90 | Tron_.....| 10 
Webetih cccctsacac.. 19,810.27 | Wooden .| 8} to9 
en WER ac citcctiedniteen 80,217.58 |..... do ....| 9 
sea 31,001.41 | Iron ...... 9 to} 
TERETE .<asnnuctucmeend 41, 146.76 | Woode 9 to% 
DORE . ccuceatinindned 123, 087.12 |..... do .... 9 











* Transferred from the Navy in 1885. 


The Bear was built for a steam sealer, many years ago, and was 
purchased from British owners by this Government for service in 
the Greely relief expedition, and afterwards transferred to. the 
Revenue-Cutter Service by act of Congress in 1885. She was then 
fitted out as a revenue cutter and sent to the Pacific, where she 

employed ever since as an Arctic cruiser. The Bear is 
an old wooden vessel of obsolete type as to construction and ma- 
chinery, and her maximum speed, under favorable conditions, will 
not exceed 9 knots. i 


There has been expended in ee upon this 
vessel d the past ten years more than $123,000 to keep her 
in fair condition for service. While it is true that this vessel can 


be made to last several years yet by the expenditure of a consid- 
erable sum annually, it would appear, as is the fact, that it is not 
in line with economy to continue to do this, and that the best in- 
terests of the Government would be best subserved by providing 
4 suitable vessel to take her place. 

The Grant was Nex yan built for service on the New York 
station. She is a iron vessel, nearly 25 years old. 

The Corwin is a small wooden vessel, built on the Pacific Coast, 
ago, at an original cost of $92,000, and has had 
more than $80,000 for repairs, or within a few 

She is a 9-knot vessel of obso- 
lete type, machinery, and construction, and will necessarily give 


oean to be supplied by a new vessel. 
sel tre Sat dow (about 8 ete. wooden ves- 
The is and fitted for service on the 


small and slow; her maximum 





speed, under favorable conditions, is not above 9 or 10 knots. She 
was rebuilt in 1885, and for ordinary employment on a regular 
station she will answer for some years. 

Vessels serving upon the Pacific Coast should be able, seagoing 
ships. While it is true that the vessels now there have performed 
valuable and efficient service, it is no less true that they are not 
in any sense equal to the work expected of them, and are all nearly 
worn out. These vessels carry a captain and six or seven officers 
and from thirty-five to forty men each. When they go to sea 
their bunkers are filled to their full capacity with fuel, besides 
carrying a large deck loadof coal. Added to the fuel, are pro- 
visions and stores for a cruise usually of three to fourmonths’ dura- 
tion, so that when they take the sea they are loaded until their 
decks are fairly awash, and the consequent immersion increases the 
natural displacement of the vessel, resulting in a reduction of 
speed, besides rendering the vessels logy in gales of wind and 
heavy seas, and correspondingly difficult to handle, to say nothing 
of their being thus rendered unsafe. 

It is not too much to say that the splendid work performed by 
these vessels has been due entirely to the efficiency of their com- 
manders and officers. There is probably no other service, with 
such utterly deficient means at command, that has performed 
anything approaching the work or achieved the results shown by 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

In short, the vessels now composing the fleet of cutters on the 
Pacific Coast are, besides being very old, too small and too slow to 
be efficient. To enter upon the construction of more small vessels 
would be to supplement an already inefficient class with others of 
like type. Therefore it is indispensable that any new vessels au- 
thorized for this service should be of ample capacity and steam 
power to enable them to take and keep the sea under all condi- 
tions. Even were there no Bering Sea work to do, the conditions 
and requirements would not be changed. 

The Revenue-Cutter Service is frequently called upon to cruise 
at sea in quest of vessels of the merchant marine reported lost 
or in distress, and in such service cover thousands of miles in the 
search. Several notable instances of this kind are mentioned in 
the last annual report of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury in the cases 
of the American ships Ivanhoe, Montserrat, and Keweenaw. 

Vessels cruising on the west coast anywhere north of San Fran- 
cisco must of necessity be at all times prepared to cope with gales 
of wind and to keep the sea. Harbors are widely separated by 
distance, and there is therefore no refuge for storm-driven craft, 
and such must battle with sea and wind and find their way through 
as best they may. Obvionsly only well-equipped and stanch ves- 
sels may hope to do this successfully. 

The last Congress authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to 
enter into contract for the construction of a revenne cutter of the 
first class for service on the Pacific Coast. Accordingly plans and 
specifications were drawn, and upon these proposals were invited 
for the construction of a vessel deemed suitable for the service. 
But one proposal was received, and that was ‘n the sum of 
$290,000, or $90,000 in excess of the authorization by Congress. 
Many firms declined to bid at all. 

The pending bill provides for the construction of two revenue 
cutters of the first class, to cost $250,000 each. The sum asked 
for would at first glance appear large, but will not be considered 
so in the light of what has just been said. 

The plans and specifications upon which it is proposed to con- 
struct these vessels have been laid before the Committee on Com- 
merce. Briefly these provide for a vessel of the following general 
dimensions: 

Length over all, 219 feet. 

Length between perpendiculars, 200 feet. 

Breadth of beam, 33 feet 4 inches. 

Draft, 14 feet. 

Displacement, about 1,000 tons. 

The specifications require that this vessel shall be of the ‘“‘ com- 
posite type,” that is, of steel and wood; the “ topsides” (from the 
water line up) to be of steel, the keel and frame to be of steel, and 
the bottom (from the water line down) to be of wood, sheathed 
with copper; to be provided with single direct-acting triple- 
expansion engines of 2,000 indicated horsepower, which would de- 
velop a maximum speed of 16 to 17 knots per hour, and an ordi- 
nary cruising speed of 10 knots, and have acruising radius of 
3,000 miles; the vessel to be fitted with torpedo room and port, 
and so constructed as to be capable of carrying an effective bat- 
tery of 6pounder rapid-fire guns. The composite feature was 
adopted for several reasons. 

1. A vessel designed for the service required has to encounter 
the ice packs and floes of the Bering Sea and Siberian coast, and 
is always in danger of being icebound—a condition which an all- 
iron or all-steel ship could not endure. 

2. Much of the cruising in which these vessels would be en- 
gaged would be over uncharted seas, and a wooden bottom could 
encounter possible rocks and shoals with comparative safety, 
whereas a steel or iron bottom under such conditions would be 
readily punctured and disaster would follow. 
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ferred rrequently with Captain Shoemaker, the efficient chic o¢ ' 
the division of the Revenue-Marine Service, gnd other experie: 04 
officers of that corps, who have been giving close attention to th» 
needs of the service. Truth compels me to state that this branch 
of the public service richly deserves the favorable attention of 
Congress to its requirements. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordereq 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passe). 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 


Mr. DANIEL. By the courtesy of the Senator from Pennsy). 
vania, I beg to ask the Senate to consider Senate bill 268. | wi!) 
state that it is a bill for the erection of a public building for tho 
use of the custom-house and the post-office at Newport News, Va. 
which has at four separate sessions of Congress passed the Senate 
unanimously. 

Mr. QUAY. I will yield to the Senator from Virginia wit}; tho 
understanding that I s make no more concessions of that char. 
acter, and that the bill he proposes to call up will provoke no dis- 


cussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia asks 
eee consent tocall up the bill referred to by him. Is there 
objection? 



























8. As a matter of economy, owing to the rapid accumulation of 
barnacles and other marine growth upon the bottoms of iron and 
steel vessels in salt water, they should be docked, cleaned, and 
painted at least three times a year, which, in a ship of this class, 
would involve an expense of from $1,000 to $1,200 per year. 

On the other hand, the coppered wooden bottom of the compos- 
ite type would go from three to five years without this attention 
and expense. 

The cost of material entering into the construction of steel and 
iron ships has advanced about 35 per cent within the past six 
months, and it is not possible, therefore, that such vessels can now 
be built for much, if any, less than the sum stated. 

The plans contemplate that in event of hostilities vessels built 
after them could be employed as dispatch boats in cooperation 
with the Navy, or they could become, upon short notice, as effect- 
ive commerce destroyers as any unarmored ships constructed for 
that purpose. Thus, while providing for an effective and efficient 
class of vessels for the Revenue-Cutter Service for times of peace, 
Congress would be adding materially to the strength and effi- 
ciency of that service as an adjunct to the naval establishment, 
while it would at the same time accentuate the value of the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service as an arm of the national defense to be utilized 
in the future, as it has been in the past, in all our wars. 


It is evident to those acquainted with the facts that these vessels here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
should be provided for the revenue service. I have no doubt that | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 268) for the erection of a 
the Senators from California and Oregon will support my state- — building for the use of the custom-house and post-office at 
ments. The bill should be passed without delay. _ e ewport News, in the district of Newport News, Va. It proposes 

The bill ha, been approved by the Department; its passage is | to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and 
urged by the Department, and it has been unanimously approved | cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, includiny firc- 
by the Committee on Commerce. : proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill ought to be passed at | approaches, for the use and accommodation of the United States 
once, . : 5 custom-house, post-office, and other Government offices in the city 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that the bill does not provide any | of Ne rt News, Va., the cost of the site and building, including 
method for constructing the proposed revenue cutters. Is it the | the sae. heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, aid ap- 
intention of the Senator who advocates the bill to have no re- | proaches, complete, not to exceed $100,000 , 
strictions or limitations whatever put upon the Secretary of the The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment. ordered 


Treasury, and to allow him to make private contracts without 
competition, or is there some general law which requires that 
there shall be competition? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from New Hampshire that there is a law under which bids are 
advertised for, received, and passed upon in due course by the 
Department. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the invariable custom. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It may be the custom—I think it is—but it 
should be the law. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is the law. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will state that it isthe law. I know it to be 
such. I have been inconference with the officials of the Department 
repeatedly on the subject of the bids for the revenue cutters already _ 
authorized, particularly the last one for the Pacific Coast. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask whether there is any pro- 
vision in the bill as to the speed or as to the armament of the ves- 


sels? 

Mr. ct meee o There are no such provisions in the bill, but it 
will be the endeavor of the Department to procure the best order 
of construction now obtainable in the United States for the pur- 
pose. I have just presented to the Senate the principal details 
pro by the Department as to the character and construction 
of these vessels. The maximum speed is to be about 17 knots. It 
is the intention to have these vessels built on the Pacific Coast, if 
suitable bids can be obtained, I personally know that such bids 
can be obtained from shipbuilders on that coast, and I am confi- 
dent the vessels will be well built and that the plans are good. 
be belt of Washington fr. “There is mo better wood for" shi 

nilt o ashington fir. ere is no rw or ship- | at the Car 
building in the world, either for hulls or for inside finishing, than | 4! Eee oF 1 cake WO clack at at Se ends nocesen: 
is found in the Pacific Northwest. It is even being sent Car--| gers, at 20 cach, giel obo. : ; ; 
load at great expense from Puget Sound and Gray’s Harbor to Th Sit ‘ie 
Boston, to Philadelphia, and Newport News. I eae 6 Line 7,00 
Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit e reading of the bill was resumed and continu mets 


me, I will state that the bill is in the precise form of the measure Per o RESIDING OFFICER. The ding of the bill wil i 


which the Senate a few days ago with reference to such eat tee 
: suspended. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
vessels for service upon the Great Lakes, and the Committee on before the Senate the unfinished busi which will be stated. 


Commerce was satisfied from the report of the Treasury ye : 
: The Secretary. A resolution, reported by Mr. Morea’. ‘rom 
ment = the particulars referred to by the Senator would be the C ancora po tive to the war in Cubs. 


gn Relations, 
. . od 1 > 
r. SQUIRE. The only difference is as to the kind of service |, Mr. QUAY. | I ask that the unfinished business be temporar'’s 
to be performed, i being ‘more severe on the Pacific Ocean than laid aside - order that the pending appropriation bill may «pr 
on the Great es, requiring the stanchest kind of vessels; an ceed: : . af the 
it costs more to build and place the vessels there where the duties |, The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be _ eo — 
sro parma wien aera nmeeeteee set ner 
oe qavceuaatanh te = aS a i Legg | The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations Was, 
specifications. At the request of Assistant Secre Hamlin last | ©" page 8, after line 2, toinsert: . _ 
spring I corresponded with Capt. C. L. Hooper, who ably com- | _ For additional SU officer in charge of public buildings and grounes 
manded the Bering Sea squadron last summer, relative to the ry $1,000. 


Washington, D. 
character of vessel most desirable for this service,and I have con-| The amendment was 2greed to. 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 5359) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, which had 
a from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. QUAY. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the committee amendments be dis) sed of 
in their order as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, unless ob- 
jection be made. The Chair hears none, and thecommittee amend- 
ments will be considered in their order as reached. The Secre- 
tary will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of th> Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 6, after 
the werd “dollars,” to strike out: 

Pi cvided, That hereafter no pay shall be retained. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For pay proper of enlisted men of all grades, $4,265,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 16, after the word 
“‘recruiting,” to strike out “‘ headquarters and”; so as to make the 
clause : 

For clerks and messengers at the headquarters of the Army and at the sev- 
eral department headquarters; at the recruiting rendezvous; at the Military 


Academy at West Point; at the Artillery School at Fort Monroe, Va.: at the 
ey and Cavalry School at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., and at the Cav- 
O00 ean; 


ae rr 











1896. 





The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 12, to insert: 


ided, That no enlisted man discharged by order of the Secretary of 
War for disability caused by his own misconduct shall be entitled to the travel 
allowances provided for in section 1290 of the Revised Statutes. 
So as to make the clause read: 


For allowance for travel, retained and detained pay, clothing not drawn, 
and for interest on deposits, payable to enlisted men on discharge, $700,000 
Provided, That no enlisted man discharged by order of the Secretary of War 
for disability caused by his own misconduct shall be entitled to the travel 
allowances provided for in section 1290 of the Revised Statutes. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 5, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘four”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Making, in all, for pay and general expenses of the Army, $13,104,512.73. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 13, before the word 


‘«dollars,” to strike out “five thousand” and insert ‘‘seven thou- | 


sand five hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 


Maintenance and support of the Apache prisoners of war at Fort Sill, Okla., 
and for the purpose of the erection of buildings, purchase of stock, necessary 
farming tools, seeds, household utensils, and other necessary articles and ex- 
penses absolutely needed for their support and civilization, in addition to the 
sums herein a eres, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, ’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 21, line 10, before the word 
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“hospital,” to strike out ‘‘ general”; so as to make the clause read: | 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Medical and Hospital Department: For the purchase of medical and hos- 
pital supplies, including disinfectants for aoe al ae sanitation, expenses of 
medical supply depots, pay of employees, medical care and treatment of offi 
cers and cntis men of the Army on duty at posts and stations for which 


| 


no other provisions is made; for the proper care and treatment of cases in | 


the Army suffering from contagious or epidemic diseases, and the sup 


of the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark.; advertising and aker 
miscellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, the amount to be ex- 
pended for pay of civilian cmpezecs not to exceed $40,000, $140,000; experi- 
mental cooking, $500; in all, $140,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 16, before the word 
“Disabled,” to strike out ‘‘ National Homes” and insert ‘‘ the 
National Home for,” and, in the same line, after the word ‘“ Sol- 
diers,” to insert ‘‘and its several branches”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For manufacture of metallic ammunition for small arms and ammunition 
for reloading cartridges, and tools for the same, including the cost of targets 
and mate , 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and its several branches, and marks- 
men’s medals and insignia for all arms of the service, $225,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 4, before the word 
“ordnance,” to strike out ‘‘new,” and in line 5, before the word 
“on,” to insert ‘‘ stores”; so as to make the clause read: 


For overhauling, cleaning, and preserving ordnance stores on hand at the 
arsenals, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 24, line 10, before the word | 


“ Disabled,” to strike out ‘‘ National Homes” and insert ‘‘ the Na- 
tional Home for,” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Soldiers,” 
to insert “* and its several Branches”; so as tomake the clause read: 

For the poorning and evening gun at military aan prescribed by 
General ers, No. 70, Headquarters of the Army, dated July 23, 1867, and at 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and its several Branches, 
including material for cartridges, bags, etc., $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 17, after the word 
“departments,” to insert ‘‘and in inspection districts”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses at the headquarters of the several military depart- 
ments and in inspection districts, including the staff corps serving thereat, 
being for the purchase of the necessary articles of office, toilet, and desk fur- 
niture, binding, maps, books of reference, and police utensils, $3,000, to be 
ae ee Secretary of War, and to be expended in the discretion of the 
several tary department commanders. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The etc the bill was concluded. __ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I reported favorably this morning from the 
Committee on Military Affairs a slight amendment to the pend- 

g bill, which I now leave to offer. ; 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 13, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” 

it is proposed to insert: 


Provided, That there shall be no appointments of hospital stewards until 
the number of hospital stewards shalt be reduced below 100, and thereafter 
the number of such officers shall not exceed 100. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A very brief word of explanation, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The number of hospital stewards has been gradually re- 
duced, owing to the condensation of the Army into large posts, 
which is now going on. The present number of hospital stew- 
ards is 112, the limit shall remain as it is now by law, there 
will be a continual pressure to appoint superfluous hospital stew- 





for target practice, ammunition for burials at the National | 


aly | 
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I will add that this amendment meets the approval of the 
Surgeon-General. 

Mr. QUAY. The amendment is indorsed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, as I understand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood from the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CocKRELL] that the amendment was not objectionable in 
the eye of the Committee on Appropriations 


Mr. QUAY. I understand it is indorsed by the Military Com- 


| mittee. 


Mr. HAWLEY. 
this morning. 

Mr. QUAY. Then there is no objection to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment is recommended by the 
Military Committee, and, as the Senator knows, is indorsed by the 
Surgeon-General. It really restricts the expenditure of money. 

Mr. QUAY. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


It was reported by me from that committee 


| ments were concurred in. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 332. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Kansas will permit an in- 
quiry, what particular measure does he desire to have taken up? 
l address the Senator from Kansas because I am entitled to the 
floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwill state to the Senator that I think the mat- 
ter can be disposed of as rapidly as the Secretary can do the read- 
ing. Itis a resolution toinvestigate bond sales. Itis now subject 
to an amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 

I have no objection to agreeing to the amendment; I 
am satisfied the Senate will have none and that the resolution can 
go through without any trouble. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator that, instead of moving 
to take up the resolution, which will displace the regular order of 
business. he ask unanimous consent to take it up so as not to 
displace that. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have done so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is due to the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. WHITE], who is now entitled to the floor to resume the 
speech begun by him last evening, that his speech should not be 
broken up. I hope, therefore, the Senator from California will be 


| allowed to complete his remarks according to the usual courtesy 


of the Senate. 
Mr. PEFFER. I will say further that when I made the 
quest I did not know the Senator from California was 
to address the Senate at this time. 
present, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Kansas is withdrawn. 


re- 
expecting 
I withdraw the request for the 


The request of the Senator from 


WAR IN CUBA, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 5th instant rela- 
tive to the war in Cuba. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from California yields to me for 
amoment. I desire to renew the proposition I made this morn- 
ing, that to-morrow at 3 o’clock—or I am willing to say half past 
3 or 4 o'clock, whichever is most convenient to Senators 

Mr. VEST. Say 4 o'clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. That the Senate proceed to vote upon the 
Cuban resolution, with all the amendments pending and all of 
which notice has been given. 

Mr. HALE. Without further debate? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; without further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked by 
the Senator from Alabama that to-morrow at 4 o'clock the vote be 
taken on the Cuban resolution and all the amendments pending 
and all the amendments of which notice has been given, without 
further debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I wish to make no objection on my 
own account, but since the Senator from Alabama made the re- 
quest a while ago I have been speaking to one or two Senators, 
among them the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], who said 
he might wish to say something in regard to the resolution; and 
there may be others. The only question in my mind is whether 


time enough will be afforded by the hour fixed to give the oppor- 
tanity, which of course we want to give, to those Senators who 
desire to speak. 
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Mr. HALE. There are three good hours of to-day left. 
Mr.GRAY. Has the Army appropriation bill been disposed of? 
Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not know that. 


Mr. Hi. entered the Chamber, 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New York can now speak for 
himself, as I see him in the Chamber. 

Mr. HILL, Since I spoke to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray] on the subject I find that I am liable to be called out of 
the city to-night, and I shall not ask for the resolution to go over 
on my account. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave no other objection to the agreement sug- 
gested by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HILL, Iam content with whatever the Senator in charge 
of the resolution desires. I shall not ask a postponement. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
there may not be as much debate as he anticipates, and that he 
modify his proposition and say ‘‘an hour not later than 4 o’clock.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer that the time for the vote should be 
fixed at 4 o'clock, because Senators want to be here to record their 
votes on the resolution. Other business can intervene, if there be 
sufficient time. 

Mr. HILL. Let it be understood that the voting shall begin 
2 " the amendments that are then pending or that may be 
offered. 

Mr. MORGAN. And all of which notice has been given. 

Mr. GRAY. All offered up to 4 o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. All those that shall be offered up to 4 o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say that some time to-morrow I 
desire to make a few remarks in regard to the pending resolution, 
and, as a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, I should 
prefer to close the debate. Therefore I give notice that I shall 
probably occu Fg an honr to-morrow. 

Mr. ORGA . It is entirely proper that the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations should close the debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the unani- 
mous consent asked? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I suggest whether it would not be satisfactory 
to have a unanimous agreement to vote to-morrow, without fixing 
the exact time. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘“ To-morrow,” legislatively speaking, might 
mean three or four days. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think there is no disposition to protract the 
debate nor to prevent a vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. None at all. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But it may be that some Senator who wants 
to be heard will be cut off by having the hour absolutely fixed at 
which the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is improbable that such a thing will occur. 
I merely want the hour of 4 o'clock definitely fixed because Sen- 
ators may be otherwise engaged, and a good many Senators have 
expressed a desire to record themselves on this resolution; but 
if anything of the kind indicated by the Senator from Kentucky 
should occur, while I am in charge of the resolution no Senator 
will be deprived of an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is all I desire. 

Mr. BATE. As there are several amendments, I suggest to the 
Senator from Alabama that there should be some arrangement for 
their discussion under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I donot think it is necessary in this case. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatis allright. Let us vote at 4 o'clock to-mor- 


row. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection to the 
consent rule, as requested, that the Senate vote on the Cuban 
resolution and all amendments pending and those of which notice 
has been given to-morrow at 4 o’clock? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned ai 
terday I was endeavoring to state the respective legal rights of the 
parties combatant in Cuba, asI understood them, and the effect of 
recognition. In the course of the afternoon the Senator from 
Alabama {Mr. MorGan] called my attention to the treaty entered 
into by this Government with Spain in 1795 and to its effect upon 
the commercial relations of the two countries. Since that time I 
have examined that convention with some care, and find in it three 
articles of much im nce, viz, the fifteenth, the sixteenth, and 
the seventeenth. ey are lengthy, and I shall not read them 
throughout. 

Article 15 provides that it shall be lawful for the subjects and 
citizens of both countries to trade with belligerents, and with those 
who are enemies of both, without any opposition or disturbance 
except in matters contraband. 

Article 16 enumerates the merchandise, etc., which shall be con- 
sidered the subject of legitimate trade. 

Article 17, ch I e to be the cular article alluded to 
by the Senator from Alabama, provides as follows: 

To the end that all manner of dissensions and quarrels may be avoided 
and prevented on one side and the other, it is agreed, that in case either of 


the parties hereto should be oupget in a war, the ~ ya ~ vessels belong- 
ing to the subjects or people of the other party must furnished with sca 

the name, property, and bulk of the ship, as 
also the name and place of habitation of the master or commander of the sai 
ship, that it may appear thereby that the ship really and truly belongs to th. 
subjects of one of the parties, which rt shall be made ont and grante:| 
according to the form annexed to this treaty. They shall likewise be po- 
called every year, that is, if the ship happens to return home within tho 
space of a year. f 

The article then continues and provides the essentials to be cun- 
tained in such passports, and it is provided that: 

It is likewise agreed that such ships being laden are to be provided not only 
with passports as above mentioned, but also with certificates containing ¢)), 
several See of the cargo, the place whence the ship sailed, so tha: ; 
may be known whether any forbidden or contraband be on board the 
same; which certificates shall be made out by the officers of the place when«. 
the ship sailed in the accustomed form. And if anyone shall think it fit oy 
advisable to express in the said certificates the person to whom the goods on 
board belong, he may freely doso. Without which requisites they may be seit 
to one of the ports of the other contracting party and adjudged by the com- 
petent tribunal, according to what is above set forth, that all the circum- 
stances of this omission having been well examined, they shall be adjudged 
to be legal prizes, unless they shall give legal satisfaction of their property by 
testimony entirely equivalent. ; 

Were this stipulation possible of enforcement it would amount 
to this: That if a vessel of the contracting parties possesses the 

yassport provided for no further search or inquiry can be made, 
because the passport is made conclusive. However, I find upon 
investigation that the United States Supreme Court rendered » 
decision to the effect that this article is wholly nugatory, for tic 
reason that the p rts mentioned are referred to in the article 
as though the form for the same were annexed to or set forth in 
the treaty, but, in consequence of carelessness no doubt, the re- 
quired form is not annexed. 

The Supreme Court decision to which I allude, and which I 
shail not read, as it is lengthy, was written by Mr. Justice Story. 
It is entitled ‘‘ The Amiable Isabeila,” 6 Wheaton, pase 1. Iread 
from the syllabus, which seems to be fully authorized by the 
opinion: 

The seventeenth article of the eee 
to give any effect to rts, is impe 
of the omission to annex the form of 5 

re.—Whether, if the form been annexed and the port were 


obtained by fraud and u false suggestions, it would have the conclusive 
effect attributed to it b © treaty? 
calfing und 


.—Whether er enemy's convoy be a substantive cause of 
condemnation? 
; but the form of 


By the Spanish treaty of 1795 free ships make free s 
the sport by which the freedom of the — was os been conclusively 


esta ed, never been duly annexed to the treaty, the proprictary 
interest of the ship is to be proved to the ordinary wales ot t he 


according 
= court, and if thus shown to be Spanish, will protect the cargo on board, 
whomsoever the latter may belong. 


Therefore, while it was no doubt within the contemplation of 
those who agreed to this treaty that a passport should be conclu- 
sive, and no further search be permitted, it seems that the liberal 
purpose entertained failed of accomplishment by reasou of the 
clerical omission referred to. Thisisnotof any grave importance, 
and I merely allude to it as a matter connected with the history 
of the treaty. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator where passports for 
— are provided for? Does the Senator know? 

r. WHITE. In article 17 of this treaty. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there any provision of our statutes, to which 
the Senator can refer, w provides for passports for ships? 

Mr.WHITE. There may be, but if so [have not the provision in 


mind. 

Mr. FRYE. The treaty in referring to passports makes no ref- 
erence whatever as to whether it is a passport provided by general 
law, or whether it is a special a oe 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; it says: ‘ ich passport shall be made 
out and granted according to the form annexed to this treaty.” 
Judge Story says that the Supreme Court can not make a treaty. 
and that as there is no form annexed to the treaty, and that as 
the treaty called for a certain form and no other, and as such 
form does not exist, the whole article must be held inoperative. 
If the Senator will read the ument by counsel and then the 
opinion by Judge Story, he will find an exhaustive and interestin: 
discussion. I do not care to read it at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply asked the question for information, be- 
cause the Committee on Commerce have reported a bill for the 
repeal of the section which provided in certain cases for passports 
for ships, and my own impression was that it was not the passport 
to which that treaty referred; and I wished to know whether it 
was or not. 

Mr. WHITE. There is a note in the official edition of the 
treaty showing the peculiar situation of the case. It is as follows: 

The 


treaty of 1795, so far as it purports 
rfect and pepeamve in consequence 
rt to the treaty 


form of passport eee this article is not annexed either to 
original treaty or bearing the ratiti 
cation of the of on file in Department of State See “The Ami- 
able Isabella” (6 1. Itis er, that to 
the the , in volume 2, , of “ Coleccion de los 
ee ” ete., pu eee “de ay del Rey, => 
for ships na European seas, the other for those navigating the 








1896. 


President 
nannies reference to the purchase of arms were possessed by 
these insurgents in common with the rest of mankind, and that 
there was no law, and is none, and never has been, which pro- 
hibits a manufacturing company in the United States from selling 
arms to anyone who may come to purchase the same, and I re- 
ferred to the several decisions, conclusive, as it seems to me, upon 


this proposition. I will add one or two more expressions of jurists 


the subject. — Naas ; 
During the Mexican war, the Maximilian difficulty, Mr. Speed, 
our Attorney-General, in an opinion to be found in 11 Opinions of 
the Attorneys-General, page 451, says: 
_ honor toacknowledge the receipt of your note of the 23d of March, 
ee a copy of a letter from Mr. a the minister of the Mexi- 
toe Republic. Mr. Romero says that he has been informed that agents of the 
“asurper ” have purchased in New York 5,000 muskets, +. 1 ~~ 
“y be shipped to Vera Cruz, not “as private property, but for 
tee et ie said usurper.” Mr. Romero asks that the shipment be not 
allowed You ask my opinion, whether there is any law or regulation now in 
wen prohi the ex tion of arms for the account of any person, what- 
ever be his political des ion, reel or assumed, or of any Government. 
This question is fully answered in my opinion delive to you on the 23d 
day of last December— 
Referring to an opinion to be found on page 408 of the same 
book which is also relevant here. 
opinion of the 23d of December was given upon a complaint of Mr. 
oon that General McDowell, commanding the military department of 


California, had prohibited the exportation of arms or munitions of war by the 
frontier into exico. That opinion is tothe effect that General McDowell's 





I stated during my argument yesterday that cer- 


order was - r 
reeive no difference in principle between that case and this. Sofar 
ane are concerned, belligerent parties are equals. 


I know of no law— 

He continues—and here is the pertinent proposition— 
or regulation which forbids ony person or government, whether the political 
designation be real or assu , from pure arms from citizens of the 
United States and shipping them at the risk of purchaser, etc. 

Mr. President, if an ordinary merchant vessel were to visit the 
city of New York, sent there by the insurgents and manned by a 

crew, & of war supplies mig t be purchased and 

taken away, as was done in the case of Chile, without any infrac- 
tion of any law of the United States. Such is the conclusion of 
the United States cirenit court of appeals in the Jtata case (56 
Federal Reporter) already mentioned, and is the legitimate result 
of the other authorities which I have cited. 


This principle has been referred to by many international law 
writers. I will furnish some references: 


Vattel, Law of Nations, edition 1883, page 338; 2 Ferguson's 
Manual of International Law, sections 229, 230, and 263; Hall on 
International Law, third edition, pages 80, 612, 613; Wheaton’s 
International Law, third edition (Boyd), pages 583, 595, and 653; 
1 Opinions Attorneys-General (Lee), 61; id. (Rush), 190; 7 id. 
Cushing), 122; 11 id. (Speed), 408, 451; 2 W on’s Criminal 

w, section 1908; 3 Wharton's International Law Digest, section 
391, and numerous ts there given; Twiss’s Law of Nations, 
296, cited 11 American and ish En og ae Law, 478; 
Kluber Droit des Gens., section 288, cited 11 ican and Eng- 
lish Ency ia of Law, page 478; The Santissima Trinidad, 7 


Wheaton, The Florida (a Cuban insurgency case), 4 Ben., 
= oa of oo = rnc ye Law, 
515; Pickering, Secretary tate, 1 American State Papers, page 
619; Hamilton, Secretary of eet American State Papers, 
page 141; The Carondolet, 37 Federal Reporter, 800; 1 Kent’s Com- 


mentaries, 142; The Bermuda, ¥ 

I mention these cases simply for the purpose of showing that 
while it will be t for those of us who sympathize with the 
Cuban cause to learn that the President of the United States has 
found that the evidence justifies according belligerency to the 
Cubans, still that such proceeding upon the of the Executive 
can not be followed by any direct eakehael ial advantage in a legal 


sense, There may, as I have observed, be resulting encourage- 
ment, but there will also be greater determination on the other 
side of the issue. 


I think that I have already said what must be plain to all, that 
the right of trade exists within the limits defined, still the 


E 


insurgent vessel or ship containing contraband is subject to 
as jv and confiscation by the enemy. 

know it has been said—and my remarks upon this branch of 

satisfactory even to myself if I did not 

ted States may treat nga, gem insur- 

ea such as these insurgents, as pirates, and there is at 

least one Federal decision so holding; but the important proposi- 

is whether this Government would so treat revolutionists. 

Cleveland has made a record for himself on that subject, and 


ea 


oy gg has settled the matter conclusively. 


eames , wherein it was held 
t treated as a pirate, Mr. 
learned and very elaborate and extremely 
was published in 23 Albany Law Jour- 
125, and from which elaborate quota- 
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tions are made in his Digest, denying the correctness of the court's 
view. He cites a message of President Cleveland sent to Congress 
on December 8, 1885, with reference to the Colombian difficulty. 
The President said: 

Pending these 


occurrences a question of much importance 


ited 






vas preset 
by decrees of the Colombian Government, proclaiming t re of certain 
ports then in the hands of insurgents, and declaring \ ‘id by the revo- 
lutionists to be piratical and liable tocapture by any por To her of 
these propositions eould the United States assent. An efi ‘ »ot 
ports not in the posses ion of the Government, but held! % 
could not be recognized; neither could the vesse)s of a 
legitimate sovereignty be deemed hostes hnmani generis w ts 
of international law, whatever might be the defi ion 
ac’s under the municipal law of the State a:ainst whose aut e 
an revolt. The denial by this Government of the Colombian pro i 
not, however, imply the admission of a belligerent status on the part of the 
insurgents. 

It is also shown by Mr. Wharton that Mr. Bayard, during the 
same Administration, on April 9, 1885, wrote a very clear and 


strong letter addressed to Mr. Ricardo Becerra, who was the Co- 
lombian representative in this city, in which he announced the 
same doctrine. 





Not alone did that Administration so hold, but 
in 1883 Mr. Frelinghuysen prepared a communication, which can 
also be found in Mr. Wharton's article, in which he reached a sim- 
ilar result. His words are as follows: 

The expedient of declaring a revolted national vessel to be a “ pirat has 
often been resorted to among the Spanish-American countries in { 
civil tumult, andon late occasions in France. At the time of the ising 
in 1873, the insurgentsat Cartagena seized the Spanish ironeladsin and 

‘ - 


cruised with them along the coast, committing hostilities. Thesp 
ernment proclaimed the vessels pirates and invited their « 





nation. A German naval commander, then in the Mediterranean . 
capture one of the revolted ships and claimed it asa German prize, but his act 
was disavowed. The rule is simply that a “ pirate” is the natural enemy of 
all men, to be repressed by any and wherever found, while a revolted vess: 

is the enemy only of the power against which it acts. While it may be out- 
lawed, so far as the outlawing State is concerned, ne foreign State is bound to 
respect or execute such outlawry to the extent of treating the vessel as a 
public enemy of mankind. Treason is not piracy, and the attitude of for: ign 


Governments toward the offender may be negative merely so far as demanded 
by a proper observance of the principle of neutrality. 

Mr. Wharton was deeply interested in the subject. He ob- 
tained the opinions of Calvo and other eminent publicists, all of 
which are fully noted in the publication just mentioned. 

So, even if the Cubans were possessed of vessels and had any 
status upon the ocean, there would be no danger that they would 
be treated by this Government as pirates, and hence their legal 
condition is no worse now, as far as the laws of the United States 
are concerned, than it would be if their belligerency was recog- 
nized. All the neutrality laws would then be enforceable, and 
our Government would no doubt act accordingly. 

Mr. President, there are some resolutions before this body with 
reference to the independence of Cuba. I desire to say at this 
point that it is a subject of regret that Cuba is not really inde- 
vendent. But that she is not independent is to me palpable. We 

ave before us resolutions affirming belligerency,and now I learn 
we are also asked to resolve that Cuba is independent. These 
propositions do not seem to be very harmonious. The latter cer 
tainly can not in any event be properly adopted. It is settled, I 
think, by all authorities upon the subject that the independence 
of no people can be recognized by this or any other civilized na- 
tion until the disturbances, the real, vital disturbances, are practi- 
cally closed, not entirely, it is true, but the case of the parent 
country must be desperate before an acknowledgment of inde- 
pendence is allowable. Under prevailing conditions a recognition 
of the independence of Cuba would be contrary not only to the 
precedents, but certainly would be in defiance of fact. 

Mr. President, during the war of the rebellion we engaged in a 
very extensive diplomatic correspondence with France, Spain, and 
England; and anyone who will peruse the communications which 
passed between Mr. Adams and Earl Russell, and contrast the 
doctrines there laid down with some that I have heard announced 
here, will come to the conclusion that we are receding from our 
former position. While we undoubtedly did take an extreme 
stand then, we have never adopted any plan or theory which will 
permit the recognition of the independence of the Cuban people 
in their present situation. 


The Senator from Alabama has very properly observed—and his 
remark was aconclusive answer to these resolutions—that the 
power to récognize the independence of a State is vested wholly in 


the Executive. That being the case, we will not, I hope, be so in- 
consistent as to adopt any resolution declaring that Cuba is inde- 
pendent. Our efforts should be confined now to expressions of 
sympathy and opinion, and these should be tendered in the hope 
that a friendly and satisfactory conclusion will be negotiated look- 
ing toCuba’s freedom. Independence is the final consummation 
desired. But that condition does notnow obtain, and if it shall be 
otherwise the Executive alone can officially proclaim it. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from California allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Without in the slighest degree controverting the 
Senator’s statement in regard to what has been the practice of the 


? 
\ 
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United States in recognizing a people struggling for independence, 
is it not a question exclusively with every nation to pass upon the 
fact whether a rebellion, as it is termed, is in a desperate condition; 
in other words, whether the mother country, Spain in this case, 
is able to suppress that insurrection, as they term it? Would we 
not be alone responsible to ourselves if we stated that we believed 
the President of the United States ought to recognize the inde- 
pendence of Cuba? Is there any tribunal, except the conscience 
of the American people, to which an appeal can be made in that 
case? Andif I am correct—and I think I am—in that statement, 
then I should like to know from the Senator from California— 
for that is the practical question—whether he believes that Spain 
can suppress that insurrection and whether he does not believe 
that the cause of Spain to-day with a view to that end is desperate? 

Mr. WHITE. I find no difficulty in answering the question of 
the Senator form Missouri. Of course we are responsible only to 
ourselves. Undoubtedly so. That must necessarily be the case. 
We are not responsible to Spain. We are answerable only to our 
consciences. Our adhesion to the precepts laid down by publicists 
in this matter and our compliance with our own oft-repeated pre- 
cepts must be voluntary. We so act because we think it to be 
right. A rule of conduct with reference to international concerns 
laid down by anybody, by any nation outside of our own, is not 
literally binding upon us, but I imagine we do not set ourselves 
up here as absolutely independent of allprinciple. We are bound 
= because we are civilized toan observance of those regulatiors 
and practices which enlightenment has dictated. We can not, 
I think, repudiate the views of the great masters of jurisprudence 
who have always commanded the respect of the law-abiding. 

Our obedience to these righteous requirements can not be enforced 
by legal writs; moral coercion will suffice. 

The Senator from Missouri asks me whether I do not think that 
the cause of Spain is desperate. Mr. President, I do not know. 
I sincerely hope that the ra of Cuba will be successful in estab- 
lishing a government of their own choice, but I do not know 
whether they will or not. The information which [ have upon the 
subject is of a character not satisfactory to my mind. The Sena- 
tor may believe the situation as toSpain to be rate, but when 
we find Spanish power surrounding this island, when we find her 
in possession, apparently secure, of the centers of population, when 
we find that not a single port, not a single avenue of trade is in 
the control of the insurgents, that they have not a ship upon the 
ocean, that they have no commercial or international representa- 
tion, I am far from believing that a point has been reached to 
justify a recognition of independence. 

Mr. VEST. If my friend will permit me, it seems tome mani- 
festly unjust in the determination of that which is the vital ques- 
tion in this whole controversy, and all the balance is leather and 
prunella, to ignore the one fact to which he does not allude, and 
that is that these same people, the Cubans, without having a ship 
upon the ocean, without being in possession of a single important 
port, successfully resisted the Spanish power for ten long years, 
and then only laid down their arms upon certain conditions—one 
of which was the abolition of slavery in the island—which were im- 
mediately violated by the Spanish Government. 

Now, if they could for ten = maintain themselves by force 
of arms against the Spanish dynasty without ships, without mu- 
nitions of war except those that they manufactured themselves, 
why can they not now maintain the same sort of struggle until 
Spain is forced to admit, as she did before, that it is impossible to 
put down the insurrection? All those things must be considered 
together, and I submit to my friend the Senator from California 
that if we content ourselves with simply an expression of sym- 
famine | we had better drop this question, for it will be a miserable 

arce from end to end. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Missouri will recognize the 
fact that I have endeavored to show that the various resolutions 
which it is proposed to adopt will not have any substantial effect 
upon this struggle. I agree with him about that matter. 

Mr. VEST. s the Senator from California propose to state 
that if we now, by the act of both Houses of Congress, a 
pS nag of the United States to recognize the independence 


of ails 

Mr. WHITE. Iam not speaking of that resolution. 

Mr. VEST. That is the resolution, and all the balance amount 
to a 

Mr. WHITE. The resolutions reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations are the matters to which I was addressing my- 
self when I stated that the resolutions proposed to be adopted 
would a in my opinion, have any substantial effect upon this 
struggle. 

Mr VEST. LIagree with the Senator about that point. 

Mr. WHITE. Iattempted to illustrate it by showing the status 
of those people under a mere recognition of belligerency and their 
status as insurgents. Of course if we recognize their independ- 


ence, and also that a war exists, which we would have to do, we 





would be compelled to maintain neutrality, and I do not }, v 
that they would derive a great deal of benefit from that. | |,.. 
shown, I think, that Cuban rights as to trade would not then 
materially different. Their independence might be acknow)\\.-... 
and yet, if there is war, our neutrality laws would be in effet |\4 
would be of course enforced. . 

But, Mr. President, I have asserted, and I haveno doubt th. 
bers of the Committee on Foreign Relations must have r 
the same conclusion in view of the resolutions reported |) 
committee—the determination must have been made—th; ; 
is no precedent or policy justifying a recognition of indepe:,, 
at this time. 

The Senator from Missouri reasons thus: He says that tho 
Cubans maintained a war for ten years, which the Spaniards were 
unable to put down; that now, that they have carried on a striceic 
for one year or two years, they must be independent. I deny the 
conclusion. The premises do not warrant it at all. It is iat. 
ter a which no man can speak definitely without toro 
information than the meager facts before us. To assert here }y g 
resolution that the Cuban people have accomplished their jnijo- 
poneines when we know they have not accomplished it, when wo 

now they are endeavoring to accomplish it, when we know they 
are making every effort to attain to that condition, when we know 
that it is an unrealized hope, would be to write ourselves dowy 
as anything but reasonable men. 

Certainly a declaration of that kind would not have any satis. 


that 
ieTe 
nce 


factory effect. It would be an announcement here in the fori of 
a resolution of that which we should know is untrue. Sore be- 
lieve that Cubans are in a position to finally win. Personally [ 
would rejoice to see them victorious, but to solemnly proclaim 
that they have already won is to do violence to the notorious fact 


that there is a bloody and fierce conflict in progress day by day in 
Cuba, maintained by the revolutionists against great odds. — 


Whatever substantial I can do within the limits of propriety 
and without Merete rules established by this Republic, as well 
as by intelligent peoples everywhere 1 am ready to perform, )ut [ 


do not propose to vote for a resolution which expresses that which 
is untrue wren | because my sympathies and feelings are aroused. 
It is idle to read any authorities in answer to a proposition such 
as that stated by the Senator from Missouri, who seems to desire 
to establish a precedent in this case against all others. If every- 
one has been in error, it is, of course, well to make the departure. 
I have already attracted attention to the language of Mr. Seward 
in his letter to Mr. Adams, wherein he pointed out the weichty 
responsibility assumed in the recognition of the independence of 
a new state. The subject was fully considered by President Jack- 
son in the case of Texas: 


Undoubtedly when Texas had achieved her independence no previous 
treaty could bind this yy to regard it asa part of the Mexican terri- 
Sry, But it belonged to the Government, and not to individual citiz 
decide when that event had taken place. And that decision, according ti 
the laws of nations, depended upon the question whether she had or had not 
a civil government in successful operation, capable of performing the dut 
and fulfilling the obligations of an independent power. It depended u 
the state of the fact, and not aoe the right which was in contest betw 
the ies. And the President, in his m to the Senate of Lx 
2, 1 in relation to the conflict between Mexico and Texas, which was st 
pending, says: questions relative 6 government of foreign nations, 

din ys ye” lative to th t of f 
whether of the Old or the New World, have been treated by the United States 
as questions of fact only, and our predecessors have cautiously abstaine 
from deciding upon them until the t evidence was in their possession, 
to enable them not ye decide correctly, but to shield their decision from 
oa imputation.”—Senate Journal vA 1836, page 54. 

“The acknowledgment of a new state as in ependent and entitled toa 
place in the family of nations is at all times an act of great delicacy and re- 
ceepeetr: but more y so when such a state has forci)ly sepa 
ra’ 










' 
tself from another of which it formed an integral part, and which still 
claims dominion over it.” 

And after of the icy which our Government had always ado} ted 
on such ons, and the duty of maintaining the established character ol 
the United States for fair and impartial dealing, he proceeds to express ls 
= against the acknowledgment of the independence of Texas at that 

e in the following words: . 

“It is true, with regard to the civil authority of Mexico has been 
expelled, its in army def the Chief of the Republic hims«'f cap 
tured, and all present power to control the newly organized Government © 


Texas annihilated within its But, on the other hand, there is in ap- 
peernnes at least, an immense disparity of physical force on the side of Mex- 
ico. The Mexican Republic, under another Executive, is rallying |ts fore 








under a new leader, and 





in 
l 


a fresh invasion to recover its lost ( 


ion. Upon the issue of this threatened invasion the independence of Texas 
may considered as suspended and, were there nothing peculiar in ‘he 
relative situation of the United States and Texas, our acknowledgmnt 0! 1's 
independence at such a crisis would scarcely be regarded as consistent With 
that prudent reserve with which we have heretofore held ourselves boundto 
treat all similar questions.” 


The right of the President to determine this subject was never 
denied, notwithstanding the anxiety of our people to acknowle(se 
Texan independence. 

Mr. Dana says (Dana’s W eam peas 45, note) that the attempt 
to invade Texas wasabandoned by Mexico before the United States 
acknowledged her independence. Similar policy was pur" 

ing the South American Republics. The United 5tates 
acted first, but not for many years “after long recognized bellig: 





1896. 


a the practically unobstructed exercise by them of sov- 
pose powers. PSpain, separated by an ocean, had abandoned 
actual efforts for their reduction and only clung to a nominal 





icht.” ‘Dana’s Wheaton, page 43, note.) 
"I 4 Adams wrote to Mr. Hoaros in 1816 (1 Wharton’s Digest, 
section 70): 


stage in such (revolutionary) contests when the party struggling 

tor tehepeehente has, as I conceive, a stant to demand its acknowledgment 
by neu jes, and when the acknow edgment may be granted without 
departure rom the obligations of neutrality. Itis thes when the inde- 
ndence is ished as matter of fact, so as to leave the chance of the 
Deposit se their dominion utter] Sopeeete. * * * Butthe 
justice of a cause, however it may enlist individual feelings in its favor, is not 
iMficient to justify third parties in siding with it. The fact and the right 
combined can alone autho a neutral to acknowledge a new and disputed 


sovereignty. 


We there acted in accordance with the fact. We recognized a 
condition of things which was patent to the world, plain, unmis- 
takable; but not until we were sure of our position. 

Now, there may be a mode by which we may actually accom- 

lish the freedom of Cuba. If the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 

ORGAN] is correct that the announcement of belligerency means 
a declaration of war, that, perhaps, will settle the affair. e shall 
then possibly have enough on our hands. We have not been war- 
like in any new case during the last few days, but the future is 
promising enough. Why not wait until we complete the disburse- 
ment of the $87,000,000 recommended to be devoted to coast de- 

mses? 
fr shall be guided in what I do and how I vote by my conception 
of duty, experiencing at the same time none but the kindest senti- 
ments toward Cuba; but I will not be a party to the new departure 
favored by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], when in my 
judgment such conduct would be wholly unprovoked and unwar- 
ranted. 

A concurrent resolution, by whomsoever offered or whatever it 
may contain, is nothing more than an expression of ee: 
As stated by the Senator from Missouri, it will not, and as I have 
attempted to show by its own force it can not, directly accomplish 
anyt for Cuba. Nor would a recognition of independence be 
of material value. However, I am opposed to taking that step 
for the ample reasons which I have stated. 

Congress has not hesitated upon other occasions to express an 
opinion as to Executive action, and may doso here. The senti- 
ments thus uttered will be carefully and respectfully considered. 

I have no doubt that the Administration is solicitous for Cuban 
independence. I believe that when the circumstances warrant it 
decisive action will be taken. But the emphatic sympathy of 
Congress may hasten not only Executive action, but may, if prop- 
erly done, have important indirect effect. Buta declaration that 
there is independence would be considered everywhere as emo- 
tional and unfounded. 

I prefer the resolution which I have suggested to any pending 
before the Senate. Some one has stated that in that resolution the 
Monroe doctrine is sought to be restricted. I think it isextended 
rather than curtailed. The words to which reference has been 
thus made are the following: 


While the United States have not interfered and will not, unless their vital 
interests so demand, interfere with existing colonies and dependencies of any 
European Government on this hemisphere, nevertheless our poset have 
never disguised and do not now conceal their sympathy for all those who 
struggle patriotically, as do the Cubans now in revolt, to exercise, maintain, 
and preserve the right of self-government. 


The phraseology criticised is that with reference to the noninters 
ference of the United States. Mr. Monroe’s doctrine was: ‘‘ With 
the ing colonies or dependencies of any oy power we 
have not interfered and shall not interfere.” The proposition 
favored by me is that we shall not interfere unless our vital inter- 
ests so demand. Hence my suggestion rather broadens the Mon- 
roe doctrine as announced by its author. 

A Senator who has pressed with much force the pending inde- 
pendence resolution said that we might as well abandon the Mon- 
roe doctrine if we do not recognize Cuba; but if that doctrine has 
any application to Cuba at all it would seem that under it we 
must our hands off, because, as I have already said, Mr. Mon- 
roe's are, ‘‘ With the existing colonies or dependencies of any 
E power we have not interfered and shall not interfere.” 
To declaration we have very lately given our unqualified 
su 


conclusion I reiterate that I shall support the resolution pro- 

myself, or something similar, as a sincere expression of 

and hope. I shall not vote for a recognition of 

a ae ae Oube, first, because I do not believe that it is 

tive participation, to recognize either 

*he belligerency or independence of any nation; secondly, because 

I do not think that independence has been achieved within the 

rules mentioned or at all, and I am unwilling to declare that a 
certain condttion exists when I know to the contrary. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have not the slightest idea of de- 
taining the Senate by any elaborate argument or remarks upon 
this question. I had not expected to speak at all. I can not, 
however, resist stating that if the Senator from California [Mr. 
WHITE] is correct as to his legal propositions, and I think he is so 
far as concerns the rights of belligerents or the effect of the recog- 
nition of belligerent rights, our action here will amount to nothing. 
If he is correct in regard to what should be done as to recogniz- 
ing the independence of a country at war with another and at- 
tempting to assert its independence, then until the whole result 
has been achieved by that country itself we are powerless in the 
premises. That, sir, it seems to me, is a most astonishing propo- 
sition. We must wait, according to the Senator from California, 
until all vestige of Spanish power has been swept by force of 
arms from the Island »f Cuba before we can, without violating 
international law, recognize the independence of that struggling 
people. 

Mr. President, if that be the doctrine of international law where 
would be the Government of the United States to-day and the 
people in the United States? Instead of assembling here as Sena- 
tors from sovereign States under the Constitution of a free coun- 
try, this would be another dominion parliament like that of 
Canada, and the United States of America would simply be an 
appanage of the British Throne. If France had acted upon the 
doctrine announced by the Senator from California and waited 
until our fathers had achieved their own independence, the result 
would have been far different and we to-day would be English sub- 
jects instead of free citizens of a free country. 

France recognized the independence of the United States and 
then went farther than any other country has ever gone in behalf 
of another, except for purposes of self-interest. She sent her 
armies and her fleets here, and placed upon the people of the 
United States a debt of undying gratitude. When I heard the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], our President pro tempore, read 
the wonderful Farewell Address of the Father of his Country last 
Saturday I was struck with the argument which Washington felt 
himself called upon to make in defense of his proclamation of neu- 
trality in 1793. 

In all the life of that most remarkable man, the greatest in all 
respects the world has ever produced, there is no episode more 
startling or interesting than the history of his issuing that procla- 
mation in 1793 which declared that the people of the United 
States would remain neutral in the struggle between France and 
the combined armies of Europe. France with a disinterestedness 
which, I say, has put a debt of undying gratitude upon us and 
our children, had sent her armies and fleets to help us in a strug- 
gle with the throne of England. When the continental armies 
combined against France and when the soldiers of France had 
marched across the Continent fighting the world in arms, with 
their flags upon which was emblazoned ‘‘ Death to tyrants and 
liberty to all,” Washington refused to give one dollar or to send 
one man to assist our former allies, although England headed the 
combination against republican France. 

Washington was right, and his greatness was never so demon- 
strated as when he stood against popular clamor in the United 
States and declared that we could never with safety depart from 
the great doctrine of absolute neutrality in the affairs and wars 
of Europe. 

It is a singular fact, sir, that while to-day we almost deify 
Washington, while he is now and will always, so long as a singie 
colony of Americans can be found, be ‘‘ First in war, first in 

eace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen,” at the time when 
he issued that proclamation with the assistance of Jefferson, a 
mob gathered around his private residence, then the Executive 
Mansion, and personal violence was absolutely threatened to the 
President of the United States and the savior of the Republic. 
That he stood against that clamor is a tribute to his memory 
greater than can be paid by the most fervid eloquence. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with the views of the Senator from 
California as to the recognition of the independence of a foreign 
country or aforeign people struggling for their rights to self-gov- 
ernment. If the doctrine be correct that all vestige of military 
power on the part of the mother country or the country that seeks 
to put down the insurrection must be swept away before we can 
act, then our action is simply brutum fulmen and amounts to noth- 
ing. The people themselves have already struck the blow that 
made them free, and wé can only accept results and say that the 
fiat of the god of battles has been put upon their endeavor to as- 
sert the right to govern themselves. If we as the great Republic 
of the world mean to stand by these people who are imitating us 
and endeavoring to make a government for themselves like that 
of this country, we must help them in their hour of need, and if 
we do not go so far as to do it by arms, which is not advocated by 
anybody in this Chamber or out of it, we can at least do so by stat- 
ing to the world that we believe the attempt of the monarchy of 


Spain to suppress this insurrection, as they term it, this endeavor 
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to form a republic —. the Island of Cuba, is absolutely hopeless 
and Emmet, as I believe under God it is to-day. ere will 
never come the hour when Spain can reassert her dominion over 
the Island of Cuba. It is impossible that she should do so, and I 
speak from the great teachings of history and experience. 

Sir, the course of Spain upon this continent is marked with blood. 
There was a time when the Spanish dominion extended almost 
from the southern limits of the United States to the farthest and 
southernmost point in South America. No American can ever 
forget those burning pages of Prescott that describe the conquest 
of Mexico and the conquest of Peru, when the Spaniards, with the 
lust for gold and the lust for blood, marked their terrible pathway 
across the countries lying south of us. Of all those vast domin- 
ions won by blood, won through torture and fire, there remains 
to this toothless old wolf the single Island of Cuba. And Spain 
to-day, like the old Giant in that wonderful picture of Bunyan, 
almost helpless, sits at the door of the dark cave of despotism 
and grins with mee rage at the procession of splendid Re- 
— that march on in the progress toward civilization and 

iberty. 

Mr. President, that wolf can never retain this single cub. 
Never can Spain hold the Island of Cuba within sight of the Re- 
public of the United States, but five hours away from us, after 
she has lost all the South American provinces, after she has been 
unable to hold cue foot of soil in all the wide area of the southern 
half of this continent. 

Mr. President, this is ™o new question, because it has been at 
our doors as Cuba is geugraphically at our doors to-day. It has 
been before us in the years that are past. My friend from Texas 
handed me some months ago a singular paper taken from one of 
theletters of Mr. Jefferson. It sounds y almost like prophecy, 
and I will ask the Secretary to read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Napoleon will certainly give his consent without difficulty to our receiving 
the ioridas, and with some difficulty possibly Cuba. 
+ * ” * 
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irates, and denounced as hostes humani generis. What to-d: 
S we find on that island? Every Cuban is a patriot. They ov 
given up home, a iven up their families, they have giyen 
up all except the hope of liberty. Do you tell me that snch a 
poo can be conquered? The Spani may exterminate them 
ut they will never, never make them again unwilling subjects t5 
the Spanish throne. 
Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
with his consent, what proportion, if any, of the people of Cuba 
= in sympathy with Spain in her attempt to suppress this reyo]y- 


on. 

Mr. VEST. None from my information, and I have read froy, 
the Spanish press, for the Cubans have no press. From the Span 
ish press, under the espionage of the Spanish authorities, it can jo 
ae that every Cuban isin sympathy with the patriotic e)- 

eavor to achieve independence and self-government upon that 
island. No instance can be found in which a people combined «(1 
confederated and unanimous as they are, a million and a half of 
people, have ever been subjugated except byextermination. Why. 
sir, what American boy does not recollect that burning oration (f 
Henry Clay, the great orator of the West, when he spoke for Greecy 
in 1824 and when he predicted that so long as Thermopylw and 
Marathon were there no Greek would lay down his arms before 
the Turkish power? 

We are told now that these are negroes, mulattoes, Indians 
who are fighting for independence. So much themore cause w)iy 
we should sympathize with them and say God help them in their 
dire ey. Liberty lives with the poor and eee, not 
with the we yoy powerful. It throbs in the breast of the 
caged bird, and gone with martyrs to the stake and kissed 
their burning lips as the spirit winged its flightto God. Liberty 
can not be extinguished when a people are unanimousin defeiso 
of the rights which God has given them. If these people, igno- 
rant and r, struggling against this despotism, haveimitate:| us, 
— should we content ourselves with the poor expression of syi- 
pathy with their cause? 

Mr. President, it is a mere farce for us to do anything else than 
declare before the world that we believe the cause of the Spaniard 
is hopeless in the Island of Cuba. Each Senator must answer that 
for himself. I deny and I repudiate the doctrine that all vestize 
of Spanish power shall be eliminated from Cuba before we can 


* * * 

That he would give us the Floridas to withhold intercourse with the resi- 
due of those colonies can not be doubted. But that is no price; because they 
are ours in the first moment of the first war; and _ until a war they are of 
no particular necessity tous. But, although with difficulty, he will consent to 
our receiving Cuba into our Union, to prevent our aid to Mexico and the other 
provinces. t would be a price, and I would immediately erect a column 


on the southernmost limit of Cuba, and inscribe on it a ne plus ultra as to us ize the independence of that people. 

in os eninge - o¥e pe at eee } a Rs Mr. President, reverting again to that wonderful letter of Jof- 
confederacy, w wou of course in the war, and we should have ‘ 4 3 pe : ated 
such an empire for liberty as she has never surveyed since the creation; ferson, it has been said in criticism that in 1809, when Mr. J: : = 
and I am persuaded no constitution was ever before so well calculated as | Son wrote it, he was simply writing in the interest of extending 


ours for extensiveempire and self-government. As the Mentor went away 
before this change, and will leave nee probably while it is still a secret 
in that hemisphere, I presume the expediency of pursuing her with a swift- 
sailing dispatch was considered. It will be objected to our receiving vale. 


the slave power by annexing Cuba to the South. My answer is 
that never in one hour or minute of his life did Mr. Jefferson want 
to extend the area of slavery. Of all the menin this country who 
opposed slavery, Thomas Jefferson was the foremost. When he 
was 23 years old and-went, a beardless boy, into the house of !)ur- 
Pages hen arson ogg BF Mage hisnative county of Albemarle, 
first measure was a bill for the gradual removal of slavery 
from the soil of Virginia, and although a slaveholder all his life 
by inheritance, the last act of his trembling and dying hand was 
to emancipate his slaves and cause their removal to the Northwest 
Territory, which he had made free soil for all time to come. 

Mr. Jefferson, it will be seen in that letter, wanted Cuba an- 
nexed peaceably by purchase as the Floridas were purchased frm 
Spain. He did not seek to conquer the country and wrest it away 
from the Spanish power. But it will be observed that now!wre 
does he cherish the idea that this country can hold any colony, 
any province, any mere to its sovereign power. Every 
particle of our territory must either a Territory or a State. a 
sovereign State, because our Constitution contemplates no «t!er 
relation between the people and the National Government thi «8 
citizens of Territories, incipient States, and of States themse!\.s. 

I admit—but it is not necessary to discuss it here—that the wlt'- 
mate and logical result of independence in Cuba would be that it 
would become a part of the United States. While I resiste:! on 
the Hawaiian question the = which was brought here to 
annex Hawaii to the United States, I did it upon the ground tat 
it would necessitate an immense naval force, which Mr. Jeffer- 1, 
in that letter, says is to be avoided and ted, and he aid 
down as the criterion for the uisition of territory outside of 
our compact area whether it would require a naval force to 11:\11- 

as an integral portion of the Union. He st«':s, 
and I believe it to be true, that no navy would be necessar) (9 
hold Cuba as a State, or of a State, within the American «0"- 
federacy. If that be so, it is simply a question as to the fitne-f 
the population of that island to become citizens of the Und 
States and take upon themselves the responsibility of citizens: ). 
That, however, is an ulterior question. . 

We, Mr. a are ted now with one ovefwh !- 
ing, overruling, ute, and determimate question in this de!" 
Shall we, the great exemplar of republican institutions thro. 
out the world, declare that in our opinion the lg of Cuba «re 
able to maintain their independence and have achieved it? Are 


that no limit can then be drawn to our future acquisitions. Cuba can 
defended by us without a navy, and this develops the principle which ht 
to limit our views. Nothing shuuld ever be accep which would req 

a pery to defend it. (Volume V, page 445. Letter to the President, April 27, 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask whether he does not gather from that ex- 
tract from Mr. Jefferson’s letter that his desire was that Cuba. 
should be acquired by the United States, as Florida was after- 
wards acquired, by purchase or by friendly negotiation? 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, what other mode is there of acquiring Cuba 
or of creating an independency by the United States except by going 
to war ourselves with Spain in order to insure that status of inde- 
pendency which can not now be ized as a matter of fact? 

Mr, The question of the Senator from Delaware as- 
sumes what I do not believe to be true, and that is, that the Cubans 
can not achieve their independence for themselves. 

Mr.GRAY. I kave not assumed that. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator puts to me the question, how can we 
obtain Cuba except by force of arms, going there ourselves and as- 
sisting the Cubans? 

Mr.GRAY. Iwas asking about the Senator’s interpretation of 
Mr. Jefferson’s letter. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt Mr. Jefferson meant we should ob- 


Mr.GRAY. I believe Cuba can achieve her own independence, 
but whether she has done so or not is a matter of fact. 

Mr. VEST. The question, I repeat,and I can not make it too 
emphatic from my standpoint, is not whether Cuba has achieved 
her independence. The question is, can Spain conquer Cuba? 
Can Spain continue to hold it as a vince? I denyit. I say 
that the ten long years of successful resistance by Cubans 
when they finally entered into a treaty virtually with the mother 
coqnteg ein was not kept shows that Cuba to-day has the power 
and will maintain successful resistance. 

Mr. President, this thing a year ago was an émeute, as the 
French call it. A mere handful of men called brigands upon the 
Eastern coast commenced it and they were hung, butchered as 
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we to wait until that island is desolated by fire and sword? Are 


Christian and God-fearin, ple, to stand silent and dumb 
While the Spanish governor, c Bas eneral, declares that he in- 
tends to up the people of Cuba and butcher them into subjec- 
tion to ish throne? Sir, if we do it, God will curse us. 
If we do this thing and stand here until a desert has been made of 
that splendid island, you may be certain that the time will come 
when will be retribution upon us asa pene. because we 
have not been true to the task assigned us by Providence, because 
we have not cherished the ee of self-government as bequeathed 
to us by our fathers. [Applause in the galleries. | : 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if the independence of Cuba could 
be achieved by eloquence it has been achieved this afternoon by 
the burning words that have fallen from the lips of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. No onecould have heard him without 
sym izing with the feelings with which his heart was throb- 
bing and without giving response, favorable response, to every aspi- 
ration that he has uttered for the liberty of that unhappy island. 

But, Mr. President, I fail to see the point of his criticism of the 
position taken by the Senator from California [Mr. WuitTr]. The 
issue between them is whether it is competent for the Congress of 
the United States to recognize the os of a people aay. 

ing against a t country. inly, it seems to me, the 
ae from Cahifornia has shown by overwhelming argument 
and by the citation of abundant precedents that that recognition is 
an Executive function, belonging not to the two Houses of Con- 
gress, but belonging where by the scheme of our Constitution it 
has been placed, in the responsible hands of the President and his 


visers. 

our VEST. Willmyfriend permitme? I neglected, and I apol- 
ogize for it, to state what I believed in regard to the powers of 
Congress and of the Chief Executive. I agree with the Senator 
from Delaware. I am not able to agree with the Senator from 
Alabama {Mr. MorGan] that the two Houses of Congress can 
either war or give belligerent rights by their own action. 
The Constitution says that— 

Every order, resolution, or vote to which the concurrence of the Senate and 


House of es may be necessary («xcept on a question of adjourn- 
ment) shall be presented to the President of the United States. 


And I think that absolutely precludes us from taking fina! and 
determinate action in the premises. Let me ask the Senator from 
Delaware what prevents us as representatives of the people of the 
United States from passing a resolution, concurrent or joint, ask- 
ing the President to recognize the independence of Cuba? 

Mr. GRAY. Nothing, Mr. President. 

Mr. VEST. That is all I ask, and that is all I want. 

Mr.GRAY. Iwill come to that point in a moment, in the very 
few words with which I shall occupy the attention of the Senate. 
The question now raised by the Senator from Missouri is whether 
we shall pass some such resolution as that proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, or the substitute for that offered by 
the Senator from California, or whether we shall recognize or at- 
one to advise the recognition of an independency without regard 
to the facts u which that independency can be determined. 
Recognition of the independence of a people is the recognition of 
afact. Is that people independent or no? I said day before yes- 
ere I say again, that the Congress of the United States is 
disabled to a large de. from ascertaining that fact, while the 
Executive is armed with all the facilities and all the means by 
which accurate information may be gained and upon which that 
determination can be made. To use a favorite phrase of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, it would be “leather and prunella” for us to 
declare as a fact that which does not exist as a fact. It would be 
futile for us to declare that Cuba is ind dent when we all 


know that she is ling to make that a fact, and that she has 
not yet been successful in that endeavor. 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me to ask 
him whether the ery of the ape — was not : 
desperate than that of Cuba to-day, when France recognized our 
independence? 


Mr. GRAY. I think so. 
. VEST. France then did it. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, when France recognized our inde- 
pendence she sent over her armies and her fleet and declared war 
against the power that was seeking to retain us in vassalage. So 
to the question which I wish to put to the 

i, whether his contention is, whereas there 
= be no he eee of a fact which does - exist, that we are 
create declaring war against Spain. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Delaware is at fault in regard to 
See ee pennanee events. France first recognized 
iependence of the colonies, but not for some time after- 

she send us assistance in the way of men and fleets. 
ask the Senator what does he say of 


the of the independence of the colonies by Holland 
and Belgium? "They did not cond nemves ; they aid not send 


F 


i 





United States by saying to the world, ‘‘We believe that the cause 
of England is hopeless and that the colonies to-day are virtually 
free.” Let me say to the Senator from Delaware, if he will per- 
mit me one word more, that in war, as in political struggles, ex- 
pression of belief in the success of a cause oftentimes brings about 
that success. 
Mr. GRAY. That is true, Mr. President; but we are not at war 
with Spain. 
Mr. VEST. Spain is at war with Cuba. 
Mr. GRAY. And if we were at war with Spain for a ‘30 
great and holy as the independence of a people struggling with 


CAUSE 


| the unanimity of that people for independence, then the expres- 


sion of that belief would be one that ought to be made, and 
which would go far to give courage to those who were engaged 
in that war. But what I want to do is to confine the Senator 
from Missouri to the issue between himself and the Senator from 
California or between himself and the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, who reported the resolution. If we are to recognize a fact 
irrespective of the evidence in support of that fact, then we must 
seek to create and to insure what we wish shall actually be accom- 
plished, and that can only be done by the exercise of the war- 
making power of the Government of the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, the Government of the United States in its 
past history has always been conservative, prudent, and careful of 
its neutral obligations. So warlike a President as Andrew Jackson, 
when speaking in his message to Congress in regard to the strug- 
gle in Texas, a territory contiguous toour own, where the struggle 
for freedom was being carried on largely by American citizens, 
creating on that account a relation of intimate concern to the peo- 
ple of the United States as exceptional in its character as that 
which exists between us and the Island of Cuba, used the following 
language in speaking of the duty of the Government: 

The acknowledgment of a new state as independent and entitled toa place 
in the family of nations is at all times an act of great delicacy and respo 
bility, but more especially so when such state has forcibly sep 


t “at 
from another of which it had formed an integral part and which still claims 
dominion over it. A premature recognition under these circumstances, if not 


looked upon as justifiable cause of war, is always liable to be regarded as a 
proof of an unfriendly spirit to one of the contending parties 

Further on, and coming down to the particular matter which 
he had in hand, he says: 


In the contest between Spain and the revolted colonies we stood aloof and 
waited not only until the abilit y of the new states to protect themselves was 
fully established but until the danger of their being again subjugated had 
entirely passed away. Then. and not until then, were they recognized. Such 
Was our course in regard to Mexico herself. The same policy s observed 
in all the disputes growing out of the separation into distinct vernments 
of those Spanish American States who began or carried on the contest with 


the parent country united under one form of government 

Mr. HARRIS. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. GRAY. I am reading from the message of President 
Jackson to the Congress of the United States December 21, 1836. 
He proceeds: 

We acknowledged the separate independence of New Granada, of Ven- 
ezeula, and of Ecuador only after their independent existence was not 
longer a subject of dispute or was actually acquiesced in by those with whom 
they had been previously united. 

Now, Mr. President, if we are to regard the traditions of our 
national policy and the precedents which great Chief Executives 
of this country have, with the approval of the Americau people, 
made for us in this matter, we can not attempt to recognize as a 
fact that which does not rest upon indubitable evidence. 

The only alternative is to seek, as 1 said before, to create the 
fact. If it is not already un fait accompli, then we can make it 
so, I admit, by declaring war against Spain, and with arms in our 
hands taking possession of the Island of Cuba and holding it for 
its own people. But that is not the question before the Senate. 
There is no resolution so far introduced, either from the committee 
or by anyone upon this floor, looking to an act so extreme as that. 
The resolution reported from the committee is an expression of 
opinion in regard to belligerency. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from California is an expression of sympathy and of hope 
that the struggles for independence by the people of Cuba may os 
crowned with success. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Cai] has sub- 
mitted a resolution. 

Mr. GRAY. I overlooked that, and I have it not before me at 
this time. At all events, those are the resolutions and those are 
the questions which have been debated here for the last three or 
four days by the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from 
California and myself. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Deleware 
aquestion. What is there pr yhibit this Government, by proper 
act of Congress, whether it be in form of a joint or concurrent 
resolution, from declaring the acknowledgment of the existence of 
the Cuban Republic, and would not that be a recognition of the 
independency of that Republic, although as a matter of fact it 
may not have yet succeeded in repelling the power that assails it? 
In other words, I understand the Senator to take the position that 
the rebels there, so to speak, must have established their inde 
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mdence as a matter of fact before we are at liberty to recognize 

he independence of their Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the recognition of a matter of fact 
implies that a fact exists, of course, and that fact must exist upon 
evidence that is convincing to the judgment of those who are 
asked to make that recognition. That recognition, as admitted by 
the Senator from Missouri, in the partition of powers that our 
Constitution makes between the departments of Government, 
rests with the Executive. I am asking the Senator from Missouri 
whether he means that we are to declare war in order to make 
sure that fact exists; that is all. 

Mr. ALLEN. But what I want to impress upon the mind of 
the Senator from Delaware is the thought that there is nothing in 
international law which ree us from recognizing the exist- 
ence of the Cuban Republic as a legal sovereignty, notwithstand- 
ing it may not have established its complete independence pf the 
Spanish Throne, and when we pass a resolution here recognizing 
that fact we have within the sense of international law recognized 
the independence of that Republic, although there may be battles 
to be fought afterwards. 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to me, with all due deference to the bet- 
ter judgment of the Senator from Nebraska, that the debate of 
the last few days has been entirely lost upon him, because the 
very matters that have been mooted here and discussed so ably 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE] have been in what department of 
the Government power under the Constitution exists to make a 
recognition of that kind. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. It has been, I think and submit, 
conclusively shown that the Executive, under that provision of 
the Constitution which enables him to receive ministers of forei 
States, has the sole power to recognize the existence of the Repu 
lic of Cuba or a state of independency of the Government for 
which the patriots in arms there now are struggling. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Delaware will permit me, 
that argument was not lost upon me at all. I simply do not 
believe it; that is all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRAY. I hope we shall hear from the Senator. I do not 
want to argue the case with him now, because it has been argued 
for three or four days; but I merely rose to call the attention of 
the Senate to the alternative presented to us by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I can not add anything to what has been 
said by the Senator from California. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply want to put myself in a — light; 
that is all. I listened to the argument of the Senator from Ala- 
bama and the Senator from California upon this subject. I be- 
lieve the power to recognize the independence of Cuba comes 
within the power to declare war and conclude peace, which by our 
Constitution is committed to Congress. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senate would have reason to 
find fault with me if I attempted to rehearse the arguments which 
antagonize the proposition of the Senator from Nebraska, and it 
has been admitted by the Senator from Alabama, it has been con- 
tended most ably by the Senator from California, and admitted 
by the Senator from Missouri that the power under the Consti- 
tution to recognize independency rests with the Executive alone. 
So that I shall not attempt to pursue that argument further. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to what the resolution 
offered as an amendment by the Senator from California actually 
proposes. It is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate contemplates with solicitude and profound regret 
the su merge and destruction accompanying the civil conflict nowin 
in Cuba. hile the United States have not interfered and will not, unless 
their vital interests so demand, interfere with existing colonies and nd- 
people hare oevar inguscd an do not now fences! Gea appt for 
Prose who struggle pabinicaliy, as do the Cubans now in revel , to capreise, 
maintain, and preserve the right of self-government. Nor can we ignore 


our exceptio: and close relations to Cuba by reason of phical prox- 
imity and our congeucent grave interest in uestions affecting the control 


or well-being of that island. We trust that the executive department, to 
whose investigation and care our diplomatic relations have been committed. 
will, at as early a date as the facts will warrant, recognize the belligerency of 
those who are maintaining themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to Spain, 
and that the influence and offices of the United States may be prodenty: 
peacefully, and effectively exerted to the end that Cuba may be enabled 
establish a permanent government of her own ch 


That is as far as the Congress of the United States has ever gone 
in regard to the struggles of a people for an independent govern- 
ment—further than they went in the case of the revolted colonies of 
South America, further than they went in the case of Mexico, 
further than they have gone with Hu or Greece, with whom 
> Pt pea and the —— wae the : ted = so a 
and heartily sympathized during the pendency of their strugg 

Mr. GEO GE. I will ask the Senator in what case have we 
ever gone so far? 

Mr. GRAY. I say none that I know of. 

Now, sir, the proposition is here that we shall take this step and 
express our opinion and sympathy in language stronger than we 





have ever adopted before under like circumstances, and leave to 
the future its own development, and the only alternative for this 
course, as I have attempted to point out to the Senate and the 
Senator from Missouri, is that we should declare war in order that 
we should make certain the success of those who are now struc. 
gling for self-government in that unhappy island. ' 

Mr. LINDSAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Kentucky will permit me, | 
will yield the floor to him in a second. 

Mr. LINDSAY. LI yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Delaware, I will not say hag 
taken care, but I will say respectfully has failed to answer my 
question whether Holland and Belgium had not recognized tho 
independence of the then colonies, now the United States, without 
sending fleets or arms here to assist. His proposition, as I under- 
stand it now, is that if, while there is a vestige of Spanish power 
in Cuba, we te nw oe the independence of the Cuban people we 
must make that declaration good by force of arms. I deny it. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] asks me, or asks the 
Senate, where we have ever gone so far as the declaration con- 
tained in the resolution offered by the Senator from California, 
We went as far in the case of wean of the Spanish colonies 
now Republics; we went as far, or Mr. Clay at least attempted to 
make this country go as far, in the case of Greece; and we ex- 
pressed our sympathy for Hungary, as we have always expressed it, 

But when the Senator from Delaware takes the resolution offered 
by the Senator from California and tells us thatitis enough, | reply 
to it with the unanswerable argument of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia himself, that that declaration of belligerent rights amounts 
to nothing. He has spoken to us this evening ably and as a law- 
yer, and has a to my satisfaction that the granting of bellig- 
erent rights does not give one iota of additional right to the people 
of Cuba. He has read here the opinion of the Attorney-General, 
Mr. Speed, that, without any recognition of belligerent rights, the 
Cubans had theright to come here and buy arms, put them on mer- 
chant vessels, and run the chance of their being apprehended and 
taken from those vessels on the ocean. Whatis this except an ex- 
— of sympathy, if the Senator from California isright in his 

egal argument this afternoon? It costs us nothing to say that we 
hope that the people of Cuba will succeed. Idonot propose to go to 
war with Spain, and I apprehend no war; but I want to say what 
I believe to be the truth—that the cause of Spain in Cuba is abso- 
lutely hopeless. 

The Senator from California himself declared that the test was 
whether the cause of the mother country, as he expressed it, was 
desperate, not whether hostilities absolutely ceased, not 
whether the attempted ressor had been driven from the soil 
of the 3 eee or the state, but whether that cause was desper- 
ate. I believe as honestly as I believe lam a Senator of the United 
States that the cause to-day in Cuba is absolutely hope- 
reader Tam to put myself on record by my vote in that 


on. 

Mr. FRYE. I want to ask the Senator one question before he 
sits dowr. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. R 

Mr. FRYE. Touching the declaration that the recognition of 
belligerent rights is of no advan , does not the Senator admit 
that, if we ize belligerent rights, the United States would 
then immediately be relieved from a peace er for Spain; 
that the United States would not have compelled to have 
seized that vessel the other day with arms for Cuba? 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, I do not understand the law to 
be that. Atl that was elaborately discussed, and as no other man, 
in my opinion, who has ever lived could have discussed it, by 
Thomas Jefferson in his correspondence with Genet and the Brit- 
ish minister when the neutrality proclamation of 1793 was issucd. 
The Senator from Maine will remember, as will other Senators, 
doubtless, that the point at issue then between the United States 
and Genet, the minister plenipotentiary from the French Repub- 
lic to this country, was whether Genet could purchase slips ind 
fit out armed expeditions and privateers against English comuncrce 
from ———. He otto to send out a privateer from 
New York, and Mr. Jefferson him. Then ensued that 
won diplomatic correspondence which, so long as the Pug: 
lish one read, will remain without an equal—the corre- 
spondence between Jefferson and Genet—which resulted at last 
in Genet’s recall by the French Republic and in his leaving owt 


country. 

Tao not understand the law to be as my friend from Maine -tates 
it. Even if t rights were accorded, Cuba woul’ have 
no right to fit out armed vessels in the United States. The Cubans 

come here and buy arms and buy supplies, which are «o2- 
trabands of war, but they would run the chance of having t!vm 
taken away from them outside of the 3-mile limit on the ocean. 
run the chance of having them 


Mr. . No; of course not. I do not understand now that 


ae 
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we are going on the ocean and hunting vessels belonging to the 


Ont, FRYE. That is exactly what was done the day before yes- 
= VEST. AsI understand that case, a vessel was fitted out 
as a Cuban armed vessel, with munitions and men, and undertook 
to sail in broad daylight from the port of New York. 

Mr. GRAY. As she had a right to do. 

Mr. VEST. I do not propose to take that issue, but that is not 
the contention which is made in international law. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to 
say that we did not send ships out to hunt the seas? 

r. VEST. I do not understand that. 

Mr. LODGE. We sent out two cruisers, the Raleigh and the 
Mont , to hunt the Hawkins. Both were sent out to inter- 
cept that vessel while she was on the high seas. 

Mtr. VEST. Does the Senator think that was proper? 

Mr. LODGE. No;I do not. 

Mr. VEST. Neitherdol. My construction of that law is that 
after a vessel has passed the 3-mile limit, and if this vessel the 
other day had got outside the 3-mile limit, outside of the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States upon the high seas, it was then a question 
whetherSpain could haveapprehendedherornot. Wehadnothing 
further to do with it. That I understand to be the real doctrine 
as to belligerent rights. They can come here, as the Senator from 
California proved this afternoon, and oe, Ser oats in market 
overt munitions of war or anything contraband, but whether they 
can get them out of this ag | or not and whether the Spaniards 
would seize them upon the high seas is another question. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me interrupt the Senator right there. As I 
understand the difference that would be made bya declaration of 
belligerency on the part of the United States, it is this: Ido not 
agree with the opinion expressed by the Senator from California, 
or expressed by some authorities from which he read, that the 

ition of the patriots of Cuba, the revolutionists in Cuba, is any 
better under the present condition of things than it would be with 
thestatusofbelligerencyaccordedtothem. Ibelievethat,asthings 
now are, there is a general on resting bo the United States 
as a neutral nation toward the Kingdom of Spain, with whom she 
is at , to repress every attempt commenced upon the soil of 
the United States to interfere with the internal peace and condi- 
tion of things within the dominion of Spain, but that if belliger- 
ency is accorded and the neutrality of the United States declared, 
then we rest upon the obligation created by our municipal law, 
sometimes called the neutrality laws. 

By these laws any military expedition fitted out within the 
United States to ginko war upon the dominions of a government 
or a sovereign with whom we are at peace is denounced and made 
an offense inst .he United States; but only such an expedition, 
to wit, a of Ay coment organized as such. Those laws, I 
contend—and it nm so judicially determined—do not inter- 
fere and were not intended to interfere with the ordinary com- 
mercial transactions which the citizens of the United States may 
engage in, whether in the shipment of arms or the shipment of 
condensed milk to the Island of Cuba, and that a citizen of the 
United States has as much right in the open daylight to consign 
a cargo of arms on board of a vessel destined for Cuba as he has 
to load upon that vessel a cargo of plowshares. Of course, in all 
such cases he would take the risk of capture by Spain. 

Mr. VEST. I think so. 

Mr. GRAY. And that any number of men who undertake, or 
who wish, from any cause whatever, to go to Cuba, though they 
avow when they embark on the vessel and sail from our shores 
that they intend to take part in the revolution there existing, have 
a right, so far as our municipal or neutrality laws are concerned, 
todoso. They exercise their freedom as citizens of this country, 
and anything that they do in carrying out that intent is not ob- 
noxious to our so-called neutrality laws. It has been determined 
within the last six months by more than two courts of the United 
States that nothing but the fitting out of a military expedition in 
the United States or the sending of armed ships against the terri- 
tory or dominion of the Sovereign of Spain comes within the de- 
nunciation of those neutrality laws. 

This is right, and it would be intolerable to a free people if it 
were otherwise 


Mr. FRYE. That is as I understand it. 
eMr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Kentucky, who, I under- 
stand, has the floor, allow me a moment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 


The Senator from Kentucky . LINDSAY] is entitled to the floor. 
Does he to the Senator at California? 


Mr. Y. Ido. 

Mr. WHITE. In addition to what has been said by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray],I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Maine (Mr. FRYE] to sections 5281 to 5291, inclusive, 
if my memory is correct, of the Revised Statutes, called the neu- 
Igws, which of course apply, as every one concedes, to the 


recognition of belligerency. 
application to insurgents, but if they have not there is no law to 


It is a question whether they have any 


punish them. It was that fact to which President Harrison ad- 
verted in his message of 1891 when he suggested an amendment 
to the neutrality laws to accord with that which is called the ad- 
miralty and shipping law of Great Britain. 

I desire to make acorrection of what I suppose to be an inadvert- 
entstatement of the Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest] when he first 
took the floor; perhaps he has corrected himself. He stated that 
my position was that there should not be a single Spanish soldier 
or the least vestige of Spanish force upon the Island of Cuba be- 
fore independence is recognized. What I did say, as the Senator 
correctly stated in his last remarks, was that the cause should be 
utterly desperate. I quoted in that regard from a letter from Mr. 
Adams, the Secretary of State, to Mr. Monroe, October 24, 1816. 
I will merely read five or six lines of it. 


There is a stage in such (revolutionary) contests when the party struggling 
for independence has, as I conceive, aright to demand itsacknowledgment by 
neutral parties, and when the acknowledgment may be granted without de- 
parture from the obligations of neutrality. It is the stage when the inde- 
pendence is established as matter of fact, so as to leave the chance of the oppo- 
site party to recover their dominion utterly desperate. 


The concluding sentence is as follows: 


But the justice of a cause, however it may enlist individual feelings in its 
favor, is not sufficient to justify third partiesin siding with it. The factand 
the right combined can alone authorize a neutral to acknowledge a new and 
disputed sovereignty. 


Therefore I say that the fact and the right must be combined. 
As stated by the Senator from Missouri, that fact must be solved 
by whoever has the disposition of the matter, and he states that 
he believes that Cuba has virtually accomplished her independ- 
ence. I do not, I regret to say, and therefore do not care to be 
bound by that statement. 

I desire to say with reference to the other subject referred to by 
the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from Maine, that the 
decision of the circuit court of appeals of the ninth circuit in the 
case of The United States vs. The Steamship Itata, reported in 56 
Federal Reporter, contains a full discussion of this entire subject, 
and settles the law with reference to the right of parties, whether 
insurgents or belligerents, to come to this country, buy arms in 
open market, and take them home with them, if they can escape 
the enemy on the high seas. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 think we have spent two hours very profit- 
ably on this subject this afternoon, and as the matter is to be 
disposed of at 4 o’clock to-morrow and there will be then two 
hours for debate which will give the Senator from Kentucky and 
others an opportunity to speak, I move that the Senate adjourn, 
unless some Senator desires to speak this evening. 

Mr. LODGE. Imerely desire to have the resolutions read which 
I send to the desk, so that they may be printed in the Recorp and 
that we may have them under consideration. 

I will say that they are resolutions reported by the House Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations on this topic and I should like to have 
them in a form that all the members of the Senate can see them 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The resolutions will be read. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of Congress, a state of publi 









) { n 
Cuba, the parties to which are entitled to belligerent rights United 
States should observe a strict neutrality between the bel 
Resolved, That Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 
caused by the war now waging in that island, and believing that the only 
permanent solution of the contest equally in the interest of Spain, the peo 
ple of Cuba, and other nations would be in the establishment of a govern- 
ment by the choice of the people of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the 
Government of the United States should use its good offices and friendly 


influence to that end. 
Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any European Governments and their colonies on this continent: but from 
the very close relations between the people of the United States and those of 
Cuba in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be 
tween the two people, the present war is entailing such losses upon the peo- 
le of the United States that Congress is of opinion that the Government of 
he United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate interests of 
our people, by intervention if necessary. 
Resolved, That Congress pledges its support to the President in carrying 
out the foregoing resolutions. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask that the resolutions may be printed in the 
form cf an amendment to the pending resolution, in case anyone 
should desire to offer them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sence of objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 7 minntes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 
28, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ; 


TuurspDay, February 27, 1896. 
The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Henry M. Coupen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE-—-VAN HORN V5. TARSNEY. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] is 
recognized. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr.Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty minutes left. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the majority of the committee 
insist that owing to the fraudulent transactions proven and ad- 
mitted in the Second Ward and in the fifty-second precinct of the 
Ninth Ward the votes and returns there should be cast out 
entirely. In support of that position a section of law from Mc- 
Crary on Elections was read on yesterday. I desire to read a 
further section in support of the position of the majority. I read 
from McCrary on Elections, third edition, section 548: 

In Littlefield vs, Green, Bright's Election Cases, 493,it appeared that ina pre- 
cinct containing only about 450 voters there was estualix cast, counted, and 
returned, 2,820 ts. Italso appeared that a large number of names on the 
poll list were recorded in alphabetical order. It wasaclear case of fraud, 
and the only question considered was whether there was any proof upon 
which the poil could be purged and the legal votes se ted from the illegal. 
The court refused to allow any of the votes cast at the precinct in question 
to be counted, on the ground that there was no sufficient proof of any legal 
vote whatever. It was shown that there were over 400 persons in the pre- 
cinct who were entitled to vote, but there was no proof outside of the return 
that our of these voted, or as to how they voted. The court pi operly re- 
jected the return as utterly unreliable and unworthy of credit. The return 
was therefore not ad ble in evidence for any purpose, and it was the 
duty of respondent— 


The contestee in this case-— 


to have shown the toga vote by other evidence. There was no proof 0 
which the court could purge the return and separate the good votes from the 
bad, and therefore the whole poll was necessarily thrown out. 


This authority is in support of our contention. It holds that 
where an alphabetical list of names has been voted and that fact 
is shown by the returns and by the evidence, as in the case at bar 
here in the House, that poll and that return must be thrown out. 
In this case that evidence has been adduced in behalf of the con- 
testant; that evidence is admitted by the contestee; that evidence 
is admitted by the report of the minority. No man will stand 
upon the floor of this House and say that that is not the evidence 
in the record, and it is by the record that this case must be ad- 
judged one way or another, as it is upon the record that the re- 
= presented to this House by the committee is based. This 

ing the state of facts, the vote of that ward and of that precinct 
must be thrown out, 

But it is insisted by the gentlemen of the minority, and it is 
insisted by other gentlemen on this floor, that legal voters t 
not to be disfranchised; that it is contrary to the spiritand genius 
of ourinstitutions that legal voters should bedisfranchised. That 
is true. There is no question about it. But when the vote ata 
given a has been shown to becorrupt, when the return has 
been shown to be corrupt, only one thing can be done under the 
law, and that is to throw out the return and throw out the = 
It follows that all these votes in this precinct must go out. t 

tlemen say thatisdisfranchising somebody. But, Mr.S er, 
Others a bit of evidence within the confines of this record which 
shows that there were legal voters in that precinct? Thecontestee 
had ample opportunity to prove that fact if it exists. Did he? 
Was there a bit of evidence adduced by the contestee which showed 
that there was a legal voter in that precinct? If so, why did: not 
the contestee call that legal voter before the tribunal which took 
the testimony, ask him as to his being a legal voter, and whether 
he voted at that election and how he voted? That was the proper 
thing todo. The law is, as I have read it, that— 


The return was therefore not admissible in evidence for ong perpen, and 
it was the duty of respondent to have shown the legal vote by other evidence. 


The evidence closed on the part of the contestee on March 25, 
1895. It is all in the record. The fraud is there, and it is ad- 
mitted by contestee; he has admitted it on the floor of this House, 
But in answer to that the contestee says this: 


Idid not have an opportunity tosee ay book because it was not attached 
as an exhibit to this deposition until in May, at the time of the closing of the 
taking of my evidence. 


The contestee further asserts that by the law of Missouri ke 
could not get at the ballots, and that therefore the best evidence 
wnadanied tphien. That is his tion. Let us meet it manfully. 
If he is right, let us say so, and if he is wrong let the House know it. 
Now, the record in this case discloses the fact that immediately 
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following the election a committee of citizens was appointed by 
the people of Kansas City irrespective of , & committee con- 
sisting of two Republicans, one Democrat and one Populist; that 
that committee, appointed by a nonpartisan meeting of citizens 
and aided by a fund raised by those same citizens for the purpose 
of pursuing and investigating this illegal voting—a committee ap- 
pointed long before this contest originated and, as I have said, by 
a nonpartisan body of citizens—the record shows that that com- 
mittee at once went to the recorder of voters, got the poll books 
which the contestee says Were denied to him until May, 1895, and 
used them in that investigation. 

The record discloses the fact that within eight ae after the 
election these committeeizen got the certified poll book which the 
contestee says he could not get, went from house to house making 
a critical examination, and found over 1,102 fraudulent votes in 
the Second Ward alone. The contestee says he knew nothing of 
it. The record shows that other men knew of it within three or 
four days after the election. The record further shows that he 
knew it, because the evidence discloses the fact that there was a 
certified copy presented to the notary on March 25, and it was 
made a part of this record. So that portion of the gentleman’s 
excuse falls to the ground, because it is not based upon the evi- 
dence; and, gentlemen, you must try this case on the evidence, 
not upon anything outside. 

Now, as to the next contention he — * By the law of Missouri 
I was not permitted to see the ballots, therefore the best 
evidence was denied me.” What good are those ballots, gentle- 
men? They are fraudulent; they are corrupt. No man asa law- 
yer in this House could for a moment recognize such fraudulent 

ots and give any credence to them whatever. The evidence 
which the gentleman says is the best evidence is no evidence at 
all. It would be worthless to any committee or any member of 
this House when searched or probed to the bottom. 

Now, how do we know that that which the gentleman says is 
the best evidence was denied him? Is any evidence of it in 
this record? On March 25 the record closes so far as the contestant 
is concerned. On May 10—forty-five days after the evidence had 
closed on the part of the contestant—the contestee proceeded to 
take evidence. There is not a word in the record which shows 
that the contestee in this case ever sought to at the ballots. 
He never made application; he never went to the contestant and 
said: “Let us agree to investi these ballots.” Nowhere did 
he ever make effort to do it. t he waits forty-five days before 
he does an , and then he takes evidence upon other points 
and does not touch the very vital question in this report and this 
discussion. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Let me ask the gentleman, did it not appear 
by the statement of Mr. Small, one of Mr. Van Horn’s attorneys, 
before our committee, that when the snap tally was taken, he, as 
Mr. Van Horn’s attorney, wenttotheclerk, madeaffidavit, and gave 
warning that the parties were liable to indictment for having ex- 
amined the ballots and made known how the vote for Congress 
was cast in the fifth precinct? 

Mr. PRINCE. That — be; but it is no justification of the 
contestee’s action or of his inaction in this case. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Does the gentleman claim that in spite of that 
Mr. See should have e an effort to get at the ballots? 

Mr. PRINCE. I do say that Mr. Tarsney, the contestee in this 
case, should have made application to the proper parties through 
the proper vhannels; and if what he sought had been denied him, 
then he could stand up before this House and say: * Within the 
time prescribed by the law I tried to do what Icould. I knocked 
at the door and asked for the ballots, and I was refused; and now, 
as I tried within my time to do this thing, I ask this Congress to 
stretch out its long arm, which it has power to stretch over every 
inch of American soil, and to go into the ballot boxes, as it has 
the right to do under its broad power as judge of the elections, re- 
turns, and qualiiications of its own mem oa 
7 . Now, will the gentleman, after a full investi- 

ation of this matter, tell us what was the source to which 
. Tarsney should have applied in order to get at those ballots 
and put them in evidence? 

eae eg There were various ways that he could have 

r. MAGUIRE, Will the gentleman name them? : 

Mr. PRINCE. He could have subpeenaed before the committes 
this man Owsley, who had the vote, and asked him to recount the 
ballots so far as the ge oy question was concerned. That 
could have been done w they were taking evidence before a 

i ofticer notary 


nasa lawyer that 
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UIRE. But if Mr. Owsley could not do legally what 
ltt. ieee snguests he ight have been called on to do, will 
the gentleman insist that Mr. Tarsney should have performed an 
idle act in ing that Mr.Owsleydoit? Is itthe gentleman’s 
; inion as a lawyer that Mr. Owsley could lawfully have submitted 

ballots to any commissioner or other officer that Mr. Tarsney 

i ve selected? 
might CRINGE. I believe—it is only my opinion; it has never | 
in this case—that if Mr. Owsley had been subpcenaed | 
that if Mr. Tarsney had gone before the officer | 


— — fficer 
1G O , 
par with authority to conduct the investigation, and had sub- 
oenaed before him this officer of the election, that officer would 
Poenafisclosed the ballots so far as the result of the election was | 
concerned. | 
Mr. MAGUTRE. ) ; 
have done it under the laws of Missouri? so ’ 

Mr. PRINCE. I think he could have done it in a case of this 
kind. But admitting, if you please, for the sake of the argument, | 
that he could not have done it under the law and that he refused | 
to do it—I will go as far as the gentleman can ask—I will take 
the very position that he does—that the officer could not do it, 
that the law would not permit him to do it, if that satisfies the 

tleman. Whatfollows? Then in that event he would have 
oo all that he could have done in — of his own case. But 
he would have done more. He would have endeavored to secure 
what you claim to bethe very best evidence, but which we claim to 
be fraudulent and corrupt, and he would then be relegated, if he 
failed to secure that evidence, to the next best evidence, which is 
the voter himself. The ballots were fraudulent, and he did not 
try to get them. He did not call the voter to purge the poll, and 
did not exercise in his own behalf that diligence he should have 
exercised in the protection of what he claims to be his own rights 
in the matter. 

Gentlemen say that this Committee on Elections wanted to dis- 
franchise the voters in Missouri. Itis notso. We are following 
the law, and the law says that it is the duty of the respondent to 
show the legal vote cast for him by other testimony. Then con- 
testee in this case is the only one who is disfranchising the voters 
in the Second Ward, if anyone may be said to be engaged in that | 

ration. 
OPM. HYDE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for | 
@ question? : 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. 

Mr. HYDE. What does the record show with reference to the 
question as to whether any honest ballots were cast in this ward 
or not? 

Mr. PRINCE. It does not show that there was an honest bal- 
lot cast; there is not a bit of evidence introduced either pro or 
con that has any bearing upon that fact. 

Mr. HYDE. Does the record show whether they were or not? 

Mr. PRINCE. It simply shows this, that there were 1,624 cast 
in a ward that never before in any election, State or national, or 
even in the municipal elections, had voted over 800, and that the 
largest vote of 800 was in the city election, where you and I know 
that men go all around the streets with a fine-tooth comb and bring 
up people from all quarters for the purpose of electing the mayor. | 

hen that process is gone through with, when the fine-tooth 
comb is run through the voting precincts, only 800 have been 
found, and yet in a contest in which the voters did not, as you 
know and as I know, take so much interest as they do in local | 
matters, we have a total vote of 1,624. 


Is it your opinion as a lawyer that he could | 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. ‘ill the gentleman allow me to | 
ask him a question? 
Mr. P CE. Certainly. 


_ Mr.McCALLofTennessee. Your contention is, as I understand | 
it, that the contestee has been guilty of negligence—— 
Mr. PRINCE. I do so contend. 
on McCALL of Tennessee. And has not exhausted his rem- 
y 
Mr. PRINCE. I do so contend, and I desire to read the follow- 
ing extract from an authority on the subject which I think will 
be a sufficient answer to the inquiry. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. It is an important question. 
Mr. PRINCE. Undoubtedly, and I propose to answer it fully. 
Iread now from Paine on the Laws of Elections, section 1009: 


Under that of the Constitution which makes the House of Rep- | 
resentatives judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its mem- 
font faite mage aay adijadicate the question of t to aseat in either of the 
four following cases: > op Se exes of a contest between a contestant and a 
returned member of House, instituted in accordance with the provisions 
of Title II, of the Revised Statutes; (2) in the case of a protest by an 
elector of concerned; (3) in the case of a protest by any other per- 
etna (#) on motion of a me: of the House. The gs in the 

of these Revised made inter partes—a 
suit or action contestant is tiff the returned Representa- 
five is defendant, management of this suit or action is by law placed in 
mag bands of the ee res. but required, to frame 

Serve the which give form to the controversy. They are per- 
mitted and to serve each other notices under which the depo- 
sitions are taken. They maay stipulate to take depositions without notice. In 
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taking the depositions they may appear in person or by agent or attorney. 
In a word, notwithstanding the controversy involves interest of a public na- 
ture, its form and fate are subjected, by the law, to the control of these par- 
ties. Their acts, omissions. diligence, laches, waivers, admissions, and stipula 
tions may, under the law, always prove decisive of the contest. 
these parties, therefore, the contest provided for i 





As between 
n the Revised Statutes is 






in the strictest sense a suit. an action, a litigated case. The allegations made 
in the pleadings filed by either party are binding on such party causa they 
are his own allegations made in a suit to which he isa party. The proofs 
taken according to law in the case are legally admissible as between the cor 
testant and contestee, because taken in a suit to which they are part sab- 
jected to the right of examination and cross-examination. The stipulations 
of either porte are binding upon him because he | His laches 

| conclude him, because incurredby him. In all these pa: ilars the lations 
of the parties to the contest are analogous to those of parties to a suit at law 
or in equity. 

Does that satisfy the gentleman with reference to this p ed- 
ing? 

McCrary, section 417: 

The House of Representatives of the United States will : int to a sit- 
ting member whose seat is contested an exten 1of t h to take 
testimony unless it appear that he has not, by the use of great diligence been 
able to procure his testimony within the time allowed the law The rea 
son for this rule is thus stated in the report the ¢ 1 Electionsin 
the case of Giddings vs. Clark in the Forty-s red ¢ ! 

‘Tt must be borne in mind that the party now a : ter 8 a sit- 
ting member. He is now, and has been during a large pai “nh, @x- 
ercising the functions and receiving the emoluments of t! question, 
In a litigation of this character the thing in controversy crows daily less, and 
does not, as in most ordinary lawsuits, remain intact to be recovered by the 
successful party in the end. In this particular case the 1 asked for 
would be very nearly equivalent toa final decision of th ivor of the 

‘member upon the merits We are now near tl ’ the second 
on of the Congress. If the parties are to be sent back to Texas to take 
rther testimony, of course nofurther action can be taken until t! enin 
of the third and last session, which is of but ninety days’ dura und woul 
be necessarily far spent before a final decision could be reached. It does not 
foliow from these considerations that a sitting member 1 no case be al- 
lowed an extension after the time allowed by law for taking t mony expires; 
but your committee think it does follow that no such extension should ever 
be granted to a sitting member, unless it clearly appears that by the exercise 


of great diligence he has been unable to procure his testimony, and that he is 
able, if an extension be granted, to obtain such material evidence as will es- 
tablish his right to the seat, or that by reason of the fault or misconduct of 
the contestant he has been unable to prepare his case."’ 





I am reminded that my time is up. I ask this House to sustain 
the majority report of the committee because it is based upon the 
evidence in the case and is in accord with the law thereto. 

I ask the House to sustain the majority report of the committee 
because in so doing it will put its seal of condemnation upon the 


| alien and revolutionary methods employed at the election Novem- 


ber 6, 1894, in Kansas City, Mo. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to reach 
any agreement as to the time at which a vote shall be taken? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. No arrangement has been made, 
but I was expecting to make one at the conclusion of the gentle- 
man’s remarks. I am now concluding an arrangement which I 
hope to be able to report to the House in the course of a few mo- 
ments. I understand gentlemen on the other side are willing to 
take an hour and a half as their time. I was about concluding 
an arrangement as to the time to be used on this side when the 
hammer fell. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, it remains for two of the minority 
of the committee to address the House. but appreciating the fact 
that it is desired and that it is desirable to reach a vote on this 
question this afternoon, and recognizing the fact that neit! 


ner one 
of us could make a satisfactory argument within less than an 


| hour and a half, I have concluded to say to my colleague | Mr. 


MAGUIRE] that I prefer that he should occupy the entire time 
which may be allotted to the minority of the cominittee. I my- 
self, of course, feel an interest in the question and in the decision 
of it, but I am perfectly sure that my colleague, Judge MaGuirg, 
can better present the question by occupying all the time than 
both of us could each occupying half of the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
California—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Very well, then; with that under- 
standing the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lone] will take the 
floor for three-quarters of an hour. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Can we reach an agreement now a 
time for voting? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. With the understanding that gen- 
tlemen upon the other side will occupy an hour and a half, we can 
announce positively the time at which a vote shall be taken. 

The SPEAKER. What time does the gentleman 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think I may announce that the 
vote will be taken promptly at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. weald suggest, Mr. Speaker, that that would 
give gentlemen on the other side three hours, against only an 

our and a half for our side; and while making no point on that 
fact, yet it is a fact that gentlemen on the other side have already 
occupied more time than we have. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But the gentleman will bear me 
out that on yesterday I was insisting that gentlemen on the other 


; to the 


suggest? 
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side should go in when there was fighting all along the line, but 
they declined to do so. 

r. BAILEY. We think it was de poy ed fought all along the 
line by the gentlemen who addressed the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman ought not to com- 
plain, then. 

Mr. BAILEY. We donot complain. We are entirely willing 
that whatever may have been the inequality of the time heretofore 
occupied, that shall be passed. And as to the division to-day, I will 
suggest—— 

r. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then say half past 4, Will that 
be satisfactory? 

Mr. BAILEY. At 4 o'clock? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. At half past 4. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that 
he agree to take two hours and a half for himself and the other 

ntlemen on that side who desire to address the House, and agree 
fhat Judge MaGuIr= shall be entitled to two hours. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I will only take an hour anda half. I think 
we ought to be able to vote at half past 4. I understand that the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lona}, a member of the committee, 
and the gentleman from (ndiana [Mr. JoHnson] of the commit-, 
tee, on the other side, desire tospeak. Of course we do not desire 
to limit you as to how you shall po me your time. So we 

t an hour anda half the other side may have two hours and 

ivide the time as they please. I think that ought to be enough. 

Mr. BAILEY. I agree to that. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. e will take an hour and a half, and we 
ought to be able to take a vote in four hours. 

r. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think the gentleman ought to be 
satisfied with the hour and a half that they ask, and we are willing 
to take the vote at half past 4. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. We will be able to arrange as to 
the division of time on this side. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is a matter for yourselves. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, lam able toannounce 
that debate will close and that a vote will be taken promptly at 
half past 4 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the attention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. Under this arrangement, to whom isthe floor 
to be yielded now? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The floor will betaken by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Lona], on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I am one of the majority of the com- 
mitteethat presented thisreport. I wishtheindulgence of the House 
to explain and give the reasons why we reported as we did, wey we 
present a resolution asking for the seating of Colonel Van Horn, 
and why we oppose the resvlution of the minority to take addi- 
tional eee. With the exception of a few words from the gen- 
tleman from [llinois [Mr. Prince], who has just taken his seat, 
nothing has been said in regard to the question of the diligence of 
the contestee in thiscase. Remember that the testimony of thecon- 
testee and the contestant was closed when the record was presented 
to the committee. The contestee tried toshow that he was elected. 
He took his evidence. He admits now that it fails to prove his 
election. He took it within the time allowed by law; and the 
question is, Shall the House give him additional time? 

The committee has not followed any rule in this case different 
from the rule that has obtained in this House for years. If it is 
wrong, this House can adopt another. But we took the rule as we 
found it laid down, not by Republican Houses alone, but by Dem- 
ocratic Houses also, and the rule that has obtained in this bod 
since 1811, when the case of Taliaferro vs. Hungerford was decided. 
The House declined to open up that case, notwithstanding the 
committee had reported a resolution in favor of opening it. I 
want to call your attention to the rule as announced in the Forty- 
second Congress, in the case of Giddings vs. Clark. The report 
was made by Judge McCrary, who has written a book on elec- 
tions which is authority everywhere in the United States. 

It does not follow from these considerations that the sitting member can in 


* nocase be allowed an extension after the time allowed by law for taking testi- 
—_ expires, but your committee think it does follow that no such extension 


should ever be granted toa Cheng satenier unless it clearly a: that by 
the exercise of great diligence he been unable to procure testimony, 
and that he isa if an extension be granted, to o such material evi- 


dence as will establish his right to the seat. 

That is the rule laid down in the Forty-second Congress. Has 
it been followed since? I read from the case of Thobe vs. Carlisle, 
in the Fiftieth Con ,a case in a Democratic House. It ought 
to be good authority on the other side of. this Chamber: 


In the opinion of your committee the laches of the contestant and his 
be om l has been such as to preclude him from asking further indulgence of 
e House. 


Again— 

Tip anes ieee not be revpened, wales it appesr oo ho eae that on a 
new contestant wou bably able procure evidence 
alah saull cntithe hime te his coat. = $ 


‘edge in regard to this. 


Who ted that report? The gentleman from Georgia, ay 
ex-Speaker of this House, the present leader of the minority. [4 
age to be good authority in this House, because he follows tho 
rule that has been observed for years on the authority approyod 
by Judge McCrary in the Forty-second Congress. [Applause.) 
Before you censure your committee for refusing to open up this 
case, change the rule. Understand, however, that if you adopt 
this minority report you change the rule of this House, that }y).5 
been followed by all parties for almost a century. What is it? 
That the sitting member, the one desiring to open up the case 
must show that by great diligence he could not have obtained tha 
testimony. What was the testimony he desired? The ballots in 
these four precincts. Did he apply to the custodian of the })a\- 
lots? No. Did he take his evidence and try to secure a recount? 
No. Dic he apply to any court and ask for an order compelling 
the custodian to produce the ballots? No. Not only that, but 
there is not a syllable of evidence in tke whole record, taken by 
the contestee, as to the Second Ward; not a particle; not a line. 

He comes intothis House and says, “I did not know of this fraud.” 
Right here in this record is a list of the voters. If you will look 
at it you will see that 600 of them voted in alphabetical order, 
The record contains the names of over a thousand fictitious voters 
in this ward. That evidence was taken in January and February, 
1895, but the contestee did not take a particle of evidence to refute 
it. Gentlemen say that he could not have obtained this evidence 
if he had wanted to. I differ from them on that proposition. 
This House, under the Constitution, is the judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members. Under that con- 
stitutional authority Congress has enacted a law providing how 
contests shall be carried on and the number of days each party 
shall be allowed for taking testimony; and I want to call atten- 
tion to the provision of that law relative to the power of the 
officer taking the testimony (Revised Statutes) : 

Sxc. 123. The officer shall have power to uire the production of papers, 


and on the refusal or neglect of any person to produce and deliver up any 
—— or papers in his rtaining to the election, or to produce and 
e 


ver up certified or sworn of the same in case they pay be official 
such person shall be liable yt pF ey prescribed in section 
16. pes aes produced and all certified or sworn copies of oficial 


papers ransmitted by the officer, with the testimony of the wit- 
nesses, to the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Do you mean to tell me that under that section of the Revised 
Statutes the officer taking the testimony could not have subpu nied 
Owsley, could not have brought him before him and compelled 
the production of these ballots? If he could not have taken the 
ballots from ne of the officer having charge of them, 
he could have en copies of them. The evidence could have 
been taken and the contestee could have done all that within the 
time allowed by law. 1t is no new thingy for officers to compel the 
production of ballots in election cases under the statute | have 
justread. The dlder members here have doubtless personal know! 
So, Mr. Speaker, I say that the laches of 
the contestee utterly precludes him now from being permitted to 
reopen this case. If you adopt the rule for which he contends, 
yeu reverse the policy of the House of Representatives for years. 

ot only do you do that, but you reverse the rule that has been 
adopted not only by this election committee but by the other two 
election committees of this House, for they also have been follow- 
ing the rule laid down by the House, and if you open this case 
you must open up other cases. One of these election commit! ces, I 
am informed, declined to open up a case although the applicant 
was a member of the party that controls this House. 

Mr. McRAE. Does the gentleman think it extraordinary that 
the same rule should be applied to gentlemen who are not mem- 
bers of the controlling party that is applied to those belonging to 
the majority? : 

Mr. LONG. I think they should be treated all alike, and that 
is what we have done in this case. We have not adopted a rule 
for a man who belongs to the minority different from that which 
we apply to a member of the majority. We have proceeded ac- 
co to the law and according to the rule laid down in this 
Silom, wit diet mocemmry? Saye Mr, Canin tis rept 

ow, what else is necessary ys Mr. Crisp in this report to 
which I have referred: 


It is necessary for the person desiring to open the case to show that he 
— probably be able i proeure evidence which would entitle him to bis 
sea 


That is necessary. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tay! FR] 
says that in his opinion an investigation of this matter would show 
that Mr. Van Horn was elected. — the gentleman made that 
admission on the floor of this House he “gave away” his ©se. 
His position only amounted to this, that he believed that \ an 
Horn was elected, but he made an earnest ap to this House to 

t the man who was not elected to continue here afew months 
onger. 

But further, the evidence must be material. Recollect, gentle- 
men, that the minority do not seek to call the voters. They do 














1896. 


to behind or beyond the fraud. They want to get | 
not Te that a They want to go to these ballot boxes, but not | 
to the voters who cast the ballots. Look at their minority resolu- 
tion and you will see that it does not ask for the calling of the | 
voters. Why? On that proposition the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. TAYLER] said that we could not go so far as that; that the | 
contestee was precluded from calling the voters, because he had 
had an opportunity todo that when he took histestimony. So they | 
do not present that kind of a resolution. They are willing to go 
just as far as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayLer] is willing 
to go and no further. But, is the evidence of these ballots ma- 
terial? What is the law on that point? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. y I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? y 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I did not hear the speech of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tayler] from the beginning to the 
end. DoI understand you to say that he admitted without any 
qualification whatever that in the event of a recount of these bai- 
lots the result would not be changed so far as the election is con- 

ed? 
“a LONG. I understood that to be the gentleman’s admis- 
sion—that is, he stated that as his opinion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, I suppose the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin wants to know what we are still debating this case for? 
[Langhter.|, ; . 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, as suggested by the gentle- 
man from I[linois, I should like to know why, in view of that 
admission on the part of the minority, it is necessary to discuss 
this case further? 

Mr. LONG. Well, it is a question of law that this House isnow 
discussing, an abstract question of constitutional law. [Laugh- 
ter.] The gentleman from Ohio was not present in the Constitu- 
tional Convention to see that the Constitution did not provide for 
the House of Representatives being the judge of the election, return, 
and qualifications of its own members, and consequently it contains 
that provision, although he thinks it wrong; but he holds certain 
opinions on abstract propositions of law that he wants this House 





to indorse, Lenght.) 
Now, to return to the ballots. Under what circumstances can 
ou count the ballots? The law on that point is plain. Paine on | 
Elections lays it down. I read from section 776: 


When the return and certificate of election are invalid, and are set aside, 
the election will not be avoided, if the true result can be ascertained, independ- 
ently of the defective record and return; and, to ascertain the result, the 
ballots cast for Rogrepentative, if properly preserved, will be recounted. 

Before courts or tive bodies can give weight to the results of recounts 
of ballots there must be absolute proof that the ballot boxes containing such 
ballots have been safely kept, and that the ballots are the identical ballots 
cast at the election; and when these facts are established, beyond all reason- 
able doubt, full force and effect will be given to the developments of the re- 
count. 

Under this rule can we examine these ballots? I believe there 
are a thousand ballots conceded to be fraudulent by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER], but how many the minority con- 
cede I do not know, for their report is somewhat indefinite on 
that point, and I hope the gentleman from California who follows 
me voc MAGUIRE| will give us definite information as to the | 
—_ of ballots that they concede to be fraudulent in the Second 
Ward. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The minority admit, upon the competent 
evidence in the record, that there were 600 fraudulent ballots put 
in the boxes in the Second Ward. We do not recognize as com- 
petent evidence of fraudulent voting the testimony of canvassers 
who simply testify that they went around and asked questions of 
other people who were not sworn, and got certain answers on 
which they based their calculation that there were 400 other 
fraudulent ballots there. 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman seek to secure other evidence 
as to who are fraudulent voters, outside of the ballots? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. We propose to accept the competent proof on 
that subject that is in the record; but we do not accept the un- 





sworn evidence of people who told the canvassers throughout the 
oo the all voters did not reside at the places from which | 
were 


. LONG. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] admits | 
that there are probably a thousand in the ward. How many do 


as 

Mr. GUIRE. We have not come to that. 

Mr. LONG. It is absolutely necessary under the theory on 
which the minority want to open up this case that they decide, be- 
fore take this evidence, as to the number of illegal or fraudu- 
lent in that ward—not only as to the number but as to the 
names of the fraudulent voters—because they do not want to take 
any more evidence on that proposition. If it were conceded that 
there were exactly a thousand or just 800 illegal ballots and that 
the remainder were the ballots of legal voters, I believe the proposi- 

might receive some consideration. In other 


tion of the minori 
words, i£ 600 illegal voters came up to the polls in those three pre- 
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cincts which comprise the Second Ward and imposed on the 
judges and secured the admission of their ballots, and if the rest 
of the ballots were legal, then, if you found the names of those 
fraudulent voters, you could take their ballots from the box and 
count the remainder. The presumption would be that the officers 
of the election did their duty, that they followed the law, that they 
were honest, and that therefore the remainder of the ballots were 
legal. But when you show that fraud was committed by the elec- 
tion officers themselves, you then destroy the integrity of all their 
official acts and you can not presume that they acted honestly in 
any particular. That is the law. Itis not that the fraud only 
goes so far as you may prove it; it goes to all their acts. In sup- 
port of this position I want to call attention to the very clear and 
vertinent language used in the report in the case of Clayton vs. 

reckinridge in the Fifty-first Congress, a report made by the 
gentieman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]: 

If the returns have been falsified by the election officers, it is a well-settled 
rule of law that they cease to have any prima facie effect, and each party 
can only be credited with such votes at the box in question as he may show 
by other evidence. This rule is one of long standing, and one of which con- 
testee, as an old member of Congress, must have had notice. It works no 
hardship upon contestee which does not fall as heavily on the contestant. 
The contestant is required in the first instance to show the fraud in the re- 
turn, and then must follow that up by proving his vote; or, in some instances, 
the proof of the fraud is connected with the proof of his vote. 

Further along in the report the committee say: 


Courts can not take the fraudulent statements of the election officers and 
analyze them, and select the true from the false. The whole 
lied by the impurity, and all that can be done is to reject 
gether and seek other sources of evidence. 

That is the law; not only the law as adopted in this House for 
years and years, but the law as administered in the courts through- 
out the land. Suppose you go to those ballot boxes and take out 
a thousand of them—as the gentleman from Ohio would like to 
do—the thousand that represent nobody, that are fictitious bal- 
lots, not representing the act of any voter. Now, let us see about 
the 624 ballots that represent voters, men who voted theré. Sup- 
pose you take the ballot that was found under the sidewalk. I 
call attention to page 476 of this record, where you will find the 
evidence of Mr. Olson, chairman of the Republican committee. 
He found a ballot under the sidewalk on the Saturday night fol- 
lowing the election, in front of the polling place of the seventh 
precinct. It had the judges’ initials on the back, and the voting 
number of the ballot was 372 and the registration number 21558. 

Now, on the next page of the record you will find that Peter 
Green, a voter, a man living in the precinct and a qualified voter, 
says (che ballot being exhibited to him and he having looked at 
it), ** That is my ballot; or I voted one just like it.” When you 
turn over to the list of voters you find that Peter Green voted at 
that election and that his number was 372. Now,I ask the gen- 
tleman, what is there to be done about ballot No. 372? [Ap- 
plause.| Are you going to countit? Here is the evidence of the 
man who voted it. The ballot was found under the sidewalk— 
not in the ballot box. But there is a ballot in there that repre- 
sents it. There was a substitution. 

Now, turn to page 577 of this record and look at the evidence 
You will find that he 
is a voter; that he was registered; that he went to the polls at fifteen 
minutes past 5 o’clock in the evening; that he received a ballot; 
that they did not ask him his name; that he did not know the 
judges; that they did not ask him whether he was registered, but 
that they gave him a ballot; that he prepared it and handed it back 
to them, and that they did not ask any questions. He went away. 
They said he voted. urning to the list of voters you find that he 
is recorded as having voted, and you will find that the number of 
his vote was 348. He cast it at fifteen minutes past 5 o'clock in 
the evening. There were 621 votes returned from that precinct. 
In other words, after he cast that ballot at fifteen minutes past 5 
o’clock in the evening 273 voters must have cast their ballots. 
And the polls closed at 7 o’clock. 

Are you going to count his ballot? What action would you take 
in reference to it if you did open the box? When you come to 
ballot No. 348 what would you do with it? 

Turn to the testimony of Corum, found on page 668 of the rec- 


stream is sul- 
the returns alto- 


| ord. He testified that he went in and was given a ballot, pre- 


pared it, and went up and handed it to a man to put into the box; 
but the man did not put it into the box, but another man took a 
ticket and put it into the box in its stead. You turn to the rec- 
ord and find the number of his ballot. Are you going to count 
that ballot? I ask the gentleman from Ohio or any other gentle- 
man who seeks to open up the case in this way and wants to go 
into the ballot boxes alone, What are you going to do with such 
ballots as these? You will not find the identical ballots that were 
cast by the legal voters, because they were changed. 

There is testimony of over a dozen men who declared that 
they were legal voters, but did not go to the polls at all, and yet 
their names are here. They aoe upon the poll books as having 
voted and were duly returned by the judges. Are you going to 
count their ballots? Then my friend from Missouri {Mr. Burton} 
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showed how easy it would be to make chan, 
recorder of voters. 
lots put in for Tarsney—a straight Democratic ticket—mark off the 


in the office of the 
Take one of the fraudulent alphabetical bal- 


name of Tarsney and write in the name of Van Horn on that 
fraudulentballot. Then take astraight Republican ballot that was 
cast by some voter; scratch off the name of Van Horn and write 
in the name of Tarsney. The result would be precisely the same. 
You will have the same number of votes for each candidate in the 
total tabulation. But when you come to a recount and do not go 
further than the ballots themselves, then you throw out the fraud- 
ulent alphabetical ballot with Van Horn’s name on it and count 
the legal ballot with Tarsney’s name on it—and you could not do 
otherwiseif you simply take the evidence of the ballots themselves. 
Is there any probability that such changes were made? I wish to 
call your attention to some evidence on that point. I have not 
time to go into the matter in detail, but will refer the House simply 
to the fact that there is evidence that changes were made in the 
office of the recorder of voters as to other candidates. Sloane tes- 
tifies that changes were made. Now, take Miller’s affidavit in this 
case and see what he says. Thisison the question that the ballots 
have been safely kept and are in the same condition as when they 
were cast at the election. He says: 

About a week or ten days after the election— 

And Iask you to note the time—I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
will do so— 

About a week or ten days after the election John May asked me if there 
were any unused ballots left over in the sixth eeoees. told him then that 
I thought there was. He told me to get them if I could. I went to the poll- 
ing place and found some 200 or 300 unused ballots and took them and gave 
them to May. When I gave them to him he said he might need me in con- 
nection with these ballots; that he would let me know. In a few days I saw 

n again, and he said he did not need me, as my precinct, the sixth, was all 

ht. He did not =e he wanted me todo, but as I am oneof the judges 
who had put my ini on the ballots, | inferred he wanted me to put m 
initials on some of the ballots for the purpose of further fraud of some 
with the ballots in the recorder’s office. 

Now, my friend from Ohio, in the face of this evidence, wishes to 
—_ the boxes and take these ballots as evidence and go no fur- 


The reason why the many of the Committee on Elections de- 
clined to reopen the case and look at the ballots, as by 
the minority, is because they do not believe the evi would 
be worthy of consideration or that the ballots have been properly 

reserved. There is also evidence that about the 5th of March, 
895, when the ballot box in the fifth precinct of the Second Ward 
was opened on a recount for a county office, that the ballot box 
was open and not sealed, as required by law, and the tickets in 


it were u . Do you want us to take this kind of proof to 
establish the right of a member to a seat on this floor? y, Mr. 
Speaker, it is most preposterous proposition that was ever pre- 


sented to the House of Representatives. I am sure if the House 
wants additional testimony on this question it will never direct us 
to go into these ballot boxes and no further. 
is committee has been criticised upon this floor by a gentle- 
man of age, experience, and reputed knowledge of the law _ 
PoweErs] because they do not go farenough. He said that they 
went right up to where the evidence was and did not goa step 
further. I do not see the gentleman in his seat this morning. 
The members of the committee are not of the age that he is. They 
have not had the experience in the law. The majority of them 
come fromthe West. They have been practicing law in their own 
way, but they have been reading the books and the record of this 
case. [Applause.} Iask the members of this House, in the face 
of this showing, on the evidence as to the kind of ballots that are 
oe aaa whether you are going to censure us for not taking 
step 
This committee has been criticised on this floor because they 
have done an injustice to Col. Van Horn in the fifty-second pre- 
cinct. It is said that we have not given him votes enough. I 
want to tell you why we excluded the fifty-second precinct and did 
not subtract 170 votes from Tarsney and add 170 votes to Van 
Horn. Van Horn in his brief asked us to do that very thing. He 


asked us to make that addition and subtraction. The committee 
believed in treating both these gentlemen alike, and that the same 
rule of law should be applied to both. 
The fraudulent acts were committed by the j . If there 
wan ne nee ee ts, we might 
ve made 


the addition and subtraction, possibly, without doing 
any harm. But there was a question as to the rest of the ballots. 
I call your attention ore testimony, on page 





additional regard to Cu 
— 


ee ee and said, “The books 

were an up » The , 
stand it.” and so these 25 ballots wi must have been 25 or 80 at least 
in the last box we opened ballots 


ulin spol Moses wanted put in when we 

—these 2 bogus ballots sre ji 
the box at_the close of the poll were ail put ee aad twisted up on 
Martin took and threw them behind the last grain bin, and then Moses or 
Morrison said,‘“You * * * fool, what are you doing?” and he went back 
there and got these ballots and put them in overcoat pocket that way 
and I did not see them any moreduring the day, or what was left of the after: 
noon, rather. 

You see they did not complete the count of the ballots. Twenty- 
five or thirty ballots were rolled up and taken away by them witi:- 
out completing the count, 

Canney also says: 

All that were left from the work in the afternoon were there, and Moses 
had some little slips in his hands and Bergman would get up and leave his 
place at the receiving table, and Morrison would set down there in Bergman's 
seat and copy the registration number off the books, and then during the day 
he did that occasionally and in that way got in a good many ballots. , 

This was outside of the 170 ballots. This is the reason, gent]o- 
men, Why we did not take 170 from Tarsney and add 170 to Van 
Horn, because the evidence showed that that was not the extent 
of the fraud. So, as a member of the majority of the commitice 
that presented this report, which has been criticised by members 
on this side of the House, I say that under the evidence I belieyo 
we were justified in taking this ition. 

In the light of this evidence do you say that we should make 
this addition and subtraction? You a if you lived in the 
blue ethereal air of constitutional law in which the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. TaYLER] alone exists, but i , common, everyday 
lawyers like Prince, Strope, JouNnson, and myself, did not fe | 
like taking such a course. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAYLER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. TAYLER. Supposethere was no frand outside of the fifty- 
second precinct, and you found the condition of facts you havo 
described there existing, the contestee having a majority of 100 
— of this fifty-second precinct. What would you have 

ne 

Mr. LONG. We would have thrown it out. 

— — And elect the contestee, who was not legally 
elec 

Mr. LONG. We would have thrown it out, and if Van Horn 
wanted any votes from that precinct he would have had to prove 
his vote by other evidence, just as Mr. Tarsney will have to do it 
in the Second Ward if this House follows the law. [Applause. | 

Mr. Van Horn is not entitled to any benefit or port in this 
House because he belongs to the party that is in the majority, 
but I say to the members of the majority,.do not treat him un- 
fairly because he happens to belong to your —- We do not 
need his vote here to pass a party measure. we did, it would 


not be a reason for seating him; but because we do not need 
his-vote is not a — reason for keeping him out. [Applause. | 
The le of the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri are en- 


titled to be represented upon this floor by the gentleman who 

they elected at the and it is our duty to seat him just as 

soon as we have e ined the evidence and that he is elected, 

and let us not postpone this case for two or three months for tlie 

—— of discussing a legal proposition with the gentleman froin 
hio [Mr. TayLER]. 

One word moreandIamthrough. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JonNson]} will call your attention to the fact that if you 
admit Mr. Tarsney’s claim and give him all that he asks it stil! 
shows that heis defeated. In other words, he utterly fails to show 
that if he procures this evidence it will establish the fact that | 
is entitled to the seat, which isa Sn oy for re- 
opening the case under the rule approved by the ieth Congress 
in the report made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cris:|. 

This caseis of great interest tothe people of the Missouri Vall.) . 
It is presented to a House thatis su; to be in favor of honest 
and fair elections. It is presented to a House the majority par'y 
of which has a record in favorof fairand honest elections. They 
believe that this House will do justice. I believe it. Indorse 
your committee by adopting the resolution mted by the 
majority and declare that the le of the h Congression:l 
district of Missouri are entitled to be represented on this floor by 
their choice at the polls. [Loud applause. } 


CUBA. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will assent to my 
ae eo proceedings for = moment, nage ag = a } 
a from Committee on Foreign Affairs, ave the 
consent of the House that this with four resolutions |) 
shall be printed in the RD. 

Is there any objection to having the report 


Mr. HITT. Not at all, if the gentleman desires it. 
= Iw like to have the read. 
memeanhriytahonn gente request—that the report be read? 








Mr. HITT. That is desired by the gentleman from New York, 
and I assent to it. . ; 

EAKER tempore. Unanimous consent is asked by 
a from Il Illinois that the report shail be presented and 
read at the present time. Is there objection? 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How long will it take to read it? 
ow long is it? 
e via . One e. eee 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. We have no objection whatever. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Hirt, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the following 
repo : 


rt: ; Se 
he Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which wasreferred House resolutions 
Nee b4 & 89, and 137, having fully considered the same and the numerous 


iti the same subject, report the following concurrent resolu- 
Saoese substi ite for the rom said resolutions, and recommend their 
adopticioed by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That in 


Congress a state of public war exists in Cuba, the parties to 
won tare entitled to belligerent rights, and the United States should observe 
a strict neu between the belligerents. , : 

“Resolved, Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 
caused by war now raging in that island, and believing that the only 
rmanent solution of the contest equally in the interest of Spain, the peo- 
je of Cuba, and other nations would be in the establishment of a government 
the choice of the le of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the Gov- 
enumenh of the United States should use its good offices and friendly infiu- 
@ d. 
aan That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any European Governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the people of the United States and those of 
Cuba in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two peoples, the present war is entailing such losses upon the 
ple of ted States Congress is of the opinion that the Govern- 
ean of the United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate in- 


terests of by intervention if necessary.’ 
he reading of the report was greeted with applause. 
Mr RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois when he purposes to call up his resolution. 
Mr. HITT. is another resolution. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there is a fourth 
resolution, which I ask shall be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“Resolved, That pledges its support to the President in carrying 
out the foregoing resolutions.” 


Applause. 

{SOL Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that these 
resolutions be made the special order for next Tuesday morning im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal. It isa very important 
matter, and in my judgment the people of this country expect 
their representatives to take some action upon it as speedily as 

ible. 
Per, MEREDITH. I ask unanimous consent to pass the resolu- 
tions right now. (Applause. ] 

Mr. HITT. Mr. er-—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I do not desire to take the gentle- 
man from Illinois off the floor; but time is running. 

Mr. MEREDITH. It would not take two minutes. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I object. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. La rom I hope the gentleman will tell the House 
when he purposes to up the resolution. 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman from Indiana will permit me to 
answer the inquiry, I will state I am instructed by the committee 
to obtain the earliest possible consideration in the House that the 
business and rules of the House will permit. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—VAN HORN VS. TARSNEY. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. ker, the questions involved in this 
case, as it is now presented to the House, are few and simple, and 
they have been thoroughly discussed. I will not attempt to 
deal in > th the case, - if it had not already been thoroughly 
argued, bu ing such arguments as seem to me not yet to 
have received full con tion, will endeavor to be very brief in 
dealing with questions that have been sufficiently argued. Indeed, 
80 far as thecase of Mr. Tarsney is concerned, nothing can be added 
to the splendid argument made by the gentleman from Ohio { Mr. 
TaYLER], who, speaking as a representative of the majority 
party on the Committee on Elections, made a showing that it 


seems to me to cause that party to hesitate long before un- 
seating the con , Without at least endeavoring to get at the 
truth of the case by the means pointed out by that gentleman. 


That, however, is a matter for , and the argument of the 
: from Ohio directed to them ially must receive 
consideration for what they may think it is worth. 
lam pleased to note throughout this discussion the absence of 
Partisanship such as commonly characterizes election contests. 
A desire on the _eemecmnttiveset the majority party 
here to deal with this question has been manifested, at 
least spoken, and it is gratifying. That is the 
true rule which ought to be applied to all contesta. Election con- 





} 


| sas City. There is a showing in the record, which w 
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tests have been too often treated here, by both parties, as if a con- 
test threw the election of Representative into the House, and left 
the members of the House free to elect whichever claimant they 
might regard as the best representative of the Congressional dis- 
trict in question. I am pleased to see the disposition on the part 
of the gentlemen of the majority party to repudiate that rule and 
to treat this contest as a judicial question. We are here not to 
select the man who represents our views, or who, in our opinion, 
would best represent the district. We are here merely to decide 
who was elected to the office by the legal voters. 

Now, what are the issues in this case? They are made up by 
the several reports from the Committee on Elections. TT 
ports show that it is impossible to ascertain from the record how 
the legal vote of the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri was 
cast. The majority of the committee, in order to support their 
conclusions, find it necessary to reject entirely from consideration 
the votes of a very large number of the citizens of that district 
who voted for Representative in Congress at the election held 
in 1894. The conclusion that Mr. Van Horn was elected and that 
Mr. Tarsney was not elected is reached only by entirely rejecting 
from consideration all of the votes legally cast by qualified elect- 


ors in the fifth, sixth, seventh, and fifty-second preci 


1ese re- 


ictsof Kan- 


do not con- 
test, which we have not from the beginning contested, and which 
Mr. Tarsney himself has never contested, that in the Second Ward, 
embracing the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts, at least 600 bal 
lots were put into the ballot boxes fraudulently. They were put 
into the ballot boxes with apparent regularity and in manner con- 
forming to the laws of Missouri. Uponevery one of those fraudu- 
lent ballots the number identifying it with the voter or with the 
registered name upon which it was voted appears. 

Each of such fraudulent ballots can now be found identified and 
segregated from the legal baliots. The question before the House, 


| as it seems to me, with reference to the fifth, sixth, and seventh 


precincts are these (I will speak of the fifty-second precinct later 
because a different line and a different character of evidence ap- 
plies to that precinct): The frauds committed in the fifth, sixth, 
and seventh precincts are clearly shown to have been committed 
in pursuance of a conspiracy which embraced those three precincts 
especially, and which had no relation to other precincts. Speak- 
ing first, then, of the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts, the ques- 
tion is, can the polls be purged of the fraudulent ballots that were 
thus put into the ballot boxes, not by voters, but by election officers 
Srasatialenthy depositing them? In addition to the 600 ballots thus 
fraudulently put into the boxes, in pursuance of the conspiracy, 
it appears that in at least two of these precincts, during the day of 
election, certain additional ballots were fraudulently put into the 
boxes as the votes of absent electors. There is evidence which I 
think fairly shows that in these three precincts about 100 addi- 
tional ballots were thus put into the boxes fraudulently during 
the day. And here, perhaps, I may as well deal with the question 
as to the other 300 alleged illegal voters whose ballots appear in 
the boxes. 

It is claimed on the other side that over 1,000 fraudulent ballots 
appear from the evidence to have been deposited in those three 
boxes. I reject the evidence tending to show that 300, or about 
300, of those ballots were frandulent. It is not legal or com- 
petent evidence to establish the fact. I concede 100i) addition to 
the admitted 600. I think there were alittle lessthan i00; approxi- 
mately, however, that numberis correct. I did not attempt to go 
through the evidence in absolute detail to determine exactly by 
what evidence the testimony of the canvassers to whom reference 
has been made in this debate was corroborated. I reject the testi- 
mony of the canvassers as to all facts not within their own knowl- 
edge, except where their testimony is corroborated by witnesses 
having actual knowledge of the facts. Let me explain what [ 
conceive to be the fatal weakness in the canvassers’ testimony. 

After the election in question a committee of Republicans and 
Democrats got together to investigate the frauds alleged to have 
been perpetrated, and to take means to put a stop to such frands 
in the future. They appointed canvassers to go about the city of 
Kansas City, to ascertain as well as they could who, among the 
registered voters whose names were checked or numbered as hav- 
ing voted, were in fact legal residents of the wards and precincts 
in which they appeared to have voted. These canvassers did go 
about the city on that errand. 

So far as appears, they performed their duties faithfully enough. 
There is nothing in the record but their own testimony to show 
what they did. They testified that after making the examination 
which they were ordered to make they were unable to find upward 
of 1,000 of the registered voters upon whose names ballots were 

t into the box. They furnished lists of those who could not be 

ound. Those lists are in the record. The weakness and insuffi- 
ciency of that evidence is this—that, without impeaching the 
integrity of any of those witnesses or challenging the truth of 
any of their statements, every report that they made may have 
been inaccurate, because they relied, not upon their own knowl- 
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edge as to whether or not these people resided at the places from 
which they were sapeenne, but in testifying pe relied upon 
what they learned from others who were not called or sworn. 
The weakness of the testimony of the canvassers lies in the fact 
that it rests upon the unsworn statements of those whom the 
interrogated about the alleged voters in question and their resi- 
dence or nonresidence at the places specified. 

So that I say to the gentleman from Kansas that not exceeding 
700 votes at the outside in the Second Ward can be considered as 
being shown by the evidence here—the competent evidence—to 
have been fraudulent. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I will. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman please state how he makes 
up the 700 ballots that he says were illegal? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Six hundred of them were the ballots voted 
alphabetically; 100 were ballots deposited upon other names fraudu- 
lently, according to the testimony of the canvassers, corroborated 
by other evidence—neighborhood evidence—showing that the al- 
leged — were not residents of the places from which they were 
registered. 

r. PRINCE. That is the way you make it up? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PRINCE. Was there any evidence introduced on the part 
of the contestee to contradict the returns those officers made? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No; and I apprehend there was no need of 
the introduction of evidence on the part of the contestee to over- 
come any showing of the contestant that is not made by legal and 
competent evidence. The facts to which the canvassers testified— 
the only facts to which they could testify—were that, according 
to the information which they had received from other people, 
these alleged voters did not reside at the places from which they 
were registered. As to those conversations, their evidence was 
of their own knowledge; but they did not and could not testify of 
their own knowledge as to the fact of residence or nonresidence. 

Concede, then, that in the Second Ward 700 illegal ballots were 
put into the ballot boxes in this way. We have the names upon 
which all of these illegal ballots were deposited. It clearly appears 
from the evidence that whenever a ballot was put into a box it 
was numbered in accordance with the law of Missouri; that the 
= list was resorted to; that the corresponding number, the num- 

r of the ballot, was entered upon the poll list opposite the name 
of the voter, as was also his registration number. 

Can we then purge the polls of the Second Ward of the fraudu- 
lent ballots thus ascertained to be contained in them? I answer 
yes. Wecan do itif wecan get at the ballots as evidence, end if it 
appears that the ballots are in the same condition that they were 
in when cast on election day. Can we get at the ballots, if the 
application of Mr. sy to reopen the case for the purpose of 
taking evidence be granted, or if, as limited by our resolution, the 
case be reopened for the taking of this specific evidence? Clearly 
we can. e evidence is documentary evidence, tending to show 
who was elected to the position of Representativein Congress from 
the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri. 

The Constitution of the United States makes the House of Rep- 
resentatives the judge of the election, return, and qualification of 
its members. That constitutional provision is the supreme law of 
the land, State constitutions to the contrary notwithstanding. 
The ballots, if they have been kept in legal custody and free from 
the danger of having been tampered with after they were cast, 
are the very best evidence of the election of Representative in Con- 

88 from the district in question. They are the best evidence, 
use they contain the written expression of the will and voice 
of each of the electors who cast them. I do not conceive it i- 
ble at this time for the House of Representatives to doubt that it 
has the power under the constitutional provision making it the 
*« dge of the election, return, and qualification of its own mem- 
bers to search this country over, if necessary, and to compel the 
production of all evidence, oral and documentary, that may aid it in 
reaching a correct decision as to who was and who was not elected 
to Congress in case of a contest. 

It would be an extraordinary thing if, with the documentary 
evidence existing in the possession and custody of citizens of the 
United States, within the reach of the processes of our courts, 
within the reach of the arm of this House itself, that evidence 
should yet bedenied us in the determination of the question which 
the House is bound to determine, and to determine upon the best 
evidence obtainable. It is legally impossible that this House of 
Representatives can be unable to procure this evidence because of 
a prohibitory provision in a State constitution pues, of course, 
long after the adoption of the provision of the Federal Constitu- 
tion to which I have referred. I do not believe that any further 

ent upon that branch of the casecan benecessary. Wecan 

get at the ballots, If we can at the ballots. Se See 
ots be ted from the illegal ballots? Under the laws of 

Missouri they can, as I have yshown. Wehaveascertained 
by evidence in the record that there are a certain number of illegal 


ballots in the boxes. We have ascertained the numbers w) ich 
these ballots bear and by which they can be identified. ‘Th, 
moment you open a ballot box you can, by comparing the }))\,+. 
with the poll lists, ascertain to a certainty by whom or in \jioso 
name each ballot was cast. = 

Mr. BARHAM. If the gentleman will permit me there 

Mr. MAGUIRE. oe: 

Mr. BARHAM. If wecould agree on the number of votes ¢}gt 
are admitted to be fraudulent it would beso. But you say that 
there are 700 fraudulent votes and the committee says ‘| \)j; 
Now, how can we ascertain about the three hundred ani (jj 
votes that constitute the difference between the two esti:).; 
If we agree upon the number there would be no difficulty, | aq. 
mit, but, not being able to agree upon the number, how ¢an you 
say which number shall be regarded as fraudulent ballots ang 
which shall be regarded as legal ones? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The ballots upon which we do not agree are 
identified just as perfectly as are those upon which we do avree 
That is to say, theyclaim that the evidence of the canvassers. wy}, 
did not testify of their own knowledge, ought to be accepted as 
sufficient evidence that all these names were fraudulently revis. 
tered and fraudulently voted. Now, ifit be decided by the Horse 
that this hearsay evidence is sufficient, why then, of course. {}\-<e 
300 additional ballots can be identified and segregated just s wel] 
as those upon which we have agreed. 

Mr. BARHAM. Now, as to this secondary evidence—— 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It is not secondary evidence, but hearsay 
evidence. 

Mr. BARHAM. Well,as to this evidence, whatever it is. Do 
a not think it was enough evidence, or sufficientevidence. io nut 

r. Tarsney on the side of showing that the votes so returned 
were legal? Why could not he call the men who voted to show 
that the committee had improperly reported 300 voters who were 
not in existence? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is the theo: 
and his attorneys evidently proceed 
can not be the correct rule. 


a? 


on which Mr. Van Horn 
, but, in my judgment, it 
anifestly, the statement of a man 


that another man told him a thing is no evidence at all of the fact. 
Mr. BARHAM. But why not call the other man? 
Mr.MAGUIRE. Thesetwomenmadesweeping statements that 

numbers of persons—I do not say that that is their exact testimony, 


but with reference to their method of investigation it is sub- 
stantially their testimony—that three hundred and odd men who 
were registered and marked as ‘‘ voted” could not be found at the 
places from which they were registered. Such testimony —neces- 


| sarily hearsay and not even relating to the day of election, but to 


a later day—could not justify, much less require, contestee to sub- 
poena 300 witnesses to deny it. The testimony was abs lutcly 
worthless, and an answer to it was unnecessary. 

wei a Is it not perfectly good evidence, if it is re 
ceiv 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I think it is absolutely worthless, whether 


objected to or not. J 
r. LONG. I would like to ask the gentleman from Calif rnia 
a question. Have I permission? 
r. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LONG. I presume you indorse the proposition that itis 


necessary to show that the ballots in the boxes are the idintical 
ballots which were cast by the voters at the election in question’ 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. Lams ing now of the 624 ballots. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes; I — that it is necessary to show by 
such testimony as is ordinarily required for that purpose that 
they are the same ballots that were originally cast. The evidence 
so required is that since they have been cast they have |en in 


legal custody, and that there has been no reasonable opportunity 
for tampering with them. That evidence raises the presumption, 
of course, that they are the same ballots. 

Mr. LONG. Now, when the officers themselves are («tected 
committing a fraud, or it is admitted, as in this case, whit is the 
presumption as to the remainder of the ballots, on whic! there 1s 


"ir MAGUIRE, Th tio 
y ‘ e presumption, 
tion are detected in the commissi in of 
their acts. a 
Mr. LONG. What is the presumption as to the legality 0 the 
ballots on which there is no evidence? ee 
Mr. MAGUIRE. The presumption as to the legality of the 
other ballots, as to which om is no evidence, in my opinion, 8 
not The other ballots, cast by the legal voters, 
should be counted. They are not acts of the fraud tainted 
officers. If the proof of any act of fraud on the part of «ecto? 
officers would necessarily destroy the value of the ballots in their 
keeping as ce, then whenever election officers are sh wn 
have made false returns, not only the returns but the ballot- would 
be as evidence. Thas can not be the law. of 
Mr. LONG. What would the gentleman do with the allot 


where the officers of elec- 
a fraud, is against all of 











Peter Green—I do not mean the ballot found under the sidewalk, 


e in the box? 
= MAGUIRE. I would refuse to count it upon the evidence 
before 


Mr. LONG. What would you do with the ballot of Clevenger? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I would also refuse to count it. 
Mr. LONG. What would the gentleman do with the ballot of 


Corum? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not remember the testimony concerning 
t. 
that DSIONG. Why, the judge kept his ballot and another judge 
put another ballot in the box. _ - 
Mr. MAGUIRE. That occupies the same position, and I would 
refuse to count it. a. 
Mr. LONG. Then your proposition is, so far as the fraud is 
proven, you would exclude such ballots, and presume that the 
other ballots, which had been in the custody of the judges of the 
election that committed the fraud, are legal? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir. 
and count those legally cast. 
Mr. LONG. Very well; I only wanted to understand the gen- 


eman’s position. 

: Mr. MAGUIRE. Fraud is never presumed; except that where 
fraud is shown in a part of any = act it is presumed to 
taint the whole act, and where officers are shown to have acted 
fraudulently in any particular transaction all of their official acts 
with respect to that transaction are presumed to be tainted with 
the same fraud. In such case all of their official certificates and 
returns are discredited and must be disregarded; but it does not 
follow that the ballots legally cast by legally qualified voters must 
on that account be disregarded. The ballots are the acts of the 
voters, not the acts of the officers, and those voters are not to be 
disfranchised because of the frauds of the officers unless there is 
sufficient reason to believe that the ballots were tampered with 
after they were cast. In the fifty-second precinct, for example, 
there is evidence tending to show that the election officers tam- 

with the ballots after they were put into the box. In such 
case all the ballots are tainted. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Will the gentleman from California 
permit me one question? 

Mr. MAG E. Yes; my only objection to interruption is that 
my time will be taken up with questions and answers instead of 
being devoted to the argument that I desired to make. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The law provides that at the end 
of one year these ballots shall be burned? 

Mr. GUIRE. Yes. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Is there anything in the record to 
show that that law has not been complied with? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I think there is. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Will you please tell me the page of 
the record which shows that? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That evidence is not in the record, because 
the testimony in the record was taken long before the expiration 
of the year; but there is evidence in the affidavits filed on Mr. 
Tarsney’s application to reopen the case, that the ballots are still 
being preserved for State contests, some of which, I believe, are 
yet to come off. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Is it not true that all of the State 
contests have been determined? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is not my understanding. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I think the gentleman has been 
misinformed. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Besides, it appears that the ballots are being 


fig in the for the purposes of criminal prosecutions that are pend- 
in 
ow, 


{Laughter. } 
I would exclude the illegal ballots 


the State courts of Missouri. 
as to the ballots mentioned by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. LonG], exactly the same rule prevails as to the other bal- 
lots. They can be identified, and they can be segregated and 
rejected from consideration. The evidence in this case shows a 
certain number of c ballots that are fraudulent and ought 
not to be counted. so far as there is no contradictory evidence, 
the legal evidence in support of that position should be accepted, 
but the hearsay evidence, as I have said, should be disregarded. 
The ballots in the boxes purporting to have been cast by registered 
voters should not be rejected upcn mere hearsay to the effect that 
they did not live at the places from which they were registered. 
The case of contestant was susceptible in this respect of better 
evidence, and it should have been produced. The contestant was 
to present at least some legal evidence in support of his 
contention before the contestee was called upon to make = 
answer to it at all. The burden of proving that fraudulent bal- 
upon the contestant; the burden of purging 
the  polle of such fraudulent ballots upon the contestee. 4 
ow, upon either theory as to what evidence is legally sufficient 
we can readily ascertain the number of fraudulent ballots cast, 
and, as I have shown, it is easy under the laws of Missouri to 
from the legal ballots. 
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Assuming, then, that the polls can be purged, should Mr. Tarsney 
be permitted to produce evidence for that purpose at this time? 
That depends upon two other questions. First, has he unreason- 
ably neglected to obtain the evidence which he now seeks to have 
this House either secure for him or give him an opportunity to 
secure? If he has been unreasonably negligent in that matter, 
then this House has an undoubted discretion to refuse his appli- 
cation. Indeed, he should not be allowed to go back now and 
take testimony or evidence of any kind which he might have 
taken within the time allowed by law, but which he failed to take 
because of his negligence. Again, if it should appear to the satis- 
faction of the House that the evidence which Mr. Tarsney now 
seeks to take could not possibly change the result, I apprehend 
that the House might properly refuse to allow him to take it. 

I will briefly address myself to these questions. 

Could Mr. Tarsney have procured the evidence which he now 
seeks to produce within the time fixed by law for the taking of 
testimony in this contest on his part? 

After an examination of the whole matter the gentlemen of the 
minority have concluded he could not do it. I think it has suffi- 
ciently appeared in the course of the argument here that no 
member of the majority of the committee can say, as a matter of 
law, that he could have obtained that evidence by any effort pos 
sible on his part without appealing directly to this House to aid 
him by the exercise of its constitutional power—not by delegat 
ing such power generally to any officer authorized to administer 
oaths whom he might select to take depositions, but by directly 
exercising its power through a duly constituted and appointed 
commissioner or as of the House itself. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. What has the gentleman to say of the doctrine laid 
down in the case of Greevy vs. Scull, in the Fifty-second Congress, 
as to the power of an officer under the statute taking the evi- 
dence to compel the production of the ballots, the report having 
been made by Mr. O’Ferrall? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. If the gentleman will read the doctrine as 
laid down in that case I shall be pleased to state to him what is 
my offhand opinion about it. I have not examined that case. At 
any rate, I do not now remember it. 

Mr. LONG (reading): 


In the opinion of the committee the contestant would have found ample 
authority for the production of the Lallots in sections 122 and 123 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. In section 123 full power is given the 
officer engaged in taking depositions in a contested election case in the House 
of Representatives “‘to require the production of papers,” and if “any per 
son refuse or neglect to produce and deliver up any paper or papers in his 
possession pertaining to the election,” he is made liable to heavy penalties. 

The ballots were papers pertaining to the election; they were numbered so 
that each one of them could be identified as the ballot cast by the particular 
voter whose vote wasin controversy; they were the best evidence: they were 
mute witnesses, yet told their own story, and were unimpeachable; they 
could not be bribed nor corrupted. In most instances, according to the tes- 


Beene they had been safely preserved and no corrupt fingers had handled 
them. 


I call the attention of the gentleman to that case. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. From what State did that contest come? 

Mr. LONG. From the State of Pennsylvania, and the House 
was a Democratic House. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MAGUIRE. If this contest came from the State of Penn- 
sylvania, with the laws of which he dealt, I might be inclined to 
agree with Governor O’Ferrall. If his report were upon an elec- 
tion contest arising in the State of Missouri, under the laws of 
that State, which we are considering, I would give a great deal of 
weight to his decision because of my respect for his opinion as a 
lawyer. ButI do not regard this as a question of Federal law 
exclusively. The statutes of the States can not be ignored, and 
the statutes of Missouri are peculiar in that respect. 1 think 
there is no other State in the Union in which it would be impos- 
sible for even the highest trial courts in the State to procure the 
ballots as evidence upon the indictment of an election officer for 
fraud in conducting the election in which those ballots were cast. 
State laws can not override the Federal Constitution nor laws 
passed a to its grants of power, but varying State laws 
may make different procedure necessary in different States 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Do not the Constitution and laws 
of the United States extend to Missouri? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ithoughtso. Do the Constitution 
and laws of the State of Missouri contain anything which would 
preclude an officer performing a duty under a law enacted pur- 
suant to the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I think not, if the officer be directly clothed 
with Federal authority. I said that yesterday, and I have not 
changed my mind about it. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
Burton] seemed at first to have taken a different position, but I 


Will the gentleman permit me to 
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must have misunderstood him. Of course this House must have 
the power, régardless of any State law to the contrary, to examine 
‘ballots cast at a Congressional election so long as they remain in 
existence. Upon that question I think we are all The 
question is not as to the constitutional right and power of Con- 
gress in the matter. We admitit. We invoke it. 

The question is: Did Mr. Tarsney have a right, in spite of the 
constitution of Missouri, to appoint a commissioner of his own 
choosing to open the ballot boxes and recount the ballots, without 
invoking the direct action of Congress? We say he could not, and 
that any effort on his part to that end must have been futile. 
That power over State elections is vested in Congress and can not 
be delegated to candidates for Congress. 

We hold that Congress must exercise that power directly and 
must designate an agent of the House itself for that purpose, in 
order to get at the ballots contrary to a State law. i Governor 
O’Ferrall’s decision is contrary to that view, then I disagree with 
Governor O’Ferrall. 

Mr. LONG. Then the gentleman disagrees with the report of 
the committee in the Fifty-second Congress? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. As applied to a case arising under the laws 
of the State of Missouri, I do. 

Mr. LONG. This statute, the gentleman must understand, 
that Mr. O’Ferrall was speaking of in this report is a United 
States statute. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I understand that perfectly, and if there were 
no law in Missouri—— 

Mr. LONG. I will ask the gentleman whether, when an offi- 
cer is designated to take testimony under a statute of the United 
States, he is not an officer of the United States for that purpose? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. He is an officer, of course, but not necessarily 
a representative of this House for the purpose of going into the 
ballot boxes of a State in any way contrary to the constitution and 
laws of such State. Why,it would be thoroughly and utterly ab- 
surd. If the position for which you contend be maintained, then 
no State in this Union could make an effective law to guard the 
secrecy or the purity of its ballots, because any man receiving 5 
votes in an election for Representative in pe es becoming a 
candidate perhaps for the sole poe of qualifying himself to 
open and examine under color of Federal law the ots cast at 
aState election, may give notice of a contest, and then have the 
ballot boxes opened and the ballots examined by any commissioner 
whom he may select for that purpose. That isa gerous and, 
it seems to me, an untenable doctrine. 

Mr. LONG. The position of the majority of the committee is 
simply this, that no State in its constitution or by a statute can 
make a law that will prohibit the Congress of the United States 
under the power given it by the Constitution and laws enacted 
to carry it into effect, from obtaining testimony in a given case. 
“— MAG TRE cl to that, and it i that theory 

. . I agree , and it is upon 

that we are asking that these ballots beexamined. Your conten- 
tion, if put into practical operation, would be destructive of the 
laws and constitution of a Stateintended to guard thesecrecy and 
purity of its ballots. Conceding the power of Congress in the 
matter, we say that it must be exercised with the greatest possi- 
ble regard for the otherwise absolute power and right of the State 
to guard the secrecy and purity of its elections and the integrity 
of the ballots after election. 

By the method which we pro to adopt in this case all the 
secrecy, all the sacredness, a e purity which the laws of Mis- 
souri cast about the ballot boxes of that State are preserved in- 
violate, and yet the superior authority, the su e law of the 
United States, is maintained as paramount. 1 the power that 
Congress needs in the matter of procuring evidence of all kinds 
to — it in executing its constitutional functions is likewise pre- 
serv 


If this House shall adopt the theory advocated by the majority 
of the committee—and we have that theory now plainly pre- 
sented—it means this: That, notwithstanding the State may fully 
recognize the principle which we lay down as con ing in the 
matter of taking this additional evidence which Mr. Tarsney now 
seeks, notwithstanding the State may fully recognize the right of 
this House to send its authorized agent or commissioner at any 
time into its territory to examine the ballots, nevertheless the 
State constitution and laws prohibiting the indiscriminate exami- 
nation of ballots and the indiscriminate opening of ballot boxes 
shall be of no avail; because if the theory of the majority of this 
committee be sustained that Mr. Tarsney could have secured the 
evidence that he now seeks to obtain by merely having a commis- 
sioner or any person authorized to take depositions in a contested 
election case, selected by him alone, to into the State ballot 
boxes in spite of the laws and the constitution of the State, and 
in spite of any law or constitutional provision which the State 
might make, then the sacredness of the ballots cast in State elec- 
tions is destroyed. We say that that is a wholly untenable doc- 
trine, and that the rejection of it, as the minority of the committee 
does reject it, is not at all inconsistent with the paramount au- 


thority of the su e law of the land, which Mr. Tarsney now 
invokes, and of which we contend heshould have the benefit. Tio 
ballots, so far as the evidence shows and so far as the ex part. 
showing goes on this application for leave to reopen the case ay.| 
take further evidence, are still in the hands of their legal custodix, 

in the State of Missouri, and are, if our theory of the power of t}), 
House in this matter is correct, now accessible to the House ay | 
can be counted. 

Are those ballots in the same condition in which they wer 
when cast on election day? There is nothing in the record to 
show that they are not. ere is evidence before this House now, 
on this application, showing that several contests for other offi, 
involving the recounting of these very ballots in the State cour 
of Missouri have been instituted, and some of them at least carri,.; 
to completion. There is evidence that these very ballots w. 
counted by order of the State courts, upon a judicial decision |\y 
courts of competent jurisdiction as to legal custody and sa‘<- 
keeping of the ballots. 

This , I think, is sufficient prima facie evidence that the ballots 
are now in the same condition as when cast. 

Mr. LONG. What does the gentleman mean by the ballojs 
being in the same condition as when cast? 

= MAGUIRE. The same ballots unchanged, not tampered 
with. 

Mr. LONG. Do one mean the condition in which they were 
when prepared by the voter, or the condition they were in when 
they were put into the box on that day by this corrupt board? 

r. MAGUIRE. The condition they were in when they were 
putintothe box. You haveshown what ballots were fraudule1i|y 
put into the box, and I say they should be thrown out and iho 
others should be counted. 

Mr. LONG. One other question. I will ask the gentleman 
whether there is not evidence showing that on the vote for other 
officers there were made on these identical ballots in tie 
office of the recorder of voters? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. There is an ex parte affidavit of Mr. Van 
Horn to the effect that such a change did appear, but the answer 
to that is that the ballots were recounted by the State court {tor 
hearing the showing as to the al changing of those ballots, 
and that recount involved an adjudication by the State court that 
the ballots were in a condition to be recounted when the court 
ordered the recount to proceed. 

Mr. LONG. I know the gentleman does not wish to misrepre- 
sent the evidence, so I will ask him whether there is not an aili- 
davit of Mr. Sloan, in addition to the statement of Mr. Van Horn, 
showing that tk 2re were changes made upon those ballots in tho 
office of the resorder of voters? 

Mr. MACUIRE. I think not. There is no evidence that th re 
acturliy weve changes made. There is an affidavit such as you 
meniics:, t¢ the effect that there was a difference of 7 votes )- 
tyeer {i+ returns and the ballots, as appeared by the ballots when 
opened. Probably a showing was to the court to that efict 
for the — of impeaching the ballot box, but the evidence is 
that the ballots were recounted under the order of the court, aiter 
it had heard all of the evidence concerning their having |x «n 
er The probability is that the returns were changed, and 
not the ballots. 

Mr. LONG. ‘Now, will the gentleman refer the House to the 
evidence in the record or in the affidavits showing that the court 
counted those ballots that had been changed? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir; the affidavits of the eight clerks of 
the election commissioners. They testify that in the progress of 
the recount of the ballots in the precinct of the Second Ward 
they counted the Van Horn and Tarsney votes as the recount })10- 
ceeded in that precinct. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman does not understand me. Is there 
any evidence in this record or in the affidavits showing that ‘lc 
Missouri court counted these changed ballots in that contes'’ 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not know, and I do not care about tliat. 

Mr. LONG. But that is the tion. 

the court found the ballots 


Mr. MAGUIRE. It is enoug 
fifth precinct in a condition to be counted 111 






in the boxes of the 
did count them, and that these eight men swear to the recount «1d 
swear that, in the progress of the recount made under the or ler 
of the court, they ins each of the ballots and ascertained 
how they were for Representative in Congress. 
Mr. LONG. One other ion, if the gentleman will per:'t. 
Ido not want to consume time unnecessarily. Is there °v)- 
dence in the record or in the affidavits that the recount as 1! vde 


by these officials was confirmed by the court? 
Mr. MAG . Theevidence isthat therecount was madc—— 
Mr. LONG. 4 those officials? 
Mr. MAG By the o authorized under the law: of 


Missouri to conduct recounts when ordered by the courts of \! 

souri in Eg ens 
Mr. there any evidence showing what the court «~ 

cided on that recount? L 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not know that there is. My experience 















in the matter of 
an ¢ 
the ballots whether 


haps the gentleman 
whether Missouri is 
mye —— to 
ae showing now before this House that the ballots, in 
of the impeaching evidence to which 


they are in a condition to be recounted. Per- 
from Missouri 


mtlemen refer, were, after 


recount, recounted and were so recounted as legal ballots. 

Is it material for us to have the evidence which Mr. Tarsney 
now seeks to have the House procure in this matter? I think it 
clearly is. Gentlemen of the majority of the committee, when 
closely pressed in this debate, have told the House that, even if it 
Should not appear upon the showing made in their report that Mr. 
Tarsney ought to be unseated, and even if the additional evidence 
should turn out to be as favorable to him as he claims it to be, 
still gentlemen of the majority of the committee claim that, out- 
side of the evidence discussed in their report, there is other evi- 
dence as to votes cast elsewhere in the district which would jus- 
tify the adoption of their resolutions. The claim is that if all the 
votes to which Mr. Tarsney seeks to establish his right by this 
additional were credited to him he would still be de- 


feated. Iam , a8 was the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tay- 
Ler |—and I think his position perfectly legitimate—not to discuss 
at random evidence relating to other precincts and other places con- 


cerning which the committee did not deem it necessary or proper to 
advise the House in the majority rt. The issuesare made up on 


such sho as the majority of the committee has chosen to 
make to the in its report and upon the counter showing 


e b tiemen of the minority, who in submitting their 
a have diseussed the case as made by the majority. 
Gentlemen on the other side were inclined to criticise the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers] yesterday for discussing this 
case without a sufficient knowledge of it. It was suggested that 
he did not understand the case because he had not read the evi- 
dence. Upon what theory is that criticism made? Should nota 
member of fi this House get a sufficient knowledge of a case of this 
kind by carefully ing the re coming from the committee, 
as Judge Powers had done? @ very purpose of referring the 
case to the committee was to get a a statement of it in 
condensed form, so that all members could get a thorough under- 
standing of the case, for all a, without reading the volu- 
minous record. Yet we are told that members who have simply 
relied upon the reports do not understand the case. If that be so, 
the committee itself should ask to have the case recommitted. 

The case which this House will act is the case presented in 

the report of the committee, as the result of its investigation of the 
record. Of what avail is it to appoint a committee to examine 
the record and digest it and give result of its investigation to 
the House if, after it has re rted, and after the report has been 
carefully read and examined, the right of a gentleman of unques- 
tionable legal ee great experience to discuss the case upon 

report before House must be challenged on the ground 
that he is not familiar with the facts of the case? If he is not fa- 
miliar with the facts of the case, then the case has not been fully 

properly wees to the House by the committee, and the 
House is not in a position to act intelligently on the case. Indeed, 
the gentlemen of the majority go outside of their report for the 
facts, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Burton], who sup- 
ports their conclusion, repudiates their law. 

The case must be treated as contained in the pages of their 
or the case is not in a condition to be presented and con- 
here. How absurd the whole proceeding would be if we 

should discard the reports and go into the case at large upon this 
voluminous record, referring members of the House to the record 
and asking them to unseat a member upon propositions that are 
not contained in the —— 

I therefore prefer to the case as it has finally been made 

by the digested statement of facts and law in the report. By that 

method of procedure every gentleman on the floor who has read 

the will be fully qualified to discuss the case and to vote 

Fe Otherwise he must be in no better position to vote upon 
case than he is to discuss it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. I find that the minority of the committee have 

ee ey a resolution to send this case back for the taking of 
er evidence. The resolution which they propose seems to 
contemplate that there shall be an examination of the ballots 


4 


only, and Kat boy ouch examination the illegal ballots shall be 
separated from the legal ones. Now, what I want to know is this: 


Pr, st epon an examination of the ballots there is not such 
as enable (he committee to segregate the illegal votes 


from the legal, will this resolution empower Mr. Tarsney to go 
further and examine the voters for th purpose of tting at the 
true state of the vote? re r 


recounts generally—and I think Missouri is not 
that the court determines before the recount of 


Mr. BuRTON] can answer 
an exception to that rule. It is enough for 

that the ballots have been judicially held to 
be recounted. I take it, then, that there is a 
ite 


a judicial inv tion of their condition for the purpose of a 
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Mr. MAGUIRE. No. The gentleman from IIlinois and possi- 
bly the gentleman from Kansas stated correctly the reason for that 
limitation. It was that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TaYyLer], 
who agreed with us as to the principles upon which this case should 
be decided and the method to be pursued, was yet unwilling to 
open the case generally for the taking of testimony of voters in 
those precincts. For that reason, while we were very willing to 
take the testimony suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Brum], we have in our resolution restricted the taking 
of testimony within the limits fixed. 

Mr. PRINCE. That is, restricted the investigation to an ex- 
amination of the ballots themselves. 

Mr. BRUMM. 


Now, let me ask this further question: Suppose 
there should prove to be a great many illegal ballots: suppose it 
should appear that names have been changed, so that votes which 


should have been counted for Mr. Van Horn have been counted 
for Mr. Tarsney, or vice versa; suppose it should turn out that the 
recount should reverse the count as returned, does the gentleman 
mean to say that the committee would be so limited that they 
could not inquire further, although they might discover this state 
of facts? 

Mr.MAGUIRE. The gentleman statesit correctly. Mr. Tars- 
ney's effort to secure additional evidence would then fail at that 
point. Themoment it appeared that the ballots could not for any 
reason be counted the leave granted him to take addition 
dence under our resolution would be of no avail. He woul 
be permitted to go to the voters and ascertain how they voted. 
As the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayLer] said, if it should ap- 
pear upon an examination of the ballots, or upon an examination 
concerning their custody since the election, that they are not ina 
condition to be recounted, then the House, being unable to parge 
the polls, would merely have purged its own conscience. That, at 
least, we think it should do. It should make an effort to get at 
the best evidence in the case and, failing that, act upon the in- 
complete record before it. We would be glad to go a step further, 
and take the testimony of the voters themselves, but, for the 
reasons that I have given, we abandoned the idea of asking the 
House for that privilege. 

Mr. BRUMM. Undoubtedly that ought to be done; and if so, 
why not do it? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Because it was urged that Mr. Tarsney ought 
not to be permitted to take such testimony now, on the ground 
that he could have taken it at the beginning, within his time as 
allowed by law. 

Mr. BRUMM. But why not now provide, to the extent to 
which it may be necessary to establish how the legal voters did 
vote, that this door should be opened to the contestee? Of course 
I refer only to those precincts in which this alleged fraud was 
comuitted. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. As I have said, we have no objection to the 
addition of such an amendment as that, if the gentleman thinks 
proper to present it. But we have endeavored to get all who are 
in favor of opening up the case on any ground or in any way to 
agree upon some proposition, and act in harmony in supporting it. 
To carry out that purpose we compromised upon the resolutions 
presented by me. 

Mr. BRUMM. [hopeit will be presentedin bothshapes and that 
the House will have an opportunity of determining between them. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I could not present it in both shapes myself, 
but for my part I would be glad to have such a proposition pre- 
sented ond etek upon and adopted, if it will not endanger our 
proposition to reopen the case at all. 

Mr. TAYLER. If the gentleman from California will yield to 
me for a moment, I think I may be able to satisfy the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The contestee desired to take such testimony as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania indicates ought to be taken. But I took the 
view as to that character of testimony that the contestee had a 
sufficient opportunity to answer the charge that certain persons, 
whose names were presented as having no right to vote, had ille- 
gally voted. He was advised of that when he had an opportunity 
to take the testimony of the individual voters. That, however, I 
contended, under the peculiar ballot law in the State sf Missouri, 
was not the best testimony attainable, but that the ballots them- 
selves were. Therefore the minority of the committee, while desir- 
ing to spread the inquiry over a larger area than I was willing to 
admit, necessarily went with me as far asI would go. and the result 
was that the resolution was limited to an examination of the bal- 
lots themselves, so as to obtain the proof of the ballots themselves 
for whom the alleged illegal voters cast their votes. 

Now, then, if the examination of the ballots should disclose any 
a or depravity arising out of actions subsequent to the 
count, then their validity as a basis of a recount would be de- 
stroyed, but the House would have done all it could do; we could 
not go any further, but must pursue and adopt the doctrine with 
regard to the returns that they are so fatally tainted with fraud 
that the efforts to purge them can not be successful and that they 
must be entirely disregarded. 
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Mr. BRUMM. Now, that is the very turning point of the whole 
controversy. On that point I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Let us suppose, on an examination of the ballot boxes and 
the poll lists, it should turn out—for the purpose of illustration, 
we will say—that there was a unanimous vote for Mr. Tarsney? 

In that case would you contend that Mr. Tarsney should have 
the benefit of that vote? 

Mr. TAYLER. In that case the entire precinct would be shown 
to be so fatally tainted with fraud that it would have to be totally 
disregarded and entirely thrown out. Then comes the moment 
when the principle of law I have just recited is justly invoked 
and given expression to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If the gentleman from California 
will permit me a moment, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio a question to see if I understand the point that he is now 
making? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. JOHNSON of indiana. The gentleman from Ohio says 
that in the examination of the ballots if it should disclose the 
fact that they were all cast for Mr. Tarsney, the condition of 
affairs would then have arisen to justify the throwing out of the 
entire precinct. 

Mr, TAYLER. I understood the question of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to be substantially this: That iz found the 
ballots in the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts had Mr. Tarsney’s 
name on them exclusively; then their apparent condition being 
different from that indicated by the pee returns on the 
night of the election, and afterwards by the officers of the election, 
and that being the case, it would follow of necessity that the bal- 
lots had been tampered with after they were cast, and they would 
necessarily be totally disregarded in making up the count. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman does not apprehend 
the question I asked him. DoI understand him to say that if it 
appears on an inspection of these ballots that they. were cast for 

r. Tarsney, then the condition of affairs would arise that would 
justify throwing them out? 

Mr. TAYLER. An examination of all the ballots, yes, if they 
were all cast for Mr. Tarsney. Of course there then would be a 


difference between the condition of those ballots as evidenced by |; 
the returns, by the official count,and by the report made by the | 


canvassing officers, and the condition in which we now find them, 
which would of necessity invalidate them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman does not apprehend 
my aren but never mind, 

ir. MAGUIRE. I may say this, that to reach the p 
suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrumM], by 
adopting the resolution presented here about two months ago by 
Mr. Tarsney, all of the testimony suggested by the gentleman 
could and should be taken under that resolution. Mr. Tarsney’s 
original application was for leave to take testimony which would 
include all that the gentleman from Pennsylvania suggests. If 
the House desires to go further than the minority of the commit- 
tee have expressed the purpose of going, why, then, adopt Mr. 
Fes te original resolution and let the evidence be taken. Let 
the ballots be examined first, and, if not satisfactory, take the 
testimony of the voters. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what pu does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. desire to ask the gentleman 
from California a question. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. In just a moment I will yield. 

The SPEAKER. The peteem declines to yield. 

Mr.MAGUIRE. Iwill yieldinamoment. If it should appear, 
either upon an examination of the ballots or upon testimony 
taken to ascertain whether or not the ballots have always been in 
legal custody and whether or not there has been any reasonable 
oeceeney to tamper with them, that there is a reasonable prob- 
ability that they were tampered with, they would be rej and 
the contestee would be driven to the other form of evidence, 
namely, the testimony of the votersthemselves. Under Mr. Tars- 
ve resolution as originally offered by him to this House and 
referred to the committee, that testimony could, and doubtless 
would, be taken. 

Mr. BRUMM. That would throw the burden of proof on Mr. 
Tarsney, of course. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The burden of proof is on Mr. Tarsney now. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, I say even under that arrangement it 
would be. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It would not change the burden of proof. 

Mr. BRUMM. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire toask the gentleman from 
California a question. In the Recorp, page , appears this 
colloquy: 

Mr. JoHnson of Indiana. It is, then, your belief that the examination of 
those ballots will reveal the very thing that the committee has reported—the 
election of Mr. Van Horn? 

Mr. TAYLER. That is my hope and expectation. 


Mr, MAGUIRE. Yes. 


' is on trial now. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, let me ask the gentleman 
from California this: If a man e ts a thing to be proved to be 
true he believes it will be proved to be true? 

Mr.MAGUIRE. Yes; practically. But belief is the expression 
of a settled conviction, while expectation is not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In other words, on his statement 
if the ballots be counted, the result will be that Mr. Van Horn 
will be seated? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It may be. That is, at most, a mere expres. 
sion of belief—of Mr. TayLEr’s hope as a Republican and his bo- 
lief as a man that his fellow-partisan will ultimately triumph. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, let me state an analogous 
case, and see if I state it correctly. Suppose that the counsel for 
a client in court should £° in with an affidavit and ask for a 
new trial upon the ground of newly discovered evidence, and the 
court should read the affidavit and he should look at the counse] 
and say, ‘‘ But this will not change the result?” and the counse] 
should say, ‘No; I do not think it will change the result.” « But 
do you ask me to grant a new trial for the purpose of the admis. 
sion of evidence that = yourself say will not affect the result at 
all?” The court would say, ‘‘ Your motion is denied.” 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The case is not analogous. This is not an 
application for a new trial. This isan application for an oppor- 
tunity to take evidence in support of Mr. Tarsney’s position on an 
original trial. The trial is now in progress before the House on 
the depositions taken, and he asks leave to take other evidence 
which he could not get within the time allowed him for presenting 
the evidence on his own behalf, and which he can not get now 
without invoking the power of this House. 

Now, let me suggest an analogous case. A man has recently 
been arrested in California, char with the crime of murder, 
I believe him to be guilty. I believe upon a fair trial he will be 
convicted. Now, would you suggest, because I entertain that be- 
lief, or because ~ other man does, that he ought not to have a 
trial, but that he should be He os on our belief, and the expense 
and delay of a trial avoided? rtainly not. Mr. Tarsney’s case 

c There is a showing of probability that the result 
would or might be changed by the additional evidence that Mr. 
Tarsney desires to present. © probability that the evidence 
might change the result is sufficient to justify his application and 
the recommendation of the a 

Now, what does it matter that Mr. TAYLER, as a Republican, 
hopes it will turn out finally that the evidence will be favorable to 
his fellow-partisan? Mr. TaYLer’s “expectation” is no more 
potent, from a judicial standpoint, than his expressed hope. It 
would be impossible, even for him, to determine how far his ex- 
pectation is based Hee his hope. 

“ Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLer] in his 
report says there are probably a thousand fraudulent votes in the 
Second Ward? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes. 

a LONG. Mr. Van Horn had 342 votes returned in that 
war 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. You state in your report that there is a reasonable 
probability that you will be able to show that less than 550 fraud- 
ulent votes were cast for Mr. Tarsney. Will you explain how 
that probability will arise? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I will. The statement, so far as 550 votes is 
concerned, is hypothetical. It is assumed in our report that Mr. 
Tarsney will lose 180 votes by the throwing out of the fifty-second 
precinct. That would reduce his plurality from 745, as returned, 
to 565; then if he should lose less 550 votes in the fifth, sixth, 
and seventh precincts, he would still be elected by 15 or more 
plurality, and he would be entitled to his seat. 

The suggestion of 550 votes was arbitrary, and the statement in 
which the suggestion occurs is hypothetical. If Mr. Tarsneys 
contention turns out right he will not lose 550 votes; he will not 
lose more than 450 votes in the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts 
of the Second Ward. He would still have quite a large plurality 
to his credit. Indeed, he could afford to lose 650 votes in the 
fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts, since it appears conclusively 
a ro Van a _ at least 100 + aye ane a oe net, 

us increasing Mr. Tarsney’s apparent p ity to 845. Upon 
no reasonable th deduced from the evidence in this case «an 
Mr. eee said to lose 650 votes in those precincts. [iow 
much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BouTELLE). The gentleman 
from California has four minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Well, I can not conclude my argument, but 
I will try to close in that time. It is admitted on all sides th«' n 
this ma’ of frauds Mr. Tarsney was an absolutely innocent 

;: gh far ton = his ts are on by 
any taint of fraud, that whatever advantage may have ©" 
to from the frauds that were committed was due to the fact 





1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2295 


wa a* 





that his name was printed in the column on the ballot which was 
used by the conspirators (Republican and Democratic) for mark- 


s that there were fewer Republican candidates for 
nefited by the frauds contemplated than there were 
Democratic candidates, and for that reason — took the Demo- 
cratic column on the ballot as the basis of marking, and marked 
in the names of the ee candidates who were parties to 
the conspiracy and on whose behalf in part the fraudulent ballots 
were deposited. ==. 

Mr. Tarsney is entirely innocent in the matter. There is not a 
scintilla of evidence in the record showing that he knew of them, 
nor is there any evidence to show that he had any knowledge of 
the conspiracy or of the frauds growing out of it until long after 
the election, and then only as other citizens knew it. Thereis no 
evidence that anybody connected with the conspiracy or with its 
execution, had any interest in the Congressional election. Mr. 
Tarsney, in his affidavit, states that in September last he was in- 
formed by leading Republicans of Kansas City that the conspiracy 
involved the deposit of fraudulent ballots for candidates for local 
offices, Democrats and Republicans, and that in order to obtain 
the assent of some of the conspirators, who were friends of Mr. 
Van Horn, but without the suggestion that Mr. Van Horn was a 
party to it,insisted that as to the Congressional election the fraud- 
ulent ballots should be equally divided. 

The evidence is that upon examination of the ballots in one pre- 
cinct it appears that that plan, whether it was an agreement or 
not, was actually carried out to the letter, and that Van Horn’s 
name appears upon 101 of the fraudulent ballots in that precinct. 
Now, I say, under Mr. Tarsney’s claim that the ballots not only 
were not fraudulently deposited for his benefit, but that the frauds 
were committed not with reference to the Congressional contest 
and that Mr. Van Horn got a large share of the fraudulent ballots, 
he could not in any event lose more than 450 votes in the Second 
Ward. His majority is returned as 745 votes, and Van Horn loses 
at least 100 votes in the fifth precinct, thus increasing it to 845. 

Now, as to the fifty-second precinct. How does that stand? I 
can not go into a discussion of the evidence, new and old, concern- 
ing Elmwood and other precincts; but I admit that there is some 
showing in the new poll books that have been offered for some 
purpose, claimed by us to be merely as evidence upon this appli- 
cation to open the case, and by the chairman of the committee to 
be evidence for all pu s, that there was suspicious alphabet- 
ical voting to the number of perhaps 50 to 70 ballots altogether, 
in two other precincts. 

The SP protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
ie MAGUIRE. I should like to finish this statement. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No; I do not desire that. I want to keep the 
agreement made with the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. JoHNsoN]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask that the gentleman have a 
few more minutes to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. As to the fifty-second precinct, which I con- 
ceive to be the wT other precinct under consideration at this 
time, as it is the only other —- whose’alleged frauds are dis- 
cussed by the majority in their report, I decline, as Mr. TAYLER 
— to go outside of their report to scour the rest of the dis- 

ct. 

We concede that upon the evidence now before the House that 
precinct must be thrown out and that there is no evidence that it 
can be purged. By as out the precinct Mr. Tarsney loses 
180 votes, but there is no help for it. 1n making this admission I 
desire to say that I do not believe the testimony of Mr. Canney, 
who swears that 115 Republican ballots were taken out of the box 
and burned and 115 Democratic ballots substituted for them. His 
statement to that effect is inherently improbable. But I have no 
time to discuss that phase of the matter. We concede that the 
vote of the precinct must be thrown out and disregarded. 

Mr. Tarsney then loses 180 votes in the fifty-second precinct and 
450 in the Second Ward; but he will still have a clear plurality of 
215 votes, entitling him to the seat, so far as the frauds discussed 
in the are concerned, and this margin of 215 more than 
covers the outside frauds discussed by gentlemen on the floor, but 
not in their . If the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts are 
thrown out, of course Mr. Tarsney is not elected, and we concede 
that the evidence now before the House they can not be 
counted; but they should not be thrown out. They should be 
os cnn recounted. If this be done, the recount will show that 

. was legally elected a Representative in Congress from 
the Fifth onal district of Missouri. [Applause on the 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have no time to 
devote to useless exordium. I go at once to the heart of this 


con . My first proposition is that at the Congressional 
election iaka in the Fitth Congressional district of the State 
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of Missouri on the 6th day of November, 1894, there was a 
gross and widely diffused fraudulent registration of voters 
made in Kansas City by Democratic officials and politicians in 
the interest of the Democratic party. The testimony of the 
witness Bradbury establishes this fact beyond the shadow of a 
doubt. This witness was a Democratic orator and the publisher 
of a Democratic newspaper in the campaign which terminated 
with this election. He swears that he was the boss of a gang of 
colored men employed upon the streets of Kansas City under the 
supervision of John May; that there were other gangs employed 
there under the charge of persons who were Democrats; that, com- 
mencing in August, 1893, and ending with the election for mavor 
in the city in the spring of 1894, by the direction of May and with 
the knowledge and consent of oneOwsley, the Democratic recorder 
of voters, who was by law the official who hid charge of registra- 
tion, he and the other bosses frequently took yangs of these colored 
men to the office of the recorder of voters and there had them 
fraudulently registered under divers names. It appears that a 
large portion of this fraudulent registration was made in the fifth, 
sixth, and seventh precincts of the Second Ward of the city, but 
that it was by no means confined to these precincts, but extended, 
together with other fraudulent registrations, to many other pre- 
cincts. 

The proof of this wrongful registration does not rest simply 
upon the statement of this witness, who, by the way, is not contra- 
dicted by anything that appears in the record, but is strongly cor- 





roborated by the registration books in the office of the recorder of 
voters. The existence of this registration is also shown by the 
testimony of the canvassers of the committee of public safety of 


Kansas City. After the result of this election became known 
there was a widespread feeling of indignation among the people 
of the city, irrespective of party, on account of the outrages which 
had been committed at the polls. A nonpartisan meeting of citi- 
zens was called, and, having assembled, it appointed a committee 
of public safety, composed of Republicans, Democrats, and Popu- 
lists, whose duty it was to investigate the election frauds and to 
drag the guilty perpetrators to judgment. In each one of alarge 
number of precincts in which fraud was suspected a couple of in- 
telligent, well-equipped canvassers were sent by this committee, 
within ten days after the election, bearing in their hands exact 
copies of the poll books that had been used at the election in that 
precinct, showing who had voted and who were registered in the 
precinct. Their mission was to find how many of the persons 
who were registered and had voted in the precinct actually re- 
sided there. These persons made a careful house-to-house can- 
vass of the precinct, making careful and conscientious inquiry in 
it, after which they made their report. 

The gentleman from California | Mr. MAGUIRE] insists that these 
reports can not be credited, because he says they are simply hear- 
say; but the fact is that these canvassers reported, not simply the 
information they had obtained by inquiry, but also, in innumer- 
able instances, they reported that names of men who wererecorded 
on the poll book as having voted and been registered were regis- 
tered from vacant lots and from houses which had stood tenant- 
less for months, and they reported further that great numbers of 
these names were registered from little houses into which it 
would have been absolutely impossible to compress one-tenth of 
the number of persons there registered. These reports show that 
in the fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts of the Second Ward and 
in the fifty-second precinct of the Ninth Ward alone there were 
1,101 men recorded as registered and voting who could not be 
found by these canvassers in their rounds. Not only this, sir, 
but citizens were called from all over the city, citizens who lived 
in the houses from which these false registrations were made, and 
these citizens, being put upon oath, testified that dozens upon 
dozens of the persons so registering from their houses had never 
resided there at any time. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. How many cases of that kind are there? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, sir, I have a tabulated state- 
ment here which shows that over and above the alphabetical bal- 
lots, which amounted to 600 in these three precincts of the Second 
Ward, there were 146 such cases testified to in these precincts 
alone, and this statement is made up after only a partial examina- 
tion of the evidence on this point. The evidence will show a great 
many more such cases, I have no doubt. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this false registration was proven, as I have 
said, beyond the shadow of a doubt. The contestee did not dare 
to deny it. It was done at the instance of this man Owsley, the 
Democratic recorder of voters. It was done at the instance of 
this man John May, who is attempted to be palmed off here as a 
Republican. The testimony shows that May, while he once held 
office at the hands of the Republican party and sometimes figured 
in the primaries as a Republican, was at heart a Democrat; that 
he had held the office of superintendent of streets under a Demo- 
cratic administration; that he never went into the Republican 
primaries except for the purpose of controlling them in the inter- 
est of the Democratic party; that, like the Hessian soldier, he in- 
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variably fought for pay, and that he was mainly working and 
laboring for Mr. Tarsney and the Democratic ticket on the day of 
the election in question. 

The Republicans of Kansas City found out before the election 
that this false registration had been made, and the Republican 
committee thereupon sent into each one of a number of suspected 

»recincts two intelligent and qualified men, who took with them 
Sooke, visited every building in the entire precinct, and obtained 
the names of all the persons entitled to vote therein and recorded 
them in their books. They then took these books to the office of 
the Democratic recorder of voters, compared them with the regis- 
tration list of voters in the precinct there kept, and discovered an 
enormous disproportion; they then put down on their books the 
names of the adiditional persons registered as voters in the record- 
er’s office and went back again and made a second careful canvass 
of the suspected wards, struck off the names of the very few addi- 
tional voters which they discovered there, and then put these 
books, as amended and completed, into the hands of the chairman 
of the Republican committee. These books, when so completed, 
showed, Mr. Speaker, that there were 4,500 false and fraudulently 
registered voters in those precincts. 

The chairman of the Republican committee then waited upon 
Mr. Owsley, who, by virtue of his office, was ex officio president 
of the board of revision, whose duty it was under the laws of that 
State to purge false registrations, called his attention to this 
careful canvass that had been made, pointed out to him the fact 
that there were 4,500 falsely registe names in these precincts, 
as shown by the books, and begged him to use his influence with 
the board of revision, then just convened, to have it appoint can- 
vassers who would go back to those precincts and go over them 
with the canvassers of the Republican committee and verify said 
books, and thereby find out who were illegally registered, to the 
end that the board of review might, as they were bound to do 
under the law of Missouri, strike the illegally registered names 
from the registry list before the election. But, sir, Owsley put 
him off on one pretext or another; he virtually refused to use his 
influence in the way suggested, and, as a consequence of his con- 
duct, the election which was held on the 6th day of November, 
1894, was conducted with 4,300 of these 4,500 illegally regi 
voters upon the registration lists of these precincts. And this was 
done, now remember, over the protest of the Republican party, 
made through its proper officers. 

Now, the Republicans of the city, seeing that they could not 
obtain a purged registration list, knowing that they had to go into 
the election under these circumstances of discouragement, next 
turned their attention to obtaining intelligent, honest, and capable 
Republicans to represent their party upon the various boards of 
election. The law of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, provides that the 
recorder of voters shall, a certain number of days before the 
election, appoint six judges of election to preside at each poil; 
that he select them from opposite political parties—from the 
two parties polling the highest vote at the last preceding election. 
That would have required Owsley as an honest official to appoint 
three Democratic judges and t Republican ju And 
under the law he was obliged to appoint one Republican and 
one Democratic clerk at each poll. o the end that there might 
be no impairment of their rights in the matter, the Republican 
committee selected from each one of the sixty-odd precincts in the 
city the names of a number of intelligent men, men of integrity, 
men of property, who were Republicans and wrote them down 
— Ly ones They then waited respectfully upon this Democratic 
official, handed him the list of names, and asked him if he would 
not select the Republican judges from it. He answered that it 
would be impossible for him to do this, but that when he made 
the a of Republican ju he was confident that they 
would be satisfactory to the Republicans of Kansas City. In the 
course of a few days, as required by law, he published the list of 
judges appointed by him, both Republicans and Democrats. The 
very moment that list was published every man of intelligence 
saw that this man was attempting for fraudulent purposes to 
violate the law. 

Why, sir, it ap that these Democratic judges were ‘‘ plug 
uglies,” ward heelers, keepers and habitues of saloons; that they 
were men without intelligence, competency, or character—men in 
no wise representative of the intelligent and respectable Demo- 
cratic element of the city. Sofaras the alleged Republican judges 
and clerks were concerned, a diligent search of the precincts in 
which they were appointed failed in many instances to disclose 
that any such persons lived there. It showed that many of them 
were nonresidents of the precincts; it showed that others of them 
had moved in there recently pursuant to a conspiracy long before 
concocted, and had made a mere pretense of residence by canton 
in vacant rooms for one night, in order that they might go on the 
boards of election to represent the Republican y. It showed, 
too, that they were men of no intelligence. y of them were 
ee Democrats; others of them were men whose party fealty 

long been mistrusted by the Republicans; and, as with respect to 


the Democratic judges, they were found to be the keepers of saloons 


barroom loafers, ward heelers, and di table scoundrels who had 
no standing whatever among e people in the city. 


respectab 

Now, the effect of this disclosure, Mr. Speaker, was to startle 
the entire city. Men rose in solemn protest against the appoint- 
ments; the press denounced them unsparingly. An indignation 
meeting was called, that the citizens might express their disap- 
provai of the conduct of Owsley in the premises. Finding that 
this was about to be done, he entered into a solemn agreement, 
which was reduced to writing, with the members of the Repub- 
lican committee, that in consideration that the meeting should 
be called off he would submit the question as to who should be 
appointed Republican judges and clerks of election to four men, 
who were named. Two of these men were intelligent, respectable 
Republicans of the city, known to the voters thereof; —~y two of 
them were intelligent and respectable Democrats, men of charac- 
ter and standing in the community. When this agreement was 
entered into, the Republican committee prepared its objections to 
these alleged Republicans who had been appointed by Mr. Owsley. 
They prepared also a list of names of intelligent Republicans, men 
of character, some of whom lived in each precinct in the city. 
They waited upon the gentlemen named as arbitrators and were 
about to hand in their objections and their lists tothem. But, 
sir, on the morning ae making of the agreement Mr. 
Owsley went back upon it. He published a card in the papers re- 
pudiating it. And so these arbitrators who had been selected felt 
that they had no authority to act; and two of them having left 
the city, this effort oh the part of the Republicans in Kansas City 
to secure their rights under the law to an honest representation 
upon the election boards fell to the ground, and, over the solemn 
—- not only of the Republican organization but of every 

onest citizen of Kansas City, whatever his political affiliations, 
this election for Congress in the fall of 1894 was held by these 
characterless vagabonds who had been in the first instance selected 
by the recorder for fraudulent purposes. In notasolitary instance 
did he appoint in any precinct for judge or clerk of election a Re- 

ublican whose appointment had been requested by the Repub- 


ican anization. He a ted the men who had been 
selected in the first place. He put them on these boards, of course, 
with guilty knowl and for a fraudulent purpose. And the 


record discloses (no man on this floor dare deny it) that these 
judges and clerks actually perpetrated at the election the very 
frauds and outrages which it ws apprehended by the Republicans 
that they would commit if they got the opportunity. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having attempted in vain to procure tho 
purging of a fraudulent registration list, having been compelled 
to go into this election with the knowledge that there were hun- 
dreds of fraudulent names upon the list, having been denied hon- 
est Republican representation on the election boards, the Repub- 
lican eon a last resort, turned for safety to that provision of 
the law which entitled them to representation at each precinct by 
a challenger and a witness to the count. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman pardon me for an inter- 
ruption just at this point? 

rt. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly; with pleasure. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I know the gentleman desires to have the 


facts—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, if the gentleman will ask 
his question and not waste any time eulogizing my motives, | 
will be obliged to him. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I know you are a man of directness. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I am. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Is itnot true that a resolution complimentary 
of this man Owsley for his aid in purging the eee list was 
adopted in October just before the election by the for prompt- 
ness in furnishing all desired information and for his assistance 
and support in the endeavor of this board to make the revision «s 
correct and complete as possible? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It is true that there was a board of 
revision, of which this man was ex officio president; it is true 
that he appointed this board and put on there a brother of the 
man Kreuger, a scoundrel who debauched the suffrage at one of 
the precincts at the election and endeavored to defeat the hone-t 
vote of the people of Missouri; it is true that he declined to pur,» 
the ad lists of 4,300 fraudulent names illegally upon | 
when he was called upon to do so; it is true that he did constitute 
a board, composed in part, at least, of such men asI have describ, 
whom he was able to induce to pass resolutions izing him 
for the acts that he had done [applause on the Republican sid« 
and there is no more conclusive evidence in the record of this 
man’s trickery, scoundrelism, and y than his ability to 
commit such crimes and then have it indorsed in this manner |v 
men who were either his dupes or his confederates. [Applause 
on the Republican side. } : 

Now let me ask the gentleman from California a question. Do 

deny that an enormous fraudulent ae was 
lrceghvat the city of Kansas City prior to election? 











Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not. 


a scoundrel? 
“Mr MAGUIRE. Well,I—I— = 
Laughter and ——= on the Republican side. 
fre JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, I—what? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I think I ought to have the benefit of the 
cause of the merriment on the other side. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman has already the 
benefit of the floor by my courtesy, and is holding it in time that 
belongs tome. I hope he will answer me immediately, as I have 
very much to say and a very limited time in which to say it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Upon the question of scoundrelism—what I 
mean is that no man in his position had the right to refuse to ap- 
point the watchers and challengers suggested by the Republican 

yarty—— 

ar. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will not con- 

sume my time, but answer the plain question. Was he a scoun- 
el? 

8 MAGUIRE (continuing). And in so far he did an act-—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman must answer or 

jield the floor. Was hea scoundrel? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not know whether he was or not. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, I do know, and I will tell you 
whyI know. [Laughterand applauseonthe Republican side.} Let 
us speak f y and candidly to each other. The issue here pre- 
sented is a great one; it involves the right of a Representative toa 
seat on this floor,and the right of a constituency in a great Con- 
gressional district to cast its ballots and have them fairly counted 
and honestly returned, and he who in any section of this Union, 
whether North or South, East or West, attempts, either by open 
violence or by secret: fraud, to impair the right of suffrage, or to 
nullify the will of the people as expressed at the ballot box to 
representation on this floor by the man of their choice, is a scoun- 
drel in the sight of God and man. [Applause on the Republican 


side. 
Sw why do I say that Owsley is a scoundrel? Is this the mere 
language oF vituperation, or is it a truthful characterization of 


him? He is a scoundrel, first, because, as the testimony shows, he 
made many of these fraudulent registrations with his own hand, 
in his office; second, because, as the testimony shows, when some 
of the colored men in these gangs grew timid and refused longer 
to go and fraudulently register, Owsley was seen, and he assured 
them that it was all right, and thereupon they did register; third, 
because when he sent one of his deputies into one of the precincts, 
just before the election, to make local registrations, as the law re- 
quired, and the man refused to engage in listing false registra- 
tions, Owsley was seen, and subsequently the man quieted his 


he a scoundrel? Because there were registered right there, as the 
evidence shows, in his office, by the hundreds, men from vacant 
lots that were within a square, almost, of the office where the 
registration was made; men from tenantless houses which he 
passed se day as he went to and from his home. Why was he 
ascoundrel? Because he purposely and knowingly appointed dis- 
honest men — election boards, against the protest of the best 
sentiment in Kansas City, regardless of party, to commit the vil- 
lainies which you are compelled to admit they did commit. This 
is why I have characterized this manas I have. His rascality fur- 
ther appears, sir, in another matter that I am now going to detail. 
After the Republicans had failed in their efforts to secure a 
purged registration list, after they had failed to get honest repre- 
sentation on the election boards, they turned to the law which 
allowed them to have a challenger and a witness of the count at 
each precinct. The law upon this point was as plain as the sun 
in heaven on a cloudless day. e law under which the elec- 
tion was held consisted, first, of the recorder of voters act. It 
provided that a challenger should be selected by each political 
party—not by the recorder of voters, mind you but by each politi- 
cal a be present at each precinct. Under the law the duty 
of t enger was this: He was entitled to be present at the 
- and make challenge of the men who came there to vote, if 
¢ thought they were not entitled to cast their ballots. He had 
nc right to witness the count of the vote. He could not, in the 
pa nature of things, give his attention to challenging voters 
and at the same time act as a witness to the count, which: count, 
under the law of Missouri, is carried on while the vote is being 
. In addition to this, part of the count is necessarily con- 
ucted after the polls are closed at night, and the challenger had 


no right to there after that time to witness that part of it. 
Now this law, that is, the recorder of voters act, as I say, gave 
to each eae a challen at each precinct, and then 
Went on to that the election should be conducted under 
its provisions, and also under the provisions of the general elec- 
tion law of the State of Mi 

of 


Ww 
cal elecon law of 


Missouri, so far as it was not in conflict 
the recorder of voters act. Now, the gen- 
State thus referred to contained a pro- 


e 
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vision that each political party should have a witness to the count 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Do you deny that the man Owsley | at each precinct, a man to stand there and witness the counting 


of the votes. How could he witness the count if he had to chal- 
lenge the voters? Besides, he had no right to challenge voters. 
He was entitled to stay in the room with the election board after 
the polls were closed and until the votes were all counted and 
Any man that hada grain of sense, any tyro 


m the law, would have known at a glance that this provision of 
the law allowing witnesses to the count was applicable to this 
election in Kansas City, for the reason that there was 1 nflict 
between it and the recorder of voters act. Owsley, however, in 
the interest of fraud, raised the contention that the provision of 


the general election law was inapplicable, and that there was no 
appoint a witness to the count for the various 
polling places in the city; but the force of public 


opinion com- 
| pelled him to make a test case upon the question and to bring it 
| before the circuit court of that county. This court was com- 


| the pretended Republicans joining in every instance, refused to 





| posed of three judges, each one of whom was a Democrat. 


| judges concurring and the other one dissenting 


T 
conscience and went on with the disreputable work. Why was 


lt im- 
agine that Mr. Owsley thought that because of their political bias 
they would prostitute the judicial ermine to his dirty purposes 
and hold with him in his pretended and ridiculous view of the 
law; but when the case was submitted to them, two of them, in 
clear and direct opinions, held point blank that he was wrong, 
and that each party was entitled to appoint a witn \s to the 
challenger, of course the right of each party to appoint him goes 
without saying. The express provision of the recorder of voters 
act, as I have declared, clearly authorized that. 

Now, after this decision of the Democratic 


Ss. 


court, two of the 
, in an opinion 
which was so weak and apologetic as to render it absolutely con- 
temptible, judgment was entered upon the finding, and notifica- 
tion of it was given by publication in the newspapers of the city 
at least three days before the election, and it was known and ap- 
jlauded by men of all political parties. Notwithstanding all this, 
10wever, Owsley called these Democratic election officers together 
before the election was held and instructed them that under the 
law it was for them to determine whether or not they would admit 
both the challengers and the witnesses to the polls. 

On the morning of election day, sir, the Republican challengers 
and witnesses, equipped with certificates of their appointment 
signed by the chairman and secretary of the Republican commit- 


| tee, went to all the precincts in the various wards in the city and 
| there presented their credentials to the election boards and asked 


admission to the voting places, but thereupon the election officers, 
receive or admit them, and, in many instances, actually heaped 
— them personal indignities and menaced them with violence. 

nese chaliengers and witnesses, having been told by the elec- 
tion officers at some of the precincts that they would be admitted 
if they could bring appointments from the recorder of voters, 
repaired to his office, Mr. Speaker, and there rapped in vain at 
his door foradmission. At first they got no response, but, on find- 
ing that men were in there, they made such a demonstration that 
they finally succeeded in getting word through the closed door 
that Owsley was notin. Some of them then hunted him up on 
the street. They knew they had a right to appear at the pre- 
cincts independent of his appointment, but they were willing to 
** stoop to conquer;” they were even willing to go down to the 
low depths in which he dwelt long enough to appeal to him for 
a recognition of their rights. On meeting him they stated that 
they had taken the certificate of the Republican committee to the 
polls but had been ejected, and had been told that his appoint- 
ment would insure their admission, and asked him if he would 
not appoint them so that they could go in to enjoy their preroga- 
tive. e turned away from them, sir, saying that it was a mat- 
ter that he had nothing to do with. 

And so this election for Congress in the Fifth Congressional dis- 
trict of the great State of Missouri was held under a fraudulent 
registration list upon which there were at least 4.300 illegal names, 
put there and retained there over the protest of the Republican 
party; so this election was held with Democratic judges alone on 
the election boards; so this election was held without Republican 
challengers and Republican witnesses tothe count. The only men, 
Mr. Spéaker, who could have prevented these outrages were driven 
like sheep from the polls, and yet the Representatives who have 
made the minority report on the other side of this Chamber, sup- 
ported by the opinion of the distinguished gentleman from Oho 
{Mr. TAYLER], who has abandoned his Republican colleagues to 
go over to his Democratic colleagues when they are wrong—and 
therein lies his wrong—tell us that not withstanding this stupendous 
fraud we must be very careful to deal tenderly with Mr. Tarsney 
and that it is the proper thing tocredit the acts of these disreputa- 
ble officers and an easy task to segregate the honest ballots from 
the whole number of ballots which are proven to have been fraud- 
ulently manipulated by their dishonorable hands. 

I now propose, Mr. Speaker, to addressinyself to three inquiries 
which are necessarily connected in the argument that 1 have 
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mapped out in my mind. 


this fraud committed? 
as shown in the evidence? 
shall undertake to demonstrate it, first, that fraud was committed, 
unblushing and outrageous fraud; second, that this fraud was 
committed for John C. Tarsney; third, that the evidence now in 
the record shows that the fraud was extensive enough to and ac- 
tually did defeat Mr. Van Horn, and that he isnow clearly entitled 
to his seat. 

The question, then, is, was fraud committed? Take, if you 
please, the fifty-second precinct of the Ninth Ward. 
the evidence as to this precinct? Mr. Canney, who was appointed 
as a Republican judge, testifies that one Edward Findley, a notori- 
ous gambler and policy man, a Democrat in politics [laughter], 
sent for him the night but one before the election and revealed to 
him a scheme concocted by Owsley and other Democratic politi- 
cians whereby they were going to carry the election by fraud for 
Tarsney and the Democratic ticket, and informed him that he had 
procured Owsley to appoint him a judge of election in the pre- 
cinct, and promised him compensation if he wouldact. The man 
swears that he did act. He swears that when they went into the 

olling room on the morning of the election Findley and other 

Yemocratic heelers organized the board, and that during the entire 
day these men came frequently into the room and consulted there, 
although the law positively forbade their presence there. The 
very first thing they did was to take soap from their pockets and 
soap the windows, so as to destroy their transparency, not to pro- 
tect the secrecy of the ballot, as some gentlemen have undertaken 
to say in this debate, for it is shown that where the ballots were 

repared the voter could not possibly have been seen had the win- 
in been undisturbed, but for the sole purpese of hiding the 
scoundrelism and villainy which they were a 
[Applause. ] 

This witness further testifies that he went out at noon for din- 
ner, and that when he came back he found that these election offi- 
cers had abstracted 115 straight Republican ballots that had been 
voted, but not counted, from the ballot box, and that they went 
ahead and prepared the same number of straight Democratic bal- 
lots by writing thereon the initials of the judges and by copying 
off the number of the votes and the number of the registrations 
from the backs of the Republican ballots, and that when they had 
done this they put all of these Republican ballots in a basket and 
sent them out of the polling place, and then strung, counted, and 
subsequently returned these Democratic ballots for the Democratic 
candidates. That thereafter during the day 55 more Republican 
ballots were taken out, and after the same process of preparing, 
substituting, counting, and returning Democratic tickets in their 

lace had been gone through with, the 55 Republican ballcts were 
Coomed in the stove. He testified, too, that he saw these officers 
take a lot of Republican tickets that had been voted and cross 
off the names of certain Republican candidates for local offices 
thereon and write the names of the local Democratic candidates 
in their place and then string, count, and return the ballots ac- 
cording to this marking. Not only this, but he saw Morrison, a 
saloon keeper, one of the a es, go repeatedly to the poll books 
at various times during the day and copy off registration num- 
bers onto straight Democratic ballots and hand them to another 
judge, who had them counted and strung whenever occasion pre- 
sented itself. The same witness testified that toward the close of 
the polls in the evening they had prepared 25 or 30 other straight 
Democratic tickets, which they intended to count and return, 
taking out 25 or 30 ballots that had been lawfully cast and which 
were then in the ballot box, but that somebody suggested that the 
box would not stand it, and that thereupon they desisted, but took 
these 25 or 30 ballots that had been lawfully voted out of the box 
and twisted them into a bundle and threw them away. 

Now, this man is corroborated from the beginning to the end of 
his testimony. Some gentlemen on the other side affirm that three 
of the Democratic judges denied these facts. What those judges 
said was that they did not know whether these things occurred 
or not; that they did not see them. That is what they said. 
These same ohdicnme are now under indictment, and are about 
to be prosecuted for their crimes. One of the judges at this poll 
was appointed as a Republican judge, yet he swore that, or 
well advanced in years, he had never voted anything but the 
Democratic ticket in his life until at the spring election, when he 
had voted for the ee candidate for mayor, [Laughter.] 
He swore that when he went away to dinner he left a large num- 
ber of ballots with his initials on the back, and that when he 
returned he found that they had disappeared and that it excited 
his wonderment. Jt was during his absence, Canney swore, that 
these straight Democratic tickets were prepared and voted. He 
swore that he saw something like paper put into the stove by 
one of the judges. He did not know what it was, but that it made 
the place very hot. These were the Republican ballots which 
Canney says were burned. Not only this, but he swore that he 
was tremendously surprised at the very great majority shown by 


ut to perpetrate. 
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irst, was fraud actually committed at | the returns for the local Democratic candidates at the precinct: 
the polls by the officers of election? Second, in whose interests was | that he was thunderstruck at the m ; 
Third, what was the extent of this fraud, | 
I affirm without reservation, sir, and | 
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itude of the vote cast in 
favor of the Democratic ticket generally, for the reason that he- 
fore the election he had talked with a good many old Democrats 
who had told him that they were disgusted with the action of th’. 
Democratic party in Congress and discouraged by the hard times 
and that they were going to vote the Republican ticket, and that 
a great many of these men were ex-Confederate soldiers. This 
judge swears, too, that he saw one of the election officers down 
on his hands and knees in a feed bin in the room working with » 


| lot of ballots. This is a judge whom Canney swears actually 
What was 


manipulated the ballots. An impartial witness, Mr. Speaker 
looking through the glass late in the evening, at a place whers 
the soap had rubbed off, saw one of these Democratic judges put 
ballots into the ballot box and run them in with the crank, by 
means of which the ballots were forced into the box. This lo 
saw done repeatedly and at times when no voter had just yoted 
or was engaged in the act of voting. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. May Linterrupt the gentleman by a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Is not that method of putting ballots into tho 
box and marking them by a machine in the lid of the box the 
regular method at elections in Missouri? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Now, how do you account for Canney’s testi- 
mony, assuming it to be true, showing that the Democratic })al- 
lots were “strung” without being put through that process’ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. dear sir, how do you account 
for the villainy of a great many canes transactions that you 
see in life? Canney is corroborated from the beginning to the 
end of his testimony. The evidence shows that many of the bal- 
lot boxes were broken and did not mark the ballots when voted. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, But did he not enter into that conspiracy? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly he did. Is it a new 
proposition to you, sir, as a lawyer, that a man may be tried and 
convicted and sent to the penitentiary upon the unsupported testi- 
mony of an accomplice? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. But is he not a scoundrel? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly he is; but he is sustained 
on this point and throughout by all the testimony in this case and 
by all the facts and circumstances. He is a scoundrel, testifying 
against himself. Do you deny the perpetration of fraud in this 
precinct? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Ido deny Canney’s testimony. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Do you deny the perpetration of 
fraud in that ane 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I deny that there is any reasonableness in tho 
statement that 115 ballots were strung and put in in that way. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Do you deny the perpetration of 
fraud in this precinct? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Oh, there were frauds there. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There were frauds! 
House in whose interest they were perpetrated. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Not in the interest of Mr. Tarsney. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then tell this House whether the 
Democratic recorder of voters procured a fraudulent registration 
there in order to defeat the Democratic party. Did he appoint 
all the election officers from Democrats, and did he deny tw the 
Republicans representation upon the board, in order that frauds 
might be perpetrated in the interest of the Republican pariy? 
Were the Republican witnesses to the count and the Republican 
challengers excluded from the precinct in order that frauds mig)it 
be perpetrated against the Democrats? Why, the idea is prejos- 
terous. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Do you mean to say that there were not reg- 
ular nominees of the Republican convention who got those fraud- 
ulent votes? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes,sir; Ido. I mean tosay, too, 
that the testimony of Canney, and the corroborating testimony, 
and the corroborating facts and circumstances that I have )o«n 
mentioning, show beyond the shadow of a doubt that a vast nuin- 
ber of illegal votes were returned at this precinct, and that they 
were every one of them returned for John C. Tarsney, and in my 
— it requires a great degree—I will not say of effrontery, but 
of assurance—for any man who has read the testimony in t!1!s 
case and who is famil iar with the facts to rise in his place and 
state anything to the contrary. Mr. Speaker, what was the re- 
turn made = oe judges from this poll? Three hundred and 
sixty-three votes for Tarsney and 183 votes for Van Horn, 2 10- 
jority of 180 votes for Tarsney in a precinct which had gone Ke- 
publican at a previous election, as the testimony shows. It 1s 
worthy of remark, Mr. Speaker, that it is shown by the report 0! 
the board of canvassers of the committee of public safety, mae 
within a very few days after the election, that there were 20 fraud- 
ulently registered votes at this precinct. 

Can any man doubt that the fraudulent votes at this 


Now tell this 


ll were 


Democratic votes? Does not the ization of the election board 
show it? Does not the exclusion of the challengers and witnesses 
a , & 





1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





2229 


wa? 





show Does not the testimony of Canney show it? Does not 
the nana evidence of Frenkle, the Jalen, to whose testi- 
mony I have referred, show it? Does not the testimony of the 
man who looked through the window and saw the frauds com- 
mitted show it? Does not the fact that there was a much larger 
vote than usual, a vote vastly in excess of the usual vote at this 
inct, show it? How can any man stand before this House and 
d to the contrary? 
wee is the answer that is made by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr TAYLER] to all of this? I sought to ‘‘catechise” him, 
as he put it, while he was making his speech on yesterday, but he 
ae not permit me to do so. He was making a speech that 
flowed along as smoothly and musically asa little brook, yet when 
he was brought face to face with a searching inquiry his speech 
became like unto a roaring cataract, and he objected to being 
“eatechised.” What was the explanation that the gentleman from 
Ohio made to this point? Why, that the committee had dealt too 
tenderly with Mr. eames: that they ought to have taken Canney’s 
testimony as true and counted the precinct 160 for Van Horn, in- 
stead of simply throwing it out from the count, as they did. 
What fault have Mr. Tarnsey’s friends on this floor to find with 
the committee which has thus treated him too tenderly; which 
has thus construed everything at this a against his oppo- 
nent? We have sinned against ourselves. We have been too 
liberal in the exercise of charity. How our consciences smite us 
when we reflect upon the enormity of our offense! If the gentle- 
man from Ohio insists upon it, I will yield to him in his contention 
and count this fifty-second precinct 160 for Van Horn. Iam 
willing that this precinct shall be settled on the figures which he 
has presented to the House. 
This plurality of 160 votes for Van Horn, however, is obtained 
solely by regarding the 170 Democratic tickets substituted for as 
many Republican tickets. But this man Canney also testified 
that the officers at this precinct went ahead during the whole day 
and fraudulently voted at intervalsother and additional Democratic 
ballots, and that they threw away some 25 or 30 legal ballots at 


night. So, considering this circumstance, Van Horn’s plurality at | 


this poll would be much greater than 160 votes. Fancy, too, the 
gentleman from Ohio going down to Kansas City as a member of 
a subcommittee of Committee on Elections No. 2 to purge this 
precinct in the interest of the honest voters, and finding those 25 
or 80 legal ballots that the officers threw away at that precinct 
on that night. [Laughter.] What kind of ballots were they, 
pray? Were they Democratic or Republican? There is nothing 
in the record to show, and the ballots are gone. How, then, would 
the gentleman pe them? 

Now go to the other precincts. Here are three others—the 
fifth, sixth, and seventh precincts of the Second Ward. What is 
the proof of fraud here? Why, sir, it is shown that in this ward 
some of the greatest registration frauds were committed. There 
were in the ward, according to the report of the canvassers who 
made a canvass right after the election, 1,011 falsely registered 
votes. Here is the record: Fifth precinct, 400; sixth precinct, 
341; seventh © sgaeam 270. There was in these three precincts 
and in this fifty-second precinct of the Ninth Ward to which I 
have referred a grand total of 1,101 falsely registered voters, all of 
whom had voted at the election. 

Now, let us look a littlefurther. We find that we do not have 
to depend for proof of fraud simply upon the facts that there was 

t illegality in registration in this ward, that the election 
A were y constructed, for the p se of commit- 
ting frauds, that the Republican challengers and witnesses were 
driven from the polls; here is an additional circumstance, one 
fraught with extraordinary significance; this ward polled 1,600 
votes at this election—twice as many votes as it had polled at the 
preceding spring election—twice as many votes as it had polled 
at the preceding election for Congress in November, 1892, when 
Mr. Tarsney was a candidate. 

Let us the vote by precincts, that we may realize the enor- 
mous excess of votes returned in 1894 over those returned in 1892. 
In 1892 the total vote returned was as follows: Fifth precinct, 351; 

precinct, 155; seventh es 248. Now look,if you please, 
at the votereturned in 1894: Fifth precinct, 621; sixth precinct, 509; 
seventh precinct,514. Andyet, Mr. Speaker, a number of witnesses 
who were about the polls in these precincts during the entire day of 
the election in contest tell us that the attendance of the voters was 
very light, and that there wasa great and unusual apathy there dis- 


yed by the le. How, then, can any reasonable mind reject 
ihe idea that this extraordinarily h vote returned in 1894 was 


eavy 
work of the corrupt officers of election? But here is another 
demonstration: 


: There were found on the poll books of the ward 
over 600 names which were voted alphubetically, and all of which 
were marked on the books as the names of colored voters by the 
election officers. Is it ble that this could have occurred nat- 
urally? Why, sir, such a contention is 


fraudulent. 


preposterous! The con- 


i 


is finally compelled to admit that these votes were 
The minority concede it in their report. Even the 





gentleman from Ohio affirms it to be the case. But these alpha- 
betical votes were not the only illegal votes cast and returned 
from this ward. They fall nearly 400 short of the total illegally 
registered vote cast here, as shown by the report of the canvassers, 
made right after the election was held. The record, too, is replete 
with evidence demonstrating that other and additional illegal 
votes were cast and returned. 

Remember now, sir, that I am not simply contending that fraud 
was perpetrated, but that I am also insisting that it was committed 
in the interest of John C. Tarsney, and that its extent can be deter- 
mined from the record as now made up with sufficient certainty to 
show thata plurality of legal votes at the election were cast for Col- 
onel Van Horn. Did any of these 200 alphabetical votes cast and 
counted in the seventh precinct go to Mr. Van Horn? Were they 
equally divided between him and Mr. Tarsney? Why, sir, in this 
precinct Mr. Tarsney received 449 votes and Mr. Van Horn only 57, 
according to the returns. How, then, could Van Horn have re- 
ceived half of these 200 alphabetical ballots, as some gentlemen 
have had the temerity to contend he did? If he did not receive a 
single legal vote in the precinct he only received 57 in all out of 
the 200 fraudulent alphabetical votes which are admitted to have 
been cast. 

So in the sixth precinct of the Second Ward it is admitted that 


Mr. Tarsney was returned 420 votesand Mr Van Hornonly 84. Cer- 


| tainly there was not an equal division of the 200 fraudulent alpha- 


betical votes between the two candidates here, because Mr. Van 
Horn falls short 16 votes on his half; and in making this calcula- 
tion you must assume that he did not get a single legal vote in the 
ward, although the testimony shows that there were legal votes 
cast for him there. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, the thingis very plain. Every vote of the few 
votes returned for Van Horn in the sixth and seventh precincts 
were honestly cast for him. These alphabetical votes were, every 
one of them, cast, counted, and returned for John C. Tarsney and 
went to make up in part the enormous and fraudulent pluralities 
returned for him in these polling places. 

Let us examine now the fifth precinct of this Second Ward, where 
413 votes were returned for Mr. Tarsney and 201 for Mr. Van 
Horn, giving Mr. Tarsney 212 majority. Who received the 200 
alphabetical and the other illegal votes which were cast and re- 
turned in this precinct? Right here I want to digress a while 
from the line of my argument to advert tc some matters concern- 
ing which gentlemen upon the other side have spoken upon this 
floor. They have asserted, and have attempted to prove it (though 
they have nothing to show for it except the ex parte affidavit on 
which they seek to have this case reopened and new evidence 
taken), that fraud was committed for Mr. Van Horn as well as for 
Mr. Tarsney in this fifth precinct. In support of this contention 
they cite the fact that Mr. Van Hornran ahead of his ticket about 
130 votes, and Mr. Tarsney ran behind his ticket about the same 
number. Sir, thisfact does not warrant any inference that fraud 
was practiced here for Van Horn. The election board here, as else- 
where, was constituted for Democratic frauds. There were none 
but Democratic officers on the board. The Republican challen- 
gers and witnesses were excluded from the poll. The precinct 
polled nearly twice as many votes asit had polled on any previous 
occasion. The mere fact that Mr. Van Horn ran ahead and that 
Mr. Tarsney ran behind their respective tickets does not prove that 
fraud was committed in the interest of Mr. Van Horn. It simply 
shows that not quite so much fraud was committed against him 
as was committed against the other candidates on the Republican 
ticket. 

This, sir, is the solution of this whole matter. 

I utterly repudiate and deny, too, the statements which have been 
made that Republicans were parties to the fraud practiced in this 
Second Ward; that there wasa division of iniquity there; that both 
parties were responsible for the outrages there committed; and I 
am unwilling that John C. Tarsney shall pose before this House 
with an air of injured innocence as a man whose skirts are abso- 
lutely clean and whose party, if it committed any fraud at all, 
was careful to do it in such a way as not to affect the result of the 
election for Congressman, or to make him the beneficiary. This is 
not true in point of fact; and not being true, I do not hesitate to 
antagonize and denounce it. 

What are the facts with respect to this matter? The facts are 
that there lived in this fifth precinct a man named Kreugar, who, 
as the testimony shows, posed as a Republican, but who often 
voted the Democratic ticket. There lived in the Second Ward 
also aman of precisely the same general character named Brennan. 

These men were respectively the Republican candidates for 
justice of the peace and constable in this Second Ward. They had 

otten the nomination by fraud and by overriding the primaries 
y Democratic aid. John May, whose political status I have 
already commented upon, and another pretended Republican, 
named Moran, gave Kruger and Brennan their support, and so 
did every Democratic conspirator at this election. This evidence, 
sir, from beginning to end, shows that all of the frauds that were 
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perpetrated were designed for the benefit of the entire Democratic 
ticket, Mr. Tarsney included, with the exception of the pretended 
candidates of the Republican party for justice of the peace and 
constable. These men were, in the frauds practiced, run right up 
with the Democratic ticket, and there is not a single man in the 
whole community of Kansas City who honestly claims that John 
May, or any other man who committed the frauds, lifted his hand 
in behalf of the gentlen.an who is contesting for a seat here, and 
who now sits near me, and is listening to my argument in this 
case. There was no fraud whatever practiced in his behalf. 
This statement is clearly established by the evidence. 
all allegations to the contrary absolutely and entirely. John May 
for Van Horn! Frauds practiced for the Republicans! Why, the 
affidavit of Wallace Miller, which was read in the hearing of the 
House the other day, during the remarks of my friend from 
Nebraska [Mr. StropE], shows beyond any question what was 
the aim of this disreputable conspiracy and how it was carried 
out; shows that May superintended the preparation of the 400 
alphabetical ballots which were manipulated the night before the 
election in the back room of Kruger’s drug store, and that every 
single one of the ballots so prepared were straight Democratic 
ballots with Tarsney’s name on them for Congress, except that 
they were scratched for Kruger for justice of the peace and 
Brennan for constable. It shows, too, that in all 300 alphabetical 
tickets with Tarsney’s name on them were voted at the sixth pre- 
cinct, where Miller was one of the judges, and that May came to 
the precinct on election day and ur; the stuffing of the ballot 
box for Tarsney, for the reason, as he then and there stated, that 
this gentleman was running behind in the country. Once more, 
sir, the witness Bradbury swears that Jeffrey, a judge of the fifth 
precinct, told him after the election, in explaining why so 

a vote was returned from that precinct, that May called and urged 
the casting and counting of additional ballots for Tarsney, and 
assigned as the necessity for such work that Tarsney was not run- 
ning up to the expectation of his friends outside o ity. 

And yet gentlemen have the assurance to stand up on this floor, 
presuming that the members of this House have not read the tes- 
timony in this case, and assert that the fraud perpetrated was a 
copartnership affair entered into by both ee in which 
Mr. Tarsney had no part and so cunningly devised that he was not 
even the beneficiary of it. Mr. a have known in my ex- 
perience as prosecuting attorney during two terms I had the honor 
of filling that office in my native county of hardened criminals 
being arraigned for crime in cases where their guilt was so plain 
that their counsel did not have the heart to make arguments in 
their behalf and where the jury returned verdicts of guilty with- 
out even leaving their box, and yet, when subsequently called upon 
by an impartial judge to state why judgment should not be passed 
upon them, these malefactors actually arose and in all seriousness 
protested to the court that Sas innocent. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, I saw on yesterday Herod out-Heroded. Isaw thecap- 
stone put on the monument of effrontery. I saw, and I hope to 
God I may never see it again, a man whose very garments were reek- 
ing with the corruption of this election, arise upon the floor of this 
Chamber, and, holding in his hands muniments of title which 
were all discolored and dishonored by fraud, not only assert his 
own innocence, but also actually complain, with the air of a man 
who had been greatly wronged, that the report of the committee 
did not exonerate hii from guilt. Aye, Isaw him even turn upon 
his honest accusers and attempt to cover them with suspicion and 
to attach odium to the title of his honorable competitor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a little further. This is a time for plain, 
frank speaking. Having arrived at my conclusions in the case by 
a careful, patient, and judicial examination of the law and the 
evidence, | have now all the zeal of the advocate, a zeal born of 
the conviction that my conclusion is a righteous one, and I there- 
fore do not hesitate to speak with the utmost emphasis upon the 
_re and momentous question involved. The gentleman from 

issouri [Mr. Tarsney]} insists that he had no personal —— 
tion in these frauds, that he is not the beneficiary of , and 
that he ought therefore to be whitewashed by the committee. 
What right has he to make such a statement as this? What 
equity is there in such a demand for exculpation? Bradbury's 
testimony shows, as will appear by the record, that he was a 
os of election at one of the precincts in the Second Ward when 

r. Tarsney ran for Congress in 1892, and he swears that fraud 
was then committed at that inct in the interest of Tarsney. 
Wallace G. Miller, whose affidavit I have already called 
your attention to, which was read during the course of the remarks 
of my friend from Nebraska [Mr. Strops], states that he was a 
judge of election at another precinct in this ward in 1892, and 
that gross frauds were then at that precinct in Mr. 
Tarsney’s interest, both by stu the ballot box and by illegal 
votes cast for him by repeaters. 

It has thus been shown that frands were perpetrated for John 
C. Tarsney at a previous election at which he was a candidate, 
Something more than this—here at the election in contest was a 


I repudiate 
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thoroughly organized and wide spread scheme to commit fraud at 
oe polls in the interest of Mr. Tarsney and theentire Democratic 

icket. 
pated in by a 
was of his political household. It was carried on at a time when 
he was living in the very vicinage. I do not say that he knew all 
the particulars of the scheme, just how it was to operate or just 
how many fraudulent votes were to be cast and returned in his 
behalf; but I do say that it requires the utmost confidence in his 
veracity and his integrity to believe that he did not have an ink. 
ling of it in advanceand that he did not permit it to proceed wit)- 
out interruption. One thing, however, I do know and can safely 
assert, and that is that he is the undoubted beneficiary of all this 
fraud, and that he stands here as the apologist and defender of 
Owsley, who was the principal conspirator in the whole infamous 
transaction. 


example which is in every way worthy of his emulation. 
plause. } 


speech to-day and as he did also in the speech 
before the committee, a copy of which has been laid on the desk 
of every mem 
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It was organized long before the election. It was partici- 
great number of persons, nearly every one of whom 


Mr. Speaker, I remember an instance, early in the session of 


this Congress, where a distinguished Democratic gentleman, a 
resident of the great city of Chic 
elected to the House, came upon this 
of this body: ‘‘I have discovered that I was elected by fraud. [ 
will not accept my seat.” The House, acting on his honoralle 
declaration and applauding 
— I point the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Tarsney } to- 


, who had been returned 
r and said to the members 
this manly sentiment, seated his com- 


y to the conduct of this high-minded gentleman as a proud 
[Ap- 


When the gentleman stands here and insists, as he has in his 
that he delivered 


ber—when he stands here and insists that there 


were —_ 600 fraudulent ballots cast at the election, they being 
the 600 alphabetical ballots cast in the Second Ward, he does this 
right in the face of these vast fraudulent istrations, right in 


the face of the corrupt organization of these election boards, riy)t 
in the face of the challengers and witnesses who were driven from 
the polis, ao in the face of the testimony of Canney and its 


strong corroboration, right in the face of the report of the canyass- 


ers of the committee of public safety, — in the face of innu- 
merable instances of men shown to have 


udulently registered 
and voted over and above the 600 alphabetical ballots, and right 
in the face of much other evidence which lack of time will pre- 
vent me from referring to, but which is strong and convincing. 
Now, the gentleman has read a dispatch here in the presence of 
the House to-day, a dispatch which announced that yesterday on 
the trial of John May, who was this afternoon convicted by tle 
jury for his. participation in these crimes and sentenced to two 
years in the penitentiary, as appears from a telegram just re- 
ceived [applause], that some a affecting this 
contest been made. This di , it seems, came from the 
counsel of the gentleman, from his paid lawyers in this contest, 
who stood by him in the taking of testimony in the case. The 
dispatch was intended to stampede a House composed of men of 
intelligence, with well-balanced minds, men who are most of 
them lawyers, and who at least lay some claim to statesmans!ii)). 
It came here just at a time which the senders probably suppos'! 
would be opportune. What is the h? A falsehood on its 
face. It states that thetestimony of certain election judges, civin 
yesterday as witnesses on May’s trial, showed that at one of tho 
i I believe it was the fifth precinct in the Second War! — 
the total number of fraudulent alphabetical ballots voted was ‘\\), 
and that they were equally divided between Tarsney and Van 
Horn, each of these gentlemen having had cast and returned for 
him from this precinct 200 such ballots. 5 
Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the return from this precinct 
as it aes in the evidence, and it shows that Mr. Van Horn 
got in all only 201 votes in the precinct. So, if the statements in 


this telegram contained are true, that he 200 alphabetical 
fraudulent votes, he must only have recei 1 legal vote at this 
inct. Senet peer eanann eimestniy 6 oe atulating 
mel Van Horn on his ity with the legal and bona file 


voters of this precinct. ter. - 
Now, I want to ask this House, sides of it, whether it is 
— into a stam on account of such transparent 
aa is thus wired this ere. er iar Pow. 

that even distinguished gentleman from Vermon r. Pow- 
ERS], who the other day made a on this contest without 
ae to the trouble to examine either into t!i° 

law or the facts of the case, and who, therefore, saw very clea'!y 
the committee was greatly in error—I doubt very mu! 
whether even he would want to base any action on such testimony 
This, notwithstanding he wants to turn down this com: 
i ly and conscientiously followed 
the voluminous testimony, investigated the law 
reach a just conclusion. I am wou 
dering, ¥00, sir, when this vote comes to be taken, if we shall see 
in of a very singular mental 
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henomenon. I wonder if it will turn out that every member on | plurality of 375 given in the report, but by a plurality of not less 
the other side of the House will take precisely the same view of | than 1,200 to 1,800 votes. 


this case, and vote in exactly the same way, and if, when you 
come to this side of the House, you will find there is quite a diver- 
sity of opinion, and that there will be a lack of unanimity in the 
vote. If this takes place, I should like some gentleman to tell me 
how it is to be accounted for. I will not be able to account for it 
myself except upon one hypothesis. 2 
little curiosity the calling of this roll to see just how many gentle- 
men on the Republican side are — by the kind of chaif which 
has been scattered here by the friends of the sitting member. 

Mr. Speaker, I think I have said enough to demonstrate that all 


I shall watch with some | istrations, wrongfully constituted election boards, and excluded 


| 
| 
| 
| 


of John C. Tarsney. NowlLalsoassertthat the election of Mr. Van | 


Horn is established by the evidence already in the record, and that 


e vote. 

a committee could from the record have so reported, but inas- 
much as they could not purge the entire vote of certain precincts, 
and throwing the whole of these precints out produced the same 
result, and was clearly warranted by law, they preferred to adopt 
the latter instead of the former method. 

Now, for the evidence that the record establishes the election of 
Van Horn. AsI have said, sir, the testimony shows that there 
was 180 plurality returned for Mr. Tarsney at the fifty-second pre- 
cinct of the Ninth Ward. If I were to count the vote in this pre- 
cinct, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TaYLER] wantsme to count 
it, for Mr. Van Horn, there would be no question about my prop- 
osition, but I am content to simply follow the action of the com- 
mittee and throw the entire poll out, and this takes 180 votes off 
from the returned majority for Mr. Tarsney. Then I proceed to 
the seventh precinct of the Second Ward, where these alphabetical 
ballots werecast. Itisadmitted that there were 200 of these ballots 
in this precinct, in which precinct Mr. Van Horn only got 57 votes. 
I believe that those 57 votes were all legal votes, and that all the 
alphabetical ballots were cast and returned for Mr. Tarsney. They 
he to make - his enormous vote of 449 at this precinct. I 
strike these 200 alphabetical ballots off of Mr. Tarsney’s plurality. 
I go next to the sixth precinct of the Second Ward, where there 
were only 84 votes returned for Mr. Van Horn, and where it is 
admitted that there were 200alphabetical votescastandreturned. I 
strike these also off from Mr. Tarsney’s majority, for Mr. Van Horn 
did not get oneof them. They are all includedin the tremendous 
vote of 420 returned for his opponent in this precinct. I go then 
to the fifth precinct of the Second Ward, where, as already stated, 
there were only 201 votes returned for Van Horn, and I strike off 
from Tarsney’s plurality the 200 alphabetical votes found here, 
which, I insist, the evidence clearly shows were all cast and re- 
turned for him by the officers of election. 

Mr. Speaker, the result of all this is that I have stricken off 780 
votes from Mr. Tarsney, and inasmuch as he is only returned 
elected by a plurality of 745 votes it necessarily follows that Van 
Horn is elected by 35 plurality. Now, add to this, sir, only one- 
half of the difference between the 600 alphabetical votes and the 
total number of the persons marked registered and voted on the 

ll book of the Second Ward and the fifty-second precinct of the 
aan Ward, but who were fraudulently registered, as shown by 
Horn’s plurality is increased 250, making his total plurality 285. 

This addition is of course made, sir, upon the theory that all 
of the fraud at the election was committed in the interest of Tars- 
ney; but who doubts this to be true? 

_ But, Mr. Speaker, I am not yet through with this demonstra- 
tion. It is not denied that the alphabetical voters in each of these 
three precincts of the Second Ward were consecutively numbered 
to 200 on the poll books and ballots. Now, I hold in my 
hand a list of persons whose voting and ballot numbers are ail 

er than 200 who were marked as registered and voting on the 

books of these three precincts in the Second Ward, and who are 
clearly proven in the evidence, outside of the report of the can- 
vassers of the board of public safety, to have been either fraudu- 
lently mapewed or else fraudulently voted in these precincts. 
This is only a partial list, but it aggregates 146 names. If these 
names are duplicated in the report of the canvassers, this only 


: 


shows the reliability of their rt and the accuracy of the figur- 
ing T have done upon it as my is. 

y, the gentlemen argue as though the committee had ex- 
hausted their resources in this matter; as though its report em- 
braced a complete statement of all the fraud which the record 
discloses to have been practiced in behalf of Tarsney. Not at all. 


analyzed the vote of four of the fraud-ridden pre- 
then stopped short, for the reason that Van Horn’s 
clearly appeared. Why should they have taken the time 
trouble to proceed further? Mr. Speaker, I say here,on my 

as a man and a Representative, that if we given an ex- 
amination to the other i and analyzed them I am satisfied 
that Mr. Van Horn would have appeared elected, not by the mere 


E EF 
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reports of the canvassers of the board of public safety,and Van | 





c t " 1 | to go into the ballot box at this precinct to establish it? 
the fraud that was committed at this election was in the interest | 


Now, let me call your attention to a matter waich will demon- 
strate this to be the fact. In the Second precinct of the first 
Ward there were 27 alphabetical votes found to be cast and re- 
turned. Tarsney got 151 votes, Van Horn 49, a plurality for 
Tarsney of 102 votes. In this precinct there were fraudulent reg- 


challengers and witnesses to the count. Do you not believe that 
Tarsney got every one of these alphabetical votes? Are you not 
sufficiently satisfied as to this fact without requiring the committee 
t Again, 
in the twenty-seventh precinct of the Sixth Ward, where they 
ejected the challenger and the witness to the count, and where 


| all the judges and clerks constituting tise election board were 
hence there is no possible reason for taking new testimony to purge | 


Democrats, there were 42 alphabetical vo‘es cast and returned. 
Here the vote was returned—Tarsney 259, Van Horn only 78; plu- 
rality for Tarsney, 181. Can any human being contend that these 
fraudulent ballots, registered by Democrats, and voted, counted, 
and returned by Democratic election officers, who had excluded 
Republican challenger and witness from their polling room, 
were so voted, counted, and returned for Mr. Van Horn? If this 
was not done, for whom were they counted and returned? For 
John C. Tarsney. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have still something in reserve. I am now 
going to read to you the record of three precincts as they appear 
in the evidence. Mark you, these are additional precincts to those 
which have been analyzed by the committee. In each one of them 
there was a fraudulent registration, in each one of them the elec- 
tion officers were all Democrats, in each one of them there was 
no Republican challenger or witness tothe count. Now, listen to 
the reading: Twenty-eighth precinct, Sixth Ward; fraudulent reg- 
istration, 116 votes; 141 votes returned for Tarsney, 62 for Van 
Horn; plurality for Tarsney, 79. Forty-ninth precinct, Ninth 
Ward; fraudulent registration, 118 votes; 255 votes returned for 
Tarsney, 137 for Van Horn; plurality for Tarsney,118. Fifty-third 
precinct, Ninth Ward; fraudulent registration, 179 votes; 274 votes 
returned for Tarsney, 219 for Van Horn; plurality for Tarsney, 55. 
And so I might go on through this record indefinitely and show 
you the wide and extended character of these frauds. Do you ask 
your committee, who have devoted themselves earnestly and in- 
telligently to the analysis of certain of these precincts, to go into 
an examination of the balance of them, when there is already 
proof of fraudulent votes to the extent I have stated, and when 
the result of a further examination will evidently only serve to 
increase the plurality of the contestant? 

[had intended, Mr. Speaker, to devote some time to showing 
that Mr. Tarsney is not efititled to open up the case and take new 
testimony, for the reason that he has been guilty of negligence. 
But I find that I am unable to do so, and inasmuch as this point 
has already been very ably discussed by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Kansas ‘net LONG] I shall pass it by. 1 wish, however, 
to make a single observation. There has never been an instance 
since Congress convened under the present Constitution in which 


| the House has opened up a contest for the taking of new ee 


in behalf of a sitting member who was guilty of negligence in fai 
ing to take his testimony at the proper time. And as to purging 
the vote, no case can be found where the House has gone outside 
of the record as made up to purge it at the instance of a member 
who has been guilty of laches, or where there has not existed a 
very strong probability that the voluntary taking of testimony by 
the House could readily enable the legal to be segregated from the 
~— vote. 

Mr. Tarsney, sir, has ‘‘sinned away his day of grace.” When 
the testimony for Van Horn closed, he and his lawyers knew very 
well what it contained. They knew all these facts that I have 
called attention to had been established. They knew that the 
testimony showed the election officers to have practiced the most 
unblushing frauds, including the casting, counting, and return- 
ing of these alphabetical ballots. They knew as a proposition of 
law that on account of this fraud the returns of these officers 
were tainted and were not admissible to prove the result of the 
election. They, therefore, knew that the vote of the precincts 
would have to be thrown out unless it was otherwise shown what 
the true vote was and for whom these alphabetical ballots were 
cast. Why then did Mr. Tarsney not inspect these ballots and 
prove for whom they were cast when he came to take his testi- 
mony in the case? 

t answer is made to this? It is said that there is a law of 
the State of Missouri forbidding the inspection of ballots in con- 
tests for a seat in Congress, and that Tarsney could therefore not 
take testimony concerning them. There is nothing of the kind. 


The law of the State of Missouri simply provides for an inspection 
of the ballots in local contests; but it doesnot go further and pro- 
hibit an inspection in contests for a seat in this House. You do 
not have to override.the constitution and the laws of the State 
Indeed, youact 


of Missouri to get an inspection of these ballots. 
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in conformity with the law and the constitution when you obtain 
such inspection. The Constitution of the United States creates a 
Congress; it declares that each House shall be the judge of the elec- 
tion, qualifications, and return of itsown members; and it provides 
that the Constitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof 
shall be the supreme law of the land, and shall be binding on the 
judges of the States, anything in the constitution or in the laws 
of the State to the contrary notwithstanding. 

In pursuance of the Constitution of the United States and of its 
right to purge itself of unlawful membership, Congress passed a 
statute providing for the institution of contests, for the serving of 
a notice, the serving of an answer, for the taking of testimony 
before certain designated officers, and for the sealing and return 
of that testimony and its opening by the Clerk of the House. What 
more is needed? No local law is necessary to put this statute of 
the United States into force. The very moment an officer is se- 
lected by the parties in a contest to take testimony he becomes an 
officer of the United States, and it is expressly provided by the 
statute that he shall have an inspection of bailots. It is not neces- 
sary that Congress shall be in session and make an order for in- 
spection in order that it may be obtained and if in this case the 
contestant and the officer taking testimony had made application 
for an inspection of the ballots, and it had been denied, he could 
have gone into a local court, and on proper showing it would have 
enforced the inspection, because the court would have recognized 
the supremacy of the Constitution of the United States and of the 
laws made in pursuance thereof in such matters. In this way 
John C. Tarsney could have secured ah inspection of the ballots 
in question and could have gotten his evidence into the record. 

hy, sir, this method is not a novel one; it has been resorted 

to on two occasions during the present session of Congress. In 
the case of Mitchell vs. Walsh, now pending before your commit- 
tee, the notary public before whom the testimony had been taken 
refused to certify up the testimony, and Mr. Mitchell went into 
the local courts of New York for a writ of mandate compelling 
him to do so. Mr. Walsh raised the question of jurisdiction, but 
the court decided in favor of Mitchell and mandated the officer, 
and, in compliance with the mandate, he sent up the evidence, 
anditis sow betore your committee. Allof these proceedings, Mr. 
Speaker, occurred before Congress assembled. So, in the case of 
Coleman vs. Buck, decided the other day by the committee in 
favor of the sitting member, the contestant appeared before the 
committee and asked that an order for the production of certain 
poll books in the parish of Jefferson, in the State of Louisiana, be 
entered. The order was made by the committee. Thereupon the 
contestant went down there and asked for the poll books, and the 
legal custodian of them refused to produce them. The contestant 
then went into the courts and prayed for a writ of mandate in the 
remises, and the courts of the Democratic State of Louisiana 
onal that mandate and compelled the production of those books, 
and the committee inspected them during the argument of the 





case, 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that John C. Tarsney did not want to 
go into these ballots at thattime. He has been guilty of gross and 
inexcusable negligence, and he can not come in here now and ask 
that this case shall be reopened and this committee shall take addi- 
tional testimony, which can only serve ‘‘ to make assurance doubly 
sure,” or ‘‘to do a righteous thing in a ae way,” to borrow 
the ge employed by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. TAYLER] 
when that gentleman was upon the floor the other day and prac- 
tically admitted that the whole evidence demonstrated that all 
the fraudulent votes had been cast and returned for Mr. Tarsney, 
though he had to part from his Democratic brethren in order to 
make this admission. When he went further and said that he be- 
lieved that if his plan of inspecting the ballots was carried out it 
would demonstrate the correctness of the very thing claimed by 
the majority of the committee, to wit, the election of Mr. Van 
Horn, he gave his entire case away. And when he went still 
further and said that the committee had erred by dealing too ten- 
derly with Mr. Tarsney in not counting the fifty-second precinct 
for Van Horn he simply made it impossible for anyone to ac- 
cept his view of this case without parting com 
and good sense. The gentleman is a good Republican and a good 
lawyer. I will not say that he founded his report and his speech 
ae mere pique, but I will say that he founded it on a mere pride 
of opinion which is utterly unsustained by the evidence and the 
facts in this case. 

Now, I hurry on, Mr. § er, to discuss another phase of this 
case. It is —— by the gentleman to purge the vote by in- 
specting and offering in evidence the ballots themselves. I insist 
that this can not be lawfully done. It is a well-established legal 
—_- that when ballots have passed through the corrupt 

nds of dishonest election officers they are incompetent evidence. 
I shall not stop here to split hairs upon the proposition to consider 
whether such ballots are incompetent or merely incredible, 
because, for the purposes of my argument, and for the purposes 


ny with reason 
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of the action of this House, the result is the same whether they 
are the one or the other. I recognize the difference theoretically, 
of course, between pee a and credibility. A man may be 
a characterless vagabond; it may be shown that he has every in- 
ducement to commit perjury; it may be shown that he has been 
actually bribed to commit that detestable crime; it may be shown 
that his statements are utterly at variance with all the direct and 
all the circumstantial evidence in the case, and yet, if he desires 
to do it, he has a right to go updn the witness stand and tell his 
miserable story. e is a competent witness, but is he a credible 
one? Would you believe his story when it is told? I say, there- 
fore, that I do not care whether the law goes to the extent of say- 
ing that these ballots are incompetent or merely holds that when 
received they are incredible. 

you believe, gentlemen of the House, that the officers who 
handled these ballots were honest men? If they committed fraud 
in one way, what assurance is there that they did not commit it 
in another? Frand is multifarious. If it possesses any one qual- 
ity in a marked degree, that quality is versatility. It is in its very 
nature ingenious. It baffles inquiry and avoids detection. These 
disreputable election officers are proven to have committed a va- 
riety of frauds. Some of them have been discovered. Do you 
know that you have discovered them all? Who can draw an arbi- 
trary line and declare that they proceeded with their villainy just 
so far and no farther? 

Mr. Speaker, everything that they touched was 
to a this committee to go down intoa ballot box which they 
handled and undertake to distinguish between the right and the 
wrong which they committed is to require them to perform a task 
which it is not within the power of any man within the hearing 
of my voice to accomplish. 

But I pass on to the discussion of the proposition upon which 
the gentlemen of the minority base all the clamor which they have 
raised about the purging of the vote. I am surprised to see some 
confusion of thought with reference to this matter on the part of 
certain gentlemen on this side of the Chamber whom I have gen- 
erally esteemed to be very accurate thinkers. What is this propo- 
sition of the minority and of our friend from Ohio with respect 
to the purging of these ballots? Now,I come to the real point at 
issue here; all else has been prefatory. What I have said hereto- 
fore has been simply in the nature of an approach to the stum- 
bling block over which gentlemen who usually walk erect seem 
to have fallen. Their proposition is this: That the whole of the 
fraud practiced at this election was committed pursuant toa sim- 

le and single plan, which consisted in falsely registering voters 
fore the election and then in the election officers voting these 
falsely registered voters, alphabetically and otherwise, and in their 
voting legal voters who were lawfully registered, but who did 
not actually vote; that the officers of election wrote down upon 
the poll books voting numbers opposite to the names both of the 
actual voters and of those fraudulently voted, and copied the 
proper and corresponding voting numbers upon the ballots before 
they were deposited in the ballot box; that wont then counted and re- 
turned these ballots precisely as they appeared after thus going into 
the box, or counted and returned them ‘‘ honestly,” if I may be per- 
mitted to use such an expression with reference to any act per- 
formed by the vagabonds who conducted thiselection. [Laughter. | 

Now, the gentlemen insist that, with the poll books and these 
ballots before them, they can easily pick out the ballot voted by 
each person whose name appears as a voter upon the poll books, 
and b nae it ascertain for whom it was cast, and that then, 
by referring to the evidence, they can find out whether the person 
who cast the ballot was a legal or a fraudulent voter, and that in 
this way the legal can be ‘‘se ated” from the fraudulent bal- 
lots and the entire vote purged. E 

Mr. Speaker, I deny the major premise. Why, sir, in listening 
to the gentleman from Ohio you have but to concede his major 
and his minor premise, and his conclusion flows from them as irre- 
sistibly as the waters of Niagara. But the trouble with the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio is that his major premise is 
wrong, and hence he necessarily errs in his conclusion. This plan 
pointed out was one of the ways in which frauds werecommitted at 
this election; it was indeed the main way; but it was not the sole 
and exclusive way. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TayYLer] 

ractically admits this, for in thesomewhat remarkable view whic 
he has submitted to the House in writing in this case he says: 


Substantially all of the fraud shown to have existed in the fifth, sixth, and 
seventh precincts of Kansas fore expressed in the padding of the regis- 
tration roll and poll book. Probably a thousand illegal votes were cast in 
these precincts. But each of these ballots, so fraudulently cast, represented 
a name on the poll book; each had its voting number and its corresponding 


name. 

When the count was completed, and the ballots and poll books were tu rned 
over to their rcu —the recorder of voters—the fraud was com- 
pletely perpetrated and its perpetrators had exhausted their fraud. i 

It is true that thereis evidence of other fraud in these precincts, but it's 
trivial and could not for a moment, standing alone, be deemed of sufficient 
gravity to call for a rejection of the entire return. 


luted. And 
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———— 


And on this subject of purging the vote, mark with what timid- 
ity and caution the gentleman expresses himself; like a blind man 
he feels his way, not exactly certain whether he is on the right 
track: 

It is clear to me— 


That is, if his peculiar idea is adopted—if you will follow the 
will-o’-the-wisp which he has pursued away from the beaten high- 
way, you will ome involved in the morasses just as he has be- 
come involved— 


Itis clear to me that these prgetncte, in which it is shown that frauds were 


ted, can be substantially purged of their fraud and a conclusion be 
per fairly satisfactory, as to the honest vote of the several precincts. 
We can thus, with reasonable definiteness— 


And so he goes on as though in his own mind he had a mental 
reservation always present. 

Now, where is my evidence that those who committed the frauds 
at this election adopted other methods than the methods which 
the gentleman says they adopted? Why, sir, let us go watch those 
officers of election taking the 170 Republican ballots out of the 
box and substituting 170 Democratic ballots in their place at the 

recinct in regard to which Canney testifies. This was not done 
in pursuance of these exclusive methods. This was a departure 
from the plan. Go and observe this man Morrison, grinding bal- 
lots into the box at the same precinct, as he is shown to have done 
by the testimony of an impartial witness. Go find the voter who 
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testifies that he was the seventh man who voted at this poll and | 


that he found himself registered on the poll list as number 300. 


exactly right —with mathematical correctness? 

Now, leave this precinct and go to the fifth, sixth, and seventh 
precincts. In the fifth precinct we find this state of facts: A wit- 
ness has solemnly sworn—and no man has dared to contradict 


him—that he went into this precinct (this is where some of these | 


alphabetical ballots were returned); that he handed his Repub- 


and said, ‘*‘ Yes, sir; you are all right.” The man suspected him. 
He knew what kind of gentlemen were in charge of the poll, and 
he had a curiosity to see what would become of his ballot. The 
judge did not put the ballot into the ballot box, so the man stood 
and waited. e election officer said to him, ‘‘All right; you may 
go.” But the man was a little pertinacious; he still stood there 
waiting to see whether they would deposit his ballot in the box. 
Then they said to him again, ‘‘ You may go, sir.” Still he lin- 
ered. e@ judge then put the ballot into the top of the ballot 
ox, but failed to turn the crank so that it would be passed into 
the interior to its place with the other ballots. The man still 
stood there with his eye upon the ballot, and the judge then per- 
emptorily dismissed him. So he finally went out, but he does not 
know to this day whether the ballot got into the box or not. Let 
it be remembered, sir, in connection with this incident, that the 
law of Missouri required that this ballot should be instantly de- 
a in the box in the presence of the voter. The species of 
ud here doubtless committed, Mr. Speaker, is certainly of a 
different character from the species which gentlemen claim was 
exclusively employed at this election. 

Now go into the sixth precinct for a moment. Here a witness 
swears solemnly—his affidavit was read in the hearing of the 
House the other day—that there were 100 extra alphabetical bal- 
lots put into the box on election day in addition to those prepared 
the night before. He says that all day the judges took the spoiled 
ballots and voted solid Democratic ballots in their places. hat 
are the spoiled ballots. They are what are otherwise known as 
rejected ballots—ballots which can not be used and are thrown 
out. In this case the judges did not simply throw out the ballots, 
but substituted straight Democratic ballots in their places. 

Now, we will go to the seventh precinct and examine the evi- 
dence of John L. Corum. His testimony appears in the record. 


He is a res ble man and a credible witness. He states that 
he p and handed to the election officer a straight Repub- 
lican ot; that he saw the officer to whom he gave the ballot 


hold it in his hand, and at the same time he distinctly saw an- 
other judge put a different ballot in the boxinits stead. This kind 
of fraud is not included in this “‘exclusive plan” which you are 
fini to purge. How are you going to correct a matter of this 
ad? Task you to remember that I am simply giving fragments 

of the testimony upon this branch of the subject. It is utterly 
im ble, within any reasonable time, for me to go into it in de- 
and point out the numerous varieties of frauds practiced by 
these officers of election. I am simply giving an instance here 
and there to ee the falsity of the gentlemen's basic proposition. 
Now, Mr. Olsen, the chairman of the Republican committee, 
was a two or three days after the election by a man 
who gave him to understand that some Republican ballots could 
be found by an investigation under a board sidewalk near this 
woman, He went down there, got a crowbar, and pried 
upa of the pavement, and the first thing he discovered was 
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a Republican ballot. It was a ballot that had apparently been 
voted; it had on it the initials of the judges, the number of the regis- 
tration, and the = number as well, and was folded just as tickets 
are which have been through the ballot box. On examining the 
poll book of this precinct it was found that the voting and regis- 
tration numbers on this ballot were those of Peter Green, a voter 
at the election. 

Mr. Green was called as a witness, and remembered distinctly 
having voted the ballot. Mr.Speaker, this Republican ballot never 
was counted or returned by the election officers at this precinct. 
It was unquestionably taken out of the ballot box bythem. What, 
then, was substituted and counted in its place? Evidently a Dem- 
ocratic ballot. But, oh; our friends say this incident does not 
destroy our theory. You have proof in the record in this case 
that this Republican ballot was abstracted and the Democratic 
ballot substituted. When you have proof of this kind of course 
we will not attempt to count sucha ballot. Ah, but, Mr. Speaker, 
how about the other instances, the enormous numbers of other 
ballots that have evidently been treated in precisely the same way, 
and in reference to which evidence has not been taken? Who 
knows how many of these ballots went through that same process? 
If these officers of election would perpetrate such a fraud in the 
case of Peter Green, would they not be very likely to perpetrate 
it in numerous other instances? What would you do in a case of 
this kind? I give the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TaYLer} five 
minutes in which to answer this question. 

Mr.TAYLER. Mr.Speaker,the question propounded by the 


| gentleman from Indiana is entirely characteristic of his way of 
Does this look as if these gentlemen had been keeping the poll list | 


arguing propositions. I can not expect to escape any more than 
any other gentleman on the floor of the House his mode of speaking. 
When I answer an inquiry the gentleman sees fit to propound 


| to me on the floor of the House, I will not permit the gentleman’s 


mental operations to put a limit upon my mental operations, and 


when he puts a concrete and important question—important in 


| this case to me—and tells me plainly that he gives me five min- 
lican ballot to the judge; that the judge looked at the poll book | 


utes in which I shall answer it, I repudiate the invitation and de- 
cline it. [Applause. } 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has sue- 
ceeded in invoking applause from the other side of the House, but 
not a single particle of applause in his own political household. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana (continuing). I stand for the rights 
of individuals 

Mr. MILES. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana (continuing). I am not criticising 
the gentleman from Ohio simply because he sces fit to go with the 
other side. He has a right to do as he sees proper in that matter. 
But I am attacking the proposition he lays down. 

Mr. DOVENER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to the gen- 
tleman—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
rupted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is entitled to the 
floor and declines all interruption. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But when the gentleman from Ohio 
says that in the five minutes allotted to him 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I can not yield to the gentleman, 
and decline to be interrupted further. 

Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Ohio is given five min- 
utes’ time in which to answer my question and does not even 
attempt to do so, I apprehend it is because he sees the weakness of 
his cause. Sir, I wah to get before this House the folly of the 
proposition here presented, that we shall go outside of the record 
as now made up, and attempt the impossible task of getting down 
on our knees in this labyrinth of fraud and separating the little 
which is lawful from the great mass which is corrupt. I gave 
the gentleman time in which to answer my inquiry. I did this 
for a purpose. He is a lawyer, a person trained in habits of 
thought. He has read carefully the 1,000 pages of testimony in 
this case and the briefs of the counsel. He has listened to the 
oral argument and has given to the questions of law and of fact 
involved much thought and reflection. Finally, he has reported 
his views to the House in writing, and made a speech in support 
of these views on this floor. In this speech, in response to my 
questions, he virtually gave his contention away, and now, after 
all this preparation, he finds himself unable to answer the simple 
interrogatory which I have put to him. This shows the inherent 
weakness of his cause. I have no desire to be offensive to the gen- 
tleman; I am contending for what I believe to be the truth. He 
is at liberty to interrogate me at any time. I challenge contra- 
diction, for I feel that I am in the right. 

Let me put an inquiry to you gentlemen, you who are going to 
vote for the substitute resolution—let me put it to you and ask 
you in the time that intervenes between now and the taking of 
the vote to answer it if you can, even to your own satisfaction. 
Suppose a man by the name of John Jones to have lived in pre- 





Mr. Speaker, I decline to be inter- 
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cinct 5 of Ward No. 2; that he wasa legally qualified and regis- 
tered voter in that precinct; that he went to the polls on election 
day and received a ticket from the election officers and stepped 
into the booth to prepare it for voting. It was a wide piece of 
paper, having printed on it, side by side, first the Republican, next 
the Democratic, next the Populist, and next the Prohibition ticket. 
He drew a straight line with his lead pencil through all of these 
except the Republican. This madeof ita Republican ballot. He 
then walked up to the judge of election and handed it to him that 
it might be put into the ballot box. They put his voting number 
down right on the poll book and copied it correctly, together with 
his registration number, upon the back of the ballot. 

Now, suppose that, as with the ballot of this man Corum, the 
election officers did not put it into the box, but instead put 
in a Democratic ticket, and John Jones did not happen to see 
through the legerdemain whereby 7 aa the change. Or 
suppose that they put his ticket into the box, but when they came 
to count it they did as they did in the fifty-second precinct of the 
Ninth Ward, threw it out and counted, tallied, and returned a 
straight Democratic ticket in its place. Or suppose they just took 
a piece of india rubber and rubbed out the mark over the Demo- 
cratic ticket and drew a lead pencil mark over the Republican 
ticket, thus converting it into a Democratic ballot. Now, sup- 

» my friend from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] goes down to Kansas 
ity with his friends of the minority to purge this precinct by an 
inspection of the ballots. They open the ot box to purge it in 
the interest of free and fair elections, with Mr. Tarsney retaini 
his seat in the House in the meantime, as he has already retain 
it for half the term, drawing a salary that rightfully belonged to 
that man [pointing to Mr. Van Horn]. They come to the name 
of this man John Jones, They take the poll book and get his 
voting number, and they find this number correctly written on 
the ballot. Will they not find it to be a Democratic ballot? Will 
they not have to so count it? There is nothing to show that the 
fraudulent change was made. All appearsto be regular upon the 
face of the poll book and the ballot. John Jones did not see any 
tampering with his ticket. They do not propose to take verbal 
testimony down there and call him and interrogate him as to how 
he actually voted. They simply want to get into the ballot box 
and inspect the ballots. 

Now, I ask you, gentlemen, how can you tell whether these ras- 
cally judges left that ballot asthe voter handed itin or whether they 
altered it in any one of the various ways that I have suggested? 

Who ventures to draw an arbitrary line and say that these offi- 
cers went just so far in their villainy and then stopped and did 
not go a step beyond? Who dares to say they may not have com- 
mitted one form of fraud as well as the other—that they did not 
do so? Who does not see at a glance that there is but one path of 
safety to pursue in this matter, and that is to take the record as it 
is already made up, as it is left by the negligence of Mr. Tarsney, 
and sonah your conclusion on the ample demonstration of his de- 
feat therein contained, or, if you prefer, by invoking the well- 
established principle of law that where there is no competent 
evidence offered to purge a fraudulent poll then you must of ne- 
cessity throw it out? There is nothing wrong about throwing out 
a ps 11 that is tinctured with fraud. Youare not to doit, of course, 
when there is any evidence in the record by which it “~~ be 
purged; but there is an unbroken line of decisions, many of them 
made by the House, that where there is no such evidence at hand 
the doctrine of rejection should be applied promptly and without 
hesitation, and that to do so is not simply the law of necessity 
but the law of justice and of right. It rests not simply in reason 
but also in authority. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary that I should consume an 
more of my time in the discussion of this case. I have simply this 
to say to the House in conclusion: 

The question before you for consideration to-day is not whether 
Mr. Tarsney is a pleasant and sociable gentleman. It is not a 
question whether you have agreeable friendships with him which 
you dislike to see disrupted; whether you hate to see him humil- 
iated, whether he is a Union soldier or a Confederate soldier or 
whether he was ever a soldier at all; whether heis a Protestant or a 
Catholic; whether he is a Republican or a Democrat; but the sole 
question for —z man in this Chamber to consider on his oath 
is, Who is lawfully entitled, under the law and the evidence, to 
occupy the seat in contest? I hope and believe this House will 
make this the sole criterion by which this controversy is to be 
determined. 

Your committee has certainly attempted to do its duty duri 
the present session. It has consi innumerable matters o 
law and fact, which were preliminary to the merits of the various 
contested election cases before it, and has disposed of them all. 
It has reported in the McClellan case, confirming that gentleman 
in his seat. It has reported in the contested election case of Camp- 
bell against Miner, in favor of the contestee. It has already 
cided in favor of Mr. Buck, the Democratic sitting member, as 
against Mr. Coleman, the contestant, because, under the law and 


facts, whatever may have been its misgivings as to the extent of 
the fraud undoubtedly practiced at the election, it felt that it could 
not honestly reach any other conclusion. It has considered the 
pending case, and brought it into your presence. It hasadvanced 
far in the determination of the case of Mr. Boatner. 

The voluminous ane in the case I am now discnssing has 
been taken up and read wit eas attention, the briefs ex- 
amined, the arguments carefully heard, the questions of law labori 
ously examined, and the whole case conscientiously considered, 
The committee has burned its midnight oil unstintingly in th. 
matter. There has all along been a disposition to be fair to Mr 
Tarsney. I, myself, after I had voted for the proposition to report 
back unfavorably his resolution to open this case, realizing that 
he had been guilty of negligence, but, nevertheless, desiring, if 
practicable, to heed the voice of the honest voters, if they could be 
ascertained, went to two or three of my colleagues on the com- 
mittee and suggested the reconsideration of our action to report 
against him that we might read the testimony and briefs and hea, 
theargument on the case and thus be better able tocome to a corre«t 
conclusion in the matter. The gentleman from Texas [\r. 
BalLEy] not being home when I called upon him, I addressed hiin 
a letter in which I acquainted him with my desire. This recon- 
sideration, sir, was thereafter moved and carried, and further 
action on the resolution postponed until the testimony and briefs 
could be read and the argument heard. Mr. Speaker, the addi- 
tional light thus gained not only confirmed the original opinion «s 
to the negligence of Mr. Tarsney, but also satisfied us thoroughly 
that he had been defeated and that the opening up of the case for 
further testimony would be a serious mistake—a thing both un- 
necessary and unjust. 

The question, sir, now is whether, after having authorized the 
committee to investigate this case, the House will adopt the report 
which is made to it after this careful and conscientious examina- 
tion, or whether it will reject it at the instance of the minority 
and of a gentleman on the committee who insists on taking new 
testimony, which he declares will, when taken, prove that the con- 
clusion arrived at in the report is entirely correct. If you pass 
this resolution for a reopening the committee will go down to 
Kansas City on its ‘‘fool’s errand” and do the very best it possibly 
can to carry out your wishes, but this additional labor thus im:- 
posed upon it simply means that there is to be delay in hearing 
the other cases now pending before it. The contestants in thess 
cases, entitled to have their titles promptly passed upon, must rap 
in vain for admission to the committee room, and the contesters 
who are anxious to have their rights adjudicated must endure 
their suspense fora while longer. Are you prepared to say to this 
already overworked committee that instead of taking up th:<e 
cases one by one and examining them in full committee in an in- 
partial manner and without regard to political lines, by reason of 
the additional labor which you impose these cases, in order to get 
them decided within a reasonable time, must be farmed out to si) 
committees, decided largely upon hearsay, and brought into tho 
House without that careful investigation which is absolutely esseu- 
tial if complete justice is to be done? 

Mr. Speaker, I trust not. 

Sir, if ever there was a case before a legislative body in which 
the right of the contestant was clearly proven, in my humo 
opinion it is this very case. 

I = it again, even at the risk of too great repetition, that if 
this House votes for the substitute resolution and requires us to 
take testimony to purge these polls of their dishonest ballots it 
will simply be unjust to the committee, unjust to the contestai', 
and unjust to the good people of Kansas City. It will of course 
inure to the benefit of the contestee by enabling him to retain for 
a while aseat to which he was never elected and to pocket i's 
emoluments, but ultimately you will be obliged to render precis«|y 
the same decision which every consideration of honor and of j1s- 
tice imperatively requires that you shall render now. 

I thank the House for the attention it has given me. 
plause on the ne side. | 

Mr. § er, I move the ys question on the resolution 
offered by the committee and on the substitute resolution offer d 
by the minority. I 5 ama there is no objection to that. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, ere is no objection. 

The previous question was ordered. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute, which tle 
Clerk will report. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the case of Robert T. Van Horn John C. Tarsney be 
recommi' 


tted to the Committee on Elections No. 2 for further considerat'\' 
Resol That additional evidence be — in said case, under such ru's 


[Loud ap- 


and in such manner as prescribed therefor by the said 
such addi evidence to be confined to the condition and «u~ 

tody of the ballots cast in the second, fifth, sixth, seventh, twenty-seven". 
fifty-second precinctsof Kansas City in the Congressional election of 1*"', 
to the segregation of the from the legal ballots in sach and to 
the recount of the cast in such precincts for tative in 
and to also duly certified copies of all books of such 


not now in evidence. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. —— it will save time to demand the 
yeas and nays at once. demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 163, not 


voting 82; as follows: 


YEAS—110. 

Dinsmore, McClellan, Southwick, 
ae ies. Dockery, McCreary, Ky. Sparkman, 
‘Arnold, Pa. Dovener, MeCulloch, Spencer, 
Bailey, Downing, McDearmon, Stallings, 
Bartlett, Ga. Elliott, S.C. McLaurin, Stokes, 

Bell, Colo. Erdman, MeMillin, Strowd, N.C. 
Bell, Tex. Fenton, McRae, Sulzer, 
Berry, Hart, Meredith, Swanson, 
Bishop, Hendrick, Miles, Talbert, 
Black, Ga. Huling, Money, Tate, 
Boatner, Hu ' Moses, Tayler, 
Brown, Hyde, Neill, Terry, 
Buck, — Ggden, quer, . 
on, Ohio em. tey, urner, Ga. 
wt Kendall, Owens, Turner, Va. 
Clardy, Kulp, Parker, Tyler, 
Cobb, Ala. Kyle, Patterson, Underwood, 
Cobb, Mo. Latimer, Pitney, Walsh, 
Cockrell, La Powers, Washington, 
Cod Lay Price, Wellington, 
Cooper, Leighty, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Tex. r, Robbins, Williams, 
Crisp. Little, Robertson, La. Wilson, 5. 0. 
Crowley, Livingston, Rusk, Woodard, 
Culberson, Lockhart, Russell, Ga. Wright, 
Cummings, Maddox, Sayers, Yoakum 
De Armond, ‘ Shuford, 
Denny, y, Sorg, 
NAYS— 163. 
heson, Eddy, Johnson, Ind. 
Ac Evans, Johnson,N.Dak. Pugh, 
‘Alien, Utah Fairchild, Joy, uigg, 
Andrews, Faris, Kerr, ney, 
Apsley Fletcher, Kiefer, _ Reeves, 
Abwood, Gam Kirkpatrick, Royse, 
Baker, N. 7. Gardner, Lefever, Russell, Conn. 
Barham, Gibson, Leisenring, Sauerhering, 
Barney, Gillett, Mass. Leonard, Scranton, 
Barrett, Graff, Lewis, Settle, 
Bartholdt, Griffin, Linton, Shafroth, 
Belknap, Griswold, ng. Shannon, 
Blue, Grosvenor, Lorimer, Simpkins, 
Boutelle, Grout, Loud, Smith, 01 
Brewster, Grow, Low, Spalding, 
Brode ‘ Hadley, Mahon, Sperry, 
Brosius, er, Marsh, Steele, 
Brumm, er, Nebr McCall, Mass. Stephenson, 
Bull, Halterman, McCall, Tenn. Stewart, N. J. 
Burrell, Hanly, MeCormick, Stewart, Wis. 
Burton, Mo. y: McEwan, Stone, C. W. 
Calderhead, b McLachian, Stone, W. A. 
Cannon, Hatch, Meiklejohn, Strode, Nebr. 
Chickering, Heatwole, Mercer, Suiloway, 
Clark, Mo. Heiner, Miiler, Kans. Tawney, 
Coffin, Hemenway, Miller, W. Va. Towne, 
Connolly, Henderson, Milnes, Tracewell, 
Cook, Henry, Conn. Minor, Wis. Treloar, 
Cooke, TL. ,In Mondell, Updegraff, 
Cooper, burn, Moody, Van Voorhis, 
Cousins, Hermann, Moziley, Wadsworth, 
Crowther, Hiil, ony Walker, Mass. 
Curtis, lowa Hitt, Odell, Wanger, 
Curtis, Kans. er, Otjen, Warner, 
Daizell, Hopkins, Overstreet, Watson, Ohio 
Danfo Howe. Payne, Willis, 
Daniels, Hulick, Pearson, Wilson, Idaho 
Dayton, — Perkins, Wilson, N. Y. 
De Witt, Hurley, Phillips, Wood, 
y; Jenkins, Pickler, Woodman, 
Dolliver, Johnson, Cal. Prince, Woomer. 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Aitken, Cox, Hubbard, Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, Crump. Huff, Shaw, 
Anderson, Curtis, N. i. Hunter, Sherman, 
4 R.L Doolittle, pa. ear -“ 
very, . ey, mith, " 
Babcock, Ellett, Va. Linney, Snover, 
Baker, Kans. Ellis, Lou Sonsinger. Southard, 
Baker, Md. Pischer, McCleary, Minn. Stahle, 
a Fitzgerald, MeClure, Strait, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Foote, McKenney, Strong, 
Beach, . Meyer, Taft, 
Bennett, Fowler. en, Tarsney, 

Gillet, N.Y. Miner, N. Y. Thomas, 
Black, N. Y. Hall, Morse, Tracey, 
Bowers, Harmer, Newlands, Walker, Va. 
Bromwell, Harris, Noonan, Watson, Ind. 
Clark, lowa Harrison, Northway, ite, 
Clarke, Ala. Hicks, Pendleton, Wilber, 
Colson, Poole, Wilson, Ohio 
Corliss, Ray. 

Cowen, Howell, Reyburn, 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Socios, my colleague, Mr. Srrarr, is 
confined to his room by sickness, and I ask that he be excused. 
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Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. PENDLETON. 

Mr. Ray with Mr. Bart.Lerr of New York. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. LINNEY with Mr. Baker of Maryland. 

Mr. AVERY with Mr. Crnarke of Alabama. 

Mr. Howe. with Mr. Cowen. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. Price. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr. Cor.uiss with Mr. Mrver of New York. 

Mr. Evuis with Mr. Srrarrt. 

Mr. Smita of Michigan with Mr. HAtu. 

Mr. Curtis of New York with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. HarRMER with Mr. MCKENNEY. 

Mr.BLUE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Washington, Mr. 
DOOLITTLE, is necessarily absent, and he desired me to say that if 
present, he would vote ** no.” 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Maryland, Mr. Baker. If he were present, he would vote 
*‘aye,” and I would vote *‘ no.” My colleague from North Caro- 
lina, Mr. SKINNER, is also absent. If he were present, he would 
vote ** no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

‘Applause on the Republican side. | 

he SPEAKER. The question is on the original resolutions, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That John C. Tarsney was not elected to the Fifty fourth Con 
gress from the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Missouri, and is 
not entitled to a seat in the House. 

Resolved, That Robert T. Van Horn was elected to the Fifty-fourth Con- 


rress from the Fifth Congressional district of the State of M ise vari, and that 
e be admitted to his seat. 


The resolutions were adopted. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolutions were adopted was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
Van Horn, is present and desires to take the oath. 

Mr. Van Horn, escorted by Mr. Burton of Missouri, appeared 
and took the oath, which was administered by the Speaker. 

CUBA. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, this afternoon I presented a report 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs in regard to our relations 
to Cuba. So many gentlemen have asked that a proposition be 
made to the House that the resolutions be taken up and acted upon 
now, that, in compliance with that request, and also in obedience 
to the instruction which I received from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, to urge the consideration of the report at the earliest 
moment possible, I will ask unanimous consent of the House to 
call up for consideration and action the resolutions which were 
read at the desk this afternoon. [Applause.| I will say, Mr. 
Speaker, that I do not wish to make any speech. The resolutions 
are so plain, so brief, so simple, upon a question with which every- 
one in America is so familiar, that I do not know that gentlemen 
desire to do more than vote upon them. [Applause, and cries of 
“Vote!” “* Vote!”] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, with the understanding that the 
resolutions may be separated, [ have no objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois. If thelastresolntion pledges Con- 
gress in advance to sanction anything that the President may see 
fit to do, I shall vote against it; but with that reservation | am 
perfectly willing that the resolutions shall be taken up now. 

Mr. HITT. The last resolution that the gentleman refers to is 
one that was added in accordance with the views of gentlemen 
who scarcely insisted it added any force to the other part of the 
report, and I donot know that any of those gentlemen would now 
insist upon retaining it. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that 
the gentleman asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of these resolutions? 

Mr. HITT. I ask that the resolutions be read before I make the 
formal request for consent. 

The resolutions were again read as they appear in a previous 
part of ‘to-day’s proceedings. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Sueaber, these resolutions, as I under- 
stand from what I can gather, as they have just been read for the 
first time at the Clerk’s desk, involve the declaration of approval 
of the recognition of belligerent rights on the part of the revolu- 
tionists in Cuba, which may involve grave consequences to the 
large interests of American citizens in that island and on the high 
seas and possibly precipitate a war with Spain. I object to the 
summary passing of such resolutions without a word of explana- 
tion or any statement of the officially ascertained s tuation which 
has led the committee to recommend this very isuportant action. 
I object. 

e SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
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Mr. HITT. Does the gentleman object to the consideration of 
the resolutions, if, when they are taken up, there be explanation? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, Mr. Speaker, it is now 5 o’clock in 
the afternoon, long after the usual hour of adjournment. The 
idea of our being asked to pass = such a resolution at this 
time—the idea that any members of the House should appear dis- 
= to vote upon a subject of this momentous gravity in this 
ty way, seems to me amazing. For one, I want to know from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs what the considerations are 
that have induced them to report this resolution, and whether 
they are such as will .ommend themselves to my judgment as an 
American citizen, as a patriot, and as a member of the House of 
Representatives. I think we have a right to ask that the facts on 
which the committee have reached their conclusion should be 
stated to us. We ought to take up this matter with at least 
some appearance of reasonable deliberation; to be informed as to 
the scope and probable consequences of the action proposed, and 
to have opportunity to scrutinize the terms of the resolutions, 
concerning the expediency of a portion of which a gentleman has 
already raised a question. I object to the present consideration 
of a resolution of such gravity. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the request I made was made simply 
in view of what was supposed to be the fact and what so many 
gentlemen here said to me was true—that every member was fa- 
miliar with all shades and sides of the question of belligerency. I 
simply complied with the request of many members whose state- 
ments I supposed to be correct. I will not trouble the House fur- 
ther at this time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am not prepared, for one, without a word 
of information from the committee, to vote upon a proposition 
which on the one hand may involve injustice to a people strug- 
gling, as they claim, for their independence against oppressive 
rule, and, on the other hand, may involve the unnecessary embroil- 
ing of my country in serious complications or war with a foreign 
power with which we are now at peace. I think we are bound to 
give some respectful and respectable consideration to a subject of 
so serious a nature. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. e resolutions are not before the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrojled a bill (H. R. 
5474) to provide for the extension of the time within which suits 
may be brought to vacate and amend land patents, and for other 
purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 

DUPLICATE COPY OF JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. HOOKER. I offer the privileged resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House of Representa- 
tives a duplicate copy of the joint resolution (8S. R. 54) authorizing the Na- 

Com y to a with the work of dredging the channel 


0; Dredging 
of Mobile Harbor, under the direction of the Secretary of War; the same havy- 
ing been lost or misplaced. 


The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

DAVID S. GORDON. 

Mr. PARKER, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of a 
minority of the Committee on Military Affairs upon the bill (H. R. 
1567) for the relief of David 8. Gordon. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the views of the minority 
will be placed on file and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DInGLEY (at 5 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. ; 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting appropriations for improvements of certain national 
~~ the Gounmittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Education, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6506) to aid in estab: 
homes in the States and Territories for teaching articulate — 
and vocal language to deaf children before they are of school age, 


‘ 


reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 528); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes 
relating to the sale of printed copies of patents, ao the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 580); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Department in 
the case of Capt. Henry 8. Pratt. (Report No. 526.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4020) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
William Loring Spencer. (Report No. 527.) 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bil 
(H. R. 1249) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of Amos D, 
Le Fevre, surviving partner. (Report No. 529.) 

a Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 358) granting a pension to James Loyd Young, 
late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. (Re- 
port No. we 

The bill (H. R. 4547) granting a pension toSilasS. White. (Re- 
port No. 533.) 

By Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 2006) to increase the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, 
widow of Col. John Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month, 
(Report No. 534.) 
<n bill (H. R. 126) for the relief of Martha Lindsay. (Report 

o. 537.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey, 
(Report No. 538.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill. 
(Report No. 535.) 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria B. Brinton, 
(Report No. 536.) 

By Mr. CROW THER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3857) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer. (Ke- 
port No. 539. 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
a (H. R. 4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas. (Report 

o. 540.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donohoe, 
(Report No. 541.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 6615) to provide for construction 
of a torpedo-boat destroyer—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 6616) donating two condemned 
cannon and eight pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Major 
E. F. Fletcher Post, No. 22, Grand Army of the Republic, Mil- 
ford, Mass.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 6617) authorizing and requir- 
ing Government officials to administer oaths and execute papers 
in claims for pension, bounty, and back pay free of charge—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6618) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the settlement of the claims of officers 
and enlisted men of the Army for the loss of private property 
destroyed in the military service of the United States,” approved 
March 8, 1885—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 6654) to abolish the fee 
system as to United States district attorneys and marshals and 
substitute salaries, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. . ' 

By Mr. ‘BULL: A bill (H. R. 6655) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to grant condemned cannon, cannon , Stc., to Grand 
amy posts, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 6656) to authorize the Mont- 
gomery, Hayneville and Camden Company to constru¢ t 
and maintain a bridge across the Alabama River between Lower 
Peachtree and Prairie Bluff, Ala.—to the Committee on Inter 
state and Foreign Commerce, 








1896. 





By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6857) to grant land to the | 
State of Alabama for the use of the State Normal and Industrial | 
School at Normal, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | 

By Mr. HURLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 128) directing the 
Secretary of War to prepare and submit plans and estimates for 
dredging Coney Island Channel, New York Harbor—to the Com- | 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 

the consideration of the following bills; which were reterred as 
jllows: 

tone bill (H. R. 5423) granting a pension to John O. Sullivan— 

Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 

tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 5422) granting a pension to W. F. Randolph— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4204) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of John P. Biehn on the pension 
roll—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Joel M. Bryan—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 6819) for the relief of Sidney 
M. Davis, latea private in Company F, Sixth Regiment of Cavalry, | 
Army of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. _| 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6620) for the relief of Luster P. Chester and 
Freeland Chester, and Luster P. Chester and Freeland Chester, | 
executors of Thomas R. Chester—to the Committee on War Claims. | 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah (by request): A bill (H. R. 6621) to | 
compensate J. M. Bryan for property at Choteau Station, taken | 
from him by the Cherokee Nation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia (by request): A bill (H. R. 6622) 
for the relief of the estate of Edward Gallaher, deceased, late of 
Richmond County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6623) for relief of William M. | 
White, of James County, Tenn.—to the Commiitee on Military | 


| 


Affairs. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6624) granting a | 

nsion to Cornelia A. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6625) to refer the claims of | 
Armstrong and others to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6626) granting a pension to | 
Mary Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H.R. 6627) for the relief of William S. 
—_ ht and James W. Richardson—to the Committee on 

ai 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6628) for the relief of Richard Mollencott—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6629) to correct the military record of James 
Kinney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 6630) granting a pension to Alice V. 
Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H.R. 6631) to correct the military 
record of William Fredrick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6632) to increase the pension of 

Matilda Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6633) granting an increase of pension to 
Na nm McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6634) granting a pension to 
Sarah M. Spyker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 6635) for the relief of Lieut. 
J Halleck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 6636) for the relief of John W. 
Kincaide, late of Company C, Twenty-fourth Kentucky Volunteer | 

—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6637) for the relief of Martin Cassady, late of 
Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6638) for the relief of Moses Lower, late of 


et CE 


Company B, Twenty-second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Commaithen on Invalid Pensions. r 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6639) granting a pension to Mary E. Harmon, 


widow of J: Harmon, deceased, of Company C, Tenth Ken- 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6640) removing charge of desertion in military 


)-)>° 


229537 
record of James Jones, late of Company M, Seventh Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6641) removing charge of desertion in military 
record of D. F. Danner, late of Company D, Twenty-second Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6642) removing charge of desertion from mil- 
itary record of Jeremiah Hunt, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. BR. 6643) for the relief of Thomas 
Thacher—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H.R. 6644) granting a 
pension to Gen. John M. Thayer, United States Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 6645) for the relief of Mrs. Sabina 
O'Callaghan, administratrix of the estate of Denis O'Callaghan, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H.R. 6646) for the relief of Augustus 
G. Kellogg—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H.R.6¢47) to remove the 
chargeof desertion from the military record of Charles Pusecker— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
6648) for the relief of Mrs. Celia Ford, late a laundress in Battery 
F, Second Regiment United States Artillery 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6649) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of Holston Seminary, at New Market, Tenn. 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6650) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam B. Malone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6651) for the relief of John B. Malone, of 
Union County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6652) for the relief of James C. Hodges, of Jef- 
ferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 6653) amending the record of 
John Reynolds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R_ 6658) for the relief of the 
estate of Thomas W. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 





to the Committee 


to the Commit- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Pennsylvania State Veteri- 
nary Medical Association, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 3012, to give rank to veterinarians in the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Mansfield Lodge, No. 5, American Protestant 
Association, of Carnegie, Allegheny County, Pa., indorsing the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution, for the publication of records and papers of the Con- 
tinental Congress—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
favoring a classification of freight to be uniform throughout the 
United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Maryland, 
in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Paper of Waterford Council, No. 72, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Marietta, Pa., indorsing the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petitions of Camps Nos. 44 and 46, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, in support of House bill for the restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. BULL: Petitions of Governor Charles Warren Lippitt, of 
Rhode Island, and John M. Richmond, president of Rhode Island 
Yacht Club, for an appropriation to remove the stone bridge over 
Seaconnet River, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Providence, R. L., foran 
appropriation to widen the stone bridge over Seaconnet River, 
Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizensof Butler County, 
Kans.; also, petition of citizens of Greenwood County, Kans., in 
behalf of House bill No. 5485, favoring the division of the State of 
Kansas into two Federal judicial districts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, in 
favor of the passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, petition of the tea trade of the United States, for the im- 
sition of a specific duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Also, petition of the congregation of the Tabernacle Presbyterian 
Church, East End, Pittsburg, Pa., for the enactment of the Sun- 
day-rest law for the national capital—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the congregation of the Tabernacle Presbyterian 
Church, East End, Pittsburg, for repeal of divorce laws of Okla- 
homa and Arizona—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the congregation of the Tabernacle Church, 
East End, Pittsburg, Pa., for increasing the age of consent in Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Territories—to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

Also, petition of Wilkinsburg Council, No. 135, Daughters of 
Liberty; also, petitions of Teutonia Lodge, No. 57, American Prot- 
estant Association, located at Pittsburg; also, petition of Loyal 
Orange Lodge, Verona, Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions from the following councils of 
the Junior Order United American Mechanics of New Jersey, 
viz: Jacobstown Council, No. 220; Hamilton Council, No. 47; 
Pennington Council, No. 74; Medford Council, No. 9, and Even- 
ing Star Council, No. 38, in favor of the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill (H.R.58)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAGER: Resolutions of a meeting of the Epworth 
League, held at Guthrie Center, lowa, urging the recognition of 
the belligerent rights of Cubans—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of Bowmanstown, Pa.; also, 

tition of citizens of Plainfield Township, Northampton County, 

a., favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of the Union ex-Prisoners of War 
Association of Connecticut, favoring the passage of Senate bill 
No. 961 and House bill No. 306—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Hat Manufacturers’ Association of Dan- 
bury and Bethel, Conn., concerning free alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on ae and Means, 

By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Red D Line of steamships and 
other steamship companies and agencies, for a depth of 30 feet of 
water at Buttermilk Channel and the channel between Governors 
Island and New York, New York Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of the Religious Society 
of Friends of Richmond, Ind., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 2764, known as the Denny bill; and remonstrance against the 

of bill for military instruction in public schools—to the 
Dommittes on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: Petition and papers relating to the claim of 
William H. Vaughan, of Caroline County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of the committee representing the 
tea trade of the United States, asking that a specific duty be im- 
= upon importations of tea—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 


By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of citizens of Ohio County, Ky., in 
support of House bill No. 5825, for an appropriation to complete 
the improvement of Rough River, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Taylor County, Ky., to accompany 
House bill in behalf of Mrs. Matilda Johnson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Napoleon 
McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance of the citizens of Saginaw, 
Mich., against appropriating, directly or indirectly, public moneys 
for sectarian undertakings; also, petition urging the passage of 
joint resolution No. 11—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 59, Patri- 
otic Order Sons of America, of Mapleton, Pa., asking for the pas- 
sage of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of the citizens of Mapleton, Pa., against the appro- 
ae of public moneys for sectarian undertakings; and a peti- 

on for the passage of a proposed amendment to the Constitution— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Letter from the Record and 
Pension Office, to accompany House bill No. 6594, relating to the 
case of Thomas Cary—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLURE: Petition of Dr. B. F. Cutt, James B. Meech, 
and 124 other citizens of Doylestown, Ohio, in favor of the pas- 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, 








By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of the National Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, protesting against military training 
in public schools—to the Committee on Education. 

y Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Platts- 
mouth, Nebr.. in favor of transmississippi exposition in Omaha— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Benjamin F. Brickett and 61 other 
voters of the Sixth Massachusetts Congressional district, request- 
ing favorable action on the bill to pension soldiers and sailors who 
were confined in Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Inyz- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Rev. D. J. Shaw and 79 other citi- 
zens of New Alexandria, Pa.; also, petition of Rev. 8. A. Dayen- 

»0ort and 19 others, of Academia, Pa.; also, petition of Rey. A 
Taefele and 31 others, of El Paso, Ill; also, petition of John H. 
Kendall and 25 others, of Tarentum, Pa.; also, petition of William 
H. Wheeler and 31 others, of Columbia, Mo.; also, petition of H. 
G. Gatlin and 90 others, of Parker, Kans.; also, petition of reli- 


gious gatherings in Yellow Creek, Grants Hill, and Bergholi, 


Ohio, at which 450 people were present, praying for the recoe 
nition of God in the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: Petition of 67 citizens of Howell County, 
Mo., asking for the repeal of a certain clause of section 3, act of 


June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. ODELL: Petition of citizens of Newburg, N. Y., and 
Orange County, N. Y., in favor of the Stone bill restricting 


immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 


By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of ex-soldiers of Buena Vista 
County, Iowa, in favor of the service-pension bill—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of nearly 900 citizens of Newcastle, 
Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolutions of Union ex-Pris- 
oners of War Association of the State of Connecticut in favor of lev- 
islation granting pensions to ex-prisoners of war—tothe Commi! 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Jennie Wade Council, No. 63, 
Daughters of Liberty; also, petition of Dillsburg Lodge, No. 324, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Dillsburg, York County, 
Pa.; also, } preswe ms of 31 citizens of Dillsburg, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on In- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of General John Sedgwick Post, No. 37, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of York, Pa., for the passage of House bill 
No. 306, pensioning all ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pension. 

By Mr, SCRANTON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 248, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, Moscow, Pa., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immizra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Remonstrance of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of McKean County, Pa., against ihe 
passage of any bill establishing a bureau of military education 
and the adoption of a uniform military drill in the public scho. is 
of the several States and Territories—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of W. H. L. Hamilton 
and 56 others, of Allegheny, Pa.; also, resolution of Thomas A. 
Armstrong Council, No. 291, Order United American Mechanics, 
of Allegheny, Pa., unanimously indorsing the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Solomon Robrtschek anid 54 
other citizens of Dover, N. H., praying the Government to take 
— in behalf of the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign 


airs. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petition of Adam Shatzer and other citi- 
zens of Stark County, Ohio, praying for the of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. Sa 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of William H. Ledford, fora pension— 
to the Committee on Pensions. Ss 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Woman’s Christin 
Temperance Union of Hulberton, N. Y., in regard to the sale of 
beer to immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and N:\- 
uralization. . 

Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of I/!- 
berton, in regard to the sale of beer at certain military posts—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Arthur J. Smith, president, and 
125 members of Washington Camp, No. 70, Patriotic Order Sons 
of America, of Bismarck, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration a Natural- 
ization. 
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Fripay, February 28, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MrrcHeLL of Wisconsin, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

y MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives,by Mr. W. J. 
3ROWNING, its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to furnish the 
House with a duplicate copy of the joint resolution (S. R. 54) au- 
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thorizing the National Dredging Company to proceed with the | 
work of dredging the channel! of Mobile Harbor under the direc- | 


tion of the Secretary of War, the same having been lost or mis- 
placed. ; 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H.R.5474) to provide for the extension 
of the time within which suits may be brought to vacate and 
amend land | " 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 

MOBILE HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the r 

the House of Representatives for the return to that body of a 


duplicate copy of the joint resolution (S. R.54) authorizing the | 
National Dredgin Company to proceed with the work of dredg- | 
ing the channel of Mobile bor under the direction of the Sec- 


retary of War; and,on motion of Mr. Frye, the request was or- 
dered to be complied with and a duplicate copy returned to the 
House, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Trinity Lutheran 
Junior Missionary Society of Lancaster, Pa., praying Congress to 
take such as will prevent the sacrifice of life and wanton 
destruction of property that are now threatened in Turkey; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of McKean County, Pa., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legi 
tion in the public schools of the country; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- | 


ance Union of Cornwall, Pa., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of a committee representing the tea 
trade of the United States, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion levying a specific duty on tea; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the »of Senate bill No. 1886, or 


some similar m requirin Ecki m and Soldiers’ | ; oes ee 
Soo g the Eckington and Soldiers | to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 


Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and 
remonstrati 


were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of J. D. Robie Post, No. 273, 
Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, of Su- 
perior, Wis., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5555, to 
authorize the of the Navy to organize national naval 
volunteers in all States bordering upon the Great Lakes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of | }*8 


New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the discontinuance of 
the fast-mail service between New Orleans and the East; which 
= referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


. SHERMAN 
of Oberlin College, Oberlin, Ohio, praying for the appointment of 
& permanent board of arbitration between the United States and 
Fae Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
ions. 

He also presented a petition of the National Association of Agri- 
cultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, of Akron, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving to shippers uniform 

on all the railroads in the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a per of sundry citizens of Boone 
Peat Mo., prs for the adoption of an amendment to the 
preamble of tution of the United States acknowledging 
Almighty God as the source of power and authority in civil gov- 
ist as the ruler of nations, and 
supreme authority in civil affairs; which 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PASCO eeeened a petition, in the form of resolutions 
of county commissioners of Pasco County, 
for the early construction and completion of the 





tion establishing a bureau of military educa- | 


tents, and for other purposes; and it was there- | 


uest of | 


)s)>° 
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Nicaragua Canal; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of Richmond, Va., praying 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 563, providing for the abolition 
of compulsory pilotage on coastwise vessels; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Benjamin Pendleton, a veteran 





of the Mexican war, praying that he be granted an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen : 

He also presented a petition of the Woodlawn Farmers’ Club of 
Accotink, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation pr ling 
for a farmers’ market in the city of Washington, D.C.; which wa 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a memorial numerously 
signed by citizens of Bigelow, Oreg., in which they remonstrate 
against the appropriation by Congress of the nation’s money to- 
ward any institution or undertaking belonging wholly or in part 

| to areligious sect. The memorialists declare that such appropri- 

| ations are refused and denounced by almost every religious society 
in this country, as well as by the great masses of people not con 
nected with any church. They state that these appropriation 
have been instrumental in causing the formation of organizations 
throughout the country to combat certain church influences us 
engendering, as they state, bitter strife, and, in some cases, loss of 
life. Such appropriations, they think, are unjust and not author 
ized by the Constitution and in direct contravention thereof. 

| Appropriations of this character, they state, form a law 1 ting 
an establishment of religion which is forbidden by the Constitu 
tion. They go further,in the judgment of the memorialists, and 
provide for the maintenance thereof; and they believe th 








at the 
discontinuance of what they term these obnoxious appropriations 
will remove the greatest cause for the dissensions now existing in 
various parts of the United States, and to the end that the funds 
of the Government may not again be diverted te a channel con 
trary to the design of the founders of the Government, and in op 
position, as they avow, tothe wishes of almost the entire people of 
this country, they pray for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution, to be termed the sixteenth article to the Constitution 
of the United States, reading as follows: 


ms 





Neither Congress nor any State shal! pass any law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereo!, or use the property 
or credit of the United States or of any State, or any money raised by taxation, 
to authorize either to be used for the purpose of founding, aid or main 
taining by appropriation, payment for services, expenses, or rw uny 
church, religious denomination, or religious society, or institution 

| society, or undertaking which is wholly or in part under sectarian or ecclesi 


on inst the extension of the tracks of that company | 
until its existing lines are modernly equipped and operated; which | 


presented a petition of the faculty and students | 


asticai control. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE presented sundry papers to accompany Senate bill 
No. 1408, to incorporate the National Capital Gas, Light, Heat and 
Power Company of the District of Columbia; which were referred 


printed. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Chester, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South Sioux 
City, Nebr,, praying that a special appropriation be made to pro- 
tect encroachment of the Missouri River; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and 
Tributaries. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill (S. 1318) granting a 
| pension to Samuel K. Williams, late commissary sergeant of the 
| Sixtieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, I present a petition 

numerously signed by citizens of St. Clair County, Mo., and affi 
davits of Samuel K. Williams and of James Elliott and John R. 
Young. I move their reference to the Committee on Pensions, to 
accompany that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6408) authorizing 
the sale of title of the United States to certain tracts of land in 
the District of Columbia to Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Loch- 


boehler, and John R. Scott, reported it without amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal 
endar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the bill (S. 2001) authorizing 
the sale of title of the United States to certain tracts of land in 
the District of Columbia to Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Loch- 

| boehler, and John R. Scott. heretofore reported by the commit- 
tee, be indefinitely postponed, it being identically the same as the 
bill just reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2307) to 
provide increased accommodations for the second division of the 
equity court of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 676) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal — ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1895, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 260) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Butte City, Mont., reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.491) for the relief of Daniel O’Sullivan, 
submitted an adverse — thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. to whom was referred the bill (H.R.5161) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1897, to report it with amendments and submit a 
report thereon. I give notice that I shall call the bill up for con- 
sideration in the early part of next week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 336) for the relief of the estate 
of William B. Todd, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


DIRECTOR OF GYMNASTICS AT WEST POINT. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 665) to 
confer rank and pay of a first lieutenant of infantry upon the di- 
rector of gymnastics and instructor in swordsmanship at the 
United States Military Academy, to report it favorably with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. The bill has the unan- 
imous report of the committee, is recommended by the War 
Department, and recommended by the Superintendent of the Mil- 
itary Academy at West Point. I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the President of the United States be authorized to nominate and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint a director of - 
nastics and instructor in swordsmanship at the United States Military Krad. 
emy asa first lieutenant of infantry, with the rank, pay. and emoluments of 
officers of that class. The person ss under this act shall be subject 
to the physical examination required for admission to the military service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. < 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint and confer the rank of 
first lieutenant of infantry upon the director of gymnastics and 
instructor of swordsmanship at the United States Military Acad- 
emy.” 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE. I present a petition, in the form of a resolution of 
the city council of Portland, Me., favoring the purchase by the 
Government of a quarantine station at that port, and I introduce 
a bill providing for the purchase by the Government of that quar- 
antine station. I am uncertain where the bill should go, but it 
seems to me that owing to its connection with shipping matters 
it ought to go to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2308) providing for the purchase by the Government 
of the quarantine station at Portland, Me., was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2309) ratifying coal leases in 
bo oe oe Indian Territory; which ie = ee a 

e, and, with the accompanying paper, refe e t- 
tee on Indian Affairs. . 
| Healso introduced a bill (S. 2310) ratifying coal leases in the 
oa ae Territory; which — read a by > 
e, and, wi e accompanying paper, referred to the Commi 
tee on Indian Affairs. 
l Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2311) to provide for the 


_ 


printing of general and private laws appropriating money; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee op 
——, 

Mr. SHERMAN. In view of the agreement made yesterday, [ 
have been requested by several Senators to move, after the morn. 
ing business is disposed of, that the consideration of the Cuban 
resolution shall be resumed without waiting until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. LODGE. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Hoar}, who js 
unavoidably absent, I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 2312) granting a pension to William T. Hill was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 2313) for the relief of ti 
heirs and legal representatives of those who were killed by the 
explosion of the gun-cotton factory at the United States torjodo 
station at Ne rt, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2314) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of Maj. Tarleton Woodson, deceased, in accordance 
with the findings of the Court of Claims; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2315) forthe 
relief of the estate of Joshua Hill; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2316) granting a pension 
to Melissa Dooley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2317) for the relief of the 
heir or heirs of John Howard Payne; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr.CALL. By request I introduce two bills. 
that I am not responsible for them. 

The bill (S. 2318) to raise revenue, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Finance, 

The bill (S. 2319) to authorize the construction of certain rail- 
ways ard canals, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2320) granting an increase 
of —- to James E. McNair; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 88) direct- 
ing aresurvey of Holland Harbor, Michigan; which was rea: twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BAKER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BILL RECOMMITTED—TONNAGE TAX. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 


Ofdered, That the bill (S.183) concerning tonnage tax be recommitted to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask for the adoption of the following order: 

Ordered, That 1,000 copies of Senate Executive Document No. 1\!,0f the 
Forty sixth Congress, second session, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKKELL. What is the document? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is a document from the Interior Depart 
ment containing a list of unconfirmed private land claims in 
Louisiana. The document is out of print, and it is very necessary 
to persons in Louisiana, in order to trace up and look after their 


titles. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the order? 

The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agree! to. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
_ the 26th instant approved and signed the following joint reso- 

utions: 

The joint resolution (S. R. 17) providing for certain surveys 12 
the State of Florida; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 59) extending the provisions of sec- 
tion 79 of “An act providing for the public printing and binding 
and the distribution of public documents,” approved January |”, 
1895, so as to include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the 
Geological Survey published in 1894 and succeeding years. 

DISPOSITION OF GARBAGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nevada [{[Mr. Stewart) couung 
over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. STEWART 
on the 25th instant as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia is directo’ to 

the Commissioners of 3 said District for a full report of their 


1895, in the matter of the removal of = 
and Georgetown, with transmissict 


I desire to state 











all rs; and the said committee is further directed to investigate the sub- 
the disposition of the garbage of ape cities, with special regard 
ocation of garbage crematories or 

reduction plants, and to report what, if any, legislation is necessary. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Why shall we direct a committee to doa 
thing that we can do ourselves? I move to amend the resolution so 
as to read “that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
be directed” to send the information called for. 

Mr. STEWART. I accept that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is accepted. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART subsequently said: Mr. President, with refer- 
ence to the resolution which was passed this morning with regard 
to garbage in the District, the amendment which was made re- 

uires another amendment, to wit, the striking out of the last 

ause of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And the said committee is further directed to investigate the subject of the 
Sisposition of the garbage of large cities with special regard to the health 
‘and comfort of the people and the location of the garbage crematories or re- 
duction plants, and to report what, if any, legislation is necessary. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote by which the resolution 
was will be regarded as reconsidered and the amendment 
to, if there be no objection. The Chair hearsnone. The 
resolution, as amended, is agreed to. 
A. H. LAZARE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate of the 18th 
and 19th instant, a report from the aa Ss State in regard to the claim 
of A. H. Lazare against ti. 


the Government of 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 28, 1896. 


APPOINTMENT OF SECOND ACTING ASSISTANT DOORKEEPER. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] coming 


over from a previous day. 
The read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 25th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That James B. Lloyd, a citizen of the State of North Carolina, be, 
and he is hereby, appointed to the office of second acting assistant doorkeeper 
of the Senate, at a compensation of $1,500 per annum. 


Mr. ALLEN. In view of the fact that there seems to be some 
misunderstanding upon the Republican side of the Chamber with 
reference to this resolution, I ask unanimous consent to with- 


draw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the request? 

Mr. ALLEN, I said, in view of the fact that there seems to be 
an entire misunderstanding on the Republican side of the Cham- 
ber with reference to this resolution, I ask unanimous consent to 


withdraw it. 

Mr. . Lhave no objection at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had eet, however, and had been led to 
believe from conversation had with the senior Senator from Ohio 
and some others, that there would be not the slightest objection 


to the of the resolution. 
Mr. LER. desire to make an explanation. I in- 
formed the Senator trom Nebraska yesterday that if he would 
in the resolution the present officer of the Senate to be dis- 


,80 that the number of employees would not be increased, I 
would make no objection to the passage of the resolution. The 
Senator, however, of accepting the suggestion from me, 
stated that he intended to withdraw the resolution, and I under- 
stood that an arrangement had been made which would not re- 
quire approval by resolution of the Senate, which was satisfactory 
to all parties concerned. If that is not the case, I now repeat to 
will specity — ee ee far as I - conecrn , if he 

now y some employee of the Senate 
h he wishes to have filled by Mr. Lloyd I shall certainly 


no on. 
, SHERMAN . I wish to move, if the morning business is 


that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Cuban 
ution. 


ei fst i? 


ALLEN. 
to have this resolution di of. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state in response to 
on of the Senator from Nebraska that the Senator has 

withdraw his resolution. 

. . Thea I withdraw the resolution. I wish to say 
in this connection, however, that the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire did not have any understanding from me that an 


The morning sonia is not yet completed. I 


Fal 
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agreement had been entered into between any persons with refer- 
ence to this matter, for no such agreement had been made, I 
withdraw the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is withdrawn. 

WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Cuban resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me to 
call up a bill that will provoke no debate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the resolution be taken up, and then I 
will yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated by 
title. 

The SncretTary. A. resolution reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations by Mr. MorGAN relative to the war in Cuba. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LINDSAY] is entitled to the floor upon the pending resolution. 

NAVIGATION OF ST. MARYS RIVER, 

Mr. BURROWS. [ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up the bill (H.R. 4779) relating to the anchorage and move- 
ments of vessels in St. Marys River. It is a measure in the inter- 
ests of navigation that ought to be passed, and I trust there will 
be no objection to it. It was reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Theregular order is before the Senate, I under- 
stood. 

Mr. BURROWS. I trust the Senator from Kentucky will yield 
for justa moment. This bill will give rise to no discussion. 

br VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield? 

Mr. LINDSAY. LI yield for this purpose, but after the bill is 
disposed of I shall take the floor upon the pending resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. The bill was reported unanimously from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, to add at 
the end the following additional proviso: 


Provided also, That nothing in this act shall be construed to amend or re- 
peal the act entitled “An act to regulate navigation on the Great Lakes and 
connecting tributary waters as far east as Montreal.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, and the bill to be read a third time. 

he bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to submit a conference report on the 

pension appropriation bill. I will say to the Senator from Ken- 


tucky that it will take about two minutes to dispose of it. Ihope 
there will be no objection. 
Mr. LINDSAY. I understand there will be no controversy over 


the conference report. 

Mr. ALLISON. None whatever. There are only three amend- 
ments, and they have been disposed of. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.3537) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having met, after 
fulland free conference have agreed torecommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows; 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same 

W. B. ALLISON, 

S. M. CULLOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
W. A. STONE 
R. W. BLUE 

S. M. ROBERTSON 


Managers on the part of the Ho 


The report was concurred in. 

WAR IN CUBA, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MorGan from the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 
5th instant relative to the war in Cuba. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, as I desire to speak this morn- 
ing to the resolution offered in the way of an amendment to the 
committee’s report by the Senator from Pennsylvania ~— Cam- 
ERON], I will ask to have the proposed amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘TheSecretary will read asrequested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 74) relative to the termination of the war in Cuba. 

Whereas the President of the United States in his last annual message to 


ey HT: 
“ Neither the warmth of our people’s sympathy with the Cuban insurgents, 
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nor our loss and material ‘damage consequent upon the futile endeavors thus 
far made to restore peace and order, nor any shock our humane sensibilities 
may have received from the cruelties which a r to especially character- 
ize this canguinary and fiercely conducted war have in the least shaken the 
determination of the Government to honestly fulfill every international obli- 
gation, yet it is to be earnestly hoped, on a that the devastation 
of armed conflict may speedily be stayed and order and quiet restored to the 
Gistoncted men, bringing in their train the activity and thrift of peaceful 
ursuits ; an 
» Whereas he also declares that the present revolt is more active than the 
one which continued from 1868 to 1875; and as it appears there are no means 


of securing permanent peace to Cuba except by the recognition of its right 
to self-government: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the good offices of the United States are 
earnestly recommended to the favorable consideration of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment for the recognition of the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I do not think that in the pres- 
ent exigency the subject under consideration ought to be in any 
wise controlled by the = conduct of Spain to the United States. 
Considering the entire history of the diplomatic intercourse be- 
tween the two countries and the sensibility of a country like 
Spain, whose power has been gradually declining, it may be said 
with truth that we are rather a debtor to than a creditor of Spain 
in the _— offices of the we 

Nor do I think this subject ought to be discussed, considered, 
or decided by the Senate as though it were a case in court, to be 
governed alone by the rules of practice prevailing in questions 
arising out of international law and before the courts for adjudi- 
cation. It is in a certain sense a question of humanity. At our 
— doors a war is being carried on between the people of Cuba 
and the Spanish Government, which can result but one of two 
ways, unless public opinion is very much mistaken, the independ- 
ence of Cuba upon the one hand or the utter destruction of the 
Cuban people upon the other. Therefore we approach the discus- 
sion of this issue from the standpoint of humanity as well as of 
law, and in that spirit I shall discuss it. 

Expressions of sympathy will avail nothing to the Cuban insur- 
gents. A declaration that they have so far —— in their 
revolution as to be entitled to the treatment of belligerents will 
accomplish little in the end, if I be right in my position. If the 
Uni States are to take any step to bring about a condition of 
affairs in Cuba different from that which has existed there during 
the last seventy years, that step should be in the direction of the 
ultimate independence of the Cuban people. It may be true, it is 
true, that the revolutionists have not yet accomplished enough to 
justify us in acknowledging the independence of Cuba, but I may 
say that the United States in the past have not hesitated to take 
that advanced ground, in instances where a revolution like that in 
Cuba had scarcely beyond the scope of the success which 
has now attended the arms of the Cuban people. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] read yesterday the con- 
servative message of President Jackson in relation to the ac- 
knowledgment of the independence of Texas. Let us contrast the 
conduct of the Government of the United States, including the 
President, with the language of that message, and see whether 
ti.at conduct will not justify us in taking now even amore advanced 
step than is proposed by this resolution. 

The President's message was sent to Congress on the 2ist day of 
December, 1836. March 1, 1837, the Senate passed a resolution 
looking to the recognition of the independence of the Republic of 
Texas. Almostcontemporaneously with thatresolution the House, 
by an amendment to an appropriation bill, appropriated money to 
pay the expenses of a diplomatic agent to the Republic of Texas, 
and on the 4th day of March, 1837, the last act of the President 
whe wrote the message of the 2ist of December, 1836, was to 
nominate a chargé d’aifaires to the new Republic. Within sixty 
days after this conservative m had been sent to Congress, 
the Government of the United States had acknowledged Texas to 
be a free and independent nation. How did the conditions of 
Texas then compare with the condition of Cuba at the present 
time? At that time, according to the report of Henry M. Morfit, 
the American agent who had been sent to Texas to in te the 


affairs of that country, the po ulation of the entire Republic was 
t 


52,670. Thirty thousand o ese were Anglo-Americans; 3,470 
were Mexicans; 14,200 were Indians, and 5,000 were Africans. 
The Mexicans and Indians were elements of weakness rather 
than of strength to the s ling Republic, and it may be said 
that at the time when the independence of Texas was acknowl- 
edged there were but 30,000 Texan people who were actually en- 
in the struggle for independence. 

t was the then condition of the Texan army and what the 
condition of Texan finances? Reading from Yoakum’s History 
of Texas, volume 2, page 205, I find this statement: 

At the close of 1836 the Texan army consisted of about 700 men enlisted for 

period of the war and 80 who had six months longer to serve. =e Seas 

Sualion, bak.ne boaees te conte Coacive tam tes tiny kad Maoein Soase 
supply of ammunition, but ware without fiints. 
The condition of the Mexicans was this: 


The Mexicans had again increased their forces in and about Matamoras. 
At the latter point there were !,335 infantry, 670 cavalry, and 400 chained con- 
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cavalry, 300 infantry, and 4 of artillery. Besides these forces there 
were at Saltillo 2,500 men of all arms and at Laredo 150 cavalry, making in al] 
an aggregate of over 5,000 troops ready to invade Texas. 

From the ist of January to the 4th of March, 1837, there had 
been no improvement in the condition of Texas and no diminu- 
tion of the power of Mexico, yet the Senate of the United States 
passed the resolution ane to Texan independence, the House 
of Representatives provided for a contingency that only could 
arise upon the Executive acknowledgment of independence, and 
the President took that step by the appointment of a chargé d’af- 
faires to the new Republic. 

What may now be said of the Cuban war for independence? A 
ten years’ war, from 1868 to i878, which Spain could not success- 
fully bring to a close except upon the promise of reforms which 
have never been made, is followed by a revolution which has ex- 
isted for over twelve months, and which, according to the mes- 
sage of the President, is more active than that of 1868, and yet 
we are told that a case has not yet arisen in which the Executiyo 
of the United States will be justified in considering steps looking 
to the independence of this people. 

It is not correct, as a matter of international law, that the indo- 
pendence of an insurrectionary state is never to be acknowledged 
until independence has been virtually accomplished. There are 
conditions in which the acknowledgment may precede and onzht 
to precede the degree of success that leads inevitably to the con- 
clusion that independence can and will be secured by the unaided 
efforts of the insurrectionists. Reading from Manning's Law of 
Nations, page 97, I find the practice of international law in cases 
like this stated thus: 

The continuance of a revolutionary state of affairs in the foreign State 
under circumstances in which it seems highly probable that, without such 
interference, either public order can never be restored at all or can only |e 
restored after such sufferings to humanity and such injuries to surrounding 
States as obviously overbalance the general evil of all interference from w i! h- 
out. No doubt the application in particular cases of these two princip!cs is 
often a matter of the utmost difficulty, and must depend for its success on 
the y and political foresight of the State whose interference is solicited. 

We have a state of case in Cuba which would justify the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in considering a proposition for 
active interference in the revolutionary struggle for the reason 
that ‘‘it seems highly probable that, without such interference, 
either public order can never be restored at all or can only be 
restored after such sufferings to humanity and such injuries to 
surrounding States as obviously overbalance the general evi! of 
all interference from without.” But this resolution contemplates 
no such active interference. This resolution p es only that 
the good offices of the United States shall be offered to Spain to 
wong about, not merely a cessation of hostilities in Cuba, not 
merely a termination of the revolutionary struggle now in pro. 
ress, but an ultimate peace on the basis of Cuban independence, 
the only basis on which good governmont can ever be secure: to 
the people of that country, if the experience of the last seventy 
years is to go for anything. 

This question has been considered as though Cuba lay a thou- 
sand miles or 3,000 miles from the shores of United States; it 
has been considered as though the people of the United States had 
no peculiar interest in and were under no peculiar duty to the 
people who are struggling for their independence; but such is not 
the case. After the successful revolutions in Mexico and in the 
Spanish American States of South America the question aros« «s 
to the attitude Cuba then bore to the United States and as to 
what tion the United States was to assume toward Spain in 

to that nation’s control of Cuba. Mr. Adams, in Apr, 
1823, while Secretary of State (I take the following extracts from 
quotations to be found in the hh of the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Morean]), wrote to Mr. Nelson, as follows: 

In the war between France and Spain. now Gemgenaing, ther interests, 
oy yt ours, will in ee - Sieaenaes tever may be 

issue of this war as between those two powers, taken 
ope Wnt Da Komen of Roe See een s, North 

salle Saceeen arate ce 

i y owh Egauaded over thom. together with 

These islands, from their local positi 0, 

orth American continent, and one of tm 

t of our shores, from a multitude of considerations, !\s 

transcendent importance to the commercial and })'t- 

ical interests of our Union. Its with reference to the 
Gulf of Mexico and the West India seas; the eee De 
line of 

uctions 


merce beneficial ve it an importance 
in the sum of our national interests which that - other foreign ter- 
and little inferior to that which binds the different 


Mr. GRAY. From whom is the Senator reading? ; 

Mr. LINDSAY. Lam from the letter of John Quincy 
Adams, Secretary of State, to Mr. Nelson, who, I believe, was at 
that time minister to France. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the date? 











1896. 





Mr. LINDSAY. April, 1823. He continues: 

. between the interests of that island and of this country, 
By sate comane , moral, and political relations formed by na- 
ture. thering, in a of time, and even now verging to maturity, 
that, f looking forward to the probable course of events for the short period 
of half a century, it is scarcely ible to resist the conviction that the an- 
nexation of Cuba to our Federal Republic will be indispensable to the con- 
tinuance and integrity of the Union itself. 

This was from Mr. Adams, who can not be char with look- 
ing south, as Mr. Jefferson has been charged, for the acquisition 
of slave territory in order to maintain the balance of power be- 
tween our Northern and Southern States. This letter was written 
six months before President Monroe’s message, laying down the 
Monroe doctrine to the world, was sent to Congress. _ 

Again, writing to the same minister, Mr. Adams said: 

The transfer of Cuba to Great Britain would be an event unpropitious to 
the interests of this Union. The cpinion is so generally entertained, that 
even the groundless rumors that it was about to be accomplished, which 
have abroad and are still teeming, may be traced to the deep and 
almost universal feeling of aversion to it and to the alarm which the mere 
probability of its occurrence has stimulated. The question both of our right 
and of our power to prevent it, if necessary by force, already obtrudes itself 
npon our councils, and the Administration is called upon, in the performance 
ot its duties to the nation, at least, to use all the means within its competency 
to guard against and forfend it. 

Thus in April, 1823, it was announced that no matter what the 
result of the war between France and Spain might be, the posses- 
sion of Cuba should not pass to France. Almost before the ink 
was dry upon that letter came the statement that the possession 
of Cuba should not be transferred to Great Britain, and that the 
public feeling upon the subject was so intense that the American 
Government would feel authorized to use all the means in its power, 
if necessary, to prevent that island passing into the hands of either 
one of those t powers. ‘ 3 

Then, in October, 1825, Mr. Adams being President and Mr. 
Clay Secretary of State— 

Instructions were sent, under direction of the President (Mr. J.Q. Adams), 
to the ministers to the leading European Governments to announce ‘that 
the United States, for themselves, desired nochange in the political condition 
of Cuba; that they were satisfied that it should remain, open as it now is, to | 
their comnmneres, and that they could not with indifference see it passing from 
Spain to any (other) European power.” 

And in October of the same year, writing to Mr. Brown, Mr. 
Clay said: 

You will now add that we could not consent to the occupation of those | 
islands (Cuba and Puerto Rico) by any other European power than Spain 
under any contingency whatever. | 

These declarations were made, not in view of the Monroe doc- 
trine; not upon the idea that Cuba might possibly be considered 
open to colonization; not upon the idea that Spain did not have 
the inherent power by treaty to surrender its possession to any | 
other power with which she might choose to treat; but upon the | 
idea the United States had such a peculiar interest in that | 
island that we could not, and would not, see the possession pass 
from Spain to any other power. 

What follo this? Mr. Webster, in 1843, writing to Mr. 
Campbell, said: 

The Spanish Government has lon 





been in possession of the policy and 
wishes of this Government in regard to Cuba, which have never changed, 
and has repeatedly been told that the United States never would permit the 
occupation of that island by British agents or forces u any pretext what- 
ever; and that in the event of any attempt to wrest it from her, she might 

rely upon the whole naval and tary resources of this country to 


aid her or recovering it. 

This has been the age every Adm... istration from 1823 
down to the t day. e claim the right to say that the pos- 
session of Cuba shall never pass from Spain except with our con- 


sent; and the right to say to Spain, as we have said repeatedly, 
“Your possession of that island shall be protected against all 
foreign countries, even if it be n to call upon the naval 
and military resources of this country to protect you.” 

_ We have never occu toward any other foreign country rela- 
ve never asserted that any other territory 
which was other wise the subject of purchase or cession, as Cuba was 
recognized to be in 1823 and 1825, could not be transferred by the 
Government owning that particular territory. We have never 
said ip regard to any other country that we would guarantee its 
ownership and possession to the nation that claims it, even by 
going to war to make good that guaranty. 

ae seemed that position seventy years ago, having main- 
tained position through all the years that have intervened 
since 1823, ha: declared that Cuba can not have good govern- 
ment at the of France or Great Britain or any other liberal 
and country, have we not at the same time assumed a 
extent to the claim that we assert? Can 
le of Cuba, can we say to the civilized world, 
unaided can secure her independence she shall 
forall time to come, under all circumstances, in every con- 
, Su to the rule of Spain, and at the same time shirk 
of saying to in, “In consideration of this 

we have the right to demand that you shall give to the 
Cuba some sort of respectable government, some sort of 


progressive 
—_ oxniative in its 
that unless Cha 
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protection to person and property, a system of administration that 
to some extent commends itself to the enlightened civilization of 
the age in which we live’? I insist that we, having asserted these 
great rights, having claimed this high authority, having become 
sponsor to the world that Spain shall continue to dominate this 
island, can not escape responsibility if we fail to see that Spain 
treats the people with some degree of justice. All during tl 





hese 
seventy years that we have been guaranteeing Spain's | ssion, 
upholding Spain's authority over Cuba, affairs have been growing 


steadily worse. 
Ido not pretend to say that Spain would not give Cuba good gov- 
ernment if she could, but that the financial condition of Spain has 
reached that point at which she can not live without virtua 
confiscating the fruits of the labor of all the people of Cuba, and if 
the impositions in the way of taxation annually taken from the 
people of Cuba under the Spanish Government have not been 
exaggerated by Senators on this floor who profess to speak by 
authority, then I say that in each year the profits which result 
from every Cuban's labor, the profits which result from every 
Cuban enterprise, and the profits which follow the cultivation of 
the richest soil upon the face of the earth, are taken from the people 
of Cuba and turned into the coffers of Spain to enable that 


} 
Al 


oun- 
try to maintain its standing as a European power. Cuba can not 
get good government at the hands of Spain because Spain's condi- 


tion will not permit her to give it good government. 

It was said yesterday by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
that there is not anative Cuban who sympathizes with the attempt 
of Spain to subdue the existinginsurrection. If this be true, then 
we have the case of a power 3,000 miles away holding by force, 
and force alone, a million and a half of people in Cuba ina state of 
subjection as abject as that of admitted slavery. If this be true 
and the Cubans did not revolt, they would be less than human; if 
they should fail to struggle on year after year, they would not 
deserve to exist; and it is a fact which no man can deny that 
Spain now contemplates the possible annihilation of all the able- 
bodied men in Cuba, if necessary, to put this revolution under 
foot. 

Is this a case in which a government occupying toward the 
people of Cuba the relations we occupy should hesitate to take a 
decided step for their relief because the refinements of the inter- 
national lawyer may be able to show that we may go beyond the 
precedents now to be found in the books? International law, like 
the common law, does not stand still, it grows with changed con- 


ditions and fits itself to each new exigency as it may arise. We 
have had no such condition facing us heretofore as we have to- 
day. Keeping in view the principles, but disregarding the mere 


verbal limitations upon international law, we may do all that is 
proposed by this resolution. We may, if we see proper, go further 
than this resolution proposes to go, in order to secure to these 
people the inalienable rights of ail human beings who aspire to 
enjoy the liberty of a freeborn people. 

I do not say that Spain ought to be held to the duty of giving to 
Cuba as good a government as we have here: I do not say that the 
institutions and traditions of Spain shonld all be disregarded in 
order that the government of the Cuban people might come up to 
our standard of government; but Idosay that Spain owes fo Cuba as 
much as Turkey owes to Armenia, and that if Spain will not per- 
form the obligations that rest upon her as the governing power of 
Cuba, or if Spain’s conditions are such that she can not perform 
those duties, then the time has come for the step to be taken—and it 
can not be so properly taken by any other government as by that of 
the United States—for the final severance of the relations between 
Spain and Cuba. If the Cuban people are in insurrection so 
unanimously that no considerable portion of them sympathize with 
the attempts of Spain to repress the revolution, then Spain's inter- 
est in Cuba has become a mere materialinterest. Pride of Spanish 
renown and the traditions of the Spanish Government, everything 
that builds up and elevates a government, everything which in- 
spires devotion by a people to the government under which they 
live, has passed away, so far as Spain and Cuba are concerned; 
and it is to-day but a question of money, a cold, calculating in- 
quiry as to what it will profit Spain to exercise over Cuba in the 
future the power she has exercised in the past. 

This resolution provides for friendly intervention by the United 
States, not merely for temporary peace, not merely to alleviate 
the horrors of existing war, but to terminate that war, to bring 
about a peace which will be lasting, so far as Spain and Cuba 
are concerned, by securing to the Cuban people the best govern- 
ment they are capable of building up and administering. If it 
be true that it is but a question of money, then why should not 
an overture be made to Spain, not in an offensive way, not with 
any view to ultimate hostilities, but in the interest of common 
humanity, and why shall not Spain treat, upon the basis of affairs 
as they exist, for the surrender of her control over this island for 
a consideration which the Cuban people may be able to pay? In 
the past propositions like this have been made and have not been 
as cause for offense. Why, then, shall not the United 
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States not only propose to Spain that she shall, for-a fair consid- 
eration, part with her right to dominate Cuba, but, if necessary, 
announce that the Government of the United States, having that 
deep and abiding interest in Cuba outlined by Mr. Adams and by 
all his successors, will guarantee that Cuba shall keep and per- 
form the obligations she may thus incur? Something must be 
done. It will not do to say that we merely sympathize with the 
Cubans. It will not do to say that we merely hope for the close 
of a useless, unnecessary, and wicked war, which can terminate 
only in the abject subjection or annihilation of the Cuban oe 
or in their independence. Wecan not longer answer at the bar 
of public opinion nor to our own consciences by claiming that we 
are not our brother’s keeper. We have made ourselves the keeper 
of this brother, and if we shrink from the duties we have thus 
voluntarily assumed the blood of that brother will cry out from 
the ground against us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I would not engage in this 
debate but that I, as a member of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, wish to share in the responsibility of the members of that 
committee for the consequences that may come from the adop- 
tion of the resolution which I hope is about to pass. I do not dis- 
guise the dangers, the possibilities of hostile movements into 
which our Government may be drawn. I know that the ple 
of Spain are a sensitive, a proud, a gallant people, and will not 
submit to what they consider to be an injustice without resent- 
ment and resistance. Atthe same time my convictions are strong, 
made stronger every day, that the condition of affairs in Cuba is 
such that the intervention of the United States must sooner or 
later be given to put an end to crimes that are almost beyond 
description. 

After the elaborate statements made by my honorable friend 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], in which he has ex- 
hausted all the history of the question, I do not think it is neces- 
~ for me to go into many details. Nearly all the arguments 
and the facts upon which I my opinion I draw from two doc- 
uments. One is written by an American who does not give his 
name, but he is evidently interested in commercial matters in 
Cuba, and I judge from the tone of the paper that he is also inter- 
ested in commercial matters in this country. But as he does not 
give his name, I do not know to whom to ascribe it. Itis a very 
ably written article upon the side of Spain, and very strongly 
against the people of Cuba who are now engaged in war. 

The other document to which I refer is one which I believe has 
not been generally read by members of the Senate. It is a docu- 
ment that was ron by order of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, signe ~ T. Estrada Palma, who represents the bel- 
ligerent Cubans and is the agent, so far as they can appoint an 
agent, for the revolutionary Government of Cuba. This docu- 
ment, addressed to Mr. Olney, the Secretary of State, and fur- 
nished by him to the committee, gives nearly all that is nevessary 
to know about the growth of the revolution in Cuba, the organ- 
ization of the civil Government there, the formaticn of armies, 
and all the principal incidents of the combat that is now waging, 
In all its parts it seems to be fairly and frankly written without 
exaggeration, and perhaps I may read two or three paragraphs 
from the beginning of it to show the tone of this cumannaledaion. 

In speaking of the causes of the revolution he says: 

These causes are substantially the same as those of the former revolution, 
lasting from 1868 to 1878 and terminating only on the representation of the 
Spanish Government that Cuba would be granted such reforms as would re- 
move the unds of complaint on the part of the Cuban ple. Unfortu- 
nately the hopes thus held out have never been realized. ‘The re resentation 
which was to be given the Cubans has proved to be absolutely without char- 
acter; taxes have been levied anew on everything conceivable; the offices in 
the island have increased, but the officers are all Spaniards; the native Cubans 
have been left with no public duties whatsoever to perform except the pay- 
ment of taxes to the Government and blackmail to the officials, without ee 


even to move from ae to place in the island except oa the 
vernmental authority. 

n has framed laws so that the natives have substantially been deprived 
of the right of suffrage. The taxes levied have been almost ee ores 
to eappoct the ormay aad a7 in Cuba, to pay interest on the debt t Spain 
has dled on the nd, and to pay the salaries of the vast number of Span- 
ish officeholders, devoting only $746,000 for internal improvements out of the 
$26,000,000 collected by tax. 


In another part of this document it is shown that no schools are 
there, and practically, with the exception of Habana 
and perhaps one or two other places, there are no school facilities 
in that a The whole amount of money a — in aid 
of school buildings erected recently was about $20,000. 
Mr. Palma says further: 


No public schools are within reach of the masses for their education. All 
the principal industries of the island are hampered by excessive im 
Her commerce with every country but 8; has been crippled in every pos- 


sible manner, as can readily be seen by the frequent protests of shipowners 
and merchants. 


The Cubans have no cosnstty of pevery, or re . The judiciary are 
instruments of the military authori Trial by mili tribunals can be 
ordered at any time at the will of the captain-general. ere is, besides, no 
freedom of h, press, or religion. In point of fact, the causes of the rev- 
olution of 1775 in this country were not nearly as grave as those that have 
eee De Vaden, poeple te the various Ons W: culminated in 
the present revolution. , 


Itcan not be denied that this is a temperate statement of a most 
fearful condition of affairs in Cuba. 

The objection has been made, not in debate here, but in the 
public press, that the Cubans have no organized government; that 
they have no local habitation and name; that they have no legis. 
lative powers; that there is nobody elected to make laws. That 
is absolutely untrue. Here in this little | pe pare are the pro- 
ceedings of the Government of Cuba and of the people of Cuba in 
organizing the Government. Here is a statement of the growth 
of the revolution, of the battles and campaigns, and contempora- 
neous with these movements the preliminary organization of local 
self-government as constituted. 

Sir, much to my surprise, because I took up the general idea 
that those people, in the first instance, were merely a band of dis- 
contents, age no organization, with whom we could not deal, 
it is shown by this official document, communicated to the Secre- 
tary of State, that they have gone through all the formule of se|f- 

overnment as fully and completely as the people of the United 

tates did at the beginning of the Revolution. 

This little document shows the organization of the legislature, 
the military organization, the election of a president, M. Cisneros, 
a man of high character, of conceded ability, a man of property 
and standing, who also, I believe, took a prominent, active part tn 
the revolution of 1868 to 1878, besides being eminent in civil life, 

Here are rules for the regulation of the army. Here are stipu- 
lations made as to the treatment of prisoners, how they shall be 
dealt with, and it is a remarkable fact that in all the battles fought 
by these wandering ‘‘robbers and bandits,” as they have been 
called, whenever they captured a soldier of the Spanish army they 
released him and allowed him to return to hiscommand. This 
humane and generous treatment is far different from the universal 
custom of theSpanish troops when one of the rebels is taken. He is 
sent to prison in Africa by the Spanish troops or is treated harshly 
andin somecases murdered. These are poor men; thearmy is com- 
| seme of native Cubans and men some of whom have been freed 

rom slavery, black people, but they have shown no signs of being 
guilty of the barbarous atrocity of which I shall have to speak 
ereafter, I am afraid injudiciously. 

Now, here is a circular of the general in chief, General Gomez. 
The first article of that circular says: 

All prisoners captured in action or by the troops of the Republic wil! be 
imm tely liberated and returned to their ranks, unless they volunte«r to 
jointhe army of liberation. The abandoned wounded will be gathered and 
attended to with all care and the unburied dead interred. 

Edscssperd in the Opentor of Fely L by viclatiog or disregarding theses 
™ . 16 Sa 
order, will be summarily procsblied aguinet. - 

There are many articles in this circular of commands, and all 
of them in accordance with the most humane system of warfare. 

This circular, which defines what is to be done with prisoners 
of war, is signed by Maximo Gomez, general in chief, and yet in 
many newspapers in our country he has been denounced as a mur- 
derer, a cruel, barbarous one, like the one I shall speak of after a 
while—the commander of the Spanish forces. 

There are more than 100,000 Spanish now in that little 
island. Even before General Weyler went there there, were that 
many, and yet those troops have not been able to put down the 
rebellion; they have not been able to check the movements of the 
Cuban army, though their number did not exceed thirty or forty 
thousand. Itis a remarkable fact, too, that the Spanish troops 
and ish generals never trust with arms men of Cuban descent 
or Cuban birth. They areemployed to take care of property: they 
are employed to look after plantations, to assist in driving off the 
rebels, as we mer call them, from the plantations, but there is no 
case where the Spanish authorities have given to native Cubans 
arms and ammunition, because they know very well that they 
would be very unreliable troops in war against their countrymen. 

The whole movement of the military force in Cuba is Spanish 
in its character. They have more troops now in Cuba than Eng- 
land ever had in the American colonies during our American Kev- 
olution. The force that has been brought to has been unable 
to check the movement of these wandering brigands, as they are 
called, in theirtriumphal march from one end of the island to the 
other. 

Sometimes it is said that the local government has no habita- 
tion; that it has no place which it can hold to pass laws. In this 
cee Say ee like our Revolutionary fathers, who assembled at 

1 , adjourned to Baltimore, fled to Lancaster, and con- 
vened at Yorktown. The Cubans found a place in which they 
framed a constitution which is liberal and full, and it is here 
eye It is true, it is not of the or in semblance to, 

he Constitution of the United States, but i€ is a sufficient const! 
,000 people. 

Again, i is said that this is a governmentof , and that that 
is an objection to their independence. It is true that about two- 
fifths of the people of Cuba are or of negro descent. of 

iards . 


an are only 9 cent, and the native Cubans con- 
tute the balance. Most of the negroes were emancipated at the 


tution to a 1,600, 











1896. 


nn 





revious revolution in 1878. That was one of the 
ame ot On iene of the settlement thatwasthen made. Those | 
negroes are now free. They are useful and necessary laborers, 
but it is said that they compose a part of the army. It is shown 
by the official records produced by Mr. Palma, a representative | 
of that government, that of the entire force mustered by that gov- 
ernment one-fourth are either negroes or descendants of black 
men, and no more. 

Mr. CAMERON. They are mulattoes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are mulattoes, most of them having 
formerly been slaves. : ; 

Mr. President, in every aspect in which I can look at this matter 
it seems to me that this comparatively ignorant, comparatively 
inoffensive population, composed of native Cubans, emancipated 
blacks, and of free mulattoes, have, by their victories over greater 
numbers, fairly acquired the position of belligerents. The 9 per 
cent of the population who are Spaniards in all probability are 
on the side of the parent government, although, I am told, as is 
shown here, that in some cases Spaniards by birth have joined in 
the movement for liberty and independence. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to read 
an extract from a letter which I received this morning? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is from a gentleman with whom [I have no 

uaintance, however. I will read it. It is dated the 26th of 
Fobruay, 1896: 


I have traveled considerably over the Island of Cuba and have been inter 
ested in the history of the island, of Cuban affairs, and the study of those 


le. 

Pot having had the pleasure of your personal pegeintenee, it might be 
well for me to say to you that I am acitizen of Washington, and that I am 
interested extensively in and was one of the organizers and founders of the 
National Capital Bank on Capitol Hill; that myself and the president of this 
bank have traveled in company over the territory which has been the scene 
of the recent bloody conflict, and that since our travels over this country I 
have become very greatly enthused with what seems to me to be Sn prospect 
of those people governing and maintaining themselves, if they should ever be 
go fortunate as to achieve their independence. 

My observation of the Cuban prompts me to say that, unlike the Spaniard, 
he is true to his friends, law abiding, and honest in character. In this respect 
he differs from any of the Spanish continental citizens, and I don't believe 
there is a place on this hemisphere that [ would rather be placed in, abso- 
lutely helpless and unable to take care of myself, seeding wholly upon the 
honor, in ty, and good faith of the people with whom I was surrounded, 
than to be placed in a community of Cubans. They ere brave and will meet 
death, disaster, and despair with the greatest amount of fortitude, I believe, 
on the face of the earth. 

Your allusions in your speech to the fact that in the last insurrection there 
were 13,000 Cubans killed on the battlefield and 43,000 of them slaughtered as 

mers of war seemed to astonish and open the eyes of some of your col- 


es. Iwas sorry that you did not dwell upon asinglecomparison. Allow 


CC LL 


me to it. 
Acco to the best historical authority, there were 57,000 Cubans who 
bit the dust during that insurrection. 


Ishall not read the remainder of the letter, as it is somewhat 
personal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have always understood that the Cubans 
were a quiet, a peaceable, but not a very enterprising people. 
They no system of education by which they could improve 
their condition. They had no aid from Spain. Every dollar of 
taxation that was levied there went to the Spanish Government. 
They had no political rights or privileges worthy of the name. 

The struggle of 1868-1878 was brought to an end by the kind 
intervention of General Campos, a gentleman, no doubt, of the 
highest character, kind and generous, yet one of the best soldiers 
that Spain has furnished of late years. That fearful contest, which 
involved an expenditure by Spain of over $70,000,000, was con- 
tinued for ten years by those wandering outlaws, as they are called, 
holding in check all the power of Spain during those long years, 
and only giving up resistance when peace was made upon terms 
— by General Campos. They were liberal terms; they were 

onorable terms, such as the Cubans were willing to accept, and 
upon the adoption of which they were willing to lay down their 
arms. 

What were those terms? The Cubans demanded local auton- 
omy—some kind of home rule; they demanded that they should 
have control of their property, their surroundings, their schools, 
etc. Thatwas promised tothem. They demanded representation 
in the Cortes, and so they had three men sent to the Cortes, a 
body, I believe, of some three hundred men, and as a matter of 
course they were lost there and the Cortes paid no attention what- 
evertothem. The Cubans had a so-called local government, com- 

, I believe, of about thirty persons, one-half nominated by 
, the other half nominated by the sovase of Cuba, and then 
when the question of voting came up the 
practically disfranchised. 
So Spain, although she entered into the plausible agreement to 
about peace with Cuba, yet practically violated her own en- 
gagements. She failed to carry out the stipulations which she 
made to her own pi , and the result was that within a few 
years afterwards the | eeble Cubans, alarmed at the condition of 
sffairs, their property taken and devoured by taxation, rendered 


y of the natives were 
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poor, reckless, without means of edu 
planters, again took up arms. 
But it is said that the Cubans took a man from outside of the 


‘ation except a few who were 


island to command their army. So they did. They took a man 
named Gomez, who, according to all the evidence that I have and 
| all the statements made in this very one-s 1 document, is a man 
of character, a man of standing, probably an idealist. He was 
born in San Domingo, but he has always resisted any kind of 
tyranny. He exposes his life now in endeavoring to secure home 


rale for Cuba. 


He ought to be and will be considered a patriot in 

some future day. 
Mr. President, I wish to say a word in respect to the treatment 
by Spain of her colonies. I have no desire to say anything unkind 
about Spain. Spain through Columbus discovered America. 


Four centuries ago Spain was a nation of great power, controlling 
not only the peninsula of Spain but a large portion of Europe 
through Charles V; but Spain has never developed any power to 
manage a colony. It has never in asingle instance, in all her 
numerous colonies, embracing originally the larger part of South 
America and Mexico and the Island of Cuba, conceived or acted 
upon a policy of kindness or justice to her conquered subjects. 
It has never been fair to the natives. On the contrary, Spain’s 
rule was iron, its demands were implacable, and refusal of obe- 
dience was death. 

It is impossible to read, without being shocked, the history of 
any country conquered by Spain in the days of its power, with all 
the atrocities and crimes committed. The story of Pizarro and 
Cortez, as told by Prescott, is a record of Spanish courage and 
Spanish cruelty, of bloody massacres and harsh injustice to the 
races they conquered. Recall the scenes that happened in the 
Netherlands under the Duke of Alva, a name that will be remem- 
bered and hated as among the most cruel of mankind. The Dutch 
in the Netherlands struggled with the great power of the Spanish 
Government and saved their country in spite of cruelty and bar- 
barous warfare. 

Spain had possession of nearly all South America. What has 
she done with it? She has lost it all. Not by foreign power, 
but by the men she has attempted to rule, by Mexico, Cle and 
all the countries of South America; and now her last vestige of 
power on the American Continents hangs over sixteen hundred 
thousand people of Cuba. 

If Cuba had not been in that insular position where her coasts 
could be dominated by any naval power, the people of Cuba 
would long ago have been free. But unfortunately a rebel within 
could not by any possibility have any control of the building of 
ships to defend his island from encroachment. The island was 
open to Spain, and it is a wonder to me how, under the circum- 
stances in which they are placed, the people of Cuba have made 
such advances. I may say that Cuba has been in almost constant 
war during this generation. I need not go into the details of the 
various outbreaks, but in the one from 1868 to 1878 she not only 
maintained her power during all that period, but compelled 
Spain to a sacrifice that practically brought about her bankruptcy. 

Now, it seems to me that under those circumstances Spain could 
easily, readily, have conciliated those people who, after all, were 
more friendly to Spain than any other portion of the Spanish 
colonies. Why not concede to them autonomy, local rights? 
There are but two countries in America of any great importance 
which are now dominated by kingiy power. One is Canada. But 
what is the history of Canada? Canada is now as free as the Re- 
publics of America. Her people can pass laws as they please, and 
they are never vetoed. Canada is practically an independent 
country. England has extended to its people a policy which she 
ought to have extended to her United Colonies of America in 1776. 
If the same policy which has been pursued latterly in Canada had 
been pursued with our fathers in the Revolution, British power 
would probably have been exercised over the American colonies 
for many years after 1776. We can thank George III and his Tory 
ministry for their unjust measures in our Revolution, because it 
compelled our people to assert their power of self-government and 
to establish a great Republic among the nations of the world. 

In Canada, Great Britain has been wise and liberal. It has done 
eyerything. The Canadians have a parliament. They haveevery 
function and attribute of a government. They have provinces 
and separate communities, with full autonomy and power to levy 
taxes. They not only levy taxes upon their own property, but 
they levy taxes upon goods imported from England, as well as 
from any other country in the world. It is folly to say that 
Canada is a possession in the sense considered by Spain. England 
was wise enough to foresee that a liberal policy was necessary to 
hold distant possessions; but Spain never could learn this lesson, 
never could find out that a colony had inherent rights, never could 
govern its distant subjects with Spanish rule, except by the policy 
of violence and injustice, of vengeance and barbarity. 

This very question that we are now debating. strange as it may 
seem, came up and was before the Senate in 1870, two years after 
the rebellion that I have referred to occurred, and then it was 
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that in the Senate of the United States I introduced a resolution, 
which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hit in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas the United States observe with deep interest the civil war now 


existing in Cuba and sympathize with the people of all American nations or 
colonies in their efforts to secure independence of European power: There- 


‘ore 

Be it resolved, That the United States recognize the existence of a state of 
war between the Kingdom of Spain and the colony of Cuba, w on the 
part of Cuba to establish its independence, and the United States will observe 
a strict neutrality between the belligerent parties, as is their duty under the 
law of nations. 


Mr. SHERMAN, That resolution was introduced by me at the 
date stated. The conditions under which it was introduced were 
rather peculiar. At that time General Grant was understood to 
be very strongly in favor of taking determined measures to put 
an end to Spanish rule in Cuba. I speak in the presence of one of 
the members of his Cabinet, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON]. It was felt generally throughout the country, and 
especially in Washington, that the rebellion ought to end, and the 

eneral feeling was that General Grant would bring it to some 
oy that he would either persuade Spain to sell Cuba or in some 
way bring about the independence of the Cubans. But Mr. Hamil- 
ton Fish, his Secretary of State, was no doubt eee controlied 
by the commercial interests of the city of New York and the State 
of New York. I do not complain of that. He was very much 
opposed to this policy and resisted it to the utmost. 
inally General Grant yielded. General Grant did not often 
yield, and in many cases he did not yield where it was supposed he 
did, but he did yield his ideas upon that subject. The strongest 


| possible statement of the oa to our interfering in Spain and 


to our recognition of their belligerency is stated in the message of 
General Grant in 1875, and I think everyone who is familiar with 
the writings of Mr. Fish will see that it was practically his work. 

Therefore it was that we did then as we are doing now—we let 
the thing run along. I did not call up the resolution for final 
action or for consideration, because I knew that without the assent 
of the President it was perfectly idle for us to seek —- measure 
for the relief of Cuba. So things passed along until finally in 1878, 
in the beginning of the Administration of Mr. Hayes, the matter 
was settled, and it was supposed that it had been settled upon lib- 
eral terms which would supply to the people of Cuba an autonomy 
and protect them at least in their local interests. 

Senators may not be interested in the constitution of the Pro- 
visional Government, the action of the constituent assembly, but 
here itis, I willnot read it. There is not a right enjoyed by the 
people of the United States that is not secured here. Their Gov- 
ernment is asimple and plain Republic with but little form or cere- 
mony. Itisasubstantial grant to all the people who live there, 
without distinction of race or color, of liberty and the right to 
manage their own affairs. Here is the law of marriage and many 
other laws that have been passed there, regulations which had not 
been provided by the Spanish Government. Here is the military 
organization. They divide their army into five corps and place 
General Gomezat the head of it all. Two of them are commanded 
by the two Maceos, who are, I believe, mixed blood. The whole 
organization is here given. The president, Cisneros, is a man of 
the highest character, as is shown, I believe, even by the state- 
ment of the pamphlet by an ‘‘American” that I have referred to. 

Besides the mere ideal interest of the United States in protect- 
ing a feeble Republic struggling for liberty, we have more ma- 
terial interests with Cuba than with any other country of this 
hemisphere. Our purchases and our deali with ba are 
nearly equal to all that are bought from or sold to all other Amer- 
ican countries. The statistics upon that — are here given. 
Perhaps a mere reference to the value will show that we have not 
only ideal interests, but that we have real business interestsin Cuba. 

We take from Cuba and Puerto Rico imports to the value of $82,- 
715,120. We send to Cuba $26,668,000 of exports. Our entire 
exports to all the West India Islands, other than Cuba, amount 
to only $19,000,000, as com with $26,000,000 to Cuba. And 
80 with Mexico. Altho it is supposed that we are largely in- 
creasing our trade with meee ese after all the entire imports 
from Mexico amount to $23,000,000, while the amount of imports 
from Cuba amount to $82,000,000. The exports to Mexico amount 
to $19,000,000, while the exports to Cuba amount to $26,000,000. 
Taking all the countries of South America combined, the exports 
and imports eueceeein the dealings with the United States are 
larger in Cuba than in all South America. 

shows that by our proximity to these people, such as we 
have not with other portions of the American Continent, our trade 
with Cuba is greater than that with other American countries. If 
any nation outside of Spain is interested in Cuba it is the United 
States of America. Woe havealready settled asa fixed which 
none will dispute, that no other country in Europe can or 
acquire ownership in Cuba. That was guarded against by our 
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ancestors forty and fifty years ago, so that now there is no coun- 
try that could be appealed to so ey for any assistance that 
may be —_ to those people fighting for their liberty as to the 
people of the United States of America. 

k it, Mr. President, I am not in favor of the annexation of 
Cuba tothe United States. I donot desire to conquer the Cubans 
in ony sense. I do not desire to have any influence whatever upon 
their local autonomy. In my judgment they ought to be attached 
to Mexico as a part of that country, because the Mexicans speak 
the same language, they have the same origin and the same ante- 
cedents, and are under many of the samecircumstances. There- 
fore I should be very glad if by any measure Cuba should be 
attached to Mexico, butas to Spain I do not believe that Cuba will 
ever be of any advan to Spain hereafter. They already say 
that on account of the rebellion thus far proceeded with favorably 
all the interests of Spain are pcmnaine < troyed. Those people 
who are now fig :ting for their 1 .berty, though I think itis perhaps 
oom the laws of war, destroy sugar cane and all the products 
of the earth in order to prevent them from going to support the 
Spanish army; but we even did thatinourcivil war. We Easteoved 
property when it was supposed it might be used for the good of 
the enemy. They have never violated in any case the rules or 
articles of war. 

Now, Mr. President, we come to the saddest aspect of this ques- 
tion. Spain hasevidently withdrawn Campos, who was a friendly, 
fair, and open ruler, and who sought in every way he could to 
bring about some agreement between the two countries, because 
they are now two arate countries. Campos was withdrawn 
and there was put in his place a Spanish general of renown, who 
has been long in the army, is well known, and of late has been 
christened ‘‘the butcher.” Events have happened within the 
last thirty days that have changed the whole of my feeling in 
regard to this matter. This man Weyler, if we can judge by 
what he has done, and if he is to be judged by what he threatens 
to do, is one of the worst men who could be sent there to pacify a 

ople or to compel them tosurrender. His warfare is massacre. 

e openly avows it. 

A book was published in Spanish which Iam very sorry I could 
not get from the oo by a Spaniard by the name of 
Enrique Donderio, who come over from Spain with the Span- 
ish troops to see the war of 1870, and who was so horror-stricken 
with the awful crimes that he saw committed that he fled to the 
United States, and there compiled his manuscript. Telling is 
this evidence, and it shows General Weyler, stripped of all the 
honorable aims of military authority, as a brute, pure and simple, 
his hands forever stained with the blood of defenseless men and 
women. This book I can not read, in the ee language, but 
it was translated by one of the great journals of the country, the 
New York Journal, and as something more important to this 
country than anything that I could say, I ask the Secretary to 
read from it some extracts which I have marked, which disclose 
the character and action of this General. Weyler. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

VILLAINOUS OUTRAGES. 

It was not alone that he carried out the brutal orders of Valmeseda. 
Had he done only that the Cubans of to-day would fix the blame upon Val- 
maseda of upon him. But he went much further; he took it upon 
himself to cause the eptaonnt murder of scores of women in the smell 
towns and villages that la: the district he was commanding. The details 
of these outrages are too ible almost to relate, but they need to be told 
to show what manner of man this is who is now attempting to throttle Cubs. 

His favorite amusement was entering into a village with a iment of sol- 
diers and “rounding up” all the women to be found in the dwellings. If 
there happened to be any men left in the at that time they would be 
shot down without delay. The women huddled ther in a frightened 

p; he would form his troops in a hollow square, inward, and then 
Ravi three or four of the women--seu] oven Dbthe ls of the tender ages of 


10 or eee ee absolutely naked, he would them into the square 
at the point of the bayonet, and make them dance until exhausted, the double 
file of sensual Spaniards on in t. 

When one set had fallen pan to the ground he would deliver them over 
to the soldiers for their — onand bring out others, untilevery woman 
in the pillage, stri . been forced to submit to these terrible indign! 
ties. —— the tortured creatures would be put out of their misery by 
ee literally to pieces with swift of the sharp Cuban ma 

e 


tes. 
This machete is a jong, slightly curved Cuban knife, very sharp and heavy, 


used for cutting and In 


ting sugar cane, but in times of war it is the most deadly of imple- 
pom Fon The § troops tin 


of 

ney invariably use the machete, adopting it soon 

en tk ee 
eyler's use great effectiv 

ness. etertbennted state tontiaentontin Cin aren! satis 
faction to himself was the of large ding in a town. 
He would senda num ber of around for this, including every- 
body that he up his mind to kill. Now an invitation from General 
Weyler was not to be treated . Nobody dared to refuse it,in fact. No 
man’s life would have been worth the thinking about if he decided not to go. 
Some smoothly and without any devia- 


it is employed for cut- 













person could escape. The women, of course, would be saved 
for orgies ies co. On one caeien of this sort, it is recalled, the carnage 
was 50 fierce that not even the hired musicians escaped with their lives. 
WORSE THAN THE KURDS. 
is another incident, taken down from the lips of a Cuban of position, 
pe lives in New York City to-da 


go that hardly 


vy: 
w i 
“You can refer tothe country place named Levado, belonging to Maguilara, 
who wae an rotor talent of the then Republic of Cuba. Weyler came to that 


and found, sick in bed and almost dying, Eugenio Odardoy To- 
magno and his brother. 7 were almost dead of consumption and in a state 
of ulceration. Weyler had them dragged out of their beds, dragged through 
the hallways, and outdoors to a little wood. There they were cut to pieces 
with machetes—actually minced, : 

“The wife of the manager of the estate, who was there with her little 
daughter, § or 9 years old, was taken out of the house, deprived of her cloth- 
ing. and made to dance, ther with her little daughter. Both were after- 
wards outraged and hacked to pieces.” : ; 

In Donderio’s book, mentioned above, the writer (who, it must be remem- 
bered, was@ i and not a Cuban, and who would certainly not have 
told falsehoods against his coi ntrymen) gives these three thrilling little 
dramas of horror, taken from the reign of Weyler at this period: 

“As we approached the ruined village of Boire, we saw coming toward us 
the guerrillas of a Spanish column, who, in a reconnoitering expedition in the 
waa thereabout, had found a small colony of Cuban families whose male 
individuals they had all assassinated, and whose ears they were bringing 
strung on their onets, so as to show the number they had killed and claim 
the reward, as if they had been wild beasts. ; ; 

“Tn one of the camps one cou!d contemplate the troops looking with almost 
the satisfaction of tigers upon four women that they had captured. Three of 
thei were from 16 to 20 years of age, and the other was more advanced in 
years and was accompanied by two small girls from7 to 9 years old, whose 
mother she was. When the shades of night began to fall the soldiers took an 
especial delight in telling these women what their fate would be just for the 
satisfaction of seeing them weep and hearing them pray for mercy.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not ask that which follows to be read. 
It is not fit to be read in this presence. Let it be printed, and let 
the Secretary pass on to the next case. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


“The lady towhom I havereferred above belonged to the wealthy family of 
Los Penos. She thought to soften the hearts of the soldiers by presenting to 
them her two little daughters, who were besides rather sickly, and praying 
that they should not be condemned to anact which would without doubt 
cause their immediate death. But all her supplications were in vain. The 
soldiers were finally given authority to do with the women as they pleased. 
Next morning they were all dead. 

“ T once wit: the arrival of a column at a small Cuban settlement with 
thirteen families. The women were separated from the men, and were then 
compelled to gather the wood with which their relatives were to be reduced 
to ashes after being butchered. The women were, of course, according to the 
usual custom, ra a little later. 

“We have witnessed ourselves, with our own eyes, what we have de- 
scribed.” 

These are excerpts picked out_at random from Donderio’s book, and the 
three stories areunconnected. They are translated literally from the orig- 
inal Spanish, and the peculiar idioms are kept. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
MORE OF HIS CRIMES, 


Weyler, however, did not confine his barbaritiesto women. With men he 
was brutal eer eorene the power of words to describe. A Cuban gentle- 
man of this city is the following instance: 

“In one of the jails there were more than 20 political prisoners, almost all 
lawyers, phi and representative men of the district, He went in one 
day with an enormous club and beat them unmercifully, and then and there 
ordered that next morning they be shot; and they were shot.” 

An even more hi le story is told, as follows: ““ Weyler was coming out 
of a jail one day when he met a gentleman of wealth and position in the town 
who complained to him that the troops had taken all his cattle. Weyler at 
once ordered him to be tied by the neck to the iron bars of the jail in such a 
way that strangulation should not be immediate but gradual, and he was left 
Sa. an next morning he was dead, and his eyeballs had dropped out of 

eir sockets.” 

Mogt incredible of all is this deed of “The Butcher.” That it happened 
once is beyond question; how many more times it is im Re. to ov. Tae 
“The Butcher,” 


happened in a small village on the outskirts of his district. 
sp sized force of troops, was traveling over the country, continu- 
Ww e 


country place 


witha 

ing in his of terror, when he came by chance upona little family he 
had someho a previous visit overlooked. There wasa middle-aged father 
and mother, two daughters, and two sons. With a fiendish sort of deli 
He marched them along, 


Weyler took them into captivity. 


rit, 
closely guarded. 


until he came to the © wanted. Then, calling upon his men to halt, he 
made his plans with his usual wonderful rapidity of thought and scheme, for 
an ou that could hardly be excelled. 


He bound the father and mother firmly to trees near each other 
were facing a little bit of greensward. Then, having the daughters held 
tightly by guards, he proceeded to order several of his soldiers to hack 
yp ee Oe Ee 

§ ves Wo ve 8 any other man short in 
his dreadful course. But Weyler only smiled. 

The dead, * Butcher" signaled to his soldiers to brin 

y were pretty, dainty senoritas, in the first flush anc 
and Weyler’s smile Ww more sardonic as they were 

ee there, in _ sight of =~ ee and saatier, 

ame he ene every article of their clothing, 


trees that 


e 


dance upon the green. turf with all the 
on. With the y of seeing their sons slain before their 
. daughters in con a humiliating position, the parents were 


Yet Weyler was not through yet. 


Mr - Ido not ask that to be read. It is not proper 


to be read in this Chamber. I shall, however, insert it in my 
remarks, 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


It sounds impossible to say that any man could be dof 
possessed 0 

such cruelty, but are facts, and it is the sober truth, vouched for by 
several city, that immediately following the dancing, with the 
mother still looking on, “The Butcher” gave instruc- 
violated there before their eyes. 

of both of them, and left the father and mother— whose 
spared—hopelessly insane. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. This is the character of man who is put in 
charge of this rebellion by Spain. I do not know how others feel 
about it, but the character of this man, his barbarous atrocity, his 
inhuman cruelty—I can use ao stronger language—he is a demon, 
rather than a general. Spain has sent such a m 


a nm nas that, who 
did what it is said here that he did, in « 


mmand of 100,000 t 


, roops 
to ride roughshod over, to kill, to slaughter a | » body of peo- 
ple. The other day my honorable friend from Massachusetts { Mr. 
LODGE] read (and I have no doubt every Sena had the same 
feeling that I did) where this man made a speech after he had 
been appointed general, saying what he was going to do when he 
came to the Island of Cuba and was placed in its chief command, 
with full power and absolute control over 1,600,000 peopl Chis 


is what he said: 
On arriving in Cuba I propose tooxterminate the filibust 
What does he mean by exterminating them? | 
conduct that is described in the paper already read 
one of his associates? 


it the kind of 
and recited by 





On arriving in Cuba lI propose iate the fil sters first in the 
Provinces of Habana, Pinar del l Las V s. Of course it 
is to be understood that I[ refs ups that in i } \fter 
wards the small parties of bandits wil 1, wi ity mi- 
nate. At all events, great activity is needed in t 3 ‘ . 

Mr. President, we have seen that this actual traged: wlready 
commenced. I read in a morning paper—it is open to all—the ae- 
count of about the first battle which has been fought there since 
the arrival of this general, and the murder of unoffending prison- 


ers. I wish to say upon my own responsibility that if this line of 
conduct is pursued by Spain in Cuba, and the people of the United 
States are informed of its conditions as they are narrated daily in 
the public papers, there is no earthly power that will prevent the 
people of the United States from going over to that island, run- 
ning all over its length and breadth, and driving out from the 
little Island of Cuba these barbarous robbers and imitators of the 
worst men who ever lived in the world. [Applause in the gal- 
~~" 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind the oceu- 
pants of the galleries that demonstrations are against the rules of 
the Senate. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that there is no repe- 
tition of this offense. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, now leaving the combatants 
to fight their battles, let me say a few words in regard to the gen- 
eral policy of the United States. Ever since the establishment of 
our own independence after along struygle it was well understood 
and announced by General Washington, and by all the great men 
of the time, especially by Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison and Mr. 
Monroe, that the general policy of the United States was to secure 
to the people of all nations in America republican rule and self- 
government. One of the great disciples of this doctrine was 
Henry Clay; but, indeed, all the American statesmen of that time 
concurred in the opinion that every effort short of actual warfare, 
every aid, should be given to the South American and even the 
North American States in favor of their liberty and their separa- 
tion from the parent government. 

I have already said that so far as Canada is concerned, its con- 
dition has been so favorable that the Canadians do not desire even 
to form 2 kinship or to join our great country, nor wonld I with 
my present convictions vote to admit Canada into the Union of 
States. I think that the plan of government of many States and 


one people has its limits, and beyond acertain extent it isnot wise 
to increase the number «° States. Besides, | would be against 
admitting any State that w.\s not in all its parts practically repub- 
lican and free. 

In the framing of the resolution that is now before us, when 
the committee undertook to draft a resolution expressing the 
desire of the United States it was found to be a much moss diffi- 
cult task than was suspected. However, finally the committee 
agreed upon the resolution presented by the honorable Senator 


from Alabama [Mr. Mor@an}, and it was agreed to subsequently 
that the main proposition contained in the resolutions offered by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. CAMERON] should be added 
as an addition to that resolution, so that,if it is offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania now, whatever sanction the commit- 


tee can give to them will be given. I will read it, as it is very 
short: 
Resolved by the Senate (the Flouse of Repre sentatives concurring) That. in 


the opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists between the Gov- 
ernment of Spain and the Government proclaimed and for some time main 
tained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of 
America should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, 
according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 


The amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania is 
as follows: 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba. 

The resolutions in the House of Representatives, as they were 
introduced by the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the House, are 





/ 


SOE SCAP” TTL SN 


v3 


* 
i: See 
i 
q 
$e 
¥ yi 
ie ; 
: a 
i 
. | 
H 
Rats 
$ 
r eta 
> 4 
i 
i 
| 
| 
A # 
, 
a 
; 
Et 
Gi 
rh \ 
"1 
Be 
i 
p 
‘es 
i i 
t ay if 
ae 
| ee” 
r ‘ 
A 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


also excellent statements of the position of the American Govern- 
ment. Personally I would be very willing to vote for those reso- 
lutions, or either of them or any of them. There were many ques- 
tions that were discussed by Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber as to what should be done by the President. Some 
thought that a joint resolution ought to be sent to the President 
of the United States. There were objections made to that course. 
It was conceded on all hands in the committee that the final deci- 
sion of this question of peace or war or the condition of belliger- 
ency must rest with the President of the United States. That 
seemed to be the general opinion upon that point, but upon other 
questions there was a difference of opinion. 

But I believe that the passage of the resolution now reported, 
together with the addition made by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, will define the policy of the United States. I think I can 
say with entire confidence in my view as to the desire of the 
people of the United States, we do not want to hear any more 
about Cuba; we do not want Cuba; we do not desire it; we wish 
to trade with it; we are its best customer, but we do not intend 
that the laws of civilized society, that the usages among Christian 
nations, that the habits of a modern civilization shall be thwarted 
by Spain in her further government of Cuba. It is certain that 
the spirit of the age will demand that of Spain. Let me say that 
not only the United States of America, but every country of 
America will do it. Probably for the first time an opportunity 
will be presented to draw the line —_ questions that are Amer- 
ican and European. The line might be drawn on Cuba if the 
United States should believe in the end that it is wise to assist 
these rebels, as they are called, in seeking self-government; and if 
we do it we shall not doit alone. If Weyler carries out his pro- 
jected plan there is not a portion of the country in this hemi- 
sphere, in North or South America, from the northern to the 
southern ocean, but will join to contribute in putting an end to 
that violence. It has lasted long enough. That people ought to 
be allowed, in their way, to form their own government, to be free 
as we are, 

It may be that in time that country, containing but 1,600,000 
inhabitants now, will contain more than 10,000,000 people; it may 
be one of the great island powers of the world, not equal to Great 
Britain, not equal to Ireland, but still greater and stronger—many 
times stronger—than it can ever be under the power of Spain. 
Every Christian man, every man who believes in the civilization 
of our age, every American in all our broad land who hates tyranny 
and oppression, whether it come from a government or a tyrant, 
is opposed to cruelty. We do not want an Armenia near our 
shores, and if one shall be established there it will be overthrown. 

We will not shield ourselves behind the position taken by the 
British Government in the case of Armenia, that Armenia was so 
far away and beyond her power that Great Britain could not help 
those people when they were being murdered. That was nodoubt 
a true position, and it was difficult under the circumstances for 
Great Britain to interfere. I do not say this as a matter of criti- 
cism. But Cuba lies right at our shore. A few hours will carry 
us across to Habana, the capital of that beautiful island, which is 
rich in production, which contains the best sugar lands in the 
world, a country capable of holding 5,000,000 people and givin 
them active and Se employment—people of a gentle an 
kindly race, not disposed to warfare, unless it be to resent intru- 
sion and tyranny. 

Sir, whatever may be the result of the adoption of this measure, 
I desire to take my share of ee in connection with it, 
and with a confidence in the judgment of the Almighty Ruler of 
the Universe, I believe it will be wise if we can assist, and all the 
other nations of America concur, in securing to the people of Cuba 
the same liberties we now enjoy. [Applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, leaving the question of 
international law and the strict construction of the doctrine of 
belligerent rights to the distinguished legal gentlemen of this 
body, I propose to occupy the time of the Senate a few minutes in 
giving expression to some plain thoughts upon the burning ques- 
tion now under consideration. 

Mr. President, when we take a retrospective view of the history 
of our nation and recall the struggle of the colonists for freedom 
and independence, which were finally achieved through suffering 
and heroism that challenged the admiration of enlightened Chris- 
tendom, it is not to be wondered at that the American_people to- 
day feel a deep interest in the conflict now being waged in yonder 
Isle of Cuba or that the sympathy of our — is on the side of 
those who are struggling for the blessings of liberty and the right 


of self-government. 2 

Mr. Redden when we were in dire distress, France, Belgium, 
and Holland came to our rescue and aided us to win the victory. 
They did not stop to split 1 hairs as to their right to do so, 
but they did it, and with their ao well as their sympathy) 
the colonies cast off the yoke of Bri pos. and the foundation 
of this mighty Republic was laid in the hearts and the consciences 
of a free and progressive people, 
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Our independence was achieved more than a hundred years 
ago, during all which time the people of Cuba have been in bond- 
age. To-day that people are engaged in a desperate struggle to 
free themselves from the most odious and oppressive despotism 
that can possibly be imagined or portrayed. 

All through their history the people of that rich and beautif,) 
island have been cruelly treated, taxed beyond endurance, an 
made to suffer every indignity that an arbitrary, despotic, and 
wicked government could inflict. 

For a year the people of Cuba have bravely battled for their 
rights and their liberties. 

Spain has already sent to the little island more troops than En¢- 
land sent to America in her effort to subdue the colonies, and y;+ 
there are no signs of an end to the conflict. : 

One great Spanish general—a true soldier—tried in vain to syp- 
press the revolt and failed. He was recalled, and his place |): 
been taken by a pee of cruel methods and bloodthirsty repy- 
tation. While this debate has been going on in this Chamber (!i:t 
general has prepared and is about to issue the following barbarous 
and inhuman proclamation: 

The captain-general proclaims that he allows the rebels in the province of 
Pinar del Rio and Habana fifteen days from the date of the proclamati:), in 
which to surrender to the authorities. 

Those who do so will not be subjected to molestation. But small bands of 
insurgents in those provinces which do not surrender within the given period 
will, at the expiration of that period, be treated as bandits. 

Think of it! The armies of the Cuban patriots are to be treated 
as bandits, to be cruelly imprisoned and brutally executed! And 
while that is going on we look across that narrow strip of water 
that separates us from the Island of Cuba, and while their cries 
reach us it is contended by some in this Chamber that we should 
soothe our consciences by passing a simple resolution of symp:t)y. 

Mr. President, I was interested in what the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] caused to be read as to the cric!l- 
ties of the present military governor of the Island of Cuba in the 
revolution that occurred there some years ago. I find in one of 
the great morning dailies a special dispatch from their staff © )rre- 
spondent, reciting atrocities of such a nature that it causes the |)lood 
to boil in the veins of every true American whose eye can possibly 
rest upon it: 

SHOT DEAD IN BED—-HORRIBLE INCIDENTS OF THE SPANISH MASSACItY OF 
PEACEFUL CUBANS IN THE TOWN OF GUATAO—SICK MEN AND OL! UR- 
DERED—WOMEN AND CHILDREN FLEEING ON FOOT, LEAVING THEIR HoO\wES 
DESERTED—WEYLER LIVING UP TO HIS RECORD. 

I will read only one paragraph from this dispatch: 


The troops entered the houses and shot quiet men who were doing nit }in 
They raided bedrooms, and a man confined to his bed by erysipelas was tr lod 
as he lay there. In one case a woman came to the door of her hous: and 
pleaded with the soldiers for the life of her husband, who lay ill in bed. ‘Their 
response was a crash of the butt of a musket in the woman's head. They 
then broke down a door and shot the husband in bed. 


That is a sample of events that to-day are going on in the Island 
of Cuba, and it is this kind of barbarous warfare that we are 
called upon to consider in this Chamber. 

Mr. President, Cuba to-day is fighting for precisely the same 

rinciples that we contended for at Bunker Hill, Bennington, 
Betnesten, and Yorktown—the principles of local self-government 
and the doctrine that taxation without representation is tyranny. 

Would to Heaven that we had a Washington, a Stark, or « La- 
fayette that we could give to Cuba to carry aloft the bann:r of 
the Republic in an honest effort to relieve this sorrowing, su‘ler- 
in ple from their cruel environments. 

hat has this wicked tyrant who is now the military governor 
of Cuba done? Look at the record, ye lovers of liberty in tus 
land of liberty and equality! 

Let me turn the light of fact and truth upon a picture paint 


by an influential newspaper published in my State upon the! 
acter and deeds of the tyrant wages who is now engaged in tle 
effort to exterminate the people of Cuba: 


He has converted the island into a prison, which no one can leave ex))! 
the risk of his life; ordered all the le of the country districts ini) ‘he 
towns, where they can_be watched spies and controlled by his «: 
decreed the death penalty to all who are sus of sympathizing wit! 
insurgents; ordered the conscription of all able-bodied men, the confisc..io8 
of all property which can be used his forces, and the destruction «! 
that his lieutenants ju may be of use to his opponents. He has oreer 
the trial by court- of ail who circulate news favorable to the rvs 
tion, and recommended that rs taken in battle be shot at sight. | 
subalterns are already execu his barbarous io and not only the 
rebels, but the women and children, the and infirm, are falling vict!™: 
to Spanish fury. one end to the other of the island there isa rei 
terror, and the horrors of a war of extermination are everywhere pres: 
in the territory controlled by the Spanish army. a 

All this happens at our very doors, within miles of our coast, upon 4m 
island that is naturally a part of our country,among a people who are noi") 
all our friends and who would be among our customers if they coul! os 
cape from the heavy hand of the mistress who has plundered, outras’ |." 
oppressed them until she has driven them toa life-and-death strucy'” = 
freedom. And it all happens, too, while we are exhausting ourselves 1" "> 
lutions of pathy for Armenia and orations upon the boundary quest)" 


in Venezue 
b ord, and 
caer eneememmrar = Sox toserrt = 

Mr. ident, that picture is not overdrawn, and our duty = 
not safely be measured by meaningless words of sympathy °F 
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empty resolutions of regret. It is not for me to say how far others of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.C AMFRON] looking toward 
should go in this matter, but for myself I am prepared to vote for | our taking the first step in the recognition of the independence of 
any measure that promises relief tofhose whose hands areextended | Cuba. That, I believe, is the true policy for the United States to 
to us for neighborly help in the hour of their great trial. pursue. That isthe line forus to take in the interests of humanity, 
General Weyler is atyrant anda butcher. Therifle, thesword, | in the interests of putting down the bloody war that is raging there 
the dagger, and the dungeon are the arguments that he proposes | now. If further steps shall become necessary time and events will 
to use upon the unwilling subjects of the mother country. | show what they may be, but these steps are necessary now and 
How refreshing in contrast are the words and the conduct of | to-day,1 believe. I believe they are reasonable; [ believe they are 
General Gomez, the brave and humane leader of the Cuban forces. | only proper; I believe that our standing as a nation demands that 
Hear him: we should take them; and I believe that the adoption of those 
Iadmire and love the American Republic, but it is impossible for me to | Tes lutions by the Congress of the l nited States will be action 
understand why we should not be recognized as belligerents. We suffer | that the American people will sustain without a dissenting voice 
reater wrongs than did the early American colonists who threw off the yoke | and that the civilized world will applaud. [Manifestations of ap 
of Great Britain, and we have more troops in the field than were ever gath- | _ oa ne ell een applaud. (a atior al 
ered together by the thirteen States; yet the American Government declines | piause In t le galleries. | 
to share with the patriots now fighting the honor and glory of freeing Cuba. Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I fully intended to have partici- 
We have taken the words of Patrick Henry as our motto, and will have liberty pated in this discussion, but the exhaustive speeches which have 
“taal use i i been made, covering the entire ground it seems to me, leave no 
{Appia in the galleries. justification for me to prolong the debate. 
r 


esident, I believe that the Cuban people will achieve their | “ J) the Committee on Foreign Relations I voted for the pending 
| resolution, but it is no fetich of mine. I am prepared to vote for 


independence, that liberty will be theirs, and that Spanish intol- 
erance and barbarism will be driven from the island on which the | that or for any other resolution, however drastic and however far- 
fierce and bloody conflict of war is now raging. . | reaching, which can justly, and without violating international 
We can shorten that conflict by wise action here to-day. We | obligations, be passed by Congress. I have but one desire, and 
can give Spain to understand that the same love of liberty that | tat is to see Cuba an independent republic. and whatever I e: 
ed sn neiiidis of the Movobation is ell in | aot ote ek kmh ern ee eer + can 
burned so brightly lo of thi chain aed we ens pend ong do justly and honorably to that end I am prepared now to do, 
the _—_ SS eee oth ale eatmonnih en pene Mr. President, I am weary and heartsick to see this splendid 
the people o . hy. but f y' f 7 f encour. | 2@PUblic of ours, its foundation stones the equal rights of man, 
look to us not oa oe y; ti ae en a a doing day after day and month after month police duty for the 
— ae ia oarnsts tty men noe of our country and the | most wicked despotism there is to-day on thisearth. When I read 
aw of na F . , two or three days ago that a vessel carrying arms, : itio 
Mr. President, I shall vote for the strongest resolution that is smaeiion aot : a ail = aid the Cuban Bee sh ny es + os 
now before the Senate or that may be presented to this body, and | successfully seized by the United States of Am rica I recogni red 
that ye will — i feeling op yA and - — es - | the fact of the supremacy of law; but | was mort ified and humil- 
it may do something toward securing for the people of Cuba the | jated beyond expression, and I should have been delighted if I 
God-given onanee of oe mynd gear ee and — | could have read in the very next item that Almighty God, without 
independence. It will be a mighty gain to education, to religion, | gestroying innocent human life, had sent a commotion of nature, 
| a grand tidal wave or a spout of water, and had sent skyward the 


and to civilization when the Republic of Cuba takes its place | 
among the nations of the world. | seizing vessel, and had sent the succoring ship Cubaward; I should 
Mr. President and fellow-Senators, God speed the day when | jaye rejoiced beyond measure. I 
Cuba shall be free. [Applause in the galleries. | ‘ | Sir, 1 never can forget what I felt when I read in the press 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have said already what little I | years and years ago that a poor black man escaping from slavery 
desire to say in regard to the action which I esteem proper to be | jad been seized by a United States marshal, aided by a regiment 
taken by the Senate of the United States in regard to ¢ uba. Ido | of United States soldiers, in the streets of Boston, rightin front of 
not propose now to trespass more than a moment on the time of | the Cradle of Liberty, and had been manacled and sent back into 
the Senate, and that merely for the purpose of placing in the REcorp | slavery. I recognized that the law had been vindicated: but 
the last proclaination of General Weyler, because it contains cer- | there was not a humane or a Christian man or woman in the 
tain statements which I think justify any action we may see fit to | entire North who would not have thanked God. who would not 
take: “ . ‘as have rejoiced without limit, if He, in His divine providence, had 
The captain-general proclaims that he allows the rebels in the provinces | right at that time paralyzed the strong arm of the law and the 
of Pinar Del Rio and Habana fifteen days from the date of the proclamation Or slave had gor = tee th < : — e law and the 
in which to surrender to the authorities. oo eee ee = — : “ ' 
Those who do so will not be subjected to molestation. But small bands of Sir, I say I am tired and wearied with doing police duty for this 
— in those provinces which do not surrender within the given | despotism of Spain, and I look upon these resolutions and the 
pe = 


i 
action of Congress now as the first step in calling a halt. 





on = a —— a canal Mr. President, my creed in these regards has no thirty-nine arti- 
will, at the expiration of that period, be treated as bandits. ‘les isavery briefone. Theseinsurgentsin this beautiful. bu 
Detachments of civil guards, reenforced by the civil guards of the Province = fs 4 a te coiies ron - = ; da “4 ee ~~ Sees ‘d oo ut 
of San de Cuba and the Province of Puerto Principe, have orders toform | @4-!@vedand cruelly misgoverned, Island have my protoundest sym- 
lines, at their ive towns, of all persons who have joined the rebels and | pathies. I can not forget, as the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 


their property be confiscated. The property of those who have openly | Lopar!| just said. that where we had one just cause t 
aided the rebels in their raids will also be confiscated. ae ao ee nthe @ atenalaons tl : ; son eee Gaets ce ~ 2s inte tial 

The towns in the western part of the island are authorized to organize | *S@!0S nother country these men have scores as Just lor thei 
corps of guerrillas, and all officeholders on leave of absence will be relieved if, | rebellion; and I shall do or say or vote anything, consistent with 
after eight days from the date of the proclamation, they have not returned to | the honor and the integrity of the Republic, which shall, in my 


their oni mocncean of sCinhen nate lie cae A 
Potoleum and other inflammable articles, after the date of the proclama- | 0P™0N, m9 mote the success of the Cuban patriots who are to-day 
tion, can no longer be sold in the small ungarrisoned towns. so bravely struggling to wrest liberty from the iron grasp of a 
The p of that proclamation is plain, and we already see | ‘Tue! and relentless despotism. [Applause in the galleries. | 
its result in a telegram which was in the morning papers, which Mr. CAFFERY. _Mr. President, im my view of this question 
has come to the representative of the insurgent cause in America | W° have to treat Spain as belonging to the family of civilized 
from General Palma, the telegram saying: nations, and we have to treat the rebellion or the insurrection in 
Lhave received trustworthy news that in Guatao, near Habana, defenseless | Cuba by all of those rules of civilized international law which 
S- been assassinated by Spanish troops. The town is filled with ought to prevail when foreign states deal with a question of in- 


. surrection. I have in vain listened for any argument to over- 

The details of that slaughter have been hitherto published | throw or to controvert in any way the argument delivered by the 

through other channels. The war which General Weyler person- | Senator from California [Mr. Waite] in his extremely interest 
ifies of shooting down and killing all, peaceable and belligerent | ing and exhaustive debate on this question. 

alike, has begun. | ° The first question which submits itself to our inaniry is whether 

It seems to me, Mr. President, as I have already stated—and | or not the Congress of the United States can, by resolution or oth- 


1 
> re bel 











before my seat 1 desire to repeat it—that this is a question | erwise, recognize a status of belligerency. | regard the senti- 
which we to determine solely on the ground of what we be- | mental question as having no bearing, and as applicable to Armenia 


lieve to be the duty of the United States. There isan island which | astoCuba. I regard allappeals tothe sympathies of our people by 
has been for generations; there is a people struggling | holding up dreadful pictures of the cruelties of Spain in the past 
for the li which we enjoy, struggling for it against oppres- | as sitegsther out of place in the present discussion. Spain may 
sion as to which that which led us to revolt against England was | have been cruel. History records acts of ferocity upon the part 
oe They should command—they do command—the sym- | of Spanish soldiers which disgrace human nature; but Spain is 
= American people. The Committee on Foreign Rela- | not singular in the matter of ferocity. Other civilized nations 
submitted a resolution recognizing the belligerency of the | have had their record stained and blotted and blurred by acts of 

is, and they have earned that recognition by a year of | cruelty. The autos-da-fé of Spain are very well offset by the mas- 

and successful fighting against heavy odds. sacre of St. Bartholomew. The treatment by Spain of the Indians 
coramittee, I understand, propose to accept the amendment | of South America was somewhat more ferocious in degree, but 
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not more cruel, in fact, than the treatment that the Indians of 
America have been subjected to by every civilized conquering 
country. 

Mr. President, it is well enough to revert to what a wer distin- 


ished statesman and a President of the United States has said 
in regard to this question of belligerency and in regard to the 
uestion of recognizing an independent state. It was stated by 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that President 
Grant was very much in favor of putting an end to the war in 
Cuba which started in 1868. President Grant must have very 
materially altered his views in 1875. What a statesman says in 
private intercourse, or what he says in an unguarded moment, is 
not to be quoted as against a deliberate and well-studied utter- 
ance of that statesman in a document of state. It is easy enough 
for mer to give expression to sentiments favorable to the prevail- 
ing idea in a community, but, when charged with the responsi- 
bility of state, conservatism takes the place of sympathetic utter- 
ance, and I propose to read what President Grant said in 1875: 

In a former message to Congress I had occasion to consider this question 
and reached the conclusion that the confiict in Cuba, dreadful and devastat- 
ing as were its incidents, did not rise to the fearful dignity of war. Regard- 
ing it now after this lapse of time, I am unable to see that any notable success 
or any marked or real advance on the part of the insurgents has essentially 
changed the character of the contest. It has acquired ter age, but not 
greater or more formidable oaopertone. It is possible that the acts of for- 
eign powers, and even acts of Spain herself, of this very nature, might be 

inted to in defense of such recognition. But now, asin its past history, the 
Pnited States should o-refully avoid the false lights which might lead it into 
the mazes of doubtful lew and of qHesianes progstety, and adhere ae 

, O 


and sternly to the rule which has n its guide doing only that which 
right and honest and of good report. The question of according or of with- 
holding rights of bell , in every case, in view of the 


eeney met be judged 
atricular attending facts. Unless justified by necessity, it is always, and 
ustly, regarded as an unfriendly act, and a gratuitous demonstration of 
scored upport to the rebellion. It is necessary, and it is required, when the 
interests and rights cf another government or of its people are so far affected 
by a pending civil conflict as to require a definition of its relations to the par- 
ties thereto. But this conflict must be one which will be zed in the 
sense of international law as war. Tyas. too, is a fact. 6 mere ex- 
istence of contending armed bodies, and their occasional conflicts, do not con- 
stitute war in the sense referred to. Appl to the existing condition of 
affairs in Cuba the test recognized by pu and writerson international 
law, and which have een observed by nations of dignity, honesty, and power, 
when free from sensitive or selfish and unworthy motives, [ fail to findinthe 
insurrection the existence of such a substan’ political organization, real, 
palpable, and manifest to the world, ha the forms and capable of the 
Sedinery functions of government toward its own people and toother states, 


with courts for the administration of jus with a local habitation possess- 
ing such organization of force, such material, such occupation of territory, 
of a mere rebellious insurrection 


as to take the contest out of the category 
occasional and place it on the terrible footing of war, to which 
ition of belligerency wouldaim toelevateit. Thecontest, moreover, 
solely on land; the insurrection not itself of a single seaport 
whence it may send its Sag, not has it ong mennpee communication with for- 
powers except through the military lines of its adversaries. 

Mr. President, there is the embodiment in that message of Pres- 
ident Grant of all the international law on the subject of belliger- 
ency. There must be a political organization, clear, palpable, 
manifest to the world with a local habitation, ing a certain 
amount of territory, with at least one seaport from which to send 
forth its ships. 

Now, I ve that, although the insurrection is greater to-day 
than it was in 1875, the same essential features surround the pres- 
ent uprising of the people of Cuba that existed in the revolution 
or rebellion of 1868. Cuba is a long island, being about 750 miles 
long. It has about 2,000 miles of seacoast on either side, and the 
settlements are on the seaboard. #rom Pinar del Rio, in the east, 
to Cienfuegos, in the west, the Spaniards have every — city. 
Not a single seaport is in the hands of the insurgents. The inte- 
rior of the country is mountainous, woody, filisd with jungle, im- 
presse to troops in regular line. Therefore, it is a successful 

iding place or successful retreat for guerrilla warfare. The reg- 
ular troops can not penetrate into those mountains and inaccessi- 
ble jungles. Therefore, armed bands of insurgents can wags a 
successful guerrilla war, and it is very difficult, if not impossible, 
upon the part of the lar to entirely crush them out. 

I am making what few remarks I intend to make upon this 
question with due regard to the rights of the United States pri- 
marily, with due regard to the obligation of the United States by 
that code of law which governs the conduct of civilized nations 
say tice pieeebabttengenn te Seclave aapenwel betigenmmpresads 
i e power a o igerency, W 
Tdo not, to warrant a declaration on the part of the Congress of 
the United States of belli ncy, much less of r ition. We 
have been pointed to nothing, not one single official datum, not 
one scintilla of evidence has been brought to show such a state of 
affeics as would warrant Congress, if it had the poet, to recog- 
uize belligerency in the war between Cuba and Spain. 

Sir, we know that our are in sympathy with the Cuban 
pairiots, and so am I. e know that the is teeming with 
sympathetic statements. We must take those statements with 

ins ofallowance. Enthusiastic, sympathetic men, writers from 
ounte. in giving accounts of the campaigns in Cuba, recite 
horri ils of the murders and massacres of Weyler. Whole 
platoons of Cubans are said to be butchered. I venture to say, 


or 
a 
is 


Mr. President, knowing somewhat of the character of the insur- 
gents, that the cruelty is not altogether one-sided. I venture to 
say that retaliatory acts upon the part of the insurgents of equal 
~atttes | are committed as against the Spaniards. I know not, 
none of us know officially or certainly, the facts in such a way 
as to predicate on them formal or official action as respects the 
insurrection inCuba. From the statements in the press more men 
have been killed than have been enrolled in the Cuban army. 
From the statements of Spanish authorities they have slain in 
battle a great many more men than exist in the Cuban army, 
Both accounts, no doubt, are exaggerated, and we here in the 
House and in the Senate, not having the means of communication, 
not being in correspondence with the American consul, having 
none of the data from which we could draw a correct conclusion, 
are called _— to recognize as a fact that which we do not know 
toexistasafact. Belligerence, in the language of President Grant, 
is a fact; and can any of us here affirm the fact of belligerency? 
We must treat this matter between Spain and her colony as we 
bot om treat a matter between any other foreign power and her 
colony. 

It A true, sir, that Cuba lies at our door. It is true that tho 
American fiat, if you may so term it, has gone forth that no other 
foreign power than Spain can hold Cuba. That is on account of 
the imminent danger to us, in case of hostilities, of the occupa- 
tion of that island by a foreign and powerful neighbor. But 
while that is our declaration, it is not founded on any other prin- 
ciple than the principle of self-interest and the principle of main- 
taining the integrity and perpetuity of our own institutions against 
the probable assaults of a powerful neighbor. 

As to Cuba, we hold out to them the same hand that we hold 
out to every nation in the world s' gling for freedom. When- 
ever the hand of a struggling patriot is held forth we are ready 
and willing to grasp it. But, sir, when we come to treat with 
such delicate matters as those involved in these resolutions, we 
must circumscribe our conduct on the lines of international law, 
with due observance of the good faith, the candor, the honesty 
that we ought to use in treating of these subjects. 

Iam not in sympathy with any declaration looking toward a 
possibility of taking up arms against Spain and in the interest of 
Cuba without sufficient warrant in our own interests or in inter- 
national law. Chickens have an uncomfortable way of coming 
home to roost sometimes, and while the manifest destiny of this 
country points,in my opinion, to the merging and amalgamation 
of all the different parts of the American continent into one Gov- 
ernment, let that come about in the process of time. Let Canada 
on the one hand and Mexico and Cuba upon the other fall into our 
lap like ripe plums and in the peaceful march of events. But we 
have no right, in my opinion, to violate any one of the principles 
of international law in order to anticipate what, in my opinion, 
are certain results. If we intervene in the affairs of Cuba we (lv 
so with an implied moral obligation of protecting Cuba. If wo 

rotect Cuba we must eventually admit her as a State of this 
Jnion. We can not hold her in vassalage. We can not holda 
protectorate over Cuba. That is utterly foreign and abhorrent to 
our institutions. A protectorate opens the door to foreign con- 
quest, and that opens the door to the annihilation of the Republic. 

Sir, when we intervene and intervene successfully—for notwith- 
standing the chivalry and the bravery of the i they would 
not last a half campaign the power of the United States— 
we intervene in a way that makes Cuba an appendage of the 
United States. Then we must govern her, and then we must «(- 
mit her into the sisterhood of States; and are gentlemen prepare:! 
to go to that length? As weak as — is and as little as she is 
able to cope with us, I have no doubt in my own mind that sho 
would resent an unwarrantable interference in her affuirs, and wo 
would add to the complications of the case perhaps a foreign war. 
It is — because of the weakness of Spain as compared to tho 
power and strength of the United States that we ought to move 
in this matter with more than ordi caution lest we incur tho 
imputation of bullying an inferior nation. 

Mr. President, any resolution which looks, on the part of the 
Congress of the United States, toward recognizing belligerency, 
as does the resolution reported from the wey gm Com- 
mittee, I shall vote against for two reasons: Congress has 


no power to make such a recognition; and second, the facts do 
not justify the ition even if we had the power. I do not 
care to extend this I think it has been shown 


further. 

d ae that the legal attitude of the United States in 
matter is to be governed and controlled entirely by interna- 
tional law, for whatever disdain we may affect for international 
law, it is the only code known among civilized men to govern and 
control the conduct of states in their relations with one another. 
Abolish that code if you choose; set up a p da of republic- 
anism; cut loose from law, and let us upon our tour of 
conquest and war; but so long as we to be held in the fam- 
‘ily of nations by the tie of international law, let us look to that 

law to see w our conduct will be justified by it. 

















offered by the Senator from California [Mr. 
Wurrr], looking toward a request upon our part tothe Executive 
to take such steps as in his judgment may seem proper either to 
recognize the belligerency of Cuba or to mitigate the horrors of 
war or to take —_ a toward the independence of Cuba, I 
have no hesitation to vote for. I will vote for any resolution of 
that sort. I wish to put myself entirely straight in the vote Tam 
to give upon this uestion. My people reside within a very short 
distance of the d of Cuba, about 300 miles. The sons of my 
State have — with their blood their devotion to the cause 
of liberty in Cuba. ; ; ; 

Sir, I remember right now an instance in my early boyhood. 
There was a man in my town by the name of Sanders, who joined 
the expedition of Lopez and was one of the bravest of the brave. 
He was captured in that expedition, and the Spanish general or- 
dered him to be shot. It was ordered that the prisoners to be shot 
should have theireyes bandaged. When the turn of Sanders came 
he said, “* No; the last glance of my eyes must rest upon the sun 
of liberty. Shoot me, if you please, but you can not bandage my 
eyes”; and he was shot facing the Spanish executioners. 

Whenever the proper time comes, whenever that country shows 
a capacity to throw off its shackles, when that country wants aid 
and assistance to help throw off those shackles in the way of indi- 
vidual aid, not in the way of governmental aid, the sons of my 
State will respond as quickly as the sons of any other State of this 
Onion. They are wedded to the cause of liberty everywhere. 
They are wedded to the cause of Cubana liberty, but when resolu- 
tions or other acts of Congress strike a fatal blow, in my opinion, 
to the international rules which eo to govern the relations of 
one nation to another, I for one say I can not and will not vote for 

em. 
te ALLEN. I ask the Secretary to read Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 87, @ a substitute for the pending resolution. 

The Vick PE IDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 87) authorizing and 
requesting the President of the United States to recognize the po- 
litical independence of the Republic of Cuba, and for other pur- 
poses, introduced by Mr. ALLEN on the 26th instant, as follows: 

Resol etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
autho: and requested to issue a proclamation recognizing the Republic 
oe Se ieeanentas Petbent Cece tae Sot Seay P'S 
eens ts independent nation, and acco’ ‘i 


1895, as a free agin, oe ihe all’the sights mn gene el 
inister plenipotentiary a c a 8 an riviieges 
sce srded to the envoy extraordinary and Sinister plenipotentiary of the Gov- 
ernment 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware i GRAY] yesterday expressed his surprise at my refusal 
to yield ready assent to the conclision that the exclusive power 
to ize the independence of Cuba resides in the President of 
the United States, and he stated that the excellent speeches of 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and the Senator from 
California [Mr. Wure],in which they had reached that conclu- 
sion, had been lost upon me. 

I do not by any means profess to be a master of international 
law or to be an in constitutional learning, although I have 
devoted some time to the study of both of those subjects, but I 


The substitute 
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In enumerating the powers conferred on the Prosident it is de- 
clared by section 3, Article II, of the Constitution, that he ‘‘shall 
receive ambassadors and other public ministers.” but it certainly 
would be a great stretch of power on the part of the President to 
receive an ambassador or other public minister without first having 
the express or implied consent of Congress to doso. We can easily 
conceive of a case where this country would be in open hostility 
to another, and the President, notwithstanding , 
receive an ambassador or other public minister therefrom, 
according to the Senator from Delaware and the Sena 
California, recognizing the independent status of that 
and usurping in a large measure the power of Congress to declare 
war and conclude peace. 


that fact, would 
thus, 
r trom 


country 


Mr. President, we can not be bound by such interpretation of 
our fundamental law. The diplomatic relations of the nation 
must in the very nature of things be under the control of Congress 
as the supreme lawmaking power of the nation. Congress has 


m 
power to declare war, with all the conseqt 


it, among which would be the expulsion from 


ences that flow from 


our capital of a 


representative of the hostile nation. Congress has powe1 

clude peace, which carries with it as an incident the right of the 
President, with the assent of Congress, to receive the ambassador 
or other public minister of the country with which we have been 
at war. It is true that the President should have, and is vested 
with power, with the approval of Congress, as the agent of the 
people to receive ambassadors and other public ministers. This 
can not be doubted. But this power must be construed with the 
power of Congress to declare war and conclude peace, and as a 
power which in a certain sense grows out of the action of Congress 


in respect to our duty toward nations. It is not an exclusive 
power residing in the President to be exercised by him at his mere 
will or caprice. Hedoes not possess this power in hostility to the 
action of Congress or without its consent in some form. In mak- 
ing this declaration in this public manner where my words go upon 
record for all time, I am not unmindful of the force of much that 
has been said on this subject, not only in this Chamber at the pres- 
ent time and in previous Congresses, but by statesmen, writers, 
and others whose judgment is entitled to respect. But the history 
of the world, of our country, and the precedents of modern times 
support me in this declaration. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] andthe 
Senator from California [Mr. Wire] stated in their remarks 
yesterday that the fact of the independence of Cuba must first be 
established before it can be recognized by us. That is not the ex- 
act language employed by them, but substantially what they said. 
Now, I do not disagree with the conclusion that Cuba must be 
independent before her independence can be recognized. In the 
very nature of things, a government must exist before its exist- 
ence can be recognized by the political world. The difficulty does 
not lie in stating the general proposition, it lies in its application. 
What constitutes independence within the definition of interna- 
tional law? It does not mean that independence de jure must be 
so far an accomplished fact that there is no likelihood of the bel- 
ligerents being overcome in subsequent battles, nor does it mean 
that peace must have been concluded between the contending 
parties before independence in its true significan 


y) 
tH 
u 


ecan be said to 


do believe that I have some general ideas drawn from the history | exist. The independence of a nation, or a people claiming to be 
of the country and the conduct and policy of nations that fully | a nation, in the sense of international law, exists w'yenever and 
warrant me arriving at the conclusion I have long since | wherever there is a de facto Government hostile to a.other Gov- 


reached, that the power of recognizing the independence of Cuba, | 


or the independence of any other 
form of government resi 
Executive, notwithstan others may differ with me. 
By section 6 of the Articles of Confederation it was provided: 
No State, without the consent of the United States in Congress assem- 


bled, shall send any embassy to, or receive any embassy from, or invite any 
conference, agreements, alliances, or treaty, with any King, Prince, or 


State. * * ¢ 
This lam: is clear and concise and is not capable of misin- 
terpretation. It expressly vests in Congress the exclusive power 
to send and receive an embassy, thus recognizing Congress as the 
representative of the le, who are supreme’in this as in 
all other It was policy of the founders of this Gov- 
ernment to political power in the hands of the people so far 
as it could be consistently with its efficient execution. No 
one, in reading this language, can be mistaken as to the fact that 
is reserved the power to send and receive embassies, 
and therefore, in so far as the independence of a nation is con- 
the incidental power of recognizing it. 
wrought in the policy of our Govern- 
the ion of the Constitution? It is true 
recognizes a distinct executive branch of the 
of which stands the President of the 
think there is anything in that instrn- 
which will warrant in the slightest degree 
sole power of i the belligerent 
of a nation resides in the ident. 


wat cg fa been 


then 


ernment, however feeble and impotent the former may be. If 
2ople, is one which under our | the Cubans have in fact set up a Republic and are maintaining it 
3 in Congress, and not in the Chief | by the force of arms, ft is a de facto Government in the eyes of the 


world and may be independent by being given recognition as such 
by other Governments. ‘There is nothing in international law, or 
in history, to prevent us from recognizing the independence of 


Cuba. The Cubans have an established Republic. It may be 
feeble, it is true, but certainly those people are in possession of 
three-fourths of the island and its life is maintained by their valor. 

When we declare that the Republic of Cuba is an independent 


and sovereign nation, it becomes such in the meaning of interna- 
tional law, so far as we are concerned, although its complete inde- 


pendence of Spain may not have been accomplished. If th l 
clusion reached by the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from 
California is to be accepted as final, there are no circumstances 
under which a struggling people can be recognized as independent 
until, unaided and alone, they are able to maintain a Government 
independent of those against whom they are in revolt. isis not 


r) 
the independent Government spoken of and recognized } 
national law. 

Mr. President, let me call attention to two conspicuous facts in 
the history of the world, and history is replete with like cases. 
In 1792 the Government of France had passed from Louis XVI to 
the National Convention. This was at the time when the French 
Commune reigned supreme in Paris and France. No one will 
deny that the Government of the National Convention was a de 
facto as well as an independent Government. Louis XVI had 
been compelled to flee to Austria for safety, and yet all through 


yy inter- 
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the years of the French Revolution Austria and other Govern- 
ments regarded Louis XVI as the head of the de jure Government 
of France and the officers appointed by him as the legitimate offi- 
cers of that Government, notwithstanding they had been over- 
thrown by the revolutionists and were not discharging the duties 
or functions of sovereignty. 

The history of the world furnishes numerous examples of this 
kind of recognition, and we do ourselves grave injustice when we 
assert the broad and erroneous proposition that independence 
from the mother country must be an accomplished fact before 
another Government has a right to recognize the belligerents as 
constituting a separate and in‘lependent nation. 

I have but little to say upon the subject of these resolutions. I 
am decidedly in favor of the adoption of a resolution that will not 
only recognize the belligerent —— of the Cubans, but which 
will recognize their complete independence and will invite the 
President of the United States, as the recognized head of the ex- 
ecutive department of our Government, to issue a proclamation 
to this effect and to admit to our diplomatic circles a representa- 
tive of the Republic of Cuba upon terms of exact equality with the 
representative of the Government of Spain. If I had it within 
= power I would go further than this. I would say to Spain: 
** Your treatment of the Cubans for the last fifty years has been 
brutal and inhuman; you have shocked the moral sense of the civ- 
ilized world; you have put yourself in an attitude to invite the 
universal execration of all good people and all civilized nations; 
you have stifled the cries of the Cubans for liberty and have 
drenched every acre of their soil with the blood of innocent men, 
women, and children, and now, in the spirit of our free institu- 
tions, the people of the United States, being the chief guardians 
and advocates of popular liberty upon this hemisphere, will require 

ou to relax your hold upon these people and give to them that 
a and right of self-government that is inalienable to all 
ople.” 
“ r. President, I was surprised at the remarks of the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. He told the Senate and the 
country that a state of war does not exist in Cuba. Ihave always 
been led to believe by examining works of international law and 
historical works that a state of war exists wherever there is an 
armed conflict between nations or states, or between parts of 
states, and I always supposed that belligerents are those persons 
engaged in an armed conflict. 
he honorable Senator from Louisiana tells us again that we 
have no evidence to prove that there is a state of war in Cuba. Is 
it necessary for the Senate of the United States to sit as a police 
court and listen to the testimony of witnesses? Are we not re- 
uired under well-known and well-established rules of interna- 
tional law to take recognition of the condition of Cuba and those 
Governments that are in close proximity to the United States? 

It is a well-known fact to-day that 30,000 armed Cubans strug- 
gling for liberty are practically in possession of three-fourths of 
the Island of Cuba, and that their march of conquest is blocked by 
about 140,000 armed Spaniards who are occupying the other fourt 
of that island for the purpose of subduing the spirit of liberty. 
Yet the Senator from Louisiana discovers, as other Senators have 
discovered, something in international law to prevent the Congress 
of the United States from taking prompt and efficient action on 
the line of recognizing the independence of those people. 

{ shall not detain the Senate any great length of time at this 
late hour to discuss this question, but I can not resist the tempta- 
tion of calling attention to some prominent features of the con- 
troversy from 1868 to 1878 in the struggle W&tween Cuba and the 
parent country. Between 1868 and 1878 there were executed in 
the Island of Cuba for political offenses, and for no other cause, 
2,927 citizens of that island. There were captured during that 
time, and presumably executed in some form (for they have never 
been heard from since the days of their capture), 4,672 persons for 
political offenses. There were put to the garrote at that time for 
political offenses 191 other persons, besides thousands of others 
captured in battle who have never been heard of from that time 
to this, and who were presumably sent to the penal colonies of 
Spain to spend the remainder of their lives in penal servitude for 
no other offenses than aspiring for liberty, which we and all God's 
people by nature are entitled to. 

I do not purpose now to recall the attention of the Senate to the 
barbarities that have been practiced by General Weyler, who has 
recently been sent to Cuba, and who has been sent there not because 
he is a dazzling military success, not because of his ability to con- 
trol the people in Cuba, but because of his known love of blood 
and his redisposition to butcher the people of that island. 

Yet, Mr. President, we are to be told t these barbarities can 
be practiced less than 100 miles from our shore; we are to be told 
that the arm of the Government of the United States falls impotent 
and powerless under the circumstances; that somewhere in some 
musty volume of international law, or in the utterance of some 
— statesman f or fifty years ago, there is something that pro- 

bits us from extending to these people our aid and our sympathy! 
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It wouldseem from what has been read from the desk and from what 
we see in the public press of this country (and I make due allow. 
ance for exaggerations on both sides) that the butcher Wey). is 
not satisfied with coring Oe men upon the Island of Cuba who 
aspire for liberty, but t the cries of innocent childhood anj 
the modesty and virtue and defenselesness of womanhood do 1ot 
affect him and do not stay his bloody march and his bloody hanq 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana says we must recowni7a 

Spain as a part of the family of civilized nations upon the face of 
the globe. Mr. President, Spain is an outlaw nation. She is not 
entitled to the respect, the confidence, or the esteem of the liberty. 
loving American people. Hers has been the march of }!o.3. 
With the torch in one hand she has burned down the habitations 
of the people of Cuba; with the sword of vengeance in the other 
she has stabbed to death or cut the throats of those who haye 
refused to yield cheerful obedience to her iron rule. 
Mr. President, I am not radical in anything, not even in my 
Populism. I believe that it is but policy to consult conseryatisr 
and to act conservatively. But there comes a time in the history 
of nations when the national heart as well as the national judg- 
ment is eee to. By our situation upon this hemisphere, hy 
our stand at the head of republics upon the face of the eart), wa 
owe a duty to those who are in close proximity to us to see at least 
oe they shall receive humane and just treatment at the hands of 
their rulers. 

The Island of Cuba by her proximity to us and by the hopes and 
aspirations of her people belongs to the Government of the United 
States. The time must ly come when the bloody hand of 
Spain will be wrested from that island and the throats of her 


people. 

Mr. President, I would go further in the interests of humanity 
than these resolutions eee to go. I would not only recognize 
the belligerent rights of Cuba, but I would establish her as one 
of the a of thisearth. If need be, [ would muster every 
man in the United States and every war vessel necessary to the 
accomplishment of the task, and I would erect on the ashes and 
ruins of Spain’s control of that island a Republic modeled after 
the institutions of our own. Sir, I would not only do that, }ut if 
I had it in my power, I would admit the minister of the Republic 
of Cuba, feeble as it may be, unimportant in the eyes of the world 
as it may be, to the diplomatic circles at this capital upon terms 
of equality with the minister from S . 

Mr. President,oneword more. Itissaid thatthe action proposed 
is liable toinvolve usin war. Wecan not shirk responsibility be- 
cause war may follow as a consequence of the discharge of our 
duties. ‘The rule of Spain over Cuba has not been actuated from 
motives of humanity to those people, but simply for lust and gain. 
When Spain becomes convinced that republican institutions upon 
this continent mean more than mere empty declarations: that it 
means the United States of America will unfold its flag broad 
enough to cover the aspirations of the people of Cuba and adjoin- 
ing countries, then the question of the independence of that peo- 
ple will be settled and we shall have nothing to do but to adjust 
the financial results. 

Mr.GRAY. Before the Senator from Nebraska sits down | wish 
to allude to one matter of which he spoke, and that is the duty 
incumbent upon this great Republic of ours by reason of its pecu- 
liar relations and proximity to the Island of Cuba. I cordially 
agree with him in that, and subscribe to the proposition that we 
do owe a peculiar duty to the Island of Cuba by reason of our en- 
vironment. It was because the resolution offered as an amend- 
ment by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] recognized in 
express terms that peculiar duty that I said yesterday or the day 
before, and say now, that I prefer it to the resolution that was re- 

orted from the Committee on Foreign Relations. But, if | may 

indulged by the courtesy of the Senator from Nebraska, I wish 
to say that that—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield the floor to the Senator. . 

Mr. GRAY. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Nebraska. 
I want to say that that committee, of which I have the honor to 
be a member, has — considered, since this debate has |een 
going on, all of the various propositions and every phase «f this 
question, and has agreed with unanimity upon the resolution 
ported some weeks ago from the committee, with the assent of the 
committee—to be given by its chairman, as already announce|—to 
the addition to that resolution of the resolution offered by the 
Senator from lvania [Mr. Cameron], and because «assent 
has been given to add this resolution to that already reported by the 
committee, I believe that to be the better form in which the Senate 
should express itself. Therefore I have altered my opinion 1n T& 

rd to the propriety of substituting the amendment oifered by the 

nator from ornia. 

Mr. PASCO. May Lin the Senator from Delaware for 4 
moment? Is it still the to a concurrent “7 
tion, or has there been any consideration of the question 4° 
whether the pending resolution should be changed to a joint reso” 
ution? 
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. The proposition of the committee is that the reso- 
sation es be as it was at first reported—a concurrent resolu- 
tion—and being in the shape in which it now is, with the addition 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania, it does 


iusti the aspirations of the patriots in Cuba; it does justice to 
{oe aympeth of the people of the United States for the struggling 
triots in that unhappy island, and I think it comports with the 
ignity and honor an traditions of the Government of the United 
States. 


. WHITE. Mr. President—— 
ue HILL. Will the Senator from California allow me a mo- 


ment? ; 
Mr. . Certainly. , . 4 
Mr. HILL. I desire before the time arrives for proceeding to 


vote to offer a verbal amendment to the resolution proposed by 
the Senator from California. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
New York to the amendment of the Senator from California will 


be stated. P 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed toamend the amendment offered 
by Mr. WuTE as follows: 
line 15, strike out the word “trust” and insert the words “are 
of theo Sion”: in line 17, after the word “ been," insert the word “largely,” 
and in lines 17 and 18 strike out the words “will at as early a date as the facts 
will warrant,” and in place thereof insert the word ‘ should.” 


Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that I shall offer an amend- 
ment as a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia as pro to be amended. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state that I accept the amendment to my 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

The VIC PRESID T. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from New York is accepted by the Senator from California. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishall offer the amendment proposed by me as 
amended on the suggestion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. VEST. Let the substitute be read as now modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the substi- 
tute as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Senate contemplates with solicitude and profound regret the omnrenge and 
destruction accompanying the civil conflict now in progress in Cuba. hile 
the United States have not interfered and will not, unless their vital inter- 
ests so demand, interfere with xsiee colonies and dependencies of any 
European Government on this hemisphere, nevertheless our people have 
never @ and do not now conceal their sympathy for all those who 
struggle patriotically, as do the Cubans now in revolt, to exercise, maintain, 
and preserve the right of self-government. Nor can we ignore our excep- 
tional and close relations to Cuba by reason of Pe eg ny proximity and 
our consequent grave interest in all questions affecting the control or well- 
being of thatisland. We are of the opinion that the executive department, 
to whose investigation and care our diplomatic relations have been largely 
committed, should recognize the belligerency of those who are maintaining 
themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to Spain, and that the influence anc 
offices of the United States may be prudently, peacefully, and effectively ex- 
erted to the end that Cuba may be enabled to establish a permanent Govern- 
ment of her own choice. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now read the 
amendment submitted as a substitute by the Senator from Florida 


[Mr. Cau]. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Joint resolution authorizing and requesting the President of the United 
States to recognize the political independence of the Republic of Cuba, and 
for other purposes. 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That the United States recognize the independ- 
ence of the ublic of Cuba, proclaimed at Jimaguaya, under the presidency 


of Cisneros, and under the provincial constitution and form of government 
proclaimed at Jimaguaya in May, 1895. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a 
moment. Ihave been rather careful to state those views of this 
situation which pertain to the legal side of the case with as much 
accuracy as I could, and I do not like to be misquoted even inad- 
vertently, and therefore when such misquotation occurs I respect- 
fully beg leave to correct it. My friend from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] in stating my views as to what is necessary with refer- 
ence to a ition of sovereignty inadvertently, no doubt, mis- 
quoted me, and I will briefly repeat the exact phraseology which I 
employed, quoting from the letter from Secretary of State Adams 
to Mr. Monroe August 24, 1816. 


There is a stage in such (revolutionary) contests when the party strugglin 
for has, as { conceive, a right to demand its acknowledgment 
by neutral partion, and when the acknowledgment may be granted without 
departure the obligations of neutrality. It is the stage when the inde- 
pendence is established as a matter of fact, so as to leave the chance of the 
opposite party to recover its dominion utterly desperate. 


And contin 
But the justice of a cause, however it may enlist individual feelings in its 
vor, is not sufficient to justify third parties in siding with it. The fact and 


hisputed a one authorize a neutral to acknowledge a new and 


This is not ~~ old and musty announcement, but it is an ema- 


nation coming one of our most distinguished publicists and 
oan whose patriotic declarations Senators here have been prone 


y. 
I desire also to state that President Grant was not the author of 
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any old, musty international doctrine, and that the expression read 
by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] and by other Sena 
tors from:President Grant’s message to this body is strong aftirma- 
tion of the principle for which I have been contending. 
it has been said that President Grant really did not write that docu- 
ment, and we have the authority of the Senator from Ohio to the 
effect that itis in the handwriting of Mr. Fish, I have, I will not 
say a thorongh knowledge, but some knowledge of General Grant's 
history, and I believe he had probably a little more than a vague 
and uncertain notion of that which he signed. 
whether the Senators who made the statement wish to intimate 
that General Grant was in the habit of signing documents which he 
did not understand. 
been his practice. 
said and that every word ke said he meant. 
subject under consideration for six or seven years and had time to 
get ready. 


and arms, or attempts to fit out and arm, or 
armed, or knowingly is concerned in t’: 


2253 





Although 


I do not know 


I have never heretofore heard such to have 
I am disposed to think that he knew what he 
Besides, he had the 


Mr. President, Iam in accord with every sentiment that has 


been uttered here in praise of the efforts of those who are seeking 
to obtain their liberty in Cuba. 
body else. 
any way, andIam not selfish about it. 
doing nothing more, no matter what resolution we adopt here, 
than to express our sympathy for the Cuban patriots, and to this 
point I wish to address myself but a moment. 


Tam as fond of liberty as any- 
I do not like to have my personal liberty curtailed in 
But practically we are 


I will insert as a part of my remarks sections 5283, 5284, 5285, 


and 5286 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, regarding 
neutrality, if there be no objection. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
none, and it will be so ordered. 

The sections of the Revised Statutes referred to are as follows: 

Sec. 5283. Every person who, within the limits of the United States, fits out 
procures to be fitted out and 
furnishing, fitting out, or arming, 
of any vessel, with intent that such vessel shall be employed in the service of 
any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, district, or people, to cruise or 
commit hostilities against the subjects, citizens, or property of any foreign 
prince or state, or of any colony, district, or people, with whom the United 
States are at peace, or who issues or delivers a commission within the terri 
tory or jurisdiction of the United States, for any vessel, to the intent that 
she may be so employed, shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and 
shall be fined not more than $10,000, and imprisoned not more than three 
years. And every such vessel, with her tackle, apparel, and furniture, to- 

ether with all materials, arms, ammunition, and stores, which may have 

en procured for the building and equipment thereof, shall be forfeited; 
one-half to the use of the informer, and the other half to the use of the United 
States. 

Sec. 5284. Every citizen of the United States who, without the limits thereof, 
fits out and arms, or attempts to fit out and arm, or procures to be fitted out 
and armed, or knowingly aids or is concerned in furnishing, fitting out, or 
arming any private vessel of war, or privateer, with intent that such vessel 
shall be qunlegedl to cruise or commit hostilities upon the citizens of the 
United States or their property, or who takes the command of, or enters on 
board of any such vessel, for such intent, or who purchases any intere 
any such vessel, with a view to share in the profits thereof, shall b« 
guilty of ahigh misdemeanor, and fined not more than $10,000. and impri 
oned not more than ten years. And the trial for such offense, if committed 
without the limits of the United States, shall be in the district in which the 
offender shall be apprehended or first brought. 

Sec. 5285. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, increases or augments, or procures to be increased or aug 
mented, or knowingly is concerned in increasing or augmenting, the force of 
any ship of war, cruiser, or other armed vessel, which, at the time of her 
arrival within the United States, was a ship of war, or cruiser, or armed ves- 
sel, in the service of any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, district, 
or people, or belonging to the subjects or citizens of any such prince or state, 
colony, district, or people, the same being at war with any foreign prince or 
state, or of any colony, district, or people, with whom the United States are 
at peace, by adding to the number of the guns of such vessel, or by changing 
those on board of her for quae of alarger caliber, or by adding thereto any 
equipment solely applicable to war, shall be deemed guilty of a high misde 
meanor, and shall be fined not more than $1,000 and be imprisoned not more 
than one year. 

Sec. 5286. Every person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
United States, begins, or sets on foot, or provides or prepares the means for, 
any military expedition or enterprise, to be carried on from thence ay st 
the territory or dominions of any foreign prince or state, or of any « 
district, or people, with whom the United States are at peace, shall be deeme« 
guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be fined not exceeding $3,000, and im 
prisoned not more than three years. 


Mr. WHITE. If we had the power to declare Cuba independ- 
ent, and if our action became efficacious so far as independence 
was concerned, that would not destroy the efficacy of the neutrality 
laws of the United States. They would be enforceable then as they 
are now, and they would be then, as they are now, a restriction 
to some extent on the action of our people with reference to Cuba 
and on the action of Cuba with reference to our people. 

Mr. President, we are at peace with the Spanish Government; 
that is admitted; and we have no right, I submit, when we are at 
peace with a Government which we have recognized for years, to 
do anything more than a recognition of the laws and customs and 
usages pertaining to the neutral relation will justify. 

If it be true that we should do as some Senators have intimated, 
let us boldly and frankly and aboveboard declare war, and so act; 
but if we are to proceed within the lines of neutrality, let us do 
it. Ido not think it will tend to bring about the peaceful procure- 
ment of the independence of Cuba, which is desired in all the 
resolutions, to use as violent language with reference to a country 


The Chair hears 


tin 


deemed 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


with which we are at peace as I have heard upon this floor. If 
our object is to procure peaceably the independence of Cuba, we 
should act in accordance with our expressed wish. If we are 
seeking to persuade a nation into the release of her claims, weshould 
do so by the use ot those arguments or those practices which are 
commended among enlightened and civilized men. If I had the 
wer personally, with the information which has been developed 
ere, I would say undoubteuly that belligerent rights should be ac- 
corded to Cuba; but lam unwilling to say anything or to do any- 
thing which will be beyond our power and without our duty. I 
believe the adoption of the resolution proposed by me goes as far 
as consistency allows; that it isan earnest and an emphatic expres- 
sion of a desire to procure that condition of things which all here 
hope to see brought about. 

l again call the attention of Senators to the fact that a resolu- 
tion announcing the independence of Cuba will have no more 
effect toward the procurement of that independence, except by its 
moral weight, than a resolution in recognition of belligerency. 
It will suspend no neutrality law; it will relieve none of those 
who are seeking to aid the Cubans from the imposition of our 
neutrality statutes; and I repeat what I said before, that I see no 
obstacle to the Cuban leaders taking advantage of the privilege 
they now have, to obtain and send merchantmen to the ports of 
this country and load them with arms and ammunition. The re- 
sult of any efforts to detain them will undoubtedly be the same 
as those unsuccessful efforts which were made by this Government 
in the case of Chile. 

I might also call attention to acase decided by Judge Blatchford, 
in 4 Benedict, in the case of the Florida, and also with reference 
to Cuba herself, when she was in revolt upon another occasion, 
where he distinctly held that the right of the insurgents to vro- 
cure arms in this country could not be disputed by the Govern- 
ment, unless they attempted to do so by means of fitting out an 
armed expedition. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I have already stated, I think, 
that I shall propose the resolution offered by me as it has been 
amended by the Senator from New York [Mr. HiLu]. 

I will now yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I wanted to ask the Senator from California a 

uestion. I haveno disposition to discuss the subject any further. 
The Senator has discussed the effect of a declaration of belligerent 
rights by this country as to Cuba. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I should like to ask the Senator what would 
be the effect of such a recognition upon the securities of Spain; in 
other words, upon her military power and resources? 

Mr. WHITE. Since I heard the discussion with reference to 
bimetallism between the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
the Senator from Colorado ae TELLER] the other day, I do not 
know that my financial abilities are sufficient to answer the 
question. mem 

Mr. VES I should like to ask the Senator this question: 


Does he not believe that the recognition by this country of the in- 
dependence of Cuba would stop that terrible war inside of sixty 


days? 
Mr. WHITE. I do not know, but my belief is that the war 


would last longer than sixty days. I stated, however, that there 
would be undoubtedly some moral force attached to any resolu- 
tion which we might pass. here ewes our wish and desire 
and eee our opinion on this subject. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down—— 

Mr. WHITE. One moment. I desire to correct a motion I 
made when I was interrupted, in relation to my resolution. To 
retain the parliamentary status to which I think it entitled, I 
move the adoption of the resolution as amended by the Senator 
from New York as a substitute for the last amendment offered by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. HALE. It was that towhich I wished to call the attention 
of the Senator; otherwise we should have no opportunity to vote 


on his a 

Mr. ITE. Iam obliged to the Senator for calling my atten- 
tion to the ny situation. 3 

Mr. HALE. The Senator's —— is now in such a - 
tion parliamentarily that the ate can vote upon it, as modified 
by the Senator from New York, before coming to the last proposi- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. I rise merely to a parliamentary inquiry and for 
the purpose of soliciting information before the hour of 40’clock, 
when debate ceases. there now pending anywhere any joint 
resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM and others. No, 

Mr. CALL. I have offered one, 

Mr. HILL. What I want to know is where we stand now? 

Mr. STEWART. I want to inquire what is the parliamentary 
status of the question? 
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Mr. GRAY. The committee resolution is a concurrent reso)y- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. But the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau1} has 
offered a joint resolution. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, it was my desire before this debs‘ 
closed to state in brief language ee with reference to tho 
great contest now going on in Cuba and my earnest sympathy 
with the people in that island who are making sucha brave str1.’- 
gle to establish a republican form of government, independent of 
all control of the Government of Spain; but as the hour of | 
o'clock is near at hand, and there are others who desire to spea':, 
I shall confine myself to a single point, and that is with referenc. 
to the form of the resolution. 

I have listened with a great deal of interest and attention to +) 
debate which has been going on during the last few days. | , 
disposed to yield to the views of the committee in bringing | 
ward a mere concurrent resolution for carrying out the pur; 
which I think a large majority of the Senate have in view. 
fore this debate commenced I regarded the recognition of a st:te 
of belligerency as one of the prerogatives of Congress, and was of 
the opinion that the President shared in the responsibility of s1«' 
recognition because of his connection with the legislative de) )rt- 
ment of the Government by virtue of his power to approve or ¢ 
veto all acts passed by Congress. 

I have listened with a great deal of attention to the debate, px 
ticularly to the views expressed on this point by the Senator {1 
Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I have a great deal of confidence in |i: 
legal judgment, but I have not been able to agree with his views 
on this point or to reach the conclusion that Congress is able ¢ 
divorce itself from its responsibility as a part of the lawmatkin 
power with reference to the ition of belligerent rights i 
cases like that now before us. I believe that this question of 1) 
recognition of a state of belligerency between Spain and th: 
Cubans in arms can properly be first considered and acted upon 
by Congress. The President in his message has called our attention 
to the condition of affairs in Cuba, as it was his prerogative and 
his right to do, and the question is as before Congress to de- 
cide whether the contest has assumed the proportions of an actiial 
war and, if so, to accord to the Cubans such rights as are usually 
accorded to belligerents. 

A concurrent resolution is merely an expression of opinion. In 
my judgment we want more positive action than that. We want 
something in the shape of a law, and for that purpose I think | 
whatever we do to-day should be in the form of a joint resolution. 
So far as lam concerned, lam willing to go as far as we pr yperly 
may go to assist the Cuban patriots in their struggle, and the in- 
cidents and history of the contest fully justify us in recognizing 
them as a belligerent power, though I do not think the time !ias 
arrived when our Government can go beyond such recognition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But a few minutes remain before the debate 
is to close, and I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator. 
The reason why a joint resolution ought not to be adopted is that 
if adopted the President will be compelled to act on this impor- 
tant question within ten days, to say yes or no; while if we snd 
to him a concurrent resolution we send him our opinion, and he 
can act upon that opinion and exercise the executive power at 
any time whenever occasion arises. 

. PASCO. In my judgment that is one of the strongest rea 
sons why a joint resolution should be , because then there 
must be some positive action within a reasonable time; and if any 
reasons exist why the Cubans who are contending against Spain 
should not be recognized as belligerents, it will be the prerogative 
of the President, under the veto power, to give the reasons to U1- 

ss and the country why such action should not now be taken. 
Ro my mind that is one of the strongest reasons why we should 
act to-day by a joint resolution, which will give force and eflict 
to whatever action is taken by Congress. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senator to yield to me for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to offer what I send to the desk as 
an amendment to the resolution reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by tle 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of the resolution reported by ‘he 
Committee on Foreign Relations it is proposed to add: 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States shou!! be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recoguitivs © 
the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Florida will allow me, ! 
am authorized by the Committee on Foreign Relations to act 
the amendment just offered by the Senator from Pennsylvani: 48 
an amendment to the proposition rted by the commitice. 

Mr. ALLEN. How it read then? 
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ASCO. it be read hereafter. I decline to yield now. 
Tho FSO RESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Florida as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PASCO. The explanation can be made hereafter. _ 

1 shall close what I have attempted to say by offering the joint 
resolution which I have sent to the desk; which I ask may be read, 
so that it may be considered at the proper time when this matter 

p ction. 
eoThe UP s-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Florida will be read for information. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in C ss assembled, That,in the opinion of Congress, a condition 
of public war exists between the Government of Spain and the Government 
proclaimed and for some time maintained by force of arms by the people of 
Cuba: and the President of the United States is hereby authorized to issue a 
proclamation recognizing this condition of belligerency between the twocon- 
tending forces. 


Mr. PASCO. I wish to offer this as a substitute for the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from California [Mr. Wuire] or to 
the main proposition whenever it may be in order to do so. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I desire to present in this con- 
nection the petition of C. B. Scott and 115 other citizens of West 
Virginia, praying for the recognition of the Cubans as belligerents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The subject to which the petition 
pertains being under consideration, the petition will lie on the 

ble. 

"ae CALL. I ee to the Senator from Ohio to ask unani- 
mous consent that the time for discussion may be extended half 
an hour. Cs ~ “iel* eI 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we ought never to depart from a 
unanimous-consent agreement in regard to acting upon a subject, 
an‘ [ therefore object. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is 7. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ere is objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to suggest the point of order that a 
joint resolution can not be offered as a substitute for a concurrent 
resolution. A concurrent resolution requires simply one vote and 
a joint resolution requires three votes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands the rule. 
The amendment submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
pe CaMERON] has been accepted by unanimous consent, and 

omes a part of the resolution reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. Een I ask for the reading of that original resolution as 
amended. 

B.. VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as amended will be 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That, in 
the opinion of a condition of public war exists between the Gov- 
ernment of Spain and the Government proclaimed and for some time main- 
tained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of 
America should maintain astrict neutrality between the contending powers, 
according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 


offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the ind - of Cuba. - 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California [Mr. 
Wuirts) submits an amendment as a substitute for the resolutions 
a by the Committee on Foreign Relations. The proposed 
substitute will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate contemplates with solicitude and profound regret 
the sufferings and destruction accompanying the civil conflict now in prog- 
ress in Cuba. While the United States have not interfered and will not. 
unless their vital interests so demand, interfere with existing colonies and 
dependencies of any European Government on this hemisphere, nevertheless 
our have never disguised and do not now conceal their sympathy for 
all wes airenese patriotentz. as do the Cubans now in revolt, to exer- 
cise, maintain, etherigbt of self-government. Nor can we ignore 
our — close relations to Cuba by reason of geographical prox- 
imity and our Syeeqemnt grave interest in all questions affecting the control 
or well-being of thatisland. Weare of the opinion that the executive depart- 
laogely Guuamennban ARON tetcetos the balla ronan at Uren acne mane 

. 0 recognize the rency ose who are main- 
taining themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to Spain, and that the in 
fluence and offices of the United States may be prudently, peacefully, and 
— exerted to the end that Cuba may be enabled to establish a per- 
manent t of her own choice. 


ee SHERMAN. I move that the amendment be laid upon the 
e. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to lay upon the table the substitute offered by 
the Senator from California. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thesuggestion is made that this might carry 
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the whole subject, but I do not so understand the rule. [‘*Oh, 
no!”}] Therule expressly provides, I think, that a motion to lay on 
the table may be made without affecting the main subject. I ask 
a decision of the Chair upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no doubt of that. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CAFFERY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas aud nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when Mr. BLANCHARD’s name was called), 
My colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD] is unavoidably absent from the 
Senate to-day. lam authorized to announce his general pair with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircuarp]. I do not 
know how my colleague would vote upon this question, if present. 


Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 


with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BACON. Iam authorized to say that my colleague [Mr. 
GORDON] would favor the resolutions reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and therefore, if present, would vote in the 


affirmative to lay the proposed substitute upon the table. 

Mr. GEAR. Then I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HAnsprovuGn’s name was called), 
I have been requested by the Senator from North Dakota | Mr. 
HANSBROUGH] to say that he is unavoidably absent from the city. 
If he were present, he would vote for the resolutions reported by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations as amended. 

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Hoar] is absent owing to serious illness in his family. 
He has a standing pair with the Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
PuGH]. He instructed me to say that if he were present he would 
vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON]. : 

Mr. MORGAN. My colleague [Mr. Puan] is detained at home 
by sickness. If he were present, he would vote for the resolutions 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacKBURN], but under- 
standing that if present he would vote on this question as I do, 
I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Seweit]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” I do not know how he 
would vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when Mr. Murpny’s name was called). I 
am paired on political questions only with the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. Murpuy], and this not being a political 
question I have voted ‘‘ yea.” I desire to state that he has been 
for some time absent from the Senate Chamber on account of 
illness. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when Mr. PLATT’s name was called). My col- 
league |Mr. PLATT] sent me a hasty note as he was leaving the 
city requesting me, if necessary, to pair him on the votes relating 
to the Cuban question. That, however, ovaing to the almost 
unanimous opinion prevailing in the Senate, I find to be practi- 
cally impossible. The amendments have been various, and I do 
not know how my colleague would have voted on each of them if 
present. I think, however, he would vote with the rest of us. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. THURSTON. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. If he were present I should vote 
‘* vea.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when the name of Mr. Vooruees was called). 
My colleague [Mr. VooRHEEs] is detained from the Senate by ill- 
ness. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. Harris} 
and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HaNsprouGH] are nec- 
essarily absent. I understand that they have agreed to pair with 
each other until their return. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was about to announce that my colleague 

Mr. PALMER] had a general pair with the Senator from North 
akota [Mr. HansprovuGH], but an announcement has just been 
made that the Senator from North Dakota is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee. I fear that my colleague stands without a 
ir. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER] has a general pair with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. HansBrovuG#H}. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think my colleague went away with the 
understanding that that pair should remain until his return. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Tennessee is usually paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr}. 

Mr.GALLINGER. On this matter I will state that the Senator 
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from North Dakota called =o me asking me to take charge of his 
pair during his absence. e said he was going to Tennessee with 
the Senator from Tennessee, and desired to be paired with that 
Senator during their joint absence. 

Mr. BATE. Dol understand that the pair stands, then? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly that pair stands. 

Mr. BATE. Sothat my colleague is paired with the Senator 
from North Dakota? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. y colleague [Mr. WoLcott] is unavoidably 
detained from the Senate. He is paired with the junior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Brice}. 

Mr. CULLOM. I announce that if there is no other pair forthe 
senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] I will pair my col- 
league [Mr. PALMER] with him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so noted. 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—87. 


Jones, Ark. 
Jones, Nev. 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 


Allen, Cockrell, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 
Dubois, 
Elkins, 
Faulkner, 
Bryce 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hawley, 30, 
Irby, Peffer, 


NAYS—12. 


Bate Perkins, 


Caffery, 
George, 


Hale, 
Hill, Roach, 
Morrill, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Hansbrough, Palmer, 
Harris. Pettigrew, 
Platt. 


Aldrich, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, Hoar, 
Brice, Mitchell, Wis. 
Gordon, Murphy, 

So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer as a substitute for the resolution the joint 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Voorhees, 
Wolcott. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assem bled— 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And it is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair inquires of the Senator 
= a whether his amendment is offered as a joint res- 

ution 

Mr. ALLEN. As a joint resolution and asa substitute for the 
resolution reported by the commitiee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can not entertain it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; thenI shall change it to aconcurrent 
resolution, and offer it as a substitute. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House o esentatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized an uested 
toissue a proclamation recognizing the Republic of Cuba as it exists under the 
constitution and form of government proclaimed at Jimaguaya, under Presi- 
dent Cisneros, in the month of May, A. D. 1895, as a free and ind dent 
nation, and according the envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
of said Republic all the rights and privileges accorded to the envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the Government of Spain. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio, to lay on the table the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL 
who is absent on important business. If he were present, Isho 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLancHarpD]. I 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was wat, 
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transfer my pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Piarr) 
and vote Geer 
Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Ihavea genera] 
air with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TiLimay}. [f 
e were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 52, nays 17; as follows: 


Cullom, 
Daniel, 


Davis, 
Elkins, 


NAYS—17. 


et one 
gr. 


Stewart, 
NOT VOTING—20. 


Hansbrough, Murphy, 
Harris, Palmer, 
Hoar, Pettigrew, 
Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Pugh, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. PASCO. With reference totheamendment I offered, I will 
state that I am aware that it can only be entertained by unanimous 
consent, and as I understand there is objection to it I shall not 
bring it up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution reported by the committee as amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that question I desire to have the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. GRAY and Mr. PEFFER. Let the concurrent resolution 


Mr. HAWLEY. Read the concurrent resolution as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theconcurrent resolution as amended 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That, in 
the opinion of Congress, a condition of public yar exists between the (iovern- 
ment of Spain and the Government proc: and for some time maintained 
by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of America 
should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, accord- 
ing toeach all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of the United 

tates. 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iask fora division of the proposition pending, 
so that we may vote upon the concurrent resolution first reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is notin order, because the amendment 
has already been adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, the amendment was adopted—— 

Mr. CULLOM. No debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point made 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. The question is on 
oqens the concurrent resolution as amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary procecied to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris wascalled). | ‘lesire 
to announce on this, the final vote, that my colleague [Mr. !{1n- 
RIS] isnecessarily absent. If he were present, he would vote © yea. 
He is paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. H\s- 
BROUGH]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was alled). 
I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
If he weep ocean 1 should vote “ yea.” I 

Mr. C LER (when Mr. MurpHy’s name was calle). 
desire to state in connection with this vote that the junior 5°"® 
tor from New York . MURPHY] is absent on account of i!/ness. 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. PALMER’s name was called). My 
collea oe. PALMER] stands paired with the senior Senator 
from ith Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. From my knowledge 0! ™Y 
colleague’s views upon this subject,I feel sure that if he were 
present he would vote for the concurrent resolution. 


Dubois, 
Gall ¥, 
Jones, Nev. 
Kyle, 
Mantle, 


Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Voorhees, 
Wolcott. 











1896. 





Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 


eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], 
but believing, if present, that he would vote for the concurrent 


resolution, I elect to exercise the discretion vested in me under 
our arrangement and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Ihave agreed to pair 
with the Senator from Indiana ee VooruHEEs], who is detained 
from the Chamber by illness. If he were present, he would vote 
‘‘vea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

e roll call was concluded. ; . 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] 
announced the pair of his colleague [Mr. PALMER] with the senior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH]. The senior Senator 
from Rhode Island went away unpaired, and the pair for him was 
arranged on the floor while the vote was being taken. The Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] has stated that his colleague [Mr. PaL- 
MER] would vote “ yea” on the passage of the concurrent resolu- 
tion, and no inference is to be drawn from that announcement as to 
how the absent Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], under 
the circumstances, would vote if present. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. He would vote for the concurrent resolution, I 


oir. BACON. In the absence of my colleague [Mr. Gorvon], I 
was requested by him to state on the passage of the concurrent 
re-*lution that if he were present he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 64, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—64. 
Allen, Cullom, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Allison, Daniel, Kyle, geez, 
Bacon, Davis, Lindsay, oach, 
Baker, Dubois, Lodge, Sherman, 
Bate, Elkins, McBride, Shoup, 
Berry, Faulkner, McMillan, Smith, 
Brown, ate Mantle, Squire, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Martin, Stewart, 
Butler, Gear, Mills, Teller, 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. Thurston, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cannon, Gray, Nelson, Vest, 
Carter, Hawley, Pasco, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hill, Peffer, Warren, 
Clark, Irby, Perkins, White, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Wilson. 
NAYS—4. 
Caffery, George, Morrill, Wetmore. 
Chil 24 Hale, 
NOT VOTING—19. 

Aldrich, Hansbrough, Palmer, Tillman, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pettigrew, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Hoar, Platt, Voorhees, 

rice, Mitchell, Wis. Pugh. Wolcott. 
Gordon. Murphy, Sewell, 


So the concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 


tion of the bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and settlement 

between the United States and the State of Arkansas. I do not 

per ro to try to pass it this evening, but I wish to have it 
en u 


Mr. GEAR. Does the Senator from Arkansas wish to have the 
bill taken up to debate it or to pass it to-day? 

Mr. BERRY. For consideration hereafter. 
ple time to debate it. 

Mr. GEAR. I object. 

Mr. BERRY. If I can have leave for one moment, I will state 


There will be am- 


that I simply desire to have the bill taken up. I do not expect to | 


try to pass it this evening. I have no doubt there will be ample 
time for debate. But I desire to have it made the unfinished 
business, so that we may consider it hereafter. 

Mr. GEAR. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BERRY. I have moved that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not 
one to it up, because it is not the desire to try to pass it 

. isimply wish to have it taken up, so that it can be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas . BERRY] that the Sen- 
a to the consideration of the bill indicated. 

. GEAR. Of course, I can not object inst a vote of the 
Senate, but I wish to state in regard to this bill that it is a meas- 
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ure of vast importance, involving millions of dollars. It is a bill 
which, in my judgment, is of a very questionable character, and 
I doubt whether the Senate will adopt it. Therefore I suggest to 
the Senator from Arkansas that he do not press his motion at 
present. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam not seeking to have the bill passed now. 

Mr. GEAR. I suggest that the Senator do not press his motion 
at this late hour. 

Mr. BERRY. I simply desire to have the bill taken up witha 
view to having it considered hereafter. It ought to be consid- 
ered atsome time. We sought to have a similar measure consid- 
ered at the last session. This bill his been here for weeks and 
months, and if, when it comes up for consideration, the Senator 
from Iowa can show that it is not a proper bill or that it ought 
not to be passed, he will have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. QUAY. I thought I had a motion to adjourn pending? 

Mr. BERRY. I deny the right of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to take me off the floor. I have made a motion to proceed 
to the consideration of this bill and I insist upon the motion, un- 
less some motion is made which takes precedence of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Arkansas |[Mr. BERRY], a motion is made to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. The Chair holds that the 
Senator can not yield the floor upon that motion. The motion is 
privileged, but it does not give the Senator the right to yield the 
floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator from Arkansas 
will withdraw the motion for a moment to allow me to give a no- 
tice. 

Mr. BERRY. I will withdraw it for that purpose. 

Mr. LODGE. My motion was that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts withdraw the motion? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to withdraw the motionfor a moment in order to allow 
me to give a notice. 

Mr. LODGE. The Chair said that I can not withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. BERRY. Then let us have a vote 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not hold that the 
Senator from Massachusetts can not withdraw his motion. That 
is not the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Oregon will allow me. 
I will yield to him in a moment if I can get the bill taken up. 

Let us have a vote on the pending question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
| Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] that the Senate proceed 
| to the consideration of executive business. 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 22. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
| call the roll. 
| Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBuRN}. 

The roll call having been concluded the result was announced— 
yeas 13, nays 39; as follows: 


on the motion of the 





YEAS~— 13. 
Allison, Carter, Gear, Wetmore 
| Baker, Chandler, Lodge, 
Burrows, Clark, Nelson, 
Cameron, Gallinger, Peffer, 
| NAYS—39 
| Bacon, Dubois, Mantle, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg 
Berry, Frye, Morgan, 
Brown, George, Pasco, 
Caffery, Gibson, Perkins, 
Call, Hawley, Pritchard, 
Cannon, Hill, Quay, ren, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Roach, White, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Squire, Wilson. 
Daniel, McBride, Stewart, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Martin, Sewell, 
Allen, Gray, Mills, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Morrill, Smith, 
Brice, Harris, Murphy, Tillman, 
Butler, Hoar, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Irby, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Elkins, Kyle, Proctor, 
Gordon, McMillan, Pugh, 
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So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of execu- 


tive business. 

Mr. GEAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Iowa with- 
draw the motion that I may give a notice? 


Mr. GEAR. Certainly. 
SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that on 
Wednesday next, immediately after conclusion of the morning 
business, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution now on the table relative to the claim of Mr. Henry 
A. Du Pont to a seat in the Senate from the State of Delaware, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. GEAR. I yield te the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask to be excused from attendance on the ses- 
sions of the Senate during all of next week and for two days 
during the following week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the request of 
theSenator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and he isexcused, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent to make an appeal to 
the Senator from Iowa. I want to state that this Senate bill 502 
was here nang the last Congress. An effort was made to con- 
sider it then. It was unanimously reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands, but failed to get consideration at that time be- 
cause it was reported only a few days before final adjournment. 
The bill was reported early in the present session. All that I de- 
sire this evening is to get the bill made the unfinished business, 
and thereafter ample time, if it takes a week, any time that is 
necessary to discuss the bill, will be given. The bill was unani- 
mously reported, as I said, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
and I sincerely heve that the Senator from Iowa will not under- 
take to defeat the consideration of the bill by motions to adjourn 
and motions for an executive session. All that I desire is to get it 
before the Senate, and then I will yield for a motion to adjourn, 
but I a _ to him to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. G SAR. Iam perfectly willing at the proper time that this 
bill shall be placed on the Calendar for consideration. I do not 
want to give it precedence over other bills which I think aremore 
meritorious. In addition, some other gentlemen on this floor who 
are opposed to the bill have not had time to make proper exam- 
ination in certain directions in regard to the bill. I know the 
whole history of the bill, I am, ibly, as familiar with the 
attempt to pass it as the distinguished Senator from Arkansas. 
The bill has passed the other House. It stood reported there and 
has been attempted to be — in the small hours of the morning 
at one or two sessions. It did pass the House once. Yet J am 
satisfied, as a matter of ju ent, while I have no personal feel- 
ing whatever in regard to the measure, that there are provisions 
in the bill which ought not to be adopted by the Senate. I am 
willing at the proper time to act upon it, and I will assist the 
Senator in procuring its consideration, but I object now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It has not passed the other House at the 
present session? 

Mr. GEAR. No. 

Mr. BERRY. All I ask the Senator is to give an opportunity 
for a vote, so as to determine whether the Senate wants to con- 
sider the bill now. I do not propose to proceed with it this even- 
ing, but I appeal to the Senator not to filibuster against the 

1) {—— 

Mr. GEAR. Iam not filibustering. 

Mr. BERRY. Because that is not the proper thing to do—— 

Mr. GEAR. I have stated to the Senator—— 

Mr. BERRY. And it is not likely to help a bill in which the 
Senator is interested to try to filibuster against the consideration 
of this bill. All we ask is a consideration of the measure; if a 
majority of the Senate think it is a bad bill they ought to vote it 
down and they will vote it down, but I do protest that we ought 
to have an rey to determine whether a majority of the 
Senate think it ought to be considered. I think that the tor 
from Iowa ought to yield to the wish of that majority and let the 
bill have consideration if the majority so decide. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator has alluded toa bill in which I am 
interested. It is true I am interested for the State and le I 
represent in a bill pending in both Houses of Congress. y 
Senators for their States are interested also in that bill. But that 
bill may stand or fall on its merits when the time comes for its 
merits or demerits to be argued. At this late hour of the ——- 
do not wish to give precedence to this bill, which I do not 
te be such legislation as should pass this body. I do not wish to 
give it pr ence at this late hour, when the Senate is partially 
empty. As I said before, at the proper time I will join with the 
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Senator from Arkansas in giving consideration to the bill. Linsist 
upon my motion 

Mr. BERRY. The majority of the Senate is the proper judge 
* the proper time to consider the bill, not the Seanter from 

owa. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I beg the indulgence of the Senate to state that 
this is quite an important bill, Sa accounts between th: 
State of Arkansas and the U: States. I am perfectly wel! 
aware that there will bea good deal of opposition to it on the floor 
of the Senate, but it is a matter which has the attention 
of the Public Lands Committee and of Congress for some years 
The committee of this Congress in the Senate has reported th» 
bill unanimously, and it is only fair, it seems to me, that the bi!! 
should be considered in the Senate and passed on itsmerits. Th» 
Senator from Arkansas does not ask the Senate to proceed with it 
to-night; he simply asks that it shall not be crowded out, and it 
is a bill of sufficient importance, it appears to me, to be considered 
by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GEAR. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with a colleague [Mr. ELkins]. Ishould vote “nay,” if he were 
present. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I will announce 
ir with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksury |. 
e roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CARTER (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. Being assured 
— would vote ‘‘nay,” if present, I will permit my vote to 
stand. 
Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the present occupant of the chair 
Mr. FAULKNER] transfer his pair to the Senator from Indiana | Mr. 

OORHEES], who is absent and unpaired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The present occupant of the chair transfers his pair to the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEsS] and votes “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Gear, 
NAYS—22. 
Mantle, Smith, 
Teller, 


Ma 
Mitchell, Oreg. 'Turpie, 
Hawley, Morgan, Vest, 


Hill, Pasco, Vilas, 
Jones, Ark. Perkins, Walthall, 
moe ais Pritchard, 

M Roach, 


White, 
Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—5L 
Kyle, 


m 


Allison, Brown, 


Peffer. 
Baker, Clark, 


Daniel, 
Dubois, 
Faulkner, 


Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . No quorum has voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 

swered to their names: 

Daniel, Mantle, Roach, 
Dubois, Smith, 


Martin, 
Mitchell, Oreg. pellet 
e Vest, 


Vi 
Wan 
White, 
Wilson. 


ones, Ark. 
McBride, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is not a quorum present. 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate adjourn; but I want to 
ve i that on Monday, at 2 o’clock, I shall move to take up 
te 502. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and = 4 o'clock and 58 minutes 
pe) Bs ee en y, March 2, 1896, at 1° 
ey meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, February 28, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


. COUDEN. 
Henry M a of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


The Jo 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


proved. 

ANNON. Mr.8S , I move that the House resolve 
stone oto Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and give notice that if the motion is adopted I will ask the 


committee to take up and consider the legislative, executive, and 


judici iation bill. 

ie TEN DE IN. If the ay ee will yield to me a mo- 
ment, I desire to give notice to the House that I will bring in, dur- 
ing the day or in the morning 


,a rule from the Committee on Rules 
to make it in order on this bill toconsider a bill reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary to change to the salary system the 
present fee system in respect to the payment of United States mar- 
shals and district attorneys, so that it may be considered as a part 
of this bill or with it. I give notice now, and will state further 
to the members of the House that the bill to which I have referred 
has been printed and has come in this morning, so that those de- 
siring to examine a copy of it in advance of its consideration will 
be able to secure it in the document room. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

Mr. CANNON. lIask to take up for consideration the legisla- 


tive ap tion bill. ~° f 
The . The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent that the 
first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. 


Grout]. 

Mr. Grout Mr. Chairman, a sound, stable currency is one of 
tie prime requisites of business prosperity and national strength 
and independence. No nation with a disordered, fluctuating, or 


rmanently depreciated currency, thoughall other conditions may 
favorable, can ever take high rank asacommercial power. The 


reason is obvious. The currency of a country always determines 
values; and stocks, bonds, land, and all personal property of every 
kind are rated in agiven country according tothe commercial value 
of the money stan in that country. If the standard be gold, 
which is to-day the standard of all the great commercial nations, 
then the property of such country may be readily exchanged on 
equal terms with the property or money of all nations having the 
same standard of value. In other words, such nations can trade 
on a uniform basis of values, which not — facilitates the ex- 
change, but is at the same time free from all disappointment to 
either party when the account is stated. 

But not so with a country like Mexico, for instance, which has 
free silver coinage, and where the standard is measured by silver 
and is of just about one-half the value of the standard of the com- 
mercial nations of the earth. 

When she sends merchandise to a foreign country of the value 
. —— in her currency she really gets but 50 cents in gold 

or it. 

So it would be in the United States if, like Mexico, we were to 
go on a silver basis, to which free coinage would inevitably car 
us; but of I will speak in a moment. But I think all will 
we were on a silver basis every bushel! of wheat, 
1 tter or pork or beef, and every manufactured 
article which we — export would bring just about one-half in 
gold its imputed value here. 

Not this, but all American securities—railway, municipal 
and State as well as United States bonds—amillions of which 
are now held abroad, would be worth in London, Berlin, and 
Paris 50 cents on the dollar in gold. They would in fact be 
worth only 50 cents on the dollar in gold in our own markets. 
Confessedly this would be the inevitable situation if we were on 
asilver basis, and where is the American who will say that this 
would be to him? Where is the farmer or manufac- 
turer who would: be satisfied with his lot under a government 
whose measure of values is so delusive that when he takes his sur- 


i 
Ce 
FI 


plus into the markets of the world, where their value 
would be measured by the world’s standard, he gets only half price 
for them? What American could view with equanimity his Amer- 
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ican citizenship if American currency were worth but half price? 
In short, what American would be satisfied if the currency of his 
country were not equal in value to the best currency on earth? 
I think everyone will agree that if we were on a silver basis the 
above is a fair statement of the disadvantages we would labor 
under at the present time in our commercial intercourse with the 
rest of the world. But the situation would be far more humiliat- 
ing and unsatisfactory right here at home. 

Instead of 4 per cent United states bonds selling at 10 and 12 per 
cent premium for gold, an 8 per cent bond could not be sold at an 
equal or greater discount, and at that be paid for in a currency 
worth but 50 cents on the dollar in the commercial marts of the 
world, 

TESTIMONY OF BOND SALE. 


The bond sale now in progress, though discreditable enough to 
the economic and administrative policies which have made it 
necessary, yet bears eloquent testimony to the faith of the Ameri- 
can people in the honesty of the future American dollar; testi- 
mony also to the faith of all the commercial nations of the earth 
whose gold is to-day finding its way to the United States Treasury 
in exchange for these bonds payable in coin. Think you, Mr. 
Chairman, the American people or the capitalists of Europe would 
take these bonds at this low rate of interest and high premium if 
they believed this country was to go on a silver basis and pay 
them when due in a currency of one-half the value of gold? Nay, 
nay. Then think of another thing. What sort of people would 
we be to do that thing? How, after it, could one American ever 
look another in the face when the subject of national honor or of 
public faith was mentioned? 

But, saying nothing of the virtue of keeping faith with allclasses 
of our security holders, let us for a moment see what the effect of a 
debased currency would be upon the working millions who, “in the 
sweat of the face,” eat their bread. With the present disparity in 
the commercial value of the two metals, every dollar of the $579,- 
400,907 of gold would be withdrawn from circulation and would 
become a commodity. It would be at apremium of 2to1. And 
who will describe the disastrous effect on the business of the coun- 
try by the withdrawal of just about one-fourth of our entire cir- 
culating medium? And who will complete the picture and tell us 
of the business and financial collapse sure to follow such contrac 
tion; of the mills and factories closed, and of the workingmen hun- 
gry and cold in the street? And, worst of all, who will describe 
the disconsolate, the pitiable condition of the American people 
from whom business confidence and honor, the very first jewel in 
the crown of confidence, have alike fled? And think of an intel- 
ligent, spirited people trying to do business with a 50-cent dollar! 
Pitiable spectacle indeed, but sure to follow such a large and cer- 
tain contraction of our circulating medium, and from it, except 
areturn to an honest dollar, there would be but one escape, and 
that to the bottomless morass of paper issues, the evils of which 
would be worse even than those of contraction. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this condition of things will never come to 
the American people. 

They understand too well the advantages of a sound, stable cur- 
rency; in fact, its necessity to individual and national prosperity, 
and especially its necessity in all foreign transactions. 

But some of the free-silver advocates deny that free coinage 
would carry the country to a silver basis; while others, at least in 
private conversation, admit that it would, and say: *‘It is just 
what is wanted. As a debtor nation we would then be able to 
discharge all of our public obligations with half the value now 
called for; and at the same time the debtor class would be enabled 
to discharge their debts with cheap money; and though this were 
done, the capitalist and bondholder would have all they ought to 
have, and the struggling masses would be relieved of dispropor- 
tionate burdens.” But I deny, sir, that the sturdy yeomanry of 
this country or the debtor class ask for or would accept any such 
scheme of repudiation as this. They believe in keeping faith with 
all men. a) 

They know that a depreciated, debased currency would surely 
bring evils far outbalancing any slight advantage they might gain 
in paying their debts in a dishonest dollar of half the value of the 
one they promised the creditor when the debt was contracted. I 
say the honest, sturdy manhood of this country would indignantly 
spurn any such proposition, and will have nothing of it. 


EFFECT OF FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 


But for just amoment to the question: Will the free coinage of 
silver at the present ratio of 16 to 1 carry the currency of this 
country to a silver basis? 

First of all, let me ask you to keep in mind the fact that the value 
of the silver in our standard silver dollar of 371} grains is only 50 
cents, and that the silver dollar in circulation and the certificates 
and Treasury notes representing the silver in the Treasury, 
amounting in all to a little over $600,000,000, are now kept equal 
with gold only by the arbitrary fiat of the Government, whose 
settled policy as solemnly declared by the act of 1890 is to keep the 
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two metals on a parity. Think of it! Six hundred millions of 
50-cent dollars are to-day being kept equal with gold by the strong 
right arm of public faith; and the fact is it is just about all the 
strain the public credit will bear, especially when coupled with 
the trouble the evergreen poe is giving us. The truth is 
the Government is now only barely keeping itself from a silver 
basis by frequent sales of bonds for gold. 

In the face of all this who doubts if this free-coinage amend- 
ment were adopted it would take us at once to a silver standard 
and we should at once be a 50-cent people? 

This would be inevitable, as will he beam by following for a mo- 
ment the practical workings of freecoinage. Whata fieldit would 
open to the speculator and the money changer. All one would 
have to do would be to possess himself with 50 cents’ worth of silver 
and take it to the United States mint and have it rounded off and 
stamped a dollar. Five hundred dollars’ worth of silver taken to 
the mint would come out in the form of 1,000 silver dollars. Now, 
on the supposition that the Government could keep the silver dol- 
lar and gold dollar on a parity, what a chance for profit this would 
offer. All the man with the 1,000 silver dollars, which cost him 
but $500, would have to do would be to exchange them fora thou- 
sand gold dollars (which he could readily do, if they were kept on 
a parity) and go into the open market and with these 1,000 gold 
dollars buy enough silver bullion, when backed up to the United 
States mint, to turn out 2,000 silver dollars, and on every one 
would be found the legend ‘‘ In God we trust.” And so this man 
could go on doubling his money in every transaction in regular 
geometrical progression; the key of success all the time being, 
of course, that the two dollars could be kept by the Government 
on a parity, and not only as against this single man, but as against 
all the world. The very statement of the case demonstrates the 
impossibility of the Government to do any such thing, however 
determined it might be in the undertaking. 


EFFECT ON THE POOR MAN’S MONEY. 


Authorize free coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1 and silver would 
at once become the standard of value. Gold would instantly go 
into hiding. Every doliar would disappear from circulation and 
would become an article of merchandise, worth twice its former 
value, not in the markets of the world, but here in the United 
States, when measured by the silver standard. And this is how 
free coin would affect the poor man’s money, which is con- 
fessedly silver, as his transactions are all small, and how also it 
would affect the rich man’s money, which is said to be gold; and 
much has been said on this point, as though the poor man’s money 
would be benefited by free coinage. 

But it will at once be seen that while the international value of 
of gold would remain right where it is now, its local value would 
be somewhat enhanced by its attitudeas acommodity, always de- 
sirable, and also because it is at the same time money which those 
engaged in foreign transactions must surely have, while silver, 
no longer kept equal with gold, would go straight to its com- 
mercial value, one-half what it is now; and who fails to see that 
it would be not the rich man and his money, but the poor man 
and his money that would be placed most at a disadvantage? 

But in the grand collapse that would surely follow the contrac- 
tion by withdrawing $579,400,907 of gold from our circulation and 
in adjusting values to the new standard the poor and rich would 
suffer alike, but the _ would suffer most. The workingman, 
paid in money of half value, whose purchasing power has been 
reduced by one-half, could make himself whole only by having 
his wages doubled; but how long would he have to work and wait 
before his employer could be got up to the point of paying him $2 
= day instead of $1 as now? In the little State of Vermont the 

eposits in the savings banks, which represent the small savings 
of the working man and woman and the small yearly balances of 
the farmer and mechanic, amount to $29,430,697, and in the whole 
United States to $1,810,597,223. 

Now, if this country were to go to a silver standard, every dollar 
of this vast sum, which when deposited was as g as gold, 
would be worth but 50 cents to the depositor. Then there is the 
untold amount due from life insurance ee aggregating 
thousands of millions, every dollar of which thus far paid to the 
companies in premiums was of full value, but if on a silver basis 
when paid out to the widows and orphans at such time as death 
should claim the husband and father it would be a 50-cent dollar. 
The pensioner’s dollar would be worth but 50 cents; and so illus- 
trations might be multiplied to show that the evils of a depre- 
ciated currency would fall heaviest, not on the wealthy, but on 
those of slender means. 

It is true, however, that the creditor class whose obligations are 
not written in gold would, under a silver standard, be enabled to 
settle their debts in silver. But this would be a kind of repudia- 
tion which no honorable man asks or would accept. 


A SIGNIFICANT FACT. 


And here let me state a significant fact. It is this: In all the 


Rocky Mountain States, the so-called silver States, a contract 
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do, and their very prevalence shows two things: First, an ad))/j 
sion that the free coina: 
basis; and second, it shows that these gentlemen are not williny 
to stand by the consequences of their own doctrines—are not wi\!- 
ing, in common phrase, to take their own medicine. 


os this. 
The ee of this country will see that it is done. The Americin 
people b 
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payable in gold is a very common thing. And it is even said that 
those who are the most able and eloquent in the advocacy of fre 
silver have carefully taken their contractsin gold, so that when t})> 
disasters of a debased currency shall come and all be whelmed j), 
general shipwreck, these gentlemen may then clutch this anchor 
of gold, thus with selfish prudence cast to windward. 


Ido not say that any one of the gentlemen who are factiously 


standing in the way of wholesome legislation in another plac) 
holds contracts payable in gold, but it would be quite remark,|)|,, 
if every one of them was not interested, directly or ‘ adirectly, in 
such contracts—they are so common in their section; and whether 
they hold them or not, their constituents, the men behind thei) 


of silver will carry the country to a sily, 


hy, in the State from which I come such a thing as a contract 


payable in gold would be a rarity indeed, and so it is through all 
the Eastern and Middle States. 

silver and the paper representin 
Government is pledged to keep a 


he people there are satisfied with 
er, because they know the 
its money, silver and gold and 
aper, on a parity, and they have faith that the Government wil! 
And I tell you, Mr. Chairman, the Government will «io it, 


have not yet become so demoralized by their own false 


philosophy on the subject of silver coinage as to want their eon- 


tracts — in gold. This particular phase of insane sel fis!) ness 
is peculiar to the people of the er ountain States, and they 
are welcome toa met it. nd here is another notable 
thing about these Rocky Mountain States. You may pick out 
eight of them which have sixteen Senators in the United States 
Senate—I will not name the eight; but they have a total pop- 
ulation less than that of the city of New York, and a total assess 
valuation also less than the valuation of that city; in fact consid- 
erably less than one-half as large. 

And first and last into every one of those eight States, and sey- 
eral others might be added to the number, have gone hundrels of 
thousands of dollars from the city of New York, and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars also from every one of the States east of the 
Mississippi River and north of the Ohio, which have never re- 
turned and never will return; which, in fact, have never been heard 
from except in the crop of statesmen who have come up here to 
dictate lessons in finance to their unpaid creditors, and not in 
finance alone, but upon the subject of tariff and revenue as well. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this fact should not be taken as derozating 
from the right of these States to be heard, and respectfully hea 
too, on every public question. And I only allude to it as one « 
the devious and unaccountable things brought in by the * whirliz 


i 
if 
of time.” 


ROCKY MOUNTAIN WISDOM. 


And it does seem remarkable that this family of young (on- 
monwealths should a wisdom on the subjects of currency 
and finance and public revenue so far above and so complete |y at 
variance with the opinions and judgment of the older States from 
whose loins they sprung, and who have really nursed thei ‘ion 
small beginnings into Statehood—I say it does seem remarka!l-, 
in fact anomalous, that this Rocky Mountain wisdom, wich 
spurns all counsel from the experience of the world and clos: its 
ears to the entreaties and e tulations of the older States. should 
be imperative in its demand for the free coinage of silver at 10‘! 
as the price of much-needed legislation to provide revenue and 
preserve the credit of the Government. [Applause. | 

Verily there must be something in the atmosphere, or per)iaps 
in the meat which our friends do eat, in that wild Rocky Moun- 
tain region, which gives them an inspiration wholly beyoud the 
comprehension of ordinary mortals who live on a lower dict and 
amid milder scenes. But there is one thing the East will very 
likely have learned from this experience, and that is that its oin- 
able funds will be safer nearer home, and safer, too, with a poole 
not subject to fits of inspirational philosophy on the subject of 
finance. [Laughter.] 

AMERICAN BIMETALLISM. ; 

But, Mr. Chairman, enough as to the incomprehensible wis om 
of our free-silver friends; and in closing, just a word as to Amer! 
can bimetallism. 

Bimetallism, from the very nature of the case, encounters some 
difficulty not found in the le gold standard, such as the vary: 
ing value of the two metals. t this difficulty is surmountal:, 
and the system in the hands of theintelligent and honorable Amt 
can people is not only practicable, but, in my opinion, best. I 9". 
in short, a bimetallist. , ~ 

There can, of course, be but one measure of value, one yards!'". 
and the term “ bimetallic standard ” is a misuse of language.‘ '' 
will only —- such times, not often happening, as the comm’ 
cial value two metals is in exact accordance with the es'0- 














1896. 






ce the fathers in disposing of this question 
liahotei the wane bimetallic standard,” but did decide that the 
anit ‘of value should rest on both gold and silver. This is clearly 
shown by Jefferson's words in approving Hamilton’s report on 
the mint in 1792. He said: “I concur with you in thinking that 
the unit of value must stand on both metals.” It was so p aced, 
and after careful inquiry in all the markets of the world as to the 
value of each metal the ratio was fixed at 15 to1. And thus did 
these great minds of that day,in fact, these great minds in all 
American history, help establish American bimetallism. They 
had put the two ‘eotals as yokefellows into the Constitution as 
the only lawful — tender, and when the question of minting 
money was reach poem | were still a together as the basis of 
the unit of value. And to this day they are yokefellows in the 
system: of American bimetallism. __ 

"It is true just now the whole load is drawn by the gold ox, and 
it would perhaps hardly be worth while keeping the silver fellow 
senecane' that there is a prospect that a little later he will do his 
share of the work. Now, it would seem to most people that the 

icular friends of this silver ox ought to be thankful that Uncle 

keeps him in the team at all; that he does not, in short, knock 

him in the head and go on and leave him. But what has been, 

may be again. Prior to 1834 old was at a premium and did not 

circulate, and the silverox pulled the wholeload. Gold was then 

behind, the same assilver is now. But in that year the ratio was 

changed to 16 to 1, and from that time to 1873, of which I will 

ak in a moment, silver was at a premium and gold alone was 

coined. The recollection of this ought to beget within us a little 
patience for the worthlessness of the silver yokefellow now. 


SILVER NOT DEMONETIZED. 
But the silverites claim that Uncle Sam has not given him a 
fair chance. They say silver was demonetizedin 1873. I deny it. 


Not a dollar of silver was deprived of value or withdrawn from 
use as money, and nothing short of this constitutes demonetiza- 


tion. Itis true, in 1873 the further coinage of the metal was sus- | 


pended, and that act has been denounced as a crime clandestinely 
committed. 

Let us see about this. The proposition was before Congress for 
three sessions, was reported upon and debated like any other 
measure, and finally became a law, because, though in that very 
year of 1873 while the silver product of the United States was $35,- 
750,000, no silver dollars were then being coined or had been for 
several years for the reason that 16 ounces of silver were worth in 
the market more than an ounce of gold. It was more — 
to dispose of it as bullion. Now, how could silver have been hurt 
by eg its coinage when none was being coined? It was not 
hurt. Very soon, however, from various causes, principal among 
which was the demonetization of silver by the great powers of 
Europe, silver went down in value, and there at once arose a cry 
that the United States mints be opened. 


WHAT UNCLE SAM HAS DONE FOR SILVER. 


Uncle Sam heard the lowing of his silver ox, and in 1878 the 
mints were opened to the coinage of not less than $2,000,000 per 
month, and in the twelve ensuing years 363,646,517 silver dollars 
were coined and certificates issued thereon to relieve the American 
people of the burden of over 13,000 tons dead weight in making 
theirexchanges. But meantime the production of silver increased, 


especially in the United States, and the price still went down; and | 
in 1890 


ver was still further provided for by authorizing the 
purchase of something more than the entire American product at 
the rate of $4,500,000 per month, and out of that purchase enough 
was coined to redeem $155,931,002 in Treasury notes, still further 
carefully relieving the people from carrying around between four 
and five thousand tons more of silver money in their pockets, thus 
— a grand total of $606,332,053 of silver and its paper repre- 
sentatives now in circulation in the United States, including sub- 
sidiary silver; over $26,000,000 more of silver than of gold, and 
— _— kept as good as gold, though its actual value is only 
cen 
Now, this is what 
ing to-day for silver. 


the American people have done and are do- 

And yet our Rocky Mountain friends tell 
us it isdemonetized. What effrontery, and how given to romance 
these gentlemen are! Mr. Chairman, the plain people are getting 
tired of this silver agitation. They are beginning to understand 
how utterly groundless is the pretense that silver is stripped of its 

onasmoney. They sos bestonieg to see how idle and empty 
is all this rant and buncombe about gold bugs and plutocrats. 
They are to understand that, more than the rich, they 
themselves are interested in a sound, stable currency. 

In short, they are beginning to see that Uncle Sam has done all 
he could safely do for silver; and that he is to-day carrying a bur- 
den that almost breaks his back. I say, the people are beginning 
to understand this everywhere, North and South, East and West, 
and even out among the Mountains. And let me say in all 
kindness to my friends from that section that before they know it 
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they will find the people in that region repudiating the free-coinage 
craze as likely to multiply their troubles rather than bring relief, 
and as disreputable and disadvantageous to them in their relations 
to the rest of the country and to the world. 


GOLD MONOMETALLISM NOT WANTED. 


Some one may ask, why not cast out, neck and heels, this worth- 
less silver yokefellow and go to the gold standard? Now, this 
man would be a gold monometallist and a rich man, or the asso- 
ciate of rich men, or a crank off the same piece with the silver 
crank. [Laughter.] 

And, Mr. Chairman, gold monometallism would be attended 
with many of the same evils as silver monometallism. It would 
work a like contraction of our circulating medium to the extent 
of our entire silver coinage and deprive the poor man of the very 
money best adapted to his use, And this must not be thought 
of for a moment. 

We must keep the silver ox in the team if we can keep the 
breath of life in him. I know a double team as the basis of the 


unit of value is, in many respects, a troublesome one, and can be 
made successful only by skillful, careful, honest handling: but 
this the American people are equal to. Besides, the fathers started 
with this double team, and the American people have prospered 
with it as no other people on earth. The Republican party is 


committed to it; in fact, has always stood for bimetallism. and has 
always been in favor, and is now, of the largest possible use of 
silver consistent with keeping the two metals together. But a 
point has been reached when not another dollar of silver can be 


safely coined under existing conditions. And this our silver 
friends must understand once for all. 
INCREASED PRODUCTION OF GOLD PROMISES RELIEF FROM TOO MUcH 
SILVER, 
But what is the prospect that the silver ox, truly in a most 
| dilapidated condition just now, will ever again be able to take a 


healthy part in the work of the team? 
Mr. Chairman, itis most promising,indeed. Itisfound mostlyin 
this single fact, viz, that the world’s production of gold is rapidly 


| increasing, while that of silver is remaining just about stationary. 


The world’s product of gold in 1894 was $180,626,100, while in 
1895 it was $200,000,000, a gain of almost $20,000,000 in a single 
year, while the commercial value of the world’s product of silver 
in 1895 was just about the same as in 1894, viz, $106,522.900. 

In our own country, however, the change is far greater. There 
has been a steady decline in our silver output since 1892 from 
63,500,000 ounces, worth $55,563,000, in that year, to 49,500,000 
ounces in 1894, worth $31,422,000. For 1895 the product was but 
46,000,000 ounces, worth $29,500,000, a decrease in three years of 
16,500,000 ounces, a loss of more than one-fourth the output in 
1892, and a loss in commercial value of almost one-half. 





Whereas in the same three years the output of gold in the 
United States has increased from $33,000,000 in 1892 to $39,000,000 
in 1894. In 1895 the product was $46,500,000, a net increase in 
these three years of $13,500,000, considerably more than one-third 
of the entire output in 1892. ~ 

At the same rate of increase of gold and loss of silver for the 
next three years, and there is every prospect of it, the United 
| States will be producing $60,000,000 worth of gold and only 29,500,- 
000 ounces of silver, worth at present price only $19,765,000—less 
than one-third the value of the gold product. 

Mr. Chairman, think of this country producing, as it will within 
| the next three years, gold of more than three times the value of 

its silver product, and that, too, from the bowels of the Rocky 
Mountains; and then think how ithe people out there, and their 
representatives in the two Houses here, will wonder and blush, and 
blush and wonder how they could ever have had the gall to so vocif- 
erously demand the free and unlimited coinage of a 50-cent dollar. 
The figures already given show an increase in the world’s gold 
product of 1895 of $20,000,000, and that the total value of that 
product was just about twice the value of the silver product, 
which is practically stationary. Now, at the same rate of in- 
crease for the next five years the value of the world’s gold product 
will be three times that of silver; and in ten years four times that 
of silver. And who fails to see that this increased production of 
gold must tend to bring the two metals together throughout the 
world. And in my mind there is no doubt this increased produe- 
tion will continue, for the heart of the world is to-day set ox gold 
mining as never before, and through improved machinery and 
new chemical agents and processes ores heretofore worthless are 
now profitably handled. It also has the further advantage, that 
the product, being itself the measure of all other values, is never 
ata discount. Gold mining to-day is the most alluring and the 
most profit-promising field open to adventurous and enterprising 
manhood. The gold prospector with his pack and pick is camped 
on every mountain slope from the Yukon to the Rio Grande, 
while the story of the South African gold fields reads like a tale 
from the Arabian Nights. Surely this all promises largely in- 
creased production of gold, 


a 
ag 
a 
fe 
- 
al 
“ 
] 
3 


ca 


ae decade 


oe 


aye 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


And who does not know that supply and demand regulate the 
price of these money metals the same as of every othercommodity? 
And when gold shall become so plenty and silver so scarce that 
16 ounces of silver are worth more than 1 ounce of gold then sil- 
ver will become the measure of value, so far as our coinage is con- 
cerned, the same as it was prior to 1834. Then, Mr. Chairman, the 
silver steer will be the likelier one of the two. He will move up to 
first place in the team and the gold bug will go behind. 

THE GOLD CURE. 

Mr. Chairman, it is said by naturalists that for every human ill 
there is some antidote; like varioloid and vaccine for the smallpox, 
sulphur forthe itch, and the gold cure for the liquor craze. And 
here we will have for the silver craze the gold cure also. All hail 
the gold cure! It is sure to come. It will cure those in this 
country who want more silver, and at the same time those in other 
countries who want less silver. And meantime all we have to do 
is to hold down our frantic silver friends till the cure shall take 
effect. [Laughter.] 

It will inevitably bring the nations together at no distant day 
upon a fixed ratio for the coinage of the two metals, which the 
world really wants and which the world will have. 

The rich man and the monopolist may want gold monometal- 
lism, but the masses do not, and they will never consent that one- 
half of the money of the world be turned into merchandise. There 
is — none too much for the needs of man when both metals 
are fully utilized. 

INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM. 

I do not say that increased production of gold alone will force 
the nations to bimetallism, for left to herself I expect England 
would still cling to the gold standard. 

But there is a greater than England in the earth. The young 

iant of the Western Hemisphere, whcse money is silver and gold, 

e money ofall history, both sacred and profane, will have a 
word to say before either metal shall go to the melting pot as a 
mere commodity. There are many ways in which we can make 
our influente felt. The whole world wants to trade with us and 
will naturally respect our views. And if we are only true to bi- 
metallism now, and demonstrate the practicability of the system 
by preventing our silver friends from carrying the country to the 
silver standard—and we are surely going to do it—and thus keep 
our public credit in this time of great trial free from spot or stain 
of any kind we shall have some influence in the next international 
conference. And with the metals near each other in commercial 
value, international bimetallism on a fixed ratio is something I 
hope, nay something I expect, to live to see. And when the time 
shall come that American coins of both metals shall pass side by 
side as yokefellows through the capitals of Europe, will it not in- 
deed be a great day for American bimetallism and American 
statesmanship? eg mare 

Mr. McoCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state 
briefly that the Committee on Appropriations has endeavored to 
keep well within the law as it now exists in preparing the bill be- 
fore the committee. The bill aypropriates $21,444,195.51, being 

25,855.49 less than the estimates submitted for the fiscal year 
1897 and $625,482.57 less than the appropriations for the fiscal year 
1896. The whole number of salaries provided for in the bill is 
10,017, being 235 less than the number estimated for and 335 less 
than the number provided for in the law for the current year. 

The report accompanying the bill sets out all the 
changes in the number and e of officers and employees in the 
several Departments and their rates of compensation as compared 
with the current law. The tabulated statement, which is also a 
part of the report, shows by offices, bureaus, and other titles of 
te a the amounts appropriated, together with the num- 
ber of salaries for the current , and the estimates for 1897, and 
the amounts recommended the pending bill. In addition I 
append to my remarks a tabulated statement showing the exact 

uctions under appropriations for 1896 and the number of of- 
fices reduced, together with the number of salaries increased, and 
the sum total thereof, and the number of employees or offices cre- 


ated. 
The tabulated statement is as follows: 
REDUCTIONS UNDER APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1896. 


Senate: 
2 clerks to committees, 
tted; amount for 
$4,300, on account of 
amount for 


Gat etpenan xe wee 

juctions, ; amount for compen- 
sation of Seokees is increased $10,000, 
on account of new Senators from Utah; 
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REDUCTIONS UNDER APPROPRIATIONS FOR 18%—continued. 


House of Representatives: 
Amount for session employees reduced 
565.58, on account of short session; 
3 employees in Clerk’s document room 
ees riated for until Dec. 1, 
$1,600.55, omitted; amount for station- 
ery reduced $1,000; amount for clerk 
hire to members reduced $137,096.99, on 
account of short session; total redue- 
tion, $163,561.07; 3 clerks to Committees 
on Electionsand Banking aod Currency 
are provided for at $2,000 cach; net re- 
TIN isi. in cdenyusmeueedannaiieantll 
Treasury Department: 
Secretary's office— 

2 clerks, at $1,600 each, omitted in warrant 
division; special conpheres, E. W. Sells, 
$1,000, omitted; of 7 per diem em- 

loyees reduced $22.30; a laborer at 
nstead of a clerk at $900, given in divi- 
sion of mails and files; total reduction 
$4,522.30; 2 elevator conductors, at $720 
each, dal acer givoo reduction. ...... 

Postaye, from $1, Bet thnswetdeeweseée 

Office Auditor for Treasury— 
2 clerks, at $1,000 each 
om Auditor for Interior Department— 

2 clerks 
= een for Post-Office Department— 
nin cieitinaawasndisiinaet nent 

Register’s office, clerks 

Income tax: 
Clerks in office Commissioner Internal Rev- 


Deputy collectors internal revenue 
Internal-revenue agents 


475, 190.00 
Check and draft paper 3, 000.00 
Freight on bullion and coin 4,000.00 
Mints and assay offices: 
Carson City, two salaries reduced 
New Orleans, contingent fund 
St. Louis, contingent fund 


Navy Department: 14, 000.00 
aval Records 


Naval Observatory, contingent 
Interior Department: 

Rent of stable omitted 

Patent Office, photolithographing 


4,500.00 
7,384.00 


Judicial (Indian Territory): 
Judge, attorney, and marshal 


Total reduction 


Treasury Degen 
Office Auditor for State Department, clerks. 
Office of Treasurer, 25 expert counters, at 
$720 each, provided for; reduction made 
of $3.20 on account of 1 per diem em- 
ployee; and laborer at $1,000 
ven instead of a clerk at $1,200; net : 
17,796.80 | $20,396.80 


1,000.00 
1,000.00 


49, 800.00 
660.00 


5, 650.00 
6, 600.00 


Amount 


4, 300 a 
886. 80 











1896. 


————— 


of the committee desires to add anything to the 
ae made in the general discussion of the bill 1 would | 
like to make an arrangement now as to time. : 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me ask the gentleman from Tennessee if | 
onan any changes in this bill from the existing law; and, if 
there are such changes, will he be kind enough to point them out? | 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I shall state for the information 
of the gentleman from Illinois that by consulting the report of | 
the committee there will be found set forth in full any changes in 
existing law which are made by the bill. They are very limited 
in number; and without consuming the time of the House by 
going into detail I will state that they are all fully set forth as 
ste HOPKINS. Then there are changes in the existing law? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Some very minor changes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that so far as 
salaries are concerned the bill carries the salaries authorized by 
existing law that is in the current appropriation bill. There are 
no increases of salaries further than those carried in the appropri- 
ation bill for the current year. — 

I want to commend the bill in that respect to the House. I 
desire also, with the permission of the gentleman in charge of the 
bill, to say that in my judgment in the main it is a good bill and 
an economi ill. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I rise to a point of order. 








The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It is impossible to hear what is 
being said. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I was about to supplement the 
statement of the gentleman in charge of the bill, and perhaps it 
may be well to repeat it, as gentlemen on both sides claim they | 
did not hear. I may say, in answer to the question of the gentle- | 
man from Illinois |Mr. Hopxris], that this bill is substantially 
the current law. far as salaries are concerned, it is exactly the | 
current law. There are no increases of salaries in this bill over | 
the current appropriation bill, and no increases of force that are 
not fully warranted by ne taken by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I am glad, Mr. Chairman, to be able to commend 
this bill in the main without any sort of equivocation or mental 
reservation whatever. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman states that the bill is in 
accordance with the current law in this, that there are no increases 
in salaries. I want to ask the gentleman if the bill has given the | 
salaries allowed by law in each case? 

Mr. DOCKERY. As was stated, Mr. Chairman, in the debate 
on the Indian appropriation bill, this bill carries perhaps 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Could not the gentleman say yes or no to 
my question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, if the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I just want to know the fact. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I trust I can presume upon the courtesy of | 
the gentleman from Tennessee-—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly; but I thought yes or no 
would answer the question. 

Mr. Y. I trust I may be allowed to make the reply in 
my Own way. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise again to a | 
point of order. We can not hear what gentlemen are saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee must beinorder. Itis use- | 
less for the Chair to get order if gentlemen still go around and | 
visit the moment a member begins to speak. All gentlemen will 
be seated and please to cease conversation. The Chair requests 
the committee to rethain in order until the gentleman can submit | 
an answer to the question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say further in answer again to the 

ntleman from Tennessee that, as was stated in the debate on the 
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| ing theincome tax to beunconstitutional. 


| @ very economical basis. 
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Congress rather than the long session. There is also a decr: 
of $475,190 on account of the decision of the Supreme Court hold- 
That operates, of course, 
to eliminate the salaries heretofore carried in this bill in connec- 
tion with the collection of the income tax, am uunting to $475,190, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman takes his seat I should 
like to propound one or two questions to him. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iunderstand that the gentleman was the chair- 
man of a revision commission that had charge of the reorganiza- 
tion of the Treasury Department, by which a large number of 
clerks were dropped from the service and the Department put upon 
[ see on page 2 of the report that in the 
office of the Secretary of the Treasury provision is made for two 
additional elevator conductors at $720 each. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. That arises from the fact 
that there are two new elevators which must be operated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And in the office of the Auditor for the State 
and other Departments there is an additional clerk of class 2 at 
$1,400? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is that one of the Departments that was re- 
vised by this commission? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How does it happen that you are compelled to 
employ additional clerks? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Simply because of an increase in the work. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Was that taken into consideration when this 
commission was considering that Department? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was not, or we would have given the clerk 


ase 


| at that time. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman now say how many addi- 
tional offices are created by this bill in the various Departments 


| that are covered by it? 


Mr. DOCKERY. Covered by what? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman say how many addit 
clerks are employed in the various Departments unde: 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


ional 
this bill? 
In this city—in the Executive Departments? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir; in the various Departments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not give the exact number. I will say 
to the gentleman from Illinois that there are, or were last year, 
17,599 clerks in the Government service in the 
ton. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is the gentleman able to say how many addi- 
tional clerks are provided for in this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is a decrease in the clerical force. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There are additional clerks; how many do they 
number? , 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are increases in the clerical 
and decreases of 370, making a net decrease of 335. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This decrease relates to places that were pro- 
vided for under the income-tax law, that was regarded as 
stitutional by the Supreme Court? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Largely so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. So that there is an addition of 35 clerks over 
the present force. Is that correct? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is an increase in the total force of 35 
and a decrease of 370. If the gentleman wants to know wher 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. But the decrease relates toa 
department which never had an existence in fact? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Wh'ch? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The income tax. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It had an existence in fact; an entire force 
of its own. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But you never collected any money or did any 
business in that department? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There was some money collected and re- 
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dian appropriation bill, there are some salaries in this bill that | turned. 


are below the statutory limit. They have been carried below that 


Mr. HOPKINS. What I want to understand is, that outside of 


limit since the Forty-fourth Congress, and I trust they will con- | the income-tax department you have an increase of the clerical 


tinue to be carried at the limit fixed in this bill. - 
Mr. RI IN. My inquiry related not so much to the 


force of 35? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; and I will answer the gentleman by 


salaries reduced in the Forty-fourth Congress, but to those carried | items. There is an increase of one clerk in the office of the Au- 


Fi aration nay oe sl - 
y- oy oy there been any reduction in this bill 
in cases of that ? : 


Mr. DOCKERY. I donotat this moment recall a single increase 
or decrease of salary over or below the current law. Possibly 
there may be an item of decrease or increase in the bill, but it does 
not come to my memory at this moment. I am sure that there is 
no Increase over the current law. I do not now recall any de- 
creases. I want to say, in justice to the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the last that while there is an actual decrease 
of $625,482.57 in this bill, under the current law, the explanation 
is found in two items: First, there is a decrease of $158,263.07 on 
account of this appropriation being made for the short session of 





the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and | ditor for the State Department. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I will not put the gentleman to that trouble. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I desire, as I assume the gentleman is 
candid in asking the question, to answer it frankly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But I asked the gentleman as to the number. 
Now, if the House desires to know how that number is distrib- 
uted I have no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, if the gentleman is content, I am. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask my colleague from 
Tennessee a question or two. I understood the gentleman in his 
opening statement to say that there were 300 salaries less provided 
for in this bill than in the law of the current year of 189%. 

Mr. M “ALL of Tennessee. Three hundred and seventy, 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Now will the gentleman be kind enough 
to tell us how those clerks are divided—to what classes they be- 


long? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Yes, sir; I can do so if the com- 
mittee desires it in detail. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think there ought to be some statement 
as to where they are. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The House of Representatives, 1; 
Secretary’s Office, Treasury Department, 1; Office of the Treasurer. 
2; Oftice of the Auditor for the Interior Department, 12; Office of 
the Auditor for the Post-Office Department, 1; Register’s Office, 2; 
clerks in Office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 24; deputy 
collectors of internal revenue, 303; internal-revenue agents, 10; 
Territorial governments, 11; Indian Territory, judicial depart- 
ment, 3; making 370. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, wili the gentleman state what sal- 
aries have been increased in this bill over and above the statutory 
law? I understood the gentleman from Missouri to say that there 
was no increase above the current appropriation bill of last year. 
I would like to know if there are not twenty salaries over and 
above the Revised Statutes or statute laws. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I will say, for the information of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, that there is no salary in this bill 
that is an increase over what has been appropriated and paid for 
the past several years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that; but I was speaking of 
the statute law, which is not an appropriation bill. There is no 
current law, as I understand it, that applies to the fiscal year for 
which this bill provides—the year ending June 30, 1897—but the 
Revised Statutes apply. Now, I want to know how manychanges 
there are, if the gentleman can tell us; how many increases above 
that law—the law. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, my friend from 
Tennessee seems inclined to be of an investigating turn of mind, 
and I shall give him the information in detail. There are salarics 
appropriated in this bill to the number of 20 over the statutory 
provisions. They are the same as have been paid for years, and 
we have made no change as to that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Are there any who are paid more than 
the law prescribes? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I mean the statute law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But not more than has been authorized for 
several years in appropriation bills? 

Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. But, asI have said, not more than 
has been provided for several years in the appropriation bill. 
Now, as to the number under the statutory amount, there are 107, 
and they are exactly as they have been now for several years, as 
provided in former ap ET bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, ell, there has been no saving made, 


then. Is there a provision in this bill which will prevent these 


officers from collecting the amount of the reduction? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. There is, in the first section of the 
bill. And, in addition, I wish to say that the sum received for 
salaries in excess of the amount provided by law amounts to 
$13,850; the sum of those who are receiving below theamount pro- 
vided by law is $36,250, making a saving of $22,400. 

Mr. HOPKINS. [If it will not disturb the gentleman, I would 
like to have him state briefly the reasons why the committee have 
increased the salaries of some officers above the amounts provided 
by law. It seems that in some instances they have raised the sal- 
ary above the amount provided by law, while in other instances 
they have reduced it below the specified amount, and I wish the 
gentleman would state the reasons for that action on the part of 
the committee. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The first reason that I would as- 
sign for the benefit of my friend from Illinois is the fact that it 
has been the practice of Congress for many years to pay these 
sums. For instance, take the salary of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. Hissalary, under thelaw,is$3,000. That amount was fixed 
in 1837, when the working of the Pension Bureau was compara- 
tively simple and insignificant. The statute regulating the salary 
of the Commissioner has not been changed since that time, almost 
sixty years ago, but under the present pension system the work, 
as we all know, has become very voluminous and the increase has 
been going on for years. The duties of the Commissioner are 
much greater and more multifarious than they were in former 
years, and it has been deemed proper and necessary that his salary 
should be increased in accordance with the increased labors de- 
volving upon him. Therefore for many years the Commissioner 
has been receiving $5,000 a year under the appropriation bills. 
That has been the case, I believe, for the past twenty years. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman state what Congress 
changed the salary of the Commissioner of Pensions to the amount 
that is en for by this bill? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Iam informed by the clerk of the 
cc mmittee that the change was made in 1881, 
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Mr. HOPKINS. So that in this bill you are following a prece- 
dent that was set by the Appropriations Committee in 1881? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. And which has been followed 
ever since. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What other officesin this bill are provided for 
above the rates fixed by law? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The private secretary to the Presj- 
dent is one. His salary is fixed by statute at $3,500, but he is to 
receive under this bill, as he has received under several past ap- 

sropriation bills, $5,000 ayear. Thechangein that case was male 
or the same reason asin the case of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. I do not remember the date when the change was made in 
the compensation of the private secretary to the President. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It began with the Administration of Presj- 
dent Harrison. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I am informed that the chanve 
was made in 1889, AsI have said, the same reasons which c- 
count for the increase of the compensation of the Commissioner of 
Pensions apply to the increase of the compensation of the private 
secretary to the President. The country has grown enormous!y, 
The business with which this official has to deal has greatly in- 
creased in volume since the time when his salary was fixed )y 
statute. The same reasons wil! apply toall these increases. Tyo 
salary of the private secretary to the President is fixed by statute 
at $3,500, but under the appropriation bill he receives $).()\\)., 
Again, the salary of the secretary of the Civil Service Commission 
is fixed at $1,600 by statute, but under the appropriation bill he 
receives $2,000. 

I have here a tabulated statement showing the officers who ar 
allowed under this bill larger salaries and also those who ar» 
allowed smaller salaries than the salaries fixed by statute, which | 
shall ask leave to print. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, if it will not take too much of the 
gentleman's time, I will ask him to state how many clerks there 
are whose salaries, as appropriated in this bill, are below the 
amounts to which they would be entitled under the general lav, 
and I would be glad if he would state the average reduction. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I have a statement here covering 
a. these changes that I can read for the information of the gentle- 
man and of the committee, but I prefer to ask that it be printed 
in the REcoRD, so that members may have the information. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The statement is as follows: 

Salaries that are provided for in legislative. etc., appropriations act at swnis in 
excess of statute limit,and at sums less than the statute limit. (Conimitte 

on Appropriations, House of Representatives, February 11, 1896.) 


SALARIES IN EXOESS OF STATUTE LIMIT. 


Title of office. 1 | Salary | Law fixing salary. 


a 


Private secretary to President. -.-..... 
Secretary Civil Service Commission. 
Assistant Secretary of State-........ 
Chief clerk of Bureau of Statistics... 
First Assistant Secretary of the In- 


terior. 
Chief clerk Interior rtment.... 
Commissioner General nd Office... 
Chief clerk General Land Office 
Commissioner Indian Affairs. ........ 
Commissioner of Pensions 
— Deputy Commissioner of Pen- 
Silons. 
Chief clerk Pension Office 
Commissioner of Patents ............- 
Chief clerk Post-Office Department. . 
First Assistant Postmaster-General - 
Superintendent Money-Order Sys- 


tem. 
Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 


eral. 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Disbursing clerk Department of La- 


bor. 
Chief clerk Department of Justice ..| 2, 


$5,000 | R. 8., sec. 155 

2,009 | Sup. R.S., page 393. 
4, 500 RR R.S., page 2 

5) | R.S.,sec. 235 


Sup. R.S., page 2. 
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Do. : 
Sup. R.S., page 5 
2,500 | RB. S., sec. 351. 


Total number of salaries in the bill that are in ex<ess of the statute limit, 0 
Aggregate amount of excess, $13,850. 


SALARIES LESS THAN STAT//TE LIMIT. 


Executive clerk and disbursing offi- | $2,300 | $2,000 | R. S., sec. 155. 
cer, Executive Office. 

Executive clerk 2,000 Do. _— 

Steward, Executive 1,800 | R.S., sees. 155, 156. 


Tey oe 
Chief division of customs. .......-. 
Assistant chief division of cus- 


toms. 
Chief division of a: tments -. » 
Assistant chief division of ap- y 
aa. 
ief division of  paiic moneys . 
Assistant chief division of pub- 
lic moneys. 


2,750 | Volume 18, page 3%. 
wo Do. 
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provided for in legislative, etc., appropriations act, etce.—Continued. 
SALARIES LESS THAN STATUTE LIMIT- continued. 


Salaries 








Title of office. 


ee 
Department—Continued 





Eh ahetitets | 
= Soe | Law fixing salary. 
| sa ; | 





T ! 
Assistant chief division, Rev- | $2,400) $2,000} Volume 18, page 306. 
enue-Cutter Service. , 
Chief division of stationery--..../ 2,800 2,500 Do. 
Chief division of mails and files..| | 2,800 2,500 | Do. 
2 disbursing clerks. .........--...- 2,800} 2,500] Do. ee 
24 chiefs of division in Auditors’ 2,100 2,000 | Volume 18, page 397. 
Teeserer United States.........- 6, 500 6,000 | R.S..sec. 301. 
Assistant Treasurer United 3, 800 8,600 | Sup. R.S., page 75. 
Cashier. Treasurer's Office -...-- 3, 800 3,600 | Volume 18, page 397. 
Assistant cashier, Treasurer's 8, 500 3, 000 0. 
)ffice. 
cnet clerk, Treasurer's Office ...| 2,700 2,500} Do. 
6 chiefs of division, Treasurer's} 2,700/ 2,500 | Volume 18, page 398. 
Yffice. 
1 — Treasurer's Office ....... 2,700 2,500 | Do. 
j teller, Treasurer's Office ....... 2, 600 | Bon | Do. 
2 assistant tellers, Treasurer's pwe 2,250 Do. 
)ftice. 
1 teller, Treasurer's Office. ...... 2,600} 2,500 | Volume 18, page 30 
1 bookkeeper, Treasurer's Of- 2, 600 2, 400 Do. 
fice, national bank division. 
lassistant teller, Treasurer's Of- 2,200 2,000 | Do. 
fice, national bank division. | 
Register of Treasury ----...-.-..-- 4,500} 4,000 | Sup. R. S., page 75 
Assistant Register of Treasury - 2.500 2 25) | Do. 
Deputy Comptroller ef Currency 3,000} 2,800 Sup. R. S., page 76. 
8 chiefs of division, Comptroller | 2)400 | 2200 Do. 
of Currency’s Office. | : 
Superintendent. Comptroller of 2,400 | 2,200 | Volume 18, page 399. 
€ 


‘urrency’s Office. 


Teller, ComptrollerofCurrency’s! 2,400) 2,000 | D>. 
Office. 

Bookkeeper, Comptroller of Cur- 2, 400 2,000 | Do. 
rency's Office. : 

Assistant bookkeeper, Comptrol- 2, 200 2 ooo | Do. 
ler of Currency’s Office. | 











Deputy Commissioner of Internal 8,500} 3,200) R.S., sec. 322. 
Revenue. j 
5 heads of division, Internal Rey- 2,500 2,250 | Volume 18, page 398. 
enue. | 

Stenographer, internal revenue..| 2,000} 1,800 | Volume 18, page 398. 

Chief ve, Light-House Board..| 2,500) 2,400 | Do. “Ss 

Commissioner of Navigation .-.... 4,000 | 3,600 | Sup. R.S., page 461. 

Assistant treasurerat Baltimore.| 5,000! 4,500! R.S., sec. 3596. 

Assistant treasurer at Chicago 5,000 | 4,500 | Do. 

Assistant treasurer at Cincinnati 5,000 | 4,500 | Do. 

Assistant treasurer New Orleans 4,500 4,000 Do. 

Assistant treasurer at St. Louis | 5000 4,500 | Do. 

‘Assistanttreasurer San Francisco! 6.000 | 4,500 | Do. 
Governor of Arizona.................. | 3,500) 2,600 | R.S., sec. 1845. 
Secretary of Arizona.................. } 2,500} 1,800 Do. 
Governor of New Mexico............- 8,500 | 2,600 Do. 
Secretary of New Mexico. .-........... 2,500 1,800 | Do. 
Chief clerk, Patent Office .-............ 2,500 2,250 | R. S., sec. 440. 
Chief clerk, Burean of Education....| 2,000 1, 800 | Do 
Commissioner of Railroads. --..--....- | 6,000|} 4,500 | Sup. R. S., page 194. 
ag md under Commissioner of} 2,400 2,000 | Do. ; 
Assistant bookkeeper under Com- 2,000 1,800 | Do. 

missioner of Railroads. 
Director Geological Survey-........-. 6,000 5,000 | Sup. R. S., page 251. 
Surveyor-general, Alaska.............)| 3,000 2,000 | R. S., sec. 2210. 
Surveyor-general, California. .... -| 8,000) 2,000} Do. 
Surveyor-general, Colorado.......... 3,000 2,000 | Do. 
Surveyor-general, Florida............ 2,000 1,800 | R. S., sec. 2208. 
Surveyor-general, Idaho.............. 3,000 2,000 | R.S., sec. 2210, 
Surveyor general, Louisiana ......... 2,000 1,800 | R.S., sec. 2208. 
Surveyor-general, Minnesota......... 2,000 1, 800 | Do. 
Surveyor-general, Montana -..._..... 3,000 2,000 | R. S., sec. 2210, 
Surveyor-general, Nevada............| 3,000 1,800 Do. 
Surveyor-general, New Mexico-..... 3,000 2, 000 Do. 
Surveyor-general, Oregon............| 2,500 2,000 | R.S.. see. : 
Surveyor-general, Utak Stee icional sae 2,000 | R. S., sec. 2 
Surveyor-general, Washington.......| 2,500 2,000 | R. 8., sec 
Surveyor-general toes A ten 3,000 2,000 | R. S., sec 
Disbursing clerk, P -Office Depart- | 2); 2,100 | R. 8.; sex 
men 
ee weneeel, Department of 7,500 7,000 | R. S., sec. 347 
ice. 

a piecnel Revenue, Depart- 5,000} 4,500 R. 8., sec. 349. 

e ustice. 


re 


Total number of salarie#in the bill at less than statute limit, 107. 
Amount necessary to bring them up to statute limit, $36,250. 


Mr.MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. I observe on page 47 of this bill that there is an ap- 
P tion made of $4,000 for the assistant treasurer at the city 
of New Orleans. The law, I believe, fixes the salary of that officer 
at $4,500. I observe also that with reference to the assistant treas- 
urers at all the other points in thiscountry the law is followed; for 
none of them is the appropriation less than $4,500. Now, I wish 
to know from the gentleman in charge of this bill why an excep- 
tion is made with reference to this particular officer, and why his 
salary is fixed at a point below that which the law authorizes. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. For the information of my friend 
from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] I will state that that question was 
not raised at all before the committee. I am informed, however, 
that there are five other assistant treasurers in whose salaries the 
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same reduction is made as at New Orleans. The officer at that 
place is not discriminated against, but is placed in the same posi- 
tion with reference to salary as the assistant treasurers at Balti 
more, Chicago, Cincinnati, St. Louis, andSan Francisco. Inthus 
providing for these salaries, fhe committee followed the precedents 
furnished by the action of past Congresses for many years. 

Mr. MEYER. ido not understand by what authority the salary 
has been reduced from that fixed by law. ; 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I presume that the Congresses 
which have reduced these salaries heretofore did it on the same 
authority as the Congress that passed the statutes originally fixing 
the salaries. 

Mr. MEYER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I give notice now that at 
the pfoper time I shall offer an amendment to restore the salary 
of this official to the amount that the law authorizes. 

Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, if no further 
general discussion is desired—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I observe in lines 5, 6, and 7, 
on page 1 of this bill, the following language: 

In full compensation for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897 
for the objects hereinafter express 

Now, I understand from the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McCa.] that in a number of instances the a 





‘ 


ppropriations carried 
by this bill as the salaries of specific officers are less than the sal 
aries prescribed by the statutes. I wish to ask the gentleman 


whether it is supposed by the committee that the language which 
I have justread from the bill will preclude an officer f 


or whorn less 


than the statutory compensation is appropriated from demand- 
ing the full compensation fixed by the statut Will it destroy 


irges his demand for 


statute? 


the full payment of the sum named in the 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The gentleman from Towa asks for 
the opinion of the committee. It is the opinion of the committee 
that this clause will preclude an officer, under the circumstances 
stated, from setting up in the Court of Claims a claim for the dif 


ference between the amount of salary appropriated in this bill and 
the salary fixed by statute. and that opinion of the committee i 
fortified by decisions of the courts of the country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But suppose the 


officer refuses to acce] 


pt the 


salary named in this bill; can he then be precluded in the courts 
from demanding the sum which the statute authorizes him to 
receive? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The courts have so held. And if 


the officer does not wish to work for the salary propos d in the 
bill, I take it, if he should resign, the Government would not wait 
long before having offered to it the services of a hundred men 
ready to do the same work at the salary provided in the b 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to say a few w 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
man want? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Five minutes. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Very well; I yield to the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to make any set 
speech on this bill. I rise for the purpose merely of calling the 
attention of members of the Commuitee of the Whole to the pecul- 
iar practice that has grown up with this Committee on Appro- 
priations. 1 do not mean to refer to the particular subcommittee 
that has prepared this bill, but to the practice of the committee in 
general in changing the provisions of the statute law. 

I observe from the statement made by the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that in some 20 instances the salaries of officers have 
been increased by this bill above the amount prescribed by law. 
I observe also that in 115 instances this bill reduces the salaries of 
officers in Government employ below the amounts stipulated in 
the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this Committee on Appropriations is ap 
pointed under the rules of the House, not for legislative purposes, 
not for passing upon the wisdom of existing law and changing it 
if in their judgment it is wise so to do, but they are charged under 


A 


the rules of the House to report appropriations for these various 


] 
i. 
rds on this bill. 
How much time does the gx 


ntle- 


officers in accordance with the provisions of law. We find, how- 
ever, that in this bill there are 150 cases with reference to which 
the provisions of the statute book have been violated, there being 
in some instances, as I have said, an increase of salary and in 


others a reduction. 

With reference to one or two instances cited by my friend from 
Tennessee there may be special reasons for an increase. In the 
case, for example, of the Commissioner of Pensions, I can see why 
a man charged with the vast responsibilities of that office should 
be paid more than $3,000, as provided by the statute. But I can 
see no reason for reducing the salary of a clerk $100 or $200. Ican 
see no reason why this Committee on Appropriations in their wis- 
dom should undertake to repeal the law as provided by their pred 
ecessors and fix the salaries anew. 

In many instances where the salaries have been increased I find 
the increase amounts to only two or three hundred dollars. Take, 
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for instance, some clerkships in the Land Office and in the Pen- 
sion Bureau. Where, for instance, there is an increase from 
$2,000, the salary provided by law, to $2,250, that, in my judg- 
ment, smacks more of a spirit of favoritism toward particular 
clerks than it does of an effort to provide a general system in this 
matter. The true policy to be pursued, in my judgment, is this: 
If theseinequalities exist, these gentlemen whose attention is called 
to them in making appropriations from year to year should come in 
here with a general law changing the salary allowed to these offi- 
cers, 80 that the general public may know the amount of com- 
pensation given to these Government employees. A man who is 
not familiar with the general appropriation bill will go to the gen- 
eral statutes touching the subjects, but a person familiar with 
the workings of the House would go to the appropriation hill. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I should like toask the gentleman 
from Illinois whether his salary as a member of Congress is not 
fixed by law at $7,500, while, in point of fact, he receives only $5,000 
as his compensation? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, that simply emphasizes the 
position I am taking. A Congressman does not stand in any dif- 
ferent position in respect to this matter from these other officers 
mentioned in the bill. . The case which the gentleman puts is sim- 
ply another evidence of the fact that a vicious system has grown 
up under the practice of the Appropriations Committee and that 
they have assumed to determine the amount of compensation that 
should be given to the public officers of this country, regardless of 
existing law. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles: 

On February 19, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1309 Revised Statutes, pro- 
a chaplain for the Military Academy; 

/On February 20, 1896: 

An act (H.R. 3558) to incorporate the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution; 

/ An act (H.R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the State of 
Colorado for the location of mining claims; 

An act (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an act entitled, ‘‘ An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the re- 
linquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1889; 


An act (H. R. 2654) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘ An act to punish 
false swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force 
and fire department of the District of Columbia, aad for other 


urposes,” approved May 11, 1892; 
. An act ( HR. 4810) extending the time within which the Mary- 
land and Washington Railway Company shall be required to com- 
plete the building of the road of said oy gee fae the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved August 1, 1892, as amended by an 
act of Con approved March 2, 1895. 

Norr.—The following bills were presented to the President on 
February 12, 1896, and not having n returned by him to the 
House of Congress in which they originated within the ten days 
——- by the Constitution, they have become laws without his 
approval: 

n act (H. R. 8812) te authorize the Arkansas and Choctaw 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 3009) granting to the Brainerd and Northern 
Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech 
Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa Indian Reservation in 
Minnesota. 

The following bills were approved February 26, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 4821) ng appropriations to supply nt 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2642) granting leave of absence for one year to 
homestead settlers a the Yankton Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled “‘An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota”; 

On February 27, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 4960) a 
and consular service for the year ending June 30, 1597; 

An act (H. R. 1676) to and fix the time for Seen 
district and circuit courts of United States for the northern 
division of the eastern district of Tennessee; and 

An act (H. R. 1785) authorizing and the 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon four p 


tions for the diplomatic 


of 
of 


condemned cannon balls to W. H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for other pur- 
poses. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


a committee again resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the 
cpair, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a word in reply to the remarks 
of my colleague who has just taken his seat. 

This bill as reported, as has been already stated, except where 
clerks have been absolutely dropped out because their services 
were no longer necessary in the Department, carries recom- 
mendations for the full amount that the officials are now receiy- 
ing. My colleague from Illinois criticises the committee for its 
work in connection with the preparation of the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not this committee. What I refer to is the 
general practice of preparing appropriation bills not strictly in 
accordance with the letter of the law. 4 

Mr. CANNON. In all of these reductions, the 107 cases, I will 
state to my colleague that they are substantially in accordance 
with the law for twenty years past, beginning in the Forty-fourth 
Congress. The increases have gradually crept in from year to 
year, but they are substantially also of many years’ standing and 
they were made in the twenty-odd cases referred to by my col- 
league on the committee from Tennessee, because the salaries, 
fixed a generation ago, were not found to be adequate under 
existing circumstances. The reductions below what the law pro- 
vides are found to be adequate, and therefore your Committee on 
Appropriations recommend according to the current law, because 
they believe it adequately provides for the public service. 

Now, my colleague, or any other member of the committee can, 
if he desires to do so, make the point of order on the first clause 
of the bill to which he has referred,-which provides that these 
salaries shall be in full compensation for all services rendered dur- 
ing the fiscal year. I say that he can make the point of order, if 
he regards the plan proposed as an improper one, or contrary to 
the law, or that it involves new legislation. If he thinks so, that 
rightisopen tohim. I sare do not know—it may go out of 
the bill on the point of order. I think, possibly, that it is subject 
to the point of order. It was made two or three Congresses avo, 
and the Senate performed its function, in my judgment, and put 
it back, not increasing, however, the salaries in the appropriation. 

It is perfectly competent for the House of Representatives to 
appropriate less than the salary fixed by law; and when we ¢t 
to these various items my colleague or anybody else who wants 
to increase the salaries recommended by the Committee on Appro- 
priations because they are below the statutory requirements, from 
point to point as we reach them in the consideration of the bill, 
can offer amendments and take the sense of the committee upon 
them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And let me suggest tothe gentleman from 
Illinois, also, that in the cases of the twenty-odd salaries which 
are fixed above the statutory provision the point of order will be 


good. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Undoubtedly; and they could all be reduced. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly the point of order could be mace 
against each and every one of them. In other words, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, as the organ of the House, has per- 
formed its function according to the best of its judgment. It re- 
ports the bill for the consideration of the House. And it is in the 
power of any member of the Committee of the Whole to make 
points of order and to make motions for amendment in the shape 
of an increase or decrease, within the rules. We do not deprecate 
the making of points of order and motions to amend; and it will 
be for the Committee of the Whole House to refuse, if it sees 
proper, the recommendations of its smaller Committee on Appro- 

riations. All we desire is the a judgment of the ma- 
jority of the Committee of the Whole House upon the work which 
we have presented. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think my colleague does not fully under- 
stand my ition. The remarks I made are not for the purpose 
of increasing the salaries of any of the.parties whose salaries 
have been reduced in the pending bill, because, as I understan 
my colleague, these reductions have been in existence for a num- 
ber of years under the bills. The point I make is 
not i the personne the committee, but against 
what been assumed by ous A tion Committees, 
auiiee with the duty of up these , that is, changing 

law in such bills and recommending new appropriations 
or ee a from those fixed ree, law, 
instead posing or introducing a separate bill, if you please, 
cha the. existing law to meet their views. 

Now, it is far from me to make the point of order on the first 
section of the bill to which colleague has referred, because | 
do not know, from the inf: I have these officials 
and their duties, whether the salaries fixed in the bill are too high 
or too low, and I am not in a position to intelligently make that 





1896. 


jection, either on the : 
Pieeroteet against the committee charged sim 





increase or decrease of the salaries. But 
ly with the ae 

the appropriation bill constantly recommending 
sof existing law and coming in here with statements of 


oot ind. when we, as members of the committee who are re- 
quired to pass upon their recommendations, do not have sufticient 
information to properly judge of the merits of such recommen- 
Oto EMEN WAY. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Does not the fact that these salaries—the 107 that have been 
reduced for twenty years—provide a sufficient and satisfactory 
service demonstrate the fact that the salary is sufficient? The 
service has been as well performed at the reduced salary as it was 
before, and does not that fact demonstrate the good judgment of 
the Committee on ————— in reducing these salaries? 

Mr. HOPKINS. e gentleman’s question is predicated on an 
assumption of fact that he and I know nothing of. I donotknow 
whether the duties of these various officers have been as well per- 
formed since as before the reduction of their salaries; and if it is 
so, if it is as he suggests, it is an additional reason why there 
should be some general legislation fixing the salaries, instead of 
allowing a committee to change the law at their will and increase 
or decrease a salary in the individual cases which may come 
before them for consideration, without any other justification 
than that it was carried in some previous appropriation bill, con- 
trary to the statute. ber 

Now, I might say to the tleman that the Commissioner of 
Pensions would discharge the duties of his office as efficiently at 
$3,000 as he would at $6,000, but the fact that he would do that 
would not, in my judgment, be a reason why we should take from 
him the amount of the salary that is allowed him in this bill. 
But I say, as I said before, that this Committee on Appropria- 
tions, before the days of the present personnel of the committee, 
have dropped into a vicious habit that has been followed out from 

to year, and I think the time has arrived when the attention 
of this committee and of the House and the country should be 


called to it, and that these gentlemen, instead of pursuing this | 


erroneous practice, should come in with a general law fixing the 
salaries of these officers and giving the reasons for the changes, so 
that they can be fixed in accordance with justice to the Govern- 
ment itself and the employees of the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. If ~ sees proper to introduce a bill re- 
vising the salaries of officials in the public service, in the event 
that under the rules it would go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. It would not, however. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe it would not, but if it should be sent 
there by the House, we will take great pleasure in giving either a 
favorable or an unfavorable report upon it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not for a single individual, certainly not 
one who is a member of another committee and unfamiliar with 
the details of the ae. to make a recommendation of 
that kind. If I served upon that committee and was as familiar 
with the subject-matter as my learned colleague from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon], I certainly long before this would have brought in 
a bill revising the salaries of the Government officials and recom- 
mended its in the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, a single suggestion, if the 

tleman will pardon me. In justice to the Appropriations 
Scuntiien , it should be said that originally, in reporting these 
reductions, the committee acted strictly within their authority 
under the then existing rules of the House. The then existing 
rules of the House authorized the Committee on Appropriations 
to any change of appropriation or salary where there was 
a reduction. That was the law of the House, and hence the com- 
mittee then were entirely within the law of the House in doing it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That was the rule of the House, but it was 
not the law of the country. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it made the law for the time being. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It made the law for that particular Congress, 
— the Government employee was willing to take the salary. 

ut the of that is this: Of these 107 employees whose sal- 
aries are here, if any one of them refuses to accept the 


salary provided in this bill, there is no lawyer in this y but 
what will that that employee can go before the Court 
of Claims and sue and recover the amount of the salary provided 
for in the general law. Now, I say for one that such a condition 
of affairs not to exist. 

Fle sy - It will not if the provision in the first section 
Mr. This does not bar the employee from suing 
unless he the salary? 

Mr. . If he accepts the salary and draws it, that is 
conclusive. 


we If he accepts; but supposing he does not ac- 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Supposing he does not. Under that provision 
the bill fixes the salary for the fiscal year 1897, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly it does. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not atall. The bill fixes it provided the per- 
son whose salary is affected by this appropriation accepts the 
amount; but there is no lawyer but will say that if he refuses to 
accept it and goes into the Court of Claims he can recover the 
amount, not of the appropriation fixed in the bill, but the amount 
provided by the general law. 

Mr. CANNON. My colleague and I are both of ag 
have had some little experience. Does my colleague have any idea 
that that question will ever arise? Inother words, does my friend 
think anybody will refuse to accept the salary? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, Iam not prepared to answer that ques- 
tion. I trust they will all accept the amount provided in this bill. 
I only make the point to show the vicious character of these bills 
that are brought in here year after year, and to emphasize the fact 
that there should be a general revision of the law fixing the sala- 
ries of these persons, so as to provide against any such contingency 
as the one that I have here suggested. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Few die and none resign. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire 
to cut off general debate at all, but I think it would be better to 
limit the debate in some way. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the general debate upon this appropriation bill be 
limited to forty-five minutes. 1 understand there is to be an 
amendment offered by the Judiciary Committee, embracing what 
is known as the salary bill, and I should like toask the chairman of 
that committee what time he would like in which to discuss 
that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary would like two hours, to be consumed to-morrow in gen- 
eral debate on the fee bill or salary bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is, as I understand the gentleman from 
fowa, when we reach the point where that amendment is moved. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; when the amendment is moved to- 
| morrow. It will be offered to-morrow. Then we should like 

unanimous consent that two hours be given to the Committee on 
the Judiciary to control in the discussion of the fee bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, before any time is fixed upon, I 
would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
the character of this bill that he proposes to make an amendment 
to the present bill. Is it a general revision of all the officers of 
the Government in the judicial department of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, it does not touch the clerks 
of courts at all as to their compensation, but it puts upon salaries 
United States district attorneys and United States marshals, and 
cuts down, in some respects, the fees of United States commis 
sioners. That is the general scope of the bill. The details of it 
we will go into v hen general debate is had. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask a question of the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If we can have order, I will be pleased to 
answer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please cease conversation. 
All members will be seated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not understand that the request of 
the gentleman from Iowa has been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been submitted. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam coupling it with the request of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I just want to ask the gentleman if this 
proposed measure fixes the salaries of all marshals in the United 
States? 

Mr. HENDERSON. All of them except the southern district 
of New York, which is exempt from the operation of the bill, as 
that is working under a special act of Congress; and, on the rec- 
ommendation of the Attorney-General, that and Alaska were 
excepted from the provisions of the bill. All these details will be 
explained fully in general debate. I wish to say tothe committee 
that of course this bill will be considered in Committee of the 
Whole under the five-minute rule, and every opportunity will be 
given for offering amendments that may be desired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As fully as if it were considered as a separate 


measure? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will pardon me, has 
the measure which he desires to offer been unanimously reported 
from the committee of which he is chairman? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and we are agreed as to the time asked 
for general debate. We may not need more than an hour, and 
yet we ask for two hours, so there may be plenty of time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the bill and report been printed? 


and both 
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Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. If that is satisfactory, I ask unani- 
mous consent—— 

Mr. McRAE. It is not satisfactory. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The request made in behalf of the fee bill 
is for two hours, and the Committee on Appropriations is asking 
for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then the debate under the five- 
minute rule will be how long? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Committee of the Whole will deter- 
mine that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman state whether that 
rt and bill has been printed? 

r. HENDERSON. The bill has been printed. The report 
was made this morning and has gone to the Government Printing 
Office now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What was the suggestion as to the time to 
which debate was to be limited? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Two hours’ debate on the fee bill to- 
morrow. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
better to leave that open until members shall have had an oppor- 
tunits to look at the bill and determine what amount of debate 
they desire. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am quite willing to leave it open and let 
the request for the limitation of debate be made on the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A reasonable debate is all that is desired, I 
presume? 

Mr. HENDERSON. When the bill is offered in the morning 
the request will be made for two hours of general debate. 

Mr. McRAE. That is entirely too short. 

Mr. CANNON, Now we can go on. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. [f that is satisfactory, I ask unan- 
imous consent that general debate on this bill be limited to forty- 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate upon this bill be limited to forty- 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Am I to understand that the question of the 
length of debate on the fee bill is to be left open? 

r. CANNON, Oh, yes. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. With the understanding that when the fee 
bill is introduced as an amendment the committee shall then fix 
the time for general debate on the fee bill. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at 
$1,200 each, $45,600. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
the gentleman in charge of this bill, or the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on ————. under what statute or resolution or b 
what authority the item just read appears in this appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. In reply to the gentleman I will 
state that there is no authority for this appropriation except the 
fact of its appearance in the appropriation bills from year to year. 
It isnot provided for by statute or by joint resolution. The appro- 
priation was first made, I understand, three years ago. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The fact is, then, that we simply 
oe into this ee eee bill this much money to pay clerks 

or Senators, without any authority of law? 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to the gentleman from California 
that the force of clerks for individual Senators was provided for, 
in the first instance, by the Senate passing a resolution to pay 
their clerks from the contingent fund, and in connection with that 
the Senate put on an amendment increasing the contingent fund. 
That action led to a contest between the two Houses—in fact, to 
several bitter contests—but the Senate, being a coordinate branch 
of Con , insisted on its point, and this force being for the serv- 
ice of the Senate, the Senators had their way. Later on the Senate 
amended the bill so as to provide clerks for Senators at an annual 
salary. That eoree was fought bitterly in the House, but 
the Senate stood, if the gentleman will allow me the expression, 
nat,” andsaid: ‘‘ Thisis for our own convenience,” and they had 
their way. Docatite no bill can pass without an agreement between 
the two bodies. The fight on the part of the House had been made 
so often and with such ill success that in the last Co this 
appropriation provi for the payment of clerks for Senators 
was put on the bill in the House. In other words, the contest had 
been fought so often and so bitterly and with so little success that 
it was deemed better to put the item in the bill. I will say tothe 
mn, however, that I think it is subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that I understand the explanation made by the gentleman from 
Illinois, with the single exception of some technical, abstruse term 
which he used, but which I suppose is well understood in Illinois, 
though unfamiliar in Calif {Laughter.] I will ask the gen- 


re 


——— 
——— 
—————— 


tleman, however, why should not the House “stand pat,” as the 
Senate did? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. It was invented in California and put 
into the dictionary there. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Perhaps the gentleman from California 
will repeat the language, so that the members of the committeg 
may have it before them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. It is not necessary that I should 
repeat it for the gentleman’s benefit, because I understand the term 
is very familiar in Tennessee as well as in Illinois. [Laughter. } 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand from the chairman of the Com.- 
mittee on Appropriations that there is no legal warrant for this 
item; that it 1s not authorized by any statute or any resolution of 
the two bodies, but that this is simply a naked, bald appropriation 
put into this bill to pay these annual clerks of Senators. Am [ 
correct in that? 

Mr. CANNON. There is no joint resolution and no statute 
which authorizes this appropriation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I frankly confess that I am not 
as familiar with the rules of this body as I wish I were, or as [ 
probably should be with the technical term used by the gentleman 
from Illinois awhile ago if [had studied the dictionary with proper 
attention. [Laughter.] I would like to inquire, however, if it is 
in order to offer an amendment to this particular paragraph pro- 
viding for paying annual clerks for members of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. CANNON. My understanding is that such an amendment 
would not be germane; because we are now providing for a Sen- 


ate force. Later we shall come to the paragraphs providing for 
the House of Representatives and then such an amendment might 
be in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. But why can we not amend the 
bill inany part, at any place? There is nolaw prohibiting that to 


be done, or requiring it to be done in a certain way, is there? 

Mr. CANNON. I would say to the gentleman that the rules of 
the House provide that an amendment must be germane. 

Mr. JOHNSON of.California. Mr. Chairman, whenever any- 
body wants to do anything in this House for the purpose of ex- 
pediting its business, or ae justice as between its members and 
the public business, some always gets up and says that the 
rules of the House provide differently. [Laughter.] Now. sir, I 
think it would be a good plan for us to tackle those rules at some 
time, and not, in the expressive lan of the gentleman from 
Illinois, to “stand pat” upon them all the time. [Laughter, 
Cries of ‘‘ Read!” 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order that there is nothing pending before the committee. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. We havearight to debate this paragraph. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. But no amendment has been of- 
fered to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That doesnot matter. The paragraph is 


rewam Nae has not been adopted. I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois to concede that this provision in the bill is subject to 
the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, why does not my friend from Cali- 
fornia insist on his point of order? His objective point, as | un- 
derstand it, is to get annual clerks for members of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, then, insist on the point of order 
and let this go out, and then when the Senate puts it in they will 
put in a provision to give members as well as themselves annual 
clerks. hen the Senate amendment comes to the House giving 
membersannual clerks, the Housecan keep it in if it wishes to (oso. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Pardon me. Can you vouch for 
the fact that the Senate will putit in for both of us? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I guarantee that they will put it in for 
themselves, and I think they will put it in for the House, because, 
as the gentleman from Illinois has suggested, they have done so 
hi ore. The Senate did, as the gentleman from Illinois has 
stated, insert in a former bill a provision to give clerks to mem- 
bers of the House; but the House in its magnanimity decline to 
accept that amendment of the Senate. It may be possible now 
that, inasmuch as the business of members has increased so greatly, 
the House would not at this time decline to accept such an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is barely possible that the chairman of 
our committee would not permit it to bedone. I understand that 
he is not favorable to such a provision; so that, although the pro- 
vision might be entirely agreeable to the Senate conferees, We 
shall probably have to convert the chairman of our own commit 
tee to a conviction that that is a proper measure. c 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I observe that on page 16 of the bill there's 
a provision of clerk hire for members—— 

. JOHNSON of California. We have not come to that yet; 
let that wait for a while. 7 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the objection urged by ™Y 

friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is not tenable, because as I un- 





1896. 





erstan e rules, on any amendment put upon the bill by the | 
eae aa of order can be raised in this House. Am I cor- 
rect in that ition? I understand from gentlemen around me 
that I am. en, if the Senate should put on this bill an amend- | 
ment allowing annual clerks to Members and Senators, I do not | 
think any point of order here would carry much weight. 
I will say to the geutleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDsON | | 
that so far as I am concerned, speaking only as one member, I am | 
repared to vote an annual clerk to every member of this body. 
P think we need such assistance much more than Senators do; and | 
Ithank the gentleman for calling my attention to the fact that he 
ruled such a proposition in order at the last session and voted 
for it. 
Mr. CANNON. / 
proceeding by unanimous consent. 


question is to be entirely frank. 

in this ph providing for clerks to Senators is subject to a 
int of order. Later on in the bill there is a clause appropriating 

Fw session clerks to members of the House. That is in pursuance 

of law. I have no doubt that if there should be an effort later on 

to amend that provision so as to cover annual clerks to members 

of the House, somebody would make a point of order on it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. You will not? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I do not say that I will or that I will not. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Suppose we make a bargain? 
[Laughter. 
Mr. CANNON. Isay I have no doubt somebody would mak 
a point of order upon it; and right here I want to state to the 

ntleman from California in complete fairness that as this de- 

te is proceeding now by unanimous consent, no amendment | 
having been offered, a point of order would still be in time; but 
if we should entertain and discuss an amendment it would be too | 
late afterwards to make a point of order on the text of the bill. I 
shall not make the point of order because the committee has re- | 
rted this provision; but it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not | 
want to make a point of order. I believe in having annual clerks | 
for Senators and Members. I have made my suggestion in good 
faith. Suppose we agree that we will not make a point of order 
upon either of these provisions? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to the gentleman that, in my 
judgment, unless he makes a point of order upon this provision 

e will never get annual clerks for members. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] would not make the ‘ bargain” 
which my friend from California so politely invited him to make; 
the gentleman from Illinois would not agree not to make a point 
of order upon an amendment providing for annual clerks to mem- 
bers; and even if the gentleman from Illinois should not make 
the point, some other gentleman weuld. The clause giving to 
members of the House clerks for the session can not be amended 
so as to meet the wishes of the gentleman from California, be- 
cause such an amendment would be obnoxious to the point-of 
order. Now, I suggest that, if the gentleman wants an annual 
clerk, the only way in which he can get one is to make the point 
of order now. If he does not insist upon the point now, he may 
as well give up the idea of annual clerks for members of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. In matters of this kind I am a | 
babe in swaddling clothes. [Laughter.] If my friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] gets me into trouble in this matter he 
will have to carry me out of the trouble. I am reasonably able to 
look out for myself if I am permitted a fair show. But he will | 
have to give me that fair show and help me out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can only promise to stand up to the 


Allow meaword. This debate is necessarily 
The best way of meeting this 
I have no doubt that the clause 





st ion I make. 
. JOHNSON of California. That is all I want. You stood 
up last year most admirably. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of | 


order that this paragraph is not in order—I do not know exactly 
the technical language to use— {laughter]—but I make the point 
that the provision is not authorized by any statute or resolution, 


or as a gentleman su ts, is a change of existing law. , 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I submit that tlie point of order 
comes too late. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee suggests 
that the t of order comes too late. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia remember that this paragraph has been under debate 
for some minutes. 

_ Mr. JOHNSON of California. I rose immediately when the sec- 
tion or had been read. 

The But the gentleman rose for the purpose of 


ME Soe ot Cntitornis. I beg the 


I rose for the purpose of learning whether the provision was au- 
thorized by law; and the chairman of the committee [Mr. Can- 
woul Soe me that I could make a point of order. 

- CANNON. If the Chair will allow me a moment on the 
question of order 


It seems to me that the discussion has been proceeding under 


ardon of the Chair. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| there was any lawor any resolution authorizing this matter 


2269 


unanimous consent presumed, for otherwise it would have been 
out of order. There has been no amendment to the proposition; 
no motion to strike out or anything of that kind, and there has 
been no parliamentary step which would warrant the committee 
in indulging in the debate except by unanimous consent. I merely 
submit to the Chair whether or not talk, out of order, without 
any parliamentary step taken or sought to be taken, would of 
itself waive the question of order? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If I may be permitted, Mr. Chairman, I 
distinctly understood the gentleman from Illinois in the course of 
his remarks to state to the gentleman from California that the 


| point of order could be made upon this provision, and it would be 
| misleading to our youthful and guileless friend from California 


[laughter], who confesses to the condition in which he finds him- 
self on account of his youth—I say it would be misleading to sug- 
gest that the point may be made and then refuse to allow him 
that privilege. I do not think we ought to take advantage of the 
fact, when he states that he was on his feet for that purpose; and 
he was certainly misled, of course without any such intention, 


| by the gentleman from Illinois, who said that the point of order 


would be good against the paragraph. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is exactly what the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations said to me, that the point 
of order would lie against that provision of the bill. I was inquir- 
ing about the matter with a view to determining the facts. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] said also, sotto voce, 
the same thing, and the gentleman from Tennessee {[Mr. R1cHArD- 
SON], and other gentlemen around me. I was simply inquiring 
as to the status of this particular paragraph, to know whether the 
point of order could be made against it or not 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
California to inquire of the gentleman from Lllinois whether an 
amendment to the paragraph would be in order, including clerks 
to members of the House. The Chair understood it to be only an 
inquiry, and there was no suggestion as to a point of order against 


| the paragraph when the gentleman first rose. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. I asked the gentleman whether 


Then 
when he said there was not he admitted that the point of order 
would be good against it. I asked other questions for informa- 
tion, and the discussion went on in that manner for afew moments 
until I made the point of order. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the ruling of the Chair is even a 
little more than technical when he says that I have waived any 
right that I had in the matter, when in my ignorance of the rules 
of the House I thought 1 was saving all my rights. I was afraid 
I would get into trouble. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I think the point 
of order evidently comes too late. 

If gentlemen will reflect a moment they will remember that the 
gentleman from California said that he did not desire to make 
the point of order, but was willing to vote a salary, in connection 
with this provision, to clerks of House members. My colleague 
[Mr. RICHARDSON], soon after I had made the point that there 
was nothing pending, said that we had a right to discuss the pro- 
vision. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Tennessee will permit 
me, i understood the gentleman from California to say distinctly 
that he did not desire to make the point of order upon the pro- 
vision. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
stated a moment ago. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that on a ques- 
tion of this kind, where the point of order is said to come too late 
and there is a dispute as to what a member said, the criterion 
ought to be not as to what the member actually said, but as to 
what he intended at the time he rose. 

Now, the gentleman from California has stated openly and 
frankly, and it should not be disputed, because he makes the 
statement himself, that he rose for the purpose of getting infor 
mation in reference to this paragraph; that when he discovered 
that the point of order could be raised upon it he at once made 
the point of order, or as soon as the opportunity was offered to 
him, and it seems to me to be taking snap judgment on a young 
member, who pleads his own ignorance, to take advantage of the 
fact that he did not make the point of order in the first instance, 
although that was his evident intention. It ought not to be done. 
He ought to be entitled to all of the rights the rules give in the 
matter. The criterion ought to be what he intended to do, and 
no technical advantage ought to be taken of the fact. 

I hope, therefore, that the Chair will not decide this question 
without giving weight to the statement of the gentleman from 
California, that it was his purpose to make the point of order if 
he found it possible todoso. In these matters, of course we should 
all be treated fairly and alike. The mere fact of his saying some- 
thing that might be construed as going into the debate on the gen- 
eral question, and thereby waiving the point of order, ought not 


That was my understanding, as I 
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to take him from the floor or permit advantage to betaken of that 
technicality. 
Mr. HILL. 


I would like to submit a parliamentary inquiry to 
the Chair. Will the Chair kindly inform an ignorant member of 
the House what rule or order of the House prevents a point of 
order to be raised upon a provision at any time before the final 
decision of the question under consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know whether there is 
such a provision in the rule or whether it has grown out of the 
uniform practice of the House. But it has been uniformly held, 
and the members during this Congress have been reminded of it 
time and time again, that after the debate has begun on a para- 
graph or an amendment it is then too late to raise the point of 
order. 

Of course there is no rule that applies differently to the younger 
or the older members. The rules apply to all alike, and the 
Chairman can only enforce the rules as they are. The practice of 
the House has always been that when a clause has been entered 
upon, and debate has been had upon it, or when debate has been had 
upon an amendment offered to any clause of the bill, the point of 
order would be too late and could not be entertained. Sometimes 
when a member rises and states that he rose in the first instance 
and tried to get the attention of the Chair to make a point of or- 
der and was not heard, the Chair recognizes that fact. But this 
is an entirely different case. The gentleman from California rose 
for the purpose of making omy in the first instance, toascertain 
whether his amendment would be entertained as germane. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. No; [rose in the first instance 
to inquire whether this paragraph was authorized by any statute 
or resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. If the gentleman asked that in 
the first place,/he subsequently asked the question whether an 
amendment to it would be inorder. Then he stated once or twice 
during the course of his debate that he did not wish to raise the 

int of order upon this agraph. Now, it seems to the Chair 
Prat, after all that, the point of order comes too late. 

Mr. HILL. The point I wish to make is this, that we are sup- 

to be governed by the rules of the House as adopted by the 

ouse, and not by ancient custom. Iask that some rule of the 

House may be shown under which this point of order is not proper 
to be made at this time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. lIask unanimous consent that this paragraph 
be passed for the present. 

r. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, under the rule of the House, 
where the rules are silent there is a general rule that adopts the 
liamentary law, and the common parliamentary law, as settled 

v the House of Kepresentatives, and the practice from the foun- 
dation of the Government is in harmony with the general state- 
ment of the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
California will yield to me—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, I will yield to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the Chair to have held that 
this point of order comes too late? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the opinion of the Chair. The 
Chair, however, before finally announcing the decision, will hear 
the gentleman from Tennessee or the gentleman from California, 
if they desire to be heard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield tothe gentleman from California, 
if he wishes to debate it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I only ask unanimous consent 
that this paragraph and the ruling of the Chairman, and all mat- 
ters connected with it, be laid aside temporarily, to be taken up 
later, or when we reach page 16, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that this paragraph be over for the present, 
to be taken up at a later time, and that the point of order be con- 
— as pending against the paragraph. Is there objection to 

e uest? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, if the Chair will permit me to make one 
——— with reference to this matter-—— 

e CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I yield to the gentleman, yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman from California states distinctly 
that what he did when he first got up was to make an inquiry in 
the nature of a parliamentary ys and it was for the purpose 
of getting information as to whether a point of order was neces- 
sary to get at the true status; and if it was in the nature of a par- 
liamentar naerT: > trust the Chair will certainly not construe 
that into being debate, and then take, as I said before, snap judg- 
ment on him under these conditions. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I understand the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. McCa.u] is willing to withdraw his objection. 

The C MAN. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
from Tennessee withdraws his objection. 





Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, I withdraw my point thatthe point 
of order comes too late. 

Mr. BAILEY. I renewit as to the point of order coming too 
late. I am perfectly content that it shall be passed over until we 
reach page 16. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is whav I meant, unani- 
mous consent—— 

Mr. CANNON, 
clause go out. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Thegentleman from Illinoisasks unanimous 
consent that the clause be stricken out of the bill. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes; I object to that. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, in the absence of any motion, I ask that 
the Clerk read. 

Mr. MOODY. I have an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy] desires to offer an amendment to the pa aph. 

Mr. MOODY. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I understand the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations wants unanimous consent th: 


this go out. 
Several MempBers. He did not get it. 
withdraw my objection, at the 


Then I will ask unanimous consent that the 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
suggestion of my friend from Tennessee. 

‘The CHAIR The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon} 
asks unanimous consent that the clause be stricken out of the bill, 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it had better be voted out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I suggest that the gentleman from 
California move to strike it out. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. i , that is my motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Iwant to inquire whether or not 
the request that I made for unanimous consent that all action on 
this paragraph, including the point of order, be postponed until 
we reach and finish page 16 has been oe to? The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. McCa.u] withdrew his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee | \r. 
McCa.u] withdraw his objection? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I withdraw the objection that I 
made that the point of order came too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
CALL], as the Chair understands, does not withdraw the objection 
to the request that the paragraph be over. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Ido not withdraw the objection to 
the request that the paragraph be ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Tennessee objects. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Aparliamentaryinquiry. Would it be com- 
petent now to ask that the further consideration of this clause be 
ystponed until we reach the same section as it applies to the 


ouse, on 16? 

The C MAN. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is what I asked. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent that the furtlier 
consideration of this clause be —s until we reach, on page 
16, the corresponding item applying to the House of Repres«nia- 
tives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the further consideration of this clause be post}on! 
until the committee reaches page 16, where there is a simi!ar 
provision for the House of Representatives. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest—that is equivalent to an object 1 
when I make the suggestion—I would suggest to the gent} m:n 
from Iowa and the gentleman from Tennessee, in charge of (/\¢ 
bill, if it meets their approval and that of the committee, that w» 
pass this clause with the privilege of returning to it on or betvre 
the completion of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Is not that the same thing? 

Mr. CANNON. No. I will ask for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that this paragraph be passed with the privilege of retur!- 
ing to it on or before the completion of the consideratiog of the 


bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And that the decision of the 
Chair on the point of order is still open? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not asked that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I ask that. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the proposition which is excepted 
to. The Chair will, however, put it to the committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is unnecessary, because the gentlems" 
from Tennessee [Mr. McCat] has withdrawn his objection th: 
the point of order was too late. 

BAILEY. In order that there may be no mistake about 


that, I renewed the point of order. 
The . The gentleman from Texas renewed tho 














rder the Chair has substantially sustained it. The 
vent is for eee consent that this clause be over 


i ivilege of returning to it on or before the completion 
Withee > i here objection? [After a pause.] The Cl 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


J tect he Capitol: For chief engineer, $1,700; two assistant 

oe "m0 cach: four conductors of the elevators. at $1,100 each, 
who shall be under the super vision and direction of the Architect of the Cap 
itol: laborer, $820; five firemen, at $900 each; electrician, $1,200; laborer, $500); 
jaborer to clean Statuary Hall and watch statuary therein, $660; in all, 
16, 480. 
: Mr. SMITH of MDlinois. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 21, page 11, strike out the word “eight” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “one,” and in line 2, e li, strike out the word “ hundred" and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ thousand. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I make the point of order that we 
had passed that in the reading. as 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I offered it immediately after the read- 
ing of the clause. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
amendment. ie 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. This is under the head of ‘‘ Architect of 
the Capitol,” and I offered the amendment just as soon as I could 
offer it. 
the par hh had been concluded. 

The C MAN. The Chair apprehends that that is not the 
point of order. 

Mr. DOCKER 
stated again. : 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. SMITH of Dllinois. The amendment is simply this: That 
that laborer should receive $1,000 instead of $800. 
there is to that amendment. 
laborer has more work to perform than many other parties em- 

loyed in this Capitol who receive $1,100 or $1,200 a year. The 
Suty of that laborer consists of taking charge of an engine and the 
lighting of this end of the Capitol. Also, he is required, from 
morning until this House adjourns at night, to be on duty all the 
time. I presume there are but few members of this House who 


Of course, 1 was compelled to wait until the reading of | 


Y. I would be gladif the amendment should be | 
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That is all | 
My reason for offering itis this: That | 


have ever walked to the top of the Dome of this Capitol, and yet | 


that laborer has to do so twice ever 
session to light up the Goddess of 

stands on the top of the Dome, and to extinguish the light after- 
wards. In addition to those duties, there has been placed upon 


night that the House is in | 
iberty, I believe it is, that | 


; | is now holding for a year. 
I reserve the point of order on the | 


sense and the good judgment of the members of this House. I 
trust} the gentleman will withdraw his point of order and let the 
amendment be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee if the appropriation carried in the last bill 
purported to fix the salary, except for that year, like the provision 
in the pending bill? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. It did not. 

The CHAIRMAN, Then theChair overrules the point of « 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vot: 
my amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask my colleague what 
assurance he has that if this appropriation is increased from $800 
to $1,000 the man he has in his mind will get it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Simply that I suppose that if we pro- 
vide a certain salary for the man who is now performing the duty 
there will be sufficient honesty on the part of the disbursing offi 
cer to pay the salary which is provided for by Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. How long has this man been at work? 

Mr. SMITH of ilinois. He has been at work in the position he 


rder. 


upon 


Mr. CANNON, 
laborer at $820. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. That is a different one entirely. 
is the one that takes charge of the engine. 

Mr. CANNON. There is nothing to prevent the changing of 
the positions of the two men by appointment. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Oh, I am not concerning myself at all 
about changes by appointment. I am willing, and so is the gen 
tleman willing, to take his chances of getting the amount if it is 
allowed in this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I only wanted to know what assurance my col- 
league had that the man he had in his mind would get the money. 
Now I will ask him another question, whether this is a real 
laborer or somebody who holds a sinecure and does no work, but 
hires a man to do it for him for a less sum than he is paid? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The gentleman here concerned attends 
to his duties from early morning until long after this House ad- 
journs and no one assists him. He has no assistant provided and 
he is not able, out of the salary he receives, to employ some one 
to do the work and let him sit around warming his toes at the 
radiator. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman that this propo 
increase of salary is not submitted in the estimat 


I find in this same paragraph a provision fora 


This 


ed 
sof the Archi 


| tect of the Capitol, under whom this gentleman performs his daily 


him what was never asked of a man filling that place before, that | 


is, to take char 
presume, than from here to the Peace Monument, the worst cor- 
until the gentleman who now performs these duties came in there 
was a separate laborer who was paid $500 a year for taking charge 
of that corridor; and there is to-day another laborer who has a 


that. So this gentleman is performing the duties of two men, of 
two laborers, and has no one to “spell” him, as we would say, 
when “ tired nature” may want toseekrespose. [Laughter.]| We 
have four elevator men to-day, and they receive $1,100 each; and 
yet they are not on duty any longer than is this one laborer. Now, 
all heasksisthis, and it is perfectly reasonable that he should have 
it: That his be increased from $800 to $1,000 per annum. 
Certainly that will appeal to the good sense and judgment of the 
membersof this House. His dutiesare just as I have stated them, 
and he performs them faithfully and well; and instead of paying 
Sy in having two men to do that work, he is willing to do it 
or $1,000 a peer I hope the amendment may be concurred in. 

Mr. McC of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order against the proposed amendment that it changes existing 
law. I find that the last appropriation bill fixed this salary at 
$800 a year, and I understand that by a ruling of tho Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole the —— appropriation bills in 
the last Congress have been held to be the existing law where 
there is no statute to the contrary. That being so, this amend- 
ment is subject to the point of order that it changes existing law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, has it not been held by 
the Chair that an eg bill is the existing law? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I was going to ask that question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Because, if that be so, then an amendment 
which I desire to offer at the proper time in regard to the use of 
the fees of the clerks of courts of appeal will be in order, for the 
Teason that on the last appropriation bill that ition was 


have argued in times gone quite the reverse of 
my present contention, but I desire to say now that on all former 


I was entirely wrong. [Laughter.] 

Illinois. I —- he gentleman in charge of this 
behind a point of order when, if 1 have 

ve, this case certainly appeals to the good 








of a corridor in the basement that is longer, I | 


, Peat | priations thought this was not an opportune time to 
ridor in the basement of this building; and I am also told that | 


duties. I want to say, further, that although quite a number of 
increases of salaries were submitted by the heads of Executive De- 
partments and officers of the Government, the Committee on Appro- 


recommend 
such increases to the House; so that if this increase be made the 


| action will be taken in the absence of any estimate submitted by 


the proper officer, and also in disregard of the action of the Com- 


A | mittee on Appropriations in refusing to report other proposed in- 
shorter corridor to attend to who receives $50 a month for doing | 


creases of salary. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. In reply tothat, Mr. Chairman, I will 
say that it is not customary, and has not been during the years I 
have been in Congress, for the Architect of the Capitol in furnish- 
ing his estimates of expenses to be continually changing the sala- 
ries. That is usually ton by the House itself, or by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in framing its bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend allow me to suggest that the 
law expressly requires the Architect of the Capitol to submit his 
estimates through the Secretary of the Treasury, who sends them 
to the Speaker of the House, by whom they are referred to the 
committee? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I understand that; but it is entirely 
probable that the Architect of the Capitol, in view of his other 
duties, does not always bear in mind all the different employees 
under him, or the question whether they are being sufficiently 
compensated for the work they perform. I ask for a vote. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read in full the paragraph providing for employees in 
the Doorkeeper’s department. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 15, after line 6, insert ** for the employment of Joel Grayson in the 
document room, $1,500."’ 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman. I will reserve the point of 
order on that amendment until I hear an explanation of it. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can reserve his point of order 
and I can state in a minute all that I desire to say about this 
amendment. Provision for this officer for the balance of the fiscal 


ayes 43, noes 36 
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year was put on the urgent deficiency bill. The officer referred of their official duties during vacation. It does not authorize the 
to is Joel Grayson; everyone knows who he is. He is engaged in | payment of a hundred dollars a month unless the member certifies 


the document room, and has been there for many years. He does 
his work well. He was carried by a resolution adopted in the last 
Congress. I presume this is all that is necessary to be said, unless 
the gentleman from Tennessee wants to ask some further question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not understand the effect of the amend- 
ment, and therefore reserved the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON, The amendment is simply to continue this offi- 
cer for the coming year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not know but that the amendment 
might involve the creation of a new office. 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ODELL. I move to amend by striking out after the word 
“laborer,” in line 9, the words ‘“‘four hundred” and inserting 
‘“‘seven hundred and twenty,” making the salary of this laborer 
$120. This is tocarry out the resolution adopted by the House one 
day last week fixing the salary of this laborer at $720 instead of 
$400. The resolution was adopted upon the report of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. As I understand the gentleman 
from New York oo ODELL], this amendment is designed to 
carry out a resolution adopted by the House a few days ago in- 
creasing this salary from $400 to $720. I make no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, there being—ayes 50; noes none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clerk hire, Members and Delegates, House of Representatives: To pay 
Members and Delegates the amount which they certify they have paid or 
agreed to pay for clerk hire necessarily employed by them in the discharge 
of their official and representative duties, as provided in the joint resolution 
approved March 3, 1803, $93,792.16, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of the pending paragraph after the word “ duties,” in line 10, 
to the end of the paragraph, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“An amount not exceeding to each Member or Delegate, not a chairman of a 
committee having an annual clerk, the sum of $100 per month, the amount to 
be certified by them on the first day of each calendar month in the manner 
provided in the joint resolution approved March 3, 1893." 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I reserve a point of order on that 
amendment. 

Several Members. Oh,no. — ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. I should like to hear the grounds on which 
the gentleman bases his point of order. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The ground for the point of order 
is that the amendment changes the existing law; that it is an aor 

ge among not authorized bylaw. I find that on the 3d of March, 

893, there was enacted the following joint resolution: 

Resolved, etc., That on and after April 1, 1893, each Member and Delegate of 
the House of Representatives of the United ‘States may, on the Ist day of 
every month during sessions of Congress ar to the Clerk of the House 

Representatives the amount which he has or to pay for clerk 
hire necessarily employed by him in the disc of his official and re- 
sentative duties during the previous month, and the amount so certified 
be paid by the Clerk ont of the contingent fund of the House on the 4th day 
of each month to the person or persons named in each of said certificates so 
filed: Provided, 'That the amount so certified and paid for clerical services 


rendered to each Member and Delegate shall not exceed $100 for any month 


peng A session: And provided further, That the provisions of this resolu- 
tion s not apply to members who are chairmen of committees entitled 
under the rules to a clerk. 


The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understood the law as read by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCaLt], it applied only to 
the last Co > : 

Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. Idonotthinkso. Itisa joint reso- 
lution — by the two Houses and aeons March 3, 1898—a 
general provision of law, as I understand. 

Mr. CANNON. There can be no doubt that the provision as 
read by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCa..] is the per- 
manent law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is merely reserving the point of order; he 
has not yet raised a point of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I distinctly stated, Mr. Chairman, 
when the amendment had been read that I reserved a point of 
order upon it. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] 
then d that I should state the reasons on which I based my 
point of order; so I proceeded to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is reserved, as the Chair 
understands. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. That is all, sir. Now let the dis- 
cussion go on, and let us see what there is in the amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to 
discuss the merits of this amendment. The bill as reported au- 
thorizes the repayment to members of the amount paid by them 
for clerk hire during the session. The amendment simply extends 
that authority so that members will have refunded to them the 
amount they certify they have paid for clerk hire in the discharge 


that he was obli to pay that amount in the discharge of jis 
official duties. [Cries of ** Vote!” “ Vote! a 

Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to suggest that this same question 
was raised on the 8th of February last upon an amendment 
almost precisely similar to this; and the then occupant of th» 
chair overruled the point of order. You will find it on page 1952 
of volume 27, part 3, of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa be king 
enough to send the decision in question to the Chair? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the yo). 
tleman from Minnesota is clearly out of order in the form in w},\.-), 
he has drawn it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In what respect? 

Mr. McMILLIN. For the reason that the present law—and | 
admit for the pu of the argument that the provision of the 
last appropriation bill is the existing law—the present law prov ides 
only for clerks to members who are not chairmen of comuittees 
having aclerk. The gentleman’s amendment extends that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh,no; it does not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman will agree with mo 
when he hears me out. 

The resolution provides only clerks for those who are not chair- 
men of committees that have clerks. 

But chairmen of committees who have only session clerks are 
entitled under your amendment to the privilege it confers. This, 
therefore, is merely extending the law in that particular. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the joint 
resolution passed in the Fifty-second Congress merely authorized 
the payment of the amounts certified by the members to have 
been paid out for clerk hire during the session; and such payment 
was authorized to be made out of the contingent fund of the 
House. It therefore expired with the Fifty-third Congress. It 
had no reference to any other Congress than the Fifty-third, for 
the expense was to be paid from the contingent fund of the House, 
and the appropriation was made and payment was made from 
that fund. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit me, he secins 
to mistake my point of order. I will restate it. 

The original resolution did not allow those who had session 
clerks, as chairmen of committees, to designate a clerk. But this 
resolution that you now offer as an amendment would give a clerk 
not only to the member who has no clerk now, as chairman of a 
committee, but would allow also a member, as chairman of a com- 
mittee who has a session clerk, to appoint another one. You ex- 
clude the annual clerk, I admit, but the chairman of the commit- 
tee which has a session clerk would, under the terms of this reso- 
lution, be given permission to appoint another clerk, which has 
never been the case so far as I remember in the House up to this 
time, and which the law does not now authorize. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the act of March 3, 189. with 
reference to this matter, contains the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the provisions of this resolution shall not apply to 


— who are chairmen of committees and entitled under the rules toa 
er 


Now, these are merely annual clerks, and that is the reason I 
put the same limitation in the amendment. It conforms precisely 
to the proviso of the joint resolution of March 3, 1893. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. y. 

Mr. BAILEY. Under the amendment the gentleman proposes, 
would the clerks of the individual members be permitted to draw 
their — Congress is not in session? 


Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; the amendment does not authorize 
the payment of any sum to the clerk. The amount must be paid 
- moa ong on his certificate as to the amount paid by }um for 

erk hire. 


Mr. BAILEY. Then it is a certain that they can not 
draw it as the law now stands, and if they could draw it under 
~ resolution I submit that the resolution does change existing 
aw. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amount is now paid not under this reso 
lution, but under the appropriations e by the Fifty-third Con- 


gress. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. I make no question on the manner of its pay- 
ment—— 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). And the authority for the pay- 


ment is not upon the joint resolution of 1893, but the 

authority for the tment of the clerks and their payment 'S 

found in the app’ tion bill passed by the Fifty-third Congress. 
Mr. McCa.u of Tennessee was recognized. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Before the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee begins, I would like to ask the gentleman from Minnes 
a question. In your amendment, would you not be satisfied to 
strike out the word “annual,” so that this would give to each ae 
ber a clerk who has not a clerk as chairman of a committee, = 








1896. 





members who have session clerks, but whose services termi- 
= at the expiration of the session? They ought to be entitled 
to the disbursements made by them on account of clerical service. 
This could be done by striking out the word ‘‘ annual.” 

I that you do that, and with your permission would like 
to have that modification in the amendment made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ido not think there is any objection to that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me make a suggestion right there. The 
Se making that suggestion isthe chairman of a committee, 

not? 

na WILLIAM A. STONE. I am not the chairman of any 
committee. Why does the gentleman ask that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask that for this reason: I was going to 
illustrate the point. Chairmen of committees have annual clerks, 
many of them, at $2,000. Now, when Congress is not in session 
that salary on. That clerk has nothing else to do and can do 
the member's service; but in the instance of the members of the 
committee who are not chairmen their clerks cease at the end of 
the session. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, why are they not entitled to clerks in 
the interim, from one session to another, the same as the chairmen? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They will be entitled to clerks if 
you strike out the word “‘ annual.” As you have drawn it now 

ou give to every member of Congress the right to a clerk, or to 

100 for disbursement for clerk hire, except those who are chair- 
men of committees having annual clerks. That would include 
chairmen of committees having session clerks, and they would 
draw during the session $100 a month, and their session clerks 
would also be paid. 

Mr. MAHO 


. Whose session clerks? No chairman of a com- 


mittee has a private clerk. They are the clerks of committees. | 


This does not apply to the chairman of a committee. The clerks 
of my committee 
refused. As the chairman of the committee I absolutely will not 
allow a committee clerk to do my private work. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. You are the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. The clerks of that committee have all that 
they can attend to to perform their committee duties. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Your committee has an annual 


Mr. MAHON. There are two. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This does not affect that question | 


one way or the other. 

Mr. MAHON. Why should I pay my private clerk and two- 
— of the members of this House be reimbursed for their clerk 

ire? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This does not affect that question. 
The amendment as drawn by the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
TAWNEY] excludes chairman of committees having annual clerks. 
Now, that would go to the chairman of a committee having a ses- 


sion clerk. He would have his session clerk and his hundred dol- | 


lars a month besides. It would not affect the question of annual 
clerks. My suggestion is to strike out the word ‘‘annual.” 

Mr. LACEY. In other words, why should the chairman of a 
committee having an annual clerk be in any worse situation, so 
far as his other work was concerned, than the chairman of a com- 


mittee having a session clerk? 
Mr. WILL A. STONE. Yes. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will modify my amendment by striking out 
the word “annual.” 

Mr. CHICKERING. Let it be read. 

The CHAIRMAIN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An amount not exceeding, to each Member or Delegate not a chairman of a 
committee havinga clerk, the sum of $100 per month, the amount to be cer- 
tified by them on the first day of each calendar month in the manner pro- 
vided in the joint resolution approved March 3, 1893. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MAHON. I move to amend that by putting in the word 
“annual.” 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if I should yield 
to the promptings of my personal desire to accommodate mem- 
bers and the importunities of members of the House, I should not 
insist on this point of order, but it occurs to me that in the condi- 
tion of affairs now existing to propose an amendment to this bill 
that will cost the people of this country an increase of $432,000 
biennially is something which, as a member of this Committee 
on A: ons, I can not consistently do. 

Mr. TA ‘YY. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. In a moment. Not only so, but 
ted here for the government of the 
tand, this proposition is subject to a point 
order. Now, the question is presented, shall we let an item of 
this magnitude come into this bill, in the face of the fact that it 
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ve offered to do my private work, but I have | 
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is subject to a point of order, and thereby throw down the bars 
for every kind of an amendment, or shall we invoke the rules of 
the House and let this go out upon the point of order? That is 
the question. I want members to reflect that in the midst of these 
hard times, in the midst of these days when we are borrowing 
money to pay our own salaries and to pay the expenses of this 
Government, it is proposed by this amendment to increase the ex- 
penses of this Government $432,000 biennially, and Lsay we should 
stop and consider the consequences of the proposed action. 

Mr. STEELE. How do you make that out? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. By a simple calculation. 

Mr. STEELE. There are three hundred and sixty days; and if 
you employ one clerk each for twelve months for 8360 members at 
$100 a month, it would amount to $360,000, which would be a 
difference of $72,000 from what the gentleman states. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. A member of Congress is elected 
for two years, which is twenty-four months. The Congress is tn 
session about twelve months out of the twenty-four months, 
being about nine months in one session and three months in the 
other. Now, under the present law we can have a clerk for 
twelve months, and as there are 360 Members and Delegates, at 
$1,200 a year it would be $432,000 for the twelve months that we 
are not here, and we are paying out of the Treasury of the Gov- 
ernment $432,000 for clerks when Congress is not in session. 

Several MEMBERS. It is not for two years. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. For two years it would be § 
each. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman's assumption is based on the 
supposition that members will certify that they have paid out 
$100 a month for twenty-four months for clerical hire, while we 
all know as a fact that that is not the rule and has not been dur- 
ing the three or four years that we have had this law upon the 
statute books. So that your estimate is not correct, and there is 
no way in which you can correct the estimate. There are some 
members who have not certified to having had clerical hire ex- 
ceeding $3 a month. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will you allow me one ren 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIS. I believe this. I will agree to your movement 
in this matter provided you originate it at the other end of the 
Capitol and let it go over the whole field. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. If I was over there I would be one 
who would be willing to do so. 

Mr. WILLIS. In the way it is at present 
think your point is a good one. [Applause. | 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Tennessee will per- 
mit me, I want to suggest, sir, that there is no statute upon this 
subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no such statute on this subject 
the gentleman has referred to. 

Mr. STEELE. He has not referred to a statute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The point I make, Mr. Chairman, is that, 
except as to additional legislation from year to year, there is no 
provision of law under which these clerks can be made available. 
The point I want to make is this: That the sum provided for 
under the joint resolution approved March 3, 1893, was to be paid 


> 400 


irk? 


arranged I do not 


as 


| outof the contingent fund of the House; a contingent fund that is 


| created each year in the annual appropriation bill. 


If there was 


| no provision of that kind in the appropriation bill each year there 


ment. 


| 








would be no fund out of which to pay. So that I insist there 


| must be legislation every year in order to make the joint resolu- 


tion available which gentlemen say prohibifs us from this amend- 
In other words, there is no law—the gentleman can point 
to no law, complete in itself—upon this subject; and every year 
there must be new legislation, additional lerislation, in order to 
make the provision of the joint resolution of March 38, 1893, avail- 
able. So that the point of order, in my judgment, is not good. 
The provision is this: 

And the amount so certified shall be paid by the Cl 
fund of the House on the 4th day of each month t 
named in each of said certificates so filed. 

The only way to secure that payment is through the contingent 
fund, and that require. annual legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. The joint resolution to which 
the Chair has been referred provides that that clerk hire shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. The clause in the 
appropriation bill makes the appropriation direct, to be paid to 
the members, not out of the contingent fund, but out of the gen- 
eral fund in the Treasury. In that particular it is a change of 
existing law, as contained in the joint resolution, as it appears to 
the Chair. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman upon 


rk out of the contingent 
» the person or persons 


that question, and also upon the further question, if it is admitted 
to be a change of existing law, whether an amendment which is 
germane to that provision in the bill, although it changes existing 
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law, is not in order. The Chair would like to hear upon those 
two questions. : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Give it up. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have no inten- 
tion of going into a discussion of the fine point suggested by the 
Chair; and, so far as I am concerned, I have only made the point 
of order, and am satisfied, with what has been stated, to leave it 
to the Chair for his determination. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, it ~~ to me that the dis- 
tinction drawn by the gentleman from lowa is a perfectly clear 
one. The House by a joint resolution Ss tame for the payment 
of the salaries of clerks of members. do not consider, sir, that 
it was necessary that such — should have been made by 
independent statute, but the right exists to provide in annual 
appropriations for annual legislative expenses. If it should be 
conceded that the existence of statutory legislation is necessary to 
authorize such appropriations, then it follows that one Congress 
has the right to limit another in its legislative expenses, a conces- 
sion which I suppose no one will admit is correct. 

My contention is that the current expenses of each House must 
be regulated by each House and provision for their payment made 
as the occasion arises. In other words, the power to provide for 
its legislative expenses is closely analogous to its power to estab- 
lish rules for its own government, and if the House should find it 
necessary to increase the number of clerks to committees, or to 
increase any other means required for the transaction of the pub- 
lic business, it would be authorized to provide for the payment 
thereof by an item in the proper appropriation bill regardless of 
existinglaw. Forthese reasons, Mr. Chairman, Il am of opinion the 
amendment offered is not subject to the point of order made 
against it. It being within the power of the House to provide 
itself with whatever means it considers necessary for the trans- 
action of the public business, it follows that if it should be con- 
sidered necessary that members should have clerical assistance 
during the recess, the House has as much right to provide that as 
other means to transact the public business. But, Mr. Chairman, 
while I feel perfectly satisfied that the point of order is not well 
taken, I concur with the gentleman from Tennessee that the 
amendment involves an extravagant and unnecessary expenditure 
of public money which this House ought not to make. 

Mr. Dg ARMOND rose. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat, and who seems to be 
opposed to this amendment—— 

A MemBER. No; he is in favor of it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ThenIwilltakemyseat. [Laugh- 


ter. 

air, DE ARMOND. There is manifest here, Mr. Chairman, a 
disposition to rush with hot haste through the rules of the House 
and over the law in order to put into the pockets of members of 
this House $100 a month when Congress is not in session in addi- 
tion to the —— for which they contracted with their constitu- 
ents. A point of order, however, is pending, and for the present 
the Chair may act as a breakwater, and by the use of the law and 
the rules of the House prevent this raid upon the Treasury, which 
has neither law nor justice behind it; has nothing to support it 
except individual interests. The joint resolution which was 
in 1893 provided that there might be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House a sum not exceeding $100 a month for the hire 
of a clerk for each member during the session of Congress. 

The first suggestion made now, in order to obviate the force of 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McCaLiLJ—a — of order, in m see cere ‘anquestionably 

—is that the provision in the bill itself is a change of existing 

w, and that a further change of existing law in the form of this 
amendment may be allowed, as no point of order has been made 
against nd ty wa in the bill. Now, Isubmit that the provision 
incorporated in this appropriation bill is not a change of existing 
law in any particular, and that there is no shelter nor support for 
this attempt to override the law and make this unauthorized ap- 

riation in oting that appears in this bill; so that if the law 

to be overridden and this a priation is to be made, the fault 

can not be laid at the door of the committee which reported this 
bill to the House, 

What is the provision in the bill? The provision is: 




































1893 is almost bodily carried into this appropriation, an appro- 
priation within the limitation a that joint resolution, 
an appropriation for the i by that joint resolu- 
gee st ae 
ow, we is appropriation is to be paid out 
of a different fund or to come through a different et am 
aware that there was a ruling in Committee of the Whole of the 
last House which, if the Chairman sees aa to follow it, may 
serve aga precedent fora ruling which will holdthis point of order 
not to be good. One of the calamities that sometimes arise in leg- 
islative bodies, I believe, is that when a ruling is made, right or 
wrong, that ruling may be—and too often is, as a matter of 
course—used as a precedent for other rulings. But the question, 
I take it, before the present Chairman and before this committes 
and before the country is not so much whether the gentleman 
who presided in the Committee of the Whole in the last House 
ruled correctly or incorrectly upon a similar amendment as it is 
the question of how the Chairman now presiding should rule and 
how this House should govern its action with respect to this matter. 

I say again if a precedent only is required for a ruling which 
shall override this point of order, the precedent has been set, but 
I appeal to the Chairman—and I believe I shall not appeal in 
vain—to exercise his own independent judgment on the law, and 
not to be bound by a precedent not founded. Precedents only 
deserve to be followed when they rest upon correct principles. 
Precedents deserve to be followed only when in themselves they 
are worthy of the approval of those called upon to act with respect 
to them. If we are to scurry over the country here and there for 
decisions upon this _— and wu that point, there will be no 
court of justice which may not ‘‘ dispense with justice” and decree 
that which will be the most arrant injustice, because precedents 
can be found for everything, and unfortunately they are not lack- 
ing in this House. 

recollect that in the last House, after a ruling in Committes 
of the Whole upon such a point of order as that now pending, I 
raised the question in the House itself whether or not the matter 
might not be there reviewed. It was my belief then, it is my be- 
lief now, that the House in its organized capacity, with its chosen 
presiding officer in the chair, ought to be privileged, and is priv- 
ileged (unless we follow some of these precedents that are ‘‘ more 
honored in the breach than in the observance”’), to correct erro- 
neous rulings made in the Committee of the Whole. The deci- 
sion, however, was against me upon that point; and there stands 
another precedent. 

However that may be, the duty of the Chairman now of course 
is to rule correctly upon this proposition; and I have not a parti- 
cle of doubt that he will endeavor to do so. I ask him to use his 
own judgment, to be guided by the law, and not to rest upon a 
precedent which has no support in reason or in law—a precedent 
in reference to which, I venture to say, the gentleman himself 
who set it will not risk his parliamen reputation by rising 
and stating in this House that it was ed in reason or is jus- 
tified in parliamentary law. 

Now, then, I venture to say that this provision as incorporated 
in this bill, without speaking closely or particularly about this or 
that exact phraseology of appropriation bills, does not work a 
change of law; that it is ble, it is reasonable, it is natural to 
carry out the law as embodied in that joint resolution of March 
3, 1893, under and by virtue of this provision which the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations has incorporated in this bill. A change of 
law has not been proposed by the committee. If a change of law 
be now made, let the responsibility or the credit, as the case may 
be, rest upon those who must bear the one or deserve the other. 
The vision of the committee does not propose to change the 
law, but the proposition to change the law is that which is now 
pending in the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. TawNEy]. 

The question here is not so much as to this point, though I would 
ly willing for m to let the House vote upon it, 
would be glad to have the House vote upon it, would be glad to 
have spread before the country the record of a yea-and-nay vote 
upon it—this is not, however,so much a question of the right or 
the wrong of this pro amendment as an original proposition 
as it is the question of parliamentary law and of statutory law in- 


s 


Delega But passing on to the other question, I contend not only that this 
paid e greed to § -_7 ee ee el betes i hea dis. — of order ought to be sustained because it is manifestly good, 
= their official and ve duties, as provided in the joint | but I contend See ought to be sustained because 

ution approved March 3, y the upholding of law here and the sustaining of 
Who has the right to restrict that la: . ‘as providedin the point of order made under the law and under the rules is the 
joint resolution approved March 8, 1893 has a right tosay | only means by which this House can be kept from thrusting 
that the incorporation of a in this bill does ready hands into the Treasury and taking from it monthly when 
not with it all that is em in that resolution, the pay- | the is not in session funds to w members of this 
ment out of the contingent fund of the House? It is merely'a House are not entitled, as much an increase of official salary, 
uibble upon words to contend that this ion is of a dif- | just as completely effectually, so far as it goes, a “salary 
ferent character 


. The very joint resolu’ 1893 is itself re- 
ferred to in the provision in the pending bill. That resolution of 








men when the salaries of members of Congress were raised from 


ene ean otiom which was passed March 3, 1993, did not 
relate to that . IL voted against it then, as a great many 
other gentlemen did, but it did not apply to that Congress. The 


ho it upon the statute book did not by doing so 
ee their own — _But here isa —— 
tion to be a by the beneficiaries to take out of the 
Treasury of the e money which belongs to them and money 
which we have no moral or legal right to take. I beseech the 
Chairman to sustain a point of order manifestly good, to disre- 
gard a precedent notorious) 
save the people of the Unit 


clear tened. 
cary EPBURN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 


a question. . ' 

tir. DE ARMOND. Certainly, sir. — ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the gentleman's judgment, is not the pro- 
vision reported by the committee a change in existing law? 

Mr. DEARMOND. It is not, in my judgment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


States from the looting that is here 


: Does it not 
ferent fund from the fund out of which these payments were to 
be made under the joint resolution of March 3, 1893? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Not necessarily. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that under the joint resolution 
of 1893 the sums paid to members are to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, while the payments provided for in this 
pill are to be made by the Treasurer of the United States? 

Mr. DEARMOND. This is virtually a part, within the mean- 

of that resokution, of the contingent fund of the House. 

Several MemBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman, a change of the handling 
officer through whom an appropriation goes is not necessarily a 
change of law within the meaning of this rule. Whether one 
officer pays or whether by a mere regulation another officer pays, 
the money = comes out of the Treasury of the United 
States through whatever channels it may pass. 

Mr. HEPB In one instance the Clerk of this House is 
required to make payment—— 

Mr. DEARMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And in the other instance the Treasurer of 
the United States is required to pay. Is not that a change of ex- 


isting law? 

Mr. DEARMOND. It is amere informal regulation. Either 
way there is simply an appropriation out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will address myself a moment to that 

ition. If you concede that the contention of the gentleman 
Sen lowe is correct—I do not concede it, I combat it—but if you 
concede that it is correct, I claim that still the pending amendment 
is not in order. The pr ition to change the law in one partic- 
ular does not authorize the enlargement of that proposition so as 
to change the law in other and different particulars. 

Here is where we get, if the contention of the gentleman from 


Iowa is true, on his theory and tested by his own philosophy: He | em; 


says this provision in the bill, as it is, is in itself a change of ex- 
isting law. Now, for the sake of the argument, let us admit that 
it is and see what follows, according to his theory. On that basis 


bad—to save the Treasury and to | 
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provide for payment out of a dif- | 


| 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Are you in favor of the proposition to pay 
members the amount necessarily expended by ens for clerk hire, 
as reported by the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, sir; I am not; although I have no 
special objection to it in its present form. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You are not only opposed to the amendment, 
but you are also opposed to the payment of any clerical hire 
whatever? : 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will say this: In days when Congressmen 
on this floor were as useful to their constituents and to the country 
as any of us can ever be or ever hope to be, when they were paid 
smallersalaries, and when money was worth less than it is worth 


to-day, Congressmen were not supplied with clerical assistance at 
theexpenseof the people. I voted against the resolution of 1893; I 
would vote for its repeal; I would vote against this appropriation 


because, while the clerk is convenientand an aid to the member, I 
would beperfectly willing myself to foregothat assistance and aidin 
order to bring to the people of the United States the saving that 
would come from leaving the money in the id of 
thus paying it ont. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think I havea distinct recollection of the 
gentleman from Missouri casting a vote in the Fifty-third Congress 
that cost the people of the United States very much more 
they can possibly lose by the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. lease state what vote. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Your vote in favor of the Wilson-Gorman 
tariff bill. [Laughter and applause on the R 


the publican side. } 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Ah, indeed! Then let me say to the gen- 


Treasury inst 


than 


tleman from Minnesota, that I voted for the Wilson-Gorman turiff 
bill, not as reaching the tariff system I desired, but asa long stride 
in the right direction. But I have never vet voted for some little 


bit of an ‘‘expediency” tariff measure re: 
its friends and absolutely worthless eve 
the Democratic side. } 

Mr. JOHNSON of California, Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If I have the right to the floor I will doso 
with pleasure. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I desire to ask you whether or 
not you have availed yourself of the privilege accorded by the 
resolution in question— March, 1893—and drawn any money from 
the Treasury of the United States on that account? : 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then, as I understand it, to take 
a little money from the Treasury is all right; and the only diffi- 
culty with the gentleman is that when he comes to take a larger 
sum it is all wrong. ; 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not know how the gentleman from 
California understands it. If he understands that he will be per- 
mitted to represent a district in California, and avail himself of 
the provisions of the law that apply equally to the people of Cali- 
fornia as to the people of my district in Missouri, who contribute 
their share of the revenues to support the Government, and that 
the — of my district shall be deprived of whatever service the 

Hoyment of a clerk to their member of Congress may be to them, 
he is greatly mistaken, I assure him, so long as I occupy a seat on 
this floor. But if the gentleman wants to raise the question 
whether I will forego the privilege of having a clerk paid out of 


nc iated in the house of 
rwhere. [Applause on 


he says that the amendment, which he concedes to be a change of | the public Treasury in order to save the people of the United 


existing law, is — 
changing existing A 


as an amendment to another proposition | States the expenditure for these clerks, I will say to him now yes, 
If that be true, then the rules of the | readily, at once, upon this bill or any bill. 


I stand upon that as 


House as to this particular item are absolutely swept away, and | I have always stood; but I am not around here admitting, by my 


, enlar 


mein of order on any provision that may chan 
any provision of the paragraph in the bi 


, or | acts or by my words, that the gentleman from California or any 
would in | other gentleman here representing any constituency has any rights 


You could provide, for instance, for increasing the salary | beyond those which I have, or that his constituency possesses any 


of these clerks from $100 to $500 per month, and that would not 
be subject to a point of order. You could provide that instead of 
one clerk we should have two. You could provide for a messen- 
ger as well as a clerk. You might provide for anything that 
could be in as a part and parcel of something to go to a 
member. You could have clerks of particular classes. You 
could have a stenographer and a writer. You could havea 
clerk to attend to the iness of the member in the 
Tn fact, there would be no ing place so long 
8 are for the assistance of members, on the theory 
advanced by the gentleman from Iowa. That is, lsubmit to him, 
the result of his argument, and the gentleman is always 
an able and a clear debater on a question. 
But, I repeat, the inevitable of his contention is that any 
amendment relating to the subject-matter of Soden = of the 
, 80 as germane to it, co put upon 
clause of the bill, and the provision of the rule against a 


law on an appropriation bill would be entirely 
contention is ri 


i 


his right. 
the gentleman permit me a question be- 
Certainly. 


merits beyond those possessed by my constituency. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a 
few words with reference to the point of order, and incidentally 
upon some other matters that have been referred to by our friend 
from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine 
himself to the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
from Idaho = Witson] says I may scatter a little, but I hope 
not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, it was but a few days ago that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dz Armonp] made a very fine, close, legal, 
and technical argument, so technical and metaphysical that it 
needed the tremp of the Archangel Gabriel to bring a man to the 
surface that could see the point he made in reference to the point 
of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I presume that man has the floor now, Mr. 
Chairman. [Laughter. | 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
man could understand the point. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I suppose Gabriel has summoned the man, 
and that he is here. 


Oh, I will try to. My friend 


No; I do not think any common 
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. No; I did not understand the 
gentleman’s argument, and I do not understand it now. It was 
made in reference tothe payment of salaries of Indian ins rs, 
and the gentleman said that the point of order was not well taken, 
because the bill itself, as introduced by the Committee on oe 
priations, had changed the law, and he oe very elaboratel 
and very eloquently and very learnedly, as he always does, and 
am informed that he convinced the then Chairman that he was 
correct in his attenuated point of order. Now he seeks, embold- 
ened by the success that he met with at that time, to ask the 
Chairman—I believe the same gentleman now presiding—to rule 
in his favor upon this point of order that he has now made, not 
because the point of order is good, but because he says that if the 
point of order is overruled it will take money out of the Treasury 
of the United States. He asks this Chairman to overrule a prec- 
edent made by a gentleman equal in knowledge of parliamentary 
law to anyone on this fioor; equal, perhaps, to the gentleman from 
Missouri in devotion to the interests of his _ and the rights 
of the whole nation. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr Ar- 
MOND] asks the Chairman to overrule that precedent. In theshort 
time in which I have been able to practice law I have always dis- 
trusted not the ability, but the discretion of those lawyers who 
seek to win a lawsuit by asking the court to overrule the prece- 
dents that have been made by courts in former days. And so 
to-day, when the gentleman asks that this be overruled because 
the precedent has been made, and you must overrule that prece- 
dent, it seems to me he robs his argument of much of its force. 

Now, in regard to this point of order, is not this a change of 
law? As is well said by the gentleman from Iowa, the joint reso- 
lution of 1898 provides that the money shall be taken from the 
contingent fund, shall be paid out by the Clerk of the House. As 
I understand, the bill introduced by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations ptovides that the money shall be taken from the general 
fund, and that it shall be paid out by the Treasurer of the United 
States; and it seems to me that that shows that it is a change of 
existing law, and that therefore, if no point of order was made 
against the paragraph introduced by the committee, certainly a 

int of order can not be made against the amendment. Now, so 

ar as it may affect the gentleman from Missouri, Iam not the 
keeper of his conscience. I am the keeper of my own; and I am 
ready to meet the verdict of the people of the Second district of 
California 7 the question that they sent me here as a Repre- 
sentative and not as a clerk, and that they are willing to pay for 
the services of a clerk to help me answer their letters and attend 
to other routine business. [Applause. 

I want to say, speaking as one, that 1 have no doubt the people 
of the United States will sustain those Representatives wno vote to 
spend their money in doing good work, and will not support those 
who seek to make a cheap record by wearing the old clothes of the 
oman from Indiana [Mr. Holman] and to pose as great re- 

ormers and watchdogs of the Treasury at the present time. The 
day of watchdogs of the Treasury has passed, and we ought now 
to meet this matter upon its own merits. The gentleman says 
that he has drawn that money from the Treasury of the United 
States to pay for clerk hire. [am glad ofit. It showsus that he 
is a much better man than he would have us believe by his attack 
upon this amendment. It shows as that he realizes that we all 
need clerks; that he realizes that the services of a clerk are neces- 
sary, and that this objection of his to this amendment is made 
solely and simply, as it seems to me, because he is satisfied with 
the small amount that he gets and is not broad minded, as he 
usually is, to allow the rest of us to have that which we desire. 

Now, there is not any law to compel him to take this money. 
If the dear people of the United States are suffering, and are just 
standing up in armsand crying aloud because they are losing this 
money from the Treasury, the gentleman from Missouri need not 
draw his if he thinks itis too much. He can turn it over to the 
rest of us, and we will be glad to take it and use it. [Laughter.] 
But it does seem to me that this point of order is not well taken, 
or else that the point of order made the other day upon the sala- 
ries of the Indian inspectors was not well taken. th of them 
ought to stand or fall together. If it was right then to follow the 
gentleman from Missouri in saying that the appropriation bill 
changed the law, it seems to me that it is right now, and if it was 
wrong then it is wrong now. A precedent was set then, and I 
believe in following precedents. 

Mr. BOATNER, understand, Mr. Chairman, that the point 
of order made inst the pending amendment is that it c 
existing law and increases the expenses, which is prohibited 
the rule. I want to call the attention of the House to the follow- 
ing facts which militate against this view of the question: In the 
Fifty-first Congress a provision to pay clerks $100 per month was 
inserted in a general appropriation bill. It was carried in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and defeated on a yea-and-nay vote in 
the House. In the Fifty-third Congress, when we had exactly the 
same rule that we have now, an amendment was on a 


general appropriation bill in the Committee of the Whole House 
and it was carried. It was voted down in the House. 

Now, sir, if the contention of the gentlemen who support this 
objection is a sound one, that provision in a general appropriation 
bill in the Fifty-first Congress was contrary to therule, and the same 
amendment which was —— by the Committee of the Whole 
House on an appropriation bill in the Fifty-third Congress was 
also amenable to the same objection; but that objection, if it was 
made, was overruled, I do not recollect that it was made: but 
certainly, Mr. Chairman, the House did vote upon the proposition 
and in view of the fierce opposition then existing to it, the point 
would have been made, it been considered as a change of 
existing law and not in retrenchment of public expenditures, 
Now, sir, my insistence is this, that this House has the right to 
provide at each session of Congress for its legislative expenses, 
whatever they maybe. That the proposition to add to its clerical 
force in any direction, whether for the service of the committees or 
for the service of members, is a question to be determined by the 

resent exigencies, and can not be limited by any law which has 

or its object to forestall the action of future Congresses’ expendi- 
tures; and upon that line of reasoning the point of order is not 
well taken, and should be overruled. [Cries of ‘‘ Rule!”’} 

Mr. LINNEY. I want to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is pending, and must first 
be determined. 

Mr. LINNEY. Oh, yes. 


The CHAIRMAN. e Clerk will report the joint resolution 
passed in 1893. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That on and after April 1, 1893, each Member and Delevate of 
the House of Representatives of the United’ States may, on the Ist day of 


every month du sessions of Con rtify to the Clerk of the Honse 
of Representatives the amount which he d or a to pay for clerk 
hire necessarily employed by him in the discha of his official and rvpre- 
sentative duties during the previous month, and the amount so certified shall 
be paid by the Clerk out of the contingent fund of the House on the 4th 
day of each month to epee or persons named in each of said certificates 
so filed: Provided, That the amount so certified and paid for clerica| 
rendered to each Member and Del 

during the session: And provided further, That the provisions of this resolu- 
tion not apply to members who are chairmen of committees entitled 
under the rules to a clerk. 


The CHAIRMAN, The paragraph in the bill, on page 16, reads 
in this way: 


ervices 


egate shall not exceed $100 for any month 


To pay Members and Delegates the amount which Re they have 
paid or apes to pay for clerk hire necessarily employed by them in the dis- 
charge of their official and representative duties, as provided in the joint 


resolution approved March 3, L 


That is the resolution just read; and then it makes an appropria- 


tion of a sum of money. Now, the lan in the bill is “to 
pay,” etc., as provided in the joint resolution. The Chair can see 
no warrant in separating the balance of that resolution from the 

rovision requiring ent out of the contingent fund, and giv- 
ing effect to a part of the lan and leaving the other without 
effect, as has been suggested in debate here. , in other words, 
the very provision in the joint resolution is provided for in this 
bill—to pay as —— under the joint resolution, to pay from 
the contingent fund of the House, all clerks provided for wider the 
joint resolution. Soin the opinion of the Chair the text of the Dill 
does not change existing law. 


The next question is as to whether the language of the amend- 
ment changes existing law. The Chair has been referred to a de- 
cision made in the last Congress upon similar language in an 
amendment nearly identical, offered to the provision in the bill 
which seems to the Chair precisely identical with this, anid it was 


held to be in order and not changing existing law. Upon turning 
to that decision the Chair finds that a gentleman, a mem)er of the 
House, raised the point of order. The Chair asked if the xentle- 
man desired to be heard on the point of order. The gentleman 
answered he did not; and, without any debate, and without any 
reason oe stated, without even the grounds of the point of order 
being stated to the committee, the Chair very promptly overruled 


the point of order and held the amendment to be in order. The 
present occupant of the chair has not found from the Recor) what 

entleman was in the chair at that time. He does not feel bound 
by a decision made in a former , Where no reason is given 
for the , as stated, and where the Chair can not see any rea- 
son for sustaining or following the ruling that was made at that 
time 


N ow, this amendment is clearly obnoxious to the point of order, 
—_ = itself, and being - ae engqaar a ale ag ee 

ill, w paragraph does not change existing law, it is 1\" 
order under the rules of the House, and the Chair is const rained 


to sustain the point of order, and so rules. ; 
Mr. TA Y. I take an appeal, Mr. Chairman, from the de 
cision of the Chair 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota takes 4” 
a from the decision of the Chair, and the question is, Shall 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 








1896. 


The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 





med to have it. 
nM, DOCKERY and others. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 43. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire whether 


the provision on page 7, which was passed over for the time being, 
is now in order for consideration? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is not, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MOODY. It was d over until some future time by 
unanimous consent, and whether that time has arrived or not is 
my inquiry. ; 

e CHAIRMAN. The understanding was that the committee 
might return to the paragraph at any time before concluding the 
bill The Clerk will report it. 

The paragraph was again read, as follows: 


For 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at 
$1,200 each, $45,600. 

Mr. MOODY. I move to amend, Mr. Chairman, by striking out 
the whole of the paragraph just read. I wish to say very briefly 
that this amendment—— 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that that part of the bill has been passed. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman could not have been present 
when this paragraph was passed over temporarily by unanimous 
consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comes too late. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I think the gentleman misapprehends 
the point of order I make. At the time we left this part of the 
bill the point of order raised by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. JoHNSON] was undecided. 

The CHAIR . No; that point of order was overruled. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I did not understand that the Chair 
had so announced. 

Mr. MOODY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out this 
paragraph, because if it is stricken out by a vote of the committee, 
the effect will be precisely the same as if it had gone out on the 
motion of the gentleman from California who raised the point of 
order, but raised it too late. 

Mr, Chairman, I have not an opinion upon the merits of annual 
clerks to members. I have not any right to have an opinion, be- 
cause I have not had any experience of the calls upon members 
of this House in vacation, having been elected only a month before 
I took my seat. But I have an opinion upon another subject; that 
is, that we ought to require the same measure of economy at the 
other end of this building that we impose upon ourselves. [Ap- 
plause.] Now, I am informed that the practical consequence of 
the adoption of the motion to strike out this paragraph may be 
this: That the Senate will insist on the appropriation and that in 
the conference between the representatives of the two Houses 
some equitable adjustment will be made, and then the question 
may return to this House to be discussed and voted upon on its 


merits. [Applause. Cries of ‘‘ Vote!) 
The amendment was eed to. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 


offer an amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert after the word “necessary,” in line 14, page 16, the following: 

“That all officers and employees of the House, including the Capitol police, 
who were employed on the 2d day of December, 1895, and who have ceased or 
who shall, prior to the lst day of March, 1896, cease to be so employed shall be 

d asum equal to one month's pay at the rate they were severally receiv- 
on the 2d day of December, 1395; and an amount sufficient for this pur- 


pose is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the same to be immediately available and to be paid by the 
rk of the House of Representatives.” 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of 
order on that amendment. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
authorized by law. 
Mr. B of New Hampshire. 
ing law. 
e CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
desire to be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish tosay, Mr. Chairman, 
. that this does not change in any manner any existinglaw. There 
are several precedents for it, especially one which was approved 
December 21, 1881, almost identical in language and making an ap- 
propriation for precisely the same purpose. It is evident to all 
of us that quite a number of the disc employees of this House 
are still in the city and that many of them are unable to leave for 
want of funds, and it is a matter of common grace and courtesy, 
and according to the usual custom of the House, to make this a 
propriation. I ask a ruling of the Chair in favor of the amend- 


ment and a vote upon it. 
The CHAIRMAN, This amendment is not authorized by law, 
and therefore the Chair must sustain the point of order. 


Will the gentleman state it? 
It proposes an appropriation not 


It does not change any exist- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


BOTANIC GARDEN 
For superintendent, $1,800 
For assistants and laborers, under the directiox 


mittee of Congress, $12,003.75 


1 of the Joint Library Com- 


For procuring manure, tools, fuel, purchasing trees and ind for 
labor and material in connection with repairs and improve to Botanic 
Garden, under direction of the Joint Library Committee of Congress, $5,000, 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 


| send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 19, line 10, strike out *‘ twelve,’ and ins« 
and 11, strike out “and ninety-three dollars and seve 
sert “‘one hundred dollars”; 
one hundred dollars.”’ 

Mr. STEELE. The adoption of this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, will make a saving of about $13,000 on the maintenance of 
this sinecure at the foot of the hill. It seems almost as idle to 
propose to strike out any appropriation for the Botanic Garden as 
it does to strike out member's clerks. It has been tried time and 
time again, but has always failed, yet no member of this House 
can in his own mind sustain or justify the expenditure of $18,893 
for maintaining that little bit of a house under the hill from which 
no member gets any benefit whatever. Though the amendment 
may not prevail, I have offered it in good faith. I think that the 
reduction proposed in my amendment ought to be made. If this 
amendment and the one which I[ propose to offer to the next para- 
graph be adopted, we shall authorize three laborers at $700 each 
and $2,000 for the purchase of manure and seed. 

Why, sir, they have not even cut the grass over there during the 
last few years. With the orchard grass and the crow’s-feet, the 
place looks more like an abandoned Virginia farm than like a gar- 
den kept by the Government as an example for the country. If 
my proposition prevails we can save $13,000, and when the Gov- 
ernment is running behind at the rate of about $40,000,000 a vear 
in its expenses it seems to me we ought to lose no opportunity to 
cut off absolutely useless expenses such as these. My amendment 
will not interfere at all with Mr. Smith. He will receive his salary 
just the same. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!’’] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. STEELE, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us havea division. I want to see who will 
stand up to appropriate $10,000 for useless expenditure. 

The question being again taken, there were 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. I offer this amendment simply for the purpose of putting a 
question to the gentleman in charge of the bill. I should like to 
know whether all the appropriations made or to be made for this 
institution are to be found in this bill; andif not, what appropria- 
tions there will be in addition to the $17,000 covered by the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Eighteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I will state for the information of 
the committee that there is an appropriation of $5,000, I believe, 
in the sundry civil bill for this institution. 

Mr. HEPBURN. So that the appropriation for this year will 
be about $22,000. 

Mr. STEELE. Twenty-three thousand dollars. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill whether he can give to this Committee of the 
Whole some approximate statement of the cost of the Botanic 
Garden to the United States? I have been familiar with these 
appropriations for about fifteen years, and I think during that 
time there has been appropriated to the Botanic Garden at least 
$300,000. And I know that at the time my service here began 
that garden was in about the same condition that itis now. I 
should like to know, if the gentleman can tell us, how near toa 
million dollars this institution has cost the United States. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman,I have not had the 
honor that my friend from Iowa [Mr. Hepnurn] has had of serv- 
ing in this House for agreat number of years, and therefore I have 
not been, as he has been, the recipient of flowers, etc., grown by 
the Government. Of course I do not pretend to be well informed 
as to the exact sum that this Government has expended upon this 
department. The gentleman’s statement of $300,000 is possibly as 
accurate as any guess that I might make. 

Mr. STEELE. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether he can 
give any excuse for the maintenance of this garden at all; whether 
he can show any benefit it has given to the country in return for 
the $300,000 which,ms the gentleman from Iowa states, has been 
expended during the last fifteen years? 

r. McCALL of Tennessee. There is the same excuse, I pre- 
sume, for the existence of the Botanic Garden as there is for the 
beautifying of any of the public grounds about this Capitol. AsI 
understand, it is not necessary that flowers be grown over in the 
Smithsonian grounds or along the drive there; it is not necessary 
that flowers be grown about the Library building or the Capitol 
or upon any of the reservationsin the city. Yet this has been the 
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enstom for years. It shows the good taste of Congress; it shows 
a love for the beautiful; and I suppose that is the reason, or as 
the gentleman says “excuse,” for the existence of this Botanic 


arden. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. Imove the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 12 to 15, inclusive, and insert “For procuring manure. 
tools, fuel, and shrubs, under the direction of the Joint Library Committee of 
Congress, $1,993.75."" 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. One question before the gentleman pro- 
ceeds. Why should we leave in the previous paragraphs of the 
bill appropriations of $12,000 for a particular purpose, and then by 
the gentleman’s amendment to this paragraph strike out all the 
means or agencies necessary for carrying out the work contem- 

lated? 

. Mr. STEELE. There is only $5,000 provided for in this part of 

the bill, and that is for the purchase of manure, shrubs, etc. The 
lace does not look as if there had been any manure put upon it 
or the last ten years. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman may not be as well ac- 

—— with the Botanic Garden as are some other members on 
this floor. 

Mr. STEELE. I am not. I have not been there this year. 
Looking over the fence is all I want. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. A little more familiarity with the Botanic 
Garden might makethe gentleman acquainted with the agencies 
carried on there under the direction of Mr. Smith. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, this is $12,000, and I left that to the judg- 
ment of the House because I had to, and I leave this the same way. 
If they see fit to give him $5,000 for manure instead of $2,000, I 
am content to leave it to the judgment of the House. The ques- 
tion is for them now to consider. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
STEELE) there were—ayes 8, noes 38. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation to the following in the office of the President of the 
United States: Private secretary, $5,000; assistant secretary, $2,500; oneexecu- 
tive clerk and disbursing officer, and one executive clerk, at $2,000 each. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, in line 22 there is a provision 
for the private secretary of the President at $5,000. 

I make the point of order against that provision that it changes 


existing law. The statute only authorizes $3,500 for such service, 


and that is an excessive salary for the person who now fills the posi- 
tion. [Laughter. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is that statement disputed as to the law? 
Mr. CANNON. I suppose that is what the statute provides, 
although for several years the amount of $5,000 has been appro- 


riated. 

” The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CANNON. How will this clause read now? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation to the following in the office of the President of the 
United States: Assistant secretary, $2,500; one executive clerk and disbursing 
officer, and one executive clerk, at $2,000 each, etc. 

The CHAIRMAN, The words in the bill have been stricken out 
on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. The statute fixes the salary at three thousand 
five hundred. 

A MEMBER. Would it not be better to strike out the fifteen 
hundred and leave it at three thousand five hundred? 

Mr. BAILEY. The point of order was against the provision of 
the bill. Of course the gentleman can cure it by offering an 
amendment. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 22, page 19, after the words “ United States,” insert “ private secre- 
tary, $3,500." 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners acting under 


the direction of the Commission, and for expenses of examinations and inves- 
tigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $7,000 


Mr. oe Mr. ben I move ee See the a 
‘*seven,” in line 2, on page 21, and insert ‘‘ nine,” in the paragra) 
relating to the Civil Service Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the tleman from South Dakota. 

Clerk read as follows: 


21, line 2, after the word “ W: ” strike out the word “seven” 
and “nine ™; so as to read: “ for expenses of examinations and 
investigations held elsewhere than at Washington, $9,000.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this rovides for the 
expenses of the traveling commission of the civil service when 
on duty away from Was , to enable them to go through the 
States and Territories and examine applicants for the civil service, 
My experience, and I think every other member of the House will 
corroborate it, is that they fix but very few places, that is to say, 
that the appointments are few and far between in each State, for 
the purpose of making these examinations. In my State, for in- 
stance, applicants often have to travel from theirresidences to the 

lace of appointment for these examinations from two to four 
undred miles; and I take it that that is the case more or less 
throughout the whole country. 

Now, it is very unfair to applicants, unfair to young men and 
young women, who can not afford the expense of going these long 
distances, to be placed at such a disadvan in these examina- 
tions. When you go into the Civil Service mission here and 
ask to have places fixed for the examination so that it will be more 
convenient to the people, they answer: ‘‘ We would do soif you 
would provide for the expense.” 

I think it is true that the examiners ought to go to as many 
places in the country as they have money to pay the expense of 
reaching in order to make these examinations for the convenience 
of the people. This money is too small an amount as the bill now 
provides. It does not give them an 5 ye mma of holding these 
examinations in a sufficient number of places in each State, and 
does not give the applicants for examination a fair chance. A 
man who is too poor to pay his way these long distances for the 
purpose of undergoing the examination is entirely excluded. 

y amendment, to add $2,000 more to enable the examiners to 
fix additional places in the States and Territories for examina- 
tions, would enable our constituents who desire to be examined 
and appointed—very few of them get the appointments anyway— 
to have an opportunity at least to be examined; and if this 
amendment is adopted these examinations will be held at places 
within their reach, and not involve people of very limited means, 
as is often the case, in the expense of traveling long distances to 
undergo the examination. 

I believe that this amendment ought to prevail. It is in the 
interest of those who desire to be examined for these places, and 
it is utterly impossible in a large number of cases, unless a young 
man is pretty well off, for him to get to the point where the exam- 
ination is held. The adoption of this amendment will give us 
additional places for examination in the State. 

Mr. "ALLEN of Utah. How many additional places will this 
provide for? 

Mr. PICKLER. It ought to provide one or two additional 
places in each State. I think it will. The appropriation is only 
$7,000 now, and adding $2,000 I think would probably give one or 
two more places in each of the States and Territories—probably 
not more than one place. I take it in my own State it would give 
one more. Although my own State is miles long from east to 
west, we only have two points of examination now. I presume 
the addition of this $2,000 would only give one more — in my 
State. It would give more, of course, in the more thickly popu- 
lated regions. I hope the committee will accept this amendment. 
It is in the interest of men and poor women who are unable 
to incur the expense of going these great distances, staying two 
or three days at these examinations, paying hotel bills, and so forth. 
It will confer a benefit on a class of persons who, it seems to me, 
ought to have this consideration. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not have the examinations con- 
ducted at their homes and be done with it? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, that would be carrying the thing a 
little too far, I think. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I see that in 1889 
there was an appropriation of $5,000 for this work. Then there 
was an appropriation of $5,250 in su uent years down to 18%, 
when there was an as of $6,000. In 1895 there was 
$6,000; in 1896, $7,000. Now, I understand the gentleman’s amend- 
ment nope to increase it to $9,000? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. An additional reason is that very lately, 
as the gentleman well knows, they have put oe for teach- 
ers in Indian schools under the civil service, and a number of other 
employees of the Indian service. The employees of the Printing 

ce and of the Geological Survey have also lately been put in the 
civil service, which of course brings a greater number of people 
for examination, and would therefore be astronger argument why 
this sum should be increased and give better opportunities for 


on. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennes#ee. I was to remark that the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PickLEr] differs from the 
gentlemen in of this t who state in their esti- 
mates that they only desire $8,000. And as we gave them $7,000 
last , and that was the first year they had ved that amount, 
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he exceeds the estimate by $1,000. Therefore I must 
amendment should be voted down. , 
Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the esti- 
mate is. I know that when a member of the House goes to ask 
that another place for holding examinations be allowed in his 
State the universal answer has been that Congress refuses to ap- 
ropriate for the expense, and that therefore they can not do it. 
have been therefor four or five years, and the answer has always 
been that. They say they are willing to do it, but that Congress 
refuses to appropriate the money. Ido not believe there can be 
any more worthy appropriation put into this bill. ‘th | 
civil-service list that there is now in this country, it is a good 
thing to give the young men and young women of the States and 
Territories an opportunity to go where these examinations are 
bet STEELE. If you have been turned down in this way, why 
not make a motion to strike out the whole provision? I will vote 
ith you. 
with SPICKLER. I will not do that, because I believe in the | 
Civil Service Commission. I do not want it stricken out. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Ijust want to add aword to what the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Picrtrr] has said. I had not intended | 
to say anything upon this subject, but 1 am very strongly im- 
pressed, after giving the matter some considerable attention, that 
there is a real necessity for an increase in the appropriation for 
the expenses of the Civil Service Commission. The law and the 
rule require that two examinations be held in every State and 
Territory in the Union. That number of examinations is abso- 
lutely necessary. Indeed, it is inadequate. In 1894 there were 
over 37,000 persons examined for places in the civil service of the 
United States. Now, they are unable often to hold the required 
number of examinations, namely, two in each State and Territory. 
An increase in the amount allowed for this purpose—the small 
amount named by my friend from South Dakota—would, I think, 
be a very proper recognition of the importance and value of these 
examinations. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BROSIUS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do not the present facilities for examina- 
tion give us the examination for about 40,000 persons for civil 
service and their eligibility passed upon, which is 35,000 more than 
we need or have places to fill? Now, if you extend the facilities, 
then you extend the number of applicants and increase by thou- 
sands and tens of thousands the people knocking at the doors of 
the ts who can not get places. What do you want to 
do that for? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think it is very important and a good thing 
that the young men and young women of the country should as- 
pire for civic honors. It would afford them opportunities of 
securing an honorable record if they desire it, and would increase 
this provision still more and authorize not only two examinations 
in each State or Territory, but three or four, so that the exami- 
nations would be accessible to all who desire to take them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thesuggestion of the gentleman from Georgia 
simply means that the rich man’s son should be given an oppor- 
tunity to be examined while the poor man’s son would not be able 
to be examined. 

Mr. BROSIUS. The great virtue, the peculiar excellency of 
our civil-service system is that it opens the doors of the civil serv- 
ice to personal worth. It knows norank, but gives every man and 
every Woman who is ambitious to serve his or her country in its 
civil service a convenient opportunity for an examination with 
a view to entering that service. 

Mr. HARDY. Atonehundred or two hundred dollars a month. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think this slight concession to this great in- 
stitution of ours should be made. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it costs now, in round numbers, 
$100,000 to-run the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. About $100,000 more than it is worth. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not here to attack it or to defend it. If 
we meet its estimates—and they always guess high enough, for 
Sey have caught on to that along with the other Departments—we 

do quite well. In my judgment the bill gives quite a suffi- 
cient sum for effective service. It is useless for meto reply to the 
gentleman from lvania [Mr. Brostus], because we might 
not agree about the great benefit that comes to the multitude who 
have a to enter the civilservice. Outin my country, when 
the notice is , people travel and submit to the examination, 
fifty, after they pass the examination, has any 
Should I undertake to say anything further, from that 
standpoint it is a flat failure. I am not here to attack it or inter- 
fere with it, but when we give them the estimates we give quite 
were really in earnest about this 
gentleman from ne ae bore his 
talkin tor the ro iv 
g for t very sparsely 
country known as the Sioux Reservation, 
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which he so ably and honorably represents now, as well as the 
other portions more thickly settled. 

Mr. PICKLER. [If the gentleman from Ilinois will allow me. 
He says the civil service costs about $100,000 a year. Now, is 
not that the very strongest argument that these examinations 
should be made accessible to any young man or young woman 
who feels that he or she wants a chance for an examination? Is 
not that the very reason why we should give them an opportunity, 
after we have spent all that money? 

Mr.CANNON. Oh, when we meet the estimates we travel quite 
as fast as we are authorized in traveling, I will say to my friend, 

Mr. PICKLER. The estimate is $8,000. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman knew better than they did, 
and put it at $9,000. Now, it has been growing and increasing; 
and the committee, after examination, thought $7,000 sufficient, 
and I hope the committee will vote down the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota. 


The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 


Mr.PICKLER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 
I withdraw the demand for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN, The noes have it, and the amendment is 
rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the word “ 
2, page 21, and insert the word *‘ eight.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
_ On page 21, iine 2, after the word ‘‘ Washington,” strike out “seven” and 
insert “eight.” 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the estimate, as I understand, of the 
Commission. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 22, after line 12, insert: 

“ That hereafter the total amount appropriated in the various paragraphs 
of an appropriation act shall be determined by the correct footing up of the 
specific sums or rates appropriated in each paragraph contained therein, 
unless otherwise expressly provided.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move that the committee rise, 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, pending that, I desire to present 
some amendments which I propose to offer to the marshals’ and 


attorneys’ salary bill, and I ask that they may be printed in the 
RECORD. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The amendments are as follows: 


Insert as an independent section, between sections 6 and 7, on page 9, of bill 
H. R. 6654: 

“Sec. 7. That in all writs of venire facias and of subpoena for witnesses sum- 
moned on behalf of the United States it shall be the duty of the clerk issu- 
ing the same, so far as practicable, to ascertain and insert therein the post- 
office address of each person named therein, and when the marshal shall 
receive any such writ, if the time is sufficient for service by mail, as provided 
in this section, he shall address to each person named in such verire or sub- 

yoena, Whose post-office address is given or can be ascertained promptly by 

im, a notice requiring such person to be and appear at the time and place 
and for the purpose mentioned in the writ. The marshal shall sign such 
Seaiee ofiieiniie, mail and register it at the post-office, addressed to the person 
therein mentioned, with a request indorsed on the envelope in the usual form 
for the return of the letter to him if not delivered within ten days. The 
postmaster to whom any such letter shall be delivered, inclosed in a Depart- 
ment of Justice penalty envelope, shall transmit the same without charge for 
postage or registry fee. The receipt of such registered letter by the person 
to whom the notice was addressed shall be deemed valid service upon him 
of the subpoena or venire, and the return registry receipt card, signed by 
such person, or proof of the delivery of such registered letter on his order, in 
writing, to any other person for him, shall be taken as prima facie evidence 
of service, and the marshal shall make return accordingly. Whenever any 
such notice shall be returned through the post-office undelivered, the marshal 
shall serve it as other writs are served; and whenever practicable all such 
returned notices, and all process and writs, the costs on which would be 
chargeable to the United States, other than writs of venire facias and sub- 
peena for witnesses, shall be sent by mail, directed to the deputy marshal 
residing nearest the locality where such writs, process, or returned notices are 
to be served or executed, or to a special deputy appointed by him to serve 
the same in such locality, and such deputies shall make return of such 
writs, process, or notices to the marshal by mail: and in no case in which 
the United States would be chargeable with costs for the service of any writ 
srocess, or notice of whatever character shall mileage be charged or allowed 
for travel from the place of issue to the place of execution or service thereof, 
if the same was sent or could have been sent by mail to a deputy marshal or 
other suitable person in the neighborhood of the place of service.” 

Insert the following new section between sections I4 and 15 on page 12: 

“Suc. —. That every person who carries on the business of a retail liquor 
dealer without having paid the special tax as required by law shall for ever 
such offense be fined not less than one hundred nor more than five hundred dol- 
lars and be im That the judges of 


| Pending the count. } 


seven,” in line 


prisoned in jail not exceeding six months. 
the circuit courts of the United States and the judges of the Territorial courts 
shall divide each district into commissioners’ districts, consisting of one or 
more counties or parishes, and they shall appoint one or more United States 
commissioners in each commissioner's district, as may be required for the effi- 
cient and economical execution ofthe laws. All United States commissioners 
are constituted inferior tribunals, with jurisdiction for final determi- 
nation conten any complaint for the offense of retailing liquors with- 
out the special tax required by the laws of the United States. 
The of such cases by commissioners shall be without indictment, and a 
traverse jury of twelve men, when demanded by the defendant, shall be sum- 





it tate bs one eee 


it 
rs 
* 


Py P Fe 7 
OO MP oe tee bet oe ee Sa 





2280 


moned from the bystanders. From any gutgment of the commissioner in any 
such case the defendant may appeal to the district court. In all proceedings 
inand about the trial of such complaints the commissioner shall conform to 
the rules for criminal procedure prescribed by the Revised Statutes, so far as 
the same are applicable, and in matters not provided for by the laws of the 
United States the commissioner shall follow the rules of procedure and the 

yractice in trials of misdemeanors by justices of the peace or other courts of 

imited jursemtcticn, under the laws of the State where the complaint is 
tried. United States commissioners shall receive for their services such fees 
as may be provided by law, except that in all criminal cases heard by them 
they shall only be allowed §1 for ning process to arrest and jl for a recog- 
nizance or bond for court, including affidavits of jurisdiction of sureties and 
acknowledgments, and for all other writs and processes issued, for all oaths 
administered, for docketing and trying the same, and for all services per- 
formed the sum of $5, and no more, for each case; but where two or more 
charges are preferred against ~~ person at the same time the commissioner 
shall be allowed only for a fee in one case. In preliminary examinations 
where there is probable ground to believe the defendant gai ty the commis- 
sioner shall bind him over, if he shall give the bail required, appear for 
trial before the court having jurisdiction nearest the place where the offense 
was committed; and if he can not give the required bail the commissioner 
shall commit him for trial to the nearest jail where prisoners can be securely 
and most economically kept. and shall in both cases transmit all the rs 
in the case to the clerk of the United States court to be held in said district 
nearest the place where the offense was committed, at which court grand 
queen are impaneled; and the clerk shall notify the district attorney thereof; 

ut any acc rson who may be committed in default of bail may, upon 
the order of the judge, in writing, be removed to and tried at that place in 
the judicial district where the court will be held next after his commitment. 
Justices of the ce shall receive the same fees as United States commis- 
sioners for services in criminal cases. Their accounts shall be verified by 
oath and forwarded to the United States attorney of the district to be sub- 
mitted to the court for approval. It shall be the duty of commissioners and 
justices of the peace toexamine and certify tothe marshal for payment bills 
of witnesses for transportation and attendance. Jurors shall be allowed for 
attending a commissioner's court, as provided in this section, 50 cents each, 
to be paid by the marshal on the certificate and order of the commissioner.”’ 

Insert the following sections between sections 16 and 17, on page 15: 

“Sno. —. That no fees shall be paid to any United States commissioner on 
any warrant issued, or any other fees, in prosecutions under the internal- 
revenue laws, unless said fees have been taxed against and collected from the 
defendant, or unless the prosecution has been approved either before or after 
arrest of the defendant by a circuit or district judge, or the attorney of the 
United States in the district where the offense is alleged to have been com- 
mitted, and unless said prosecution shall have been commenced upon a sworn 
complaint setting forth the facts constituting the offense and alleging them 
to be within the personai knowledge of the affiant, or upon a sworn complaint 
by a United States district attorney or his assistant, a collector or deputy 
collector of internal revenue, or revenue agent, setting forth the facts upon 
information and belief. 

“Sno. —. That section 853, Revised Statutes of the United States, is hereby 
nays from and after June 30, 1896, when this act shall take effect and be in 

‘orce.”’ 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, before the motion 
that the committee rise is put, I wish to ask unanimous consent that 
where any amendment has been adopted which involves a change 
of the total at the end of the ep ye the clerk of the commit- 
tee shall have the right to make the total appearing in the bill 
conform to the fact. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. McCALL of Tennessee that the committee 
rise was then agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the legislative 
appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 


from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without my approval House bill numbered 2769, entitled 
“An act to authorize the leasing of lands for educational purposes in Ari- 

ma.’ 

This bill provides for the jeastag of all the public lands reserved to the 
Territory of Arizona for the benefit of its universities and schools, ** under 
=e. ry a regula tions as may be hereafter prescribed by the legislature 

erritory.’ 

If the proposed legislation granted no further authority than this, it would 
in terms at least ize the safety and a of leaving the desira- 
bility of leasing these lands, and the limitations and safeguards regulating 
such leasing, to be determined by the local legislature chosen by the people 
to make their laws and protect their interests. 

Instead of stopping here, however, the bill further provides that until such 
I lative action the governor, the secretary of the Territory, and the super- 
intendent of public instruction shall constitute a board for the yom 
said lands under the rules and lations heretofore prescribed by the Sec- 
re of the Interior. It is cally declared that it shall not be neces- 

submit said leases to the Secretary of the Interior for approval, and 
that no leases shall be made for a longer term than five years, nor for a term 
sy the date of the admission of the Territory to statehood. 

Under visions the lands reserved for university and school pur- 
poses, whose value largely depends —_ their standing timber, and in which 
every citizen of the Territory has a deepinterest, may be leased and denuded 
of their timber by officers none of whom have been chosen by the people, 
and without the sanction of Bren or regulation made by their eeeeeee 







tives in the local legislature. Even the measure of protection w would 
be afforded the citizens of the ar by, a submission to the Secretary of 
the Interior of the leases proposed, an us giving him an opportunity to 
poseetere whether or not they comply with his regulations, is especially with- 
eld. 
It was hardly necessary to provide in this bill that these lands might be 
leased “under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescri by 
the ture of said Territory,” if the action of the legislature was to be 
fores and rendered nugatory by the immediate and unrestrained action 
of the officers constituted “a board for the leasing of said lands” 
such ve consideration. These are inconsistencies which are not sa 


accounted for by the s' on that the time that would ela: 
Zee tapidietaee oculh comstee the cekdest would bo tenpertans. ws 
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Territory indicate considerable opposition to this bill among those interested 
in the preservation and proper management of these school lands. 
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The protests I have received from numerous and influential citizens of tho 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 28, 1896. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that action 


upon the message just read be postponed until to-morrow morn- 
ing, after the reading of the Journal. 


r. DINGLEY. DoI understand that a vote is then to be had 


Mr. LACEY. The request is that the matter come up for con- 


sideration to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear the gentleman distinctly. 


Does this request, if agreed to, bring the matter up in the House 
without referring it to the committee? 


Mr. LACEY. It brings it up in the House. The committee 


have no desire to consider the matter further. It has been 
thoroughly considered. 


The unanimous consent asked for by Mr. Lacey was given. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatrt, one of its clerks, an- 


nounced that the Senate had passed bills and resolutions of the 
——e titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 


A bill (8.1758) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt; 
Joint resolution (S. R. 86) directing the Secretary of War to 


furnish certain information with reference to the projects for the 
improvement of the harbor of Cumberland Sound, Georgia, and 
St. Johns River, Florida; 


Concurrent resolution— 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed 15,000 copies of the work on apiculture compiled by the D part 
ment of Agriculture, the same to be in paper covers, 10,000 copies of which 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives and 5,000 copies for the 


Senate; 

A bill (S. 268) for the erection of a ponte building for the use of 
the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the district 
of Ne rt News, Va.; 


A bill (S. 1359) for the construction of two steam revenue cut- 
ters for service on the Pacific Coast; and 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 25,000 
extra copies of Senate Document No. 92, third session of Fifty-third Coueress, 
relating to the introduction of reindeer into Alaska, be printed, of whic): num 
ber 5,000 in — covers shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 in paper 
covers for the use of the House of Representatives and 10,000 in paper covers 
for the use of the Bureau of Education. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5359) making Semesgrietons for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 187; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

“The message also announced that the Senate had agreed t) the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votvs of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (11. R. 
3537) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had pass! the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy 0! {lie 
joint resolution (5S. R. 54) authorizing the National oe Compiny to 


roceed with the work of dred the channel of Mobile Harbor, under the 
Sirection of the Secretary of War. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following bills and rsolu- 
tions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 1758) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt—t« the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 268) for the erection of a public building for tho use 
of the custom-house and post-office at Ne rt News, in the «is: 
trict of Newport News, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buill- 
ings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1859) for the construction of two steam revenue «"'- 
ters for service on the Pacific Coast—to the Committee on |nter- 
state and —— Commerce. : 

Joint resolution (S. R. 86) directing the Secretary of War to 
furnish certain information with reference to the i for the 
improvement of the harbor of Cumberland Sound, Georg!:. and 
> Johns River, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Har 

rs. % 
Concurrent resolution— 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 15.0 coyins of the em pe ture compiled by the Depart- 


ment of Agriculture, to be in paper covers, 10,000 copies of which 

SS the use of the House of tatives and 5,000 copies for the 
To the Committee on Printing. 
a 
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Concurrent resolution— 


Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 25,000 
eanusclued ty PGenate Document No. 9, third session of Fifty-third Congress, 
relating to the introduction of reindeer into Alaska, be printed, of which num 
ber 5 in paper covers shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 in paper 
covers for the use of the House of Representatives and 10,000 in paper covers 
for the use of the Bureau of Education— 


To the Committee on Printing. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I submit a confer- 
ence report on the pension appropriation bill, and ask to have the | 
report and the statement read. 

e conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson | 
the amendments of the Senate to House bill 3537, making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal | 

ear ending June 3), 1897, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 

ree conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 


a ay Houses as follows: 

t the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the ae rent om its di eement to the amendments of the 
numbered 1 an and agree to the same. 

nee WM. A. STONE, 


R. W. BLUE, 

8. M. ROBERTSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

WM. B. ALLISON, 

S. M. CULLOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. | 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing | 

votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the pension ap- | 
riation bill (H. R. 3537) submit the following written statement in expla. | 

nation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accom- 
panying report as to each of the Senate amendments, namely: | 

On amendment numbered 1: Makes continuing and permrnent in its char- | 
acter the provision proposed by the House requiring that pensions under the 
act of June 27, 1890, shall date from the time of filing the first a paention. 

Onamendment numbered 2: Appropriates $750,000, as proposed »y the House, 
instead of $800,000, as proposed by the Senate, for fees and expenses of exam- 
ining surgeons. , 

Onamendment numbered 3: Appropriates $25,830, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $23,070, as proposed by the House, for rents of pension agencies. 

The —— finally agreed upon appropriates $141,328,580, being $2,760 more | 
than as it passed the House. 

WM. A. STONE, 


R. W. BLUE, 
S. M. ROBERTSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, if no gentleman | 
wishes for further information than that disclosed by the report | 
and accompanying statement, I move the adoption of the report, 
and on that motion I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation | 
thereof the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. | 


CUBA. | 
| 





The Secretary of the Senate, appearing at the bar of the House, 
read the following resolutions, adopted by the Senate; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That in | 
the opinion of Congress a condition of public war exists between the Govern- 
ment of Spain and the government proclaimed and for some time maintained 
by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of Amer- 
ica should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, ac- 
cording to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of | 
the independence of Cuba. 


[Loud applause. } 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. SPERRY. On behalf of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, Iask unanimous consent thatthe bill (H. R. 3273) 
for the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices 
be reprinted, the previous print having been exhausted. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—M’DONALD VS. JONES. 


Mr. TURNER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by 
the Committee on Elections No. 1 to present its unanimous re- 
port in the case of McDonald vs. Jones, from the First Congres- 
sional district of Virginia. I ask for the present consideration of 
the report, and shall move the adoption of the accompanying 
resolution. 

The report of the commi’tee was read, as follows: 

To the honorable Speaker and the House of Representatives: 

The Committee on Elections No. 1 do hereby respectfully report as follows: 

That we have fully considered the application of James J. McDonald for 
leave to serve — = — and % eos — election of > maaan - 

ONES, as ntative Jongress for the First Congressional district o 
the State of and we have listened attentively to the arguments of 
Se comneel for the ve parties and to the proofs produced by them, 

That with reasonable diligence the notice of contest could have been served 
within the time prescri for that purpose by the act of Congress in such 

And we are further convinced by the proofs produced before us on the hear- 


er 
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| Fifty fourth Congress be, and the same hereby is, denied 





oped 

22S I 
ing of the said application and report that there is no substantial ground in 
fact for the rensee contest, and the same could not be successfully main 
tained if it should be allowed to be made 


_It also appeared that the said James J. McDonald at the time of the elec 
tion in 1894, and prior to and since that time, was engaged in business and 
resided with his family in the city of Washington, in the District of C 

i no busines 











| bia, and that he had no place of business a1 s or residence of any 
description in the State of Virginia, and th \ittee is of opinion that he 
was not an inhabitant of the State of Virgin near the 1e elec 
tion for Representatives in Congress in tl Congr ct of 
| said State in 1804. And that he was not eligible for said offi ir the 
time of the said election in the year 184 
Upon these grounds the committtee unanimously adopted the r ition 
that the application of the said James J. McDonald f ve ve a 
notice of contest of, and to contest, said election should } und it thereupon 
was, denied. And the committee respectfully recommend the adoption of 
the following resolution by the House of Representatives. All of which is 
respectfully submitted 
Dated February 25, 1896. 
CHARLES DANIELS, Chairman. 
LEMUEL W. ROYSE 
FRED C. LEONARD 
ROMULUS Z. LINNEY. 
WILLIAM H. MOODY 


EDWARD D. COOKE 
HUGH A. DINSMORE 
Cc. L. BARTLETT 
Ss. S. TURNER 
Resolved, That the application of James J. McDonald for leave to servea 
notice of contest and to contest the election of William A. Jones as Repre- 
sentative of the First Congressional district of the Virginia in the 


State of 


Mr. TURNER of Virginia. 


I move the adoption of the resolu- 


| tion just read. 


The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. TURNER of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. GIBSON. Thope the gentleman will withdraw that request 
fora moment. I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. If the motion for a recess is withdrawn, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Utah [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4408) to amend subdivision 10 of sec- 
tion 2238 and to repeal subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I have not withdrawn my motion 
for a recess. 

The motion of Mr. 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Hepsurn, 
will preside at the evening session. 

The House then took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


BUSINESS. 


l move that the House now take a 


McCaLt of Tennessee for a recess was 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. HEPBURN as Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the Clerk to read clause 2 of Rule XXVI. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 


itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 


ness on the Private Calendar under the rule just read. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, when on last Friday night the 
gentleman who has just made that motion attempted to accentu 
ate the position of some gentlemen on this side, myself among the 
number, as obstructing pension legislation and as preventing the 
passage of pension bills for deserving soldiers, without giving us 
an opportunity toreply, he probably provoked such antagonism as 


to have prevented any pension legislation at all until a quorum 
should appear on this floor, but for myself I donot propose to raise 
that question at this time on going into the Committee of the 
Whole. 

But I wish to say this in regard to the allegation of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. I wish to say that [, and my associates 


with me here, stand ready to assist in passing what we regard as 
honest and deserving bills for honest and deserving soldiers or 
their widows; but we do protest that favoritism and unfairness 
shall not be recognized in this House in the consideration of pen- 
sion legislation. Weprotest thatthe ‘‘ bums,” the bounty jumpers, 
the camp followers, and others of that class who are excluded from 
the general pension law and from the benefits of the legislation 
heretofore passed shall not come in here, when they have a friend 
at court, and have their bills presented and driven through to the 
exclusion of honest, deserving, and meritorious soldiers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Hasthe House attempted to grant any pensions 
to camp followers during this session, or to deserters? If so, I 
would like to know which they are. 

Mr. ERDMAN. There have been attempts; and from the bills 
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that are still on the Calendar the gentleman will see, if he chooses 
to inspect them now, or in future, that there are many of this 
character to come up for the consideration of the House; and I 
want to say for myself that these bills we are going to oppose, and 
if the great majority of the House proposes to put themselves on 
record, and go to the country in favor of forcing through bills of 
that character, let them do it. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman please name one bill 
on the list of bills on the Calendar, reported from the Committee 
= Invalid Pensions, which is to granta pension to a camp fol- 
ower? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iwill point them out in due time when we 
reach them, and proceed to discuss the several bills in their order. 
If the other side attempts to parade us before the country as op- 
posed to proper legislation, they are doing or attempting to doan 
act _ is not warranted by the facts, and one that is not based on 
truth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota moves that the House go into Committee of the Whole tocon- 
sider bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Hopxuns in the chair. 


CAROLINE D. MOWATT. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first business on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. The House bill, Mr. Chairman, No. 1139, 
granting a pension to Caroline D, Mowatt, I ask to be reported 
again, as it was before the committee at the time we rose at the 
last session. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the gy laws, the name of Caroline D. Mowatt, as 


widow of Alfred B. Soule, late major of the Twenty-third Regiment Maine 
Volunteers. 


Mr.LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, thisis a bill that was under dis- 
cussion when the committee rose on last Friday night, as I remem- 
ber. I have stated that this is House bill No. 1139, granting a 
pension to Caroline D. Mowatt. 

From the report of the committee accompanying the bill, about 
which there appears to be no controversy, as I understand it, the 
facts are disclosed that this lady was the wife of asoldier, a major 
in the army during the war of the rebellion, who was discharged 
as such by reason of disabilities incurred in the service or in the line 
of duty, and that soon after his discharge he died as a result of 
wounds incurred in service. Itfurther appears from the state of 
facts accompanying the bill that she was married to this major 
long prior to the war, in fact prior to 1850, that she bore him chil- 
dren; that soon after the war, probably four or five years, she remar- 
ried and remained the wife of her second husband for a period 
of years, when ber segond husband died, leaving her again a 
wile. She asks now to be restored to the pension rolls, and the 
question is presented tothe House whether or not it will pension a 
“war widow” who forfeited her right to a pension by her remar- 
riage. 

It will be seen, therefore, that a ereies and careful considera- 
tion of the facts accompanying this bill, that the principle in- 
volved in the bill itself necessarily requires the consideration of 
two or three material and important questions, which ought to 
be dis of now. The first I have already stated. The other 
directly or indirectly involvesanother question: Whether or not it 
is the purpose of this ee to materially increase the pension 
rolls; and in the third place, and immediately following that, 
whether or not it is the disposition of this Congress to materially 
increase the appropriations for the payment of pensions. I say 
that all these questions are directly, or if not directly at least in- 
directly, involved in the disposition of this case, and hence it re- 
quires our serious consideration at the very outset. 

I may say also, as a member of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, that I believe it is the desire of the Invalid Pensions Commit- 
tee that this question should be dis of now if possible, as a 
matter of instruction or guide to that committee, for the reason 
that a large number of these bills are pending before the commit- 
tee, and if this bill should be favorably considered I have no doubt 
that a very large number of bills of a similar character will be 
presented for — consideration. 

Now, as to the first question, so far as this bill is concerned, I 
for one have no hesitancy in ———* ought to receive our favor- 
able consideration. I repeat that facts show that this widow 
now a pension was the wife of a soldier during the war; 
that she bore him children, one or two of whom — 7s living; 
that she is an aged woman, something over 70 years old, I believe; 


that she has no y or means of support whatever and is de- 
pendent upon the labor of a daughter, who is also the ae 
of the soldier. I favor the passage of this bill for these 


reasons: First, because she isa war widow—and the 

never removes that fact from my mind. She fought the war with 
her gallant soldier husband, Major Soule; she endured the anguish 
of suspense during the time that her husband was in the war: 
she remained at homeandsupported his children. She did her duty 
just as well as did her soldier husband, and the simple fact that 
she remarried can not remove that from my mind. She still re- 
mains a war widow and as such is entitled, in my judgment, to a 
pension, just as much asthe gallant soldier who went out and ex- 
posed himself in battle for his country. 

In the second oy she is an woman, unable to maintain 
herself, and in the third place, she has no property or means of 
support and no one _ whom she can — for support, except 
this one daughter—the daughter of the soldier. Now, I say with- 
out hesitation, after yl given this important question serious 
consideration, that all such widows should be again restored to 
the pension roll. Whether this committee should go further than 
that Iam not prepared tosay. Gentlemen ask, ‘‘ Why do you not 
place all the widows, then, upon the pension roll, if you adopt this 
principle? In order to be consistent and in order to do justice you 
must place them all upon the ao roll.” I donot concede that 
proposition, Mr. Chairman. I say, so far as this state of facts is 
concerned, so far as war widows are concerned, so far as aged and 
de, endent widows are concerned, we ought to replace all of them 
upon the pension roll, and Iam in favor of doing it. Whether I 
would go further, I do not know that I am at this time ready to 
express an opinion. In my judgment there are not many of this 
kind of widows in this ont: It has been stated by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErpMAN] that there are probably 
10,000 unmarried and divorced widows. I understood him to say 
that that includes all widows of soldiers not upon the pension 
rolls that have remarried or have been divorced from their hus- 
bands since the war. 

He does not include the war widows in that estimate alone. I 
undertake to say if 10,000 is the total of all that class of widows, 
the number involved in the spirit and the letter of this bill would 
not be one-fifth of that number—perhaps 2,000. Of course I have 
no data by which this number may be determined, and I am sim- 
ply guessing at it. But let the number be large orsmall, I repeat. 
after serious consideration, I am earnestly in favor of replacing 
them again upon the pension rolls for the reasons I have stated. 
I do not hesitate to say while I have the floor—and I do not often 
take up the time of the committee—that I am in favor of exten - 
ing the ion roll in other respects, and I trust this Congress is 
also of the same mind. We have a bill pending before us to in- 
crease the pensions of armless and legless soldiers. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, is there any limit on debate at 
these Friday night sessions? 

Several Members. One hour. 

Mr. HARDY. The time is valuable, and we have a great deal 
of business before us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will not inter- 
oo gentleman who has the floor without his permission. 

. LAYTON. I regret very much that the gentleman from 
Indiana should attempt to call me down. 

Mr. HARDY. Iam not attempting to call you down. 
say the time is valuable—— 

r. LAYTON. This is the first time that I have asked the in- 
dulgence of this committee, notwithstanding I have been present 
at every Friday night meeting not only in this Congress, but in 
the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses. I am trying to ex- 
plain, in answer to a suggestion, that this side of the Sess is not 
opposed to reasonable pension legislation. I want to state to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harpy] that by reason of the for- 
tunes or misfortunes of politics, my most worthy colleague | Mr. 
Sore] and myself happen to be placed in the position of represent- 
ing, in a measure, 400,000 inteligent Democratic white voters of 
the State of Ohio a the Democratic side]; and in what 
I now say I am, as lieve, ting on this question those 
400,000 intelligent white Democratic voters of Ohio. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman allow me for one moment? 

Mr. LAYTON. For one question, not a th. 

Mr. HARDY. I want to place myself right before the gentle- 
man. I assure the gentleman that I did not know what State he 
was from, and I did not inject anything into his remarks for the 
purpose of curtailing his time, only in the matter of the econ- 
omy of time atthese Friday night pension sessions. Iam heartily 
in favor of the bill and of ovarytiing that he asks and proposes, 
and I have nothing gentleman personally or politically 
or any other way. I am in favor of what he has stated; but let 
us economize time. That is all I am after. 

= LAYTON. I accept the gentleman’s apology. [Laughter 
on 


Me HARDY, It is not an apology, but an explanation. I am 


with you. 
Mr. LAYTON. This is not my bill, Mr. Chairman. I have no 
personal interest whatever in this bill. It was introduced by the 


I only 





1896. 


ntleman from New Hampshire [Mr. SuLLoway]}. 


Se ae oe Aca yen for the bill; I tell you that 

Mx. LAYTON. Iam speaking, and I think I made myself in- 
telligible, because an ne penetple is, as has been stated 
upon this side, involved in this bill. ; 

Let me state to the gentleman from Indiana, if we settle this 
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I do not | Committee of the Whole and by the House. 


pill and settle it right, we have advanced the cause of pensions a | 


great deal. 
Mr. HARDY. 
Mr. LAYTON. 


Go on, and God bless you. 


[Langhter. } 
Thank you. 


Lhave said I am in favor, as one on 


this side of the House, of extending the pension roll; and I have | ¢ 


i one case in which I propose to advocate upon this floor 
a extension of that roll; but I do not want to take up 
the time of this committee by anticipating any further legislation, 
but to impress upon the committee the importance of giving this 

icular bill, small as it may appear, their serious and earnest 
consideration, so that we may know hereafter, in the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions especially, what we are to do with the numer- 
ous cases of this character that are submitted tous. The question 
L refer to, and a good many members are interested in the matter, 
is the simple question, and the only question, involved in this bill 
submitted by the gentleman from New Hampshire. whether or 
not the widow of a soldier during the war, who bore him children 
before he went to the war, stayed at home during the time he was 
at the front, took care of and supported his children, and who afier- 
wards remarried and again became a widow, who is now aged, 
over 72 years of age, and dependent entirely upon pension, whether 
or not that kind of a widow shall be restored to the pension roll. 

Mr. HARDY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAYTON. That is the question, and I say yes. I say not 
only this widow, but allsimilar widows, should be placed on the pen- 
sion roll, and I hope that I will not be met, and no gentleman will 
attempt to meet me, with the argument that has been advanced 
so frequently heretofore, ‘“‘ Why not place them all upon the pen- 
sion roll?” Isay to you gentlemen of the committee, let us dis- 
pose of these bills as they come before us, especially in a case of 
this kind, where the lady is aged and liable to die before a general 
pension bill shall be adopted. 

Mr. HULICK. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a 
question? ; 

Mr. LAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. I wish to know whether your committee con- 
sider all applications for bills like this, and report favorably on 
the cases of all widows who are applying for a special act, or 
whether you make a distinction. Ido this for my own informa- 
tion in regard to presenting similar bills for my constituents. 

Mr. LAYTON. The question as to whether we are reporting 
all of them I can not answer; but so far as bills of this exact char- 
acter, where the woman was a war widow and is dependent, has 
no means of support or property, this committee has invariably 
thus far reported the ills favorably, although we have met with 
some opposition on the side of the minority. 

Mr. LICK. Then you do discriminate against certain clases 
of widows? 

Mr. LAYTON. Ican not answer that question directly, I will 
say tomy colleague. My recollection is now that that question 
has not as yet been presented by any special bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does he know of asingle bill that the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions has rejected, of any character, when 
presented by a subcommittee? 

Mr. LA IN. Icannotanswer that question directly. Ihave 
no distinct recollection. But in answer to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, I state that so far as this particular character 
of bills is concerned they have all been reported favorably. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Just a moment, in response to the question 
Seo tleman from Pennsylvania. I believe he desired 
to be in: whether or not the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
had rejected a recommended by any subcommittee. I do 
not recollect of such an instance; but I know of instances in 
which bills have not been reported which, in the judgment of the 
subcommittee, were not worthy of a favorable report. 

Mr. LAYTON. 
man from Nebraska as to that statement, because I have had sim- 
ilar experience. After investigation of a number—a large num- 
ber, I will say—of bills, after a careful investigation, and after 
consul my colleagues and with the clerks of the com- 
mittee, who are experts upon the question, and examining the 
precedents, they have been laid aside without favorable action; 
faite a number of them. But I do not desire to anticipate all 

| er that may arise. But what the Committee on Inva- 
want determined to-night is whether or not this 
class of bills are to be considered favorably by the 


' 


} 


| this question on a previous occasio 
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If not, we will sim- 
ly lay them aside and be relieved of a good deal of unnecessat y 
abor. 

One word now as to a general bill. 
two or three gen 


There are, as I remember 
ral bills of a similar nature to this—that 
proposing to replace the remarried widows of soldiers 1 \ 
pension roll—and the action taken here in reference to this pa 
ular bill will sery to the ¢ 
sions for its a on th ls. For this 1 1, W 
perhaps, as suggested by the gentleman from Indiana, | 
up a good deal cf time, it will be found in the lo: 

neral questi: settled here fairly and intelligently w ill 
really gain time in pension legislation, and that hav 
tured to occupy so much of the time and attention of t mu 
tee on this occasion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to be reported to the 
pass? 

Mr.ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, [thi fs 
read by the Clerk, in my time, the 


ono & BU 


Omi h in 


tion se bil 


mn 


The question is, Shall tl 


House with the 


recomimen 


hear some gentleman who hold e& op i ip and 
answer seriatim the argument which I have ad 

The Clerk proceeded to read the matter sent up DD i : 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, may we have a1 to 
the page of ancient history w! his 

The CLERK. It is on page 1 
of February 14, 1896. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The purpose of this bill is to restore her to the pension roll th as if 
she were still the widow of the soldier whose name she 
dered years ago. 
‘To pass this bill is te nullify for the benefit of this one indivix 
stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of sol: * widows 
who have remarried shall cease 
The objections to |! ged against such |} 
first place, it makes an « ception of a case which is no wise exceptior 
There may be varying degrees of destitution in different cases. 
be fairly stated that ail cases of widows whe h: remarried 
come husbandless, by reason of death or divorce, present the same 
tial conditions. 
If any widow so situated should be restored to per 
ated should be restored. and this by general enactmen 
private bills, whereby those who may happen to have a f 
their cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unkr 
of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only 
tially exceptional and should not be usex 
to the many whose situation is pret 
sideration, however, the soldier's wi 
quishes her pension because she prefers to do so 
The Government can not become an insurer against an unfortuna 
nation of this second matrimonial venture e b 
restore pension in case of divorce i 
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divorces, and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim uy 
soldier's death and memory which they have long since renoanced ft 
erence. 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legist: yn of t) hat 
the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or ti it is mec 
sarily desired or favored by the soldier classes ) 
pubhe Treasury to the support of the widow of t 
mains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desi di t 

» nation for thirty years ha med th but 
forward toand desires that his services dh nen i 
a pension to his wife at some remote day, b d 
matrimonial alliance with some other husband, is ! 
or fairly to be presumed. 

During the reading of the foreroing the followin: rred: 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I makea poin rderag 
the reading of that statement. This is the second time d r 
this Congress that the gentleman has had that read, and it 
I make is that after a paper has once been read, it can n " 
read unless by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that this isa part of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Evenif it is, does not the rule apply? 1 
is an independent paper. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, and will over , 
point of order. 

Mr. ERDMAN (atthe conclusion of the reading). Now, 
Chairman, I simply want to say that if you find yourselves w 
out. a quorum in endeavoring to force this bill through d: t 
come over to this side and appeal to us to lay the bill aside and 
take up something else. If this is to be a tentative process, let 
the effort be made and let the session end. [ries of ** Vote!” 


Mr. Chairman, I can corroborate the gentle- | 


**Votel”) 

The question being taken on the motion to lay the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation, the Chairman declared that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. lI ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 5. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to count the House. 
announcement of the count was made, 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand tellers upon the count. 


Before the 
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The CHAIRMAN. There are 106 members present, a quorum, 
and the bill is laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
The Clerk will read the next bill. 


THEODORE WERNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2142) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Theodore Werner. 


The bil was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Theodore Werner, late a private in Company E, a Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to issue to him an honorable Gocheres: Pro- 
vided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due to said Werner 
by virtue of the passage of this act. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have the report. 
An amendment by the committee was read, as follows: 


Line 7, after the word “ discharge,” insert ‘‘to date Devember 30, 1864.” 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have the report read, 
Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended or Se committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN, Mr. Chairman, the report is called for. - 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have asked for the reading 
of the report three times. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 
The Clerk will read the report. 


The report (by Mr. BisHop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 
2142) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Theodore 
Werner, having had the same under consideration, would respectfully refer 
the same back to the House, and recommend that the bill be amended in line 
7 by adding, after the word “discharge,” the words “‘to date December 30, 
1861," and that the bill when so amended do pass. 

: ze facts in this case, briefly stated as found by your committee, are as 
ollows: 

This soldier enlisted August 12, 1861, and served faithfully until the last of 
December, 1864, a period of more than three yearsand four months. He par- 
ticipated in the battles of Shiloh, Corinth, Stone River, Perryville, Chicka- 
mange. Mission Ridge, Buzzards Roost, Pickets Mill, Atlan Jonesboro, 
and Nashville. He had the record of a brave and fearless soldier. After the 
retreat of Hood after the battle of Nashville the soldier became separated 
from his command and went home. 

Your committee are of the opinion that a soldier with so brilliant a record 
standing to his credit should at this late day have this act of clemency ex- 
tended to him. 

The report of the Adjutant-General is as follows: 


Case of Theodore Werner, late of mes E, Forty-ninth Ohio nfantry Vol- 
unteers. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
January 23, 1896. 

The records show that Theodore Warner (also borne as Theodore Werner) 
was enrolled August 12, 1861, and mustered into service August 22, 1861, as a 
private in Company E, Forty-ninth Ohio Infantry, to serve three years. The 
company muster rolls report him as follows: August 31, 1862, presence or ab 
sence not stated; October 31, 1862, present; December 31, 1862, **‘ Missed in the 
battle of Stone River, December 1, 1862°°; February 28, 1863, ‘‘ Paroled pris- 
oner, captured December 31, 1862, at the battle of Stone River”; April 11, 1843 
oom muster), ‘Captured December 31, 1862, paroled, and in lum bus, 
Ohio”; to October 31, 1863, same report; December 31, 1863, ‘* Left in convales- 
cent camp, Chattanooga, Tenn., since December 1, 1863." 

He reenlisted as a veteran volunteer January 1, 1864, and he is thereafter 
reported as follows: February 29, 1864: ‘‘In Ohio on ee furlough 
since February 12, 1864;" to August 31, 1864, present; December 31, 1864 (four 
months’ muster), ‘Absent without leave since December 25, 1864; February 
28, 1865, “*“ Deserted near Columbus, Tenn.’ The muster-out roll of the com- 
pany, dated November 30, 1865, reports him: ‘‘Deserteu in the face of the 
enemy January 1, 1865, at Columbus, Tenn.” He did not return to his com- 
mand after his desertion. 

The Prisoners of War Records report him as follows: ‘Captured at Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn., December 31, 1862; confined at Richmond, Va., January 16, 
1863; led at dity int, Va., January 26, 1863; reported at Camp Parole, 
Maryland, Januar : 1883; sent to Camp Chase, Ohio, March 10 or 12, 1863. 
where he repor March 18 to 22, 1863, as an exchanged prisoner; transferred 
to Columbus, to be forwarded to his regiment, June 23, 1863, and sent to Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, the same day.” 

In an application for removal of the charge of desertion the soldier submit- 
ted testimony as follows: 

1. Affidavit of his brother, Henry Werner, who declared, March 17, 1888, 
that appllicant had been sick of typhus fever at his (affiant’s) house from Feb- 
ruary to May, 1865. 

2. own affidavit, in which he declared, February 23, 1892, that about 
December 12, 1864, he left his ment with two comrades on a fo; ex- 

ition; that after going some 5 miles, his comrades proposed that y go 
ome; that he, pers, Poune, was easily persuaded to accede to the proposi- 
tion, thinking that all three would soon return; that he went to ieceri, 
and having heard of the President's proclamation recal soldiers to their 
commands, he was about to return when he was taken sick with typhoid 
fever; that when he was again able to travel the time within which deserters 
could rt under the proclamation had expired, and he supposed that it 
was Sap iene to try to rejoin his regiment, and that the attempt might get 
him into further trouble. 

3. Another affidavit of his, under date of May 17, 1894, to the same effect as 


a cation for relie as in on 


pases not being deemed sufficient to warrant favorable 


Ww. 

Since the date of last denial, May 26, 1894, the status of the case has under- 
gone nochange. 

Respectfully submitted. 


F. C. Ae rasta Opps. 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension 
The SECRETARY oF WAR. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is a letter accompanying the report 
Does the gentleman desire to have that read also? : 

Mr. B R of New Hampshire. I would liketo have the gon. 
tleman reporting the bill explain how this soldier got separat..q 
from his command. A satisfactory explanation of thatis the oy), 
excuse in such a case except a record of previous good service. | 
this man got separated from his command intentionally, if he j,. 
tended to desert, he ought to stand upon the record he has maco, 
There should be some explanation on that point. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, I made the report on behalf of 
the committee. Theintroducer of the bill and the beneficiary .; jt 
are both entire strangers tome. I took great pains, however. {9 
look up the record of this soldier as presented in the War Deyjrt. 
ment records, and also to examine the various affidavits prese)toq 
to sustain the bill. It appears that on the retreat of Ho. xd this 
man was ill and remained a short timein Nashville. He then trieg 
to rejoin his command, but did not succeed in finding them, as 
they were moving a toward the south. It was pro. 
posed by one or two of his comrades that oo should go home and 
wait until the regiment should be stationed at some place wherg 
they could rejoin it. Very soon after getting home he was taken 
sick with typhoid fever and remained so until after the time when 
the regiment was at a point where he could rejoin it. 

But the special thing that the committee considered more than 
all others was the fact that this soldier enlisted in 1861 and par- 
ticipated in some of the hardest ae battles of the war. He 
did valiant service. He stayed with command until the war 
was almost over. Thecommittee thought that this man, who had 
stood in the forefront at Chickamauga, at Stones River, at Nash- 
ville, and eleven or twelve others of the hardest fought battles of 
the war, ought to be forgiven for a single act of neglect of duty, 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to, and 
the bill as armended laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House, 

JOSEPH PORTER. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. 8. :}{93) 


granting a pension to Joseph Porter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Jose)h Por- 
ter, late mY mY wey in Company K, — New York Heavy Artillery. at the 
rate provided for total blindness, in lieu of the pension he now receive 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out, in line 6, the words “ provided for total blindness” and insert 
the words “of $30 per month.”’ 


Mr. McCLELLAN. I ask that the report be read for the infer. 
mation of the committee. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H.R. 
3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter, having carefully considered the 
same, adopt the acocmipany ing mate report (No. 820) as their own and re 
a | recommend t the bill do pass with the following amendment 

In line 6 strike out the words “‘ provided for total blindness” and insert in 


lieu thereof the words “ of $30 per month.” 


[Senate Report No. 820, Fifty-third Congress, third session. | 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.214!) grant 
ing a pension to Joseph Porter, have examined the same and report: : 

e petitioner, Joseph Porter, late a private in Comapeny , Sixth New 
York Volunteer Heavy a) ber 23, 1864, and was dis- 
charged June 28, 1865, ha served about nine months. He filed an app!ica- 
tion on September 1, 1890, alleging rheumatism and injury of left hand. «laim- 


ing that he was to’ Se oar ae , and was crippled in his left 
hand as a result of service, said disabilities having been contracted in 
the line of duty and not due to vicious habits. He claims that he incurred 







said injury at Cedar Creek, we. on the 19th oz of October, 14: 
ing that while his regiment la: ere the enemy suddenly and unex) 
came on them and they all ed for their —" In the rush and exci 
he received said injury in his left hand, it being very dark, the nig! 
—o. = by the camp fires. He is not able to state just how it was done 

e wound was not n until after the excitement was over. lie bas 





always believed that his hand was by a bayonet. This is the only 

knowledge that he has and statement that he is able to make. He further 

claims that his rheumatism was eas aeere and hardships, damp, 

om vot: laying out all night in rain, other exposures incidental 
army life. 

Dr. Perdue, of Haverstraw, N. Y., whom he alleges treated him in 15) 1 the 
time of the first a) ce of his disabilit , in the month of October or there 
abouts, after the ttle of Cedar Creek, is dead, and hence he is unable to get 
the evidence of this He was afterwards treated by Dr. Nve. of 
Avoca, Sows, in 185, w physician is also dead. He wasalso treated |y Dr. 
Carman, of same place, in 1880. ween poe ee = to within, the last 
six years the petitioner claims he was unable for the performance of miu 
labor to the extent of about one-half, and within the past six years |; 8s 
been totally disabled for the performance of any manual labor. A)))'! 4 
has been totally blind for over four and he alleges that his eyes!+'\' 
gan to fail from the time of his disc y fal 

One of his neigh John C. W. Cool, testifies that he is person \' = 
quainted with the and has known him for a number of year's Ps 
and met him almost daily after his blindness occurred, and that h« knows 
him to be suffering from what he alleges to be rheumatism, compla'"'"* © 
the same every week. Armstrong also testifies by affidavit that 
he = been with the r for eighteen years, 
ee any Seon = the ; heis oy ving a 

means now ag of 
per month. He has no ; that he requires the ai! ant 
awe epee: x that his wife is advanced in age 8" 
unable ive him attendance he requires. 
H. B. Day that he is a regular practicing physician and ha bee® 


» 
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ractice for fifteen years, and has been claimant's family 
engaged in, the pris totally blind in both eyes and has been so for three or 
k wr ears, and that the said blindness is the result of glaucoma and cataract 
of h eyes; that both eyes have been operated upon and no relief has thus 
far been cbtained and that in his opinion there is absolutely no hope of his 
obtaining any relief in the future; that he is y= on his neighbors for 
aid and attention, having no property of any kind, according to knowl- 
edge and belief. 

The report of the board of pension examiners is as follows: 

“The petitioner suffers with rheumatism in the shoulders and legs, not 
beingable to do any work, has so much pain after being on his feet, and can 
not : 

and can not feel its impulse; there is a pronounced obstructed 
ae ae getsaround with difficulty.” ‘ 

In view of the fact that after a careful examination of all the papers and evi- 
dencesubmitted your committee are of the opinion that the disabilities which 
at present affect him a had their origin in the exposure due to his 
service in the Army, while under the law governing the Pension Department 
he is denied a further increase of pension, having applied for the same and 
the case having been rejected, still your committee believe that the equities 
of the case warrant an increase to the extent of $30 per month. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with an amend- 


ay by striking out the words, in lines6 and 7,‘ provided for total blind- 
ness" and rt in lieu thereof “$30 per month,” so as to read “at the rate 
of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Will the gentleman in charge of this bill 
tell us whether there is any evidence that this man’s blindness is 
of service origin except his own statement and belief? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If it were of service origin would he not be 
entitled to a pension of $72 a month? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. But as the circumstance of 
his blindness is introduced here as a part of the case, there ought 
to be at least some presumption connecting it with the service. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. 
ment, but in view of the presumption that this trouble had its 
origin in the service, and in view of the other disabilities of the 
applicant, the committee felt itself justified according to its usages 
in recommending a peusion of $30 a month. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Heis otherwise disabled? 

Mr. BAKER of Kaasas. He is entirely disabled and is obliged 
to have an attendant a large part of the time. According to the 
custom adopted in our committee, if he required constantly an 
attendant and his disability could be distinctiy traced to his mili- 
tary service to the satisfaction of the committee he would receive 


arms above head; that the action of the heart is very weak, hard to | 


~ — 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I believe this matter is now open 
for debate. I did not care to say anything while the amendment 
was pending; I wanted my remarks to bein order upon the merits 
of the bill. I wish simply to call the attention of the House to 
one fact in this case; if 1 am wrong I want to be corrected, be- 
cause I have had difficulty in getting the consent of my own mind 
to stand up here and speak against the application of this old sol- 
dier. I sincerely say that in raising objection to this bill I am 
battling against my sympathies. This man is blind; he is old; he 
is helpless. I would like to help him. If we were sitting here as 
a board of charities I would vote him money, and vote it liberally. 
If we had a charitable fund upon which to draw I should be vlad 
to vote him relief. But, gentlemen of the committee, we are here 
representing all classes of the American people, including al! kinds 
of honest pension claimants and taxpayers, who have no claims 
to present. 

There are thousands and thousands of worthy soldiers in this 


| country who can not get a pension such as you propose to give this 


The only evidence is his own state- | 


a pension of $72a month. There is some evidence going to show | 


that his present condition is traceable to his military service, but 
it is not so specific as we have in many other cases. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. What is the evidence showing that his 
present disabled condition is traceable to his military service? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Theonly evidence, as I have said, is 
his own statement and a presumption arising from the circum- 
stances of the case. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Then, his own statement is the only evi- 
dence tending to show that his disability is of service origin? 

Mr. B of Kansas. That is the only statement that came 
to my knowledge in the case. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I wish tosubmit a few words; and 
I call attention to what we are asked to do here to-night in this 
very case. This unfortunate individual—or fortunate, perhaps, 
in view of some of the friends that he has on this floor who have 


carried his case thus far—never made an application fora pension | 


until after the passage of the act of 1890. There can not be, I 
think, in the minds of any person any possible assumption that 
this man’s present disability is the result of his service. The dis- 
ease all was rheumatism; and now he has become blind. He 
does not himself even allege that his blindness is the result of his 


service. 
If you — to pension at high rates every ex-soldier who is at 
the present time bled, why not come forward like men and do 
justice and equity to all? Why pick out single individuals to re- 
ceive special legislation in their favor? Why not do equity and 
justice in every case, and by general statute 
soldier who is at the present time disabled shall receive a pension 
of $50 a month? 

I have the reputation among some of my friends here of being 
perhaps a little factious on these questions; but I do propose, so far 


as lies in my power, to test the sense of the House in House as- | 


sembled—by roll call if I have the power—upon cases of this char- 
acter; and if the House on such a roll call will determine it to be 
its policy to o— pensions in these cases, I shall say amen, but 
not until that hour arrives. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by the 
committee, there were on a division (called for by Mr. ErpMan)— 
ayes 93, noes 3. 

Mr. MAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the Hohse) announced 107 


members present. 
So (a quorum of the Committee of the Whole being present) 
t was agreed to. 


the 
The . The question now is, Shall the bill as 


CHAIRMAN 
amended be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House? 





You are confronted, gentlemen, with this proposition: | 


| 
| 


man, although they may go into the Pension Office and show just 
the condition that this man shows, and simply because they can 
not establish the fact that the disability was of service origin. 
But, sir, that is not all that marks thiscase. Another precedent 
which you are establishing by forcing througha case of this kind 
is that a man may get the benefit of special pension legislation by 
simply coming before the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
making a statement, unsupported by any testimony in the world, 
simply upon his own individual allegation, upon his own unsup- 
ported testimony and statements, unsustained by a medieal expert, 
or by the testimony of a neighbor or friend, that his disease, in 
his opinion only—mark you, in his own opinion, gentlemen—is of 
service origin. His claim isnoteven that the disability is actually 
of service origin, but he simply alleges as his own opinion that 
such is the origin of it, unsupported absolutely by any other evi- 
dence or the testimony of any other human being, and yet in the 
face of all this you propose to vote this large pension to him 
Now, that is exactly the pending case. That is what you are 
doing if you passthis bill. 1 simply want to call your attention to 
the fact. Ido not care to argue or debate the question. I want 
you to understand that there are gentlemen on the Invalid Pen- 
sion Committee who, although they may represent Southern con- 
stituencies, constituencies in which there are now living people 
who served in the Federal Army, yet who propose to do full jus- 
tice to them, and who can not get the consent of their own minds 
and consciences to present the cases of their constituents for pen- 


| sion claims of this character, with no more merit than is presented 


| by the pending case. 


I content myself, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
with uttering my sincere protest against the partiality as well as 


| the illegality and inconsistency of the pending bill. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, there is no dispute as to the 
facts in this case. The gentleman from Maryland says that the 
claimant’s statement is uncorroborated by further testimony. 


| There is no dispute of one fact, that he bears a wound which he 


| these cases on the testimony presented to us. 


: | of the facts. 
rovide that every | 





claims to be a bayonet wound in his arm or hand, and there is no 
dispute of.the fact that he slept out in the cold and in the swamps, 
and served. in the Army honorably—— 

Mr. MILES. Youdo not claim that his blindness originated 
from the wound in his hand? Besides that, he is being pensioned 
already for that wound at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). He is now blind 

Mr. MILES. You do not claim that that blindness is of service 
origin? 

Mr. PICKLER. 
would get $7 


No; of course not. Because if it were he 
2a month at the Pension Office. We are to consider 
We must take into 
consideration the probabilities accompanying each case. 

Now, my colleague, I think, is not exactly fair in his statement 
There is no dispute, asI have said, as to the dis- 
ability ofthe man. There is no dispute as to the total incapacity 
of this man to perform manual labor, and no dispute that he needs 
constant attendance. These facts are all unquestioned. 

Now, $30 a month would be the pension to a man who is 


inca- 


man from the performance of manual labor. If he could 
wring proof that he was totally blind, and that the blindness was 
the result of his service, then he wouid get $72 a month. Iappeal 


| to the committee, therefore, if as fair men, if as humane men, we 


can do less under the circumstances, where this man is totally un- 
able to perform manual labor, where there is every reason to be- 
lieve that the disability is of service origin, than to give him $30 
a month under the circumstances as we find them? 

Mr. MILES. It is humanity, I concede. It is very humane, 
The question is, is it right? 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). And to ease the conscience of 
= colleague let me say that this report is the very same report 
which was made in the last Congress by a Democratic House on 
this ver rticular bill. 

Mr. MILES. The last Congress was not the keeper of my con- 
science, thank God! [Laughter and applause. } 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard for a mo- 
ment. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Lintend to vote for this bill, and gentlemen can vote in a few 
moments; but there are some considerations that we ought to re- 
gard in considering this bill. There is very much force in the 
remarks of the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. I take 
the floor, therefore, not for the purpose of speaking against the 
bill; not at all, but in favor of some of my own soldier constitu- 
ents. Ihave one in my own mind at this moment, in my town, 
lying upon his bed, who can not turn himself over because of 
rheumatism. He has alleged and proved to the satisfaction of the 
Pension Commissioner that he was entitled to $18 a month for the 
disability, which originated in the service, and continued to re- 
ceive that until a few years ago, when, under the present admin- 
istration of the Pension Office, he was cut down to $12 a month 
under the act of 1890. I was advised a few days ago that he is 
lying upon his back, unable to turn over in bed. My advice to 
him is that he can not, under the present law, get over $12 per 
month. 

I have no doubt that the feeling in the Invalid Pensions Com- 
mittee would be to grant that soldier an increase of pension equal 
to his disability, but you will find over 6,000 private bills already 
pending before Congress. On the day before yesterday I went to 
the Invalid Pensions Committee with billsfrom soldier constituents 
in my district, and was advised by my colleague from Ohio, who 
had charge of the bills that I presented to the committee, that the 
number of bills was so great that they could not expect to get 
through with them at this session, for me to select two or 
three or four of the most meritorious cases and have them passed 
by the committee and reported favorably to the House, and that 
in that event there would be a possibility of getting only that num- 
ber through at this session. 

Now, this is what I want. I want this committee to report a 
bill in favor of all soldiers who are thus disabled, such as the one 
I refer to, and hundreds and thousands of others. I want them 
to report a bill which, instead of giving only $12 a month under 
the law of 1890, will give these soldiers (all of them) such pen- 
sions as will compensate them for the disabilities under which 
they are now suffering, and not discriminate against other dis- 
abled soldiers by passing special acts for a small number of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is just what we are going to do. 

Mr. HULICK. Thatismght. Let the committee do that, and 
equal and exact justice will be done. WhenI present bills in 
favor of my constituents, in favor of the soldiers (who are thus 
disabled), 1 am told, ‘‘ You can not get these bills through.” Now, 
let us have a bill for the protection of other soldiers who are dis- 
abled equally with this one. Let us have a general bill, so that 
we can give to these men pensions sufficient for the disabilities 
under which they suffer. [Applause.] 

Mr. ERDMAN. Before the gentleman takes his seat will he 
permit a question? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 

Mr. ERDMAN., Is the gentleman in favor of so amending the 
general law that a person may obtain a pension upon his own 
sworn statement, uncorroborated by any other testimony? 

Mr. HULICK. Any soldier who went out in defense of his 
country, swearing that he would defend it with his life, and can 
not obtain other evidence, then I will take his oath. [Applause. 
The pensioner in this case testifies that the doctors who attend 
him ay upon his return from the service are dead and 
he can not get the kind of evidence required by the Pension Office, 
and I think we should receive his own statement. 

Mr.ERDMAN. Lasked the gentleman a question which I wish 
he would please answer. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; I will do so. 

Mr. ERDMAN. You are in favor of changing the general pen 
sion law so that a person upon his own sworn statement, without 
corroboration, shall be allowed a pension? 

Mr. MILES. Provided he was a soldier, the gentleman from 
Ohio says. 

Mr. HULICK. I am in favor of changing the law so that a 
soldier can get a pension for disability, on the very best testimony 
that he can present, and if he can not get any better testimony, 
I am willing to take his own sworn statement. I am not willing 
to see him deprived of his pension because, forsooth, he can not 
get other evidence except his own. A man who will fight for his 
country and become disabled by wound or disease ought to have 
the most liberal and favorable consideration when we come to 
grant him a pension. {Asean} 

The C MAN. The question is, Shall the bill as amended 
be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 


GEORGIANNA C. HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4182) granting increase of pension to Georgianna C. Hall, depend- 
ent mother of Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, late surgeon, 
United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension allowed under the act of 
January 29, 1887, to Georgianna C. Hall, as the widow of William Hall, of Com- 
pany B. Third Louisiana Volunteers, in the Mexican war, to a sum equivalent 

amount which she would be entitled to as dependent mother of her 
son, the late Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, surgeon of the United States 
Army, on whom she was dependent for subsistence. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, is this bill reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions? 

A Memper. From the Committee on Pensions. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment, as 
follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘a sum equivalent to the amount which she would be 
entitled to as dependent mother of her son, the late Maj. John W. Williams, 
deceased, surgeon of the United States Army, on whom she was dependent 
for subsistence,” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘$12 per month.” 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the widow of a Mexican soldier, and 
$12 a month is all that is asked. Let it go through. 

Mr. LOUD. I perhaps can judge just as well about this case 
after the report is read. 

The report (by Mr. Corrry) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 4182) in- 
creasing the pension of Georgianna C. Hall, have considered the same, and 
spectfully report as follows: 
e claimant is the widow of William Hall, who was acorporal in Company 
B, Third Louisiana Volunteer Infantry, and served from May 4, 1546, to 
August 14, 1846. She is now in receipt ofa pension at Pas month, under 
the Mexican war service pension act of January 29, 1887. t the time of the 
granting of said pension by the Pension Office Mrs. Hall proved that she was 
ependent for support upon her son (by a former marriage), John W. Wi\- 
liams, major and surgeon, United States Army. is son has since died, 
eaves a widow who receives the pension due on account of his service and 
eath. 


Mrs. Hall is now about 75 years old and so much affected by rheumatism as 
to be unable todo any work fora livelihood. She has noproperty of any kind 
and no income aside from the pension, which is insufficient to supply the 
necessaries of life, and she has to depend upon a widowed daughter for assist- 
ance. This daughter is poor and has to depend upon her labor for support 

The facts are established by the testimony of Thomas A. Mitchell, Georgo 
H. Baldwin, W. O. De , and other reputable citizens of Washington, D. \. 

Mrs. Hall, besides being the widow of a Mexican war soldier, lost a son in 
the service of his country. She is now old and needy, and an increase of her 
pension is absolutely necessary to her comfortable support. 

Your committee therefore recommend the e of the bill with an 
amendment striking out all after the word “ to,” in 8, and substituting 
therefor the words “$12 per month.” 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask what the incentive is to in- 
crease the pension of this widow? She is entitled to $8 a month, 
I understand, under the law. Why should an exception be made 
in this case? Nobody seems to know, Mr. Chairman, but I wil! 
readin the report a very strong appeal made to this House to 
grant this extraordinary pension: 

She is now old and needy and an increase of her pension is absolutely nec- 
essary to her comfortable support. 

Now, I desire to a the Committee on Pensions on 
their extreme liberality in assuming that $12 a month is go- 
ing to comfortably support this old lady. Of course! understan 
that I am simply getting in the way of the wheels of progress here, 
as you term it, but I do desire to call the attention of my Repub- 
lican friends to the condition which youare presenting to us night 
after night. While many of you, oe that Mr. Cleve- 
land was President before, condemned and raised up a con- 
demnation throughout the country because of his vetoing of 
pensions, let me say to as a party, if he uses discretion in the 
vetoing of the lis passed by this Congress he will receive 
the applause of nine-tenths of the eof this whole country. 
[Cries of ‘‘Not” ‘‘ No!” on the Repu a 

Well, Mr. Chairman, I discovered long ago that if there is any 
one thing the American love better than another it is al- 
solute justice, equity, and fairness to everybody. You are here 
picking out a few individual cases and increasing their pensions. 
— I say if mang gegen a yr ee conan = the _—s 
of pension cases ve passed this Congress and are to pass 
hereafter, that he will receive the — of the people of this 
country because he has acted in the of justice and equity, and 


I believe I am as a judge of that as anybody here 
AGER: 


Mr. LOUDEN Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 
Mr. LOUD 


Mr. LOUDENSLAG I would like to ask the gentleman 
from California if he has ever advocated the passage of a special 
pension bill? : 

Mr. LOUD. If I have ever? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. eee 

Mr. LOUD. I can not remember that I have. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is all. 








think that that question has much i- 
idan who has a case on the Calen is 





the advocate of any pension bill that comes up, because 
he has a case behind it on the Calendar. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is onthe amendment. [Cries 


a Gentlemen will permit me to conclude before they 
Be CHAIRMAN . The Chair understood the gentleman had 
concluded his remarks, —_ rose simply to answer the question of 
from New Jersey. 

the gortOUD. I have not been down yet; and I will say to the 
House, if gentlemen will let me alone I will get through a great 
deal quicker. I only rose for the purpose of calling the attention 
of this House to the strength of the report before the House, and 
wee nee and in f her bsolutel 

she i d and need an increase 0! nsion is absolute 
ee her < eieetabie expport. 7 : 

That is the only argument that you give us, and that is the only 
argument, course, that you have. Why, I do not suppose 
there is a member of this House who is not appealed to every 
time he goes into the corridor by a widow of some officer of the 
Regular Army who leads her case that the pension of $25 or $30 
a month now allowed her by law is not sufficient to maintain her 
in the station of life in which she has been accustomed to live. 
That is the one argument that appeals to you, gentlemen, in many 
cases that you will bring up hereafter. It is the only argument 
that should appeal to you in this case. : j 

Now, let me express to you an honest sentiment of mine—you 
need not acceptit as yours, but it is mine—that the policy — 
in this country for the last few eae and being pursued here to 
an extreme, has done more to debauch the American people than 
all the acts of Congress that have transpired in a hundred years 
before it. Letme say to you that we are appealed to upon every 
side for pensions, for every person who is now in the Government 
service; not alone soldiers, but every person now in the Govern- 
ment service. It is a logical result of the condition you have 
brought about. You have encouraged the — of this country 
to believe that the Government must support them. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
there? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. I just simply wanted to congratulate the gentle- 
man that he is ing that statement here, and is not making it 
in Edinburgh, or Boston, England. He is, therefore, in no danger 
of censure. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, well, of course gentlemen understand that 
while a member is subject to criticism, he is not amenable for 
od statement he may make in debate anywhere except in the 

ouse. 

Mr. MILES. And the gentleman from Massachusetts is not 
present, either. 

Mr. LOUD. A member of the House is not responsible to any- 
body but his constituents. Iam speaking to you gentlemen my 
honest thoughts. You have all seen it; it is not on this alone, 
not on the for the pensioning of widows and soldiers, but on 
every hand you are building up and increasing a sentiment in this 
country that this is a paternal Government. If any person has 
by reason of position done any service, even if he may have been 
well paid for it, not alone are you bound to support him during 
his own natural life, but to pension his widow and his children. 
Now, consider this condition, gentlemen, and is it advisable to 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment proposed by the committee. 
The amendment was to 


] The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
recommendation 


MARY ANN TRACY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 


182) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy. 
bill was read, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
cutarieed directed to on tha pansion roll, oh stots provides 
ter of David - leis a ae Thirt ‘coventh Raguacat Untied 
States Volunteers in the war of 1812. . 


BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have the report read, 


= report (by Mr. HALTERMAN) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 152) grant- 
“ia Nension to Mary Ann Tracy, have considered the "and sagen: 


sale, 
case are shown in a petition numerously signed b 
Citinanet Norwich Dorn hich oe iennened. - 


There are several for the legislation prayed for, and in view of 
19s, disahilition, and nocousitine of the dacnd roe commaiites setura the 
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bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, however, by adding 
after the word ‘‘ twelve,”’ in line §, the words “and allow her a pension rat 
at $12 per month.” 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, Mr. Chairman, I sub- 
mit that that report is no such report as this House is entitled to 
receive from this committee. It refers to documents in their pos- 
session for the reasons why they report the bill without stating 
them; to petitions which are on file without stating the purpose 
or purport of the petitions, 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
Connecticut. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Accompanying the report, 
which the Clerk did not read, there is a full copy of the petition 
and some other statements in reference to this case. The com- 
mittee adopted as theirs a report which was made by the Commit- 
tee on Pensions in a former Congress. If the gentleman wishes, 
the Clerk may read the balance of the report, or I will briefly state 
the case as it is stated in the balance of the report which has not 
been read. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have it. 

Mr. MILES. It seems to me that this House and this Commit- 
tee of the Whole might just as well receive the 


If the gentleman will allow me. 
I yield to the gentleman from 


statement ol one 
of the members of the Invalid Pensions Cominittee, unsupported 
by any other evidence, as to receive the unsupported statement of 
an applicant for a pension. We do not seem to require any evi- 
dence of any kind im order to justify the passage of a spe 


al bill, 
Most of the members of the Invalid Pensions Committee are c 
rades, old soldiers 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. This is a report from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. It proposes to grant a pension to the daughter 
of a soldier of the war of 1812, a man who gave something more 
than two years of service. The beneficiary under this bill, who 
never married, is the only remaining child of the soldier. She is 
now 80 years old and dependent. The evidence shows that the 
soldier, upon his death, left a family consisting of a widow and this 
daughter without any means of support. ‘he daughter by her 
own labor supported the mother until the mother’s decease, and 
since then the daughter has gained support by such manual labor 
as she was able to perform and by the public charity of the citi- 
zens of Norwich. All of this is set forth in the part of the report 
which has not been read. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
pensioned? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. The widow of the soldier was 
not pensioned. This is the first application they have made fora 
pension. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It was her own fault that 
she was not pensioned if the service of the soldier was for the 
period stated by the gentleman. However, Mr. Chairman, my 
particular object in rising was not so much to oppose this bill as 
to criticise the report. I had toriseand ask for a statement from 
a member of the committee in order to get any kind of basis of 
information upon which to vote in this case, and now the question 
comes up, how far are we to continue this pension lis 
go to a daughter of the soldier. How long will it be before we 
go to a granddaughter? The gentleman should remember that, 
although there are only a trifle over 100 of the pensioners of the 
war of 1812 now surviving, there are nearly 4,000 widows pen- 
sioned on account of that war. Are we to begin now to pension 
the daughters, and then go the granddaughters? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; if necessary. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It seems to be a question 
how far this pension business is to run. I hear gentlemen say, 
** Yes; if necessary.” I hear a great many cries around me upon 
which gentlemen in their earnest, sober senses would not go before 
the people, for the time must soon come when we shall halt some- 
where and somehow in this pension business. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I will say to the gentleman 
that this is not the first by any means of the pensioning of the 
daughter of a soldier of the war of 1812, as is stated in the report. 
I will also remind him that the beneficiary of this bill never mar- 
ried, and is now a feeble, dependent old woman of 80 years of age, 
so that in this case there is not very much prospect of a grand- 
daughter coming before Congress for a pension. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman may be fa- 
miliar with that question. I do not know how that may be, but 
I presume there are granddaughters of soldiers of the war of 1812, 


and many of them. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. I would like to ask my colleague [Mr. 


BakER] if he would be willing to go before the people of New 
Hampshire on the basis of what he has been saying this evening? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would; not only on this sub- 
ject, but in relation to pensioning the remarried widows of sol- 
diers. The le of New Hampshire wish every old soldier, and 
every old ’s widow who was married to the soldier within 


mie 
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any reasonable time, vg pentoned yas cared eae _ a - 
not propose to carry i every line of consan can 
discovered and to ‘follow thene soldiers’ widows cough their 
various and devious marriages and finally put them back on the 
pension roll. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Iwant to say to the gentleman that no man 
who has lived in New Hampshire for the last twenty-five years 
occupies any such position as he does. During all t time he 
has na resident of the District of Columbia, which accounts 
for his position. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, upon that 

int I wish to say that my colleague has stated that which he 
— not believe and that which he never can and never will prove. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire to some facts which seem 
to indicate that he has recently undergone a change of opinion. 
I undertake to say that he ought not to condemn the House for 
doing that which he is himself constantly urging it todo. I find 
in one single number of the Index, covering o iy a period of fif- 
teen or twenty days, that the gentleman himself has introduced 
the following private bills: 

A bill for the relief of Francis L. Abbot; a bill for the relief of 
Francis A. Beater; a bill for the relief of Isaac W. Busey; a bill 
for the relief of John Ericsson; a bill to pension Annie M. Greene; 
a bill to increase the pension of Henrietta A. Lewis; a bill for the 
relief of James R. D. and William Morrison; a bill to remove the 
wr of desertion against Mason W. Presbry; a bill for the relief 
of William H. Quinn, and a bill to pension Emily M. Shaw. 

A MemsBer. Oh, pshaw! [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe that is all, but that is doing pretty 
well for seventeen days. [Laughter. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. r. Chairman, I am much 
obliged to the gentleman from Iowa for calling attention publicly 
to my activity in matters before the House, and I wish to say that 
nearly every one of those bills was introduced by me on my own 
motion oak: not by nest. The parties in all but two of the 
cases he has mentioned I know of my own knowledge are entitled 
to relief at the hands of this House. They are genuine, true peo- 
ple, entitled to the money which they ask, for services actually 
rendered, and the Government stands indebted to them to-night, 
and has stood indebted to them for years, and it is a disgrace to 
the Government as a debtor that it has not paid them long ago. 
[Laughter. ] 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH DESHLER WHITING. 


The next business on the Calendar was the aaa R. 1050) to 
grant an increase of pension to Elizabeth Deshler iting, widow 
of Lieut. Henry Whiting. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, 
se er ceaie ee serie sea Teas aise 

o ; - 
von shall be in lien of that which she is now receiving. =f 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, the lady,whose pension this 
bill proposes to increase is the widow of a lieutenant in the naval 
service. In the discharge of his duties to the Government he was 
sent South, where his health was so seriously undermined as to 
render it necessary that he return to a northern climate. Soon 
after his return to the North he contracted a cold, which developed 
into pneumonia, and in a few days he died, leaving a widow and 
twochildren. His widow, now receiving a pension of $17 a month, 
has applied for an increase of the pension. A bill to grant her an 
increase was before the House in mber of 1894, and was then 

, granting her a pension of $30 a month; but it was near 
the close of the session when the bill went to the Senate and it re- 
ceived no attention there—was not reported by the committee. 

An application was made at this session to the House committee 
to pass a bill giving her the same increase which was proposed in 
the bill of the last Congress; but the committee has seen fit to 
report a bill granting a pension of only $25 a month in lieu of the 
— of $17 a month which she is now receiving under the gen- 
eral law. 

The evidence before the committee showed that this widow is 
entirely dependent upon her own exertions, with the exception of 
asmall amount realized from the life-insurance policy of her de- 
ceased husband; that she has become deaf and unable to support 
herself by manual labor, so that she is wholl oe —— 
the assistance which — afforded her by the Government in 
the form of a pension. e amount of increase proposed by the 
bill is only $8 a month. The case is entirely meritorious, and I 
trust there will be no opposition on the part of the committee to 
Gants to this widow the additional amount provided in the 

. It was hoped that a larger sum would be given; but, as I 


have said, the Pension Committee has seen fit to limit the pension 
to $25 a month—an amount which certainly is barely sufficient to 
enable her, with two children dependent upon her, to secure en 
the necessaries of life. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman state whether ¢;7 a 
month is not the rate of pension allowed by the general lay {5 
lieutenants and the widows of lieutenants who served in the yay 
of the rebellion? 

Mr. DANIELS. I can not answer the gentleman. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think it is. 

Mr. DANIELS. That is the amount allowed to this widow by 
the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is the amount, I understand, fix. by 
the general law—$17 a month for a lieutenant or a lieutenant's 
widow. Now, what reason is there that this widow shou! ro. 
ceive more pension than the widow of any other lieutenant who 
served during the war of the rebellion? 

Mr. DANIELS. Ido not think that she is to receive more. She 
is entirely ry step: upon her own exertions. In view of thie dis. 
ability that come upon her, the loss of hearing, she is cer. 
tainly in a sad condition to provide for herself and her fanily, 

Mr. HULL. Are her children young? . 

Mr. DANIELS. They are under 16 years of age. 

Mr. HULL. Then for each of them she receives $2 a month, 

Mr. DANIELS. But that pension will be extinguished whey 
they reach the of 16. 

r. HULL. it not true that under the ceneral law this 
widow would receive but $17 a month, and that the law pensions 
no widow on account of her disability? 

Mr. DANIELS. I think not. 

Mr. HULL. A widow is pensioned on account of the service of 
her husband. 

Mr. DANIELS. And also on account of her own disability. 

Mr. HULL. Ihave in my district two widows of lieutenants 
who are receiving $17 a month; ~~ think they can not live on 
that, and want more, but I have told them I believe they ought 
to stand with all others of the same class. 

Mr. DANIELS. They are probably not disabled, as this widow 
is. During the last session of Congrcss there was apparently no 
ee to allowing this widow a pension of $30 a month. 

. TALBERT, y has she never applied to the Pension 
Bureau for the increase of her pension? 

Mr. DANIELS. I will say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that she can not receive any more there. This bill proposes 
er, to give her $8 a month more than she now receives. 

r. TALBERT. She would not be allowed the increase at the 
Pension Bureau? 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir. As Iwas about to state, when a bill 
covering this same case was up at the last session—thie Ist or 2d 
day of March, 1895—there was substantially no objection raised 
to giving this widow a ion at the rate of $30 a month, but 
at the present session when the committee came to review the 
facts and circumstances they to increase the pension to 
only $25 a month, and that is she is at present asking at the 
hands of the House. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
a question. I know the gentleman to be absolutely fair, and de- 
sires to be absolutely just in all cases. I will give the gent!eman 
full credit for that, and think we all do so. I would like to ask 
him if he does not think that this is establishing a dangerous pr°e- 

en 

Mr. DANIELS. I should think not. I should say to the gen- 
tleman from California that it is not a dangerous precedent. It 
is a on that seems to me to be justified and more than 
justified by the circumstances in the case. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the circumstances of the case must be her 
own condition, and if that rule is to be applied to everybody, why 
should it not be equitably applied, and equally applied, to every 
other woman in the country? 

Mr. DANIELS. To every woman throughout the country who 
is similarly situated I should say yes, it should be applie|. But 
this is a peculiar case. It is a case of singular hardship on a 
count, in the first place, of the loss of her husband by deat !, and 
then the loss of her own hearing subsequently. 

Mr. LOUD. Did he die a naberal death? : 

Mr. DANIELS. He died from the effects of hisservice. | have 
substantially stated the case, Mr. Chairman, as it was est))lished 
by the before the committee. They have reported 'n favor 
of the allowance of this amount, as the former committee ‘il 12 
favor of the allowance of $30 per month. It seems to me, 11 MY 
judgment, to be an oxtesanshy meritorious case. I trust that 


there bod ee serious on ee on the part of the 
commi pensioner. 

Mr. LOUD. Lwoule like to ask the gentleman another (ue 
tion, with his consent. The gentleman is a lawyer an 


of this body. I would like t 


understands his duty as a mem 
believes that under his obligation as a Represent 


ask him if he 








1896. 





floor he has any legal right, any legitimate or just 
ye Oo be generous with the money of the ms of the United 
States DANIELS. I do not consider this to be a matter of mere 
generosity. I consider it a case that appeals to the justice of the 
CLOUD. Well, surely, if it appeals to the justice of the 
House, the relief ought to be furnished under the general law. 
Mr. DANIELS. The law seems to be deficient in this respect, 
and the Pension Office can not allow her a pension under the law. 
They can not allow her even a fair measure of compensation for 
the of meeting her necessities. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word on this 
nestion. I believe that all who have served with me on this 
oor will bear me out in the statement that I have always favored 


liberal jonsinallcases. — = 
But, Mr. Chairman, I feel, in justice to my position, that I must 


draw the line in these cases between pensioning a soldier for dis- 
ability and pensioning a widow for disability. We have a very 
large number of widows in this country who are poor and de- 
pendent; they need help, for they have no means of subsistence 
excepting their own labor and the pittance they receive from the 
Government, whatever it may be. Whenever a private soldier 
dies from the effects of his service, his widow can get a pension of 
$12 a month under the general law; whereas if the soldier dies 
from any cause and the death could not be traced directly to the 
service, these widows get but $8 a month, and that is all they can 
get under the law. ; 

Here is a widow whose husband was an officer in the Army and 
who draws @ ion of $17 a month, or a little more than twice 
as much as the widow of a man—a private soldier—unless his 
death can be traced directly to the service. I concede that $17 a 
month is not a luxurious living. But I concede that $8 a month 
is still less luxurious living; and if we are to pension the widows 
of certain es of officers in the Army, we should passa general 
law to enable every widow of every lieutenant who died from 
wounds or injuries received in the service, whose death was trace- 
able to the service, to draw this pension of $25 a month. 

But this committee can not go into the question of the disabili- 
ties of widows and pension them. If they do that they can run 
the ons up to$72a month. What I wish to say in this con- 
nection is, that whenever the Committee on Invalid Pensions re- 
= in favor of ioning the soldier himself I have always been 

‘ound in favor of it and voting for it. I have always been liberal 
in my views of pensions. I would rather give ten men pensions 
that are not entitled to it than to deprive one honorable soldier of 
a pension who is entitled to it. But when it comes to = 
the widows I want a rule that we can stand by in all places. 

And I want to say to the committee here and now while I am on 
my feet that when we find ourselves in this Committee of the Whole 
with bills coming before us pensioning the widows of distinguished 
men who died, not in the service, granting pensions ranging from 
$75 to $100 or $150 a month, men who were not connected with the 
Army in any way in twenty-five years, I shall vote against them 
tay shall take occasion to speak against them every time. 

use. 


d I want to say I doitin the interest of my comrades. I 
believe in doing justice to them, but I do not believe in going out 
all over the country and taking cases where men have died while 
hai to hold high office, or immediately after going out of 

ce, and placing their widows above those of all of our com- 
rades, and giving them pensions that will enable them to live in 
oe the widows of our comrades are living in poverty 
and . [Applause.] I donot want to be understood in the 
mind of any man as not being willing to do absolute justice to all 
these classes, but I do want to enter my protest, and back it by 
my vote, against entering upon any system that will pension 
on account of their disabilities, or on any account except 
because are widows of soldiers, and then in each case give 
the widow on that the law provides. 

Mr. D. . Mr. Chairman, I may say in answer to what 
gentleman has just said that there is no danger, certainly, of 
widow li in luxury upon a pension of $25 a month. It is 
that she has two children who are now receiv- 
each per month. That will cease when they are 16 years 

‘They ~ em and a — cee ta well as 

are dependent upon her for a respectable training 
future lives, and unless the Government is willing to do 
to aid and assist her promoting these objects, which 
ability is entiuel unable to promote, then of 
can say what will be the history, or what may 
lamentable uences to these unfortunate children, as 
this unfortunate widow, who has been thus left in early 
ees death of this lieutenant in the service. 
BL Mr. Chairman, I have not cast my vote in Com- 
mittee of the Whole at any time in = to any pension. 
want to; but it has seemed to me that this is estab- 
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lishing a very dangerous precedent, and I do not believe this bill 
should be voted on to-night. I think by common consent it ought 
to be allowed to go over, and we ought to give it the considera- 
tion it deserves. I agree with the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
| HULL]. Now, the fact in this case is that we are asked here in 
| this special instance to pension the widow of a soldier at $25 a 
month when there is no different reason in her case from what 
might be given with equal force in thousands of other cases, 

This special pension legislation should be addressed to special 
cases, where the proof is incomplete and can not be made com- 
plete, so that the committee, having considered all the facts, are 
| willing in those instances to apply the equities because they are 
| just and right; but those are special cases that can be reached in 

no other way, and the particular province of this special legisla- 
| tion ought to be confined to that kind of relief. There are hun- 

dreds of meritorious cases before this Pension Committee, and I 
venture the prediction that, if we continue this kind of policy, 
when this session adjourns there will be thousands of special 
cases that would come under special provisions which will not be 
touched, and there will be case after case of this character that 
never ought to pass this House under these conditions. 

As has been said here, we are not sitting in this Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of offering charitable relief to special 
cases of this character. After listening to the learned gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DANIELS], the substance of his claim is that 
this widow needs money. I should be glad to giveit to her, so far 
as lam concerned. Iam willing to go to the extent of voting for 
the enlargement of all the pensions of widows in this great coun- 
try; but thisis a bad, perniciousexample. This case ought not to 
be passed upon until we have considered it to such an extent that 
we have made up our minds that we will follow that precedont. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that that bill may be 
passed for the present, so that we may have an opportunity to 
| consider it until the next session, and that it be not forced upon 

usatthistime. I donot want to vote against it. I donot say that 
I will, but I think the committee ought to have time to consider 
this fully before they undertake to establish this precedent. 

Mr. GIBSON. Move to recommit it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked—— 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested to me, and I 
will make the motion, that this bill be recommitted to the com- 
mittee for further consideration and report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain that motion in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HULL. Wecan make that recommendation. 

Mr. BLUE. Wouldit not be in order to movethat the commit- 
tee report it back to the House with the recommendation that it 
be recommitted? 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. BLUE. That is what I intended to move. 

Mr. DANIELS. Certainly this is a very ungenerous and illib- 
eral view to take of this bill, which was passed by the last Con- 
gress without any substantial objection at the rate of $30 a month, 
If a Democratic Congress can be actuated by sentiments of justice 
| and fairness to that extent, I see no reason why this committee 
should withhold the application of the same principle. 

The bill was ordered to be reported back to the House with the 
recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 











JOHN DALTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
$221) granting a pension to John Dalton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the name of John Dalton, of Lamar, Mo., who was 
employed as a teamster in the Quartermaster-General's Department during 
the war of the rebellion, and who, while serving as such in the line of his duty, 
was wounded in the left thigh by a musket ball at and during the battle of 
Marks Mill, Ark., on the 23d day of April, 1864, and who filed his application 
for pension on account thereof on the 25th day of August, 1875, be inscribed 
upon the pension rolls of the United States, subject to the restrictions and 
limitations of the general pension laws, with the same title to pension as if he 
had been duly enlisted, mustered into, and discharged from the military sery- 
ice of the United States. 


Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read 
the report, and after the report shall have been read I will offer 
an amendment in lieu of the committee amendment. 

The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$221) granting a pension to John Dalton, submit the following report: 

John Dalton was employed as a teamster in the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department at St. Louis, Mo., March 7, 1864,and was sent from St. Louis tothe 
barracks at Little Rock, Ark. He was a teamster in the ammunition train 
of General Steel in his expedition through Arkansas, and was sent with other 
teamsters from Washington, Ark., to Pine Bluff, Ark., for supplies, and 
while on the way, at Marks Mill, Ark., on the 23d day of April, 1864, the com- 
mand was attacked by Confederate troops, the engagement being known as 
the battle of Marks Mill, Colonel Drake commanding the Union forces. Dur- 
ing the battle John Dalton, while in the discharge of his duties as teamster, 
was wounded in the left thigh by a musket bail. 

He was taken prisoner and afterwards paroled and sent to the hospital at 
Pine Bluff, Ark. He was then transferred to the hospital at Little Rock, Ark., 
and subsequently discharged from duty. He made application for pensica to 
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the Doygrtesens, and his claim was rejected because he was not an enlisted 
man is parole is on file at the Pension Office, and the records of the Quar- 
r-General's Office show his eueleg ment as ateamster from June 1 to 
October 31, 1863, and from March 1 to May 31,1864. The rt of the Surgeon- 
General shows his admission to the hospital at Little Rock and his treatment 
thereat for gunshot wound. The evidence also shows that the musket ball 
has never been removed from his thigh, and his leg is so badly disabled by 
reason thereof that he is unable to perform manual labor. 
The commpstse therefore report the bill back with the following amend- 
ments, to wit: 


Strike cut all the words between the word “sixty-four,” in the ninth line, 
and the words “ be inscribed,” in the eleventh line of said bill; and strike 
out all after the words *‘ general pension laws,’ in the thirteenth line, and 
insert after said words in the thirteenth line the words “ at = per month.” 

The committee recommend that the bill when so amended do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “that.” in line 3 of the amended bill, insert the words “ the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
place upon the pension rolls of the United States"; also, beginning in line 9, 


a all the words after “ sixty-four"’ and insert “at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Vote. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, May I ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
question? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. This is an exceedingly meritorious case, 
and when my friend reports a case it is ex ingly meritorious. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Thank yoa. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Why should not this man, who wasacon- 
tract employee, I grant, but who stood up and fought like a man 
in defense of the Gnitea States property, be granted a pension 
according to the injuries he received, which would give him a 
“ae mnsion than $12 a month? 

r. EROWTHER. Inasmuch as the applicant applied under 
the law of 1890 for a pension and his application was rejected at 
the Pension Bureau for the reason that he was not an enlisted 
man and that he was willing to abide by that, the subcommittee 
thought it only proper to go as far as the applicant desired to go, 
and so reported, 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Does not the gentleman think that it 
would be justice to this man, who stood up and fought like a man, 
to be placed on the pension rolls at the rate his injuries would en- 
title nim to? 

Mr. CROWTHER. The subcommittee investigated it in the 
light of justice, recommended this amount in the light of justice, 
and ask this committee to pass the bill as reported, with the amend- 
ment that I have just offered, so as to conform with the general 
run of pension cases that we are passing. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I simply want again to call atten- 
tion to the fact that this House in its pension legislation acts like 
a board of charities, except that it has no well-regulated rules 
and is never consistent. man, according to the report which 
my friend makes, is disabled and has a musket ball which he 
received in the service still in his thigh, and that disables him, 
and yet this Committee of the Whole having voted $30 a month 
this very night to a man who could not trace his disease to service 
origin, and who can not prove his case by any living witness except 
himself, proposes to put this soldier, use, forsooth, he was 
only 2 humble teamster, upon the pension list at $12 a month. 
We will not be consistent. I made the effort here last Friday 
night, and I make it again, to have this House legislate in a con- 
sistent way. I care not so much about the character of this pen- 
— legislation in any other respect as I do about its inconsis- 

mcy. 

I did not seek, Mr. Chairman, an assignment to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. I curse the day I received that assignment, 
all the more, Mr. i , because Ifird myself utterly unable 
te preserve for myself the appearance of consistency before the 
country. Because when I stand up here and appeal to this House 
I find members, even the chairman of the committee, ready to cry 
**Votel” “* Vote!” when my effort is not to reach his ears, not to 
reach the ears of the other side of this House, who do not seem to 
want to be consistent, but my effort is to reach the people of this 
country, the pouarens of this country, and that large class of 
people, of which I am one, born, or arriving at the age of manhood 
since the war, a body composing the majority of the American 
er and a majority of the tax-paying people of this country. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I want to say here that I am not fighting 
this pension claim. I shall vote for it, and vote for it cheerfully. 
The only objection I make to it is that when I vote for it at $13 
a month I am not putting myself in a proper attitude before this 
country, because, it appears, not having a yea-and-nay vote on 


the bi penal 0 eee a eee ter. 


per , unless I am permitted to statement, it should 
go to the countrythat, as a member of the Invalid ons Com- 
mittee of this ouse, I favored a pension claim of $30 a month 


me gen. 


was in the Army and knows sapling chen soldiers and teamsters 
would make such a statement as orn from Maryland 
has when he compares a teamster, hi by the month, who could 
quit when he pleased, and quit the Army, with a man who enlisted 
and who had to go into battle. The teamster did not have to go 
into battle if he did not want to, and he incurred no danger. 

Mr. MILES. But this man did go into battle. 

Mr. PICKLER. I donot yield. I refuse to P pore When the 
gentleman compares a teamster to a soldier and gets up here and 
prates about putting a man who never was enlisted on the pension 
roll on an equality with the enlisted soldier it shows that he was 
born since the war. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is entirely consistent. A teamster is 
doing well if he gets on the pension roll at all, and no teamster 
and no man who is not an enlisted man, does get on the pension 
rollunless he was woundedin the Army. Thismanwasshot. He 
got a little more of it than most of the teamsters got. He was 
shot, and was in the hospital, and the committee concluded that, 
as he was at the front and was wounded, even though he was a 
teamster and not an enlisted man, and therefore had been refused 
a pension by the Pension Office, he ought to be pensioned at the 
rate of $12a month. It is a fair and liberal pension, and any non- 
enlisted man is doing extremely well to get such a pension; and 
therefore I beg that the gentleman from Maryland will not say 
that there is any inconsistency in pensioning at $30 a month a real 
soldier, an enlisted man who was wounded, and then get up and 
shed crocodile tears over the case of a teamster. [Applause. | 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman has unduly 
criticised my remarks. I am a very earnest man, and speak earn- 
estly. Ido not claim to be a military man, but I have the facts 
staring me in the face, from the report, that this man bears some- 
thing in his person which even the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, an ex-soldier, does not bear, a bullet in his 
thigh, received in the service of his country. I want to say fur- 
ther that Iam no military anarchist. I have never, either in the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions or on this floor, advocated the pay- 
ment of the same pear to plain and simple soldiers thai I 
would pay to men of high rank in the service of their country. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is where the gentleman is wrong. 

Mr. MILES. I never advocated that; but the gentleman from 
South Dakota did advocate that until to-night, and I think his 
change is another illustration that the ‘‘ galled jade winces,” for 
when his inconsistencies are pointed out he goes back upon his 
former record, and then stands up here and tries to put me ina 
false position. 

Mr. PICKLER. What former record have I gone back on? 

Mr. MILES. You have always protested against paying proper 

nsions to generals or the widows of gene who had rendered 

istinguished services to their country, on the ground that it took 
away ions from the common soldiers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; that is right. I have protested in the 
Invalid Pensions Committee and elsewhere against paying undue 
pensions to generals and their widows, and I expect to protest 
against it. vapplenen. But the gentleman from Maryland. | 
think, always votes for the highest pension for the general or tlie 
widow of a general. I am in favor of doing fairly by them; but [ 
am not in favor of giving them three or four times as much pcn- 
sion proportionately as I would give to a private soldier. That 
is my position in the Invalid Pensions Committee and on this floor. 

Mr. . Thatisallright. I recognize rank in the mili- 
tary service just as I doin the civil service. We work on tliat 
principle in the civil service, and I recognize it in the military 
service. We are not discussing that question now. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I did not want to get into a colloquy with 
my friend the chairman of the Invalid Pensions Committee. 

. HICKS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MILES. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. HICKS. What is the gentleman’s objection to the Dill 
under consideration? 

Mr. i: s er no me pepe! to ik. I stated a while 

that I rose for purpose of advoca it. 
ie HICKS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman to 
order. He is out of order if he is not talking to the question be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. MILES. Very well; I will see whether I am out of order. 


ter. 
Une CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is entitle! 
to the floor and is entitled to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. MILES. So my friend from lvania is out of order 
himself, and will please take his seat until I get through. [Laug)- 


itr. HICKS. Will the gentleman allow me another question? 
Mr. MILES. No, sir; I will not, because you rose a while ago 
ostensibly for the purpose of asking me a question, but really 
with a view of calling me to order. . y 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is entitled 
to the floor. 











Mr Now, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to emphasize 
this point It does not make any difference to me whether 
it finds a lodgi in the minds of gentlemen over there or 
not. I am not talking to you, gentlemen; I am talking to the 
country. {Jeers and laughter.}] That is it! Jeer and laugh! 
That is your pri , and it seems to be your highest ideal of a 

islator to jeer and laugh when a man has the floor on this side. 


: I do not care anything about that. 
we It depends on the style of man. , 
Mr. MILES. That is a very polite remark! I would like to 
know from what State it comes. I know the manner of man, but 
I should like to know what section of the country produces such 


q om Mr. Chairman, I did not get up to object to this bill of 
my friend from Missouri pe CROWTHER], my colleague on the 
committee. I did rise, as I said, for the purpose of reaching the 
ear of the country. Gentlemen may jeer at that remark just as 
much as they please, but I want again to call the attention of the 
people of this country to the fact that this Invalid Pensions Com- 
mittee and this House, sitting as a Committee of the Whole, and 
this Co have no well-regulated rule. My friend sitting be- 
hind me me out in the statement that in these pension cases 
we are governed by no rule of conduct whatever. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this man lives in 
my district, and I introduced this bill. He was a teamster, and, as 
this report states, was wounded. Under the law of 1862 he would 
have been entitled to a 
prior to the ist day of January, 1874. He made application under 
the law in 1873; but owing to his inability to obtain certain testi- 
mony he was not able to complete his claim, and it was subse- 

uently rejected for the reason that he was not an enlisted man. 
Twos to the Pension Office; I sat down by the table of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and, with the aid of his private secretary, 
went through this man’s record. And then and there, in the 

ce of the Commissioner, his private secretary made the 
remark: ‘“‘That man ought to have had his pension, and it ought 
to date back to 1873, when he made his application.” 

I drew this bill upon that theory. But I am not here to make 
any exaggerated claims for teamsters. I do not claim that this 
teamster was any better than any other teamster; neither am I 
willing to admit that he was any worse. I am not here to demand 
that he shall have a ion dating back to the time of his appli- 
cation. Great God! I am willing to get anything for him. The 
man will die and be buried without receiving anything, unless 
we act promptly. ‘Therefore, without questioning any man’s mo- 
tives, 1 am willing to take what the committee is willing to let 
him have. 

Mr. ERDMAN,. Mr. Chairman, I was disposed very favorably 
toward this bill, but the remarks of the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat have raised a very serious doubt in my mind. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Why, my friend, what have I said? 

Mr. ERDMAN, I will tell you what you havesaid. You have 
said thatthisman, under the general law, made an application and 
was for some reason which you have not stated rejected; and that 
does not a in this report. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. You did not hear me, my friend. 
I said that the man was not able to complete his proof by the 1st 
of January, 1874. 

Mr. . Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion in favor of this applicant? Was not the reason of the rejec- 
tion the fact that he was not an enlisted man? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The 1st of January, 1874, having 
ore by, his application was rejected because he was not an en- 

man. 


_ Mr. MILES. Isimply wanted to make a suggestion—although, 

in the estimation of certain ironical gentlemen on the other side, 

it seems to depend altogether upon what source the suggestion 

comes from as to whether it has any value—I wanted to make a 
in the interest of this humble soldier. 

. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly; under the general law 

of 1862 a Seeneey Wounded as this man was, was entitled toa 


Ce en e prosecuted his claim to a conclusion by the 
day of January, 174. 


Mr. ERDMAN. I understand that. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. He was not able to complete his 
proof within the time limited, because he could not find the wit- 
nesses. The limitation of time having gone by, his application 
Se pesease he was a nonenlisted man. 

Mr. . And for twenty-three years he has been en- 
Sit: BURTON of Missouri ‘Tie’ we 

Mr. B of i. He was endeavoring to get the 
proof for a number of years. 

A Memper. But he did prove up. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. And I know personally that 


with ; 
vente * obliged, when he undertakes to walk, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered for 
the amendment of the committee. 
me BURTON of Missouri. I am not sure that I know what 

at is. 

Mr. CROWTHER. It simply makes this bill conform to the 
other special bills which we are passing. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Very well; I take the word of my 
friend. 

The substitute was agreed to; and the amendment of the com- 
mittee as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House, 


LYDIA A, TAFT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Lydia A. Taft as the 
widow of Lowell Taft, late a private in Company G, Eighteenth Regiment 


Connecticut Volunteers. 
The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 5 of the bill strike out the words “ pension laws 
June 27, 1800.” 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of my col- 
league, Mr. Poo.g, I will take the liberty of making a brief state- 
ment in reference to this bill. Itis a pension fora divorced widow, 
but represents a very exceptional case. 

She never remarried after she had obtained a divorce. Her 
husband was a drunken beast, and she got her divorce from him 
chiefly upon the ground of extreme cruelty. Afterwards she 
helped to support him—after obtaining a divorce—and he died 
subsequently in the Soldiers’ Home, and was buried at her ex- 
pense. I think that it is so exceptional a case that there ought not 
to be any objection to its passage, and in justice to the claimant 
I ask the reading of the report in my time. 

The report (by Mr. PooLe) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft, report as follows: 

The evidence before the committee shows that Lydia A. Taft was married 
on September 29, 1858, to Lowell G. Taft, who served as a private in Com- 

any G, Eighteenth Connecticut Volunteers, from August 21, 1862, to June 2T 

865. The soldier was a prisoner in the hands of the enemy for six months of 
the time covered by his long term of service 

The said Lydia A. Taft lived with the soldier as his wife from September 
29, 1858, until February 12, 1882, at which time she obtained a divorce from 
him on the ground of his habitual drunkenness and failure to afford her sup- 

sort. While she has not lived with said Taft since the granting of said 
divorce, she has from time to time contributed from her slender means 
toward his support. The soldier died at the Soldiers’ Home at Noroton, 
Conn., in January, 1891. His remains were taken to his former home and 
buried at the sole expense of his former wife. The soldier never received a 
pension. 

It appears from the evidence before your committee that Lydia A. Taft is 
in advanced years, in poor health, and that she is poor—her net income from 
a small piece of property owned by her being but $70.97 per annum 

In view of the facts clearly shown by the testimony, the long and honor- 
able service of the soldier, the fact that the said Lydia A. Taft was his wife 
during that service, suffering privation and anxiety on account of the same, 
her continued care for him up to his death, and then providing and paying 
for his burial, together with her age, failing health, and present need, your 
committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out, in line 5, the 
words “ pension laws,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ of June 
27, 1890,"" and that the bill as amended do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was laid aside with favorable recommenda- 
tion. 


and insert 


“act of 


act 


HORACE TOWNSEND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 136) 
granting an increase of pension to Horace Townsend. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace Townsend, late of 
ae A, Tenth New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting increase of pension to Horace Townsend, having carefully cousid- 
ered thesame, and adopting the accompanying Senate report (No. 46) as their 
own, respectfully report the bill back tothe House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 46, Fifty fourth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 136) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Horace Townsend, have examined the same and 


S. 136) 


re t: 

iaimant under this bill was a member of Company A, Tenth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, serving from August 5, i562, to May 31, 1865, at 
which latter date he was discharged from hospital in consequence of a gun- 
shot wound of the foot. 

Soldier was first pensioned at $2 per month, which was successively in- 
creased as the wound became worse to $4, $4, $12, $16, and $17. About six 
ears and a half ago soldier had abscesses (or carbuncles) on the head, which 
t is believed was the result of blood poisoning from the wound, and from 
which, it is alleged, his eyesight became affected. Certain it is that from 
some cause the eyes becaine seriously affected, total blindness resulting ina 
few months after the abscesses firstappeared. Soldier has been totally blind 
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for six years. Since the close of his Army service he lost the left forearm as 
a result of accident, so that now he isin an exceedingly deplorable condition. 

Application was made for increase on the ground that the blindness re- 
sulted from blood poisoning. The medical board at Nashua, N. H., gave it 
as their opinion that he was entitled to $50 per month; the medical board at 
Manchester, N. H., rated him at $72 per month, and the medical board at Con- 
cord, N. H., said: “It is our opinion that claimant’s blindness is a result of 
his gunshot weund.” 

Had this opinion been accepted claimant would have been granted $72 per 
month, the rate for total blindness. But notwithstanding the judgment of 
these three medical boards, before whom the claimant personally appeared, 
the medical referee of the Pension Bureau refused to accept blindness as a 
result of pensionable causes, and the claim was rejected. 

Your committee is clear in the opinion that this is an entirely meritorious 
cain, = therefore report the bill back favorably with a recommendation 

at it do pass. 


we What is the amount of pension granted by 
e bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. Fifty dollars a month. 

The bi'l was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALBERT ELLIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Ellis, 
late of Conapany K, Twelfth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $24 per 
ea eu of the pension that he is now receiving under certificate num- 


Mr. WOOD. lask that the report in this case be read. It is 
quite brief and cites the facts in the case. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


In the case of Albert Ellis (H. R. 708), Twelfth Kansas Volunteers, the evi- 
dence submitted shows v7ithout any fg ghz: 4 

1. That Eliis served from August 20, 1862, to May 26, 1865, and has aa honor- 
able discharge and record. 

2. That he now is suffering from granulated sore eyes, and is totally unfit 
for manual labor. 

3. That this disease is of service origin, and was incurred while guarding 
prisoners, by exposure, and probably by contact with some diseased per- 
son. His first medical examination, October 8, 1884, showed one-half disabil- 
ity; his second, December 2, 1885, total; his third, Februar 5, 1890, twelve- 
eighteenths; his fourth, Ane 29, 1891, seventeen-eighteenths. At this last 
—- he could not distinguish a letter upon a card (Snellen’s) at 4 feet 

nee. 

4. He has steadily grown worse from his discharge, at which time the record 
shows him te be suffering from purulent iritis (an inflammatory discharge of 


poisonous matter from the eyes). 
5. He was Se enn at $4 from August 29, 1884; at $8 from December 2, 1885; 


at $12 from Febr 5, 1890. His claim for increase February 15, was 
rejec for reason of “no increase.” 

6. His ori; application and all subsequent ones for increase set out dis- 
ease for which he now asks increase. 


7. He was discharged from hospital. His pension is under act of July 14, 
1862. One medical referee has found a rating of one-half; another, total; 
another, twelve-eighteenths; another, no increase. 

Your committee believe from the evidence submitted that the disability of 
this soldier is more than the loss of a hand or foot, and therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ERDMAN. I hope the gentleman in charge of this bill 
will give us a very much more extended statement than that con- 
tained in thisexceedingly terse report. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state in regard to this 
bill that the evidence before the committee was quite voluminous, 
The substance of it is set forth in the report. 

I have seen this soldier myself. At a distance of 4 feet he was 
unable to distinguish a single —— or letter upon the test card 
known as Snellen’s card. The letters on this card range from a 
very small size to letters 4 inches in length and corresponding] 
broad. The testimony is without any controversy that he suf- 
fered from this disease at the time of his discharge. He was dis- 
charged from the hospital, and the evidence shows that he was 
then suffering from this very disease. The testimony following 
from that time down to the present time shows that he has grown 
steadily worse all the time until his present condition is such 
that at 4 feet distance he is unable to guish a letter on the 
card referred to. He is substantially helpless and can not hoe 
corn, because he could not tell the weeds from the corn; he could 
not chop wood, because he could not see whether he was hitting 
at the stick or his foot; he could not drive a team; he cotld not 
sell goods, because he could not distinguish the quality of the 
goods at 4 feet or any other distance. 

His record is good; he acquired the disease in the line of duty in 
the service, and the rate accorded by the bill is in exact co: - 
ence with the rate in the Pension Office, where the disability is 
—- to the loss of a hand or a foot, and is fixed at $24 a 
month. 

The finding of one of the medical referees is that he is totally 
blind, and the testimony of the examining board shows substan- 
tial blindness, and yet it isa fact that he can just seea faint glim- 


mer of light. 
Mr. ERDMAN, What I would like the gentleman to explain 
and lay before the House is some testimony to sustain the state- 


apnea 


ment he makes in the first line of paragraph 3 of this report 
namely, that ‘ his disease was of service origin and was incurred 
while ae prisoners.” Will the gentleman be kind enous), 
to explain that? - 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to state that his discharge and his hos)i{.| 
record both show that to be the fact, and the papers were bef). 
the committee at the time that the report was prepared, ani .; 
the time it was passed upon — committee. The man is pen- 
sioned for that particular disability under the act of July 14, 1s: 
There is no question about that at all. : 

Mr. ERDMAN. Thisisa dispute, then, with the Pension Py- 
reau as to the amount a pensioner ought to receive for a disability 
of this character? . 

Mr. WOOD. This is rather a dispute between the medi:] 
boards appointed by the Pension Office and the different reterios 
to whom this case has been referred; but the fact remains wiiis- 
puted that the claimant is substantially totally blind. 

Mr. ERDMAN. What does the gentleman mean by the |ast 
paragraph of his report, in which he says the committee are of 
the opinion that the disability of this soldier is more than the |v.s 
of*a hand or foot? Is this disability to be compared simply tthe 
loss of a hand or foot? 

Mr. WOOD. Iunderstand that where any disability furnisics 
an obstacle in the way of obtaining a livelihood, equivalent to the 
disability of the loss of a hand or foot, such disability is pensioned 


at $24amonth. That is the rating of the Pension Office, and it js 
for the committee, who know the circumstances of this soldier 
and the condition of his blindness, to say whether it is not onal 


to or even greater than the loss of a hand or foot. If the bill had 
been framed for $30 a month it would not be unjust to grant it, 
The amount asked for was $24 a month, and the bill was so framed 
and no amendment was asked. 

Mr. GROUT. What does he draw now? 

Mr. WOOD. Twelve dollars a month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise, and 
that the bills which have passed the Committee of the Whole as 
amended be recommended to the House for passage. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HEPBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration sundry bills, 
and had directed him to report to the House the bills H. R. 1139, 
S. 1386, and H. R. 708, with amendments thereto, and with the rec- 


’ 


ommendation that as amended ae do pass; also the bill H. R. 
1050 with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Coin- 
mittte on Pensions; also the bills H. R. 2142, H. R. 3993, H.R. 


4182, H.R. 152, H. R. 3221, and H. R. 577, without amendment, 
and with the recommendation that they do pass. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on 
the bills recommended for passage the previous question |e con- 
sidered as ordered on their engrossment, third reading, and pas- 
sage, with the privilege of fifteen minutes’ debate on a side in the 

ouse. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Ican not agree to the previous question 
being ordered and the debate being limited to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then say thirty minutes on a side. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Unlimited debate. Some may not take 
any time at all, and others may take an hour. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would thirty minutes on a side satisfy the 
gentleman? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Scarcely; no. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Unlimited. We can not make any acre 
ment as to the limiting of debate. Some may require no time at 


g 

all. Others ma uire two or three hours. 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘That was the usage in the last Congress. 
ont McCLELLAN. There has been no such agreement in this 

gress. ’ 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I call for the reading of the bill on pase 
23, the unfinished business. : 

Mr. HANLY. Mr. Speaker, pend this request, I am in- 
formed that the point of no quorum likely be made on reports 
No. 121, No. 118, and No. 123. I do not believe there is a qu rum 
pea yg I haveas a of the unfinished business the bill H.R. 


, report No. 133, about which there is no question, and to which 
there will be noobjection. Iask unanimous consent of the House 
that I may now that bill on its passage. 

The SP. pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. HANLy] asks unanimous consent that House bill No. 209! )° 
now taken up for consideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. PIC . In fairness to other members, I can not const 


to that. I call for the regular order, the reading of the bill which 
Ihave indicated. . 











RACHEL PATTON. 


The unfinished business was the bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pen- 
sion to Rachel Patton. Avi 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Can we not have the bill read, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course, if it is requested. 

Mr. LOUD. There are some bills that I desire to object to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire this 
bill to be read? 

Mr. LOUD. I do, in order that I may know what it is. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

tt enoted, efe.. That the 5 ta f the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
olhuten an Girected to since on oe conalen Sell guinjoss $0 the sreviclens 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Patton, of Paris, 
Edgar Coast7, Iil., formerly the widow of John H. Patton, late captain of 
Company C, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Strike out the words, in fourth and fifth lines, ‘subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws” and insert in lieu thereof “ at the rate of 
$20 per month.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 o’clock having 
arrived, under the rule the Chair declares the House adjourned 
until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications | 


were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Samuel L. Black, administrator, against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a reply to the 
House resolution of February 11, 1896, relating to the cost of 
making a survey of the outlet of Lake Erie and other lakes and 
rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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(H. R. 1357) for the relief of C. Augusta Urquhart. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from | 


the Chief of Ordnance relating to the reconstruction of Rock 
Island Bridge, Rock Island, I1l.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally re from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 99) to sup- 
ply the State of Kansas with copies of the muster rolls of the Third 
and Fourth regiments of Kansas Infantry, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 543); which said 
bill and re were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred House bills Nos. 339, 3117, 5479, 4961, 4322, 
4565, 8818, 4049, 4158, 1457, 4561, 5966, 6446, 6654, and House Docu- 
ment No. 167, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 6654) to abolish 
the fee system as to United States district attorneys and marshals 
and substitute salaries, and for other purposes, accompanied by 
a report (No. 544); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD, from the Committee on Patents, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4178) providing for the 
use by the United States of devices covered by letters patent, re- 

same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
Cubs — said bill and report were referred to the House 
en . 


By Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
- Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
{ . R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 

River in the county of Aitkin, State of Minnesota, 

the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

( 2 which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
peed from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 

to Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 


bill (H. R. 8229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett. 
No. 542.) 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 1328) for the relief of John W. Fairfax. (Re- 
port No. 545.) 

The bill (H. R. 1329) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. 
Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of Fairfax County, Va. (Report 
No. 546.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 3781) for the relief of Jacob R. Smith, of Jersey 
City, N. J. (Report No. 547.) ; 
The bill (H. R. 6285) for the relief of W. B. Horner. 

No. 548.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 6667) for the relief of Henderson County, Tenn., 
in lieu of House bill No. 1884. (Report No. 549.) 

The bill (H. R. 5607) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment. (Report No. 550.) ; 

The bill (H. R. 2834) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, executrix 
of the last will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee. (Report No. 
553.) 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War ( 
bill (H. R. 6208) for the relief of James C. Slaght. 
551.) 

By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims: Tha 


(Report 


(Report 


‘laims: The 
(Report No. 


bill 
(Report No, 


2.) 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1805) for the relief of the trustees of Tuscarora Lodge, In- 
dependent Order of Odd Fellows, of Martinsburg, W. Va. (Re- 
port No. 554.) 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1891) granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry. 
(Repert No. 555.) 

3y Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: 
(H. R. 1511) for the relief of Lydia Boynton Ferris. 
556.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 2359) granting a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, of Louis- 
ville, Ky. (Report No. 557.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, 
widow of Elbert Prince. (Report No. 55s.) 

The bill (H. R. 1826) granting a pension to Henry Prince. 
port No. 55%.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. 
James C. Parrott. (Report No. 560.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
E. Purdum. (Report No. 562.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R.979) granting a pension to Frances E. Helfénstein. (Re- 
port No. 563.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5946) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 
Parker. (Report No. 564.) 

Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims, in lieu of Houss 
bill No. 1571, reported a resolution (House Res. No. 183) to refer 
said bill for the relief of the estate of Richard Higgins, late 
of Phillips County, Ark., to the Court of Claims. (Report 
No. 565.) 


The bill 
(Report No. 


(Re- 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6659) providing for the withdrawal 
of distilled spirits from bonded warehouses by the distiller or 
owner, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H.R. 6660) to incorporate the 
National Capital Gas Light, Heat, and Power Company of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 6661) to amend sections 4488 and 
4489 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 6662) to provide for forti- 
fications and for other seacoast defenses—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
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By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6668) to authorize and regu- 
late the sale of unclaimed freight, baggage, and other property in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6664) authorizing the employment 
of substitute letter carriers to assist carriers in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 6665) for testing the Belduke 
combination 7: = the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. 
Angel Post, No. 20, Grand Army of the ublic, Lambertville, 

N. J. 4 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls—to the Commit- 
— on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 6668) to amend act regulatin 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, approv 
March 3, 1898—to the Committee on the District of Column 

By Mr. HUTCHESON: A bill (H. R. 6669) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to donate 5 condemned cannon 
to George B. McClellan Post, No. 9,Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Houston, Tex., and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6709) to author- 


ize the appointment of a committee for any er gin 
the District of Columbia who is sq his ion in drunk- 
enness and vicious habits—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6710) to amend an act ap- 
ved A 18, 1894, and to aid in the reclamation of the arid 
1ds—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. B. 6711) for the i vement of 
the Tennessee River above to the ittee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6712) for the improvement of the Cumber- 
land River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. CURTIS of lowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 6713) to 
extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON; A joint resolution (H. Res. 129) au- 
thorizing publication of records and papers of the Continental 
Congress—to the Committee on a 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H i) neo. 
new edition of the International Law Digest—to the Committee 
on Prin 

By Mr. EERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 182) rela- 
tive! to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6654) to abolish the fee 
system as to United States district attorneys and marshals and 
substitute salaries, and for other pu , as an amendment to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill—to the 

ittee on Rules. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 184) asking 
appointment of commissioner to inquire into feasibility of the ap- 
plication of direct legislation to F: legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 24) recognizing Cuban independence—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6260) to provide 
compensation for a bridge and for buildings and other improve- 
ments constructed by certain persons upon public lands after- 
wards set apart and reserved as the Yellowstone National Park, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule ae following titles 
= resented and referred as follows: 
. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6670) maki a ~ 


was t of Justice to pay Ellery P. 
States district a for the eastern district of 
noe rendered in relation to the condemna- 


roceedings for sites for a new United States mint at Phila- 
ph the Committee on 


a Claims. 
Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. 2%. 6671) for the relief of Charles 
A. Nazro—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. a A bill (H. R. ailbattetns toate a 
By Me DING —to the Committee 
Pulisbury—to ro Se @ pension to 


vine. A all CH B 6674) for the relief of the estate 
art the Committee on War Claims. 


HEINER of erlenaabenthe A bill (H. BR. 6675) for relief 


* Mary T. Jackson, of Apollo, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6676) ae charge of desertion from rec- 
ord of James H. Cunningham, of Indiana, Pa.—toe the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6677) for relief of Mary R. Jackson, of Apollo, 
Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6678) for relief of E. L. B. Armstrong—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6679) granting a pension, etc., to Sylvester F, 
Hildebrand—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6680 — for the relief of 
Richard Mayse, of Brooklyn, N. Y., as fo due by Court of 
Claims under the act of March 3, 1883 to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 6681) to pension Charles W, 
Manville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 6682) for relief of estate of Joshua 
Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 6683) for the relief 
of James T. Owens—to the Committee on Indian 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 6684) for the relief of ‘Sarah K, 
T. er, of Lexi _ Ky. —to the Committee on War Clains. 

By Mr. OVERS : A bill (H. R. 6685) for the retief of 
Edward G. Fugate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 6686) to correct the military 
record of Joseph A. Blanchard, late first lieutenant of Troop FE, 
First New York Mounted Rifles—to the Commtittee on Milit: ary 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6687 a the relief of Caleb Aber—to the 
Committee on Mili 

ro N of Louisiana: A Dill (H-T. 6085) fo the 
re e legal representatives Margaret E. Woodward 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6689) for the relief of the estate of Stephen 
Roberts, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6690) for the relief of Mrs. Nannie A. Badley, 
administratrix of Henry Badley, deceased, of East Baton Rouge 
Parish, La., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6691) for the relief of Bertrand and Gaudin 
Cazes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of the estate of Adelon 
ee, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 


Also, —_ oa S R. 6698) for the relief of Gatien Decuir, of Poi 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Cow —to 
er a bill it CLR R. 6694) for the relief of Hyacinthe A. Morgan, 
of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War ( — 
Also, a bill (H. R.. 6695) tort the relief of Leandre Decuir, of 
Pointe Cou — , La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a (H.R. 6896) for the relief of the estate of Celina 
oe Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6697) for the relief of Anna Decoux, of Pointe 
Coupee Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

, a bill '(H. R. 6698) for the relief of the estate of John 

Bird, of West Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R.6699) for the relief of the estate of Turner 
Merritt, late of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 6700) for the relief of Mr. and Mrs. J. T. 
ther, of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 
i‘ « of a ©. McIntyre, of 
Livingston Parish, La.—to the Committee ar Claims. 


fd 
EGE 
a 
at 
: 
: 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6702) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Baum, Baton. La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill we ore Pe Resell aye Satyr Boyer, 
Avoyelles La.—to the Committee on 
By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 6704) for the relief of John W. 
re ee Cente om Affairs. 
John Beldand—to te : A bill (H. = ) granting a pension to 


Soe A bill (E.R.6706) directing the Secretary 


of J C. to the Com- 
siieeon 2 ‘Affaire ohn C. Phillips— 
By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. B.6707) s tae, 
| Newcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
tees of Rang A Sa H. R. 6708) for the relief of the trus- 
ewman at Mossy 
Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. TOWNE: re ae John A. 
Committee on Claims. 


i co oi amg emo 


, Tenn.—to the 


Swenson, of Carlton 
By Mr. DE WITT: A 


Susan E. De Long—to the 














granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


youl on Invalid Pensions. 


G. R. 6716) 
Heilman—to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6717) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of W Whi 


Y. itley—to the Committee on 
Militry Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 6718) to correct the military record of Mathias 
Krouse—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6719) to correct the military record of Lock- 
wood M. Wallace—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H, R. 6720) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George Lowry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Lodge No. 11, Order Sons of 
St. George, of Brownsville, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 

t . 
“a resolutions of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
favoring a classification of freight to be uniform throughout the 
United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


erce. + 
 Als0, petition of Sidney M. Davis for relief, and for the passage 
of House bill No. 6619—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, favoring Government ownership and enlargement of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal—to the Committee on Railways 

d Canals. 

“aie resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor of 
House bill No. 2563, for a navigating naval reserve—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval irs. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Memorial of citizens of Sheboygan, Wis., 
relating to the Sheboygan Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. ‘ 

Also, memorial of citizens and business men of Port Washing- 
ton, Wis., in favor of improving the harbor at that place—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 83, also 
Camp No. 303, Patriotic Order Sons of America, in favor of the 
passage Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. : 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of A. H. Harris and 50 others, 
of the State of Texas, protesting against the removal of the Federal 
court from Graham, ‘Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN: Resolutions adopted at a public meeting in 
Cha Tenn., February 22, 1896, favoring the establish- 
ment of a court of international arbitration for settling disputes 
between nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petitions of Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
viz, Camp No. 66, Camp No. 96, and Camp No. 247, in support of 
the Stone bill, restricting immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, of citizens of Nuremberg, Pa., against the ap- 

tion of public moneys for sectarian undertakings; also 

itions urging the passage of the proposed amendment to the 

nstitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Lodge No. 205, Order Sons of St. 

George, of N rt, R. L, praying for the passage of the Stone 

immigration bill —to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 


ralization. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Resolutions of the Department of Maryland, 
Grand Army of the blic, asking for the recognition of the 
Cuban insurgents as belligerents—to the Committee on Foreign 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Beloit, 
Wis., for submission of a constitutional amendment prohibiting 
of public moneys for sectarian purposes—to the 

ittee on the Judiciary. 

—s ena S: poration of J niet Fost, No. Great 
Arm Republic, o' nm, Linn County, Iowa, in favor o 
a . ~~ tee Coanantoton on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of lowa (by request): Remonstrance of Le 
Grand Byington and other Iowa citizens, against the establishment 
of an army post at Des Moines, lowa—to the Committee on Mili- 


ee eS Sane wry others, 
Brownfiel ., asking for the passage of service- 
Pension bAl—-t0 the Commaities on Intalid Pensions, 
By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of C. B. Scott and 116 other citi- 
zens of Bethany, Brook County, W. Va., asking the recognition 
rights for Cuba—to the ittee on Foreign 
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By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, viz, Veritas Council, No. 194, Stafford Council, No. 
11, Ware Council, No. 198, American Star Council, No. 52, and 
Washington Council, No. 5, all of the State of New Jersey, in favor 
of the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions suggested by 
Albert P. Schack, of Denver, Colo., in regard to the war in Cuba— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of the National Association 
of Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers of the 
United States, for a uniform classification to shippers for all rail- 
roads in the United States—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of Daura L. Mumma, of Colusa 
County, Cal., praying that the war claim of Samuel Grove, de- 
ceased, be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolution of Council No. 5, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Des Moines, lowa, asking for the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HYDE: Resolutions of the faculty and students of the 
University of Washington, favoring the establishment of a per- 
manent board of arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, memorial of citizens of the State of Washington, favoring 
the passage of joint resolution No, 11—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Ladd Post, No. 17, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Puyallup, Wash., favoring the passage of service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
the passage of Senate bill No. 1214—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolutions of J. D. Robie Post, No. 273, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Superior, Wis., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5555, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to organize national naval volunteers in all States bordering 
on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Remonstrance of the Peace As- 
sociation of Friends in America, against the passage of bill provid- 
ing for military instruction in the public schools—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Charles Slaybaugh and 21 others; 
also petition of W. A. Fox and 20 others; also petition of Henry 
Wood and 24 others, favoring the free-home bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Pubiic Lands. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Lucy Webb Hayes 
Council, No. 12, Daughters of Liberty; also petition of Silver Star 
Council, No. 26, Junior Order United American Mechanics, for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of J. A. Burkett and 6 other citizens 
of Fairfield Center, Ind.; also petition of W. Barber and lit 
others, of Cedar Rapids, Iowa; also petition of S. W. Stephens 
and 39 others, of Waverly, W. Va.; dee petition of W. H. Mun- 
shower and 30 others, of Cookport, Pa.; also petition of J. F. 
Schlossihn and 20 others, of Chicago, Il.; also petition of G. R. 
Stone and 33 others, of Red Lion, Pa.; also petition of J. B. Phelps 
and 28 others, of Donohue, W. Va.; also petition of M. L. Drum 
and 78 others, of Shippensburg, Pa., praying for the recognition of 
God in the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Edward G. Fugate—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of George F. Snyder and 122 others, 
of Washington, N.J., praying for the passage of House resolution 
No. 11—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUGH: Paper to accompany House bill No. 6641, for 
ba relief of Mary A. Danner—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition to accompany House bill No. 2975, 
granting a pension to the children of Zenas Macomber, late a sol- 
dier in the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of 34 ex-soldiers of 
Nemaha City, Nebr., praying for the passage of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of the Albany Wholesale Lum- 
ber lers, of Albany, N. Y., in behalf of the recognition of the 
Cuban patriots as belligerents in their struggle for freedom—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 

_ N. Y., protesting against the-saleof beer to mmigrantse— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Albany, N. Y., oe against the sale of beer at certain mili- 
tary posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. TRACEWELL: Pa 
6563, for the relief of Mrs, Sar 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of American Star Council, No. 
53, Order United American Mechanics, of Bryn Mawr, Pa.. with 
a membership of 67; also petition of Pottstown Council, No. 78, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Pottstown, Pa., with a membership of 
119, indorsing the Stone immigration bill and requesting its pas- 

e—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

y Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petitions of H. G. Stratton and 15 
others, Robert S. Spencer and 138 others, J. F. Congleton and 17 
others, J. L. Smith and 88 others, W. E. Parker and 18 others, 
Oliver Hall and 104 others, Fred L. Coon and 10 others, and Al- 
fred Boyer and 28 others, all of the State of Idaho, praying for the 
improvement of the Pend d’Oreille River, in Idaho—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of H. W. Pottiger, president, and 
58 members of ak one ee No. 576, Patriotic Order Sons 
of America, located at Halifax, Pa.; also petition of Grant Wal- 
lace and 80 other citizens of Newcomerstown, Pa., in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


r in support of House bill No. 
Gresham—to the Committee on 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 29, 1896, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupEn. 

a Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendment the bill 
(H. R. 4779) relating to the anchorage and movements of vessels 
in St. Marys River; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 665) to confer rank and pay of a first lieutenant of infantry 
upon the director of nastics and instructor in swordsmanship 
at the United States Military Academy; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was 
— from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 

ollows: 

A bill (S. 665) to authorize the President of the United States to 
appoint and confer the rank of first lieutenant of infantry upon 
the director of gymnastics and instructor of swordsmanship at 
the United States Military Academy—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. 5 er, the bill making appropriations for 
the Army came over from the Senate yesterday. I move that it 
be taken from the table, that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments, and ask for a conference. 

The amendments of the Senate were reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
House nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate and ask for a 
committee of conference. 

The motion was wees to. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair announces as conferees on the part 
of the House, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HuLL, the gentle- 
man from Illinois, Mr. Mars, and the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, Mr, WASHINGTON, 

VETO MESSAGE, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the ae 
has not received the approval of the President, an 
House must under the titution reconsider. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational 
( ) eu ng purposes 


bill, which 
which the 


Be it enacted, etc., That the lands reserved for university 
ds in Arizona 


and 
all of the school lan the Territory of 


reserved by law for school 
may be hereafter 
tory, but until such legislative 


vernor, secre of the Terri and superintendent of b- 
instru Se ee cocked o bean tor a ee eaid lands under thé 


rules and regulations heretofore prneretees ty the Secretary of the Interior 
for the respective purposes for which the said reservations were made, ex- 
cept that it shall not be necessary to submit said leases to the Secretary of 
the Interior for his approval; and all mecoute? expenses and costs incurred 
in the re ment, and protection of said lands and leases may |. 
paid out of the proceeds derived from such leases: Provided, That no leasa 
shall be made for a longer period than five years, and all leases shali te;1)j- 
nate on the admission of said Territory asa State: And pided further 
That all money received on account of such leases in excess of actual ex pens:4 
saeenene incurred in connection with the execution thereof shall be pla..| 
to the credit of the public school fund of said Territory and shall not be nsed 
for any other than public school purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The question before the House is, Will the 
House, upon reconsideration, ee to pass the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. IhopeI may able to secure the attention of 
the House—— 

Mr.McMILLIN. Irise toa pointof order, Mr. Speaker. There 
is so much confusion that we are unable to hear the gentleman, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be obliged if gentlemen 
would take their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. LACEY. I trust that I will be able to secure the attention 
of the entire House this morning while I briefly outline the nature 
of the bill, and the grounds on which the President vetoo it, 
The House is confronted with a grave constitutional interference 
upon the part of the President with a bill that has pass! the 
committee unanimously, passed the House unanimously, anid iso 
passed tl Senate unanimously. This bill is identical with the 
Oklahoma bill, which I ask to have the Clerk read. 


Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him to ex- 
— how the veto by the President is a ‘constitutional inter- 
erence” with a bill passed by Congress? 

Mr. LACEY. It is a “‘constitutional interference.” It is by 


virtue of his constitutional anthority. I donot mean an * uneon- 
stitutional” interference. We are confronted with a veto on this 
bill, and I want to say—— 
Mr. MILES. I do not want to be h 
gentleman call it an ‘‘ interference” at all? 
Mr. LACEY. Why, it is a fatal interference. Two great bod- 
ies going in opposite directions have met in collision one with 


reritical, but can the 


another; and new we want to see which is right. I ask the Clerk 
- read the Oklahoma act, to which I invite the attention of the 
ouse. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


An act to ratify the reservation of certain lands made for the ben«fi 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stutrs 
of America in Congress assembled, That the reservation for university. acri- 
cultural college, and normal school purposes of section 13 in each towr-hip 
of the lands known as the Cherokee Outlet, the 


t of 


Tonkawa Indian Reservation, 
and the Pawnee In Reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma, not ot )vr- 
wise reserved or of, and the reservation for public building; 0! 
tion 33 in each towns of said lands, not otherwise of, made by the 
President of the United States in his proclamation of August 19, 1893. |)>. and 


the same are hereby, ratified, and all of said lands and all of the sch! 
in said Territory may be leased under such laws and regulations as way be 
hereafter prescri by the legislature of said Territory; but until such 
legislative action the governor, secretary of the Territory, and superi:tend- 
ent of public instruction shall constitute a board for the leasing of sai |anis 
under the rules and regulations heretofore prescribed by the Secretiry of 
the Interior, for the respective purposes for which the said reservations. were 
pendesasene Gee it — Eos be _ ———_ said leases to the Secre- 
tary 0) or for approval; an necessary expenses anil costs 
incurred in the leasing, eae. and protection of said lands and leases 
may be paid out of the p derived from such leases. 
Approved May 4, 1894. 


Mr. LACEY. If a comparison is instituted between the Dill 
which has been vetoed and the Oklahoma bill it will be seen that 
the two bills are — identical, the only difference being 
= changes as will adapt the law to Arizona instead of \kla- 


oma. 

A MemMBer. When was the Oklahoma bill passed? 

Mr. LACEY. It was passed in 1894. It was d at the sug- 
gestion of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commission«r of 
the General Land Office. They expressly requested that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior be relieved from necessity of approving 
the leases. The following is the report on that bill in the Senate 


in the Fifty-third Congress: 


lands 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred House bill No 500 
Okie Seabtien one rvation of lands made for the bene!ito 
> for other purposes,” have had the same und: cone 

tion, and we recommend that the bill be amended as follows, to w' : 
core oan on after the last “and” in the twelfth line of the said act ou! 


WS: 
said lands and allof the school lands in said Territory may be leased 
as may be hereafter prescribed by the lexis- 
and til such tive action the governor, 
superintendent of public instruction shal! con- 
stitute a board for the leasing of said lands under the rules and regulat).ns 
heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, for the respec'!’° 
eal en for which the said reservations were made, except that it shall nt 
oun leases to the Secretary of Interior for his 
costs incurred in the leasing, ™“.- 
leases may be paid out of the pro 


recommend its passage. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 9, 189%. 


Srr: I have the honor to inclose a copy of a letter from the Commissioner 
of the Land Office upon H. R. 5065. 
The views presented by the Commissioner meet with my approval. 


ll , 
oe HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. Joun MARTIN, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 9, 1394. 

Srr: I have had my attention called toa proposed amendment to H. R. 5065, 
entitled “An act to ratify the reservation of certain lands made for the bene 
fit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes,’ submitted by the Hon 
John Martin, United States Senate, as follows, viz: . 

Strike out all after the last “and ” in the twelfth line and insert as follows: 

“All of said lands and all of the school lands in said Territory may be leased 
under such Jaws and regulations as aoe be hereafter prescribed by the legis 
lature of said Territory; but until such legislative action the governor, sec 
re of state, and superintendent of public instruction shall constitute a 

for the leasing of said lands, under the rules and regulations heretofore 

prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, for the respective purposes for 
which the said reservations were made, except that it shall not be necessary to 
submit said leases to the Secretary of the Interior for his approval: and all 
necessary expenses and costs incurred in the leasing, managenient, and pro 
tection of said lands and leases may be paid out of the proceeds derived from 
such leases." 

I have the honor to state that the proposed amendment meets my approval 

The Commissioner of the Land Office, in his report for 1893, recommended 
that the requirement to submit leases of school lands to the Secretary of th: 
Interior should be dispensed with. The experience of the Department ha 
been that these leases must be approved almost exclusively upon the recom 
mendation of the Territorial officers. This being true, it issimply a waste of 
time and additional work, without any benefit, to require them to submit 
these leases to the Department. 

linclose a copy of said bill and proposed amendment. 

, 


Respectfu 
Ss. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


{House Report No. 251, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8610) to authorize the governor of Oklahoma Territory to lease certain lands, 
and for other purposes, have had the same under consideration, and report 
it back with the recommendation that it be laid upon the table and that the 
accompanying substitute therefor be passed. 

The President in his proclamation aoe the Cherokee Outlet reserved 
section 13 in each township, which had not been otherwise reserved or dis 
posed of, for university. agricultural college, and normal school purposes, 
subject to the action of Congress; and also reserved section 33 in each town 
ship, which had not been otherwise reserved or Geponed of, for public build 
ings. The proclamation as to these lands was as follows: 

“ Excep' also that section 13 in each township, which has not been other- 
wise reserv 





college, and normal school purposes, subject to the action of Congress; except 
ing aso that section #3 in each township, which has not been otherwise re 
verved or of, is hereby reserved for public buildings.” 


This bill ratify the said reservations made by the President and author 
ize the leasing of the lands for a period of not exceeding three years for the 
purposes for which they were reserved. 


sioner of the General Land Office for 1893, pages 64 and 65. 
Speaking of the leases in Oklahoma, he says: 


The Land Department of the General Government should not be charged 
with the supervision of this work. As the statute of 1891, above quoted, has 
been construed, it has become the duty of this office not only to supervise the 
leasing in a eral way under your instructions, but to pass upon the cor- 
rectness completeness of each lease preparatory to approval by you, 
conduct a large amount of correspondence with the governor and individuals 
repoces the leasing, and to pass upon estimates of expenses. 

duty is a new one, and the work is not of the same character as that 
imposed ae office by oe a tove. ~ eons <. So duties 
pe survey an of the public and the adjudication 
ot private land claims. 
e' 


vate 
retofore the officers under the direction of this office, besides inspectors 
agents, were the surveyors-general and registers and receivers 
land ices, who exercise functions exclusively national in char- 
acter; but by this law and the regulations adopted thereunder an officer 
oa with gubernatorial powers is placed under my direction as to certain 
‘uties. 


The situation is an anomaly in the history of the land administration of the 
Government, and should not be continued. 

And he asks that the Secretary be relieved from approving these 
leases. The law was passed accordingly. The Secretary, in his 
report of the same year, on page 9, says that— 

The Commissioner seomements Ge Sapctmant = Qesdrom, of aupple- 
mental or amendatory legis on e leasing o ese lan »orop- 
erty acquired, out of the funds derived under. the 
dation. 


and 
of 


therefrom exclusively under the 
of the Territorial legislature, and I heartily concur in the recommen- 


uments of these recommendations to the last Congress it 
the act of 1894. 
Let me call your attention, Mr. Speaker, to the results of that 
In the year 1895, under that law, the Territory of 
Oklahoma received from these leases $88,276.97. I read from the 
report of the governor of that Territory, recently printed. In the 
ous year, under the leases made by the Secretary of the In- 
or, there were received $46,582.26, showing that the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
were tin their recommendation to this House; and the ee 
sage of the bill giving to the governor, to the secretary of the Ter- 
Teele and to the superintendent of public instruction of the 
Territory the leasing of these lands was a wise act and in the 
interest of the Territory where the lands are situated. 





~~ 
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The following are the reports in the Senate and House on the 
present bill: 


The Committee on Public Laads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2769) 
to authorize the leasing of school lands in the Territory of Arizona, have had 
the same under consideration, and report it back with the information that 
these lands having been reserved and set apart by the General Government 
for educational purposes, to be available to the State for revenue purposes 
after admission, this act simply authorizes the lands to be leased by the proper 
authorities for the benefit of the school fund previous to admission, and in 
no way conflicts with public interests and can not fail to be beneficial when 
amended as herein recommended. 

For the purpose of preventing substantial alienation of title under color of 


a lease,and to insure unencumbered title to the State when admitted, the 








; committee recommend the following amendment, viz: 


Amend by adding after the word “leases,” in line 17, 

** Provided, That no lease shall be made for a longer 
and all leases shall terminate on the admission of sai 
And provided further, That all money received on account of such leases in 
excess of actual expenses necessarily incurred in connection with the execu 
tion thereof shall be placec to the credit of the public-school fund of said Ter 
ritory, and shall not be used for any other than public-school purposes.” 

With this amendment the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


page 2, the following: 
pare than five vears, 
Territory asa State 





The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2769) to authorize the leasing of school lands in the Territory of Arizona, 
have had the same under consideration and report it back with the informa- 
tion that these lands! x n reserved and set apart by the General Goy- 
ernment for educational purposes, to available tothe State for revenue 
purposes after admission, this act simply authorizes the lands to be leased by 
tie proper authorities for the benefit of the school fund previous to 3 
sion, and in no way conflicts with public interestsand can not fail to lx 
ficial. 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill 


The President, notwithstanding the recommendation of one of 


tM 


aUumnis- 


vene 


| his Cabinet two years ago, says in his veto message: 


or disposed of, is hereby reserved for university, agricultural | 


| away? 


| to the fact that this is not an experiment. 












It was hardly necessary to provide in this bill that these lands might be 
leased “under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by 
the legislature of said Territory,” if the action of the leg iture was to be 
forestalled and rendered nugatory by the immediate and unrestrained action 
of the officers constituted “a board for the leasing of said lands pending 
such iegislative consideration. These are inconsistencies which are not sat 
i orily accounted for by the suggestion that the time that would elapse 
before the legislature could consider the subject would be important 

And he says: 

Even the measure of protection which would be afforded the citizens of the 
Territory by a submission to the Secretary of the Interior of the leases pro- 
posed, and thus giviug him an opportunity to ascertain whether or not they 


comply with his regulations, is especially withheld 


That was done on the express recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Interior as I have quoted it. Is it implied by the message 
that the governor of Arizona would not be just as safe a man to 
look after these lands as the Secretary of the Interior, 1,800 miles 
They are both appointed by the President of the United 
States, both of his own political faith, and the governor of the 


; | Territory also acts with the secretary of the Territory and school 
I call the attention of the House to the report of the Commis- | 


superintendent under this bill. I call the attention of the House 
The bill passed two 
years ago with reference to Oklahoma is working well, and the 
situation in the two Territories is substantially the same. In the 
Territory of Arizona the situation is this: Tracts of school lands 
the sixteenth and the thirty-sixth sections—are reserved by act of 
Congress for school purposes. Under existing laws settlers have 
taken the adjoining lands. Arizona is a Territory whose lands 
require to beirrigated. A section of school land often lies between 
two sections of private land, and the “ influential citizens” referred 
to in the President’s message do not like to pay for leases of those 
lands, and so the President says: 

The protests I have received from numerous and influential citizens of the 
Territory indicate considerable opposition to this bill among those interested 
in the preservation and proper management of these school lands 


Unquestionably this legislation meets with opposition. The 
cattle barons of Oklahoma did not like the law of 1894, and influ- 
ential citizens there opposed its enactment. Whether they ap- 

aled to the President for a veto or not I do not know, but I do 

now that the result of that law has been highly beneficial to the 
Territory. 

Let me call attention to what the governor of Arizona says in 
his report for 1895 (page 28), which contains, as I think, the 
answer to the whole contention of the veto message: 

Leasing of school lands: A wise provision of the Federal law sets aside the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of all townships of the surveyed public 
lands of the Territory for the benefit of the publie schools of Arizona, but 
which can not be utilized until the Territory is clothed with the rights of a 
sovereign State. Much of thisland designated as schoo! land has been settled 
upon and ao tang cultivated. Under the law this land is not liable to taxa- 
tion, as are the lands contiguous thereto; neither are the schools receiving 
any benefit therefrom. It is estimated a revenue of from $75,000 to $100,000 
annually could be derived from this source. I recommend that the Terri 
torial board of education be empowered to lease these school lands for a 
term of years, the present occupants to be given the preference, 

Mark these words, ‘‘ the present occupants to be given the pref- 
erence,” showing that these lands which this bill proposes to lease 
are already occupied, free of charge, by persons who do not even 
pay taxes upon them. 


We have a precedent in this recommendation, as Congress authorized the 
peeqitery of Wyoming to lease her school lands before her admission to State 
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I am not sure as to Wyoming; but in Oklahoma re a 
precedent, and a good one. The President also says, in his mes- 
page: 

Under these provisions the lands reserved for university and school pur- 
poses, whose value largely depends upon their sonnets ber, and in which 
every citizen of the Territory has a deep interest, may be leased and denuded 
of their timber by officers none o: whom have been chosen by the people, 
and without the sanction of any law or regulation made by their representa- 
tives in the local legislature. 

Now, I assume that no leases will be made by the governor and by 
the secretary of the Territory of timber lands to be thus denuded. 
If either of those officials attempted anything of that kind their re- 
moval would promptly follow and ought to follow; they ought to 
and would be deprived of the offices which they were abusing. 
They are certainly as fit men to trust with this matter as Secretary 
Smith, an able and distinguished gentleman who has a good deal 
of other business on his hands at this end of the line, anyway. On 
the whole, I think it would be much better to trust this matter to 
the Territorial officers. Again, most of these lands being in pos- 
session of persons having no authority of law for occupying them, 


it is a very strange su — that if they should hold possession 
under leases they wal be more likely to destroy the timber than 


they would be when they are in ion without authority of 
law. Of all men in the world the men least to be trusted with 
timber are those who occupy the lands without authority,who are 
in possession, but whose possession may be terminated at any time. 
Under the bill,.as passed by the House and amended by the Senate, 
the leases upon these lands will terminate in five years. That is 
the utmost limit, and they will terminate sooner if Arizona is ad- 
mitted into the Union as a State. The fact is the President has 
been deceived bysomebody. He has undoubtedly sent this message 
to the House in the utmost good faith, believing that there is some 
danger in this bill and not having knowledge of or having consid- 
ered the working of the Oklahoma bill. He has been influenced, 
no doubt, by influential men who have been influenced by other 
influential men who are upon the lands of the Territory and who 
do not want to pay rental for those lands. 

I do not wish to consume time on this bill unnecessarily, yet I 
desire, Mr. Speaker, to give an —_ to members of the com- 
mittee to in the matter fully to the House, so that no mistake 
a be made and that the vote may be intelligently cast, with a 
full knowi of the history of the bill and of previous legislation 
of the same acter. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
oreenl: 

Mr. DERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the bill now before the 
House, which the President has vetoed, was carefully considered 
by the members of the Committee on Public Lands, representing 
both parties. It was reported to the House unanimously, after a 
careful investigation of the facts. It is.a bill of importance and 
should receive the careful consideration of the House. Ihave read 
with care the message of the President conveying to this House 
his veto of this measure, and I do not see anything in the message 
to alter my opinion that the bill is a good and just measure and 


should be . 

Mr. 8 er, the facts in reference to this matter are these: The 
United States Government has set aside two sections of land in 
each township in the Territory of Arizona to be held in trust for 
the schools of the future State of Arizona. The Territory is not 
allowed to dispose of that land; it must be held in trust for the 
benefit of the children of the future State. oa TO on 
of the land, however, can be utilized. A t di it is good 
grazing land, and revenue can be derived it. 

Under the general law the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized to lease lands for the benefit of the schools of the Ter- 
ritory; but in practice it has been found that these leases accu- 
mulate in the of the Interior so rapidly that he has 
been unable to a ve them; that parties go into possession of 
these school lands and remain there—although the lease is not 
nee the term for which the lease was — os 
made expired. Parties thus taking possession land 
using it get it free of charge, and the schools of the Territory 
derive no benefit therefrom. 

There was before the last Congress a bill identical with that 
now before us for consideration, except that it applied to the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma. It had been found that leases for similar 
trust lands in that Territory accumulated so rapidly in the hands 


of the of the Interior that he could not approve them, 
and therefore schools were not aveperhanns ieee 
the lease of those lands. Hence, the of the Interior rec- 
ommended that Congress pass for the Oklahoma 


The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in ‘his of 1893, recom- 
agente Set She veqninement toaue’, of school to the Secretary 


Interior of the Department 
a leases mrust be approved exclusively upon the 


rocsmansntotion of the Territorial officers. This being true, it is simply 9 
was : 


time and additional work without any benefit to ire the 
submit these leases to the Department. ” require them to 


The present Secretary of the Interior, in transmitting that re- 
port to Congress, said— 


The views presented by the Commissioner meet my approval. 


A Memper. When was that? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was in the last Congress. The re- 
port was dated April 9, 1894. 

Now, that bill for Oklahoma, which met the approval of the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, which met the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, went to the President of the United States 
and received hissignature. This bill for the Territory of Arizona 
is identical with that Oklahoma bill. Under the Oklahoma )i!] 
the receipts for the leases of these = lands have increased from 
forty-odd thousand dollars to eighty-odd thousand dollars in one 
year. I think we can have no better evidence of the benefits that 
— be derived from the bill now before the House than that very 

act. : 

Furthermore, the Secretary of the Interior says these Territori:| 
officers are the proper men to ove these leases. They aro 
appointed by the President of the United States. They are jnst 
as much under his control as are the officers of the Interior De- 
partment; and if they do not perform their duties properly they 
are subject to removal by him. Therefore I can not see how any 
injustice can be done to anyone by the passage of this measure, 
On the contrary, there seems to me to be every reason for its }as- 
sage, so that the profits derived from the lease of these lands may 
be held in trust for the benefit of the children of this future State, 
1 shall, therefore, Mr. Speaker, vote for the passage of this bill, 
notwithstanding the veto of the President. 

Here the hammer ab 
r. SAYERS. I should like toknow from the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr, Lacry] whether, before this bill was reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands of this House, there was any commu- 
nication on the part of the committee with the Secretary of the 
Interior the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. bill was not submitted to the Secretary of 
~ Interior after = sal aeGameerr an ae relied upon 

e previous printed report o of the Interior sent 
a by the President recommending the passage of such 
a — 

Mr. SAYERS. For the Territory of Arizona? 

Mr. LACEY. For the Territories generally; and for the draft 
of the bill we relied upon the bill framed in the Land Office or 
approved in tue Interior ent for the Territory of kla- 
homa, the situation in the two Territories being substantially the 
same. In both cases the “cattle barons” and other unauthorized 

rsons ‘vere in possession of the lands; in both cases no rent was 

ing paid; in both cases no leases by the Territorial officers were 
provided for; and as to the statement of the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office that th y 
did not want tos ise these leases, we relied upon the state- 
ment to that effect in their pri eta 1893. 

Mr. SAYERS. The remember that a few days 
since this House passed a bill affecting the State of California, 
and passed — the —— that it was identical with a 
bill passed for benefit of some other State. 

Mr. LACEY. Montana. 

Mr. SAYERS. The ion at the time that |ill 

was that it met the of the Secretary of the 
terior. We found , upon investigation, tha‘ the 
conditions were entirely different, and that to execute the bill 
which we passed, oul Welch carried an eon I think of 
only $20,000, would require, according to opinion of the Sec- 
of , at least $500,000. Be 
nothing at all of the conditions prevailin- 
submit that because we passed a similar |)! 
Oklahoma it no reason whatever why 4 
character should be passed for Arizona, unless th: 
same. The facts can be obtained 


They are the same, I will state to the gentleman 
had the assurance of the Sec- 

from Arizona, that the 
ent 
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the consideration of the 
my friend from Texas 


(interrupting). I-wish the gentleman to under 
; him whatever. 


sion, 
I am 
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received the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 


no charge — the gentleman as having created 


But I make 
that impression. 
Mr. LACEY. It was no doubt a well-founded impression. be- 
cause the gentleman from California stated during the discussion 
that the bill had been so submitted. That, however, was a mistake 
on his part. He did not mislead the House intentionally, of 
course. It was a misapprehension of the facts. He was not a 
member of the committee, and only stated what he understood 
to be the circumstances. Iimmediately rose and called the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that the bill had not been submitted 
to the of the Interior, so if anybody misunderstood the 
fact it was no fault of ours. ; ; 
In this case, however, we did not submit the bill to the Interior 
Department, but followed the published report of the Secretary 


was submitted to upon the subject. 
wii SAYERS. I will say, Mr.S er, that I did not intend to 
cast the slightest reflection upon gentleman from California, 


and have no doubt that he was entirely honest in his statement. 
I was merely endeavoring to show that a serious misapprehension 
had been created, though not intentionally, of course. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. I understand that when the Presi- 
dent sends a message to the House and calls attention to the legis- 


lation he wants, or sends the re of the Secretary of the Interior 
to the House, which is ref to committees, the committee are 
not toreject or disregard that report, but, on the contrary, 
that are to assume that the Administration consent 
to the legislation 5 by such recommendation. 

I have already from the report of the Secretary of the In- 
terior for 1893, the reasons why he wanted to be relieved 
from the execution of leases, and recommending that legis- 


lation should be enacted to give the governor of the Territory and 
the Territorial secretary the authority for making the leases, they 
being on the ground and understanding the facts better than the 
Department could at a distance. It is all the more important 
that this should be aeooe because of the fact that — — 
are occupied already without any compensation to anybody. We 
had a right, in view of the recommendation coming to us from 
the Department, to rely on the belief that the report of the Secre- 
retary of the Interior approved substantially this legislation. We 
examined it in committee and sought to enact it intoalaw. The 
committee the bill, which was by both Houses of 
ess, and went to the President. e did not send this spe- 
the ree aren Oompa tho bih 
framed in or approved by the Interior Department 
erritory, situated precisely as this is, with two Demo- 
cratic officials to carry out the wishes of the Government. We 
saw no reason why we should not treat both Territories alike, and 
+ face to face with the inquiry whether we would 

make fish of Arizona and fow! of Oklahoma. 
Mr. SAYERS. Willthegentleman agree that the consideration 
the veto shall lie over until Monday, so that the Secretary of 
Interior may be communicated with as to the proper disposi- 
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Well, it seems to me it would be a very indeli- 
on the part of the Secretary of the Interior to come 
or felmaaartaaaa tna opposition to the 


nly wish to get the facts. 

think the Secretary of the Interior would 
come before the House with the recommendation 

should override the veto message of the President 
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And all I wish to know, and I suppose all that 
not been placed in possession of the 
of this matter; and that 
the Secretary of the Interior by a statement 
We can then see whether they are on all 
conditions prevailing in the Territory of Okla- 
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Mr. LACEY. They were laid in writing before the President, 
were they not, approving the bill? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRae}. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia rose. 

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman from Georgia desires to speak, 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. LACEY. How much time would the gentleman from 
Georgia like? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I want a moment only. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. TuRNER]. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I suppose the debate is proceeding 
m the time of the gentleman from Iowa, and I will not abuse his 
courtesy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. From what I can learn of this bill 
by a hasty reading, it proposes to confer on the Territorial author- 
ities the power to lease the school lands in the Territory of Ari- 
zona in accordance with the regulations prescribed by the Interior 
Department, except that the Secretary is to have no supervision 
of the leases, as those regulations otherwise require. I[t is said 
that a similar provision was inserted in a bill affecting the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma during the last Congress. It is quite possible, 
sir, that that provision may then have been approved and ex- 
perience under its operation may have justified a change of opinion 
in regard to it. I see that the President in his message suggests 
that under this act the lands could be denuded of their timber, 
and in that way greatly damaged—lands the value of which 
chiefly depends upon the forests. He suggests this circumstance 
as a reason why the leases should be supervised by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Something has been said about a reference of this matter to the 
Secretary of the Interior as it now stands. I think it may be 
safely assumed that the Executive has had the advice of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior on this subject and that his veto of the 
measure has been inspired by the information which he derived 
from that Department. In order to show the relation of the Ex- 
ecutive to this matter, I ask that the veto message be read. It 
may be found on page 2280 of the Recorp, and is very brief. 

Mr. SAYERS, There is no provision in this for protecting the 
timber? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I have already stated that. It will 
be seen that the President complains that there is no protection 
for the timber on these lands under the provisions of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives : 


I herewith return without my approval House bill numbered 2760, entitled 
“An act to authorize the leasing of lands fer educational purposes in Ari- 


This bill yoevties for the leasing of all the public lands reserved to the 
Territory of Arizona for the benefit of its universities and schools, “ under 
such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the legislature 
of said Territory.” 

If the proposed legislation granted no further authority than this, it would 
in terms at least recognize the safety and propriety of leaving the desira 
bility of leasing these lands, and the limitations and safeguards regulating 
such leasing, to be determined by the local legislature chosen by the people 
to make their laws and protect their interests. 

Instead of stopping here, however, the bill further provides that until such 
legislative action the governor, the secretary of the Territory, and the swper- 
intendent of public instruction shall constitute a board for the leasing of 
said lands under the rules and regulations heretofore prescribed by the Sec 
retary of the Interior. It is specifically declared that it shall not be neces 
sary to submit said leases to the Secretary of the Interior for approval, and 
that no leases shall be made for a longer term than five years, nor for a term 
extending beyond the date of the admission of the Territory to statehood. 

Under these provisions the lands reserved for university and school pur- 
poses, whose value largely depends upon their standing timber, and in which 
every citizen of the Territory has a deep interest, may be leased and denuded 
of their timber by officers none of whom have been chosen by the people, 
and without the sanction of my law or regulation made by their representa- 
tives in the local legislature. Even the measure of protection which would 
be afforded the citizens of the Territory by a submission to the Secretary of 
the Interior of the leases proposed, and thus giving him an opportunity to 
ascertain whether or not they comply with his regulations, is especially 


withheld. 

It was hardly nec to provide in this bill that these lands might be 
leased “ under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by 
the ture of said Territory,” if the action of the legislature was to be 


forestalled and rendered nugatory by the immediate and nnrestrained action 
of the officers constituted “a board for the leasing of said lands” pending 
such legislative consideration. These are inconsistencies which are not sat- 

accounted for by the suggestion that the time that would elapse 
before the legislature could consider the subject would be important. 

The protests ve received from numerous and influential citizens of the 
Territory indicate considerable opposition to this bill among those interested 
in the preservation proper management of these school lands. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MAwsrIon, February 23, 1896. 


Mr. LACEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas {Mr. McRae}. 

Mr.McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote to pass the bill notwith- 
standing the objections of the President. Reference has been 
made to similar legislation in relation to Oklahoma during the 








2300 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 29, 





Fifty-third Congress. 
duced a bill, H. 
mittee on Public Lands, I reported a substitute, H. R. 5065, which 
did not contain the provision that has been made the basis of the 
objection by the Executive in his veto. It passed the House as 


The Delegate from that Territory intro- 
. 8610, for which, under the direction of the Com- 


reported by me without opposition. The Senate Committee on 
Public Lands referred it to the Secretary of the Interior, and as 
has already been stated, he reported in writing to that committee 
that the first paragraph of the bill was right, but that there should 
be added to it as an amendment the following clause, which I 
shall now read: 

All of said iands and all of the school lands in said Territory may be leased 
under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the legis- 
lature of said Territory; but until such legislative action the governor, sec- 
retary of the T'erritory,and superintendent of public instruction shall con- 
stitute a board for the leasing of said lands under the rules and regulations 
heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, for the tive 

urposes for which the said reservations were made, except that it shall not 

necessary to submit said leases to the Secretary of the Interior for his ap- 
proval; and all necessary expenses and costs incurred jn the leasing, man- 
agement, and protection of said lands and leases may be paid out of the pro- 
coeds derived from such leases. 

So that provision which relieved the Secretary of the Interior 
of the duty of approving the leases was inserted in the Oklahoma 
bill at the request of the Interior Department, for the reason 
that the Department could not superintend and properly look 
after the leasing of the school lands in these Territories. I will 
state that now and for along time the Interior Department has 
had authority to lease these lands. That authority is full and 
complete; but the Commissioner and Secretary are charged with 
great public duties here, and have not been able to give the matters 
attention. They can not overlook these many small tracts of land 
in different parts of sparsely settled Territories at a distance of 
over 2,000 miles without an appropriation that would enable 
them to send representatives into each Territory, and that has not 
been given them. They have done the best they could and have 
repeatedly called attention to the subject in their reports. 

he result has been that the Territories have each lost from 
$50,009 to $100,000 per annum for several years past. The pres- 
ent able Secretary and Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
realizing that some rental should be realized for the use of these 
grazing lands, wisely, I think, suggested that this matter should 

committed to the hands of the authorities nearest to the people— 
the local officials. I believed then that that was in acco ce 
with the Democratic idea of home rule. I believe so now, andI 
think that it is best for all concerned to bring these matters as 
close to the —_ directly interested as possible. If the officials 
charged with the duty of leasing should abuse the trust or in any 
way fail, they arer msible, if elective, to the people who elected 
them, and if appointive, to the people who appointed them. In 
this case a majority of these officers are appointees of the present 
Executive, and I assume are honorable gentlemen. 

This is the history in brief of the provision in the Oklahoma bill 
to which objection been made, Having made the change for 
Oklahoma, I can see no reason why we should not do it for Ari- 
zona, unless it can now be agreed that she is to be admitted as a 
State very soon. If Arizona is to be kept out of the Union and 
against her wishes to be ruled by officers appointed and not of her 
own choosing, let those officers have at least the right to get all 
the rents they can for the education of the children of the Terri- 
tory. The lands belong to the United States, but they have been 
reserved to be donated to the State when admitted, and we have full 

werover them. The objection urged by the President that the 

ands may be denuded of timber by the lessees requires some no- 
tice. The landsin Arizona are not generally valuable for timber. 
but for grazing; but the little timber that may be upon the school 
Jands on the mountains and hillsides of Arizona should be fully 
protected; but I submit in all candor to the House that the great- 
est degree of protection will be secured by committing the matter 


to the officers of the Territory, rather than to the Interior Depart- 
ment. None of them can y protect — thieves who will 
steal public timber under any system of leasing, as they do now 


without any leases. But, Mr. Speaker, every man who cuts a 
tree upon reserved school iands, in Arizona or in any other Terri- 
the United States, is subject to a fine of not exceeding 
$5, and imprisonment in the penitentiary not exceeding one 
year. Many steal without reference to thelaw. And whether the 
authority be given to the Secretary of the Interior or to the local 
officers makes but little difference in that res , except that the 
difference, I believe, would be in favor of the local authorities, if 
honest; because I know that neither the Secretary of the Interior 
nor the Commissioner of the General Land Office can personally 
supervise these matters; and they have no fund out of which they 
could pay asufficient number of — to look after timber depre- 
dations. to not protect other public lands. 
Mr. COX. ill the gentleman yield to me for one question? 


Mr. McR. y. 
ae ee ee 


AE. 
Mr. COX. I 
of the governor, the secretary of the Territory, and the 


————=» 


superintendent of public instruction. Now, who appoints this 
board, with the exception of the governor? 

Mr. McRAE. The President appoints the governor and tho 
secretary of the Territory; as to the other I am not informed, })y¢ 
will ask the a. from Arizona to answer. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. The superintendent of public in. 
struction is —, by the governor. 

Mr. COX. ¢ balance of these are appointees of the President 
and the governor apopints the superintendent? , 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes. 

Mr. McRAE. I am asked by the gentleman from Georgia {\Mr, 
BLACK] when the legislature of Arizona will convene. Wil! {ho 
gentleman from Arizona tell me? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. How much more time does my colleague desire? 

Mr. MCRAE. Ionly desire enough time to answer the question 
that has been asked me. Two minutes will do. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield two minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas is recognized 
for two minutes more. 

Mr. McRAE. When does the legislature of Arizona next meet? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. In next January. 

Mr. McRAE. So, Mr. 8 er, authority is given by this act 
to this board to lease the school lands under regulations hereto- 
fore prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior for the time speci- 
fied in the bill unless it sooner becomes a State. Now, I assume, 
although I have not seen a copy of the Department regulations, 
that they will amply protect the Government and the Territory so 
far as the timber isconcerned. I feel certain that the regulations 


would not permit the use of the timber on the lands. [I hope no 
discrimination will be made inst the Territory of Arizona in 
the matter of leasing its school lands or otherwise. The Territory 


has been badly treated by Congress in respect to statehood, hut is 
certainly as good as Oklahoma. The revenue from these lands 
would reach between $75,000 and $100,000. Thatis the experience 
we have had concerning Oklahoma with reference to her school 
lands, which are not so large in area and perhaps not as rich in re- 
sources. 

I have made this statement with, I trust, a proper regard for 
the reasons —— by the President. I think he has been misled 
by people who do not have a regard for the interest of the 
Territory. I trust the bill pass. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ari- 


zona. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I desire to consume 
but very few moments upon this question. For the fourteen 
years that I have lived in Arizona it has been the continuous wish 
of our people that some revenue should accrue to the Territory 
from the use of the school lands. Under the United States stat- 


utes the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of the public lands 
are reserved for school ee until the Territory shall become 
a State; but until the time it does become a State no revenue 


whatever is derived from the use of those lands. Many people 
settle upon these sections of land before they are surveyed and 
find afterwards that they are on school lands. They are there, 
and they seek to remain there, because they are required to pay 
no taxes, and they contribute not one iota to the maintenance of 
the government which protects them. 

Much of the land in Arizona is arid, much is mountainous, uch 
is valuable for timber and also for farms. After it had been dis- 
covered that some of the sections 16 and 36 are valuable for agri- 
cultural — they are settled upon, for the reason that the 

esire to 


settlers avoid paying py terre which contributes 
to the maintenance of schools. t is the very object. The 
Fifteenth legislature of Arizona unanimously memorialized (on- 

to a bill similar to this one. I have recommended it in 


gress to pass 

official life there, and every governor since, within my know!«(le, 
has recommended the samething. No protest has ever come from 
anybody until this time; no protest has ever been presented to me 
or to any member of this or of the Senate so far as my 
knowledge goes. 

Now, in regard to having the leases submitted to the Secretary 
of the Interior for his approval, in the case of the Oklahoma |i! 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office specifically re ™- 
mended against that, as the House has heard in this discussion, 


and the Secretary a es of the recommendation ot 
the Gomumantonne ot tee Ge Land Office 


I wish to say a few words now in reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia =. TURNER], who bly did not hear my positive 
statement that the Secretary of the Interior did approve this very 
bill. Subsequent to the passage of the bill I went to the Wunite 
House and asked the private secretary of the President, Mr. 
Thurber, the condition of the bill, He said, ‘It has gone to the 
Interior Department, and you had better go down there.” 1 went 
to the Interior Department and asked the Commissioner of tle 
General Land Office, Judge Lamoreux, what had become of the 
bill. He said, ‘I signed it with my approval about twenty "2 











utes ago, and it has gone to the Secretary.” ; 4 
tary’s office and saw his secretary, who had the bill in his pos- 
session, and while I was there he took it in to Secretary Smith, 


I went to the Secre- 


secured his approval, brought it back and showed it tome. And 
in my judgment Mr. Secretary Smith has been out of the city ever 
since that time. f : 

In regard tothe protests that have been sent to the President, it 
is very easy to understand that the people now occupying these 
lands and paying no taxes — them desire to have that happy 
condition of things continued. It is also true that many corpora- 
tions owned large pieces of land that come within this description 
and they desire to hold control, thinking that statehood may be 
delayed for some time. One corporation has 600 acres improved 
and under fence for speculative purposes and forbids its occupa- 
tion by others. ; . ; 

The people who hold these lands in that way may be influential 
and may be able to get up protests to be sent to the President, but 
from $75,000 to $100,000 of revenue will flow into the school fund 
annually from the leasing of these lands and will to that extent 
relieve the burden of taxation upon other citizens of the Territory 
who are now compelled to make it up. In short, Mr. Speaker, I 
can conceive of no possible reason why this bill should not become 
a law, in view of past precedents, and I certainly believe that the 
President must have acted in this matter under a misapprehension. 

Mr. STEELE. What about the timber lands? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Along the line of the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad 72 sections have been reserved for university 
purposes; some of it is good land and some of it is not, but the 
regulations now prohibit the denuding of these lands of timber, 
and it is not to be presumed that the governor and secretary of 
the Territory, who are appointed by Mr. Cleveland, are any more 
corrupt than the officers of Oklahoma Territory. They are resi- 
dents of the Territory, they live there, and there is no possibility 
of their allowing the robbing of this land of its timber; but if it 
were possible, the value of the timber would be taken into con- 
sideration in connection with the leases. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
~ Oklahoma. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I think the House can readily un- 
derstand why the Department requested that certain Territorial 
officers should be given authority to look after these school lands 
in Oklahoma. There were executed there in one year 1,600 leases, 
and by the time those leases were sent to the Department, assum- 
ing that there were no laches whatever, it took in some cases 
eighteen months before a man could ascertain whether or not his 
lease had met the approval of the Department. This business 
went into the regular routine of the Department and was taken 
up in due course. It was at the suggestion of the Department of 
the Interior that the original Oklahoma bill was introduced, tak- 
ing the leasing of these lands out of the hands of the Department. 
Although the rules and regulations made by the Secretary of the 
Interior are still in force in Oklahoma, we have the right to handle 
the matter ourselves. Arizona ought to have the same privilege. 
The Committee on Public Lands, in reporting the bill, believed the 
fact that Oklahoma had obtained $88,000 last year from the leas- 
ing of her school lands was a sufficient reason for authorizing the 
Territory of Arizona to lease its lands and thereby to obtain some- 
thing for the support of its public schools. 

To-day many of the lands there are occupied by men who do 
not pay a dollar of rent or taxes. The enactment of this bill will 
compel them either to pay rent for the benefit of the school fund 
or to move off the lands and allow them to be occupied by men 
who will pay rent and thereby aid the public-school funds. I 
think the should be passed, in justice to the people of Arizona. 
Undoubtedly euuabody has deceived the President of the United 
States in — to this question. He aims ordinarily to be fair, 
and I do not hesitate to say that I am confident somebody inter- 
ested in some scheme has been able to so mix matters as to blind 
the mind of the President to the facts of this case and thereby 
secure his veto 


Mr. LACEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


Wisconsin [Mr. BARNEY]. 
Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Shenker, the consideration of this question 


divides itself reas seer two heads, first, whether these lands 
should be leased for the benefit of the Territory of Arizona; and 
second, by whom should they be leased? As to whether the lands 
should be leased at all it appears to me there can be no question. 
The children of that Territory need the funds which will be de- 
rived from these leases, and there is every reason why they should 
have the benefit of those funds. 

If the lands are to be leased at all it seems to me beyond con- 
troversy that there are no persons better qualified to perform this 
duty than those men who are upon the ground. We are to take 
into consideration the fact that this Government is only a trustee 
Ina few short years, when that Territory becomes 
& State, those lands will belong to the State for school purposes. 
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And, I ask, can we not trust the beneficiary to lease those lands 
properly—to enter upon proper contracts—better than we can the 
trustee under such circumstances? 

The principal objection which has been urged against this bill 
is that it will enable the lessees to cut off the timber and thus com- 
mit waste. Why, sir, it is a principle of the common law that a 
lessee has no right to commit waste; and if we assume that the 
lessees of this property will do this we might better assume that 
any thief can go upon the premises and commit waste; but there 
isa much greater probability of the latter result. I submit to 
the House that there is no greater danger that occupants under 
formal leases will denude these lands by committing waste than 
there is that squatters or thieves or other parties who have no 
right upon the premises will do so. In fact, I believe this bill will 
put these lands into the possession of actual settlers, whose inter- 
est it will be to protect them from waste. I submit that the bill 
is a proper one and should be passed, notwithstanding the Presi- 
dent’s veto. 

Mr. LACEY. Before asking the previous question, I am glad 
to recognize that this matter has been approached on both sides of 
the House as a business proposition. The President undoubtedly 
has been misinformed as to the situation. This bill ought to pass; 





and I now move the previous question. 


The previous question was ordered; and, in accordance with the 
provision of the Constitution, the House proceeded to vote by yeas 
and nays on the question, Will the House, on reconsideration, pass 
the bill, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- 


standing? 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 199, nays 38, not 
voting 118; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, Utah 
Andrews, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Atwood, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Jarham, 
Barney, 
Beach, 
Belknap, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bennett, 
Blue, 
Boutelle, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brumm, 
Bull, 
Burrell, 
Burton, Mo. 
Burton, Ohio 
Cannon, 
Chickering, 
Clark, Mo. 
2 »bb, Ala. 
Cockrell, 
Codding, 
Coffin, 
Colson, 
Connolly, 
Cook, Wis. 
Cooke, fil. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cox, 
Crisp, 
Crowther, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, lowa 


Curtis, Kans. 


Dailzell, 
Danford, 
Daniels, 
Dayton, 


Allen, Miss. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Boatner, 
or 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Cobb, Mo. 
Culberson, 
Dockery, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Aitken, 
Anderson, 
Arnold, R. L 
Avery, 





YEAS—199. 
De Armond, Kerr, 
De Witt, Kiefer, 
Dingley, Kirkpatrick, 
Dinsmore, Lacey 
Dolliver, Latimer 
Doolittle, La\ on 
Dovener, Lefever, 
Downing, Leighty, 
Eddy, Linton, 
Ellis, Little, 
Fairchild, Livingston, 
Faris, Long 


Fenton, 
Fischer, 
Fletcher, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Gibson, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Grout, 
Hadley, 
Hager, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Hanly, 
Hardy, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hilborn, 
Hill, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hulick, 
Huling, 
Hull, 
Hutcheson, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Joy, 

Kem, 


Lorimer, 
Loud 
Maddox, 
Mahany, 
Marsh, 
McCall, Mass. 
McCall, Tenn. 
McCulloch, 
Mc Dearmon, 
McLaurin, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Miller, Kans. 
Milnes, 
Minor, Wis. 
Mondell, 
Money, 
Moody, 
Moses, 
Mozley, 
Murphy, 
Neill. 
Noonan, 
Overstreet, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pitney, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 
Raney, 
Reoves, 
Richardson, 
Robbins, 
Royse, 
Sauerhering, 


NAYS—38. 


Elliott, 8. C. 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hendrick, 
Kyle, 

Lawson, 
Lester, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, Ky. 
MeMillin, 


Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Miles, 
Otey, 
Owens, 
Patterson 
Pendleton, 


Robertson, La. 


Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 


NOT VOTING—118. 


Babcock, 
Baker, Md 
Bankhead, 
Barrett, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, Ga. 


Bartlett, N.Y. 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 

Black, Ga. 
Black, N.Y. 
Bowers, 


Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Sherman, 
Shuford, 
Simpkins, 
Smith, UL. 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Stallings, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N.J 
Stokes. 
Stone, Cc. W. 
Stone, W.A. 
Strait, 
Strowd, N.C. 
Sulloway, 
Taft, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Tawney. 


Treloar 
Underwood, 
Updegraff, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. r 
Walker, Va 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Watson, Ohio 
Wheeler, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. ¥ 
Viison, Ohio 
Wilson, 8. C 
Wood, 
Wright. 


Sorg, 
Spencer, 
Swanson, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Washington, 
Yoakum 


Brewster, 
Bromwell, 
Calderhead, 
Clark, lowa 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cooper, Fla. 
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i 
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Cooper, Tex Hitt, McCormick, Shannon, 
Cowen, Howard, McEwan, Shaw, 
Crowley, Howe, McKenney, Skinner, 
Crump Hubbard, ae Smith, Mich. 
Curtis, N.Y. Huff, Miller, W. Va. Snover, 
Denny, Hunter, Milliken Southard. 
Draper, Hurley, Miner, N. Y. Southwick, 
Ellett, Va. Hyde, Morse, Sparkman, 
Erdman, Johnson, Ind. Newlands, Stahle, 
Evans, ones, Northway, Stewart, Wis. 
Fitzgerald, Kendall, Odell, Strode, Nebr. 
Foote, Knox, den, Strong, 
Foss Kulp, jen, Sulzer, 
Fowler Leisenring, Parker, Tayler, 
Gillet, N.Y. Leonard, Pearson, ay. er, 
Griswold, Lewis, Phillips, alsh, 
Grosvenor, Linney, Poole, Watson, Ind. 
Grow, Lockhart, ce, Wellington, 
Hall, Loudenslager, g; White, 
Hlalterman, Low, y oodard, 
Harmer, ire, Re burn, Woodman, 
Harris, Mahon, Robinson, Pa. Woomer. 
Heiner, Pa. McCleary, Minn. — 


Hicks, McClure, 


So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the bill was repassed, 
the objections of the President to the contrary eer 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to announce that my col- 
league from Mississippi, Mr. Denny, is confined at his home by 
sickness. 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to resume the consideration of the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial ee bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Before that I desire to make a report from 
the Committee on Rules, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it shall be in order for the Committee on the Judiciary to 
offer, and for the House to consider in Committee of the Whole, as ap amend- 
ment to the le tive, executive, and judicial epenegemiion bill for the fiscal 

ear 1897, the bill (H. R. 6654) entitled “A bill to abo: the fee system as to 


nited States district attorneys and marshals and substitute salaries, and 
for other purposes.” : 


Mr. HENDERSON. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the Clerk read 
the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to which was referred resolution No. 182, submit 
the following report to the House: 

The committee recommend that the same do pass. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I ask the previous question, Mr. Speaker, 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. r. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman desire to occupy the 
floor in debate? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Florida wishes to be heard. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then I will occupy the floor and make a 
few observations in regard to the rule and the necessity for its 
adoption. 

The effect of the rule, Mr. Speaker, is this, that it makes in order, 
as an amendment to the pending a bill, the bill for 
regulating the compensation of marshals, their deputies, United 
States attorneys and their assistants, and United States commis- 
sioners, so that it will not be subject to the point of order under 
the rules which make obnoxious to an appropriation bill anything 
carrying new legislation or changing existing law. That is the 
sum and substance and pagers of the rule, so that this bill to 
which reference is made in the resolution may be offered to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, as an amend- 
ment to the said bill, without being subject to a point of order. 

Now, why do we ask that this bill be considered in connection 
with the appropriation bill? First, because this appropriation 
bill makes provision for the compensation of the officers that I 
have named; second, because there is a strong feeling among the 
members of this House and in the country in favor of this legisla- 
tion, and we feel that this will be a method by which the House, 
if it wants to work this reform, will have the opportunity to do so, 

The Committee on the Judiciary has labored and fai 
and tried to effect a remedy for what all agree is an existi 
in this re: We have worked together without - isan- 
ship ente: into our labor, consulting freely with the 
ment of Justice, having the chief of that Department us 
considering the bill in its details, and accepting many of his sug- 


gestions. 
Again, by this method we can, by the bill into a confer- 
ence, secure the reduction of the appropriations which will be 


forced under existing law. We believe there can be a reduc- 
tion made of at least $200,000, probably in the neighborhood of 
ot from the appropriation now made for this I 
wo 


purpose. 
like to call the attention of the House to a few figures in 





support of the necessity of this legislation. The following table 
shows the total appropriations by years for these various officials: 
See. including deficiencies, made for marshals and deputies, dis- 


ict attorneys, clerks, and for commissioners of United States courts, jisc i 
years 1890 to 1896, inclusive. 














; Commis- 

-_ awe Clerks. slemere. 
$243,255 85, 201 
1, 250, 201 273, 970 a 
1,211, 925 270,000 263, 960 
1,478, 159 291, 130 296, 072 
, 470, 305, 179 339, (34 
1, 618, 573 353, 513 363, 036 
, 635, 330, 000 B40, 000 





In a period of seven years,as will be seen by this table, there 
has been an increase in the appropriations for United States mar- 
shals and their deputies of $654,672; and for United States com- 
missioners, in the same length of time, an increase of $154,799): 
while for United States attorneys the increase has been $120,(2°, 

Now let me give briefly a table showing the increase of appro- 
priations for the entire Federal system, commencing with 15-5 
and running through all the years to and including 1896, including 
all regular appropriations for this service as well as deficiencies: 








Re 
Fiscal year. appropria- oo | Total. 
tion. 
ata tedhciiues -«-dhnmpenensinsibiiglamiasiiiicn daiaiitiidaal , $450,050 | $3,210,050 
SI sneonnes then @ epeidpensiiomedeuens eentietnmnaeamenaales ao 560, 266 3, 520), 266 
BE iccatrisenbaubosye sow dbsghuwesdeuds 485,260 | 3,380, 660 
SIRE nikitids dlishinip Cininnibedbchiiinnlnctinaisingtindids 1, 24, 728 8, 874, 128 
Si inseam iicipatlinertenencscincategdietnelon litasesa einai a cininatiiads 859,219 | 3,564.19 
Sl annd anslibanecsahae-cirelaieainenationneeienin 1,156,269 | 4,731, S09 
Ds dh dui Sddéadbgds dered occu dsboveskinukestene 1, 428,900 | 5.040) 500 
TI itis chicoonskine ~ccausohininss ainsi 1,991,123 | 5, 130,23 
BE hia gnnneegcesemonegchieguaengiasenmeemens 2,177,860 | 5,508, 460 
Sil schichite Salish ieaitahattl —. indice deatdiaieeetancamin aeianmaaenaamel 2,704,239 | 6,139,259 
gE He Sitio bi atc mp enckdhuaitiatinin alien apeieesaaialaia 3,133,175 | 6,728,175 
A. dit shiinnide p bitioweditelbshanqhjadunadnanalahais ,600 | 3,006,000 | 6,461,000 
SE GID, cncincuninvinntdinnditemsrntdanhieelimmrengntlleaigydiveyaees 6, 489, 512 


Now, note the difference between the appropriations for 144} 
and 1896. In 1885 the total appropriations were $3,210,050 and in 
1896 $6,461,600. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. More than twice as much. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Will my friend yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. HENDERSON. In a few moments. 

You will see that the necessity for legislation is so palpable that 
no legislator can resist the a ; and responding to what has 
been said on the floor of the House and to the current sentiment 
of the country and the House in this regard, the Committee on 
the Judiciary laid nearly a aside and addressed itself 
almost exclusively to this work. @ propose, by the rule pend- 
ing before you, to bring this ition to be considered in con- 
nection with the appropridtions for the Department of Justice 
carried by this appropriation bill. The matter will be placed b- 
fore the Housé by the committee in this form, and the responsi- 
bility will then be with this body. 

I would like to say further, when we reach the consideration of 
the bill where the mt of Justice is provided for and 
where this tion will be in order as an amendment, we will 
ask the House for so much time as gentlemen may desire in the 
general debate, so that the bill may be considered in detail an: «1! 
may understand it, after which it will be considered by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole under the rules subject to the five-minute 
debate and be open to amendment by any gentlemen who desire 
to offer amendments to any of the provisions of the bill. ; 
eo et aaa pate owa [Mr. Lacey], who wishes 


a 
Mr. CEY. The gentleman has already anticipated my 
question. 


Mr. HENDERSON. [I yield to the gentleman from Mississipi 


s 


[Mr. Catcuines] for a wwe ; 
Mr. CA GS. I want to ask if it would be allowable, in 
case the order shall be agreed to and this matter comes up 
for in the Committee of the Whole, to offer an 
amendmen to give a salary also to the clerks of these 


t seeking ¢ 
courts? I desire to offer such an amendment. I believe I can give 


good reasons wh ee ee 
Mr. HENDERSON. do not know that such an amendment 


would be in order. That is a matter which will have to be deter- 
mined when we reach it; but I will say to the tleman from 
——. [Mr. CaTcutnes], in that connection, however, in be- 
half of subcommittee who gave this so much labor, that the 
ST eee not included were, as I understand, 
these: , because the clerks of the courts are in no way cob- 
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directly with working up litigation for the Federal courts, 


nected 


marshals, attorneys, 
eee head of prosecutions, so to speak. The clerks are not. 
Secondly, because their work seems to be qos fee work; 
and, thirdly, because when this legislation been considered 
heretofore seemed to be a very great pressure from the 
clerks against the legislation, and it was the view of the subcom- 
mittee to commence with a substantial reform and reach the 
clerks at some future time. . : 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I want to make a suggestion to my friend, 
to show him how this will operate unless some provision is made 
for clerks. Take, for example, the southern district of Mississippi. 
There are four courts held twice a year in that southern district. 
There is but one clerk; but the law requires that this clerk shall 
keep constantly, at each one of the places where court is held, a 
deputy. Under the system which has prevailed, by which the 
fees of the clerks were increased, owing to the methods which you 
have so graphically portrayed, he was able to provide some com- 

sation for these paty clerks; but the very p which you 
seek is to prevent the bringing of multitudes of suits, criminal or 
otherwise, into these courts. 

Now, let me say also that the necessary result of that will be 
that the compensation of the clerks will be very largely decreased, 
and I confess that in my State I do not believe it will be possible 
for the clerk, either of the northern or the southern district, to 
comply with the law and keep a deputy at each place where a 
term of court is held, because I do not believe his fees would per- 
mit him to render such compensation as would enable him to em- 

oy a suitable deputy. Now, these clerks are required to keep 

heir offices open every day in the year, so that lawyers can have 
access to them, can get their papers filed, can take out their writs, 
and do whatever is necessary in the transaction of their court 
business, , of course, you must have men with at least some 
intelligence and some fitness for the discharge of the duties of 
those places; but if you are going to cut down the fees of the 
clerks, as you will when you cut down the compensation of the 
marshals and district attorneys, it will not leave the clerk with 
sufficient revenues to enable him to do what the Jaw requires him 
todo. So Iwillsay to my friend that I propose to offer an amend- 
ment by which, in these districts where the clerks’ fees do not 
reach a certain sum, the clerk shall be entitled, in addition to his 
fees, toan amount which will make his compensation some rea- 
sonable sum. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. aker, I want to say frankly to the 
aa from Mississippi that I believe this will cut down the 


and commissioners are at the 


courts. I do not think the fees of the United States circuit court 
clerks will be materially affected by this bill, but those who have 
ch of criminal matters, the district court clerks, will undoubt- 
ote ts affected. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. If will let me interrupt you just at 


that point—because it will be more pertinent—the principal fees | 


which the clerks in my State get in both districts come from the 
criminal cases. 

Mr, HENDERSON. I have no doubt about that; and that is 
what we are aiming at, I will say frankly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. And the compensation is so small that the 
clerk of the circuit court is also clerk of the district court. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, I want to say this to the gentleman 
and the House, there were no batteries turned upon this legis- 
lation so forcefully as those that came from the clerks heretofore. 
Now that have been omitted and they see the arm of the law 
down this expense in the other offices, they are 
the ones that are beginning to crave salaries. I submit that it 
will be better to try this great reform that we now have before 
us, and if experience shows, as I believe it will, that the clerks 
- ought to be put on salaries, in the near future we can 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I am not making these suggestions because 
of any personal concern in the welfare of either of these clerks of 
these courts. I know both gentlemen only slightly. My concern 

as a practicing lawyer, in seeing that these courts have efficient 
clerks; and I know it can not be done if you do not give them suf- 
ficient able to pay for their deputies. 
think there will be no trouble about 
we find that it is not giving enough, we 
the repairs; but let us have this reform 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope my friend will consent that I may 

have of offering an amendment and discussing it in 

The gentleman is an old member of the 

Committee on Rules and that I have no authority to make 

ask unanimous consent. It can be done 

other words, in making this reform 
justice in particular cases. 


E 


| courts, not only in governmen 
of the clerks, that is, the clerks of the United States district | 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Leave that to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I am afraid that I would not get much 
consideration unless I should interpose now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You know very well that I have no au- 
thority to give you what you desire. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the scope of the order, when this matter is considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, shall be extended so that such an amend- 
ment may be considered. 

Mr. TRACEY. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, ordinarily Iam very much opposed 
to general legislation on appropriation bills; but I recognize the 
fact that this is a pressing question, that has been agitated many 
years, and that if we are to have practical legislation upon it at 
this session it will have to be upon an appropriation bill. Now 
we have once or twice—once, I recollect—before passed a bill like 
this on an appropriation bill. It went to the Senate. and in the 
Senate it was stricken out, on the idea that it had no proper place 
on an appropriation bill. 

Another reason why this matter should be considered upon an 
appropriation bill, Mr. Speaker, is that if it is adopted the amounts 
appropriated will be different from what they are now. 
pass this appropriation bill as reported by the committ: 
subsequently pass a bill providing for the salaa TS, 
it would involve a change then of thatlaw. You would have to 
have another bill, changing the appropriation law; and, with the 
understanding that gentlemen are to have full time to discuss this 
matter, both in general debate and in amendments, it seems to 
me the condition is such that this rule ought to be adopted. I 
will yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. Cooper], who dissents. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I know the general 
uselessness of opposing resolutions coming from the Committee 
on Rules, but I feel confident that the committee in reporting this 
resolution had no other feeling than simply to submit to the House 
an opportunity to put this fee bill upon the appropriation bill if 
the House so desired. 

Now, I hope the House will give me its candid attention for a 
brief pericd to a few considerations why, in my judgment, we 
ought not to go into this legislation in this way and at this time. 
The Committee on the Judiciary reported only yesterday a volumi- 
nous bill affecting the practice and the fees of the United States 





if you 
. and 


es OT These otic 


tal and in criminal but in civil 
cases. How many gentlemen are there in this House who have 
had an opportumity to give this bill any careful consideration? 
I have been trying to keep up with this proposed legislation. 
Through the courtesy of one member of the committee, the wen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], I have had such informa- 
tion as he could give, but until yesterday he could give me no 
definite information as to what the legislation was to be. 

Now, since this bill has come in, I have been telegraphing to 
Florida to try to find out from my constituents how far its pro- 
visions would affect them should it become law, and their views 
upon it. I say that when there is a bill of such sweeping char- 
acter brought in members ought to have time enough to be able 
to consult with their constituents as to the manner in which it 
will affect them. I did not simply wish to consult with the court 
officers, but I wanted an opportunity to submit this bill to some of 
the leading practitioners of my State,as it affects all the civil busi- 
ness of the United States courts. Inmy judgment—I have not had 
time to verify it, but my impression is—it may heavily increase the 
already too burdensome expense of civil litigation in the United 


aa 


| States courts. 


The bill is crudely drawn. It is vaguein language. 
believe it does even what the committee expects to do. 
marshals on salaries but leave the deputies on fees. What is that 
going to accomplish of retrenchment and reform? I do not know 
by what rule they have been governed or how far they have pre- 
served the equality in the proportions of the salaries of the offi- 
cers of the different districts in the United States. I have not 
had time to examine sufficiently into that matter, although | 
have endeavored to do so in the brief time I have had since the 
report of the committee by comparing the bill with the report of 
the Attorney-General. And now, gentlemen, I advise you, before 
you make this radical revision and adopt so sweeping an act of 
legislation, to consult with your constituents. I take it that 
every man in this House ought to want, and I believe does want, 
a chance at least to send this bill to his constituents at home to 
know what they think of its details: a chance at least to consult 
the court officers as to how fur it will reduce their compensation, 
and whether they are satisfied with it or not; at least a chance to 
submit it to the lawyers who have to practice before the United 
States courts. 

It does not simply affect criminal business; it affects civil busi- 
ness largely. It changes the system of United States commis- 


I do not 
They put 





b 

He 
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sioners. It makes changes in many respects, the scope of which 
not a man understands who is called on to vote upon this rule to 
attach this bill to the general appropriation bill and runit through 
before we can consult with our constituents, unless he be a mem- 
ber of the Judiciary Committee, and I have grave doubts about 
even the members of that committee, for they only got the bill 
reported yesterday, evidently very hurriedly, for the bill itself 
bears traces of hurried preparation and lack of careful considera- 
tion. 

Now, I do not oppose the principle of putting these officers on 
salaries. I favorit. If it is properly done, if it is done with due 
consideration, fairly and justly, it is a wise substitute for the fee 
system.. But I dosay that a bill making such great changes as this 
proposes ought to stand upon its own merits. Atleast the com- 
mittee ought to have brought it here in time for us to communi- 
cate with our constituents and find out their judgment in regard 
to it. The bill as submitted not only makes great changes which 
we can not in this way adequately consider or investigate, but it 
does not do what it proposes to do when it puts the marshals under 
salary and leaves their deputies to make their living out of fees. 
How much will be the substantial benefit of such a bill as that? 
But this is not the time to discuss the merits of the measure and 
I do not intend to go into such discussion, but am only opposing 
the adoption of the rule for its hasty consideration and its attach- 
ment to an eg gre ry bill. I hope the rule will not pass. 

Mr. CRISP. yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN}. 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I shall occupy only a few minutes. While 
I shall make no strenuous a to the adoption of this rule, 
I think it is proper to state why I think this is not the best method 
of proceeding with the very important eae we have before 
us. We have presented to us a bill of about 15 pages, reported 
by the Judiciary Committee as a substitute for 13 different bills 
on this subject sent to that committee. The bill involves radi- 
cal changes both as to methods and the amounts of compensa- 
tion to be paid to the officers that are embraced init. I realize 
the importance of some legislation in this direction. But this bill 
was reported to the House only yesterday. It is a that 
when t an opportunity to look through the bill, which we have 
not yet had, I shall find, as other gentlemen have found, that it 
has much of merit. But after having refused under a general 
rule of the House to permit amendments upon appropriation bills 
even when they reduce expenditures, I do not believe that it is 
best for us to adopt this rule and force through upon an appropri- 
ation bill a measure of so great and far-reaching im ce as 
this. That there is a necessity for reform in the method of paying 
these officers I have no doubt; but when we adopt this rule, to 
force upon an appropriation bill a measure increasing some sal- 
uries and oa See it may put members of the House in 
this position, that they must either vote against a general — 
— bill or vote in an appropriation bill for that which they 

0 not approve, put on as ee legislative riders. It strikes me 
that the better course would be to bring in a rule making a 
order for the consideration of this measure upon its merits. 

There would have been a more plausible pretext for the action 
here proposed if we were in a short session which was to end the 
4th of next month, or if we did not have very ample time in front 
of us, or if we had resolved on be a very busy body anyway. 
Believing that the course which I have suggested would have 
been a better one to pursue in this case, I have thought it not im- 
pocese for me to so state. I want to consider the bill and pass a 
good law on the subject, but we are most likely to do the right 
thing when we let it be considered and stand onits merits. What- 
ever time I have left I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. eee the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
CooreR] is entirely mistaken in his assumption that this bill has 
not received most careful consideration by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. It was very carefully considered by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the last House, and a bill very similar was reported to 
the House by the unanimous recommendation of that committee. 
This bill proposes no change whatever, so far as the general public 
is concerned. It does not affect the bar atall. It does not 
the methods of procedure in the courts, and there is only one class 
of people in the United States pecuniarily interested in its pro- 
visions, 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman permit me a 
question? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Do not the provisions of the bill 
atietnn Sen ey toa ee Sea inal business? 

Mr. BOATNER. No; not as I understand them. 

ge of Florida. In many instances civil cases are 
nam 

Mr. BOATNER. It may affect them so far as civil cases before 
United States commissioners are concerned. 5 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Or cases to which the United s; ateg 
is a party. 

Mr. BOATNER. But in every instance the fees are red), 
They are not increased in any way. If any change at all is }1).,1 
it is in the direction of a reduction. = 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I think the fees are increased. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a question \); h 
demands the attention of Con . The conduct of busine.< in 
the Federal courts, throughout the South especially, is in ¢},.. ;,. 
terest of increasing the fees of officers. The salary system, \;|| 
take away from these officers any incentive to prolong terins o? 
court, to increase = diem, or to do anything that is not yo. 
essary to be done. e only persons that the gentleman from 
Florida need confer with are the district attorney and the mars)\,| 
of his district, and I think that if he will examine the salarj.s yo. 
corded to them he will find that they are proportioned to the foes 
which those officers have earned for the past two years. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. What about the deputy marshals: 

Mr. BOATNER. They are provided for on the salary plan, and 
the whole tenor of the bill is to pay the officers in all Instances 
their salaries, but to take away from them any temptation, inter. 
est, or inducement to increase the expenses of the Federal courts 
unnecessarily. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. You make provision in this }i!! tha¢ 
in all cases, civil and criminal, public and private, a United States 
deputy marshal serving a process of any kind shall be paii living 
—- and traveling expenses, and so on, in addition to mileave 
and fees. 


— BOATNER. The gentleman is certainly mistaken about 
at. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I am not mistaken. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I have practiced in the United States 


courts myself; and if Iam mistaken on this point it is because [ 
have not time to read the bill carefully. But I am confident 
I am not mistaken. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, if there is any such provision in the 
bill it has escaped the attention of every member of the Judiciary 
Committee. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Does the bill take away the fees of the 
deputy marshals and put those officers on salaries? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not altogether. 

Mr. MILES. How about the United States commissioners? 
How are they provided for? Are they put upon salaries: 

Mr. BOA . No. They are allowed a certain amount per 
diem for sitting—$5 a day in each case. 

Mr. MILES. Has not experience shown that it is very often 
the activity of these United States commissioners that causesa 
very great expenditure? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. That is thoroughly and entirely 
guarded against in the bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. In reference to section 7 of the bill, 
what duties are there contemplated? 


Mr. BOATNER. I have not the bill before me and [ can not 
answer the gentleman. I did notrise for the purpose of going into 
the details of this measure, and of course I can not now answer 


questions which may be asked about particular sections of the |ill, 
which I have not gone over since it was reprinted. But | state 
the general tion that the bill will carry a large reduction 
of expenses, if the conditions continue as they now are; that the 
United States will not pay out so much money; that by taking 


away from these officers the inducement to prolong terms of court 
and to initiate unnecessary and vexatious litigation the savin s will 
be even larger than the direct saving by the reduction in tle co m- 
pensation of these officers. 


Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, this is simply a proposition 
submitted by the Committee on Rules that it may be in order i 
Committee of.the Whole to consider this measure. 

Mr. BOATNER. Of course. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Therefore it seems to me hardly proper to 5° 
into the merits of the question at all at this time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Under the terms of the proposed special rule 
this measure will come up in the same way practically as! 
were an acne proposition, the only difference being that it 
will be consi as an amendment Seemaperogsieon bill. Time 
for general debate will be allowed, as well as debate under the five- 
minute rule; and there will be Seren any amendment 
whatever which is germane to the bill. I can not perceive. Mr. 
Speaker, that there can be the htest objection to considering 


this measure on the terms stated in the resolution. |(mes of 
** Vote!” “* Vote!”] aes 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reson 
—— the Committee on Rules. 
ution was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 








ELECTION CONTEST—ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS. 


. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I present two reports from the 

Committee on Elections No. 1 in the case of William F. Aldrich 

i Gaston A. Robbins. Four members of the committee 

to one of the reports, making a much larger majority in 

favor of the contestant than two other members, who have agreed 

to another report, stating the a. as they believe the figures 

andthe evidence warrant. [ask that these reports may be printed. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will ask the chairman of the committee 
when he ts to call up this matter in the House? 

Mr. D. LS. We should like to call it up for consideration 
certainly by the first of the week after next. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The minority of the committee would like 
sufficient time to prepare their views, and before doing so we 
want to examine the two reports of the majority. I think a rea- 
sonable time to be allowed us for that purpose would be a week 
from to-day. I believe it was agreed between the chairman of the 
committee and myself that we might have until Monday week 
for the filing of our report. 

Mr. D. LS. e desire to give these gentlemen of the mi- 
nority all the time that may be requisite for the preparation of 
the statement of their views, while at the same time we do not wish 
to delay the final hearing by the House any longer than may be 
absolutely necessary. I think the report of the minority mght 
be brought in certainly by the end of next week. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Of course it will be necessary to have the 
views of the minority printed; we should like to have time to have 
them printed and distributed among members before the matter 
is called up for —. and decision by the House. We should 
like to have until Monday week to file our views. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman pro 
stands, that the views of the minority filed at that time and 

en printed and circulated before the case comes up. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The duties imposed on the members of the 
minority by their work on this committee and other committees 
are very onerous. We do not want any unnecessary delay in this 
matter; but on behalf of the minority of the Elections Committee 
No. 1, I ask that they be allowed sufficient time to prepare and 
file their views. They wish to do so at the earliest possible 
moment; but by reason of other business requiring a portion of 
our attention, we should like a reasonable latitude in this matter. 

Mr. DANIELS. The entire matter has been fully discussed 
before the committee, and the reports have been read for the 
information of the committee generally. For that reason I have 
no doubt that ths gentleman fully understands the nature of the 
reports and substantially the grounds on which they are based. 
So I think, if they have until next Friday, it ought to be ample 
time to file the re of the minority. 

The SP. . Does the gentleman ask consent that the 
minority be itted to file their views within the time specified? 

Mr. DAN TELS. I make that request. 

The SPEAKER. At any time before the expiration of the Fri- 
da ht session? 

. DANIELS. Certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Does the chairman of the committee recede 
from the ent entered into with me? 

Mr. DANIELS. I conferred with other members of the com- 
mittee, and they seem to think that Friday would be long enough. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I wish to say in reference to the reports being 
read in committee that while I confess I have endeavored to be- 
come somewhat familiar with the theories on which the case has 
been decided by the majority of the committee, at the same time 
I have never heard the report of either faction read. It is true 
that I was not at the last meeting, but I am informed by one of 
~~ the reports were not read at all. 

SP. . The Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York that the minority of the committee have 
until next Friday evening to file their views. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I now renew my motion, Mr. 
Speaker, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would ask my friend first to permit me 
to make a brief statement in regard to the fee bill, with reference 
to which action was taken a few moments ago. I wish to state 
that we can not bly, in my judgment, reach that part of the 

tion where that will offered as an amendment 
to-night. But at all events it will not be offered to-night, so that 
the members will have to-day and Sunday to look up all ques- 
fee reference to it—that is, those who do not go to church. 


-] 
I to say that I have reached an agreement with the gen- 
in charge of the appropriation bill so that it will not be 
brought up before Monday for consideration. 
The of Mr. McCiL1 of Tennessee was then agreed to. 
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2s, as the Chair under- 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the services of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, computers, account- 
ants, assistants to the photographer, copyists, and such other services as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may deem necessary and specially order, may be 
employed in the office of the Supervising Architect exclusively to carry into 
effect the various appropriations for public buildings. to be paid for from 
and equitably charged against such <pecuusetions Provided, That the ex- 
penditures on this account for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, shall not 
exceed $250,000; and that the Secretary of the Treasury shall each year inthe 
annual estimates report to Congress the number of persons so employed and 
the amount paid to each. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. I would like to ask, for the pur- 
pose of proposing an amendment if necessary, whether this is the 
paragraph providing for additional architects for the various 
public buildings? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. This is the provision, and we have 
increased the appropriation $50,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is all I desired to know, 
and if there has been an increase in that regard I shall not offer 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the re 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Comptroller of the Treasury: For Comptrolk 
$5.500; Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, $5,000; chief clerk 
law clerk, $2,700; four law clerks revising accounts and brieting « 
at $2,100 and three at $2,000 each: two confidential cler} ’ 
one for the Assistant Comptroller; five clerks of class 
1; two messengers; and one assistant messenger; 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 29, in line 9, strike out the word “five” a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Auditor for Interior Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy 
Auditor, $2,500; law clerk, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; eight 
clerks of class4; thirteen clerks of class 3: thirty-three clerks of class 2: thirty 
clerks of class 1; eleven clerks, at $1,000 each: six cl at $000 each; one clerk, 
female laborer, $480; in 


idling of 


rof the Treasury, 
f clerk, $2,700; chief 
pinions, one 
t 


<s of class 4, including 


lerks of class 


i twor 
in all, $40,400 


I offer the amendment I send to 


nd insert the word “four.” 


I 





‘TKS 
$40; one assistant messenger; ten laborers; and one 
all, $156,940. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 31, in lines 15 and 16, strike out “thirteen clerks of class 3, thirty- 
three clerks of class 2,” and insert “nineteen clerks of class 3, thirty-nine 
clerks of class 2.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Mint at Carson, Nev.: For superintendent, $3,000; assayer, and melter and re- 
finer, at $2,500each; chief clerk, $1,800; bookkeeper, cashier, assistant assayer, 
assistant melter and refiner, and weigh clerk, at $1,500 each; in all, $17 

For wages of workmen, $15,000 

For incidental and contingent expenses, including wastage of 
officers, and loss on sale of sweeps, $7,500. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this sec- 
tion by providing that the salary of the cashier shall be $2,000 in- 
stead of $1,500, and the salary of the bookkeeper $1,800 instead of 
$1,500. In other words, I move to restore the salaries which have 
hitherto been paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to my friend in charge of the bill 
that we have passed the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. In what line does the amendment come in? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Beginning in line 18, on page 51. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman reduce his amendment 
to writing? 

_ vy vv ‘ 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 


I offer the amendment I send to 


operative 


I will withdraw the amendment, Mr. Chair- 


an. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Assay office at Boise, Idaho: For assayer, who shall also perform the duties 
of melter, $2,000; one clerk, $1.200; in all, $3,200 

For wages of workmen, $7,500. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, $2,500. 


Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words ‘two thousand five hundred,” in lines 1 


and 2, page 55, and inserting in lieu thereof the words* three thousand nine 
hundred.” 


Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, I will state the reason 
for that amendment. It is for the purpose of securing a cement 
walk around the block of ground in Boise City, Idaho, where this 
United States assay office is located. Many years ago the city of 
Boise gave the United States a block of ground for the purpose 
of locating an assay office thereon. This block of ground is one of 
the most beautiful blocks we have in that city. It has been 
planted with shrubbery, trees, and flowers, and is cared for as 
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Government sr ought to be cared for. ae that city 
voted bonds, by a two-thirds vote, for the p of building 
cement sidewalks over a large area, including this block. These 
walks are about to be constructed. This beautiful block, belong- 
ing to the Government of the United States, will soon be sur- 
rounded by cement walks, and, unless it is likewise improved, 
will be an eyesore in the midst of what would otherwise be a very 
attractive section of the city. This recommendation has been 
made by the United States assayer in charge there, and I will now 
send this letter to the Clerk's desk and have it read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Tue Unirep Sratres Assay Orricr AT Borse Crry, 
Office of Assayer in Charge, December 12, 1895. 


Dear S1e: I beg to call your attention to the appropriation for this office 
for the egeutes year, and request that you use your influence in behalf of its 


Con , 

The ab hae of business now handled here taxes the capacity of our working 
force and appliances to the utmost. The increase during the co: year 
will be conaiiawalie. and it will take the full amount of my estimate to con- 
duct the office to the best advantage for the mining community, as well as to 
do justice to the office force. Youare wellaware of the need of a walk around 
the balance of this block, I have included in my estimate for the purpose of 
comaneeng the walk the sum of $1,440. This is the actual amount needed to 
buil = and curbing, figured on the basis of what has already been 
construc . 

I will thank you to cooperate with our Senators in these matters, and use 
your best efforts for us in this direction. 

Very respectfully, F. F. CHURCH, 
Assayer in O 





Hon, EpGArR WILson, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Now, I will say that the business of 
this assay office is not decreasing, but the receipts have been ad- 
vancing year after year. Last year there was taken in at this 
office over $1,200,000 in gold, an increase of more than $300,000 
over the previous fiscal year, amounting to about 33} per cent. 
The Government has constructed a cement walk on one side of 
this block heretofore, but there are three sides yet unimproved. 
Based on the cost of improving this one side, the remainder will 
cost $1,440. That amount has been recommended by the assayer 
in charge, and his recommendation has been concurred in by the 
Director of the Mint, but for some reason or other in the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of-the Treasury that item was not 
carried. I have seen the Director of the Mint this morning, and 
he tells me that he is in favor of this appropriation. He has vis- 
ited this assay office and knows the necessity for this improve- 
ment and therefore recommends it. 

Mr. CANNON. What is this—a street improvement? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Itis asidewalk around a block belong- 

to the Government of the United States. 

r. CANNON. In the street? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. No; a sidewalk. 

Mr. CANNON. Where is the sidewalk? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Like thesidewalks of this or any other 
city. 

Mr. CANNON. A part of the street, is it not? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. No, it is not a part of the street. The 
Government has already built a sidewalk on one side of this block. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it off the street or on the street? That is 
what I am a oe to —*. 

Mr. W IN of Idaho. They are like the sidewalks in the city 
of onan - 

Mr. CANNON. The sidewalks in the city of Washington are 
a part of the streets. 

r. WILSON of Idaho. Technically they may be. I do not 
know about that. Everybody in this House knows what a side- 
walk is as disti ished from the street. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, and I want to say to my friend that 
all the members of this House who have public bui in their 
districts understand that these improvements are not paid for by 
the United States, but, as the sites are free from taxation, are 
see for by the cities in which the buildings are located. It is for 

e city to make the improvement if it is to be made. I find it is 
so in my town, and “oes - I only wanted to call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the fact that if we make a di here, 
Ge eee ae edie e. 

r. WILSON of Idaho. Now, I will say, in answer to the gen- 

Mr. CANNON. Iam glad the gentleman submits his remarks, 
and I will yield him five minutes more if he desires. 

Mr. WI N of Idaho. I will say, in answer to that, that the 
Government has already established a ent here by con- 
structing the sidewalk on one side—that is, one-fourth of the total 
sidewalk around the block. That is a matter of record, and it is 
recommended by the Director of the Mint in this case. Now, 
there is no way by which the city can do this, because the prop- 
erty owners are required to build the sidewalks, but the Govern- 
ment of the United States is the owner in this instance, 
and t to improve its as the individual owners are 
reg to do with theirs. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


visable, I may be 
thriving towns of 
in the near future. It is the capital of the State, and so designated 
in the constitution for a 
shows a po’ 


erected during the year 1895, and many others are now in process 
of construction. 


merchants. 
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As a further reason why this improvement is necessary and ad- 
to state that Boise City is one of the 
far West and destined to advancement 


iod of twenty years. The census of 


1890 showed a population of 2,311; a recent municipal census take» 
tion of 7,124. More than 115 new buildings were 


The largest financial institutions of the State are located there 
and an extensive wholesale and retail business is transacted by th 


Boise.is located in the celebrated Boise Valley. The climate is 


delightful in summer and never severe, the winter climate being 
milder than that of Washington. The most productive fruit laniis 


of the Pacific Coast region are located near there, and a vast go|\- 
bearing mineral belt forms a half circle to the east, north, and nort|)- 
west of the city, while the far-famed Owyheemines are to the sout | 
west. Recent discoveries in these gold fields have proven their 
richness, and already many paying properties have been located 
and are being developed. 

The Director of the Mint assures me that the increase in the 
receipts of the assay office for the past year is being kept up, and 
that there is every indication that the office will take in during 
the fiscal year 1896 more than sixteen hundred thousand dollars 
in gold. While the receipts of the assay offices at Carson (ity, 
St. Louis, and Charlotte have materially decreased, those at Buiso 
Sarene Helena have experienced an increase hitherto unpre o- 

ented. 

The low price of silver and lead has caused our miners to seek 
for the yellow metal so much worshiped by our Eastern friends. 
Idaho is rich in her varied resources, andif the avarice of the world 
will force a decrease in ous pameny, money by the demonetization 
of silver, the citizens of I will turn their attention to the dis- 


covery of gold. Having been forced to do this, the result of t) ir 
industry has demonstrated the richness of her resources in t|is 


Every indication points tothe fact that she will astonish 


respect. 
the-civilized world in her gold production in the nearfuture. T)\e 


center of this production, the point most directly benefited as a 
result of it, is Boise City. 
The agricultural and horticultural resourcesof the area of ¢vii- 


try immediately surrounding it are great enough to necessitate t |i 
building of a city there. hen these are su mted by almost 
inexhaustible mineral deposits, the successful future of this thriv- 
ing little city is not open to conj It has doubled its popu- 


lation in the last two years w some of these resources w«re 
almost unknown. With their rapid dev ent now going on, 
it is fair to assume that a city of at least 50,000 inhabitants wil! be 
created there within the next decade. 

For these reasons the House ought not to exhibit a parsimonivws 
spirit in appre riations of this character. 

The C R . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say only 
a few words in reference to this amendment. The committee has 
allowed the amount of the estimate they had before them, and in 
addition, if this item should be inc to $100,000, not one dime 
of it could be used for the purpose for which the gentleman sev \s 
to use it. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. It has been so used. 
= nee eee as eres this aeescon ~ be 

verted from purposes 1 appropriated. 11s 18 
‘*for incidental and contingent ” and no officer of the 
Government has a right to use it for pavement or any other such 


Plr, WILSON of Idaho. It has been used in that way for this 
sietincs ae 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. If it was done, it was done in vio- 
lation of law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Clearly. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. It was done under authority of the 
Director of the Mint. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Possibly so; but if it was done, it 
was done in ere of a ee money is appropriated for a 
specific can not erted to any other purpose. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. What are “incidental expenses ’ 
Mr. MoCALL of Tennessee. ens the mint at 


Boise, in Idaho. Now, this is “for and contingent ex- 
” and it can not be for building sidewalk-. 
Mr. N of Idaho. You provide in another section for the 
pa: t of the 


This is for incidental expen, 
that do not fall within wages of the workmen 


the in order, for coal and such matters. 
MTT. WILSON of Idaho. ‘And you have got to build a sidewalk 











Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Why, then, you must offer an 
amendment so as to cover that point. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Ithasbeendoneunderit. 

Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. If it has been done under it, it has 


been in violation of law. ' 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I do not think so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Clearly so. Ido not think the Comptroller 
would an account of that kind. 

The eHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. et 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 32. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Territory of New Mexico: For governor, $2,600; chief justiceand four asso- 
ciate judges, at $3,000 each; secretary, $1,800; and interpreter and translator 
in the executive office, $509; $19,900. 

For contingent expenses of the Territory, to be expended by the governor, 


$500. ; , 

For legislative mses, namely: For rent, light, fuel, ice, stationery, rec- 
ord files, record gs, printing, postage, clerks, messenger and porter: and 
incidentals in secretary's office; compensation of members and officers of the 
legislative copeenily. mileage, printing, stationery, record books, rent, furni- 
ture, and incidentals for legislative assembly, $26,000 


Mr. CATRON. I offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


nd by inserting at the end of line 9, 
Amovidel, That the next session of the legislative assembly of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico shall commence on the first Monday in May, 1897, and 
each succeeding session thereof shall commence on the first Monday in May 
of every odd-numbered year thereafter. 

“That when the members of the legislative assemblies shall have met at 
the capital of said Territory to hold a session of the legislative assembly, the 
council shall be organized by the election of a president pro tempore by the 
members of that body present holding certificates of election issued to them 
by the proper cams boards of the respective counties, in the manner 

rovided by the laws of said Territory, provided a majority of all the mem 
toes required by law to constitute the council be present. 

“Thereupon some one of said members present, holding such certificate of 
election, shall administer the oath of office to such president pro tempore, 
and the said president pro tempore shall thereupon administer the oath of 
office to the remainder of the members of the council present, after which 
said council shall be organized by the election of the permanent officers of 
the council provided for by the laws of the United States only. 

“That the house of representatives shall be organized by the election of a 
speaker pro ny all the members of that body present holding certifi- 
cates of election to them by the ) prover canvassing boards of the re 

ve counties in the manner provided by the laws of said Territory, pro- 
vided a rity of all the members required to constitute the house of 


ge 58, the following: 


resen present; thereupon some one of said members present, 
helding such certificate of election, shall administer the oath of office to such 
speaker pro , and the said speaker pro tempore shall thereupon ad 
minister the of office to the remainder of the members of the house of 


representatives present, after which said house of representatives shall be 
organized by the election of the permanent officers of the house of repre- 
sentatives provided for by the laws of the United States only. 


“ Provided , That no other officer of either house of said legislative 
assembl be elected or appointed or paid out of any moneys appropri 
ated by the of the United States or by the legislative assembly of 
oh ee such as may be provided for by the laws of the United 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I reserve the point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. CATRON, Mr. Chairman, I will explain this amendment 
briefly. The amendment involves three propositions: First, to 
i the meeting of the next legislative assembly on the 
May. This is rendered necessary, because the legisla- 
ture, as now, meets during Christmas week, and a large 
— the legislature is lost on account of that 

._ Ithas been held that the legislative assembly can not change 
this, because the act of Congress which authorizes the — 


fixed this time for the year 1897, and provides it should be hel 
every two years r. It is provided by the laws of New 
Mexico that the legislature shall meet on the last Monday of De- 


election takes place in November, and there is no 
Queen enter the lew as it stands to get up a contested 
election case, to have the testimony taken and the case heard and 
have to be made up to the secretary of 
after the election; thirty days 
of contest; eight days to reply, 
nee i Lectalatars i and it is to 
ys, 80 every legislature is concluded 
any testimony can be concluded. obs 
is to provide how that assembly shall be 
r That is made necessary by the act of Congress, which 
provides thas the of the Territory, who is to make up 
list, is alone to administer the oath of office to the 
Territorial legislature. In doing that he fixes up 
and may disregard, as he did at the last 
the certificates of election that were given 
proper canvassing boards in the various counties. He 
suit himself; he swears in the members whom 
on the list, and he absolutely i the certificates of the 
it suits him. He swore in one person on 
by him on the very day and at the very mo- 
proceeding to swear the members, received by 


s 
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him from a board of county commissioners which had become 
functus officio, yet actually met at that identical moment and 
decided that another man was entitled to the seat, he thereby 
ignoring the member holding the certificate regularly issued and 
presented to him. In that way he absolutely set aside the entire 
will of the people in that county and admitted another person to 
the seat of a member legally elected. 

The next proposition is to provide that no other officer of the Ter- 
ritorial legislature shall be paid, either by the United States or by 
the Territory, than those provided for by the Congress of the 
United States. 

There is a law of the United States which provides that ‘‘ no 
law of any Territorial legislature shall be made or enforced by 
which the governor or secretary of the Territory or the members 
or officers of any Territorial legislature are paid any compensation 
other than that provided by the laws of the United States.” It 
has been held up to the last legislature that that United States 
statute prohibited the Territorial legislature from making appro- 
priations for any other officers than those provided for by the acts 
of Congress; but the last legislature, by resolution of the two 
houses, authorized the employment of about 50 additional em- 
ployees for each house, and provided by an appropriation out of the 
Territorial treasury, amounting to about $15,000, to pay such em- 





ployees. The district court in the county where the legislature 
met issued an injunction against the auditor, prohibiting him 
from issuing treasury warrants to pay this money; but upon an 
appeal taken to the supreme court (the same legislature having 
passed a law authorizing the supreme court to convene for the 
purpose of passing upon this question) the court overruled the 


action of the lower court. It was, however, the opinion of nearly 
every member of the bar of the Territory that the United States 
law I have cited limited the legislature to the employees provided 
for by the laws of the United States and that they had no power 
to make this additional appropriation. Now, these amendments 
apply to the Territory of New Mexico only, and they are what 
those people desire and what they have requested me to ask Con- 
gress to give them. 
Mr. DOCKERY. This is the first time I have heard this propo- 
sition, and while I ara not inclined to interpose a point of order 
against it, I ask unanimous consent that this paragraph, with the 
pending point of order, go over until the conclusion of the bill, as 
I would like an opportunity to examine the question. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Will that be 
entleman from New Mexico? 
Mr. CATRON. Oh, yes. Of course I wish the matter to be 
examined properly, and do not desire to hurry it along unduly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will understand, I hope, that 
my request is not prompted by any hostility to his proposition. 

Mr. CATRON. Certainly. I am perfectly content with the 
arrangement the gentleman suggests. 

There being no objection, it was ordered as requested by Mr, 
DOcCKERY. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territory of Oklahoma: For governor, $2,600; chief justice and four associ- 
ate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, $1,800; $19,400 
For contingent expenses of the Territory, to be expended by the ¢ 
$500. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 4 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


satisfactory to the 


overnor, 


In line 16, page 58, strike out “five hundred” and insert “ one thousand” ;. 
so that the paragraph will read: “ For contingent expenses,” etc., * $1,100." 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, the House, ever since [ have been 
a member of it, has always allowed the governor of Oklahoma a 
thousand dollars for contingent expenses. That sum is absolutely 
necessary for the proper conduct of the business of his office. I 
have been in his oftice when he has received as many as 300 letters 
aday. The Territorial legislature appropriated $800 in scrip for 
him to employ a secretary. This appropriation is all the money 
that he has to carry onthe business of his office, pay the expenses, 
pay a stenographer, who is absolutely necessary to the conduct 
of the business. Any business man engaged in the same line of 
work would be allowed by any corporation that employed him a 
great deal larger sum than I have asked for here. The present 
governor, for whom I have alwaysasked this appropriation, wkich 
the House has always granted, is not of my political faith, but I 
believe in treating him as I would treat any other business man 
engaged in transacting the business of the people. You propose 
to limit him here to $500. He has to spend over $1,000, and you 
therefore ask him to go down into his own pocket and pay the 
balance out of his salary, which is less than that provided by ex- 
isting law, because the salary of the governor is fixed by law at 
$3,000 and you allow only $2,600. [do not ask you to raise the 
governor's salary, but I do ask you to allow him sufficient money 
to enable him to transact the business of his office to the satisfac- 
tion of the people. I trust there will be no opposition from the 
committee tothis proposition. The House has always voted $1,000 
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for this pu and I trust that they will do it now, even if the 
committee should object. 

Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I suppose my friend 
from Oklahoma is going upon the idea that when the House has 
done this Territory one favorit must continue to doit favorsalways. 
I understand him to say that the governor of his Territory has 
always been voted a thousand dollars for contingent expenses. Ina 
that the Territory has been more fortunate than any other Terri- 
tory in this country, because it isthe uniform rule of the House to 
appropriate only $500 for the contingent expenses of the Territorial 
governor’s offices, and that rule has been adhered to except in the 
case of Oklahoma. Heretofore the governor of Oklahoma has 
been receiving $1,000, according to the gentleman, for this pur- 
- and in that way rad peso representing that Territory 

become rather spoiled, I suppose, so he wants that amount 
continued. I can not see why it is that the governor of Oklahoma 
should require $1,000 for this purpose, while in all the other Ter- 
ritories only $500 has been allowed, and it does occur to me that 
if the people of Oklahoma would simmer down a little and get 
into a higher state of civilization they would not require so much 
more money for the contingent expenses of their governor than is 
required by the other Territories. [Laughter.] I think the com- 
mittee has acted uniformly and justly and has given to all the 
Territories the same amount of money for this purpose, and I do 
not think we ought to increase the amount in the case of Okla- 
homa. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, all I desire to say is that if the 
State of Tennessee, or the district represented by the gentleman 
in charge of this bill, had been in the chactic condition which he 
undertakes to ascribe to Oklahoma, and had arrived at the stage 
of civilization and intelligence which Oklahoma has reached, this 
House ought to be willing to make an appropriation for it. I 
make the statement, without fear of contradiction, that the gov- 
ernor of Oklahoma has more business to attend to than the gov- 
ernors of all the other Territories combined. In making this 
appropriation of a thousand dollars you are not discriminating 
against the other Territories; you are allowing them for expenses 
in proportion to the amount of business their governors have to 
transact, and if you do not make this a agg for the gov- 
ernor of Oklahoma you are simply requiring him to go down into 
his pocket and spend out of his small salary, which, as I have said, 
is less than the law allows him, the money that is required to 
transact the business of the people. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 
declared the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee asked for a division. 

On a division the amendment was adopted—ayes 70, noes 10. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior 

,000; First Assistant Secretary, $4,500; Assistant Secretary 000; chief 
clerk, $2,500, and $250 additional as superintendent of the Patent Office build- 
ing; 9 members of a board of pension appeals, to be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, at $2,000 each; special land inspector connected with 
the administration of the public land service, to be cppetnees by the Secretary 
of the Interior and to be subject to his direction, $2,500; clerk in charge of docu- 
ments, $2,000; custodian, who shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary of 
the Interior may determine, $2,000; six clerks, chiefs of division, one of whom 
shall be disbursing clerk, at $2,000 each; four clerks, at $2,000 each; private 
secretary to the Secretary of the Interioy, $2,000; eleven clerks of class 4; nine 
clerks of class 3; bookkeeper for cuntelion. 1,200; thirteen clerks of class 2; 
twenty-four clerks of class 1, two of whom shall ‘be stenographers or type- 
writers; returns office clerk, $1,200; female clerk to be designated by the Presi- 
dent to sign land patents, $1,200; two clerks, at $1,000 each; one clerk, $900; 
seven copyists; telephone operator }; three messengers; six assistant mes- 
sengers; fourteen laborers; two skilled mechanics, one at $900 and oneat $720; 
two carpenters, at $900 each; one laborer, $600; one packer, $660; conductor o' 
elevator, $720; four charwomen; captain of the watch, $1,000; forty watch- 
men; additional to two watchmen acting as lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 
each; engineer, $1,200; assistant engineer, $1,000; and seven firemen; in all, 

0% 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I move the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On Bage 75, line 6, after the word “dollars,” in said line, amend by adding 


the Bat the said Secretary of the Interior shall, before receiving his said com- 
nsation or any Pa thereof, make proof by affidavit before any person 
ly competent to administer oaths that he has fully and faithfully admin- 
istered and executed the laws of the United States pertaining to the said 
Department of the Interior.” 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I make a point of order on the 
amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairwillhearthe gentleman‘from New 
Jersey on the t of order. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that 
this proposition is perfectly in order. It does not propose to alter 
— egislation; it simply institutes the means by which the 

tary of the Interior shall secure his compensation. Sir, we 

see to-day this state of facts: The Secretary of the Interior, to- 
ther with his Seg: Monge se coadjutor, selects the laws of the 
nited States which they shall respectively enforce, while they 
stubbornly, persistently, and contumaciously refuse to execute 


or even to pay any attention to the other laws enacted by Con- 
gress. I say itis our duty to withhold their com tion until 
7 faithfully and conscientiously comply with the laws of 


ngress. 

This amendment does not propose the enactment of new legis. 
lation; it simply provides the manner by which these officers may 

rocure their salaries. Receipts for salaries are not provided by 

w, although required. This further requirement is of the samo 
character. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mine inspectors: For salaries of three mine inspecto ized by 
act approved March 3, 1891, for the protection of the lives. ao the 
Territories, at $2,000 per annum each, $6,000. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out in the pending 1 ph the word “three,” in line 1, and insert 
the word “two,” and in line 5 strike out “six” and insert “four”’; so as to 


read: 
‘For salaries of two mine inspectors authorized or act Eeroved March 
3, 1891, for the protection of the lives of miners in Territories, at $2,000 
per annum , $4,000."" 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For per diem, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe, in lieu of subsistence at a rate not exceeding $3 per 
day each, while absent from their homes on duty, and for actual necessary 
traveling expenses of said inspectors, $5,000. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move the amendment which I 
ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out at the end of the pending paragraph the words “five thousand 
dollars” and insert ‘ $3,350.” = . . , 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For per diem, when absent from home and traveling on duty outside the 
District of Columbia, for special examiners or other persons employed in the 
Bureau of Pensions, detailed for the purpose of making linvestigations 

rtaining to said Bureau, in lieu of expenses for subsistence, not exceeding 

r day, and for actual and necessary expenses for transportation and as- 
sistance and any other necessary expe including tel 8, $500,000: Pro- 
vided, That two special examiners, or aarke. detailed and acting as chief and 
assistant chief of the division of special examiners, may be allowed trom this 
appropriation, in addition to their salaries and in lieu of per diem and «|! ex- 


mses for su nce, a sum sufficient to make their annual Beerpenset ion 
000 and $1,800, peepee. and whenever it may be necessary for either 
of them to travel on offi business outside the rict of Columbia by 
s direction of the Commissioner, he shall receive the same allowance in 

eu of subsistence and for transportation as is herein provided for special 
examiners and detailed clerks engaged in field service; and the Secretary of 
the Interior shall so apportion the sum herein appropriated 
deficiency therein. 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the whole paragraph beginning with line 8, on 81, and end- 
ing with line 5, on page 8&2. ph aan eee 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I can not get the consent of my 
heart to vote $695,000 to pay special pension examiners. The orig- 
inal object of a special examination was all right; and if we always 
had honest, impartial, patriotic men for special examiners | would 
be willing tolet the appropriationstand. But I regret to say that 
there has now arisen a new Pharaoh in Egypt who does not know 
Joseph. Other rulers arein the land, and the disposition now is not 
to help the old soldier or his widow, but to put every possible ob- 
stacle in their way; and the special pension examiners are now 
a in the business of showing all pension claimants how not 
todoanything. They constitute a very important part of the stu- 
pendous machinery now devised to do the maximum amount of 
grinding and make the minimum amountofmeal. Wehave heard 
of ‘‘the mills of the gods” that grind exceeding slow, but griudex- 
ceeding fine. This special tion mill of the Pension Bu- 
reau not only grinds exceeding slow, but grinds exceeding coarse. 
In fact, they grind out but little more than noise. 

Teidhese, ‘these andthe -pemmien adunien have i ted 

ers have inaugurated & 

licy of very demonstrative make-believe, a big show of pre- 

cae and sham, much thunder but no lightning, a great deal of 

smoke but no fire, many blossoms but no fruit, @ profusion of 

promises but*‘an awful dearth of performances. e claimants 

call for an egg, but are given a stone; they ask for a fish, but are 
given a serpent. 

These ion examiners seem never to think of the great fact that 
these old soldiers and the husbands of these old widows are the men 
whose blood and toil and health and life are the price, more pre 
cious than the gold of California or the diamonds of Golcon(a, 
= the god of war for the salvation of our country, and that had 
t not been for these heroes there would now be no Gov- 


ae af them a big salary to travel over the country and 
make a y of their fine garments and wonderful wisdom. 
POOR MEN DID THE FIGHTING. 


These pension examiners never ceem to realize the tremendous 
debt of gratitude they owe, and we all owe, to the Union soldiers. 
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In their estimation every soldier is a fraud, and every soldier's 
widow an impostor and a cheat, provided always they are poor. 
If the soldier is rich, wears fine clothes, and lives in a fine house, 
and moves in the best society, presto! change; all is very different. 
This sort of a soldier at once becomes a hero, and the pension ex- 
aminer becomes a driveling sycophant. So, if the widow is a lady 


of fashion, dresses in silk, and has two or three daughters to grace | 


a handsomely furnished lor, then she becomes at once trans- 
figured into the widow of a patriot and mighty man of valor, and 
her pension claim is forthwith reported on favorably. 

e men who fight battles and win victories do not go dressed 
in purple and fine linen, but wear the garb of honest toil and their 
hands are rough, and it may be their faces unshaven and their 
hair uncut; but you will find— 

The goons outside, like a rusty chest, 
Contains the shining treasure of a soul 
lved and brave. 

These pension examiners should remember that the men who 
saved the life of their country did not all come out of the palaces 
of the rich or the parlors of the fashionable. A vast majority 
of them came out of the fields, the workshops, the homes of the 
humble, and the cabins of the poor. But, alas! some of these 

sion examiners remember nothing but their self-importance. 
me of them talk and act as eouck they themselves were the 
royal bestowers of every pension granted, and that, like the Lord, 
they give and they take away, and blessed are their names. 
(Laughter. ] 
FRAUDS ON PENSIONERS ENCOURAGED. 

And when one of them has defrauded an old soldier or a sol- 

dier’s widow out of their honest dues he says, ‘‘ Behold how much 


I have saved!” and his superior officers pat him on the back and | 


say, ‘‘ Well done, good and faithful servant, you have cheated one 
soldier, now go on and cheat as many more as you can; and the 
more you cheat the bigger we will make your salary.” 

It is safe to say that for every two dollars saved by these special 
examiners one of them represents the lifeblood of a faithful sol- 
dier or asoldier’s widow. I have heard of ‘‘ blood money” before, 
but this is the first time in the history of any country that I ever 
heard of its Government boasting of the lifeblood it had drawn 


from the hearts of the men who saved the life of that country. 
Many of the pension examiners now in the field are men who 
are disloyal at heart, who secretly hate the men who saved the 


Union, especially if they are poor men, and, above all, hate South- 
ern Union men. And I am sorry to say that some pension ex- 
aminers born and raised in the North fail to do the Southern Union 
men that full measure of justice they so richly deserve. Their 
doctrine seems to be that no oo thing can come out of Naza- 
reth, and that there are no real Union men south of the Ohio, and 
if there are any that they are entitled to no consideration. 
PRETENSE OF AIDING CLAIMANTS. 


The Commissioner of Pensions says that he sends out these 
examiners to aid the claimants in making their proof. 
t a horrible irony! Talk of sending out wolves to protect 
lambs, or eagles to protect doves. Ihave been told of many cases 
where these special examiners have falsely, corruptly, and ma- 
liciously repo that claimants had made fatal admissions, and 
in this way have robbed them of their rights. 
And how can we e t it to be otherwise when these special 
are rewarded for every robbery the rpetrate and 
crime they commit against the Union soldier or soldier’s 
widow? They their heads like sheep-killing dogs when they 
fail to defeat a pension, and flap their wings and crow for joy when 
they have succeeded in depriving some old soldier or soldier's 
wii of the pension their country has declared is their just and 
deserved reward. 
I know some of them have practiced h isy and pretended 
the friend of the soldier and the soldier’s widow, but they 
began to realize that the people regarded them as wolves in 


"8 ne and now many of them openly admit that their 
business is to cut the old soldiers and their widows out of 


their ts, and this business they are prosecuting with 
Seal lia $0 thet of» bloodhound on the trail of his victen 
PENSION EXAMINERS BECOME PROSECUTORS. 


Almost every pension examiner becomes both a prosecutor and 
& persecutor; and, like most prosecuting officers, regards every 
and woman as — until they prove themselves innocent 
beyond a reasonable doubt; and, as a result, the most unfavorable 
is put upon all the evidence made by the claimant, 
and every inference and presumption is one of guilt. The in- 
quisitors of the Spanish persecution were often not more heartless 
or more relentless or more diabolical in their efforts to convict 
victims of their on than are many of these pension ex- 
in their efforts to rob old soldiers and old soldiers’ widows 
their right to ed a wer ae which their country has promised 
all patriotic people desire them to have. 
of cases where the zeal layed by pension exam- 
to deprive a soldier or ’s widow of a pension 
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| could not have been exceeded by that of the stpposed fiends of 
pandemonium in their efforts to rob the Christian of his religion 
or the saint of his charity. 

Many of these speciai pension examiners imagine that it is one 
| of their high prerogatives to guard and protect the Treasury of 

the United States from what they are pleased to term “ pension 
raiders.” Some of them dub themselves ‘‘ watchdogs of the Treas- 
ury,” and begin to bark as soon as they see an old soldier or a sol- 
| dier’s widow. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to good, 
| honest, faithful watchdogs, but deliver me from so many watch 

pups who do nothing but bark, and only bark for fear some other 
dog will get a part of their meat. [Laughter.] 


THE WRONGS DONE CLAIMANTS. 


Some of these special examiners, when charged with their crimi- 
nal and disloyal acts of atrocity and iniquity, have the effrontery 
to pretend that they are the friends of the soldier and the sol- 
dier’s widow. May the good genius of my country forever pro- 
tect the old soldiers and their widows from such friendship. 
Ceesar had such a friend in Brutus, Washington had such a friend 
in Benedict Arnold, and Christ had such a friend in Judas 
Iscariot. 

It is safe to say that thousands of brave old soldiers who have 
been robbed of their pensions by these pension examiners, aided 
and abetted by their superiors in the Pension Bureau, thousands 
of as noble and patriotic soldiers as ever fought under our coun- 
try’s flag, thousands of these men thus infamously robbed of their 
rights, have died of slow starvation amid their half-starved chil- 
dren; and the pension examiners who robbed them of their just 
rights, in the sight of God and in the sight of all honest and pa- 
triotic men, are as much the murderers of these old soldiers as 
though they had given them a slow poison and thus caused their 
premature death; and I do not envy the heart of the pension ex- 
aminer who rejoices, gloats over the monstrous fact that he has 
robbed an old soldier or a soldier's widow of that pension he or 
| she is justly entitled tq under the laws of their country. 


HOW PENSIONERS ARE ROBBED. 


Mr. Chairman, it is as dishonest, as wicked, as corrupt, to cheat 
a soldier or a soldier’s widow out of a pension as it is to cheat 
you out of your money or your houses or lands; and if I were 
about to employ a man to handle my money I would no more risk 
one of these pension examiners I have been describing than I 
would select wolves to guard my sheep, or foxes to take care of my 
poultry, or the oes Satan to teach my children. And yet these 
are the men who have the power given them to say whether our 
brave soldiers and their widows and children are entitled to pen- 
sions! And, Mr. Chairman, I am asked to vote $695,000 out of the 
public Treasury to enable these men to continue their career of 
outrage and infamy. I will never doit; never, never, never! I 
regard the vast majority of these special examiners as the implac- 
able enemies of the old soldiers and their widows, and I will never 
vote a cent to pay men to persecute them and defraud them of 
their rights. [Applause.] 

Many of these pension examiners pride themselves on the fact 
that they have succeeded in cutting this old soldier or that old 
soldier’s widow out of a pension, and boast of their success and 
gloat over it as though they had done some honorable deed, whereas 
their deed is commended by none but traitors and cowards. The 
crimes committed by some of these pension examiners will haunt 
them as long as they live, provided their consciences ever become 
sensitive enough to be affected by the cathode rays of the truth. 
Then will— 

The foul misdeeds of former times 

Wring with remorse their guilty breasts, 
And ghosts of unforgiven crimes 

Murder their rest. 

OUTRAGES BY PENSION EXAMINERS. 


When Moses sent the spies into the Promised Land, all but two 
of them brought back awful reports of the Anakim and Zam- 
zummim that were in the land. And so these special examiners 
who are sent as spies among the old soldiers and soldiers’ widows 
bring back dreadful news of the Anakim soldiers and the Zam- 
zummim widows who are proposing to bankrupt the Treasury 
and debauch the Government. [Laughter. | 

Out of every twelve spies sent out by the Pension Bureau, there 
are only about two Calebs and Joshuas—only two who report the 
real truth and do justice. And I hope these false special exam- 
iners will remember the fate of the false spies; and it would be 
well for them not to forget what happened to Ananias. 

Such being the character of so many of these pension examiners, 
who are going up and down the earth and to and froin it like 
their great exemplar who robbed old Job of the pension given 
him by the Lord, and tried to rob him of his integrity, such being 
the character and mission of so many of these pension examiners, 
I can not get the consent of my heart to vote another dollar, or 
another cent, to pay another one of them for another day. I 
would greatly prefer to havea few undeserved pensions granted 
than to have the brave men and good widows of our country 
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insulted and outraged by a lot of self-important_and imperious u 
starts who imagine that they are the people and that wisdom 
die with them. (Laughter) 

These pension examiners seem to feed on Ceesarian food, —aeey 
they have grown so great that the average Union soldier or sol- 
dier’s widow looks to them like a mere worm of the earth, fit for 
nothing but to be trod on and crushed into the ground. They are 
like the officeholders so well described by Shakespeare when he 
wrote: 

Man, proud man, 

Drest in alittle brief authority, 

Most ignorant of what he's most assured, 

His glassy essence, like an angry ape, 

Plays such fantastic tricks before high heaven, 
As make the angels weep. 


EXAMINERS IN EAST TENNESSEE. 


Mr. Chairman, you ought to see one of these special pension 
examiners down in East Tennessee. In the first place he down 
there believing that there are very few Union men in the South, 
and that very few of these men were in the Union Army, and that 
most of these rendered little or no service. And when they go 
down into the mountain land I represent and see one of my con- 
stituents clad in homespun, perhaps wearing a hunting shirt and 
moccasins, and his wife and daughters wearing clothing woven 
and made by their own hand, these pension examiners forget that 
the men who fought the battle of Kings Mountain, who drove 
Lord Cornwallis out of North Carolina, who fought under Marion 
and Sumter in the swamps of South Carolina, and who defeated 
the bravest soldiers of England at the battle of New Orleans were 
clad in hunting shirts and moccasins, and that braver soldiers or 
better men can be found nowhere on God’s green earth. 

Accustomed to see men clad exclusively in store clothes, and 
judging men entirely by their garb, himself arrayed in a dude cos- 
tume that would have excited the envy of Solomon in all his glory, 
the average pension examiner at once writes down all these home- 
spun people as frauds, unworthy of consideration, and having no 
rights‘he is bound to respect. 

And yet, when = go to the real worth of men the garb counts 
for nothing and the fashion has no weight. The soldiers of East 


_ Tennessee have made a record that the historian will love to dwell 


on, 
Within the oyster's shell uncouth 
The purest pearl may bide; 
Trust me, you'll find a heart of truth 
Within their rough outside. 


Yes, and a heart that is as loyal to the flag as the needle is to the 
north star. 

These proud, supercilious pension examiners are no more to be 
— to my mountain constituents than a jaybird to a turkey 

‘obbler. 
° And what is true in East Tennessee, I am satisfied, is more or 
less true of the whole country. Poor men and poor women receive 
poor treatment from these special examiners. I have often noted, 
and others have often noted, that claimants who are rich or influ- 
ential soon have their pensions allowed even when not meritorious, 
whereas claimants who are poor, needy, and friendless are delayed 
and delayed, no matter how deserving they may be or how strong 
their proof. ¥ 
THE COMING CHANGE, 

I know there area few special examiners whose hearts feel kindly 
toward Union soldiers and their widows, and who take pleasure 
in aiding them to obtain that justice they so well deserve and yet 
which has been so long delayed. But they are few in number and 
are growing fewer every day, because they know it is unpopular 
with their superiors for them to act fairly toward the old soldiers 
and their widows. I would like to see these few noble exceptions 
retained in office, but I am satisfied they will all soon be ed in 
or silenced. 

I know my constituents are opposed to any ial pension ex- 
aminers; at least to such as we now have. en we Repub- 

come into power next year I shall favor a weeding out of 
the soldier-haters in the Pension Bureau and putting in there men 
who honor the old soldiers who saved the life of our country and 
respect and reverence their widows as mothers in Israel. Not 
another dollar to pay pension examiners will I ever willingly vote 
until they have all repented of their sins and been baptized anew 
in the fountain of patriotism and have proved their change of 


' heart by their change of conduct. Leaner) ear 
. when Mr. Gis- 


(During the delivery of the foregoing 
son’s five minutes had. expired, unanimous consent was ted, 
= motion of Mr. SHERMAN, that he be granted five minutes addi- 


nal, 
The ce being taken on the amendment of Mr. Grsson, it 


was 
The k read as follows: 


For an ad force of 150 special one year, ata 


examiners for colesy of 
ah, 000; and aouuene scapestated anal bocmmiores 
From w war 2 i. vee in the Beata 


eof as special examiners may if they be 


Mr. GIBSON. I move to amend b i out th 
just read. — ren 


The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For rent of office c books. 
of messenger, Sa TT deatel a e300 al, =~ 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I offer the amendment which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 5, page 90, strike out “$2,500” and insert in lieu thereof “ $3,500," 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, in connection with this 
amendment I wish to have read at the Clerk’s desk a letter from 
the surveyor-general of the State of Colorado which I received on 
the day before yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF UNITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL, 
DisTRIcT OF COLORADO, 
Denver, February 24, 1896. 
Srp: In connection with the annual appropriation, under the legislative 
executive, and judicial bill, for the contingent’ expense of this office for the 
next fiscal year, I respectfully re nt that owing tothe wonderful increase 
in mineral surveying it will req about 34,000, certainly not less than $3,500, 
to meet the requirements. I now have 60 people em and could em- 


ploy 25 more to a good advantage if and office ture would admit. 
As ie mover? desk and chair is Tommie’. — 


am ng a similar letter to Senator TELLER, and trust that you will 
both look after this matter, in order that Imay be able to purchase more fur- 
niture and tools with which to work, and thus give our people at least reason- 
able service in the matter of the approval of mineral surveys. 
The appropriation for contingent expenses for the present fiscal year was 
500. e office rent, tools, stationery, hedies, andevery other 
cidental capenee have to be paid from that fund. 
Th f $30 each mineral location is used exclusively for tho 
with mineral surveys. It would therefore 
this year, or the patrons of 
six months to one year for the ap. 
proval of their surveys after filing the notes thereof. 
‘he salaries of the clerks in this office now amount to about $200 per diem, 
while the deposits made for surveys amount to about $500 per diem, 


in the matter of surveys to 
a time, and thus satisfy Stee. who Gove 
deposited the money to pay for this work. 
Very respectfully, THOS. D. ROBINSON, 
Surveyor-General. 
Hon. JoHn F. SHAFROTE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Seana =. Sesto aa ~— nein is for the 
purpose of in e or contingent ex- 
penses of the surveyor-general’s office at Denver from $2,500, the 
amount fixed in the bill, to $3,500 for the coming year. 

That increase is 4 nace the fact that there is a very 

: lands in that region, and the 
surveyor-general has indicated in the letter I had read from the 
desk that if the contingent fund is not increased and a sufficient 
amount given to carry on the work of the office to enable the 
office force to be increased and have facilities for doing the work 
the people having the surveys made will not get them approved 
for six months or a year afterwards. 

It will appear upon an examination of the matter that this is a 
paying office, returning to the Government $500 a day, while the 
expenses of the office are only about $200 a day. In view of that 
fact it seems to me when this office is returning so large an amount 
to the Government every day that the small increase of the cur: 
rent expense of $1,000 cohol for by this amendment should be 
granted without any hesitancy. 

The object of the increase, as I have said, is to expedite the 
issuing and the approving of the patents and the issuing and ap- 
SS guubeniiion te cde thie Sagnatapoapte “Phas poonte whe 

pro on 1s 0 t proper. people who 

have the surveys of these mineral lands made should Satelaly not 

be required to undergo a delay of six months or a year in order to 

get the same approved. The amount is  saoue one that I _ 

poe oa asked $4, increase in the 

letter that I have had read, I have only proposed in the amendment 
the small increase of $1,000. 

I am sure that on reflection there will be found no objection to 
the matter, and I trust the committee will accept the amendment. 

Mr. MoCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the 
gentleman from Colorado, his purpose in asking this additional 
appropriation is to enable the es who do the work which is 
——— = yy in that = have aa, ovine. ag 

states increased surveys of mineral in that region. 

Mr. SHAFROT of 


' 'H. Itis for the allowing the men to 
have facilities to do the work. small appropriation is asked 
to enable them to provide the additional improvements that are 


t 


Nn eRe euk. 

ae ~ renee that tol 
pose more cushioned chairs, 
ie anten cok dansal tanhin tenths accommodation and 


convenience of the men in that office. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. The explains fully the purpose of the 
aT COALL of Tennessee. If the gentleman had d to 
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keep up with the current work, that would be a proposition that 
would seem to have, in view of his statement, enough merit to 
warrant the consideration of the House. But I do not think we 
ought to vote for an increase of appropriation for the convenience 
of the men employed there. Ido not see how that would expedite 
the work. There is nothing to show that the work could be ad- 
vanced in that manner. — 
The only way, in my judgment, that the work could be ad- 

vanced would be to have additional men employed in the office, | 
and thus keep up with the current work. But the increase of | 





appropriation asked for, of $1,000, is not to increase the force, but 
to make it more comfortable for the force already employed. 


I do not think it ought to be done; and I hope the amendment | 
will be rejected. ; 

Mr. KERY. Let me suggest a compromise between the | 

ntleman from Colorado and the gentlemen in charge of the bill. | 

e gentleman from Colorado asks for an appropriation of $1,000 

additional, making the amount $3,500. Now, I suggest that an 
amendment be adopted increasing the amount from $2,500 to 
$3,000. I offer that amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Colorado. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire that five-hundred-dollar increase to 

o to the credit of the very efficient Representative from that State, 
a it is due to his diligence that it was accorded by the House, 
and I wantthe Recorp to show the fact. It is true that the gen- 
tleman desired a larger amount, but I felt inclined, as a member | 
of the committee, to concede this increase, inasmuch as he has | 
made a very strong presentation of the facts in the case. 

The C . The Clerk will proceed with the reading of | 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ear of the Territory of Utah, $2,000; and for the clerks in 
5 in all, $5,500. 





or 
his office $3, 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 14 strike out the word “Territory” and insert “State.” Also, in 
lines 15 and 16 strike out “three thousand five hundred dollars” and insert 
“five th dollars,” and in line 16, after the word “‘all,” strike out “five 
thousand five hundred” and insert “seven thousand.” 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, the amount recommended 
for clerk hire in the office of the gy tone = for Utah is in- 
adequate for the needs of that office. This amendment, if adopted, 
will increase the appropriation from thirty-five hundred to five 
thousand dollars. 

The efficiency of that office, so far as dispatch of work is con- 

; upon the ability of the clerical force employed to 
of the work as it comes into the office. At present it is 
impossible to meet the demands made upon the force employed. 
The patents applied for, especially of mineral lands, are increas- | 
ing vom year to year. Under the order of the Secretary of the 
Interior staying action in cases of application for patents to lands 
within the railroad land grants, the applications for patents to 
agricultural lands must be for those now belonging to the public 
domain. This increases the work of this office. 

The Secretary of the Interior recommends that $7,000 be appro- 
priated for this purpose. I believe that this amount would be well 
within the actual needs of this office, but Iam asking for only | 
$5,000. Lask, gentlemen of the committee, that the amendment 
be adopted. 

The . The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Utah. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 





| 


Office Postmaster-General: For compensation of the Postmaster-General, 
00; chief clerk, Post-Office Department, soemae been rintendent of 
pher, $1,800; sten 


Poses Depart buildings, $2,500; 
poer. $1,600; os ieiealh. $1.8: aunts 4; twoclerks of class 
; one clerk of class 2; one clerk, $1,000; one curator of museum, $1,000; one 
; One assistant messenger; page, $360; in all, $26,020. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I havea letter from 
the Postmaster-General that I desire to have printed in the REcorp 
respect to this of the bill. 
The letter is as follows: 


5 


OFFICE OF THE L 


PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
ee Washington, D. C., February 25, 1896. 
to the request of committee, made thro’ the chief 
clerk of thie Depasteent, oe SS of the 
duties buildings from 


for my reasons for the 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| each; 





2311 


salaries should be paid by the disbursing officer of this Department. 
change will be made so soon as the necessary details can be arranged 
Very respectfully, 


This 


WM. L. WILSON, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hon. H. H. Brncuam, 
Chairman Subcommittee Committee on ippropr at te, 
House of | sentatives. 


_ The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read to and 
including line 14 on page 100. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has reached the point in the bill 


| appropriating for the Department of Justice. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, we wish to com- 
plete the reading of the bill this afternoon, if possible, with the 
understanding that we pass over that portion of the bill that pro- 
vides for district attorneys and United States marshals, with leave 
to return to it in connection with the amendments proposed to be 
offered by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the para- 
graph in the bill relating to the Department of Justice be passed 
over? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
to the Department of Justice. 
we reach them. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Not the whole of the bill relating 
I will indicate the sections when 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Office of the Attorney-General: For compensati 
$8,000; Solicitor General, $7,000; four Assistant 
Assistant Attorney-General of the Post-Of 
Solicitor of Internal Revenue, $4.500; Solicitor for the 
$3.500; two assistant attorneys, at $3,000 each: three assistant ¢ 
$2,500 each; assistant attorney, $2,000; law clerk and examiner of titles, $2,700; 
chief clerk and ex officio superintendent of the building, $2.500; sten wraphic 
clerk, $1,800; three stenographic clerks, at $1,600 each: two law clerks, at 
$2,000 each; seven clerks of class 4; attorney in charge of pardons, $2,400; addi- 


on of the Attorney-General, 
t I ‘al, at $5,000 
. $4,000; 
f State, 
torneys, at 





| tional for disbursing and appointment clerk, $500; additional for clerk in 


charge of accounts, $200; seven clerks of class 5; nine clerks of class 2; eleven 
clerks of class 1; telegraph operator and stenographer, $1,200; nine copyists; 
one messenger; five assistant messengers; four laborers; three watchmen; 


| engineer, $1,200; two conductors of the elevator, at $720 each: eight char- 


women; superintendent of building, $250; 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 101, line 6, strike out the word ‘“‘seven” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “six”; and in lines 9 and 10 strike out the words “additional for 
clerk in charge of accounts, two hundred,” and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: “Chief of division ae two thousand.”’ 

The amendment was Yigreed to. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Circuit courts: For twenty-two circuit judges, at $6,000 each, $132,000. 

For nine clerks of circuit courts of appeals, at $3,000 each, $27,000. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

On page 104, at the end of line 19, insert the following: 

** Provided, Thateach circuit court of appeals shall be entitled to retain and 
have expended, under the direction of the Attorney-General, for law books 
for its use, one-half of the surplus fees of its cler] 
the fiscal year 1897." 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire simply to say that when these circuit 
courts of appeals were established no provision was made for fur- 
nishing the courts with libraries. No provision has been made 
since, except in the appropriation bills for 1895 and 1896, in which 
provisions were included similar to that now proposed to be in- 
cluded in this bill for 1897. It must be apparent to every lawyer 
in the House and every member who is acquainted with these 
courts that it isabsolutely necessary forthe proper dispatch of busi- 
ness that they should be furnished with libraries, and this seems 
to be the only means by which they may be furnished with the 
proper books. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 


and three firemen; in all, $156,510. 
I offer the amendment which I 


rk's office accrued therein for 


I simply desire to call the attention of my 


| friend to the fact that this method of providing a library or mak- 


ing any expenditure is exceedingly unwise, because it allows the 
court to use the fees without any return respecting them, for a 
purpose concerning which they may make no report. The proper 
way would be to make a distinct appropriation providing a library, 
and then the fees should be covered into the Treasury. This is a 
very vicious method, always, in which to make any expenditure. 
There is no objection to making a direct appropriation fora library 
wherever it is needed, but it ought to be done in a direct way, in- 
stead of simply giving the right to use fees of which no report is 
made, and the amount of which we know nothing about. I merely 
suggest to my friend that if it is desirable to do something here 
for a library, we ought to do it by direct appropriation and not in 


this way. 

Mr. BROWN. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that 
reports are made at the end of every year by the clerks of these 
courts of appeals, and I have been furnished with a statement of 
the amount of fees turned in by each of the clerks, showing the 
gross amount of the fees. From that is deducted the clerk hire 
and the incidental mses of the court. One-half, then, of the 
net fees is turned in by the clerk to the Treasury and one-half is 
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retained by the clerk, to be e 
Attorney-General for the purchase of books 


nded under the direction of the 


Mr. DINGLEY. I will ask my friend if he does not think the 
appropriate way would be to make a direct appropriation from 
the Treasury for the purchase of anything that may be wanted, 
and then have the fees covered into the Treasury, where they may 
he eee accounted for? 

r. BROWN. I think so; but this method has been pursued 
heretofore in the bills for 1895 and 1896, and the courts say if they 
can be allowed this epesgneten this year they will make no 
further demand of this kind. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That same statement was made on this floor 
last year. When I made objection it was stated if I only allowed 
it last year they would never ask it again. Thisis the third time, 
and it is bound to be chronic if we allow it to come in here. 

Mr. BROWN. The gentleman will admit the necessity for 
proper libraries for these courts? 

r. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BROWN. Every effort has been made heretofore to obtain 
proper libraries in the way indicated by the gentleman from Maine, 
and it has not been possible to get the appropriation. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. But we know as to an appropriation to the 
one it is entirely proper. 

r. BRO I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am not going to make objection if the com- 
mittee in charge of this bill see fit to allow business to be done in 
this way, although I did give notice last year that I would object 
to any repetition, because it was said then, “ ou will only allow 
it this time we will never have it again.” The practice, as my 
friend must see, is a bad one. All fees should be covered into the 
Treasury and a special appropriation should be made, and then 
we can get an accounting. But I am not going to make any point 
of order. If the committee choose to allow it to go this way, let 
them have the responsibility. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let it go. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Commissioner Yellowstone Park: For galery, of commissioner provided for 
in the act to protect the birds and animals in Yellowstone National Park and 
to punish crimes in said park, approved May 7, 1804, $1,000. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent to 
the next two sections without reading, and we will recur to them 
afterwards for consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent a these two sections without reading, and that 
they be returned to. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On 107, after line 8, insert: 

- section 843 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
so as to read as follows: 

**So. 843. The allowances for personal compensation of district attorneys, 
clerks, and marshals shall be made for each fiscal year, and from the fees 
and emoluments of that fiscal year, and not otherwise. 

“* That the compensation of ict attorneys, clerks, and marshals for the 
half year ending June 30, 1896, shall be allowed and settled upon the basis of 
the returns for that half year. 

***'That hereafter all United States marshals shall be allowed ninety da: 
after the 30th of June and ninety days after the 3lst of December in w: to 
make their returns of fees and emoluments under the provision of 833 
: a Statutes of the United States, which is hereby amended accord- 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. , | want to ask for informa- 
tion, whether the two preceding sections were passed over by 
unan.mous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN, They were. 

Mr. HARTMAN. This is not amendatory to either of those 
two sections, is it? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. It is not. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I could not understand from the ss 
the Clerk whether it was or not, and I am anxious that they 
not be without an opportunity to offer amendment. 

Mr. KERY. They are reserved. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is all right, then, if they are reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the tleman from Tennessee. 


The am ent was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Secre of the Treasury shall, on the first Monday of Jan in 

each ae to of such officers end chtsighetwel 

depestenente and ces of the vernment as were, respectively, at any 
Soaring the lost preceding Bares delinquent in rendering or trans- 

mitting accounts to the proper offices in Washington 

and in each case indica’ whether the Gaipeaeney 

with such officers, including ters and officers of the Post-Office 

ment, as were found upon 

indebted to the Government, and who, at the date 

failed to pay the same into the Treasury of 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 


—_a. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


ome Teeth alee eens ereaees tees the words “win 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Also the following amendment 
It is a committee amendment which I offer: : 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page e. after line 18, insert the followin, 


foie, © That section 3021 of the Revised Statutes is amended to read as 
OlOWS: 


‘**Sx0. 3621. Every person who shall have moneys of the United States ; 
possessio: - 


his hands or m, anc. disbursing officers having moneys in their pos. : 
session not required for current expenditure, pay the same to the 
assistant r,or some public d tary of the United 

and in all cases wi 


rer, an 
States, without dela thirt their receipt 
And the Treasurer, the assistant treasurer, or the public de ke shali! 
issue duplicate receipts for the moneys paid transmitting forthwith tho 
original to the Secretary of the Treasury and delivering the duplicate to the 
de tor: Provided, That postal revenues and debts due to the Post-O fica 
Espegunens shall be paid into the Treasury in the manner now required by 
w.’ ” a 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire, in this connection, Mr. Chairman, to 
submit, for the Recorp, a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
approving this section. I also desire to state, in the same connec- 
tion, that it has been considered by the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service and also by the Committee on Appropriations, 
both of whom it favorably. 
The Clerk read as follows: a 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 1), 1398, ° 


Srr: I have the honor to recommend that section 3621 of the Revised Stat- 
utes be amended so as to read as follows: 


“Sec. 3621. Every person who shall have moneys of the United States in 
his hands or possession, other than moneys arising from postal revenues and 
debts due to the Post-Office pay the same to the Treas- 
urer, an assistant treasurer, or some public deposit of the United States, 
without delay, and in all cases within days of their receipt. And the 
Treasurer, the assistant treasurer, or the public d issue dupli- 
cate receipts for the moneys so paid, aes meg wy orthwith the original to 
the Secretary of the and delivering the duplicate to the depositor.” 

The prin the yroposed amendment is to require 
that deposits of pu in all cases be made within thirty days 


moneys a 
of their peceip®, Sa that the receipt issued therefor shall be transmit- 
ted to the of the by the officer receiving the deposit 

of the d itor. 
y, yours, 
Hon. A. M. Dockery, 
House of Representatives. 
The amendment was 
Mr. LINNEY. 
send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: © 
Amend the pending bill as follows, to come in before subsection 5, page 1(9, 
or as a new ion: 
“Seo. —. That the com tion of any clerk or private secretary of any 
member of the House of epecnsntattves or m the Territories 
rovided for in this act for services rendered when Congress is not in ses- 
on, shall be paid out of the of the Member or Delegate by whom such 
clerk or private secretary is employed.” 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order that that is new legislation, and also that it is not germane. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. LINNEY. Will not the Chair hear me on the point of 
order? 
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will confine himself to the 
point of order. 
Mr. LINNEY. Iwilldoso. The bill as it now stands provides 
for certain clerks or private secretaries—— 


J. G@. CARLISLE, Secretary. . 


to. . 
i , 1 offer the amendment which I 


The CHAIRMAN. But the point is that the paragraph relat- 
ing to that subject was some time since, and that the para- 
graph now un tion has no relation to it. ; 

Mr. LINNEY. The subject is dealt with in two places in the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. But both those parts of the bill have been 
passed some time since. 

Mr. LINNEY. Thatis true. Then the Chair rules the amend- 
ment out of order? 

The . The Chair rules it out of order. 

The Clerk the reading of the bill. 


"There was no objection. 
The amendment is as follows: 
in his annual report to Congress each 


-General shall, 
statement in detail showing for the preced meen! year te 


for each district attorney, the salaries 

subsistence, and actual and 

y and his assistants; 

and clerical assistants em for each mar- 

each; the amount bed for meceanry 4 
sistence and and necessary tra’ expenses mars d hl 

loyed by cach 

ee eet eS Sioned marshals em Ted to each 


On motion of Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, 
the numbering of section 5 of the bill was changed to section 6. 
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Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. With the understanding that we | sive mining operations. It isan iron country. There has been 
shall recur on Monday to the section relating to district attorneys invested there, in furnaces and iron plants, over $2,000,000. The 


and marshals, in connection with the bill to be offered as an amend- | 
ment regulating the salaries of those officers, I now move that the | 


mmittee rise. 
“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls attention to the fact that 
the paragraph in relation to New Mexico is also reserved. 
Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. Certainly; that hadslipped my mind. 
Mr. DOCKERY. That paragraph goes over. _ 
Mr. CANNON. Is the gentleman from Missouri ready to dis- 
of the New Mexico paragraph? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I said to the gentleman from New Mexico 
that I would examine it between now and Monday. So far as I 
can tell now, I do not pro to object to the amendment. 
The motion of Mr. McCa. of Tennessee was agreed to. 
Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6248 and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


NEW RIVER. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
matter to the House. I send the bill to the desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of an act 1 August 17, 189, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 6. That it shall not be lawful to place, discharge, or deposit, by any 

rocess or in any manner, ballast, refuse, dirt, ashes, cinders, mud, sand, 
ted ngs, sludge, acid, or any other matter of any kind other than that flow- 
ing aeeeia. sewers, and Pens therefrom in a liquid state in the 
waters of any harbor or river of the United States for the improvement of 
which money has been ap oe pie by Congress, elsewhere than within the 
limits defined and permi by the Secretary of War; neither shall it be 
lawful for an rson or 
whatever pont My wer wall, bulkhead, jetty, dike, levee, wharf, pier, or other 
work built by the United States, in whole or in any part, for the preserva- 
tion and improvement of any of its navigable waters, or to prevent floods, or 
as boun marks, tide gauges, surveying stations, buoys, or other estab 
lished mar’ Any and every such act is made a misdemeanor, and every 
person kn e@ in or who shall knowingly aid, abet, authorize, 
or instigate a tion of this section shall, upon conviction, be punishable 
by fine or imprisonment, or both, such fine to be not less than $250 nor more 
than $2,500, and the imprisonment to be not less than thirty days nor more 
than one year, other or both united, as the judge before whom conviction is 


obtained ce, one-half of said fine to be paid to the person or per- 
sons giving information which shall lead to conviction of this misdemeanor. 
But section shall not apply to New River or its tributaries in the State 


of Virginia.” 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. S er, that was made a part of the last 
river and harbor bill, and the sole purpose of this is to except New 
River from the operation of the general law, it being a mountain 
torrent and not a navigable stream. 


Mr. TUCKER. Why do you except New River? 

Mr. HOOKER. Because it is not a navigable river. 

Mr. HULING. Mr. Speaker, I object to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is not necessary to object. This is a privi- 
] matter. 

. TUCKER. Let it go over until Monday. 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, since I presented the matter to 


the House,I have been requested by the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. WALKER, whois iuterested in it, toask consent that it go over 
until Monday. 

Mr. HULING. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
this is not a bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

Mr. HOOKER. It amends the river and harbor law as it stands. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Is the bill before the House? 

Mr. HOOKER. Iso understand it. 

The SPEAKER. It is before the House subject to the point of 
order. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman from New 
York on that point. Is it his idea that this is privileged as an 
amendment to a bill that would have been privileged? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; this is an amendment to the regular 
general river and harbor law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be a very bad 
practice to consider a bill of this kind as privileged. If that rule 


were established an amendment might be brought in here starting | 


an entirely new improvement. It seems to me that it is only the 
river and harbor bill that can be considered as privileged. 

. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, this bill was intro- 
duced by myself and referred to the committee, and I will explain 
the matter as well as I can, though I did not know that it would 
come before the House at this time. In 1894 there was a clause 
tacked on to the river and harbor bill providing that no refuse 
matter, washings from ore mines, or things of that sort, should be 
placed in any stream where the Government had expended money, 

t it also provided that the Secretary of War might, in his dis- 
cretion, exempt any stream from the operation of that law. 

Now, there is a creek—hardly a river, but a stream which runs 
through that section of Virginia, on which the Government in 
evil hour — about $20,000, to no purpose in the world— 

which is not navigable and can never be made navigable, 
improvement of which was abandoned by the Govern- 
long ago.- Along the line of that river there are very exten- 


1 


ores have to be washed, and the tailings have to be dumped into 
the river, for such is the nature of the country and the nature of 
the ores that they can not be washed in any other way. Now, it 
is well understood there that to prevent this washing will stop 
these furnaces, destroy the value of those piants, and throw out of 
employment between four and five thousand people. 

The Secretary of War has had this matter investigated thor- 
oughly, and the Chief of Engineers, General Craighill, has re- 
ported that the stream is not navigable; that the Government has 
no control over it; and therefore the Secretary of War has ex- 
empted it from the operation of thatlaw. Sofarso good. While 
the Secretary of War allows that order to remain in force it isa 
complete protection. But the gentlemen who have their capital 
invested in those industries—for besides the iron ores there are 
large zinc and lead interests there—do not know at what time 
some influence may be brought to bear to secure a revocation of 


| that order; they do not know but that if a new Secretary of War 


| to direct that these people be indicted. 


rsons to move, destroy, or injure in any manner | 


should come in they may again have trouble. 

Now, I wish to say that there is nobody in that section complain- 
ing. There was some complaint from West Virginia because the 
water as it flowed into that State was discolored to some extent. 
But that is a matter which can easily be remedied by the State laws. 
Those who may feel themselves aggrieved have a sufficient remedy 


| in the laws of both States to prevent the pollution of the water. 


The question is, whether the Government shall take upon itself 
It is only a month or two 
months ago that the district attorney gave notice that he intended 
to indict every one of these gentlemen; that they must stop wash- 
ing their ores in that stream in twenty days. 

Now, it is proposed simply by this amendatory bill that we re- 


| peal with respect to this stream a law which ought never to have 


been enacted. The Government has nothing to do with this 
stream in the mountains of Virginia. Itis not anavigable stream, 
The Government has no control over it. That is the express re- 


| port of the Secretary of War and of the Chief Engineer. 


| 
i 


| atory bill, and they « 





In view of these facts I have introduced this amendatory bill. 
I hope it will be the pleasure of the House to pass it, because it is 
a vital matter to a very large number of people engaged in a very 
important and lucrative business in my section of the country. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent, as it is now late, 
that this matter stand over until Monday, subject to the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. OTEY. I wish to ask whether anybody will be heard on 
the question at that time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will very likely want to hear some- 
body on the point of order. [Laughter. | 

Mr. OTEY. This stream runs right through my district. Ido 
not want to raise any factious objection in this matter, but there 
are a great many — in my district who object to this amend- 

oso on what they deem to be very serious 
grounds. I should like to be heard on this question. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly; every opportunity will be afforded 
for discussion. 

Mr. SWANSON. Ishould like to know whether the bill goes 
over strictly and entirely on the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia as to whether the bill has been prop- 
erly reported from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. Whether it is a privileged bill? 

Mr. SWANSON. First, whether it is a privileged bill, and 
second, whether the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has the 
right to reportit. Has that point been raised, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that that 
point has been raised. Is it raised? Does the gentleman raise it? 

Mr. SWANSON. No, sir. I didnot know whether it had been 
raised. Iwanted to ascertain what point of order was pending. 

The SPEAKER. Of course that point can be raised at any time 
before the other point of order has been decided. The point which 
has been made takes in all objections there may be in the form of 
points of order. The Chair hears no objection to the request of 
the gentleman from New York Jon HOOKER]. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move that the House adjourn, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. OTJEN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Brum«, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BoaTNeER, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. MILLER of West Virginia, for ten days, on account of 
important business. 

o Mr. REYBURN, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

The motion of Mr. McCa.u of Tennessee that the House ad- 
journ'was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and & 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 

er as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry Sharp against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF 





COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Unéer clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, from 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5732) to amend section 5459 of 
the Revised Statutes, prescribing the punishment for mutilating 
United States coins and for uttering or passing or attempting to 
utter or pass such mutilated coins, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No.573); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 

rted from committees, deliv: tothe Clerk, and referred to the 

ommittee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 

H. R. 1825) granting a pension to Mary Prince, widow of Ellis 
ince. (Report No. 567.) 

By Mr.CO N, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. E. Marshall. 
(Report No. 569.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill (H. 
R. 1178) granting a pension to Sarah Weedon. (Report No. 570.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills,resolutions,and memorials of the 
following titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H.R. 6721) to provide a steam fog 
whistle at St. Joseph Harbor, in the State of Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6722) extending the 
visions of the act of June 27, 1890, to members of the Nebraska 
erritorial Militia and to their widows and minor children—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 6723) to establish a branch 
mint of the United States at o, in the State of Iinois—to 
” be hts, and Measures. 


the Committee on — 

By Mr. BARHAM: . 6724) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and hy pa ~ of a public building thereon at 
Eureka, in the State of California—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 6725) to regulate the time of 
ee in considering application for pension under act of June 

1890—to the Committee on Invalid ions. 

"iy Mr. OTEY: A bill (H.R. 6726) to amend section 3255, Re- 
oan Statutes of the United States, concerning the distilling of 
brand fruits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 6727) to punish the fraudu- 
lent use of in; ion 7 or counterfeits thereof—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judici 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 6728) to establish a life- 
saving station in the town of enktun oe Seabrook, county of 
kingham, State of ae benno. ce reeetis the Committee on In- 
terstate and eee Oo 
By Mr. WILBER: A ‘bill (H. R. 6729) regulating the manner of 
and distribution of seed, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cut- 
, and plants by the Department of Agriculture—to the Com- 
mT A PRTLLIES fy rogue AM 7 trou 
(by requ re te 
employment of labor on public buildings and public grounds 
Saconier to the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
Distrt of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 131 ee the 
act of Congress approved February 10, 1894, providing for the re- 
lief of certain settlers upon the Iowa ameitions Oklahoma Ter- 

—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. LINTON: A a resolution aan 132) relating to the 


Marquette statue—to ibrary. 
By Mr. SPERRY: ——— (House Res. No. 186) 
= em’ as person or firm to execute for prop- 

Ns ae the House of Representatives—to the Committee 


nL LACEY. A memorial of the Iowa assembly fa- 
= prisoners of war bill (H. R. 306)—to Cemnstttnsen fn- 
Vv 

Mr. HULL: A memorial of the general ae 


Se 


to er: 











CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
pe consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 6365) for the relief of W. H. Langdon, High 
Knob, Clay County, Ky.—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6479) to increase the pension of Alexander Wil- 
liamson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4481) for the relief of Patsey E. Broaddus—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, aca bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 6730) granting 
a pension to Edward C. Spofford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio (by request): A bill (H. R. 6731) 
granting accrued pension to Martha Horber, widow of Martin 
Horber, late sergeant Company G, One hundred and seventh Ohio 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of Boyd 
E. Baile—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 6733) to correctthe military recor: 
of George W. Winters, sr.—to _ Committee 6n Military Affairs 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 6734) granting a pension to 
Alfred F Por gym the onasibies on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6735) toincrease the pension of David W. Penny- 
witt, of Manchester, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. = 6736) to correct the military record of Jan. 
One pene oes lis, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

OLE: A bill (H. R. 6737) ting a pension 
to cous i Tenant widow of Cleveland E. pard, late private 
in Company H, Forty-second iment Massachusetts Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICKE: A bill (H. R. 6738) for the sent of the 
heirs of James W. Perry—to the Committee on Claim 

By Mr. HEPBURN: 4 bill (H. R. 6739) for the relict of Jokn 
N. Quackenbush, late a commander in the United States Navy— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6740) giving amilitary record (0 
—e Francesco, deceased—to the Committee on Military Af- 

a Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6741) for the relief 

. B.Crutchfield—to the Committee on Claims 

** tio. a bill (H. R. 6742) to pension J. R. Seott—to the Commit- 
tee en Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 6748) for the relief of Oldham 
County, ge the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 6744) to amend the military 
and naval records of Morris Vehon, otherwise John H. Bullari— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 6745) for the relief of Arza B. Gil- 
son—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6747) to increase the pension of 
John W. Fielden, of Newmarket, Tenn. —to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R _ 6748) | he ee Warren A. 
Woodson—to the Committee on Military Aff 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Edward G. Acheson and 11) 
citizens of Monongahela City, Pa., praying for the removal of to! 
tax on interstate commerce on the Monongahela River—to the 
Committee ~~ Rivers tthe Harbors. di eas , 

Also, pro appropriation of public moneys for s«« 
tarian also, petition urging the passage of « 1" 

amendment a the Constitution of the United States—to the 
ttee cn the Judiciary. 

noe the Soanal So 368 of ines United American 
M viz a Finleyville, Pa.; Roscoe 
ae No. 369, of Roscoe, Pa. West Hlizabeth Count, No. 401,0f 

tone immigr:i- 
ton m bill—to the mieahete, Fo. seagins Sr on 





and Naturalization. ; 
Also, a of the committee of New York publishers, agains 
bill No. oe oe on the Post- 


Of Ores and Fst Hod 
also of residents 
No. 
aay 11, > 


pe se Ber peer Far yf 


certain residents of eves Til. ; 


eng ian oe 


to institutions cobs 
on the Judiciary. 














1896. 





BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of Souhegan 

onal, Mo. 4, Order United American Mechanics, of Milford, N. 
praying for the of the immigration bill introduced by 
- WrtlaM A. Stoxe—to the Committee on Immigration and 


By Mr. BARHAM: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Eureka, Cal., asking for a public building—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. ‘ 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Indorsement of Lady Franklin Council, No. 
85, Daughters of Liberty, of Lancaster, Pa.; also indorsement of 
Washington Camp, No. 559, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
of Rothwell, Pa.; also indorsements of Conestoga Lodge, No. 8, 
of Lancaster, Pa., and North Star Council, No. 67, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Quarryville, Pa., of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Petition of 200 citizens of St. Louis, 
Mo., asking that the proposed bridge at St. Louis be located be- 
tween the Eads Bridge and the arsenal—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. — de ; 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of ex-soldiers of the 

Union Army, citizens of Union Grove, Wis., for a service-pension 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolutions of the members of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Leon, Kans., in behalf of House 
bill No. 6447, omnes United States revenue laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. , 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Pittsburg Council; also Putnam 
Council, Daughters of Liberty; also petition of Acme Lodge, Order 
United American Mechanics; in favor of the Stone immigration 
pill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of J. H. Stietzel and others, of Louis- 
ville, Ky., against appropriating public moneys for sectarian un- 
dertakings—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petition and proofs to accompany House bill No. 
6081, to pension Woodson O. Angel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition and proof to accompany House bill No. 6030, to 
increase the pension of Gilbert Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Preamble and resolutions adopted by the Man- 
nfacturers and Producers’ Association of California and the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of San Francisco, requesting that a commission be 
appointed to investigate the question of Japanese manufactures, 
importations, and export e—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign erce, 

Also, resolutions as by the National Association of Manu- 
facturers at Chicago, Ill., January 22, 1896, in favor of a uniform 
classification of freight rates throughout the United States—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of a committee representing the tea trade of the 
United States, in behalf of a specific duty on all importations of 
tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of N.S. Smith, J. E. Wheeler, 
and others, favoring the Stone bill, restricting immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


and 40 o Corry, Pa., against sectarian appropria- 
tions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Pennsylvania State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, in favor of equitable protection—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of Lindsay Post, No. 
205, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cozad, Nebr., praying for 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 306) providing for pensions to Union 
ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. HATCH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6009, to 
Sora of John D. Anderson—to the Commit- 


N: Petition of ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the 
iding in Oregon, for the of the service- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of , N. Y., against the sale of beer at certain 
military posts—to Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ Also, petition of C. S. Stanley and 21 others, of the postal serv- 
ice in the State of New York, in relation to a bill to reclassify and 
prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee 
on the and Post-Roads. 

. By Mr. HYDE: Petition of citizens of Centralia, Wash., favor- 
ing the passage of joint resolution No, 11—-to the Committee on 


Also, petition of members of Fairmount City Lodge, No. 258, of 
Fairmount City, Wash., favoring the passage of the Stone immi- 
eatin bill tothe Cominitteeon Immigration and Naturalization. 

Mr. JENKINS: Protest of W. W. Wulsingham, of Maiden 

Wis., and 107 others, against the adoption of joint resolu- 
tion amending the Constitution of the United States by inserting 
the ledging Almighty God as the source of 


e 
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power and authority in civil government, our Lord Jesus Christ as 
the ruler of nations, and His revealed will as of supreme authority 
in civil affairs "—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of G. W. Shaffer and 15 other citizens 
of Oklahoma; also petition of Otto Bechtel and 20 others, of Okla- 
homa; also petition of W. P. Hostetter and 14 others, of Oklahoma, 
in favor of the passage of a free-home bill—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of committe 





-of publishers of New 
York, N. Y., objecting to House bill No. 4566, affecting second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. LESTER: Memorial of citizens of Liberty County. Ga 
on House bill for the relief of the book agents of the Met! 
Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War ‘ 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., pray- 
ing for the passage of joint resolution No. 11—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


L\OULST 


alms. 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Council No. 37, Coun- 
cil No. 39, Council No. 84, Council No. 103, Council No. 126. Conneil 
No. 172, and Council No. 206, Junior Order United American Mi 

| chanics, for the passage of the Stone immigration bill » the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also, petition of J. L. Cottrell and 41 others, of Shiloh, N. J., 
against the passage of the Sunday-observance bill for the } ict 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
| By Mr. McRAE: Petition of F. P. Moseley and 165 other citizens 

of Cleveland County, Okla., protesting against statehood { " 
Territory as now organized—to the Committee on the Territories. 
| By Mr. MORSE: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
} Union, and citizens of the States of Massachusetts, North Dakota, 


| By Mr. SPERRY: Papers to accompany resolution pro 
| for the employment of some person or firm to execu 


Aloo:(by request), petition of C. D. Hasbrouck, J. H. Chapman, | 


| 


West Virginia, Texas, New York, Kansas, Ohio, Michigan, Penn- 
sylvania, Nebraska, and Kansas, praying for th 
God in the Constitution of the United States 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: Petition of the citizens of New Madrid, Mo.., 
asking for legislation for the relief of book agents of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Richard F. Goodman and Jacob 
L. Bunnell, of Sussex County, N. J., praying for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter—io the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PUGH; Petition of Rev. Henry M. Scudder and sundry 
other citizens of Carlisle, Ky., favoring the passage of bill for the 
benetit of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 177, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, Scranton, Pa., for the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of E. Lee Fleck and 60 others, of Day- 
ton, Ohio, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


e recognition of 
-to the Committee 


viding 
te plans for 


properly ventilating the House of Representatives—t 


) » ll 
mittee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 
Also, petition of citizens of Colorado, concerning (ub to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 162, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, of Shrewsbury, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 


Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of F. C. Hazard and 
38 other citizens of Ashland, Wis., in favor of reviving the grade 
of Lieutenant-General, United States Army, in the interest of 
Nelson A. Miles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Wisconsin State Dairymen’s Association, 
relative to the favorable consideration of House bill No. 3010, 
known as the Cook bill, to secure pure dairy products—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Wisconsin State Dairymen’s Association, 
urging the enactment of a law whereby each State may have a 
public trade-mark for the use of its citizens—to the Committee on 


Patents. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of life-saving station at Salis- 
ae Beach, Massachusetts and New Hampshire, signed by Jere- 
miah Chase and 103 others, praying for a life-saving station in the 


town of Seabrook, N. H.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: Memorial of Washington Camp, 
No. 382, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Emporium, Pa., in 
favor of the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of certain Union ex-soldiers of the 
war of the rebellion, for the passage of a law granting a pension of 
$8 a month to every Union soldier who served not less than ninety 
days in said war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
Monpbay, March 2, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. GEAR presented the credentials of WILLIAM Boyp ALLI- 
SON, chosen by the legislature of the State of Iowa a Senator from 
that State for the term of six years beginning March 4, 1897; 
which were read, and ordered to be placed on the files of the 
Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT ——— a petition of the faculty and 
students of the University of South Dakota, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a permanent court of arbitration between Great 
Britain and the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hollonville, 
Ga., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referre 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty and students of Doane 
College, Crete, Nebr., praying for the formation of an interna- 
tional tribunal for the settlement of controversies between the 
United States and Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Federation of 
Labor, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of 
the bill (S. 1285) to — the efficiency of the militia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr.SEWELL presented the petition of James Parker, of Perth 
Amboy, N.J., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2151, for 
the relief of James Parker, formerly a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Essex Council, No. 161, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of East Orange; of General 
Putnam Council, No. 187, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Newark; of Seth Boyden Council, No. 184, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Newark; of Chosen Friends 
Council, No. 76, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Manasquan; of Columbia Council, No, 77, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Matawan; of Frelinghuysen Council, No. 
68, Junior Order United Amercan Mechanics, of Keyport; of Twi- 
light Council, No. 7, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Scotch Plains; of Norwood Council, No. 127, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of West Long Branch; of Freedom Council, 
No. 116, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Glendola; 
of Spring Lake Council, No. 221, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Monmouth; of Monitor Council, No. 83, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Hackettstown; of Marcus L. 
Ward Council, No. 205, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Newark; of Salem Council, No. 203, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Salem; of Welcome Council, No. 45, Junior Or- 
der of United American Mechanics, of Bridgeton; of Sussex Coun- 
cil, No, 224, Junior Ordor of United American Mechanics, of La- 
fayette; of Greenville Council, No, 114, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Jersey City; of Wind Bram Council, No. 
209, Junior Order of American Mechanics, of Midvale; of Port 
Murray Council, No. 118, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Port Murray; of Orange Council, No. 156, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Orange; of Lamberton Coun- 
cil, No. 18, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Lamber- 
ton; of Magnolia Council, No. 101, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Toms River; of East End Council, No. 201, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Newark; of Protection Cour- 
cil, No. 145, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Magnolia; 
of Star of the Union Council, No. 82, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Camden; of Parity Council, No. 206, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Dividing Creek; of Port Norris 
Council No. 108, Junior Order United erican Mechanics, of 
Port Norris; of McClellan Council, No. 37, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Haddonfield; of Hackensack Valley Coun- 
cil, No. 182, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of - 
sack; of Wise Council, No1198, Junior Order American Mechanics 
of Waretown; of Stafford Council, No. 11, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Manahawkin; of Elizabeth Council, No. 
181, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Elizabeth; of 
Col. 8. L. Buck Council, No, 187, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Newark; of Veritas Council, No. 194, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Riverside; of Hollywood Council, 
No. 29, Junior Order United Americar Mechanics, of Long Branch; 
of Washi nm Council, No. 5, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Mount Holly; of American Star Council, No. 52, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Bordentown; of Victor 


Council, No. 179, Junior Order United American Mechanics, o¢ 
Basking Ridge; of Jenny Jump Council, No. 97, Junior (Or jor 
United American Mechanics, of Hope; of Lydia Darrah Co1)),.;| 
No. 172, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Can):\:-y! 
of Silver Lake Council, No. 92, Junior Order United Ampe:; n 
Mechanics, of Belmar; of Pioneer Council, No. 58, Junior ()y)jo; 
United American Mechanics, of Boundbrook; of Chas. L. \\q). 
ters Council, No. 178, Junior Order United American Mech jy)jo< 
of Milltown; of Evening Star Council, No. 38, Junior Order U),jtaj 
American Mechanics, of Burli m; of Lookout Council, N.. 39 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Gloucester City. of 
Madison Council, No. 148, Junior Order United American \o. 


chanics, of Madison; of Pennington Council, No. 74. Junior (ror 
United American Mechanics, of Pennington; of Golden Rule (\)yy- 
cil, No. 75, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Perrine. 


ville; of Jacobstown Council, No. 220, Junior Order United A 1,073. 
can Mechanics, of Jacobstown; of Mechanics’ Hall Council, \,,. >; 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Jamesburg; «! \{j)! 


ton Council, No. 212, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Milton; of Leesburg Council, No. 84, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Leesburg; of Paul Revere Counci!, No, 
197, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pompton Pains: 
of Liberty Council, No. 44, Junior Order United American Moe- 
chanics, of Oxford; of Hamilton Council, No. 47, Junior Order 


United American Mechanics, of Yardville; of Iota Council, No), (26, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Ocean City; of \eq- 
ford Council, No. 9, Junior Order United American Mechanics. of 
Medford; of Musconetcong Council, No. 113, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Stanhope, and of Winona Council, N«). 149, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Chews Landiny. al] 


in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens 0! Littlo 
Falls, Minn., praying that the President of the United States pro- 
tect the rights and interests of the American citizens in Turkey 
and demand of the Turkish Government an immediate indemnity 
for the Freensy already destroyed belonging to the American 
Board of Christian Foreign Missions; which was ordered to lie on 


the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Pastors’ Union of Snohomish, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation granting protec- 
tion to the Americans in Turkey and extending sympathy to the 
suffering Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Sigel Waite and sundry other 
citizens of Shell Lake, Minn., and the petition of E. Johnson, N. M. 


Nelson, and sundry other citizens of Waseca, Minn., praying for 
the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States; which were referred to the Commit- 


tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorials of W. W. Weeks, Peter Peter- 
son, Lewis Norman, and sundry other citizens of Minnesota, re- 
monstrating inst the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the 


District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented resolutions adopted by 
the Commercial Club of Superior, Wis., relative to the proposed 


reorganization of the Pacific railroads; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

He also presented a petition of J. D. Robie Post, No. 275, De- 
partment of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, of Supe- 
rior, Wis., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5»), to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to organize national naval 
volunteers in all States bordering upon the Great Lakes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. . 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wyan- 
dotte, Ind. T., a a t city be named as an intermediate 
point on the line of the Arkansas Northwestern Railroad Com- 
pany in case a right of way is granted to that company through 
the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs , 

He also ted a petition of the faculty and students of Doane 
College te, Nebr., praying for the establishment of an inter 
national tribunal for the settlement of controversies between the 
United States and Great Britain; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ; : 

He also presented the memorial of A. M. Hargis, president 0 
the Grand Island Business College, of Grand Island, Nv'r..™® 
monstrating ao the enactment of legislation deprivin g educa 
tional institutions of the privilege of sending their colleg: )peTs 
through the mail as second-class matter; which was referre 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : ' 

He also presented a memorial of a committee of New Yor! pu 


aa against the passage of House bill No. 4556, 
to amend the laws rela to second-class mail matter 
which was referred to the ttee on Post-Offices and Post 
Roads 


Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange 0! Mem 





phis, Tenn., praying for the amendment of the act relating to the 
navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, 
duties, and rights in connection with carriage of property; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., praying for the establishment of a court of international 
arbitration between Great Britain and the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. VILAS presented the memorials of Collins Chapman and 50 | 


other citizens of Grant County, of C. W. Harvey and 129 other 
citizens of Beaver Dam, of M. Reed and 96 other citizens of Outa- 
e County, of T. E. Hemphill and 108 other citizens of Pierce 
Sounty, of E. V. Higgins and 58 other citizens of Portage County, 
and of M. E. Fuller and 59 other citizens of Madison, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the adoption of the pro- 
ious amendment to the Constitution of the United 

Btates; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of Albert B. Shack, of Denver, 
Colo., praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the 
Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of sundry ex-soldiers and ex- 
sailors of the Union Army and Navy, praying for the passage of 
a service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON. I present a memorial of the National Associa- 
tion for the Promotion of Arbitration, remonstrating against fur- 
ther expenditures for war ships and seacoast defenses. I ask that 
the memorial be printed in the Recorp and also asa public docu- 
ment, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Com- | 


=%: 


mittee on Military Affairs, ordered to be printed as a document, 
and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
Memorial of the National Association for the Promotion of Arbitration. 
This association most earnestly and respectfully petition your honorable 


bodies to cease making appropriations for war ships and seacoast defenses, | 


for the increase of the Army and Navy, and for the organization of the mili- 
tia of the United States at a time when we are at peace with ali the world, 
li 


under a Constitution which pledges us to neutrality, and when no | 


nation threatens or even dares to attack us, and at a period in the history of 

civilized when mental and moral force should take the precedence of 

brute force, which, after all, has never permanently settled any great moral 

ct political question. 

a nation we believe that we are safer without all of these threatening 

——— of war, which only excite our neighbors to ~ae their money for 
a 


ces, the money for which is ground out of the poor by our 

stem tion; money which, if wisely expended in the improvement 
waterways, of good for institutions of learning, or for the extension 
of our relations would make the great masses of the people hap- 
jer and better, while their improved condition would lessen crime and save 
the Government a large annual outlay now being expended in the support 


institu 
e know that at this time there is a widespread and growing interest in 
international arbitration and in the establishment of an international arbi- 
tration court for the settlement between nations, without resort to war, of 
all difficulties that may arise, which experience has shown is the wiser, 
cheaper, and better way. 

That Great Britain has not only accepted our invitation to join with the 
United States ina permanent international treaty of arbitration, but that at 
the last session of Fifty-third Congress one of the honored members of 
the British Parliament, Mr. William Randal Cremer, came to this country, 

with him a memorial signed by 354 members of the British Parlia- 
to the President and Congress, asking them to prepare and 
ratify the treaty which they had pro to Great Britain. This proposed 
treaty was the outcome, in part, of the Pan-American Congress, signed by 
the United States on April 4, 1890, the Sherman joint resolution, and the in- 
vitation sent out min ronson’ Harrison, which was accepted bya unanimous 
vote of the British House of Commons June 16, 1893. 

We know, also, that the Swiss National Council, in 1892, and the Danish 
Parliament during the same year, accepted similar invitations from the 
United States; t the French House of Deputies, the treaty-making power 
of the French bie, on July 8, an Be unanimous vote, instruc their 
Government to make overtures to the ted States for the purpose of form- 
Wo them a permanent treaty of arbitration. 

‘o-day the masses of aporeies of the world want peace, and we are 
confident if peace were y assured that not only would there be no 
use for war ships, but that the financial condition of the country would ke 


improved and our leted Treasury would bereplenished. The Fifty-third 

Congress voted ,000 for war ships without a speck of war on the hori- 

calling 2 now we have the Lodge bill and the report of the Secretary of War, 

for a ter expenditure of the people’s money. 

en. our associa’ and aa oes whom La) sepveates, and a the name ot 

American , We pro’ against any increase of expenditure by the 
United States ter ae or navel a ; - 

Mill Patrick, Cora Godfrey, Hattie Lewis Patrick, Henry L. 

©. H. Crocker, Mabel Godfrey Levornesteel. Helen 

Rand Tindall, District of Columbia; Belva A. Lockwood, Presi- 


dent, Washington; Annie 
= C. Aldrich, Alabama; rist, Treasurer, W.N.P. 
of eahengton; T. M. W 


L. Diggs, Secretary, Kansas; Jose- 
Mary 1. 
s; M. Frost Ormsby, New York; 


Hannah B. Sperry, President W. N. P. A.; Lelia P. Roby, Chi- 
cago; Mary 8. Lockwood, eraenaton: Eleanor Wright, Wash- 
ray, ifornia; William H. Russell, 


Men Maria Freeman G 
land; Washi ney. Sours Frank D. Gardner, 
: Ethel Kansas; Florence 


Ca 

Doo 
; Mabel L. Kansas 

, Wi ; Mrs. Clara D. tt, Washington; J. 

McCreery, Interior Department, Washington; L. W. Mc- 


m; Charlene § aT Connecticut; Amy L. 
ra Be Colby, Woman's Tribune; 


Washingto: 
y, Washington: or, 
Anderson Herdman, Woman's bune; John Julian 
; Eldridge J. Christy, Washington, D.C.; M. H. Smith. 
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Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Peru, 
Ind., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the Indiana Yearly Meet- 
ing of the Religious Society of Friends, praying for the establish- 
ment of an international court of arbitration between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States; which were referred t> the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., praying for the establishment of a court of interna- 
tional arbitration between Great Britain and the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GRAY presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting 
held at the Delaware Avenue Baptist Church, of Wilmington, Del., 
February 17, 1896, relative to the suffering Armenians, and pray- 
ing that the American Red Cross Society be allowed the full privi- 
leges guaranteed in the treaty with Turkey; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of House bill No. 2563, to 
—_— for the enrollment and organization of the Naval Reserve 

orces; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Baptist Ministers’ 
Conference of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect colored citizens of the United States in their 
rights under the Constitution; which was referred to the Comimit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also sremmtel sundry petitions of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or some 
similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remon- 
strating against the extension of the tracks of that company until 
its existing lines are modernly equipped and operated; which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Gibbons and 90 other 
farmers, of Blaine, Mich., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prevent the sale of options on farm products; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation securing municipal ownership of gas, electric- 
light, and telephone plants in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Rev. Charies Pike and 
24 other citizens of Mansfield Center, Conn., praying for the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of D. W. Chapman; of Austin 
Hall and 11 others, of Newcastle; of E. F. Leavitt and 41 others 
of Naples; of I. F. Hobbs and 34 others, of Milo; of F.S. Philbrick 
and 387 others, of West Rockport; of George W. Ritchie and 21 
others, of Winterport; of John Lovejoy; of George M. Brainerd; 
of Theodore E. Simonton; of L. D. Carver and 49 others, of Rock- 
land; of John H. Tarbax and 43 others, of West Buxton; of Fred 
Lucas and 43 others, of St. Albans; of H. W. Hock; of A. P. 
White and 115 others, of Harrington; of C. O. Brown and 19 others, 
of Etna; of L. D. Shorey and 23 others, of East Lowell; of J. J. 
Carr and 22 others, of Dover; of Edwin P. Wentworth and 18 
others, of Cape Elizabeth; of A. P. Daggett and 24 others, of 
Smyrna Mills; of Ernest B. Soule and 17 others, of Freeport; of 
E. W. Thibodeaux and 23 others, of Carroll; of George E. Spar- 
row and 36 others, of Upper Gloucester; of W. E. Bailey and 37 
others, of Bradford Center; of Stanley Goreand 40 others, of South 
Auburn; of Abner Johnson and 33 others, of Ashdale; of Herbert 
W. Cutting and 10 others, of Phippsburg; of F. J. Gerry and 37 
others, of West Garland; of James A. Kimball and 15 others, of 
Albany; of L. W. Jose and 52 others, of Dexter; of Sylvester Hill 
and 6 others, of Biddeford; of E. C. Mallett and 41 others, of 
Topsham; of Eugene Davenport and 35 others, of North Anson; 
of F. Brown and 50 others, of Millbridge; of A. R. Wallace; of 
Alton P. French and 23 others, of Searsmont; of C. F. Sanborn 
and 47 others, of Maplewood; of Ralph W. Barnes and 39 others, 
of Lee; of J. H. McKinley and 16 others, of Jackson; of Ernest N. 
Kyes; of W. W. Davenport and 36 others, of Jay Bridge; of W.E. 
Sargent and 24 others, of Hebron; of Henry D. Hammond and 26 
others, of Paris; of E. V. Anderson and 28 others, of North War- 
ren; of C.B. Thayer and 27 others, of North Searsport; of Alander 
Ross and 36 others, of Presque Isle; of C. K. Bridges and 35 others, 
of Penobscot; of A. S. Farnsworth and 30 others, of West Pei- 
broke; of Fred Sawyer and 20 others, of West Hampden; of L. M. 
Crockett; of Sidney E. Ames and 78 others, of Vinal Haven: of 
W. 8S. Davis and 43 others, of South Woodstock; of Ezra Mc- 
Glauflin and 24 others, of South Presque Isle; of Odbrey 3. 
Ginn and 35 others, of Fort Fairfield; of B. E. Savage; of David 
A. Butler and 19 others, of Flagstaff; of C. E. Richard and 9 
others, of Farmington; of John L. Shoppe and 6 others, of East 
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Eddington; of J. H. Merrill and 27 others, of East Parsons- 
field; of Elmer E. Hall and 41 others, of Center Montville; of 
Enoch Foster; of C. F. Abbott and 46 others, of Bethel; of Philip 
H. Stubbs and 63 others, of Strong; of N. R. Adams and 135 others, 
of East Wilton; of William S. Hunt and 24 others, of Center Bel- 
mont; of D. H. Bartlett and 40 others, of Skowhegan; of Geor, 
Barron; of Barrett Potter and 26 others, of Brunswick; of F. 
Storer and 11 others, of West Poland; of L. C. Bridgham and 44 
others, of Hebron; of L. N. Jordan and 16 others, of East Ray- 
mond; of Galen Kingsbury and 17 others, of Brewer; of S. H. 
Barker and 33 others, of Ellingwood Center; of N. F. Norton and 
27 others, of South Penobscot; of David R. Swan and 36 others, of 
Guilford; of John Staples and 82 others, of Brooklin; of L. F. 
Butler and 59 others, of South Norridgewock; of M. F. Archer and 
41 others, of North Fairfield; of E. G. Barker and 35 others, of 
Spragues Mills; of Edgar Millay and 57 others, of North Anson; 

Frederick Robie; of Charles F. Libby; of H. W. Gage; of 
Henry B. Cleaves; of Joseph W. Symonds; of Charles J. Cha 
man; of W. W. Thomas; of George ©. Peters; of Phili ; 
Brown; of Nathan Clifford Brown; of George H. Libby; of John 
F. Rand; of Lewis A. Goudy; of Charles W. Roberts; of Wil- 
liam H. Green; of Charles A. Strout; of George Trefethen; of 
C. E. Littlefield, Rockland; of A. R, Savage, Auburn, and 1,057 
others, of Portland and vicinity; of C, H. Jones and 75 others, of 
Athens; of J. H. Montgomery and 39 others, of Camden; of Ar- 
thur B. Briggs and 15 others, of East Sumner; of R. Grinnell and 
75 others, of Union; of A. H. Twitchell and 4 others, of Oldtown; 
of Alonzo Tasker and 82 others, of Dixmont; of Charles H. Dole 
and 15 others, of Holden; of Neal R. Hall and 36 others, of Wind- 
ham Center; of Frank Foss and 15 others, of Saco; of George C. 
Wing and 36 others, of Auburn; of F. E. Robbins; of Noel B. 
Potter and 79 others, of Lewiston; of Charles G. Briggs and 56 
others, of ae of James H. Kane and 86 others, of Ban- 
gor; and of A. M. Foggand 23 others, of East Hebron; allin theState 
of Maine, and comprising 4,187 citizens of the State, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Lodge bill, providing for the restric- 
tion of immigration; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the executive board of the 
State Council of the American Protective Association of Maine, 
remonstrating against the placing of the statueof Pére Marquette 
in ener all; which was referred to the Committee on 


ules. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion establishing a bureau of military education in the public 
— which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
ws for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 

e Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of ae citizens of Colum- 
bia County, Oreg., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States prohibiting further appro- 
priations to institutions under ecc control; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of R. D. Dirksen and 65 
other citizens of . DL; ie of Rev. Hugh Short 
and 52 other citizens of Franklin ve, Ill., and the petition of 
Rev. J. H. Penner and 64 other citizens of Lawrenceville, [1L., 
os for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 

Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Ju b 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of F. A. Curtis and 6 other 
citizens of Florida, praying for the adoption of the 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States acknowledg- 


ing in the preamble thereof ighty God as the source of power 
= weg me tg affairs; wen aufero’ to the Genanl t- 
on 


ae one ee ee 
, Mo. ing for tion 
ble £0 the Constitution of the nited 


of an amendment to the 

Se ce akan on naa 

authority in civi Fr ng etc.; which was referred to the 
on the Judiciary. 


zens of Roscoe, Iowa, pra for the adoption of the 
religious amendment to tution of the United Statens 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kossuth County, 
Iowa, praying Congress to establish an international court of ar- 
bitration for the settlement of all matters of between the 
United States and Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented certain rs to preempeny the bill (S. 631) 
a pension to Lewis L. Ratliff; which were referred to the 
mimittee on Pensions, 


GAUGING OF NEBRASKA STREAMS, 


Mr. ALLEN. I presentcertain important data compiled from 
work done by the United States Geological Survey in cooperation 
with the department of civil engineering of the te University 
of Nebraska, the ltural experiment station of the same in- 
stitution, and the Nebraska State board of agriculture, relative {5 
the flow of water in thestreams of Nebraska and adjoining States. 
The paper is very brief. I move that it be printed asa document 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was ref2rred the bill (S. 717) for the erection 
of a public building at Fergus Falls, Minn., reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (8.772) to provide for the purchase of sites for public build. 
ings in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, in the State of No- 
braska, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S.1256) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of a 
public building in Camden, N. J., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.57:|) 
to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license phvsi- 
cians and surgeons, and to punish persons Ney owes ion provisions 
thereof in the District of Columbia, to report it with amendments. 
I give notice that at an early day I shall ask the Senate to permit 
me to call the bill on consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 325) to regulate the 
practice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and sur- 
geons, and to punish * ge violating the provisions thereof in 


the District of Colum reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was med indefinitely. 
Mr. P , from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 2121) to provide for the better manning and 
uipment of vessels on the Northwestern lakes, submitted an 


verse thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to 
whom was referred the bill (8.65) for the relief of J. E. Gilling- 


waters, ae it without amendment, and submitted a report 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S, 2321) to authorize and regu- 

late the sale of unclaimed freight, Sieh and other property in 

the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2322) for the establishment of a 

i ones nee hh ew station at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, 

ew Jersey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. ~y i remove the charge 
of desertion standi i i Stewart; which was 
read twice by its ti to the Committee on Military 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 2324) to relieve John Mc- 
Carthy from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2325) for the relief of Georze 
; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the (0m- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. . 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2326) granting an increase 
of to Mrs. Mary E. Muse; which was read twice by ''s 

e, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commt- 

tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill 


2327) for the relief of Julius Stabe; 
pager, referred to the Committee on Clai: 


and 


L 


gt. 


title, and, with the accompanying 
ms. 
. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2328) for the relief of Bo" 


jamin F. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, wit! | 
papers, referred to the eaebiaee te Post-Offices 

and Post- 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2329) to remove the char° 
of desertion from the mili record of T.C. Thomas; whic! 


was read twice by its title, with the accompanying pape™, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





1896. 





Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2330) relating to the for- 
feiture of lands granted in aid of the construction of the Union 
Pacific Railroad and the Union Pacific Railway, Eastern Division; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


acific Railroads. 
— QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2331) for the relief of John A. 


Haas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ; s 

Mr. McMILL introduced a bill (S. 2332) to extend North 
Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2333) to extend Fourteenth street 
to Spring road; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. — 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2334) construing the acts of Con- 

ess in relation to the award of life-saving medals; which was 
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read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 
Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2335) granting a pension | 


to J. N. Hitchcock; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


e accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
as BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2336) to place on the retired 


list of the Navy Louis V. Housel, late lieutenant of the Regular 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pauying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

r.P S introduced a bill (S. 2337) for establishing a fog- 
signal vessel at San Francisco Bar, California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerc». 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2338) for the relief of Joshua 
Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 


panying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. MeMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2339) to reduce the price 


of gas in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2340) to provide for the construc- 
tion of underground conduits for nateipel, governmental, and 
telephone purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2341) granting a pension 
to George E. Tuttle; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2342) granting a pension to Nancy 
E. Rowe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2343) granting a pension to George 
§. Burrows; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Henry 
J. Potter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2345) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Williams; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 2346) to prescribe the times and 
places of holding the district court of the United States in and for 
the district of ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2347) for the relief of 
Laura C. Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 2348) for the relief of Lucy J. 

le; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

ttee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 89) directing 
and au the Secretary of the Navy to appoint a board of 
three officers of the Navy to proceed to Navassa Island,in the 
West Indies,and examine and report upon the cost of establish- 


ing a coalit station for the United States Government on said 
island; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. WILSON (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed —— to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, directed 

the Senate with a statement of ae anaes earnings, operating ex- 
and net earnings of the Union Pacific, the Central Branch of the Union 
the Kansas and the Sioux City and Pacific railroad companies 


Mr. ALLEN 


to the end of the year A. D. 1804 by years, and the 
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AMERICAN CITIZENS BY SPAIN. 
The Chair lays before the Senate the 


ALLEGED IMPRISONMENT OF 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution of the Senator frour Florida [Mr. Cas] 
from a previous day. The’resolution will be read 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL onthe 
27th ultimo, as follows: 


Resolv 


, coming over 


















l by the § tte, That the Pr f tl ed 
to demand of the Government of § a sta nt he 
charges made in a letter } h Le Ww ers pur n 
Mr. Gomez, late editor of the La L 2, a news] rp ‘ at 
he had been tortured w le confined ina ing 1 | o 
months in Ceuta, the ia] jlony of Spain, to extor ! 8 
against Julius Sanguilly, a naturalized cit tthe Ur ist s 
sequently th sid Gome ‘ t stona f I 
dence and all the pro 1 in the tria dy ul i 
which it is charged t} t aid Sang \ ond it ' t 
for life at Ceuta on ya without evid L ’ of 
Spain that all Amer wl aptured by the i ces 
shall be treated as pr f ur e i rded nd 
to inform the Spanish G nment at the United St wi 1 this 
demand. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the Secretary may read the extract I 
have marked ina recent telegraphic dispatch ft Ha as 
published in the Times of this city 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will re: ed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TORTURED IN SPANISH DUNGEONS 

Cubans here were not surprised when they h J Gua rto 
Gomez, ex-editor of La Lacha, arrested here last Feb ™ 
Africa, for life imprisonment for political reasons 

Indeed, it is barely a month since Gomez's wil ] I a, 
received aletter from him, written in blood, telling] rs) 
a widow; that he wasin double ct sina foul, un d 
tosleep upon the damp ea nly xl wa t vice 
daily, and that he was bein ally tortured to th! 
struments frequently appl iis jai heir m 
him confessions implicating Julio $ rilly the \ ‘ 
oped into the ¢ uban revolution, or for m to sta tt at no! d 
munitions hidden by Antonio Maceo and himself i Matar ry 
several years ago. In closing his letter to his w CGromez said How r 
great my torture, neither willl make fa *hare git ‘anguil vho 
is innocent, nor divulge Maceo’s secret. I will die first, commending thee, 
my poor wife, to the charitable sympathy of my intrymen and the prot 
tion of God.” 

The dead Cuban, though a negro, was of unusual intel) ! UI e 
highest education. He was an orator as well as journa H r 
years in Madrid as private secretary to Labra, the Spanish libera nd 
national senator, whohad many admirers upon the peninsula, a is 
native land. He wasthe principal agent of Ma nd of 
New York in Habana just previous tothe breaking out of the pres« evolu- 
tion, and when arrested was leaving the city { i uments 
in his possession which were afterwards used to « vie 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, for seventeen years I have intro- 


duced at every session of Congress a resolution for measures to be 
taken by the United States to obtain independence for the people 
of Cuba and a governmentof their own choice. These re 


OLUDIOnNS 
have been referred to committees and no further action had in 
regard to them. At this session of Congress I introduced a joint 
resolution for immediate action by Congress recognizing the 
Republic of Cuba gs an independent government. This finally 
resulted in the report of a resolution of sympathy and indignation 
and a request to the President to offer Spain the ofiices of the 
United States for the settlement of the war, declaring the opinion 


of Congress that there is a state of public war existing in Cuba, 
and further expressing the opinion that Cuba ought to be free and 
independent. 

This action of Congress is very much less forcible than the con- 
dition demands and than the several resolutions proposed by me 
demands. 

The condition of affairs in Cuba requires decisive action by Con- 
gress for the protection of the rights of American citizens and for 
the preservation of the rules of war between civilized peoples, 
to the end that our people who may engage in this war, although 
subject to the power and authority of Spain when captured or 
when within her jurisdiction, shall have the treatment of prison- 
ers of war, and not be subjected to cruel and unusual punishment, 
and thatthe Government shall demand a fair trial and proper treat- 
ment for General Sanguilly and all others who have aright to 
our protection. 

Gen. Julius Sanguilly, the citizen of the United States referred 
toin this extract, it is charged by people who are familiar with 
the facts of the case, has been tried and sentenced to 
ment for life without any evidence whatever, 
alone. 

Mr. HILL. What is the charge? 

Mr. CALL. He is charged with participating in the rebellion. 
He is not charged with having been taken with arms, but with 
being an accomplice in the organization of the rebellion now ex- 
isting in Cuba against the Government of Spain. Certainly he is 
properly subject to be tried under the laws of Spain, and, 1f con- 
convicted upon reasonable evidence, subject to her laws. 

Mr. ALLEN. His case is not covered by the treaty? 

Mr. CALL. We have a treaty with Spain which prescribes 
that persons, citizens of the United States, taken in arms shall be 
subject to punisnment, and summary punishment, but we have 


imprison- 


but upon suspicion 
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no treaty with Spain which authorizes them to take an American 
citizen residing peaceably in Habana, try him without evidence, 
upon mere suspicion, convict, and sentence him for life. 

This statement of Gomez, who is now dead, if it be true that he 
was tortured to extort from him a false confession of Sanguilly’s 
complicity in the rebellion, presents a case which demands in- 

uiry on the part of the United States, and, if true, certainly 
dentate that this Government should protect its citizens against 
practices unknown to the law of nations and unknown to civilized 
people anywhere. 

r. President, it has been my fortune ever since I took my seat 
in the Senate of the United States, immediately succeeding the 
revolution in Cuba in the years 1878 and 1879, to have seen num- 
bers of Cubans who had been compelled to leave their native 
country and find a home in the United States. They were gener- 
ally men of education, men prominent in the business of the 
island, in its commerce, and men largely engaged in agriculture 
and commerce, who had been educated in the United States. I 
understand that General Sanguilly was one of those Cubans. He 
resided here for some years and ame a citizen of the United 
States, and was a resident in Cuba after amnesty was proclaimed 
and pardon extended to him. Iam informed that he was nota 
participant in the present rebellion, although he was a general 
commanding in the Cuban forces in the last revolution, but that 
so far from having taken any active part in the present rebellion, 
he was one of the conservative people advising against it. How- 
ever that may be, it is certainly true that citizens of the United 
States who incur the penalties of Spanish law, even by taking an 
active part in the rebellion, are entitled to the a of pris- 
oners of war. They can not lawfully be butchered and shot to 
death without trial and withont evidence; neither can they be 
treated with cruelty other than that kind of confinement which 
belongs to prisoners of war under the code of civilized nations. 

But every day young men who have gone from this country and 
taken part with the insurgent forces are being shot to death without 
trial, if the newspaper statements are correct; and in my judg- 
ment it is the duty of the Senate to do something more than the 
resolution which was passed on Friday last, and which is nothing 
except that it indicates a public opinion in this country far in 
advance of the action of the Senate, far in advance of anything 
that has been done by either House of Congress. It indicates an 
almost unanimous public opinion upon tne part of our le that 
the rights of civilized war shall be insisted upon by the United 
States, and that our people who are there shall be protected in all 
the rights belonging to prisoners of war under the modified and 
humane code of modern times. 

This man, Gen. Julius Sanguilly, now sentenced to life impris- 
onment at Ceuta, with his case standing on appeal to the tribu- 
nals at Madrid, was a citizen of the United States, and it is the 
testimony regarding this unfortunate man Gomez—who, al- 
though a colored man, stood high as a man of integrity, as a man 
of intelligence, and as a man of education—that he was tortured 
to death in a dungeon for two months because he would not tes- 
tify that Sanguilly, who was innocent, was guilty of some offense 
against the Spanish Government. 

Mr. President, I do not pro to indorse this statement astrue, 
but I do say that it is sufficiently probable from all the circum- 
stances which are daily reported in the press to require that the 
Government should take some action to see that the citizens of the 
United States shall at least have a fair trial and shall not be sen- 
tenced for life upon mere suspicion, and that they shall not be 
shot wherever captured without any kind of inquiry or trial. 

I hope the resolution will pass, although I sup it will be at 
present referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was about to move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I make that mo- 


tion. 
The motion was agreed to. 
CORN EXCHANGE NATIONAL BANK OF PHILADELPHIA, 


Mr. QUAY. The bill (S. 277) for the relief of the Corn Ex- 
change National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., was reported adversel 
from the Committee on Claims, and at my request it was placed 
upon the Calendar. I move that the bill be recommitted to the 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JAMESTOWN, N. Y. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
up the bill (S. 1962) for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Jamestown, N. Y. It is a very brief bill, and, I think, will 
create no discussion. If it does, I withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to purchase, 

uire by condemnation, or otherwise provide a site and cause 
ot ee ees a —— ee ee substantial 

ding, uding fireproof vaults, heating an bere 5 
paratus, and approaches, for the use and accommodation the 


United States post-office and other Government offices, in the cit 
of Jamestown, N. Y., the cost of the site and the building, includ. 
ing fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and ap. 
proaches, complete, not to exceed $150,000. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordereq 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. Vest, Mr. Haug, and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to move to take u 

Mr. VEST. Ihave some morning business to present. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a proposal first. I suggest that at 


the conclusion of the morning business the Senate shall proceed 
to the consideration of the Calendar, taking up and considering 
unobjected cases. There is nothing now to interfere with that 
course that I know of, and if that can be done I shall not make 


the motion which I intended to make. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII is now in order. 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask unanimous consent that we may pro- 
ceed with it, taking up unobjected cases under the five-minute 
rule, and in that way, perhaps, in the next two or three hours we 
can clear off most of the Calendar and reach cases Senators desire 
to have considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the rule, the Chair will state, 
je Senate will receive a message from the House of Represent. 
atives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had avreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 3537) making appropriations for the payment 0f inva- 


lid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

he message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5359) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal your end- 
ing June 30, 1897; asked a conference with the Senate on tho dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Hutu, Mr. Marsu, and Mr. WASHINGTON managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 


The message further announced that the President of the United 
States he returned to the House of Representatives, in which 
it originated, the bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of 
lands for educational purposes in Arizona, with his objections 
thereto, the House proceeded in pursuance of the Constitu- 
tion to reconsider the same, and it was resolved that the bill do 


pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives agreeing to pass 
the same. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask that the Army appropriation bill, which has 
just been returned from the other House, be laid before the Senate 
in order that the Senate ma agree to a conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill = R. 5359) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending ime 30, 1897, and re- 

uesting a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two !vouses 
ereon. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that theSenate insist upon its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Q' AY, 

. HaLe, and Mr, FAULKNER were appointed. 
ARIZONA SCHOOL LANDS—VETO MESSAGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
message from the President of the United States, which las just 
been communicated in the message of the House of Repres ita 
tives. The message of the President will be read. 

The message was read, as follows: 

To the House of Representatives: / 
j herewith return without my epproval House bill numbered 2769. entitled 


“An act to authorize the leasing ds for educational purposes ‘n Arr 
na. 

This bill provides for the leasing of all the public lands reserve to the 
Territory of Arizona for the benefit of its universities and schools.” |! — 
such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the les'-'atur 
of said Territory.” Oa 

If the legisla grated no farther suthorit than this, it woul 





tion 

in terms at least e and riety of leaving the desir 
bllity of leasing these lands, wad the Tisaltahions and eafeguards rex lating 

such leasing, to be determined by the local legislature chosen by thy)" 
their laws and protect r interests. — 
Instead of stopping here, however, the bill further provides that unt! 500 
the of the Territory, and the super, 
shall constitute a board for the leasing ° 
heretofore prescribed by the 5ee 
declared it shall not be nece® 





1896. 





to submit said leases to the Secretary of the Interior for approval, and 
that no leases shall be made for a longer term than five years, nor for a term 
extending beyond the date of the admission of the Territory to statehood. 
Under these provisions the lands reserved for university and school om 
poses, whose value largely — upon their standing timber, andin which 
every citizen of the Territory has a deep interest, may be leased and denuded 
of their timber by officers none of whom have been chosen by the people, 
and without the sanction of any law or regulation made by their representa 
tives in the local legislature. Even the measure of protection which would 
be afforded the citizens of the Territory by a submission to the Secretary of 
the Interior of the leases proposed, and thus giving him an opportunity to 
asce whether or not they comply with his regulations, is especially with 
d. 
7] was hardly necessary to provide in this bill that these lands might be 
leased “ under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by 
the legislature of said Territory,” if the action of the legislature was to be 
forestalled and rendered nugatory by the immediate and unrestrained action 
of the officers constituted “a board for tho leasing of said lands" pending 
such legislative consideration. These are inconsistencies which are not sat- 
isfactorily accounted for by the suggestion that the time that would elapse 
before the aoeere could consider the subject would be sepertenst. 
The protests I have received from numerous and influential citizens of the 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GEAR. On Friday, when the Senator from Arkansas made 
a similar request, I objected. I think, in view of the fact that 
this is a claim of asovereign State, that I perhaps made a mistake, 
[ am perfectly willing that the bill in question shall go to the Cal- 
endar and be a standing order, to be laid asidk 
provided that action or debate shall not be had on the bill until, 
say, about the 15th or the 16th of the current month. Would that 
be satisfactory to the Senator? 

Mr. BERRY. I will agree to that if that arrangement can be 
made, so that the bill will be the unfinished business. Several 
Senators have stated to me that they desired to examine the sub- 
ject, and were not ready to proceed. Ihave no desire to proceed 


from day to day, 


| with the bill until every Senator thoroughly understands it, and 


Territory indicate considerable opposition to this biil among those interested | 


reservation and proper management of these school lands. 
ae — GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 28, 1896. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the action 
of the House of Representatives. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


In THE HovseE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 29, 1896. 
The President of the United States having returned to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in which it originated, the bill H. R. 2769, “An act toauthorize 
the leasing of lands for educational purposes in Arizona,” with his objections 


| dition will that leave the Calendar as a matter of parliam: 


thereto, the House proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider | 


the same; and aie 
Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 


agreeing to the same. 
Attest: A. MoDOWELL, Clerk, 
By WM. J. BROWNING, Chief Clerk. 


has had an opportunity todo so. If I can get unanimous consent 
that it shall be made the unfinished business, then I will agree that 
it be postponed until the 16th day of March, which, I believe, is 
the time the Senator from Iowa suggested. 

Mr. GEAR. I trust that agreement may be made, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to inquire of the Chair in what con- 

lentary 

practice? Is that bill always to stand in the way, or can any mo- 
tion be made to proceed to the consideration of another bill? 

Mr. BERRY. It will be the unfinished business, and postponed 
until the 16th day of March. I understand any Senator can move 
to take up any other bill in the meantime. 

Mr. VILAS. Without displacing the bill of the Senator from 
Arkansas? 


Mr. BERRY. Without displacing that order for that day. I 


| hope that will be done by unanimous consent. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass, | 


the objections of the President of the United States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, several members of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands have come to me and suggested that the bill, 
with the veto message, should be referred to that committee. I 


understand it is a privileged question, and can be brought up at | 


any time. 

dent, 

lic Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President 
Mr. HALE. When the message came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives I believe I had the floor. 


Therefore, I move that the veto message of the Presi- 
ther with the bill, be referred to the Committee on Pub- 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine is entitled | 


| should carry, it would displace the Senator's bill from its position. 


to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I was making a proposition which goes beyond the 
ordinary rule, that is, that the Calendar shall be taken up under 
the five-minute rule for the consideration of unobjected cases only. 
Under the rule, without unanimous consent, one objection takes 
a bill over to be considered under another rule, but any Senator 
can move to take it up. If, however, we have a unanimous-con- 
sent agreement that we will only proceed with unobjected cases, 
then we shall not be confronted with such a motion as that. That 


is my ition. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator from Maine will give me leave, 

before that proposition is considered, to have taken up and dis- 

of a bill which has already been once before the Senate and 

been read at length, the objections to which have now been 
removed. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will make the proposition at the end of the 
consideration of the bill referred to by the Senator. This propo- 
sition of mine will apply then. 

Mr. BERRY. Until2o’clock, Mr. President. Ido not wish the 

ent to extend beyond 2 o’clock. I gave notice Friday last 

t at 2 o'clock to-day I desired to make a motion to take up a 

bill which at that hour I proposed to move to proceed to the con- 

sideration of. I agree to the adoption of the rule suggested by the 
Senator from Maine, to extend until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. I can not, of course, interfere with the Senator 
after that time. I ask that, at the conclusion of the bill suggested 
by the Senator from Wisconsin, the agreement I have stated be 


Mr. GEAR. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Arkansas 
that he make the motion in regard to the bill referred to by him 
at present, when he is on the floor. 


ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH ARKANSAS. 


Mr. BERRY. I desire, if I can have unanimous consent, that 
bill (8.502) to approve a compromise and settlement between 
United States and the State of Arkansas may be made the un- 
business at 2 o'clock. If I can get that consent now it 
answer my purpose as well as to make the motion at that 


fags 
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| cured, and also copy of all the exhibits and tables referred to 


Mr. HALE. The Senator’s proposition is to make the bill the 
special order for the 16th of the month. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Chair understands the rule to be as the 
Senator from Arkansas states it, I entirely agree. All I wanted 
was to understand the matter, and not have it stand in the way 
of other bills. ' 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is perfectly competent for the Senate to 
fix a special day for a particular bill. It is done very often. 

Mr. ALLISON. By unanimons consent. 

Mr. GEAR. It can be done by special order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can bedone by special order, The bill might 
be made the special order for the day named at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that he 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be made the unfinished busi- 
ness for the 16th day of March. Otherwise, if made the unfinished 
business now, and [ should have occasion to move to proceed to 
the consideration of some other bill to-morrow, and that motion 


Mr. BERRY. That is exactly the suggestion I intended to 
make. I may not have stated it so clearly and so precisely as the 
Senator from Tennessee, but my purpose is that on the 16th day 
of March, at 2 o'clock, the bill to which I have referred shall be 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The special order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. GEAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and they are hereby, directed to transmit to the Se1 as 
soon as may be either the original or full, true, and correct copies of the 
sworn statements of the 65 persons in the State of Arkansas, made between 
August 4, 1894, and February 22, 1895. as to the value of the public land 
their respective counties, which affidavits were alleged to accompany the 
report of Burton T. Doyle, representing the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
George C. Ross, representing the Secretary of the Interior, under the act of 
Congress approved August 4, 1894, an act entitled “An act to authorize a 
compromise and settlement with the State of Arkansas,” referred to in Sen 
ate Executive Document 91, Fifty-third Congress, third session, and to report 
by whom or at whose instance or cost said affidavits were so made and p 


+ 
Ma 


in 


in said Senate 
Executive Document. 

Second. To transmit to the Senate copy of all instructions issued between 
August 4, 184, and February 22, 1895, to said named represent 
ence toany of the matters contemplated by said act, a 
resentatives were then in the paid service of the United States 
when, where, how,and in what Department employed. and wheth« 
either of them, visited said State between said dates in connect 
of the matters contemplated by said act and reported or referred to in said 
Senate Executive Document, and the total cost, if any, incurred in any of 
said premises, and by whom the same were defrayed, if paid. 
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CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. HALE. I modify my proposition, as the proposition of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has been agreed to, and 
makeit this: That after the disposition of the bill indicated by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs] the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar under the five-minute rule, to con- 
sider unobjected cases only, to continue through the day, unless 
an appropriation bill is ready to be taken up. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

TRANSPORTATION OF OBSCENE LITERATURE, ETC. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 1675) to prevent the carrying 
of obscene literature and articles designed for indecent and im- 
moral use from one State or Territory into another State or Ter- 
ritory. This bill was read at length in the Senate, and some 
objection being suggested by the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wo.cort], the further consideration of it was de- 
ferred. The result has been a conference, and an amendment 
oe by the Senator from Colorado, which amendment will 

accepted, and thereupon, i presume, the bill will meet the as- 
sent of the Senate without cbjection. The bill has had careful 
consideration by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene 
literature and articles designed for indecent and immoral use 
from one State or Territory into another State or Territory. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I move to amend the bill by striking out all 
after the word “shall,” in line 20, and inserting in lieu thereof 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the bill by striking 
out all after the word “shall,” in line 20, as follows: 

After such carriage take from such express company or other common car- 
rier, with knowledge of the character thereof, and any officer, servant, agent, 
or employee of any express company or other common carrier who shall 
knowingly receive for carriage from one State or Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia to any other such State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict any such matter as aforesaid, s for each offense, upon conviction 
thereof, be fined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned at hard not more 
than five years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

And inserting in lieu thereof: 


Or who shall take from such express company or other common carrier, 
with intent to sell, distribute, or circulate, any matter or thing herein for- 
bidden_to be deposited for carriage, shall, for each offense, upon conviction 
thereof, be fined not more than $6,000, or imprisoned at hard labor not more 
than five years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXCHANGE BETWEEN GOLD AND SILVER STANDARD COUNTRIES. 


The VICE-FRESIDENT. The Calendar, under the agreement 
heretofore made, is now in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let us begin with the first case on the Calendar 
and go through in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be pursued. 

The first business on the Calendar was a resolution submitted 
by Mr. Stewart December 12, 1895, directing the Committee on 
Finance to inquire what effect the difference of exchange between 
gold-standard countries and silver-standard countries bas upon 
the agricultural and manufacturing industries of the United 
States, etc. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] is not 

esent. 

Mr. HALE. That resolution will give rise to debate, and as 
the Senator from Nevada is not present, I suggest that it had 
better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over. 


CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS, 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted 
- Mr. Cau December 17, 1895, providing for the investigation 


organized efforts of corporations to control the election of mem- 
bers of Con 


Mr. ALLISON, I object to that. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution being objected to, 
will go over. 
CONGRESSIONAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 238) to pro- 
hibit officers of the Government from refusing to pay moneys 
appropriated by act of Congress. 

. VILAS. There is no use of reading that bill at length. 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], who reported it, is not 
present, and Iam inclined to think it will lead to discussion, in 
which he would certainly wish to participate. I think it had 
better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

PORTRAIT OF MRS. DOLLY MADISON. 
The bill (S. 420) for the purchase of the oil portrait 


~— Madison, by E. F. Andrews, was announced 
er, 


of Mrs. 
as next in 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator reporting that bill is absent. 
Let it be passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 
bill will be called. 
ISSUANCE OF INTEREST-BEARING BONDS. 


The bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of interest- 
bearing bonds without the consent of Congress was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. That subject is already before the Finance Com- 


mittee. 
The bill had better be referred to that com- 


Mr. ALLISON. 
mittee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think there ought to be an objection 
to this bill, but clearly there is some. Therefore, I give notice 
now that I shall make the motion on next Wednesday, after the 
finishing of the routine morning business, to take up the bill fur 
digeussion and action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If any action is to be taken upon the bil! it 
had better be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I quite agree with the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make that motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from North Carolina objects 
to its consideration. 

Mr. HALE. That carries it over. 

Mr. BUTLER. That motion, it seems to me, would be in order 
when I ask that the bill be taken up next Wednesday morning. 
The bill is so short, having but three lines in it, that every Sena- 
tor, I think, can understand it by that time. It is certainly too 
plain for any doubt as to what it means. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over under the rule. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: My attention has been called 
to the fact that on next Wednesday the Senator from Oregon | \ir. 
MITCHELL] has given notice that he will call up the case of Mr. 
Du Pont. I donot wish to conflict with that, and therefore I vive 
notice that on Wednesday a week, so as to give full time for that 
matter, after the routine morning business I shall call the bill up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so noted. 


MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 29) to print, with certain additions, 
the last map of the United States published by the Interior LDe- 
partment, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is adversely reported. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Let it be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr.HALE. I think the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cat} has 
some interest in that joint resolution. 

Mr.CALL. Let the joint resolution goover. I desire to make 
some remarks on it when it will be in order to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will go over. 


ADDITIONAL MEN FOR THE NAVY. 


The bill (S. 1404) authorizing the of the Navy to enlist 
additional men for service in the United States Navy, an: for 
other pw , was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. That bill has been readin full once. I do not ask 
that it be read again, but I have an amendment to offer to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maine will be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to hear the bill read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. HALE. It has been read once; but if any Senator desires 
it to be read again, I have no objection. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I send to the desk an amendment, to be inserte:! in 
line 5 of section 4 of the bill. ‘ - 

The provision of the present bill is altogether too wide. The 
Secretary of the Navy should have no authority to make contracts 
except for naval purposes. Other contracts are always mace by 
the War De ent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. s 

The Secretary. In section 4, line 5, it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘ troops, or for other p ” and insert “ officers 
or men or freight for naval purposes”; so as to make the section 
read: 


The next 


Gao. 4. That whenever in the judgment of the President an exigency exists 
. Secretary N is authorized to 

ny vessel br vessels one may be 
freight for naval pur- 

oan ouch taraen ‘and conditions as 

proper for the protection of the public interest. 


to. ; 
de ALLISON, Tdid’not g the exact purport of the bill 
ae of the phe teen to appoint additional 
8 
officers as he may see fit, under certain circumstances. Are those 


necessary 
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officers to retire with the exigency, or will they continue to be of- 
ficers of the are I do not see anything in relation to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will see from the clause pro- 
viding for such officers that they shall ‘‘ serve only during the con- 
tinuance of the exigency under which their services are required.” 

Mr. ALLISON. They shall serve only for that time, but if they 
are once officers of the Navy, they will remain there under exist- 
ing law, it seems to me. 

{r. CHANDLER. That is not intended. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not objecttoit. I only wanted to know 
the effect of the bill. Ac 

Mr. CALL. I should be very glad to be informed by some one 
whether there is any necessity for this additional force at present; 
is it because of lack of seamen for vessels now in commission, or 
ready to be placed in commission, or is this proposed increase of 
force in reference to future possibilities? 

Mr. HALE. The bill has a double purpose. It provides, first, 
for a thousand additional men, which are needed for ships ready 
to go into commission. It provides, further, as a matter of exi- 
gency, that, should any occasion arise, the Secretary of the Navy 
may summon the Naval Reserve, and enlist them or other men as 
needed temporarily. The officers are to be commissioned only up 
to the grade of lieutenant temporarily. The officers so commis- 
sioned undoubtedly will be officers of these organizations as they 
comein. I do not think, notwithstanding all that has been done 
and said here, and the disposition, perhaps, to arouse a war feel- 
ing, that there will be any war; but I do think, in view of what 
has been done or may be done, that it is wise to give this restricted 

wer to the Secretary of the Navy, to be used whenever the 

sident believes the exigency has arisen. The thousand men 
will be enlisted, and ought to be, and that will be a permanent 
addition. All the rest is conjectural and depends on what may 
occur. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought not the second section to read “‘ the 
President is authorized”? The third section gives the President 
of the United States authority to appoint and commission such 
additional officers not above the rank of second lieutenant, and it 
seems to me that it would be better to provide in the second sec- 
tion for the President to do that. 

Mr. HALE. All of the process of enlistment is done by the Sec- 
retary,and he can not move an inch until the President directs him. 
But the President, of course, as the Senator knows, does not deal 
with the. details of enlistment or taking into the service. That is 
done by the head of the Department. But it all depends upon the 
assumption of the emergency by the President and his directions 
to the ooek 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see it is further provided that the Presi- 
dent may decide the question as to an emergency. 

Mr. HALE. It is ail entirely with the President, and it ought 





to be. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Maine state what is the 
number of the Naval Reserve? 

Mr. HALE. In all the States together it is something less than 
5,000. It is not a large number. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the bill gives the President 
very little more power than he has now as to the militia for army 
purposes. It gives the President, in case of exigency, certain 
power over the Naval Reserve of some of the seacoast States for 
enlistment, equivalent to that which he now has over the land 
militia of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the enlistment confined to the Naval Reserve 
or may the President go outside of it under the bill? 

Mr. HALE. He may go outside. 

Mr. ALLISON. So the number to be enlisted is unlimited. 

Mr. HALE. That depends upon the emergency and the direc- 
tion of the President, undoubtedly. First the Naval Reserve; then 
more if it is needed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is equivalent to calling out the naval 
militia in an exigency, exactly as the militia on land can be called 
out in an exigency. I do not understand that the proposition 
differs in any particular from the existing law as to the Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FINANCIAL POLICY. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. MILLs January 14, 1896, rela- 
tive to United States legal-tender notes outstanding, coinage of 
the silver bullion now in the Treasury, etc., was announced as the 
next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. MILLS. I should like to have a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. We can not agree to the resolution under the 

rule, and I therefore object. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the res- 
goes over. 
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TITLES, PATENTS OF NOBILITY, ETC. 

The bill (S. 654) to prevent citizens of the United States from 
soliciting or receiving and accepting titles, patents of nobility, or 
degrees of honor from foreign nations, and for other purposes, 
was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over, being objected to. 

ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH ARKANSAS. 

The bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and settlement be- 
tween the United States and the State of Arkansas was announced 
as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. An order has been made with reference to 
that bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been made the special 
order for 2 o’clock on the 16th of March. 

ENFORCEMENT OF THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 

Theconcurrent resolution reported by Mr. Davis 
mittee on Foreign Relations, relative to the asserti 
ment of the Monroe doctrine, was announced as 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. GRAY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
rule, 


from the Com- 
n and enforce- 
the next business 


Let that go over. 
The resolution will go over under the 


ESTATE OF JOHN R. BIGELOW. 


The bill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was 
reported from the Committee on Claims with amendments. The 
first amendment was, in line 10, after the word ‘‘ Alexandria,” to 
strike out: 

Also the sum of $1,900, being the amount paid by said Bigelow to the United 
States for the property, he having been deprived of the same, whereby said 
land was wholly lost to said Bigelow; all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 16, after the words “second 
session,” to insert: 

And that this sum be paid to her in full satisfaction of all claims against 
the United States on account of the purchase of the Clermont property in 
July, 1864, by John R. Bigelow and Westel Willoughby and its subsequent 
occupation by the United States. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That th y of the Treasury be 
authorized and directed to pay to Eunice P. Bigelow, adr 
estate of John R. Bigelow, deceased, out of any money in th: 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $254.64, as rent of a tract 


» Secretar und he is hereby, 
ninistratrix of the 
Treasury not 
of land, with the 


buildings thereon, known as Clermont, in Fairfax ( Va., 3 miles 
from Alexandria, as found and set forth by the Court of Claims in its find 
ings of fact reported in House Misceilaneous Document No. 19, Fift ‘cond 
Congress, second session, and that this sum be paid to her in full satisfaction 
of all claims against the United States on account of the purchase of the 


s 
Clermont property in July, 1864, by John R. Bigelow and Westel Willoughby 
and its subsequent occupation by the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELECTRICALLY PROPELLED VESSELS, ETC, 

The bill (S. 1646) providing for certain requirements for vessels 
propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors was announced 
as the next business on the Calendar. 


Mr. QUAY. Let that bill go over. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 


not send the bill over. I have sent word to the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye], and he will comein soon. I think the bill 
ought to be passed. 

Mr.QUAY. Imay withdraw my objection before adjournment. 
I have not seen the bill in the form in which it is reported. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the bill be passed over without prejudice, 
and [ will try to call it up later. 


Mr. QUAY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, 

Mr. QUAY subsequently said: I desire to withdraw the objec- 
tion I thade to the consideration of the bill (S. 1646) providing for 


certain requirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, 
or electric motors. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, andthe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. It proposes that all vessels of 
above 15 tons burden, carrying freight or passengers for hire, 
propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors, shall be made 
subject to all the provisions of section 4426 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to the inspection of hulls and boilers and requiring 
engineers and pilots. All vessels so propelled, without regard to 
tonnage or use, shall be subject to the provisions of section 4412 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the regula- 
tion of steam vessels in passing each other; and to so much of sec- 
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tions 4238 and 4284 of the Revised Statutes, relating to lights, 
fog signals, steering and sailing rules, as the Board of Supervising 
Inspectors shall, by their regulations, deem applicable and prac- 
ticable for their safe navigation. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I believe the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] 
reported this bill from the Committee on Commerce, but the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. Perkins], I think, had a proposition 
similar to the one embodied in the pending bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. This is a substitute prepared by the Commit- 
io on Commerce, and it answers the object I had in view in my 

ill. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator's bill was the measure to which such 
a large number of objections were made. Senators received let- 
ters in relation to it. This bill obviates all those objections. 

Mr. VEST. The pending bill is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES LINSKEY. 


The bill (8.680) for the relief of James Linskey from the oper- 
ation of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the Ter- 
ritories and the District of Columbia to American citizens was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the fhird time, and passed. 


PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEONS IN THE NAVY. 


The bill (S. 1296) to commission passed assistant surgeons in the 
United States Navy, and to provide for their examination pre- 
liminary to their promotion to the grade of surgeon, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that passed as- 
sistant surgeons now borne upon the Navy Register shall be 
commissioned as such by the President, the commissions to bear 
the dates upon which the passed assistant surgeons, respectively, 
received their appointments as such. Hereafter assistant sur- 
geons are to be regularly promoted and commissioned as passed 
assistant surgeons, and passed assistant surgeons as surgeons, sub- 
ject to such examinations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Navy. But no examination of passed assistant surgeons is 
to be ordered until the expiration of six months from the passage 
of the proposed act, during which time promotions shall be made 
as now provided by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SERVICE PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF THE LATE WAR, 


The bill (S. 241) to grant service ae to surviving soldiers 
of the war of the rebellion, with additional amounts to prisoners 
of war, and to repealsection 2 of thepension actof June 27,1890, 
was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Missouri desire that the bill shall be passed over 
without prejudice ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Letitgoover under Rule IX, becauseit will give 
rise to a good deal of debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
under Rule IX. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


The concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. Puen January 
15, 1896, relative to the payment of bonds of the United States 
issued under certain acts at the option of the Government in 
standard silver dollars, etc., was announced as the next business 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the concurrent resolution be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The same order will be made 
with reference to the concurrent resolution. 


JAMES M. WILBUR. 


The bill (S. 758) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust and settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the United 
States and to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as he may be 
justly and equitably entitled to, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave paid some attention to the reading of 
the bill, and I should like to have an explanation of it. It seems 
to —e for paying Mr. Wilbur what may be found due for fur- 
nishing tiling of a heavier weight, he being a contractor, than he 
was required by the contract to furnish. 

I should like to know upon what Ley a when a man, havin 
made acontract with the Government to furnish tiling of the kin 
decided by the Government to be -_ r, of his own motion fur- 
nishes tiling of a heavier weight, he is entitled to the difference. 

Mr. HELL of Oregon. The demand was made by the offi- 
cers representing the Government that the tiling should be of a 
different weight and measurement than that called for by the 


contract. That is the fact. I will say to the Senator from Mis. 
sissippi that this case has been up frequently, and a bill was passe 
at one time, three or four years ago, and vetoed by the Preside); 

the President pointing out certain defects, as he thought, in ¢),; 
bill. The veto was not of a character, as I remember it, which 
went to the justice of the claim at all, but objection was made +, 
the form of the bill. The veto message came here during the | ,<+ 
Congress or the Congress before. The matter was taken up and 
very carefully considered by the Committee on Claims and 4». 
other bill drawn with a view of avoiding the objection sugges). 
by the President. That bill was unanimously agreed to by the 
Committee on Claims and was passed by the Senate. It failiq 

however, to go through the other House, I think. This js ;}), 
same bill, introduced again at thissession. It has been agreed to 
unanimously by the Committee on Claims. 

It seems to me the bill is very carefully drawn. Of course it 
assumes that there was some extra work; it assumes that there 
was some material furnished of a character as to weight and 
measurement different from that required by the contract. There 


has been an investigation heretofore by a commission appointed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury under the direction of the Senate 
committee. It was a commission of experts composed of Solomon 
J. Fague and Archibald Given. They made a report that a cer. 


tain amount was due. 

It is provided that the Secretary of the Treasury, if the bil] 
should become a law, shall make a settlement with Mr. Wilbur 
on the basis of that report, if he deems that report proper. If he 


does not deem it proper, then he is authorized by the bill to ap- 
point a commission of three. persons who are to investigate the 
whole business anew, and report what amount, if any, under all 
the circumstances, is justly and equitably due the tment for 
any loss he has sustained by furnishing a different kind of material 
than the contract called for in the first place, and also for any 


additional work. That is the purport of the bill. Itseems to me 
the bill is weil ded, and that there is no opportunity for any 
injustice to be done to the Government. I am satisfied froin an 
examination of this case on two or three different occasions that 
some amount is justly and equitably due Mr. Wilbur. 

Mr. KYLE. Did the contractor make the changes with the 
“es and at the suggestion of the Government officers’ 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 
Mr. KYLE. Then I see no reason why the bill should not be 


passed. 
Mr. GEORGE. Some years ago, when I was a member of the 


Committee on Claims, I remember that this claim was referred 
to me as a subcommittee to investigate its justice. Of course my 
memory is not now accurate as to details, but I remember that 
after a very careful examination of the case I concluded ani so 


reported to the committee, and on it they acted, as I now remem- 
ber, that there was no just claim on the part of Mr. Wilbur to 
demand anything more. 


The case may have changed somewhat since. I am aware that 
claims do change as they grow older. The case as it appeared to 
me was simply this: Mr. Wilbur was a contractor to do certain 


work upon the t-office building, I think, in New York; some 
building there. He had a contract to furnish tiling of a certain 
weight and kind, and on his own motion tiling of another weight 
and kind, probably better (I think it was proven that tlic tiling 
which he Furnished was better than the tiling he contracted to 
supply}, was furnished. On that state of facts I reached the con- 
clusion, and it seems to me to be a correct one, that when a 
contract has been made in pursuance with the law a contractor 
is not to be permitted to vary the coutract and, although he may 
vary it beneficially, make a claim for the extra benefit to the 
United States arising from the variation. 

That is the way the case appeared to me about ten or twelve 
years ago, and a been said by the Senator from Oregon 
|Mr. MITCHELL] which changes my opinion on that subject. If 
the law requires contracts to be made after advertisement and 
everybody has a right to bid, and a man bids to furnish material 
of a certain weight and character, and then after he gets the con- 
tract, after he excludes all bidders, then, without competition 
with other parties, furnishes material of a different weight and 
character and asks for compensation, I think he is not entitled to 
be paid therefor. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will only say in reply that this 
bill has heretofore passed the Senate unanimously, and | sce 10 
good reason why it should not pass again. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIEUT. 8S. 8. JORDAN AND CAPT. E. OC. CARTER. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 65) to authorize Lieut. Sidney 5. 
Jordan, Fifth United States Artillery, and Capt. Edward ©. Car- 
ter, assistant surgeon, United States Army, to accept medals from 
= — Government, was considered as in Committee of the 
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The joint resolution was re rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

WAR IN CUBA, 

The resolution submitted by Mr. CALL January 16, 1896, and 
reported adversely by Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, calling for dispatches of United States consuls 
relating to the war now carried on in Cuba, was announced as 
the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr.CALL. The resolution may be stricken from the Calendar, 
as the report has been made and printed for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and has been before the Senate for 

me time. 
ar. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be indefi- 
nitely postponed at the request of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL]. 

REAR-ADMIRAL W. A, KIRKLAND. 


The bill (S. 1676) authorizing Rear-Admiral W. A. Kirkland to | 
accept a gold box presented to him by the Emperor of Germany 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill (S. 36) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act.for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands,” was announced as the next busi- | 
ness in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

NAVAL TRAINING STATION, SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR, 

The bill (S. 744) providing for a naval training station on the 
Island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
with anamendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is merely, authorized to estab- 
lish a training station for naval apprentices on the Island of Yerba Buena 
(or Goat Island), in the harbor of Francisco, Cal.; and said Secretary is 
authorized to designate two officers of the Navy, and the Secretary of War 
is authorized to designate one officer of the Army, said three officers to con- 
stitute a board, who shall select and assign so much of said island as may be 
n for the purpose of establishing said naval training station; and the 


site so selected, when aoproved by the President, shail be, by virtue of this 
act, transferred to the Navy Department for the purposes of said naval 


SEC. That ail peepee of the Navy whether ata training station or 
on board an apprentice training ship, shall be additional to the number of 
enlisted persons allowed by law for the Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] whether the Government owns Goat Island? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Government owns the island. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the size of the island? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is nearly a mile square and contains some- 
thing less than 500 acres. It is unoccupied for any purpose now 
except as a station for the Light-House Bureau. The report of 
the ieenehaty of the Navy earnestly recommends the passage of 
the bill. I will state that there is no training station or place on 
the Pacific Coast where boys can enlist as apprentices. As Sena- 
tors know, the coast of California alone extends as far as the coast 
line from Maine to Georgia. There are over 3,000 miles of coast 
from the lowest portion of California to the northern boundary of 
Alaska. Itis not only important that this station should be estab- 
lished so that we may train up our boys and enlist them in the 





scree EE 


Navy, butit is a measure in which our people on the coast are very 
much in There is no possible objection to the bill, and I 
— it will be , 

r. MITC LL of Oregon. I hope so sincerely. I join cor- 


dially with the Senator from California in expressing the hope 
that the bill ma without del 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Th ‘ak Sas orfiered to be d readi i 
e was 0: to be engrossed for a third reading, reac 
the third time, and passed. 
STEAM REVENUE CUTTER. 


The bill (S. 1478) providing for the construction and equipment 
of a steam revenue cutter for service on the Atlantic Coast of the 
United States, with headquarters at the port of New York, was 

as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appro- 
priate $250,000 for the construction and equipment of a steam 


Th 
e question is on agreeing to 


tt 
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revenue cutter of the first class for service on the Atlantic Coast 
of the United States, with headquarters at the port of New York. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DRY DOCK AT KEY WEST, FLA. 

The bill (S. 1243) for the construction of a dry dock at Key 
West, Fla., was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill having been reported 


| adversely, it will go over under Rule LX. 


ORIN R. M’DANIEL. 
The bill (S. 541) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Orin R. McDaniel, late an enrolled soldier of Company H, 


| Sixty-fourth Regiment Ulinois Volunteers, upon the records of 
that company as enrolled December 26, 1863, and discharged Feb- 
ruary 14, 1864, for disability, and to grant him an honorable dis- 


charge accordingly, as of date February 14, 1864, for disability. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, amd passed. 
CONSTRUCTION OF RAILROAD BRIDGES. 

The bill (S. 213) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota 
or James River; and across the Mississippi River between the 
mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and 
South Port, in the State of Louisiana; and across the llinois and 

| Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illinois and the city 
of Joliet, in the State of Lllinois; and to prescribe the character, 
| location, and dimensions of the same, was considered as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee 


on Commerce with 
emendments. 


The tirst amendment was,in section 1, line 10, to strike out 

| “South Port” and insert ‘‘ Donaldsonville.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section 18, line 3, to strike out 
‘*South Port” and insert ‘‘ Donaldsonville.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, line 8, to strike out 
**South Port” and insert ‘‘ Donaldsonville.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 20, line 28, after the word 
‘*War,” to insert the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be held or construed to re- 
peal or modify any of the provisions of law now existing in referet to the 
protection of the navigation of rivers, or toexempt the bridges built under 
the provigens of this act from the provisions of existing law: And provided 
further, That nothing herein contained shall be held to modify, repeal, or 


affect any franchise, charter, or privilege heretofore granted under 
virtue of any existing law authorizing the construction of any bridge wit 
the limits included in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. There is an amendment tothe bill that I do not 
recognize. I do not know how the word ‘‘ Donaldsonville” came 
to be in the bill. I should like to hear an an explanation of that 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not understand the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. I say there is an amendment proposed to the 
bill that I do not recognize. It is the word ‘‘ Donaldsonville” 
inserted in the bill instead of ‘‘ South Port.” 

Mr. VEST. That is an amendment in regard to the limitations 
on the Lower Mississippi. 

Mr. NELSON. That was not the limitation we agreed upon in 
committee. 

Mr. VEST. It is the limitation. 

Mr. NELSON. That would limit it as to certain territory, and 
we agreed on a limitation other than that; that the bridges here 
authorized to be constructed should not interfere with existing 
charters. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, and that is the way I understand the 
amendment to read. The amendment is just as it was reported 
from the committee. If the Senator will read it again he will see. 

Mr. FRYE. It strikes out ‘‘South Port” and inserts ‘“‘ Donald- 
sonville,” that is all. 

Mr. VEST. That is all. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to have the bill laid aside tempo- 
rarily. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will not delay 
the passage of the bill. A similar bill has heretofore passed the 
Senate twice and is now upon its passage the third time. 

Mr. NELSON. I do not want to delay the passage of the bill, 
but does not the amendment inserting ‘‘ Donaldsonville” have the 
effect to leave a certain zone exempt from the operations of the 
bill, from New Orleans up to Donaldsonville? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir: Ido not understand that it leaves it ex- 
empt. It provides that the bill shall not change any charter or 
any right to build a bridge under certain limitations heretofore 
granted. I did not think the amendment was necessary when the 






bill was considered in the committee, but a majority of the com- 
mittee thought so, and I acceded to the wish of the majority. 

Mr. NELSON. Ido not think that the amendment inserting 
*‘ Donaldsonville” ought to be in the bill, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be stricken out, then. 

Mr. NELSON, If I understand the effect of the amendmentin 
the bill, it is to leave a certain territory there which is now occu- 
pied by one particular railroad company with a right to bridge 
the river so that no other company can build a bridge below Don- 
aldsonville. Is not that the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; Ido not understand that to be the effect 
of it. The meaning of the amendment, as the committee under- 
stood it, was simply that the company which is now constructing 
a bridge there should not be deprived of the privilege heretofore 
granted to that company. 

Mr. NELSON. Thatisright. That is the amendment as I un- 
derstood it, but Ido not know why the term ‘‘ Donaldsonville” 
was placed in the bill. That is a point quite a distance above 
New Orleans, at the mouth of Bayou Lafourche, in Louisiana. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. NELSON. Ido not understand why the bill is limited to 
that point instead of extending clear down to New Orleans. 

Mr. VEST. it was changed at the instance of some member of 
the committee in order to do exactly what I have stated. The 
chairman of the committee has a copy of the bill in his hands. I 
have it not before me, or I could e fain it more fully. 

Mr. FRYE. I was going to ask the Senator whether that 
change was not made to save the rights of a charter which already 
exists for building a ee in the neighborhood of New Orleans? 

Mr. VEST. So I stated. 

Mr. FRYE. That exception has been made. It was made in 
the last bill and the bill before because there was a charter 
already granting authority to build a bridge above New Orleans 
and near that city. 

Mr. NELSON. But that is not the amendment we on 
in committee. We agreed on a general amendment that the bill 
should not interfere with rights already granted. The trouble 
with this amendment is that it makes a territorial limitation, in- 
stead of being a general amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. But it leaves it entirely open for anyone who de- 
sires to build a bridge to apply to Congress for permission. 

Mr. NELSON. Not below Donaldsonville. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; below Donaidsonville. 
derstand, to apply for a special act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; it would require a special act to 
bridge the river below Donaldsonville. 

Mr. FRYE. Below Donaldsonville it would require a special 
act: that is all. 

Mr. NELSON. That is not what we agreed on in committee. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will look at the amendment on page 
16 he will find that there is no difficulty as to the point he makes. 
That amendment simply provides— 

That nothing in this act shall be held or construed to repeal or modify any 
of the eeew ions of law now existing in reference to the protection of the 
navigation of rivers, or to exempt the bridges built under the provisions of 
this act from the provisions of existing law: And provided further, That 
nothing herein contained shall be held to modify, repeal, or affect any fran- 
chise, charter, or privilege heretofore gran under or by virtue of any 
existing law authorizing the construction of any bridge within the limits 
included in this act. 

Mr. BERRY. If I remember aright, the senior Senator from 
Louisiana {[Mr. CAFFERY], who is not in the Chamber at present, 

























































It is still open, I un- 


should not be prohibited from building down below Do 


not pro to interfere with a charter 
should have the privilege under the bill of b 
sired to do so. 

Mr. VEST. They have that privilege. 
that eee. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Senator from Maine to sa: 
now that it would require a special act to authorize it. I 
think the Senator from Louisiana understood it that way. 
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was especially desirous in the committee that other ene 
dson- 

ville, and that as the bill was agreed on in committee, while it was 
ae granted, others 
ilding, if they de- 


We do not take away 


just 
o not 


Mr.NELSON. Ihavethe amendment located, and it was not the 

d on in committee. Section 18 in the orig- 
e bill between the mouth of the Ohio River and 
South Port, La. The question was raised as to the object of limit- 
ing it within that territory, and it was said for the purpose of 
a right that had already been given to bridge the river, 
and the point was that it was unnecessary to limit it territorially, 
that we could put ina clause at the end of the bill by which exist- 





act as to any territory in the future. This would make as sacred 
a zone below Donaldsonville on the Mississippi River, which was 
not intended by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to striking it out. 

Mr. NELSON. Unless the amendment is left out, I shall hayo 
to ask that the bill be allowed to go over. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to making the 
amendment conform to the understanding of the committee, | 
think it does now, but if the Senator from Minnesota wants to 
have it changed, let the change be made. 

mee ee ane the megs me ad in aie 18, striking 
out *‘Sou ort” and inserting ‘‘ Don: nville” be disagreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. =" 

Mr. FRYE. And wherever else it occurs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It occurs me I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair is under the impres- 
sion that it occurs three times. It first occurs in section 1. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment substituting ‘‘ Donaldson- 
ville” for ‘‘South Port” wherever it occurs be disagreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, there are three of those amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
vote by which the amendments were agreed to will bereconsidere, 

Mr. VEST. Wherever the words ‘‘South Port” occur in to 
original bill let them be put back and the word ‘‘ Donaldsonyille” 
be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The three amendments where 
*“*South Port” has been stricken out and ‘‘ Donaldsonville” in- 
serted will be considered as di to, if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears no objection. e other amendment of the com- 
mittee is agreed to. e bill is still in Committee of the Whole 
and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ameni- 
whe Dit wan Seema Geto engrossed: 9 

e bill was or to or a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be announced. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Before to the consideration of an- 
other bill, I simply desire to say that the Senator from Minnesota 

Mr. NELSON] is entirely correct in his statement with regard to 

e amendment. I was not in the Chamber at the time the })il! 
was brought up. The amendment included all from the mouth 
of the Ohio River to Donaldsonville, South Port having bun 
stricken out of the original bill, so as to give the privilege of the 


construction of bridges across the Mississippi River within this 
territory. I indorse fully all the remarks which were made in 
regard to that amendment. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE AT LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 

The bill (S. 1353) to revive and reenact the act entitled ‘An act 
to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, 
Ark.,” approved March 2, 1891, was considered as in Committee 
of the ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR PENSACOLA, FLA. 

The bill (S. 295) ing an appropriation for the improvement 
of the road to the far cemetery near Pensacola, Fla. was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. The bill proposes to ap- 
—— $10,000 for shelling or otherwise improving the roadway 

om Pensacola, Fla., to the national cemetery near that city, to be 
expended under the direction of the of War. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passe. 
NATIONAL CEMETERY AT FORT DONALDSON, TENN. 

The bill (S. 174) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn., was soae gt nee tee Scan of ve Whole. It 
oder th to appropriate ’ or urpose of constructing, 
under the direction of the of War, a macadamized road, 
or a road partly of gravel and of stone, from the river land- 
ing or its bere in the town of Dover, Tenn., to the national! 
cemetery near old Fort Donaldson, the right of way to be not !v-s 
than 50 feet in width, first being to the United States to 





























gt the ground over which the road shall run. 
© bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be fora third reading, read the third time, and pas~: 1. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee | \'". 
Bate], who the bill from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that possibly it = be well to say “ Fort Donaldson 
near Dover.” title as it stands would convey 4 

very indefinite idea to a 














ing charters should be protected. As the am t is now stranger. Itsays “to construct a rool 

framed in the bill, there is a zone below Donaldsonville that we | to the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn.” It should be to !:'t 

exempt as sacred under the bill which should be covered by the | Donaldson Cemetery. 

bill. We simply aim by the amendment. to protect existingrights| Mr. BATE. It is shown very distinctly in the body of the i! 

to build bridges. that it is for the construction of a road from Dover, Tenn., to ‘Le 
Mr. VEST. That is right. motions! ennstery nee A Pert Dunsiieen, which is » pert ol 
Mr. NELSON. But not to cut off the operation of this proposed ! the battlefield of Donaldson. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Who knows that it means Fort Donaldson | pose to retire at the retiring pay of three-fourths—waiting orders. 


Jemetery? 
“— CO KRELL. The bill itself says “ce to the national oume- 
tery near old Fort Donaldson.” 
Mr. HAWLEY. Iam quite well aware of that, but people look 


to the title of a bill, and expect it to convey an idea of the con- | 


tents. I merely made the suggestion. 

Mr. BATE. Iwill consent that the title be amended as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that the title be amended so as to 


read, “A bill to construct a road to the national cemetery at Dover, | 


near Fort Donaldson, Tenn.” 
Mr. BATE. That is all right. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title will be amended as | 


suggested by the Senator from Connecticut, in the absence of ob- 
jection. 
JOHN H. SKINNER. 

The bill (S. 340) to amend the military record of John H. Skin- 
ner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of War to place on the muster rolls of Company G, 
Eleventh Kentucky Cavalry, the name of John H. Skinner, and 
give him onl y and allowances as supernumerary second lieu- 
tenant from March 81, 1863, to November 1, 1863, or such portion 
of the time as he actually performed the duties of supernumerary 
second lieutenant. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

sf. LOUIS AND OKLAHOMA CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1445) to authorize the St. Louis and Oklahoma 
City Railroad Company to construct and operate arailway through 
the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, that is a bill which was reported 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs for a right of way in the 
Indian Territory. Since it was —— the House of Represent- 
atives has passed a similar bill, House bill 1691, which has been 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. It is like the Sen- 
ate bill, except there are one or two changes which are in the 
nature of better safeguards. I move that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 1691) to authorize the St. Louis and Oklahoma City Rail- 
road Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes, and that 
it be substituted for the Senate bill which has been reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none,and itisso ordered. The Senate bill will be indefinitely 
postponed and the House bill relating to the same subject will be 
now considered, in the absence of objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill ns R. 1691) to authorize the St. Louis and Okla- 
homa City a to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian and Makcma Territories, and for other pur- 

OSes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN O’KEANE, 


The bill (8S. 167) for the relief of John O’Keane, of the State of 
Washington, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The was reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 5, after the words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out 
“ forty-five” and insert “‘ twenty-five”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and to pay to John O’Keane, of the State of Washington, 
sum of $25, as due him for services as a farmer in charge of Tu — 


Indian Agency, Washington Territory, for the month of October, 1882, an 
not heretofore paid to =. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The bill (8.1701) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter ei coe consi: as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what is the difference 
between en of the bill and existing law? 

Mr. FR existing law simply retired those who were 
incapacitated at the time it was enacted. The Secretary of the 


says that in a short time, unless this bill s be- 
come a he will be in same situation he was then, with 
men at the head of the service who can not be retired and their 
places filled. This makes ision for regular retirement as the 
Officers become 64 old or become incapacitated. 
Mr. What is the difference in pay? 
Mr. FRYE. The difference 


in pay is that in ie cuntey civil 
Sppropriation act we retired on half pay and in this bill we pro- 


These men were all on waiting orders, as the Senator remembers, 

| before we retired them heretofore. 

| Mr.COCKRELL. The bill practically places ti 

| ity with the army and navy officer 
Mr. FRYE. Except that they do 

the Senator will remember 


| Mr. SEWELL. 


em on an equal- 


not have the same salaries, 
, by about 25 per cent 


I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
| the provision in this bill is 25 per cent of the present provision of 
| longevity or 20 per cent? 

Mr. FRYE. No; 25 percent. Itis the same as it isin the Navy. 


Mr. SEWELL. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to know why the officers of this serv- 
ice should not have the same salaries as those of the Navy? 

Mr. FRYE. Because the law never provided the same salaries 
for them, and they are content with this. 

Mr. CALL. That is not a very good reason, 

Mr. FRYE. No, it is not a very good reason; but they are con- 
tent, and they are the hardest worked men in the country. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRESERVATION OF HERDS AND FLOCKS. 

The next business in order was the resolution submitted by Mr. 
WARREN January 20, 1896, directing the attention of the ( ommit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry to the late unprecedented shrink- 
age in numbers and values of farm animals throughout the 
United States, as shown by the last published reports of the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

Mr. BERRY. That resolution has not been referred to a com- 
mittee, as I understand? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
mittee. 

Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. HARRIS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
out prejudice. 


It has not been referred to a com- 


Let 1t 
The resolution will go over with- 


£o over. 


MARGARET KENNEDY, 


The bill (S.753) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the payment 
to Margaret Kennedy, the widow and sole executrix of John Ken- 
nedy, deceased, of $3,000, less any sum heretofore paid her in pur- 
suance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of Margaret Kennedy,” approved October 19, 1888; but the amount 
herein provided is to be in full compensation for all claim or de- 
mand on her part as the executrix of John Kennedy, deceased, or 
of the claim or demand of the heirs or representatives of John Ken- 
nedy by reason of timber, fences, fruit trees, and other property 
taken and used by the Army of the United States during the late 
war of the rebellion from the farm of John Kennedy in the Dis 
trict of Columbia, being the farm on which Fort Sedgwick was 
erected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COMMODORE LOUIS C. SARTORI. 

The bill (S. 641) to promote Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now 
on the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list, 
in accordance with his original position on the Navy Register 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 


, was 


with an amendment, to strike out section 2 and insert as a substi- 
tute therefor the following: 

Sec. 2. That upon a pow as authorized by this act, he shall be allowed 
the pay of a rear-admiral on account of age, in conformity with the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1873, but no additional back pay shall be allowed 


Mr. CHANDLER. The word “additional” should be left out. 
It rather weakens than strengthens the clause. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out the word ‘ additional.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SzcrETARY. In line 4 of the amendment, after the word 
‘‘no,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ additional”; so as to read: 

But no back pay shall be allowed, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What kind of pay does the bill now carry— 
longevity only? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It only gives the commodore, now 80 years 
of age, the retired pay of a rear-admiral for the future, for so long 
as he lives after the passage of this act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does it not give it to him from the time he 
was entitled to be promoted? 

Mr. GIBSON. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It does not. That was struck out of the 
bill. The section stricken ont prohibits that; and he is only to 
receive compensation from the date of the passage of the act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then why not strike ont the words *‘ but 
no additional back pay shall be allowed,” and simply say ‘‘ to take 
effect from and after the passage of this act’? 
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Mr. CHANDLER. It says ‘‘ upon promotion.” The Senator 
will see that it is as clear as it can be made; only I thought the 
word ‘ additional” weakened instead of steengthened the pro- 
vision: 

That upon promotion— 

That is, from commodore to rear-admiral— 


as authorized by this act, he shall be allowed the pay of a rear-admiral on 
account of age, in conformity with the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1878, but no back pay shall be allowed. 

That is as clear as it can be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It now reads: 


He shall be allowed the pay of # rear-admiralon account of age, in con- 
formity with the act of Congress approved March 3, 1873. 

If that law gives him any back pay, he would get it from the 
date of that law, because he is to be allowed pay in conformity 
and in pursuance of that law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is only the retired pay of a rear-ad- 
miral. I have not the act before me, but I think I can not be mis- 
taken. I will state to the Senator that that only gives him three- 

uarters pay of an admiral, the retired pay, ‘‘ but no back pay 
shall be allowed.” 

I am sure it is right, and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gib- 
SON] will correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator's statement is entirely correct, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the amendment does not convey the 
~_ that he shall not receive any pay prior to the taking effect of 

is act. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is exactly the intention of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri may add: 

Or any increased compensation whatever prior to the date of this act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; and add: 

But no back pay or compensation of any kind shall be allowed prior to the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Letit read: 

But no back pay shall be allowed, nor any additional compensation what- 
ever prior to the passage of this act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘*pay,” in line 5 of the new 
section 2 as reported by the committee, it is proposed to insert: 

Nor any additional compehsation whatever for any time prior to the pas- 
sage of this act. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let the whole section be read as proposed to 
be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sere. 2. That upon promotion, as authorized by this act, he shall be allowed 
the pay of a rear-admiral on account of age, in conformity with the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1873, but no back pay nor any additional com- 
— whatever for any time prior to the passage of this act shall be 

Mr. HALE. That is right. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


COMMODORE OSCAR C, BADGER. 


The bill (8. 642) for the relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
President to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint Commodore Oscar C. Badger, now on the 
retired list of the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list, to take 
effect on and from the 12th day of August, A. D. 1885. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. DULL. 


The bill (S. 716) to correct the naval history of John C, Dull was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to correct the naval history of John C. Dull, a 
landsman on the United States vm sentie during the war with 
Mexico, so as to relieve him of the charge of desertion, and to give 
to Dull an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PORT HUDSON (LA.) FORLORN HOPE STORMING COLUMN. 

The bill (S. 982) to t medals to survivors and heirs of the 
Port Hudson (La.) forlorn hope storming column was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER FOR GULF COAST OF FLORIDA, 


The bill (S. 656 renee $125,000 for the construction of 
a light-house tender for the Gulf coast of Florida was considers 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in line 3, to strike 
out ‘‘one hundred and twenty-five” and insert ‘‘seventy-five ”: so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., . be, x of any 
money in the BS creek chareie aene eet: ‘o 
a light-house tender for the Gulf coast of Florida, to be constructed under 
plans made by the Light-House Board, and to be in all respects seaworthy 
and suited to the service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reag 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill appropriating 
$75,000 for the construction of a light-house tender for the Gulf 
coast of Florida.” 


REVENUE CUTTER FOR SERVICE IN GULF OF MEXICO. 


The bill (S. 1347) for the construction of a steam revenue cutter 
for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters was ¢on- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury to have constructed, at a cost of not exceeding 
$150,000, a steam revenue cutter of the first class, for service in 
the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ARREST OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CUBA, 

The resolution submitted by Mr. CALL January 21, 1896, rela- 
tive to the arrest of Mark E. Rodriguez and Luis Someillan and 
son, citizens of the United States, in Cuba, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The resolution was reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations with an amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘* Habana,” 
to strike out ‘‘ and if no just cause for such arrests exists, to de- 
mand their immediate release”; so as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be nested, if not in- 
compatible with the public interest, to report to the Senate respecting the 
arrest and forcible removal of Mark E. Rodriguez, a citizen of the United 
States, on board the United States mail steamer Olivette.in the harbor of 
Habana, on Wednesday, the 15th instant; also respecting the arrest of Luis 
Someillan and his son, citizens of the United States, in the city of Habana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

_ BP. 8. CORBETT. 

The bill (S. 6) for the relief of P. S. Corbett was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. ’ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, to add at the end thereof the following provis»: 


Provided, That no allowance shall be nade except for money actually ex- 
pended and services actually rendered in good faith. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the accounts of P. S. Corbett, formerly United 


States marshal of the State of Nevada, be readjusted by the Treasury De- 
yartment, and that the services rendered and expenses incurred |)y said 
borbett in his various attempts to arrest | E. Spencer, and for at- 
tempting to arrest persons charged with selling liquor to Indians, be allowed 
under the head of “ Extraordinary expense account *’; and also that the said 
Corbett be credited with full mileage, as provided in section 837 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States applicable to the marshals of Oregon and 


Nevada, from the place of arrest to the place of commitment: Provided, 


That no allowance shall be made except for money actually expended and 
services actually rendered in good faith. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS ON ACCOUNT OF PIUTE INDIAN INSURRECTION. 


The bill (S.5) referring to the Treasury Department the claims 
of sundry persons for examination, adjustmept, and report to 
Congress was considered as in Committee of the Whole. !t pro- 
poses that the claims of persons whose property was taken ot 
who rendered services, furnished money or supplies to the volun- 
teer forces under the command of Col. John ©. Hays or under 
the command of Maj. William Ormsby during the insurrection of 
the Piute Indians in 1860, within the territorial limits of the pres- 
ent State of Nevada, shall be referred tothe Treasury Department 
for examination, adjustment, and report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment: wrdered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS OF PACIFIC COAST STATES. 

The bill (S. 1650) to reimburse the States of California, Ores0?, 
and Nevada for moneys by them nded in the suppress!00 of 
the rebellion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | It 
proposes to appropriate the sums hereinafter mentioned to rvil- 
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1896. 


burse and to be paid to the States of California, Oregon, and Ne- 
yada for moneys by them expended in aid of the United States in 
the war of rebellion. to wit: 

To the State of California, $3,951,915.42. 

To the State of Oregon, $335,152.88. 

To the State of Nevada, $404,040.70. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think this bill ought to be explained bysome- 
body who knows about it or that the report at least should be read. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I can give in five minutes all the ex- 
planation that will be necessary. ' 

Previous to the breaking out of the war the compensation paid 
to army and navy officers, army officers particularly, as they are 
referred to entirely, was larger on the Pacific Coast and in that 
region than in the East. In the latter part of 1861, after the war 


broke out, the law making the difference in compensation was | 


repealed. The people in the West, of course, were familiar with 
the compensation which had been paid, and there was great diffi- 
culty in supplying volunteers as rapidly as required. The States 
were et upon by the executive officers and the army officers 
and urged to furnish soldiers immediately for emergencies which 
existed. The overland route was cut off, and they wanted to move 
an army east to open communication between the Pacific and the 
Atlantic. The States made the appropriation, borrowing the 
money to pay for it, which just about equalized the compensation 
with what it had been before. It was done in a case of necessity. 

The claims have been examined by the board of war claims ex- 
aminers; the items of account haveall been verified, and the sim- 
ple question is whether the Government will pay these claims for 
obligations which the States incurred in anticipation that the Gov- 


ernment would pay them, with an assurance from the officers that | 
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board of war claims spent a year on it, examining it in detail, 
and they recommend it, recognizing its equity. The War De 
partment recommends it and reports favorably on it. The report 
is here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


Let us understand the point. 
Mr. WHITE. 


If the Senator from Nevada | Mr. STEWART] and 


| the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER] will allow me, 


| such officers and men by the United States law, and that t! 





I will state that at the last session of Congress a similar bill was 
passed in the Senate as an amendment to an appropriation bill, 
but in conference it was eliminated, and I suppose the Senator 
from New Hampshire, who gives very patient consideration to 
everything, has perhaps familiarized himself with the rather volu- 


| minous report on the subject. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Such a bill was also passed in the 
Congress before. It has passed the Senate several times. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course it is something of an argument in 
favor of a measure that it has once passed the Senate or twice 
passed the Senate or three times passed the Senate. Still possibly 


| some measure might be proposed here that had passed before which 


might not be meritorious. 
case. 

Do I understand that the United States has already paid for the 
compensation of the officers and men of the California, Oregon, 
and Nevada troops up to the amount of the pay which was allowed 


I wish to get at the exact point in the 


s1IsS Aa 
| proposition to reimburse California, Nevada, and Oregon for extra 
| compensation to officers and men paid by those States, so that 
| the officers and men of those States received larger pay than troops 


they would be paid from time to time as the Government appro- | 


priated the money. No claim has been presented for money paid 
out on the Pacific Coast, outside of this, notwithstanding ion 
was a great deal of money = This money was expended 
directly in making up the difference in compensation. I do not 
now recollect the exact amount, but there have been some thirty 
or forty million dollars appropriated to the other States, and I 
think these claims stand on as high a ground and that the equities 
are the same. 

That is the opinion of those who have examined the matter. 
There have been many reports in favor of the claims, several 
reports being made by the Committee on Military Affairs. Two 
reports, I think, have come from the Committee on Claims. A 
similar billonce passed the Senate. Similar bills have been favor- 
ably reported in the other House several times. It is a tedious 
matter to examine, but the result of all examinations has led to 
one conclusion, and I hope the bill may be passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I donot quite understand the Senator from 
Nevada. Ofcourse the sum that is to be paid to California is 
very large, some $3,000,000, which amount was paid out by that 
State, I understand, for military expenses in the war for the 
Union. Am I correct? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course then itis to be assumed that these 
were bona fide military expenditures of the State of California, 
and as such the State should have been reimbursed. Why was it 
not reimbursed? Why do we have here thirty years after the 
war a claim of this kind which the Senator from Nevada under- 
stands to be very just? What is the peculiarity of the claim that 
has prevented its adjustment long before this? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no peculiarity in the claim except 
as I shall state. Those States were called upon to furnish troops, 
as were the other States, and instead of furnishing a given num- 
ber of soldiers, fitting them out, they contributed to make up the 
difference between the compensation as it stood after 1861 and 
what it was previous to thattime. Previous to that time the com- 

sation there was higher than in the East. That was the ob- 
jection to enlistment. The people thought the repeal of that law 
was unfair, and it became necessary, in order to fill up the regi- 
ments and to get soldiers promptly, to put back the compensation 
to the customary . 

The States did it. The Government has reimbursed all the 
States which raised regiments and paidthetroops. Instead of rais- 
ing regiments and paying the soldiers, these States did that which 
was much more effective—they made up the difference in compen- 
sation. The money thus expended was much more effective than 
it would have been if used in any other way. The amount of 
money that those States furnished would not have put nearly so 
many soldiers in the field nor would it have accomplished so good a 
yespoanasie did directed in the way it was. Thatis the way it was 
done. It has got to be an old claim, having been put over, just as 
itmay be put over again. It has been up here for ten or fifteen 
years. We have been trying to get it passed all the while. The 
claims have been examined thoroughly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There has been a recent thorough 
examination of the whole matter by the Department. 

Mr. STEWART. The Department has examined it, and the 





elsewhere did? Is this extra compensation? 
Mr. STEWART. It may be viewed in that light to some ex- 


tent. That is the main body of the claim, it is true; but the con- 


| dition out in that country was such that it became necessary to 


doit. The States were advised and urged to do it, and they did it 
in good faith. It was very effective. 


It was not like extr ym 
pensation here, because, taking for example Nevada, wages were 
very high. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, are we supposed to be 


proceeding under the five-minute rule? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is proceeding under 
the five-minute rule. 
Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
CHANDLER] is through—— 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New Hampshire i 


not 
through, bu¢ he will hear the Senator from Tenn¢ 


sssee | Mr. Har 


is]. 

Mr. HARRIS. The remark that I would make would cut off 
further discussion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I beg the Senator from 
kindly to withhold his remark. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not interfere with the Senator from New 
Hampshire while he holds the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator from Nevada a ques- 
tion by way of illustration. Where other officers in the Union 
Army got $100 a month, California paid her officers $200 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Where another soldier got $12 California 
paid $24, and now we are proposing to reimburse California for 
this extra payment to her troops. Is that the case? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; but not to that extent. At that time 
wages in those States were three times as high as they were in the 
Atlantic States. 

Mr. TELLER. 


Tennessee 


And the expenses of living also. 

Mr.STEWART. And living expenses and everything else were 
three times as high. The repeal of the law providing for the dif- 
ference in compensation was regarded as a great calamity, and the 
States were appealed to patriotically to help out the Union by 
making the appropriations. They did so under the urgent call of 
the officers who were located in that country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How many States are in this condition? 

Mr. STEWART. Three States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oregon, California, and Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator know of any other State 
which paid its officers and soldiers such extra | 

Mr. STEWART. It does not apply to any others. 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill proposes to appropriate several mil- 
lion dollars upon what seems to me a very questionable principle. 
I do not think we can satisfactorily discuss and consider and un- 
derstand it under the five-minute rule. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE, 


The bill (S. 1469) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which 
letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


pay? 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Patents with an 
amendment, in line 28, after the word ‘‘ effect,” to insert the 
words ‘including right of appeal”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compen- 
sation for the use of his alleged invention relating to poctertiee for rifled 
cannon, for which letters pateut were ordered to issue March 25, 1852, by the 
United States Government, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the 
Court of Claims of the United States, which court is hereby vested with ju- 
risdiction in the premises, and whose duty it shall be to hear and determine, 
omording} its usual rules of procedure— 

First. Whether the said Woodbridge was the original and first inventor of 
the said invention and entitled to a patent therefor. 

Second. To what extent the said invention has been used by the United 
States Government, and what amount of compensation, if any, the said Wood- 
bridge ought to receive in equity and justice from the Uni States Govern- 
ment for the past use of said invention. And inconsideringand determining 
the compensation to be made, if any, the said court shall, if it find that the 
said Woodbridge was the first and original inventor of said invention, and 
entitled toa patent at the time of its order to issue, namely, March 25, 1852, 

oceed and poe in all respects as though the aforesaid letters patent 
Baa been actually issued for the term of seventeen years from the date of the 
aforesaid order to issue; the court to render judgment, irre: tive of lapse 
of time, in favor of the claimant, h the same effect, including right of ap- 
peal, as judgments generally of said court. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. , . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


M. D, CROW, 


The bill (S.516) for the relief of M.D. Crow was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It to credit the account of 
M. D. Crow, late tmaster at lo, in the State of Colorado, 
with $1,082.62, being the amount necessarily expended by him in 
conducting the business of that post-office at Pueblo, Colo., from 
the ist day of April, 1885, to June 30, 1889, in excess of the amount 
allowed him by the Post-Office mt. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH SCHWARZ. 


The bill (S. 1570) for the relief of Joseph Schwarz was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator repoting that bill is absent, 
and it needs explanation. I ask that it may go over without 
rejudice. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 


FLAG OF ELEVENTH NEW HAMPSHIRE VOLUNTEERS. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 24) for the return to the State of New 
Hampshire of the flag of the Eleventh Regiment of New Hamp- 
ee Infantry was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 





MARKING OF VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 1424) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
section 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of ves- 
sels’ names at bow and stern, and also to provide for ing the 
draft,” ap proved February 21, 1891, was considered as in . 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 24, to strike out *‘ 1894” and in- 
sert ‘‘ 1896”; so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That the names on each bow may be marked within the 
year 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ine Nall pros ondovedl tb Too angie She 6: nen Salted il 
8 was or en or a ‘ 

the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM PIERCE, 


Tho bill (S. 560) granting an honorable discharge to William 
Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to correct the military record of, and grant an honorable rge 
to, William Pierce, late a private in Company F, Seventh Maine 
Volunteers, to date June 28, 1865, the date of muster out of his 
regiment. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INVESTIGATION OF MAIL-BAG REPAIR DIVISION. 


The resolution proposing to direct the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads to ae certain charges made against the 
mail-bag repair division of the Post-Office Department, submitted 
ee 28, 1896, was announced as next 
on 


the : 
Mr. FAULKNER. Let that be passed over, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over at the request of the Senator from West Virginia. 


THE REVENUE BILL. * 


The bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to mect 
the expenses of Government and provide against a deficiency ws 
announced as next in order. : 

Mr. HILL. That bill might lead to some debate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the bill will not go over. 
to be passed. 

Mr. HILL. It might lead to some debate; that is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the nest of the Senator 
from New York the bill will go over, under Rule IX. 


SALARY OF POSTMASTER AT WASHINGTON. 


The bill (8.1480) to amend an act entitled “An act to adjust 
the salaries of postmasters,” a ed March 3, 1883, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. I see that the Senator who d the bill is not 
present. Perhaps the Senator from Colorado |Mr. WoLcort} can 
explain it. The bill says: 

The first t (under this eff ith th 
a een i; , act) to take effect simultaneously with the 

Exactly what that means I do not understand. Does it mean a 
general reduction, or a reduction on letters? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The bill affects only the postmaster at tho 
city of Washington. The amount of business transacted by tho 

ce at Washington exceeds that of almost any city in the 

— 7 a enormous mass of aie matter which 
it distri s postal i are not te up to those of 
some of the cities for which the karpest allowance Srasede. The 
employment of clerks is much greater than in any other city «x- 
cept t or four of the principal cities of the United States. The 
postmaster is compelled to perform more duties than most post- 
masters who receive the maximum salary, but, as I have stated, 
because of the free matter distributed from the city of Washington 
his office is not classed among the highest. The bill has the in- 
dorsement of the Post-Office Department, and is a fitting and a 


ee act. 
r. PLATT. It is all right if it applies only to Washington. 
ona That is all; it applies only to the city of 

as , 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator from Colorado please state 
what other outside of New York receive the maximum 
salary of $6,000? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Icannotstatefrommemory. My impression 
is that the list includes New York, Boston, Philad iphia, Buffalo, 
Cleveland, Baltimore, Chicago, Detroit,and Brooklyn. There are 


twenty or thirty. 
I did not think there was so large a number. 


It ought 


Mr. WILSON. 
thinty WOLCOTT. My impression is that there are twenty or 

irty. 

Mr. WILSON. I thought there were only four or five. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. are more than that number. New 
York is still higher. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to know what is the effect of this 
bill on the salaries of 

Mr. WOLCOTT. © effect of the bill is to give the post- 
nae the city of Washington $1,000 a year more than he is 
now 


ting. 

Mr. PLATT, Gi him $6,000 instead of $5,000. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. + is all. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 1°! 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pas-«d. 
GEN, ALEXANDER STEWART WEBB. 

The bill ——- place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alex- 
ander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States Army 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bili was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 3, before the word “hereby,” 
to insert “ he”; soas to read: 

That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, after line 3, to strike out the remainder 
of the bill, in the following words: 
Ae for gallantand distinguished conduct at Gettysburg, 
ES tageitoraemmhet ae ee ele vet ad enmeetd United States 
Army, 2 lieutenant-colonel in the of the and to place 


the said Lieut. Col. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United 
States Army, with the rank of 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Authorized to nominate and, by and with theadvice and consent of the °"- 
ote, to-agpeint Alceanter Stewart Wek ‘ebb, late a brigadier-general of vol 
teers and United States Army, 
a lieutenant colonel, and to piace him on the retired lst ot the Army with 
that rank and pay, list being thereby increased in number to tLst 
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ont; Illaws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for 
- ye Provided, That from and after the passage of this act no | 
pension shall be paid to the said Alexander 8. Webb. | 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. é 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


QUIN NE MO SE. 





The bill (S. 1704) for the relief of Quin ne mo se, an Indian, was | 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHILTON. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas. E 1 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator from Texas will withdraw | 
his objection to the bill. ma | 

Mr. CHILTON. Iam not willing that the bill shall pass unless | 
the Senator will consent to an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. What is the nature of the amendment? 

Mr. CHILTON. That any sale made by the Indian shall be | 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WI IN. When the bill was before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs for consideration this matter was pretty thoroughly | 
discussed, and at that time the Senator from Texas desired to 
amend it by inserting the clause, ‘‘ subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior.” The amount involved is only 160 | 
acres of Jand, which was taken up by Quin ne mo se, an Indian, 

| 


in 1885. At that time there were no white settlers around the 
land, but ultimately they came in and entirely surrounded him. 
They gave no opportunity for him to send his children to school, | 
so he abandoned the land and moved onto the Coeur d’Alene In- 
dian Reservation, where he could have an opportunity to educate 
his children. He is very old and he can sell his land and derive | 
some benefit from the money Gatey the remainder of his life. | 
He is probably nearly 80 years old. The land is of no advantage 
to him now, and it is worth probably $1,800 or $2,000. I should 
like to see the bill passed merely for the benefit of this Indian. | 
Of course under the objection of the Senator from Texas it can | 
not be done. 

Mr. CHILTON. I will state to the Senate that as I understand | 
it, the universal rule in granting to Indians the right to make | 
absolute sale of their lands is to require the consent of some exec- | 
utive officer. It has been usual to require the consent of the | 
President. That was the early practice of the Government. In | 
late years, I believe, the consent of the Secretary of the Interior 
has been provided for in such cases. 

I have no disposition to dispute the facts stated by the Senator 
from Washington. I have no knowledge whatever which would 
enable me todeny them. Ihave nqdoubt that they are correct; but 
my attention has not been called to any previous act of Congress 
where an Indian has been given the unrestrained right to sell his 
land without any qualification whatever. I believe part of the | 
city of Chi now stands on Indian land, and the act which | 
authorized the sale of that land provided for the consent of the | 
Chief Executive of the United States. I have looked somewhat 
industriously into this matter. I do not mean to say that I have 
looked at all similar acts, but I have not found one in which Indians | 
have been authorized to sell their lands without requiring the con- 
sent of some officer of the Government. There may be such a 
case, but I have not found it. 

So it seems to me entirely proper that the usual rule should be 
followed in this case. If a fair price is obtained for the land the | 
Secretary of the Interior will no doubt consent to the sale. There- 
fore it seems to me a desirable qualification of the generality of 
the language which is used in this proposed act to require the con- 
sent of the Secretary of the Interior so that the Indian may be pro- 
tected in securing a fair price for his land. That is all I ask. 
There shoula be no objection to it. I see no reason why anyone 
should object to such a qualification. 

Mr. IN. Noone objects. The matter was discussed in 
committee, if Imay be permitted so tostate. I have not the slight- 
est a een but it seemed to me to go through all the details which 
would necessarily have to be gone through by the Secretary of 
the Interior for 160 acres of land was entirely unnecessary. 
amendment, but to object to the consideration of a measure of 
this character without offering an amendment seems to me hardly 
a co under the circumstances. If the Senator wiil 


offer the amendment I will soon designate whether I have any 
ob: to it or not. 

-CHILTON. 
— not think the 
offered, 
morning 
unebjected 


Sofar as any question of courtesy is concerned, 
Senator from Washington is qualified to give 
lessons in that respect. I will'simply say that I have not 
the amendment at this time because I understood this 
that we were to devote the day to the consideration of 
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that the Senator from Texas shall offer his | 


cases. If the Senator will let the bill pass over, in ten | there, I do not know how it is with the Senator from New York, 


or fifteen minutes, if he desires, I will prepare an amend ind 
offer it at once. 
Mr. WILSON. Of course if the Senator offers the amendment 
it will then be time enongh for me either to agree to it or object. 
The Senator from Texas knows that well enough. When he ob 
| jected to the bill there was no amendment of that character of- 
fered. 
Mr. CHILTON. I contented myself with a mere objection be- 
cause I supposed other Senators had bills on the Calendar which 


were not contested and that they did not care to await the dis- 
cussion which would arise upon this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over tem 
porarily. 


FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY IN WASHINGTON, 


The bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance 
of a free public library and reading room in the District of Colum 
bia was announced as the next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON. Let that bill go over under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington 
objects. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Washington will 
not object to this bill. It is a matter of very great importance to 
the District, and we do not often get a chance to pass any District 
bills. It proposes to establish a free public library here. 

Mr. WILSON. I know; but we seem to be doing something 
all the time for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We have not had any District bills consid- 
ered t -day. : 

Mr. WILSON. We have raised the salary of the postmaster 
here and all that sort of thing. It seems to me we have about 
done enough for the District of Columbia for to-day. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That has nothing to do with the District 
library question. I hope the Senator will not object to this bill. 
It is a very important measure. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
and the bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan 
whether there is any limitation of the amount that may be ex- 
pended annually? : 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill simply provides for the expense of 
running it, not for any books at all, and it is estimated that it 
will cost from $3,000 to $6,000 a year. 

Mr. HILL. Isthere any limitation on the expense of running it? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It can not possibly exceed from $3,000 to 
$6,000 a year. I have no objection to fixing a limit in the bill, 
limiting it to $6,000. This library is demanded by the school 
children of the District of Columbia, by the Federation of Labor, 
and by people who are in the habit of using reading rooms and 
libraries. It will not be very expensive to the District. because 
there is a large number of books which will be presented to the 
library. There will be a number of gifts. Ten thousand dollars 
in money will be given by the citizens for the purchase of books 
right away. I hope the Senator from New York will let the bill 
go through. 

Mr. HILL. The citizens of the District have access, under 
certain regulations, have they not, to the Congressional Library? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No, Mr. President, if the Senator from New 
York will permit me, they do not, and the children of the District 
cannot reach itatall. When the newcity post-office building was 
first planned it was with the idea of relieving the municipal or 
other buildings, so that some foundation for a library could be es- 
tablished. The Congressional Library has stood here for years, 
apparently giving to the citizens of Washington the most exten- 
sive and delightful facilities imaginable for the reading of books, 
the examination of documents, etc.; but, as a matter of fact, it is 
a closed institution to nearly all the people of the District. 

I will say to the Senator from New York that the commence 
ment of this library, which is upon the most modest scale, meets 
the views and wishes and aspirations of nearly all the people of 
the District of Columbia. It is recommended by every organiza- 
tion here, and is in the direct line of what other cities are able to 
accomplish without the intervention or assistance of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. The reason I made the inquiry was that whenever 
I have visited the Congressional Library, which I do occasionally, 
I find it is pretty well filled with people sitting at tables examin- 
ing books, who seem to be very courteously treated; but I assume 
that they have not the right to take books away. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. They have not. 

Mr. HILL. But are permitted to go and examine the books in 
the Library at their leisure. 

COTT. Anybody may go to the Congressional Li- 
during the hours that it is open and examine the books 


The objection is withdrawn, 
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but I know the rest of us are constantly pressed, and werner | the 
Senator is also, by people residing in the District, who have not the 
facilities of a public library, —— they may in some way 
have the use of books, which must be denied to them. 

The theory of our Congressional Library is the preservation 
of books for future time, the gathering and keeping of books for 
the future in the Library. The theory of the Congressional Li- 
brary is not that of a circulating library. It really is a diminu- 
tion of the usefulness of the Congressional Library that its vol- 
umes are sent out, as they are sent out, to officials herein Washing- 
ton, because by means of the Congressional Library alone we secure 
the preservation for future ages of every book and document 
that is published in the United States. It stands apparently as a 
library for the District of Columbia, but it is not in fact a library 
at all of which they can avail themselves. As the Senator from 
New York knows, there are thousands of students who gather 
here, because, under the shadow of the Capitol, different institu- 
tions of learning have been organized and established, many of 
them having night schools, many of them having lectures which 
are available to people in the Governmentemploy. Many lawyers 
and doctors are turned out by these different institutions, and to 
them also such a library as this is very much of a necessity. 

Mr. HILL. I would ask the Senator from Colorado, who seems 
to have given this matter considerable attention, how are these 
books to be procured? I notice the bill does not speak of that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The bill provides for that. 

Mr. HILL. There must be something for the support of the 
institution, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. One-half of the money is to be raised by citi- 
zens of the District, and they have some books available now. 
The expense will be but a very slight one to the Government of 
the United States. 

Mr. HILL. I observe that the bill provides for the appoint- 
ment of a librarian, whose salary is not fixed by the bill, and for 
the appointment of assistants, with all the eee oer of a pub- 
lic library. If the facts are as stated by the Senator from Colo- 
rado, by whom I assume they are correctly stated, this may be 
sechehie a meritorious measure; but I simply suggest that, if 
adopted, it will be, I fear, the entering wedge for a pretty large 
annual expenditure. I am not, however, familiar enough with 
the subject to raise any objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam very glad the Senator from New York 
calls attention to this matter. I have not been permitted at this 
session to take so active an interest in this subject as I have done 
heretofore, because I am no longer on the Committee on the Li- 
brary or the Committee on the District of Columbia, which com- 
mittees two years ago hadmuch to do with the consideration of 
this measure, which on a former occasion, I believe, passed the 
Senate. 

I do not believe this is the entering wedge for any extravagant. 
expenses. These are to be treated as municipal expenses, Gore. 
ments will be very slight, and the generosity and public spirit of 
the citizens of the District will be demonstrated and displayed to 
an infinitely greater degree than any expenditure which we shall 
be called upon as an appropriating body tomake. It is necessary 
that we should pay the salaries, which will be small. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think it would be well for the Senator 
from Colorado to state also that no one after 6 o’clock in the even- 
ing can have any benefit from the Congressional Library. 

r. WOLCOTT. That is true. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That library is closed at a time when it 
ought to be really accessible to the persons who seek such an in- 
stitution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That there may no misapprehensions con- 
cerning this matter, I think I will take the liberty of stating one 
or two facts as I understand them. 

The Congressional Library is not only open to the citizens of 
the District of Columbia — the daytime, where they can go 
and read books, but they can likewise take books from the library 
if they deposit the price of the books before taking them. That 
is all that is required to make it a circulating library. 

Mr. HILL. Is it contemplated in this new library which it is 
proposed to establish that people may take the books out without 
~. some soe 

r.G INGER. I presume so. Beyond a doubt this is to 
bea eee 

Mr. HILL. ere must be a deposit, I ——— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. It is to be a public library. 

I havestated that one fact concerning the Congressional Library, 
and so that we may not be laboring under any misapprehensions I 
will state one further fact, which is that this is a public library to 
be established in the city of Washi mn, the expenses of which 
will be equally divided between the District of Columbia and the 
Government of the United States. 

I will say just here, Mr. President, even though it may be con- 
strued as treason on my part, being a member of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, that it has been a matter of absolute 


astonishment to me that the people of this District should hayo 
dragged along year after year without having established a public 
library in this great city. In theState of Massachusetts there ara 
to-day only twenty towns that have not a public library. In the 
little State that I have the honor in part to represent we have over 
two hundred public libraries which the people sustain in the dif. 
ferent towns. It is true the State gives a little support to thoso 
libraries under certain contingencies; but this great city of W ash- 
ington, with all its wealth and with all its culture, has dragged 
along to the present time without establishing a public library 
for the citizens of the District; and now we are going to do jt 
jointly with the District of Columbia by making an appropriation 
that will be shared so far as the expenses are concerned. 

These are the facts. I voted for the bill in committee and | s})q]] 
vote for it here, because I think it is the best thing we can (., 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to state, with the consent of 


the Senator, that, upon examination, the committee found that 
nearly every city in the United States provided for circulating 
libraries by taxation, some in one way and some in another, but 
under distinct control. The report which has been made in this 


case is very full and very ample and gives all the facts regarding 
the subject. r 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isit not the fact that, as arule, the people take 
out the books without being required to make a deposit? That is 
the case in Boston; it is so in my own State; and the loss is scarcely 
worth mentioning. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I think it a very important matter for the 
— of Columbia that a public library should be established 
here. 


, Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose it is an excuse for the inhalitants 
‘of the District of Columbia and for Congress that there has not hith- 
erto been a public library here that the Congressional Library has 


been so freely used by the inhabitants of the District. There is 
inconvenience about that, and very great inconvenience. As the 
present library is conducted, it is always crowded with citizens of 
the District. They are welcome, whoever they may be, black or 
white, rich or poor; and the books which they want are furnished 


to them; seats are furnished them; and there they have al! the 
facilities of a public library; but it is not convenient. There is 
not room enough in the present ay toy’ nye there will not be room 
enough even in the new library, for that kind of patronage. 


For a municipal library there needs to be without delay in the 
city, Imay say, exactly what is provided for in this bill, to wit, an 
ordinary reading library, outside of the Library of Congress, out- 
side of the great National Library, alibrary that will meet the wants 
of the common people of the District, so that they can haye the 
privileges which are enjoyed not only by the large cities of this 
country, but, as my colleague — GALLINGER] has said, by 
almost every village of any size throughout the United States. 

I hope there will not be a vate against this bill, which I think is 
well guarded and designed in a modest and a moderate way to lay 
the foundation for as good a town or city library as is to be found 
in the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator will withhold that mo- 


tion until the pending bill is yy geen of, 
Mr. SHERMAN. ery well, I will withdraw the motion until 
the bill can be di of. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have no disposition to antago- 
nize the consideration or of this bill at this time, because 
I suppose it would be entirely fruitless if I did so. I believe the 
city of Washington ought to have a public circulating library, 
one to which all persons shall have access at all reasonable hours; 
but I am a little bit surprised that the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia should see proper, every time a bill 
is brought in here for the District of Columbia, or the city of 
Washington, to saddle a portion of the expense of the enterprise, 
however —— it may be, upon the Government of the United 
States. There is no reason why the rich men and taxpayers of 
the city of Washington should not support this public library just 
exactly as the taxpayers in the State of Nebraska or the State of 
Michigan or the State of New Hampshire or any other State are 
required to support the public libraries of their States. 

ere seems to have grown up here—I do not know how !°ng 
it has existed, or how long it continue to exist—the thought 
that the people of the United States must share the expen of 
every enterprise in this city, however small or however gret it 
may be, and the people of this nation, from California to Mane, 
must be taxed to tain those enterprises. 

I do not want to be classed as opposed to this measure, or 0})})05¢4 
toa measure which will furnish a circulating library here. | shall 
give my vote at any time for the establishment of a public |i rary 
wherever one is needed; but, Mr. President, in the State of Ne 
braska and in the State of Florida, from which you come | Mr. 
Pasco in the chair], in every State of this great Union, the peor!@ 
themselves su; their public libraries. There are places @ 
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the United States where libraries of this kind are needed much 
more than one is needed here, in view of the access that people 
have to the Congressional Library. It is no argument to say be- 
cause this is the national capital that therefore we should tax the | 
people of the United States to establish an enterprise which is | 
peculiarly local here. é 

I am unable at this time to recall a measure which has come 
from the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia in the 
last three years which called for an expenditure of money which | 
has not saddled a portion of the expense upon the Government of 
the United States. If there is one, I should like to have the hon- 
orable chairman of that committee mention it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, this matter has been before | 
Congress a great many times. I think it is well understood that | 
the United States owns more than half of the property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. There will be not less than 20,000 employees 
of the Government who will be entitled to the privileges of this | 
library. Considering that the United States owns half the prop- | 
erty and has such a large number of people employed here, and | 
considering also the number of strangers who are coming here all 
the time, there is no reason I can see why the District of Colum- 
bia should pay the whole of the expense, and why it should not | 
be equally divided between the District and the Government of 
the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me to add another 
consideration which I think has some weight—it is that the tax- 
payers of every State have a voice in the matter as to whether 
they shall or shall not be taxed, and as to the amount which they 
shall be taxed, while there is not a citizen or a taxpayer in the 
District of Columbia who is consulted or has any voice in respect 
to the matter of taxation. Congress imposes taxes upon them | 
according to its will and for whatever purposes Congress chooses 
todo. They have no voice whatever in the matter of being taxed 
or not being taxed, or the amount to which they shall be taxed. | 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think I have the argument in | 
support of this bill put in concise form by the honorable chair- | 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia and my hon- | 
orable friend on my left [Mr. Harris]. The first proposition is | 
an old proposition—I have heard it ever since I have been here, 
and I expect to hear it from time to time whenever any one of 
these measures comes up—and is that the Government owns 
over one-half the property in this town, and therefore the Gov- | 
ernment should pay one-half the expense. There is no argument | 
in that excepting that kind of argument a man uses when he 
wants to fortify himself in the doing of something which is ques- 
tionable. Suppose the Government does own one-half or two- 
thirds of the property in this District, is not the remainder of the 
property here made more valuable in consequence of that Gov- 
ernment ownership, in consequence of the construction of these 
great public buildings here, in consequence of the annual con- 
vening of Congress, in consequence of the national capital being 
here? Are those considerations to have no weight in determining 
the rights of the District of Columbia? 

I would not place upon these people any unnecessary restriction; 
Iam not hostiletothem; but outside of the 250,000 people who can 
be found in the District of Columbia, there are 70,000,000 taxpayers 
of this country, whose interests ought to be consulted to some 
extent; and there is no more reason why Congress should bear a 
portion of this expenditure than why Congress should bear a por- | 
tion of the expense of maintaining a public library in Boston, or | 
in New York, or in Chicago, or out in one of the little cross-road | 
towns of the West or South. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me answer my friend the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee first. He says the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia have no voice in the question of taxation, and that is trae; 
but that is in consequence of their own volition. This was de- | 
signed by the fathers when it was established to be a Federal dis- | 
trict. It was not supposed that people were to come here for the | 
purpose of speculating, for the purpose of making money, and | 

cking and dickering. It was supposed to be peculiarly a 
Federal city. If those people came here, as they have, with the | 
full knowledge that they would be deprived of their suffrage by 
coming into the District of Columbia, they took into account other 
considerations, which counterbalanced the inconvenience arising 
from their being deprived of the suffrage. So there is nothing in 
that 4 wey 
Mr, TT. Iwanted to ask the Senator how far his objection | 
went—whether it went so far as that he would not have the Gov- | 
ernment pay half of the educational expenses of the District, or 

would put all the educational expenses of the District 
on the citizens, because I think the proposed library is right in line | 
with the educational of the District? 
a ALLEN. My objection does not go to the question of the | 


I think it 
and give 
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perfectly proper for Congress to maintain these schools | 
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n of this District all the opportunities desira- 
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ble for education; I fully agree with that; but here is to bea 
library to be established for the benefit of the people of this Dis- 


trict exclusively. Under the bill introduced and reported by the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia I should 
have no right to go into that library and obtain a book, and no 
person who was staying here transiently and was not a resident 
of the District of Columbia would have a right to use that library. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, yes, he would. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. My friend back here interpolat 
that nonresidents would have that right. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I call the Senator's attention to secti 
the bill, which reads: 

Sec. 2. That all per 
District of Columbi 
ing the use of the bo 
ete. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. Suppose the world is entitled to it. 
I suppose there is probably not a public library in the United 
States into which a person can not walk, and if he is halfway 
respectable, or presents any kind of security, obtain a book. Let 
us grant, for argument’s sake, that the world can go in here and 
get a book. Why, then, should not the people of this city, who 
are rolling in wealth—I would not say the majority of them, but 
a great number of them—who want this library, like the people 
of other sections of the country, establish and maintain their own 
public library? If 1 were to ask Congress for an appropriation 
for the establishment of a library in my little town I should be 
hooted at; it would be regarded as ridiculous: and yet everv dav 
of the session of Congress there comes in a bill here of some kind 
which is to take money out of the public Treasury, and therefore 
out of the pockets of the people of the nation, for the purpose of 
maintaining some enterprise for this District and this city. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to 
remind the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate is proceeding 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam glad to receive that information by way of 
the Chair. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this seems to be a free discussion, 
and I should like to express my own views with regard to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

I do not agree with my distinguished friend from Nebraska, I 
think that the people of the United States ought to have, and do 
have, a just pride in the improvement of the national capital. 1 
believe the day is coming when cheap transportation will give all 
the people of the United States access to this city and its educa- 
tional advantages. I think this ought to be made the model city 
of the world, with no monopoiljes, with the benefits of education 
free to all, with the comforts of good living; and if there be any 
economies that concentrate the real estate in this District in the 
hands of a few, as my friend thinks, they ought to be abolished. 

When you speak of making property dear and paying the taxes 
of the whole city and the District of Columbia and all the great 
improvements here, what do you mean? You are only taxing the 
poor people who have to rent the houses; you are only taking that 
much away from their salaries. They pay the tay they make 
the property valuable, and if you are going to impose upon this 
little District, because some few people own large amounts of 
property, all the taxation necessary to sustain its educational ad- 
vantages, which ought to be the best in the world. you will make 
it so dear to live here that no poor man or his family can afford to 
live here or can have those advantages. 

I would tax the people of the United States whatever is neces 
sary to make this capital their proper representative; I would 
restrain monopolies of all kinds, and make the cost of living che ip, 
so that the poor people of the United States may come here and 
their children may come, and have the best advantages of educa- 
tion which the world can afford. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
committee will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. What is the amount appropriated in the bill? 


ms who are permanent or temporary res 
all be entitled to the privileges of said libra: 
‘ontained therein, as a lending or circulatir 





ACS 


The amendment reported by the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands there is 
no appropriation contained in the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, in line 13, section 1, after the word 
‘‘library ” to insert: 

And the Commissioners of said District are further authorized to receive 
as component ae of said library collections of books and other publica- 


tions that may be transferred to then 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (5S. R. 43) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
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retary of Agriculture to purchase and distribute seeds, bulbs, ete., 
as has been done in preceding years; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 65) to print the annual report of the 
General Superintendent of the Life Saving Service. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of 8,000 additional 
omnes of the Eighth Special Report of the Commissioner of Labor, 
relating to the housing of the working people; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent résolution providing for the printing of 5,000 additional 
copies of the Second Special Report of the Commissioner of Labor, 
being a report of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce of the House of Representatives; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
print the reports, correspondence, charts, maps, and other docu- 
ments now on file in the Treasury Department or other branches 
of the Government relating to the fur seal, salmon fisheries, and 
other matters pertaining to the Territory of Alaska; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
deliver, from the number now in his care, one copy of the com- 
piled statutes in force in the District of Columbia to each Sen- 
ator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress, etc.; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PUBLIC PARKS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The bill (S. 1513) to regulate the use of the public parks and 
improved reservations in the District of Columbia under thecharge 
of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH, DIOCESE OF WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 1825) to incorporate the Convention of the Protes- 
tant Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FAULKN#R. On behalf of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia I move an amendment in section 2, line 11, after the 
word ‘‘ diocese,” to insert what I send to the desk. 

The SkcrRETARY. Inline1l,section 2, after the word “ diocese,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ the annual income from which shall not 
exceed $100,000”; so as to read: 

That the said corporation shall have full power and authority to take and 
hold subscriptions, contributions, donations, grants, devises, or bequests, in 
money or otherwise, for the purpose of creating a permanent fund or endow- 
ment for the support of the episcopate in said diocese, which heretofore have 
been made, or which may be made for such purpose, or to or in behalf of 
various associations and societies for religious, missionary, charitable, or ed- 
ucational purposes, now existing or hereafter to exist, under the jurisdic- 
tion, control, or sanction of said convention within the limits of said diocese, 
the annual income from which shall not exceed $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In line7, section 2, after the words “‘ behalf 
of,” I move to insert the word ‘‘the”’; so as to read ‘‘in behalf of 
the various associations.”’ It is a mere verbal correction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In section 2, line 21, after the word “its,” 
I move to insert the word ‘‘own”; so as toread ‘‘in its own proper 
behoof.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Im section 5, line 6,1 move to strike out 
**be” and insert ‘* become.” 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, section 5, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘be” and insert ‘“‘ become”; so as to read “‘the same shall 
thereupon become void and of no effect.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to add as a newsection whatI send 
to the desk. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to add the following as a new 
section: 

Sno. 6. That Congress shall have the right to amend, alter, or repeal this 
act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia reported an amend- 
ment to the preamble, to strike out ‘‘George” and insert 
*«George’s,” and to strike out ‘‘ Mary” and insert ‘‘ Mary’s,” so as 
to read ‘‘the counties of Montgomery, Prince George's, Charles, 
and St. Mary’s.” 


The amendment was — to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. 


Marca 2, 


ALASKAN FUR-SEAL INDUSTRY AND SALMON FISHERIEs. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 


referred to the Committee on Printing: 


In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 2, 1907 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That + 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized to print the repo; 
correspondence, charts, maps, and other documents now on file in the | reas. 
ury Department or other branches of the Government, relating to the f),; 
seal, salmon fisheries, and other matters pertaining to the Territory of Alas\. 
3,000 copies to be printed, of which 750 shall be for the use of the Senate. | 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 750 copi: 
the use of the Treasury Department and other Departments whose repx):s 
are thus printed. . 


SECOND SPECIAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow'ng 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which w. 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 2, 1 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That t 
be printed 5,000 additional copies, in cloth binding, of the Second Specia 
port of the Commissioner of Labor, being a report of the Committee on |) 
state and Foreign Commerce of the House of Representatives submit: 
July 20, 1892, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the u 
the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for distribution by the DL: 
ment of Labor; and the Commissioner of Laboris hereby authorized to 1 
said report to include the labor legislation subsequent to the year 1891 a 
annotate the report with reference to decisions of courts under the !a 
comprehended therein. 


STATUTES IN FORCE IN TUE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow 
concurrentresolution of the House of Representatives; which y 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March ° 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Tha 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and direct 
deliver, m the number now in his care, one copy of the compilated stat- 
utes in force in the District of Columbia to each Senator, Representatiy 1 
Delegate in Congress, for his personal use, and 500 copiesto the superint 
ent of documents for distribution to depositories of public document 
vided, That the remaining copies of the work may be sold at $2.50 per copy. 


REPORT ON HOUSING OF WORKING PEOPLE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, March ° 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That t! 
be printed and bound in cloth 8,000 additional copies of the Eighth Ss) 
Report of the Commissioner of Labor, relating to the housing of the w 
ple, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the 
eas of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for distribution by the Depart- 
ment of Labor. 


DESECRATION OF THE NATIONAL FLAG. 


‘The bill (S. 1012) to prevent the desecration of the national flag 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause : 
insert: 

That the national flag or the coat of arms of the United States, or any imi 
tation or representation thereof, shall not be attached toor imprinted or rvp- 
resented upon any goods, wares, or merchandise, or any advertisement ’ 
same. And no goods, wares, or merchandise, or any advertisement 
same, shall be attached to the national or the coat of arms of the | 
States, and no such advertisement shall be imprinted thereon. Any vi: 
of this act shall be punishable, on conviction in either of the circuit or 
courts of the United States or the supreme court of the District of Colu 
or the courts of the Territories, within their respective jurisdictions, by « 
fine of $50 for each offense. 

Mr. GRAY. Let that bill go over. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator from Delaware will 
withdraw his objection. We have listened patiently to the rea''- 
ing of bills all afternoon, and I think this is a very important 
measure. If the Senator has anything to say on the subject, we 
will be glad to hear it. ; 

Mr. GRAY. At this late hour? There is a great deal to be 
said on the subject, and I do not think that it is legislation whit 
ought to be taken up at the close of an afternoon in this ha-ty 
way. If the measure is important, as the Senator thinks it is. \t 
should have time for consideration. I am opposed to it, and | 
should like to state the reason why I am opposed to it. I do not 
think this is the time to curtail the circulation of the Amer«n 
flag at all. I believe it ought to have as wide a circulation «5 
possible, and we ought to have American industries protect! \) 
the American flag. I believe in it. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish we could protect them in some 


way. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This measure certainly has not com 
before the Senate in a hasty manner. It has been before the bo'y 
for three months, and it has been right well advertised, if 1 1) 
use that word, by the public press. Almost every ee organ- 
ization in the United States has petitioned the Congress 0! te 
United States to pass the measure. So it is not a matter as 
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which the Senator from Delaware can plead ignorance, for he has 


had ample opportunity heretofore to study it. 
Mr. GRAY. I am a patriotic organization myself. 
to the consideration of the bill, __ cn é 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bill 
will go over. 


I object 


JOHN W. LEWIS, OF OREGON, 


The bill (S. 509) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon, was 
next in order on the Calendar. _ 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We have just reached a small bill 
which it will take onlya moment topass. I hope the Senator from 
Delaware will allow the bill to be considered. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well, I withdraw the motion. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


sider the bill (S. 509) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon, | 


It proposes to pay to John W. Lewis, register of the land office at 


The Dalles, Oreg., $521.97, being the amount of his maximum | 


compensation in addition to hissalary from April 17, 1890, to July 
7, 1890. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ARIZONA SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. GRAY. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Delaware, the Chair lays before the Senate a memorial, by 
telegraph, of sundry citizens of Flagstaff, Ariz., remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill to lease Arizona school and univer- 
sity lands. The memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. DUBOIS. 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


DESECRATION OF THE NATIONAL FLAG. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent that Senate 
bill 1012 be made the special order of the Senate for Friday next 
at 2 o’clock, not displacing appropriation bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
North Dakota is that the bill indicated by him be made a special 
order for Friday at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the bill? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is Order of Business 213 on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the Secretary 
announce the bill by title. 

The SkorEeTaRY. A bill (S.1012) to prevent the desecration of 
the national : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. The Senate will receive a message from the House of 
Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—WAR IN CUBA. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following concurrent resolution, in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was requested: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That, in 
the opinion of Congress, a state of public war exists in Cuba, the parties to 
which are entitled to belligerent rights, and the United States should observa 
& strict neutrality between the belligerents. 

Resolved, That Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 
caused by the war now waging in that island, and believing that the only 
permanent solution of the contest, equally in the interest of Spain. the people 
of Cuba, and other nations, would be in the establishment of a government 
by the choice of a le of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the Gov 
ernment of the Uni tates should use its good offices and friendly influ- 
ence to that end. 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any European governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close between the people of the United States and those of 
Cuba, in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two the present war is entailing such losses upon the peo- 
= of the United tes that Congress is of opinion that the Government of 

he United States should be Lpucoasen to protect the legitimate interests of 
our citizens by intervention, if necessary. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the concur- 
rent resolution. 


The concurrent resolution was read by the Secretary. 
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I ask that the memorial be referred to the Com- | 





BD 


=" 


Mr. GORMAN. I suppose as a matter of course the resolution 


will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, but I wish 


to call the attention of the Senate to a practice which seems to 
have grown up here. When sucha resolution is presented it is 
read in full by the Clerk in delivering it to the Senate and then 
again it is properly and naturally read by the Secretary. In this 
case and at this time of the session it is a matter probably of no 
inconvenience, but it is a consumption of time, and ictice is 
growing up which would be troublesome near the close of a session. 
! merely wish to call attention to it 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the resolution was 
called for by the Senator from Colorado. 
| Mr. GORMAN. I do not object to the reading at the d 
| That was proper and necessary; it was indispensable, under t) 
rules of the Senate, but when it reached the Senate it w: i 
the officer of another body, and I think such a practiceis wm 
I merely want to call attention to it now, so that the proceedi 
| may be abbreviated hereafter 
Mr. CALL. Iam informed that tl n resolution | 
| no title, and therefore it conld mn vd} i 
| Statement in justification of the Clerk of i 
| Mr.GORMAN. But the custom has grow 
lowed not only in this, but in other cas i tru 
vill be referred to the Committee on | r Re y 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent r ution will be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
| Mr.GRAY. Lrenew my motic 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator fr I 
| that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exes 
| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the « 
sideration of executive business. <A five minutes spent in 
| executive session the doors wer pened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
18 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues 
| day, March 3, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
i 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 2, 1896. 
POSTMASTERS. 
E. P. Kimball, to be postmaster at Virden, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Dlinois, in the place of George H. Sewall, 
whose commission expired December 23, 1895 


(yeorge 5S. Wilson. to be postma ter at Malv rn, he count 
of Mills and State of Iowa, in the place of Sena ¢ ‘ whos 
commission expired February 29, 1 

Albert B. Comins, to be post t Georgetown, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Joseph L. 


Noyes, whose commission exp! January 6 
F. Horton Johnson, to be postmaster 


rea 


it Vinevard Haven.in the 


county of Dukes and State of Massachuset in the place of John 
F. Robinson, whose commission expired December 16, 1895 
Ferris 8S. Fitch, to be postmaster at Po in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan, in the place of Edward F. H 
Pearson, whose commission expired February 16, 1896 
| Joseph Sullivan, to be postmaster at Fort Benton, in the county 
| of Choteau and State of Montana, in the place Michael A. 


ian, Whose commission expired F uary 8, 18 


Emma K. Gitt, to be postmaster at Hanover, in the county of 


| York and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Clinton J. Git 
| deceased. 
| E. C. McKay, to be postmaster at Conneautville, in the county 
| of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in the placeof Henry C. 
| Moulthrop, whose commission expired February 29, 1896. 

E. A. Gwaltney, to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of 


Montague and State of Texas, in the place of 
deceased. 


John L. Norwe l, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Commodore Thomas O. Selfridge, to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy from the 28th of February, 1896, vice Rear-Admiral Charle 








| C. Carpenter, retired. 
Medical Inspector Thomas N. Penrose, to be a medical director 
| in the Navy from the 28th of February, 1896, y 
tor Philip 8S. Wales, retired. 
PROMOTIONS IN TI 
Cavalry Arm. 

First Lieut. James Bradford Erwin, Fourth Cavah 
tain, February 25, 1896, vice Richards, F 
from active service. 

Second Lieut. Guy Henry Preston, Ninth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, February 25, 1896, vice Erwin, Fourth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. ' 


y, to be cap- 
ivalry, retired 


rth 
yurth 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn March 2, 


James H. Mulligan, to be consul of the United States at Cape 
Town, South Africa. 


7002 
LAY. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, March 2, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupeEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 

NEW RIVER, VIRGINIA AND WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calender of the Committee of the Whole House, for 
present consideration, the bill (H. R. 6250) 

Mr. HOOKER. Ifthegentleman will yield to me for a moment, 
there is a matter coming over from Saturday—— 

Mr. TOWNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia who raised the point of order on the bill I offered on Satur- 
day in reference to New River is willing now to withdraw the 
point of order. 

Mr. HULING. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
with the understanding that the bill is to be ‘naa to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER, The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOOKER. I now ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


IMPROVEMENT OF NEWTOWN CREEK, NEW YORK. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask to call up for present con- 
sideration a privileged resolution from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

I ask present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 108) 
directing the Secretary of War to submit estimates for work upon 
Newtown Creek, New York. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed tosubmit estimates for work upon Newtown Creek, New York, 
with a view to secure a depth of 18 feet and a width of 125 feet at low water 
from its mouth to the head of navigation, in accordance with the plans here- 
tofore submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HOQKER. No, Mr. Speaker, this is a privileged matter 
and I ask that it be taken up for present consideration. It simply 
calls upon the Secretary of War for some information in his hands 
for the improvement of the Newtown Creek Harbor, of New York. 
It involves no ere. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not like the principle, Mr. Speaker, to be 
established that these matters are privileged. There is no objec- 
tion to the consideration in the present case, but I think it would 
be better not to establish a principle that may lead to trouble in 
this regard hereafter. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand that they are privileged matters. 
I have no objection, however, in view of the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Maine, to have it considered in that way this 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

SPRING GARDEN HARBOR, BALTIMORE. 

Mr. HOOKER. I now call up for present consideration the 
resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War furnish to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors of the House of Representatives an estimate of the cost of dee 
ening the channel of the harbor of Southwest Baltimore (Spring Garden) 
the depth of 27 feet. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihaveno objection tothe resolution, but wish 
to make a suggestion to the gentleman, after consent is given, as 
to its verbiage. 

Mr. HOORER. There is a correction that I propose to make in 
the resolution after consent is given to consider it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the resolution ought to call on the 
Secretary of War to furnish to the House of Representatives the 
information requested, and after it is furnished it can be referred 
by the House to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. That is 
the usual form. I think the resolution is all right with that 
exception. 

Mr. HOOKER. I shallask the House to make that amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection, 


Mr. HOOKER. I move toamend by striking out in the reco) 
tion the words ‘‘Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the Ho.) 
of Representatives” and insert ‘‘the House of Representatiy...» 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the resolution as ame) 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

Resolved, That the peavey of War furnish to the House of Repr. 
tives an estimate of the cost of deepening the channel of the harbor «/ 
west Baltimore (Spring Garden) to 27 feet. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Iwouldlike toinquire of the chairman wh, 
this involves a new appropriation or whether it is a continy,: 
of work already begun? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Itis anold work, and simply modifies an 
ing contract which will be completed without additional ex), 
The resolution was agreed to. ; 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the |ast 
vote was laid on the table. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MOBILE HARBOR. 


Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, for 
consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 54) to authorize the 
National Dredging Company to proceed with the work of dred. 
ing the channel of Mobile Harbor, under the direction of the sec. 
retary of War. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stites o 
America in Congress assembled, That the National Dredging Company. ty 
contractor under the coatnsias contract for the improvement of the larbo 
at Mobile, Ala., proceed with the work of dredging, under the direction o 
the Secretary of War, until the channel under improvement shal! be ¢om.- 
pleted to a width of 280 feet and a depth of 23 feet for its full width of t 
payment therefor to be made at the rate specified in said contract, 7.7 cents 
per cubic yard, out of sqgroptntons as they shall hereafter from 
time be made: Provided, That the yeep mage upon said contract sha 'X- 
ceed in the ‘egate the sum limi for said work in the appropriation bil 
of July 13, 1892, authorizing a continuing contract for said work. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is an amendment, I believe, that the 
gentleman has agreed to offer to this resolution. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes. I offer the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Maine, which I send to the desk. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “contract,” in line 13, insert “‘ shall be held to be d 
after appropriations shall have been made therefor, and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to athird reading, 
and being read the third time, was a 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my request for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6250) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River in the county of 
Aitkin, Minn. ‘ 

The bill was read. It provides that the county of Aitkin, in the 
State of Minnesota, is hereby authorized and empowered to erect, 
establish, and maintain, or authorize the erection, establishment, 
and maintenance of a wagon bridge across the Mississipi River 
at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, from a point on 
the northerly bank of said river on or near the boundary line be- 
tween sections 23 and 24, township 47 north, of range 27 west of 
the fourth principal meridian, in said county, so as to connect with 
the opposite shore of said river; that said bridge shall not inter- 
fere with the free navigation of said river beyond what is neces- 
sary in order to carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby 
granted. set 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, what is the report on that bill: 

Mr. TOWNE. The report is brief. I that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. FLETCHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was Tre 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6256) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River in the county of Aitkin, State of Minnesota, su!init the 
following report: : 

There is great need of a bridge at the point named in the bill, to accomm 
date the rapidl growing mess and travel of this region. Hereto!ore, 
until recently, the umber industry has practically monopolized the activ" 
of the le of Aitkin County and the adjoining territory on the 
Mississippi, but of late there has been an extraordinary development !! 
culture and a corresponding growth in pursuits dependent to a large (ve! ; 
ween 1, eet The ae ae found =o a canoe ~ ey ‘ee is 

t County, and a yery large ulation has se upon = 
= = ome of t 4 river pot he is tonne vilidee of Aitkin, where it is proposed 

The population of the village in 1890 was 737, and by 1895, as shown yy, the 
State census just published, it had become a thriving community oe _ 
souls. It isa well-built and energetic town and will unquestionably °°" = at 
to grow for a long time to come in much the same ratio. The popula‘ —S 
the county bas in the same interval increased from 2,462 to 5,24, or mor 


S 


nse 
iSNUe 


ie only 
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cent. The bridge has really become an absolute necessity to these 
and they have provided the money for a substantial and appropriate 


100 per 


le, 
reacture upon a plan that has received the approval of the Secretary 0: 


n ‘ ee a 
and are now sites resommend that the bill do pass, with the following 
amendment, viz: 

Strike out, in section 4, line 28, the word “Congress” and insert in place 
thereof * the Secretary of War.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, set forth in the report, was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada 
thirdtime; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the reprint of the bill H. R. 6309, the supply of which has become 
exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

ARKANSAS AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY, INDIAN TER- 
RITORY. 
Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing the Ar- 
Fanees and Northwestern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
ur s 
” e bill wasread. It provides that the Arkansas Northwestern 
Railway Company, a corporation created under and by virtue of 
the laws of the State of Arkansas, be, and the same is hereby, au- 
thorized and invested and empowered with the right of locating, 
constructing, owning, equipping, and operating, using, and main- 


yar, 
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| authorize the Secretary of the Navy to accept certified chec] 


taining a railway and telegraph and telephone lines through the | 


Indian Territory upon a line beginning ata point to be selected 
by said railway company at or near the town of Southwest City, 
in the county of McDonald, State of Missouri, and running thence 
in a northwest direction over the most practicable route through 
the Indian Territory to a point between Chetopa and Baxter 
Springs, in the State of Kansas, with the right to construct, use, 
and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensions 
through such Territory as said company may deem to their inter- 
ests to construct along and upon the right of way and depot 
grounds herein provided for. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following 
amendments : 

In line 43, section 3, strike out the following words: “held at Fort Smith, 
Ark.” and insert the following language: “for the northern division of 
the Indian Territory exercising jurisdiction over the territory in which the 


lands sought to be condemned are situate."’ Also by striking out all of 
section 7. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINSMORE, a motion to cumaline the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PROPOSALS FOR NAVAL SUPPLIES. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
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of personal suretyship or to enter into the elaborate formal obligations nec- 
essary to obtain corporations as sureties. The service thus loses the advan- 
tage of the competition which the appearance in the field of these large 
dealers would develop. The difficulty could be readily and satisfactorily met 
without prejudicing the interests of the Government by a provision authoriz- 
ing the acceptance of certified checks in lieu of bonds in cases where such 
action is deemed by the Secretary of the Navy to be desirable 

‘* Certified checks covering the full amount of the contract could be given 
without inconvenience by bidders of the class whose competition is especially 
desired, and such checks might very properly be accepted in lieu of the writ- 
ten guaranty required by law to accompany proposals for naval supplies, as 
well as in lieu of the bond for the faithful performance of the contract when 
awarded.” 

And the Secretary of the Navy,in hisannual report for the year 1895, s¢ 


Lys: 
“CERTIFIED CHECKS 

“I renew my previous recommendation that section 3719 of the Revised 
Statutes be amended so as to allow the Department to accept certified ‘ks 
covering the entire amount of contracts in lieu of a guaranty and ire 
quired by that section In small transactions business firms frequently decline 
to bid on naval supplies because they do not consider the amount involved 
justifies them in furnishing the bonds required by law, and thus the Govern- 
ment fails to profit by the low prices which larger dealers can afford to 


offer.” 

In view of the foregoing statement of the Judge-Adv 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, yourc 
recommend that the bill do pass 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


wate-General and the 
mmmittee respectfully 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


As I understand, all that this bill does is to 


KS In 
lieu of bonds when bidders submit proposals for supplies for the 
Navy. 

Mr. THOMAS. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, a motion 
vote was laid on the table. 

LIEUT. COMMANDER R. M. G. BROWN. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pre- 
sent a bill unanimously reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, for immediate consideration. It is the bill (S. 1417) author- 
izing the President of the United States to nominate Lieut. Com- 
mander R. M. G. Brown, now on the retired list, to be a com- 


In cases when it is inconvenient to give bonds. 
Is there objection to the present considera- 


to reconsider the last 


|} mander on the retired list. 


The bill was read, a 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby author 
the Senate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. Brown, now 
a commander on the retired list. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. 


follows: 
ized to nominate to 
on the retired list, to be 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


Before unanimous consent is given,I want to 


inquire the purpose of this bill. 


| that Lieut. Commander R. M. G. 


t consideration of the bill (H.R.4179) to amend section | 


19 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3719 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may, in his discretion, accept, 
in lieu of the written ranty required to accompany 4 proposal for naval 
su and in lieu of the bond required for the faithful performance ofa 


con for furnishing such supplies, a certified check, payable to the order | 


of the Secretar 
tract, the ch: to be held the Secretary of the Navy until the require- 
ments of the pro’ l or contract shall be complied with and asa guaranty 
for compliance with the same."’ 


Mr. THOMAS. I ask that the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. Tuomas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes, 
ha y considered the same, respectfully submit the following 


of the Nav z 


Judge-Advocate-General, in his report for the year 1895, recommends 
the use of certified checks in lieu of bonds, and makes the following state- 
ment on page 15 of his report: 

“CERTIFIED CHECKS IN LIEU OF BONDS. 

“In my previous annual reports attention has been invited to the serious 
inconvenience sometimes occasioned by requiring bonds to accompany all 
contracts for furnishing naval ——. It is well known that large dealers 

whom the yw eng would find it advantageous to deal are frequently 
from submitting proposals where the quantity of supplies to be 
is not great in conseq uence of their reluctance to solicit the favor 
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for the full amount of such proposal or con- | 


Mr. DAYTON. This bill is recommended by the Navy Depart- 
ment, has been recommended and passed unanimously by the 
Senate committee, passed unanimously by the Senate, and is 
unanimously recommended by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. That raises a very strong presumption in favor 


of it, but it is not conclusive. I wish to inquireif it increases the 
pay of the beneficiary? 
Mr. DAYTON. Not to any appreciable extent. I want to say 


Brown was the hero of the 
Samoan incident. He was injured in the service, and placed on 
the retired list because of an injury which he received in service. 
His retirement on account of this injury took place before the 
period when he could be retired as commander. This simply 
authorizes the President to nominate him as a commander upon 
the retired list, which rank he would have been entitled to had he 
not been injured in the service. 

Mr. BAILEY. But, as a matter of fact, it authorizes a promo- 
tion of a retired officer of the Navy and an increase of his salary? 
Mr. DAYTON. It simply authorizes the President, if he see 
fit and deems it wise, to nominate him to a commandership as a 

recognition for the conspicuous service he rendered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I think that this bill would estab- 
lish a bad precedent, and though I shall not object to its present 
consideration, I will certainly vote against its passage. 

Mr. DAYTON. If you will only read the report from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, I think you will not object. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill should be considered in Committee of 
the Whole 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the regular way. 

Mr. CANNON. And I shall make the point of order that it 
should receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 
If the House wants to stop and consider it, I have no objection. 

Mr. DAYTON. I ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 
I am satisfied if gentlemen will read the report, or allow it to be 
read, they will not object. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that this is a 
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departure from the regular rule, and that kind of a departure 
ought not, in my judgment, to be entered upon until it is fully 
considered by the House in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. DAYTON. I want to say to the gentleman that it has been 
recommended by the De ent as an exceptional case. It has 
been considered by the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
it has also been considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that. 

Mr.DAYTON. Iask unanimous consent that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the P of 
considering the bill 8.1447, which has been read to the eae 
Is there objection? ara a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Dina.ry in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the 
bill 8.1447, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. DAYTON. I ask that the report of the committee may be 
read, and the pe pers Sqeemegen ns it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask for 
the reading of the bill that is to be considered. A good many of 
us have not heard it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

ees I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a point of order. 
fusion that we can not hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. 
The gentleman from West Virginia is recognized. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman what is the pay 
of a lieutenant-commander on the retired list? 

Mr. DAYTON. Iam not able to answer that question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman state what the pay of a 
commander on the retired list is? 

Mr. DAYTON. No, sir; I am not prepared to answer that 
questionnow. Other members of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
can answer it. It involves a calculation which I have not made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the gentleman is unable to state what 
increased charge is involved by the passage of this bill? 

Mr, DAYTON. No, sir. I am informed that the difference 
between the pay is very little, if anything—a few hundred dol- 
lars a year. The object of this bill is to authorize this brave offi- 
cer, a man of whom I think we all know, and who was injured 
in the service, to have that rank which his classmen and others 
who served with him are now having, he having been put upon 
the retired list by reason of injury received in the service before 
he could reach such rank. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr.Chairman,Ido not wish to say anything 
except that the Committee on Naval Affairsin the Fifty-first Con- 
gress had considered and reported several bills, if my recollection 
serves me, in reference to the Samoan hurricane of 1889. The 
record of that catastrophe shows that Lieutenant Brown, by his 

allantry, by his courage, by his seamanship, saved a ship of the 
Gnited States in the harbor of Apia when several of our vessels 
were wrecked. My judgment is that he earned by his service 
upon that occasion the right to this promotion and that he should 
have had it when he was retired. I believe this House and every- 
body familiar with his extraordinary service on that occasion will 
concede to him the right to receive now, since his retirement on 
account of disabilities incurred in the country’s service, the pro- 
motion to which he was entitled when the retiring board acted 

upon his case. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized 
in opposition to this measure. I have not heard as yet any very 
reason advanced why this exception should be made in the 
case of a retired officer of the Navy over and above that which 
could apply to every other retired officer. The retired list now is 
large, and it is steadily being increased by the retirement of offi- 
cers reaching the age limit. Of course one is occasionally retired 
as the result of accident or some disability incurred in the dis- 
charge of his duty, as in this case, but I can see no reason which 
can be urged why a special act should be passed for the benefit of 
this officer that can not be given in the case of almost every man 
on the retired list, medaly those, Mr. Chairman, who have a 
war record. 

In the Committee on Military Affairs we have numerous cases 
like this coming up, where men are claiming consideration be- 
cause of their distinguished and able service in the war, in the 
face of the enemy, when shot and shell were flying thick and fast; 
and they are far more deserving than where officers were merely 
doing their duty when a hurricane struck the vessel, Ido not 


There is such con- 





wish to disparage this gentleman in any respect, or his achieve. 
ments, but when it is asked by a jal act to give him increased 
pay and allowance on the retired list, I think it is setting a dan- 
gerous precedent, as we have already a very large retired list, 
Therefore I can not suffer a bill of this character to go through 
without entering my solemn protest against it, or until more ur- 

ent reasons for its passage shall have been given than I have 
cord. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. DAYTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. MEYER]. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, asa rule I am as much opposed 
to —_ legislation of this character as any member of this if USE 
could possibly be, but it seems to me that this case presents such 
exceptional merit that the committee will be perfectly justified 
in indorsing the action of the Senate and approving the unani- 
mous report of the Committee on Naval Affairs. The difference 
in pay which would accrue to this officer by the passage of this 
bill is not of any very great importance; it amounts only to about 
$525 perannum. Nor will the Government, in my opinion, he 
charged with that difference for a very long period of time. This 
officer was disabled under circumstances that should commani| 
our highest consideration, and I very much fear that we may not 
have him with us many years more. My friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. WASHINGTON] very properly alludes to the merits of officers 
who have rendered valuable service and suffered disabilities under 
fire and during war, but from what I have heard of the achie\ e- 
ments of this officer and of the circumstances surrounding thei 
I consider that it required as much courage, as much devotion, 
and as high a degree of intelligence to perform the feat that is 
credited to him during that terrible storm at Apia as it does to 
stand before the fire of an enemy and face the shot and shell of a 
naval engagement. 

Mr. WIL IAM A, STONE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
the only reason why this officer is not now retired as a commander 
instead of as a lieutenant-commander is because he had to be re- 
tired sooner owing to disabilities contracted in the public service. 

Mr. MEYER. So I understand. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And thatif he had not contracted 
that disability in the public service he would now be entitled to 
retirement as a commander? 

Mr. MEYER. That is my understanding. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In other words, the wounds he 
received in the service of the Government have been the obstaclo 
in the way of his retirement with the rank of commander? 

Mr. MEYER. That is my information. 

Mr. STEELE. Has heany wounds? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. He is totally disabled. 

Mr. STEELE. But has he any wounds? 

Mr. MEYER. He was struck by a boat subsequently, and I 
think received some wounds in that way. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to ask my friend from Louisiaia 
a question. en a man had been disabled and retired as a 
lieutenant, would not you have just the same right to jump lim 
up to the rank of an admiral upon the ground that if he had served 
long enough he would have reached that rank? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will ask the gentleman froin 
Tennessee whether the opportunities for — disabled in the 
public service have not been very t of late years? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Having considerable experience on 
one or two committees, I think the opportunities have been very 
great, considering that we are in a time of peace. ; 

Mr. MEYER. In answer to the inquiry of my friend from T:n- 
nessee [Mr. WasnHtneton], I will say that it would certainly |e 
within the power of Congress to promote an inferior officer to ‘1 
rank of admiral, but it is not to be su that that would be 
done except under circumstances that fully justified it. ; 

In this case no such suggestion is male, It is an extremely 
moderate request, asking a promotion of only one grade on tle 
retired list and not of five grades, as in the case conceived by the 
gentleman from , and I hope this bill will receive favor- 
able action by this committee. ; 

We have no other method under our system of recognizing su!) 
brilliant service. Foreign Governments award titles and decors- 
tions to their sons who perform distinguished acts. We have |ut 
the method here to reward our heroes. 

Mr, CANNON, . Chairman, I want to submit a few remar 5 
about this bill. The pay of a lieutenant-commander is $2.5) 4 
year. The pay of a commander is $3,500 a year. When tliese 
officers go upon the retired list they receive three-quarters }:). 
a gikeae retired 


now on the 
bill passes he will receive $2,625 a year. Now a word, not °s 
to the merits of this officer, but as to the propriety of such |rs- 
islation as is here , and I am glad that I am not «- 


list receives $2,100 per year. 


uainted with this officer, as that fact enables me to say wh«' | 
to say without prejudice either for or against him. 

t and worthy man. 
the policy 


I have 
no doubt he is a 
Gentlemen, of the Government toward 

















Persons in private life are in the habit of 
at least in “these piping times of peace” the offi- | 


the Army and Navy. 


a Aas and Navy area favored class. For instance, take | 
Lieutenant-Commander Brown; he was educated at the Naval | 
Academy at the Government expense; he was em _— in the | 
service, Which is an honorable one, at a salary which is above 
that which men of ability can command for personal service in 
civil life—I am not objecting to this, but simply stating the facts— 
while the man in civil life gets his own education and makes his 
O Now, Lieutenant Brown in the performance of his duty did it 
well. It was in time of ponee that he did it, but he did it well. 
He lost his health, and he been retired, and during his life he 
receives three-quarters pay, or at the rate of $2,100 a year. In civil 
life the man who has had to make his own way, when he is retired 
for disability not only suffers that retirement, but does not receive | 
acent of pay. Now, the United Siates has set aside asmall body | 
of men in the Army and Navy, representing the forceful arm of | 
the Government, and we care for them in health, and when they 
are retired we give them three-quarters of their full Rey. The 
crying complaint is that the retired list grows constantly, yet we | 
retain it, and ought to retain it. ; : 
Now, I do not know that I would object in this case to taking 
the expectancy of this man’s life by the Carlisle tables, if you 
please, and making him asuitable compensation if he be in circum- | 
stances where he ought to receive increased pay and the grateful | 
recognition of the Republic, because this would not niake a prec- | 


edent for promoting officers while on the retired list. But when 
-ou take a man who is a lieutenant-commander, Who received his 
injuries in time of peace, and pass a bill after he is retired giving | 
him the promotion which results in the increase of his pay, you 

thereby make a precedent that authorizes every one of the men | 
who did meritorious service during the late war in the Navy and 

is now upon the retired list to come in and ask for such special | 
legislation. I do not believe in special legislation except when it 
is absolutely necessary for the honor of the country and for the 

public well being. Individuals are incidents. 

I do not know—this report does not inform us—of any circum- | 
stances that would authorize us to make this precedent. I say | 
again, this question is not only of merely $625 additional per an- | 
num for this man; the important matter is the precedent which | 
it will establish, and which, if this bill pass, will, before the present 
Congress closes, bring men here by the dozens asking for special | 
legislation to promote them upon the retired list. Hence, from | 
the standpoint of general pate , [doubt the wisdom of the bill, 
and from that standpoint shail vote against it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman,I wish to occupya moment in 
opposition to this bill. It provides for the promotion of Lieuten- 
ant-Commander Brown, now on the retired list, to the rank of 
commander on the retired list. So far as I can now recall, this is | 
the first a mn that has been submitted to this body during | 
the nearly fourteen years of my service here to promote either a 
military or a naval officer upon the retired list. Committees have 
repeatedly reported and the Honse has considered propositions to | 
place officers on the retired list, but so far as I now recall—and I | 
invite correction of the statement if it is not accurate—this is the | 
first time within fourteen years that this body has been called 
upon to invade the retired list and enter upon a policy of promo- 
tions there. 

Mr. LACEY, I think Colonel Merrill was promoted in this 


way. 

Mr, DOCKERY. If that be true the fact has escaped my at- 
tention. But I suppose in that case the promotion, if granted as 
the gentleman suggests, was due to some special service in the | 
war for the Union. In the present case the promotion, if au- 
thorized, is not on account of service in the late war, but because 
of service in a time of profound peace. I admit the conspicuous 





1 of this service. For this officer personally I have | 
nothing bat words of commendation. But ess it be that this 
body desires to ize distinctive and conspicuous service by 


cash contributions only, let the gentleman from West Virginia, 
who has this measure in charge, bring in a joint resolution 
identifying the distinguished service of this officer, if it be proper 
to accord him such distinction. 


Mr, DAYTON. Does not the gentleman think that the saving 
of the lives of 450 brave seamen and the saving of one of the na- | 
tion's war vessels was a conspicuous act of bravery which ought 


* tir, DOCKERY. 


I think it ought to be, but not by invading | 
the to the extent of $625 a year. 

Mr. DA . Five hundred dollars. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If this officer was aconstituent of mine—and | 
I say this without intending any reflection whatever on the gen- | 
tleman from West Virginia—I would offer a joint resolution tender- | 
ing the thanks of Congress for his tservices. I trust, Mr. | 
Chairman, that conspicuous acts of bravery, whether in the naval | 
or the military service, will not be degraded by recognition upon 
4 mere cash basis, There are other means by which Congress in 


| Keeping full control of his faculties, with undaunted « 
| took 
| carry a life line; by his skill, his courage, his sacrifices 
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If I remember 








the past has recognized distinguished services. 
aright, there is now in force a general statute with respect to war 
veterans, authorizing the Secretary of War in certain cases to 
bestow medals upon soldiers who performed acts of gallantry dur- 
ing the late rebellion. I do not know whether there is any such 


tnt 
statu 


ve in! 


1 
thy 


i spect to the naval service; but if the gentleman from 
West Virginia will bring forward a joint resolution giviny suit- 
able recognition to this officer I will give it most hearty and cor- 


dial app 


val, 


i wish to say in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, thatif this bill should 
pass it will be, as the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions [Mr. CANNON] has stated, not a mere appropriation of $500 
a year additional to this officer, but it will constitute a precedent, 
a bad precedent, which will return to plague this Congress and 


those which shall come after it. 
_Mr. DAYTON, In view of the fact that the Secretary of the 
Navy, who has examined this matter, has reported that cases where 


action of this kind is taken should be rare, that bills of this nature 
should be unusual, yet that under the peculiar circumstances of 
this case the present measure should pass, does not the gentleman 
think that the view of the Secretary of the Navy ought to have 


great weight on the question? 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, for the Secretary of the Navy 
personally and officially I have the very highest regard, but when 
that officer asks me to establish a precedent such as the bill now 
pending proposes, I respectfully dissent from the view taken by 
him, and enter my protest against it. : 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I fullyagree with all that has been 
said by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the 
effect that it is as a general thing bad policy to promote men on 
the retired list. But while agreeing with him on that point. I also 
concede that there may be exceptions calling for Congressional 
action. 

We have heretofore passed through the Congress of t 


f the United 
States bills giving both naval and military officers on the retired 
list one grade higher than they had at time of retirement under 
the general law. 

I do not think this case would make a precedent which would 
justify the other officers on the retired list in applying to Con- 
gress for similar action. If it should do that it would be vicious 
legislation. But how many men are there now on the retired list 

| of either the Army or the Navy who can show services of such 
exceptional character as to make their cases stand on a level with 
this case? If the proposition were to advance all the men on the 
| retired list one grade, as suggested, it would be absolutely unjust 
to the people of the United States; it would be vicious legislation; 
but to take up individual cases and select a man who has, as I 
understand this officer has done, sacrificed his life, and advance 
| him one grade beyond what he now holds on the retired list, is to 


my mind simply an act of justice on the part of the Congres 
the United States. } 

What did he do? Inthemidst of that great storm that wrought 
such havoc among the shipping at Apia—when the elements were 
warring as they never warred before in any of the harbors of the 
world—when men were panic-stricken, when ships were being de- 
stroyed, when it looked as though there was not one chance in a 
thousand for those whose lives were imperiled to escape, this man, 
uTrage 
a rope in his mouth and swam through the surf in order to 


s of 


(in conse- 
quence of which, as I understand from those acquainted with him, 
he can not hope to live more than a year at the outside) he saved 
for this country its war veesel and saved also the lives of 400 brave 
officers and seamen. 

Now, let me say to my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], 
and the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr.CanNnon|,that if they can 
bring in a parallel case with this one, where such gallant services 
have been rendered to the country, where a man has shown such 
heroism, where he has risked his life for his fellow-men and in the 
discharge of his duty, and has saved to the Government of the 
United States not only the lives of a large number of its sailors, 
but one of its war vessels, I will vote for a bill to give such officer 
additional rank. I think that we ought to encourage such heroism 
at all times. 

The difference in pay that will be carried, if this bill becomes a 
law, is the difference between that of a major and a lieutenant- 
colonel in the Army, as I understand; and you all know what that 
is. Thatis to say,itamounts to$500ayear. He holdsnowarank 
which is equivalent to that of major in the Army, and the ad- 
ditional rank given him by the bill will give him a grade equal to 
that of lieutenant-colonel in the Army. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? 

Mr. HOLL. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. What is the rank held by those who 
graduated with him in the same class? 

Mr. HULL. Iam unable to answer. 

Mr. ROBLNSON of Pennsylvania. Lieutenant-commanders. 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. What rank did he hold at the time the 
retiring board sat upon his case? 

Mr. HULL. Lieutenant-commander, I am informed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Did they not promote him to a higher 
rank at the time of his retirement? 

Mr. HULL. No; I think not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is it not the custom to promote a man 
— is a vacancy to a higher rank at the time of his retire- 
ment 

Mr. HULL. That is not the case here, and can not be done 
under the law. 

Mr.WASHINGTON. Because, if it be so, this man will be get- 
ting two promotions; whereas the men who graduated with him 
in the same class are held down to the same rank as lieutenant- 
commanders. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. That is not the case here. 

Mr. HULL. I understand thatthe retiring board in the case of 
Lieutenant-Commander Brown retired him at the rank he held 
at the time they sat upon the case. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. That is correct. 

Mr. HULL. There was no vacancy in the higher grade, and so 
this officer could not get the promotion. The only way he could 
be promoted by any power except an act of Congress was that 
there should be a vacancy above him. When he was retired he 
was retired with the rank he held at the time. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And that was the case in this instance. 

Mr. HULL. Further, Mr. Chairman, let me say that I do not 
regard this as a precedent, or a dangerous one even if it was a 
precedent, for it is only now and then, once, perhaps, in a century, 
when a man shows such devotion, such courage, and makes such 
sacrifices as this man has made under the circumstances surround- 
ing him. I believe that this bill is simply an act of justice and 
ought to be passed at once. 

ou talk of a resolution pocgeuins his services. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, the country has already recognized his services by pre- 
serving in the archives of the country the history of that terrible 
storm in which he acted so gallant a part. He is suffering now 
from disease and inj 7 contracted on that occasion, and incurred 
by exposure and hardships to which he was subjected during that 
fearful storm. 

The $500 a year which would be accorded to him if this bill 
should become a law is, I understand, a material and necessary 
increase in hisincome. He needs it, as I am informed, badly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield for another 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does my friend recollect the case that 
occurred in the Military Committee in the last few days, of a 
retired officer from New York seeking the same thing that is pro- 

d to be accorded here? 

Mr. HULL. No; what case is that? 

‘Mr. WASHINGTON. The case of Webb. 

Mr. HULL. I want to say to my friend from Tennessee, in 
answer to his question, that these two cases are not in line at all. 
They have no relation to each other. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The two positions occupied by the gen- 
tleman do not seem to be entirely consistent. 

Mr. HULL. I repeat that these cases are not at all similar. 
The case referred to is that of a man who voluntarily resigned 
from the Army twenty-seven years ago, and accepted a position 
in civil life paying double the salary he was receiving in the 
Army. He has drawn that salary, double what he would have 
received if he had remained in the Army, forall these years. But, 
let me say to my friend, that the case under consideration pre- 
sents an entirely different question. If this officer had left the 
service twenty-seven years ago, had entered the eames of 
civil life, and had drawn a salary double that paid him now by 
the Government, I would be as mach opposed to this bill as the 
gentleman himself. But it is an entirely different case. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do you think the increase of salary is 
meceeery or is the purpose simply to honor this officer? 

Mr. HULL. I donot regard it as material, and I can not answer 
the gentleman's question if I did, for I do not know the circum- 
stances of this officer, But I wish to say to my friend from Ten- 
nessee, who is one of the best and most efficient members of the 
Military Committee, that we have three or four similar bills be- 
fore the committee proposing to grant additional grade to officers 
on the retired list, while the circumstances under which they were 
retired caused an unjust loss, and I favor them, for I believe that 
they are entitled to the increase we § 

- McMILLIN. Iam Ds pe that the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat has been candid enough with the House to announce 
that he supports this bill with the knowledge of the fact that 
it is. » be a precedent followed by the committee over which he 
presides. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; I hope my friend will not put me in that 


tion. I simply say—— 
Petr, McMILLIN, twill give the gentleman another chance, 


and he can put himself in the right position. I have stated th, 
position in which he puts himself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, whether he had admitted it or not, that js 
as inevitable as fate, and let him whosupports this bill know tht 
it is only a sapper and miner in this expedition. Let him know 
that there is a large army behind belonging to the retire |\<; 
Let him know that this is a command to forward march, and to 
come here and ask for promotion by statute. 

Against this distinguished gentleman I have not a word to say 
That his services were distinguished I admit; that he is a mos). 
torious gentleman I have no doubt; but that any man born of 
woman ought to be promoted by statute on the retired list | 
wholly deny. There is no sort of excuse for it, and there is every 
reason in the world why it should not be. The gentleman speaks 


of the services of this officer as distinguished. Arethey more dis. 
tinguished than those of a large number of soldiers on the retired 
list who carry armless sleeves, who go on wooden legs, who haye 
received injuries in the service; and are they all to be promoted? 


Are the colonels to be generals, the generals to be major-genera]s? 
Are the lieutenant-commanders in all these instances to be nada 
commanders? Are the commanders to be made admirals and 
rear-admirals? Is that the programme here? Is that where yoy 
are going? an Te ready to take that step? Are you ready to 


do this thing? so, pass this bill, and you give notice to the 
world that this is your purpose, and the inevitable conseynence 
to follow. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutu] has kindly warned the 
House that he has three more cases to bring on, and those are not 
nearly all the cases that will come to his committee when they 
ascertain that the House has made this blunder. I have seen in 
this Hall to-day a distinguished gentleman who rendered vreat 
services to his country. He was shot down in the ranks ani lost 


aleg. Do you propose to take him and give him additional rank, 
additional pay and emoluments? If you are not ready to go the 
whole line, do not take the step. The gentleman from Iowa has 
told us what the report does not tell us, that this officer needs the 
money. There is nothing in this record to justify that assertion, 
and I will not be so unlawyerlike as to go out of the record to 
argue it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a proposition came here several years ago 
to promote a distinguished officer who had done great service to 


his country, tomake the promotion while he was still in the ranks, 
while he was still ready to do battle, while he was still command- 
ing. and yet Congress refused todo that. To-day we propose to 
take a man from the retired list and give him a promotion. How 


do we know that this gentleman would be content to be a com- 
mander? How long will it be before he will want another pro- 
motion? If he has rendered distinguished service at one time, 
does not that operate for another promotion if he desires more? 
I do insist, Mr. Chadeonn, that the House should take this step 
with due deliberation. Iknow how easy it was for Artemus Ward 
to be patriotic with his wife’s relations, and I know how «asy it 
is sometimes for gentlemen to be, like the distinguished yvutle- 
man who has just spoken, generous with other people's money; 
but I beg him to remember that the widows whose husban ls’ heads 
were shot off in the late war get $12 a month, while it is proposed 
to give an additional $500 to this officer in time of peace. 

It can not be claimed that this Government is not generous with 
its soldiery. There never was anything like it seen in the world. 
Neither Greece nor Rome nor any modern nation was ever so gen- 
erous with its soldiers who were maimed and with the widows of 
those who are dead. We pay already a little more than §11').0").- 
000 a year in pensions. e have a very large retired list. This 
officer now gets the benefit of the provision of law under which 
he accepted his commission, and yet he is not satisfied. These 

ntlemen say, ‘‘Give him more. Let us promote the others. 

et us move up the whole retired list. Let us be generous with 


other people’s money, while your deficiencies are twenty or thirty 
millions of dollars a year.” 
Mr. DAYTON. _Lyield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. !!' 1"). 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I just want to state tht my 
friend from Tennessee set up a man of straw and proceed to 
demolish him with great vigor. I want to say to him tht | cr 
tainly did not use any case before the Committee on Military At 
fairs as a — for this. My position, Mr. Chairmen, was 


that every bill that comes before this House must stand or ‘allon 
its own merits, and that when we bring our bills in her, 1! " 
do so, it will be time enough to address ourselves to thi. 


simply referred to the action of the Committee on Military \‘fairs 
in answer to the question of my colleague from Tenness«« | Mt. 
rarer who is a member of that committee. ae 

Mr. PI . I would like to ask the gentleman from \Vest 
ME og a question. 

; DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the age of this gentleman? 

Mr. DAYTON. Fifty-five, I think. He is dying of consump 
tion; and on his deathbed now, I think. as 

Mr. PICKLER. What pay is he now receiving? 











1896. 


Mr. DAYTON. He is receiving $2,250 a year. 





Mr. PICKLER. Twenty-two hundred and fifty dollars a year. | tion of the resolution. 


What family has he? 

Mr DAYTON. Three or four children, I think. I do not re- 
member the number. ; 4 

Mr. PICKLER. Has he anyother property outside of his salary? 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not know about that. 

Mr. PICKLER. These questions are always asked at the Friday 
night sessions in the consideration of our bills, and I thought it 
would be pertinent to ask them now with reference to this bill. 

Mr. DAYTON. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill favorably to the House. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. Ae: 

Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. MILES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 82. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill unfavorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DINGLEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the bill 8. 1447, and had instructed him to report the same 
with an unfavorable recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the recommendation of the 


committee. 
Mr. McMILLIN. On that I demand the previous question. 
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Is there objection to the present considera- 
[After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMPILED STATUTES IN FORCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. PERKINS. I now ask consideration of the House concur- 
rent resolution No. 18, 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


The SPEAKER. 


Resolved by the House of Re prese ntatives 


the S t u? 7), That the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and dirs 1 to de- 
liver, from the number now in his care, one copy « mpiled sta in 
force in the District of Columbia to each Senator, Representative, and Dele 
gate in Congress, for his personal use, and 500 copies to the Superintendent of 
Documents for distribution to depositories of public documents 


That the remaining copies of the work may be sold at $2.50 | 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. PERKINS. There is one more resolution I ask the consid- 
eration of. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives 


Or ¢ py 





the Senate ce ing), That the 

Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized to print the reports, 
correspondence, charts, maps, and other documents now on file in the Treas- 
ury Department, or other branches of the Government, relating to the fur 
seal, salmon fisheries, and other matters pertaining to the Territory of 
| Alaska; 3,000 copies to be printed, of which 750 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 1,500 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 750 
copies for the use of the Treasury Department and other Departments whose 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation | 


thereof the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole was 
to, and the House refused to pass the bill. 


On motion of Mr. McMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the vote | 


by which the House refused to pass said bill was laid on the table. | 


| present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Printing have 


a few matters here I would like to ask unanimous consent to take | 


up. They are scarcely privileged. 
Mr. C ON. I willask the gentleman if the matters are so 


urgent that they can not afford to wait until the legislative, ex- | 


ecutive. and judicial appropriation bill shall have been passed? 

Mr. PER. ma 2 will say, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois, that these matters the com- 
mittee has selected to present at this time are not matters of very 
great importance. ey are matters which should occupy very 
little time. If they are to be acted upon at all it is of importance 
that they be acted upon promptly, because they are delaying the 
work of the Printing Office. t ought to take but a very few mo- 
ments. There is no resolution of any particular consequence. 

I would like to call up Senate joint resolution (S. R. 65) to print 
the annual report of the General Superintendent of the Life-Sav- 


a 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That section 89, second proviso, of the act of January 12, 1895, 
an act providing for the — printing and binding, etc., be, and is hereby, 


by inserting r the words “ tide tables, coast pilots,” the words, 
“Annual of the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service.” 
TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the resolution? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 


The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading; and it was 
cueltae read the third time, and passed. 


EIGHTH SPECIAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. PERKINS. 
resolution No, 3. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), 


Resolved 
That there be tedand bound in cloth 8,000 additional copies of the Eighth 
Sportal the Commissioner of Labor, relating to the housing ot the 
use 


of 
74 People; copies for the use of the Senatw, 2,000 copies for the 
of ‘ouse of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for distribution by the 


Department of Labor. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


SECOND SPECIAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask consideration of House concurrent reso- 
lution No. 2. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


I call up for consideration House concurrent 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed additional tn cloth bindin , of the Second Special Re- 
port of of Labor, being a of the Committee on Inter- 


re 
Commerce of the House of Tierenentatives, submitted July 
> copies for the use of Se Lm ay 2,000 copies for the use of the 


and ‘or distribution by the Depart- 

ment of and the er of Labor is hereby authorized to re- 
said to include the labor legislation subsequent to the year 1891, 

to report with reference to decisions of courts under the 





reports are thus printed. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
WILLIAM I! 
Mr. COLSON. 


JOCK 


AND JAMES H. TINSLEY. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


The bill (H. R. 2815) for the relief of William Lock and James 
H. Tinsley was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle and adjust 
the judgment of the United States obtained March 4, 1886, in the United States 
district court at Louisville Ky., against William Lock and James H. Tinsley, 
for $1,268.40, as the sureties of Glass & Gevelin, failing mail contractor 


3 on 
mail route numbered 12121, upon the payment of the costs of the suit ex} 


nded 


| in the obtension of said judgment: and upon the eee of the costs as 


aforesaid they, the said Lock and Tinsley, shall be 
charged from the payment of said judgment 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I must ask for some explanation of 
this bill. 

Mr. COLSON. The case is simple. Glass & sub- 
mitted a bid on the mail route in question. The route was 33 
miles long, the mail to be carried each way every day, and it had 
never been let for less than $1,100 a year, but in this instance 
bid as it appeared at the Department was $135. The intention 
was to make it $1,350, but by a clerical error it was submitted 
and accepted at $135. The contractor, who was a poor man, nec- 
essarily failed. Suit was brought against the sureties and judg- 
ment for the Government was obtained. The sureties had to pay 
the money, and this bill simply seeks to relieve them. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. As I understand, it does not take any 
money out of the Treasury? 

Mr. COLSON. No, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Hasthis been recommended by the Postmas- 
ter-General? 

Mr. COLSON. 
General. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COLSON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass Senate joint resolution No. 43, in relation to the distribution 
of seeds by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to purchase and 
distribute valuable seeds for the year 1896, as has been done in preceding 
years; and as the public exigency requires that the valuable seeds, bulbs, 
trees. shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants to be purchased may be ready for 
distribution at the earliest possible date, the Secretary of Agriculture is 
hereby directed to procure them by open pur« hase or contract at the places 
and in the manner in which such articles are usually bought and sold: Pro 
vided, That the said Secretary shall not, in said purchase, pay more than a 
reasonable and fair price for such commodities or for any of them. 


The SPEAKER. 


orever released and dis- 


Gevelin 


the 


No; it has never been before the Postmaster- 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


The gentleman from Delaware moves that 


the rules be suspended and the joint resolution passed. 
ond demanded? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a second be considered as ordered. 


Is a sec- 

















a ieelaliabsbshesioeaotn.c 





















































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marow 2, 





Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I wish 
to ask the gentleman having this joint. resolution in aa he 
believes it possible to distribute these seeds in time for ting 
this season? 

Mr. WILLIS. The Committee on Agriculture discussed that 
question, and the conclusion was that there was time for the exe- 


cution of the purposes of the joint resolution. 

Mr. KEM. I should like to know by what process of reasoning 

the committee reached that conclusion, when in fact the time for 
lanting many of those seeds has already passed, and it will be at 
east a month before the seeds can reach farmers. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, that question was pretty generally can- 
vassed by the members of the committee, and they concluded that 
the cases in which the seeds would not be available for use this 
season were exceptional. It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, 
that this Senate joint resolution has already been discussed and 
acted upon in that body, and has been passed. (Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
**Vote!”’] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the request of the gentile- 
man from Iowa that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MOSS. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made, and the question will be 
taken by tellers upon ordering a second. The Chair appoints to 
act as tellers the gentleman from Delaware | Mr. Winn} and the 
gentleman from Georgia | Mr. Moses}. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on suspending therules 
and passing the joint resolution. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it, and in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the joint 
resolution is passed. 

CUBA, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules be suspended, 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs be discharged from further 
consideration of Senate concurrent resolutions in regard to the 
relations between the United States and Cuba, and that the reso- 
lutions which I sent to the desk be adopted by the House as a sub- 
stitute therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of Con a state of public war exists in 
Cuba, the parties to which are entitled to belligerent rights, and the United 

s should observe-a strict neutrality between the be rents. 

Resolved, That Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 

caused by the war now waging in that island, and believing that the only 

nent solution of the contest my in the interest of Spain, the peo- 
ple of Cuba, and. other nations would be in the establishment of a govern- 
ment by the choice of the people of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the 
Government of the United States should use its good offices and friendly 
influence to that end. 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any European Governments ir colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the people of the United States and those of 
Cuba in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two les the present war is: entailing such losses upon the peo- 

le of the United States that. Congress is of opinion that the Government of 

he United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate interests of 
our citizens, by intervention if necessary. 

Mr, McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, before ceeding further, I suggest 
that the resolutions of the Senate referring to thissubject be read, 
80 that the House may be in possession of the whole question. 

The Senate concurrent resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That, inthe 
opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists between the Government 
of Spain and the Government ee and for some time maintained by 
force of arms by the people of Cuba, and that the United States of America 
should maintain a strict neutrality between the contendin: aise aecord- 
ing to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports omit rritory of the 
United States. 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
the independence of Cuba. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. Hirt] whether the fourth resolution re- 
— by the Committee on Foreign Affairs was read by the 
Clerk? 

Mr. HITT. Itwas not. That was not included by me in the 
motion I made. I do not make this motion on committee sus- 

nsion day, but individual suspension day; and the fourth reso- 

ution I have not offered, because the: © number of the mem- 


bers of the Committee on F have uested me to 
drop that — as being tially contai in those that 
e it, an i 


therefore ; 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise-to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The question ison seconding the motion to 


—— the rules. 

. RICHARDSON. That is the point I was about tomake. 
Mr. TUCKER. Idemand 

Sptaker, pending the question of a second, I wish to 


asecond.. [Criesof “Oh, no!”] Mr, } that 





mous consent that debate on this matter be. extended to thirty-five 
minutes.on: each: si 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Oh, more than that—an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The question is. on seconding the motion to 
suspend the rules. The gentleman from Illinois. bs v. Hirt} and 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TuckER] will please take their 
places as tellers. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Before that is done, I should 
like to ask my colleague from Ilinois—— 

The SP R. The Housemust proceed inorder. The ques- 
tion is on ordering a second. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I simply desired to ask my 
colleague on. the Committee on Foreign irs to inelude in his 
motion the fourth resolution, which was adopted by tliat commuit- 
tee unanimously, and which reads: 

That Congress pledges-its support to the Presidentin carrying out the f>ro- 
going resolutions. 

Mr.. HITT. TI have:stated that I do not offer that resolution. 

Mr. McCREARY of gree I am: im favor of that resclu- 
tion, and was in favor of it in the committee: 

TheSPERAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Kentucky is not in ordocr, 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask that by unanimous consent a second be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I regret. more than I can say 
to find myself even in seeming: antagonism» to: any position ny 
distinguished colleague, the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, may take on this floor. I have followed him so long 
and I have such implicit confidence in his judgment that [ regret 
very much—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine (Mr. Boute..:} 
is not in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In view of the position taken by me herecto- 
fore, that we ought to proceed with deliberation in disposin;; of 
this question, I must demand. a.second. 

Mr. HITT. That is the gentleman’s right. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. cer, L rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
The status [ understand to be that the eman from Virginia 
first demanded a vote on the second and then asked unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered, and then the 
gentleman from Maine objected. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from ia asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordi , and the de- 
mand of the gentleman from Maine isin the nature of an objection. 
The gentleman from Virginia and the gentleman from Illinois 
will please take their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers es 175, noes 19. 

So the motion to d the rules was seconded. 

Mr. BAILEY. [I unanimous consent that this debate be 
extended until 5 o’clock. [Cries of “Oh, no!”] 

The SPEAKER. The gentii from. Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the debate be extended until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. maa I object. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the debate 
on. each side be limited to. one hour. 

Mr. ag I object. 

Mr. .. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that we extend the time as 
first pro _- gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tucker}, and 
give each side t a egg minutes; that will be only an hour and 
ten minutes altogether. 

Mr: TURNER of Georgia. Camnotthe gentleman make it forty 
minutes on each side? : 

Mr. HITT. That has just been refused,aslunderstand. [am 
trying to get gentlemen as much time as I can; and I am trying 
to meet the views of who. obj 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the debate be extended to thirty-five minutes on each 
side. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HITT. I ask that the Chair kindly remind me when [ have 
consumed ten minutes. Yielding the time after that to other 
gentlemen who may desire to in the affirmative, I shall ask 
to reserve the closing five minutes of the debate, : 

Mr. Speaker, the resolutions ted to the House at this mo- 
ment have been considered’ great care by the committee of 
the House specially a with that duty. many meetings, 
through several months, the question involved has been discussed. 


These resolutions have been ripened and matured after consu!t:- 
tion with the most eminent aud it is believed that in the 
interest of right, in the interest of Fee in the interest of our 
own country, and in the interestof who elsewhere are mak- 
ing a struggle with which we , these resolutions pre- 
sent the most 


and expression ti ee mode of action 
Hire, that Cong is of opinion thatastate of public war exists 
in the which we should recognize, observing strict 


im that island, 


the conditions of war ! 
wiil find a 
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ent solution only in the establishment of a government by 

Pre choice of the people of Cuba themselves, and that our 

should use its friendly influence to that end; this, we 

believe, being in the interest of the people of Spain, of 
of all other nations. 

view of the vast interests of our people in the Island 


Third, 


of Cuba, so close a neighbor; in view of the immense commerce 
that is falling off and being destroyed, and the enormous invest- 
ments of our citizens there being consumed, that our Govern- 
ment, while it has never intervened in any struggles between 
E powers and their colonies in the past, should be pre- 

to protect the legitimate interests of our citizens by inter- 
vention, if intervention be necessary. 

All of these resolutions, Mr. Sneaker, that have been offered by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the terms in which they 
have beenstated, have beemcarefuily considered, so that we believe 
they can not and certainly ought not to cause any trouble or 
rupture between us and any country that is not seeking trouble 


us. 

withe resolutions of the Senate, for which those of the House com- 
mittee now offered are a substitute, are two in number; the first 
substantially the same as that reported by the House Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and the second proposing that our Govern- 
ment should offer its friendly offices to Spain for the recognition 
of the independence of Cuba. Every gentleman, on hearing that 
suggestion made or that proposition presented to him, must think 
in @ moment what would be the response if a proposition were 
mad; to our Government, for example, by the British minister, 
presenting resolutions adopted by the British Parliament asking 
and desiring us to consent at once to the independence of Texas, 
of Florida, or of Michigan. How long would he remain in Wash- 
ington after presenting such a ——- as that—after the self- 
respect of our Government had been thusinsulted? I think gentle- 
men will agree with me that the proposition of our committee is 
one far more and likely to be far more effective. 

First, as tothe belligerency of the Cubans, if thatisafact, atruth, 


we may it; if itis not—if it is falsehood—we ought not 
to it under any circumstances. Now, let us see what 
are the . That there is a State of war—that there is belliger- 


ency—canm hardly be denied in view of the overwhelming evi- 
dence of a state of war. That it is a fact is shown by many 
things more than mere newspaper reports. The official reports of 
our consuls, lying before the members of the House for weeks, 
show the growth and extent of the war now raging in Cuba. 
This struggle is not a reproduction of the ten years’ insurrection 
of 1868 to 1878. Par from it—far more than that. On the 13th 
day of July, more than half a year ago, the constls report that 
the cma forces the field, contending with desperate 
earnestness and unconquerable will, were three times greater 
than the men engaged in the rebellion of 1868-1878 when at the 
height of ite power, and the tide of war has gone on since that 
timeand swepton over the island from one side and one end tothe 

, until to-day the ish authority is notin fact exercised | 
over more than one-third, probably not more than one-fourth, of 
the 41,000 square miles of surface of the Island of Cuba. The 
Spanish minister made public a statement on the 22d day of Feb- 
ruary with his name signed to it, published to the people of the 
United States, in which he says that 125,000 troops have been sent 
to the Island of Cuba by Spain. Is notthat war? Isthata police 
force Lime ay Saha a street disturbance? 

Recently 


ee of Cuba issued two long procla- 
mations, which allof you have read and doubtless read with horror 
in connection 

detailed 


m with the news that accompanied it, which contained 
regulations and prescriptions concerning this war in the 
very terms.and spirit of the ordersissued by Napoleon when he com- 
manded the-greatest forces ever enlisted in modern warfare. The 
captain-general recognized the condition of war prevailing. So, 
too, from the headquarters of the Spanish minister dispatches are 
sent out constantly referring to two or three engagements nearly 
every day with the enemy. 

It will not do to say thatthisis mere guerrilla warfare. Wecan 
not preseribe the way in which men do their fighting, or in which 
they are to be im governments, or in which they live. 
Guerrilla warfare is a great and tremendous instrument, and the 
geniusof that Spanish race has shownin their history thatitistheir 


resistleas, , and desperate resort in times of emergency, and 
that itisa system that can not be readily subdued. One hundred 
and fifty thousand of Sine @pein, techs soldiers — oe — 
commanded marched i in, possession of its cities, as the 
Spanish. have taken possession of the Cuban cities, and as- 


who could only resist by means 


sumed. to subdue a 
of guerrillawarfare. Butwhatwastheresult? Guerrilla warfare 
And it was the defeat and de- 


“of Napeleon’s forces in: that mighty war, conducted by 
ma tarassing and irregular system, that deprived him of his re- 
sources, 80: after the final blow in the retreat from Moscow 
that greatest power of modern times crumbled and fell, Was not 


that war? Cana Spaniard deny it? There is not a Spaniard in 
the world who is not proud to recount it as the grandest era in 
Spanish history, and one of the proudest achievements in all their 
centuries of olden glory. Even the British are to-day proud to 
have taken part in that memorable peninsular war. 

Then, if war is a fact shall we not recognize it? [f the denial of 
the recognition of the fact that these two peoples in Cuba are at 
war operates to the prejudice of the one and the benefit of the 


other, that is not impartial conduct. That is the very state of 
things now. We not only seize a ship containing munitions of 
war bought in the open market for Cubans, where the Spanish are 
buying them by thousands, if the Spanish minister notifies our 
judicial officers it is about to leave, before it gets out of the har- 


hat, but we send 
our cruisers out and pursue them on the high seas. We do that 
work-for Spain now. The Raleigh and the Montgomery, our ships, 
pursued the Huwkins far out into the high seas. If the Cubans 
are recognized as belligerents they will have the same rights that 
we now give fully to Spain. She comes into our market 
the munitions of war by millions of dollars’ worth and takes them 
openly and freely. By recognizing the Cubans’ belligerency they 
will have a flag and can purchase in our markets in the same 
manner. 

I ask the Chair how much time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed ten minutes. 

Mr. HITT. I will use: two minutes longer. I will say to gen- 
tlemen who are fearful that the relations of our country with 
Spain will be ruptured that I do not think this recognition can 
excite ground of complaint, for this war has existed a year, with 
great bloodshed. Spain recognized the Southern Confederacy a 
month before the battle of Bull Run was fought. The Spanish 
minister said in his statement, published on the 22d of February, 
that we had done our full duty under international law in enfore- 
ing the neutrality laws in every way. 

This recognition is not new, although the proclamation of it is 
new. I wish I had time to yield to my friend from New Jersey 
[Mr. PaRKER], who has investigated the historic question care- 
fully, to diseuss our policy in the past. Mr. Monroe in 1816 set 
it out fully that our Government not only recognized one but two 
or three insurrectionary parties in the same colony in South 
America. by recognizing their flag on their vessels in our ports; 
and that was done years and years before any recognition of inde- 
pendence, but not by proclamation. It has been for eighty years 
the custom of the United States. In this case we have departed 
from it, and have not recognized them in the least in any way. 

By this recognition of belligerency there would be a right of 
search given to Spain of our vessels, but the belligerents’ ships 
could go out upon the open sea; and whilo they are the enemies 
of Spanish ships, and must fight their way, they could go out, not 
as’ pirates, but might freely leave our ports carrying men, not 
armed men; carrying munitions of war, but not armed men or 
the men with the arms to use them; nor could armed vessels of 
either party be fitted ont. Cuban merchantmen could go out 


ber, as was done with the Bermuda, not only tl 


sand buys 


| loaded with arms purchased in open market just as Spanish ships 


now do. 

Now, as to the government that we want to see established by 
the choice of the Cubans, there is no occasion why the expression 
of that wish should irritate the Spanish ruler, becanse all that we 
want is that the people of Cuba may have a government of their 
own free choice. The Spanish pretend that the Cuban people are 
really in their favor. Wedo not believe it. Butif that is true 
let them, by free choice,say so. We wish them to have a govern- 
ment of theirown choice. We suggested it once before, in 1878. 
I see before me a gentleman (General Sickles, former minister to 
Spain) who took part in the negotiation when the treaty of Zampon 
was made in 1878, and the insurgents laid down their arms upon 
the promise of autonomy and government for Cuba in which Cu- 
bans should have a voice. They gave up on that promise by 
Spain, at our suggestion, and the promise was broken. We now 
ask, and would say through our State Department, and press it 
with our influence, that the people of Cuba should have a govern- 
ment of their own choice. We believe it would be a free govern- 
mentof Cubans. Wecan not well ask, no government can ask in 
a truly friendly spirit of another to give up territory—for the in- 
dependence of a part of a monarciy. 

he: last reselution in regard to intervention is one that follows 
and proposes what has been the usage of all nations, what has 
been practiced by ourselves many times, Wherever American 
interests are imperiled we land marines if necessary; and if it is 
necessary for the protection of a vast property in the midst of ex- 
treme confusion and disorder, we can land a sufficient force for 
protection. There are plantations owned by Americans in Cuba 
assessed at $12,000,000; mines, over $8,000,000; merchandise and 
loans, as much more. The great arm of this Republic ought to 
be ready always to follow its people, to protect their interests, 
their property, and their lives anywhere in the world. [Ap- 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed twelve min- 
tes 


utes. 

Mr. TUCKER. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of 
the adoption of the resolutions now under censideration. We are 
confronted with a serious and critical situation in Cuba. There 
must be a change of affairs or there will be ruin and extermina- 
tion of the Cuban people. My sympathies go out to them in their 
sufferings and in their desperate struggle for liberty, but I am op- 
posed to annexing Cuba to the United States. I desire that Cuba 
shall be an independent republic, and that the struggling patriots 
shall be freed from a cruel and relentless despotism. [Applause.] 

The wrongs against which our forefathers rebelled were not near 
so great and the tyranny and oppression were not near so severe 
as have been inflicted for many years on the Cubans by theSpan- 
ish Government. Sympathetic expressions or denunciation of the 
brutal cruelties, barbarous atrocities, and ruinous taxes imposed 
on them will not benefit them now. There must be positive ac- 
tion by the American Congress. Something should be done to 
end the inhuman war and stop the destruction and death and 
reign of terror in Cuba. The pending resolutions seem to me 
proper and appropriate. They declare that in the opinion of Con- 
gress public war exists in Cuba, the parties to which are entitled 
to belligerent rights, and the United States should observe strict 
neutrality between the belligerents; that the only permanent 
solution of the contest equally in the interest of Spain, the people 
of Cuba, and other nations is the establishment of a government 
by the choice of the people of Cuba, and that the Government of 
the United States should use its good offices and friendly influence 
to that end; that the Government of the United States should be 
pee to protect the legitimate interests of Americans in Cuba 

y intervention if necessary. 

No matter how we may have felt a few months ago with regard 
to the Cuban revolution, a great change has occurred. The Cu- 
bans now have an organized government. Theyhave a president 
and a legislature. They have an organized army which holds 
control of two-thirds of the island and has been successfully main- 
tained, though there are 100,000 Spanish soldiers in Cuba. The 
most illustrious and trusted Spanish officer, General Campos, failed 
tosuppress the revolutionists, and he has been required to return to 
Spain and General Weyler has been sent from Spain to command 
the Spanish army in Cuba. His methods are repugnant alike to 
humanity and civilization, and he has already made a reputation 
asa ‘“‘tyrant and a butcher” by his proclamation declaring that 
all the revolutionists who did not surrender in fifteen days would 
be treated as bandits. It is said of him that the rifle and the 
sword, the dagger and the dungeon, are the arguments he is using 
on the unwilling subjects of the mother country. 

Since he has been in command the demand for recognition of 
the belligerent rights of the Cuban insurgents has greatly in- 


cr ° 

The Cuban war for independence which commenced in 1868 
lasted ten years. Then a treaty of peace was negotiated with the 
leaders of the revolution by General Campos, and all desired re- 
forms were promised; but the oe were never performed. 
My time will not permit me to show how almost every pledge was 
violated. All of our ministers and consuls in their correspond- 
ence show the reckless violations of the pledges made to the pa- 
triots in 1878. I read but one extract from a report of our consul- 
a at Habana to the State Department in 1885. It is as 

ollows: 

The entire ulation, with the exception of the official class, are living 
under a Sereeke empenetioladl at this tar on the globe. 

There is a system of oppression and torture which enters into every phase 
of life, eats into the soul of every Cuban, mortifies, injures, and insults him 
every hour, impoverishes him and his family from day to day, threatens the 
rich man with bankruptcy and the oor man with gary. The exactions 
of the 8 Government and the illegal outrages of its officers are in fact 
intolerable. They have reduced the island to d ndencyandruin. * * * 
The Government at Madrid is directly answerable for the misery of Cuba 
and for the ra ty and venality of its subordinates. * * * 

A war tax of the most exaggerated character was laid. E business 
trade, art, or profession is taxed in the proportion of from 2% to per cent 
Satter Souheg cord exuplepmnenan af Sue endaiey are saparsaatynaiering: 2 

and employmen e country are se 5 
vertiaipane in the don distress. z 










British Government issued its proclamation of neutrality. Tho 
French Government acted in concert with Great Britain, but do. 
layed official announcement until June. The Spanish Govern. 
ment issued its proclamation of belligerency June 17. In 13:9; 
when Texas was struggling to be free, the Senate of the Unite 
States a resolution looking to the recognition of the Repub- 
lic of Texas in less than six months after the struggle for indo. 
pendence commenced, 

The Cuban patriots are fighting for the same rights and j),(j9. 
pendence and home government that our ancestors fought for 
and won and which we are now enjoying, and we should not for. 
get them. Thesame love of freedom which warmed the hearts of 
patriots and aroused them to splendid deeds of valor still anima tes 
the hearts of our god-fearing, liberty-loving, brave, and patriotic 
people, and from one end of our country to the other the demand 
comes that we must be true to the mission assigned to our Ro- 
public by Providence of leading other nations to independence x14 
free government, and we must therefore, in proper bounds, do 
what we can for our oppressed and downtrodden neighbors in Cuba, 

There are those who say the adoptionof the pending resolutions 
will cause war. I do not believe it. There is no cause for war in 
the pending resolutions. Iwoulddeplore war, but there are tines 
with nations as with men when duty should be done and convic- 
tions faithfully complied with no matter what consequences may 
follow. We should be careful, conservative, but firm, and al] 
will end well. 

The civilized world recognizes the fatal error of the Spanish pol- 
icy in Cuba. The Cubans themselves are urged on by the spirit 
of liberty. They are patriots and not bandits. Their cause is 
just; their wrongs must not beignored. Their rights will ulti- 
timately prevail, and in God’s own time Cuba will be free and in- 
dependent. [Loud So seramee 

r. HITT. I yield seventeen minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the subcommittee to 
which the various resolutions offered in this House were referred, [ 
crave theattention of this honorable body for afew moments whileI 
make a frank statement of the progressive steps which have led 
us to the formation of these resdlutions we have submitted for 
your approval here to-day. Your committee entered upon its 
duties animated with the conviction of the right of free govern- 
ment, and in full sympathy with the patriots in Cuba who ire 
> establish that form of government; but at the same 
time we did not wish‘to do anything to tarnish the fame our 
country holds among the nations of the earth for fair dealing, or 
transgress that code known as international law, which is recog- 
nized by all civilized nations. 

The first difficulty in our undertaking was to gain reliable infor- 
mation. The reports that came through the different sources 
were colored so as to suit whichever side they favored. For that 
reason we called = the State Department for the official cor- 
respondence that they had in their possession, and in response to 
that request it has furnished the documents with which you are 
familiar. I desire to state here that anyone who has read the 
reports of Consuls Hyatt and Baker can no longer have any doubt 
in his mind that a state of war exists, and to a very large extent, 
on the Island of Cuba, and that they are entitled to belligerent 
rights. I desire that these letters be considered part of wy re- 
marks. They are as follows: 


Mr. Hyatt to Mr. Uhl. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Santiago de Cuba, March 1, 1595. 

Str: Lhave the honor to inform you that last evening I cabled you * Prov- 
ince under martial law,” which I now con: . 

On the 27th ultimo the governor-general of the island issued a ‘decree, 
copy inclosed being extract from official bulletin, Goctaving this province in 
a state of wae, gt the military authorities control of all matters appecr 
taining to public o: a oe giving aengeate eight days to present them- 


In which his excellency Don ue Capriles, civil gov- 
ernor of the on the same day resigned all functions relatiny to 
osé Lacham 






































pleasure, are prohibited. The civil gov- 
gaer ae Sith death if he sede te a nce on the plaza 
Sunday night. The guards about the band were doubled. Capriles made 
his appearance, but nothing of the kind happened, although there was much 


eral both sides killed with troops in the province, and 
sev 3 been a mpaeies & guinness The insurgent een 80 far is 
cognate Se et mes Ste caieh ne oe tieed bs the Gove whites 
will ref promised by the Government 

este iota that the movement will be suppressed before much 


A strong reinforcement of troops is daily expected. The British 
man-of-war Canada came here Wednesday and left Jesterda y to cruise along 
in 


common 


The honored and distinguished ex-member of Congress, General 
Sickles, who served as United States minister to Spain, and who 
now sits before me in this Hall, is thoroughly conversant with the 
te Fobrenry, 006, Gane le for independence 

n February, 1895, the e for epen com- 
menced. In one year the insurgents have been remarkably suc- 
cessful, having maintained themselves against the best officers 
and soldiers of the S army. There can be no doubt that 


Railroad, the only on¢ 

ublic war exists in Cuba at the present time. The precedents | ,,/¢,com pele ee ee Sameera Merete Sricane also own thé 

ustify the action which Cunguee is now asked to take are clear | Ju a iron mines af , 17 miles ’ with about 2,000 cars, and 
andample. The last great precedent was that of the civil war, | the American mines and has not begun to o; 


railroad, w ’ 
onaccountof business times. In fact, Americansown more property beT® 
seer other foreign nationality. 


which broke out in the United States in the of 1861. In 
T have, etc., PULASKI F. HYATT, Consul. 


one month after the surrender of Fort Sumter, 18, 1861, the 
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Mr. Hyatt to Mr. Uhl. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
No. 118.) Santiago de Cuba, April 28, 1895. 

- honor to report that on Sunday, the 2lst instant, a fight 
aS Songo, this vrovines, tween about 500 Cubans and 800 
Spanish troops, whic resulted eventually in the Cubans retiring from 
the field. The major and chaplain of the Spanish forces were killed. Other 
. Too thousand and fourteen new Spanish recruits arrived at this poft from 
Spain on the 224 instant, and it is reported that 20,000 more will arrive during 

weeks. 
the shels Sal the town of Ramon de Yaguas on Monday last, killed Captain 
Miranda of the Spanish forces, took 16,000 rounds of ammunition and a quan- 
tity of arms from the fort. 
Lieutenant Gallego, on the part of the Spanish troops, surrendered the fort, 
for which he was court-martialed and ordered to be shot. The sentence was 
commuted to life imprisonment by cablegram from the Queen. 


, etc., 
a ¢ PULASKI F. HYATT. 
Lieutenant Gallego was shot at Habana on May 1, after having attempted 
the passage from Manzanillo to Habana 
aes JOSEPH A. SPRINGER, 
Vice-Consul-General. 


Mr. Hyatt to Mr. Uhl. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
No. 120.] Santiago de Cuba, May |, 1895. 
Str: I have the honor very respectfully to report that there arrived at this 
rt during the present week sbout 2,000 recruits for the Spanish army, mak- 
por jnall about 10,000 that have been landed at this port alone during tho past 


eeks. : 
a 25 a battle occurred near between Coloné! Bosch. command- 
ing 450 Government troops, and Gen. José Maceo, commanding 650 insurgents. 
The Government forces were driven back into town with considerable loss. 
General Maceo later gave permission to Colonel Bosch to gather up the dead 


wounded. 
= May 1 a fight occurred near Santa Ana with about 300 men on each side. 
No particular advantage seemed to have been gained by either party. Both 
sides are to have lost from 10 to 15 killed. 

During the past week about 100 young men have left Santiago to join the 
insurgent forces. Many of these young men belonged to the better families 
of the town, which gives a new phase to the uprising. 

It is my judgment that both sides are about as weil prepared for the con- 
test as are — to be in the near future. The good name of Gen. 
Martinez Campos adds strength to the Government side of the question, but 
the insurgents nevertheless show no signs of weakening. 


I etc. 
on PULASKI F. HYAT'T, Consul. 





Mr. Hyatt to Mr. Adee. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Santiago de Cuba, August 21, 1895. 


S1r: I have the honor to report the situation in Cuba to be deeply interest- 


No. 165.] 


ith perhaps the exception of Santa Cruz, the Government forces hold 
every important seaport town, and a few large towns in the interior; while 
from Cienfu: east, which constitutes three-fourths of the island, the in- 
surgents hold the balance of the territory, and some territory farther west. 
Cuban leaders claim 25,000 men, mostly under arms, in the Province of Santi- 
ago, and 10,000 farther west. J think the number overstated by at least eight 
or ten thousand men; but I am inclined to the opinion that there are many 
more ready to join them when assured that they wili be supplied with arms 
and ammunition. 
That armsand ammunition are now coming quite freely to Cuba there seems 
little room for doubt. A yeoee published here called The Public ¢ rpinic yn has 
he Government would look more carefully after 
g com ies and less for filibustering expeditions they 
the source of trouble. 
who desire to see the island restored to peace are much depressed, 
as there is at present three times as large a force of insurgents as at any 
time in the previous insurrection. 


Sent directemd to consul-general. 
Very reapectfully , ete., . 
PULASKI F. HYATT, Consul. 


But, sir, if there was any other official information desired, the 
on of this new governor-general, who has been sent to 
ba after the most famous general of the army of Spain failed, 
after months of warfare, to put down those insurgents—if one will 
read the lamation made by General Weyler he will see there 
an ition of the fact that a state of war exists to such 
an extent that the extremest measures in the power of Spain have 
failed to put down the insurrection. For that reason, sir, your 
came to the conclusion that this country of ours was 
justified in repre the opinion that the time had come when 
t rights should be extended to those struggling patriots. 

I append the proclamations of General Weyler: 


HABANA, February 16. 


i 


> following is a verbatim copy of translations made of proclamations | 


“ PROCLAMATION. 

“Don Valeriano Weyler y Nicolau, marquis of Teneriffe, governor and cap- 
—aaeen of the Island of Cuba, qonareh in chief of the army, etc., eeu 
ous the honest inhabitants of Cuba and those loyal to the Span- 
ish cause, and in conformity to the laws, does order and command: 
oe i inhabitants ef the District of Sancti Spiritus and the Prov- 

inces of and Santiago de Cuba will have to concentrate in 

the uarters of a division, a e, a column, or a 
have to be with documentary rat of ey 
tf lays of the pu tion of this proclamation in the municipali- 


“ART. 2. To travel inthe country in the radius covered by the columns 
in it is absolutel indiegcoeste to have a pass from the mayor, 
or chiefs detachments. Anyone lac’ this will 

sent to headquarters of divisions or brigades, thence to 





eee LL LLL 


Habana, at my disposition, by the first possible means. Even if a pass is ex. 
hibited, which is suspected to be inauthentic or granted by authority to per. 
sons with known sympathy toward the rebellion, or who show favor thereto, 
rigorous measures will resvlt to those responsible 

“Art. 3. All owners of commercial establishments in the country districts 
will vacate them, and the chiefs of columns will take such measures as the 
success of their operations dictates regarding such places which, while use- 
less for the country’s wealth, serve the enemy as hiding places in the woods 
and in the interior 

“Art. 4. All passes hitherto issued hereby become 

“ART. 5, The military authorities will see to the 
this proclamation. 


null and void 
immediate publication of 


“VALERIANO WEYLER. 
“ HABANA, February 16, 1896.” 


MILITARY AND JUDICIAL PROCESSES. 
The second proclamation is as follows: 
“ PROCLAMATION, 


“Don Valeriano Weyler y Nicolau, marquis of Teneriffe. governor and 
captain-general of the Island of Cuba, general in chief of the army, etc 


“In order to avoid suffering and delay other than that essential in time of 
war, and the summary proceedings initiated by the forces in operation, I dic- 
tate the following proclamation 

“ARTICLE 1. In accordance with the faculties conceded to me by rule 2. arti- 
cle 31, of the military code of justice, I assume, as general-in-chief of the 
army operating in thisisland, the judicial attributesof H. E. capitan-general. 

“ART. 2. In virtue of rule 2 of said article, I delegate from this date these 
judicial attributes to the commanders-in-chief of the first and second army 
corps, and to the general commanding the third division, that is, in Puerto 
Principe. 

“ART. 3. Prisoners caught in action will be subjected to the most summary 
trial without any other investigation except that indispensable for the objects 
of the trial. : 

“Art. 4. When the inquiry is finished, subject toconsultation with the judi- 
cial authorities, the proceedings will continue during the course of operations 
and in the presence of the judicial authority, with an auditor, the sentence 
may be carried out. When said authority is not present the process will be 
remitted to him and the culpable parties detained at the locality where the 
division or brigade headquarters is situated : 

“ArT. 5. The military Juridic functionary of whatever rank who accompa- 
nies in the operations the judicial authorities, when the latter thus decides. 
will act as auditor, dispensing with the assessors’ assistance at court martial 
during operations, in cases where no other member of the juridic body is at 
hand. 

SENTENCE IN CERTAIN CASES. 


“ART. 6. When the sentence is pronounced, if the sentence be deprivation 
of liberty, the culprit will be brought to Habana, with the papers in the case, 
so that the testimony can be issued as to the penalty and the sentence be 
carried into effect. ; 

“ART. 7. The said authorities will be acquainted with all cases initiated 
against the accused in war. 

“ART. 8 I reserve the right of promoting and sustaining all questions of 
competence, with other jurisdictions, as also with the military, and to de- 
termine inhibitions in all kinds of military processes in the territory of the 
island. ¢ 

“ART. 9. I reserve likewise the faculty of assuming an inquiry into all cases 
when it is deemed convenient. q 

“ART. 10. No sentence of death shall be effected without the acknowledg- 
ment by my authority of the testimony of the judgment, which must be sent 
to me immediately, except when no means of communication exists or when 
it is a case of insult to superiors or of military sedition, in which case sen- 
tence will be carried out and the information furnished to me afterwards. 

“ART. 11. All previous proclamations or orders conflicting with this on the 
question of the delegation of jurisdiction in this island are hereby rendered 
null and void. ; 


“VALERIANO WEYLER. 
“ HABANA, February 16, 1896.” 


The third proclamation is as follows: 


*“ PROCLAMATION, 


“Don Valeriano Weyler y Nicolau, marquis of Teneriffe, governor and 
captain-general of the Island of Cuba, general in chief of the army, etc.: 

“I make known that, taking advantage of the temporary insecurity of 
communication between the district capitals and the rest of the provinces, 
notices which convey uneasiness and alarm are invented and propagated, 
and some persons, more daring still, have taken advantage of this to draw 
the deluded and the ignorant to the rebel ranks. I am determined to have 
the laws obeyed and to make known by special means the dispositions ruling 
and frequently applied during such times as the present, through which the 
island is now passing, and to make clear how far certain points go in adapt- 
ing them to the exigencies of war and in use of the faculties conceded to me 
by No. 12, article 7, of the code of military justice,and by the law of public 
order of April 23, 1870. And i make known, order, and command that the 
following cases are subject to military law among others specified by the law: 

“Clause 1. Those who invent or propagate by any means notices or asser- 
tions favorable to the rebellion shall be considered as being guilty of offenses 
against the integrity of the nation and comprised in article 223, class 6, of the 
military code, whenever such notices facilitate the enemy's operation 

“Clause 2. Those who destroy or damage railroad lines, telegraph or tele- 
phone wires, or apparatus connected therewith, or those who interrupt com- 
munications by opening bridges or destroying highways 
_. Clause 3. Incendiaries in town or country, or those who cause damage as 
shown in caption 8, article 13, volume 2, of the penal code ruling in Cuba. 

“Clause 4. Those who sell, facilitate, convey, or deliver arms or ammuni- 
tion to the enemy, or who supply such by any other means, or those who keep 
such in their power, or tolerate or deal in such through the customs, and em- 
ployees of customs who fail to confiscate such importations will be held 
responsible. 

“Clause 5. Telegraphists who divulge telegrams referring to the war, or 
who send them to persons who should not be cognizant of them. 

* Clause 6. Those who through the press or otherwise revile the prestige of 
Spain, her army, the volunteers, or firemen, or any other force that cooper- 
ates with the army. 

**Clause 7. Those who by the same means endeavor to extol the enemy. 

“Clause 8. Those who supply the enemy with horses, cattle, or any other 
war resources. 

* Clause 9. Those who act as spies; and to these the utmost rigor of the law 
will be applied. 

**Clause 10. Those who serve as guides, unless surrendering at once and 
ons the proof of force majeure, and giving the troops evidence at once 
of loyalty. 
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* Clause 11. Those who adulterate army food.or conspire to alter the prices 


“Clause 12, Those who by means of explosives commit the offenses referred 
to in the law of June 10, 1504, made to extend to this island by: the royal or- 
der of October 17, 1895, seeing that these offenses.affect the public peace, and 
the law of April 23, 1870, grants me pewer to leave to the civil authorities the 
proceedings in such cases as arc comprised in captions 4and 5 and treatise 3 
of volume 2 of the common penal code, when. the culprits are not military, or 
when the importance of the offense renders such action advisable. 


‘Clause 18. Those who by messenger pigeons, fireworks, or other signals 
communicate news to the enemy. 

** Clause 14. The offenses enumerated, when the law preseribes the death 
penalty or life imprisonment, will be dealt with most summarily. 

‘Clause 15. All other proclamations and orders previously issued. im: con- 


flict with this are annulled by this. 
“VALERIANO WEYLER. 

“HABANA, February 16, 1896.” 

Who can read these proclamations and question the existence 
of a state of war in the Island of Cuba, laying down as they do the 
course of conduct in the treatmentof the citizens of that unfortu- 
nateisland who are waging the battle oneitherside? Iaskattention 
to the first, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh clanses of this terrible 
proof of the existence of war. That terrible Spaniard, the Duke 
of Alva, never issued a more hideous edict against the ‘haggard 
Anabaptist” than this man who has been sent to put down this 
rebellion when the milder and: more civilized methods of Campos 
had failed. What more unwarranted step could be taken than 
the provision which prohibits all stores in the country districts 
from carrying on their voeation and supplying the people with the 
necessaries of life? It is for these reasons that your committee 
were compelled to recognize such astate of war in Cuba.asentitled 
them to belligerent rights. 

It has been urged that under the provisions of international law 
it was necessary for those claiming recognition to have a capital 
as a seat of government, a pent, and a ship on the high seas; but 
these are not necessary conditions prerequisite to the granting of 
belligerency. Wheaton and Woolsey, and the doctrine-as main- 
tained in.our owncountry, set forth in. Wharton’s Digest, lay down 
the principle that armed resistance sustained for a period of time 
is sufficient for the granting of se ee rights; and when it is 
taken into consideration that the Cu insurgents are admitted 
to have 40,000 well-equipped men in the field, and that Spain has 
sent 120,000 of her best troops in order to overcome this rebellion, 
together with 50,000 volunteers raised in Cuba, that the ports have 
been blockaded for a period of a year, occupying the major part 
of the Spanish navy, and that with all this force and the most dis- 
tinguished general of the Spanish army, at the end of twelve 
months the insurgents have made such progress that they occupy 
the entire isiand with the exception of the coast line of the com- 
mercial cities, which are protected by the Spanish. fleets, it does 
seem that they are enti to be accorded: belli ntrights. Sir, 
this fact was impressed upon me by a@ visit to the office of one of 
our naval officers, who had there a military map on which the 
movements of the contending forces were indicated by black and 
witite pins. These movements were thus recorded from the most 
reliable sources at hand. This map showed that the entire island 
was under the control of the insurgents—every interior town, 
with the exception of Pinar del Rio; was in the nands of the in- 
surgents, and even this latter town was attacked and held posses- 
sion of by them for a time. Simply the utmost coast line, as I 
have already said, is in the hands to-day of the Spanish Govern- 
ment, 

Spain herself can not question our right to grant belligerency to 
these people, for I hold in my hand and desire to have inco 
rated with these remarks the proclamation of neutrality aeeed be 
Spain on June 17,1861, but two months after Fort Sumter was 
fired upon, and many days before the battle of Bull Run, which 
was the first engagement in our late-war, had taken place. Here 
is the text of the proclamation: 

Considering the relations which exist between 8: 
Siandly. undnantemting on angsanhot the grave ovents with Lavchappensd 

on 
‘Republi, I havo resolved to mpitindn the strictest neutrali the 
e in hetween. all the several States of the Union and the Con- 
States of the South; and in order to avoid the losses which our sub- 


commerce for want of definite rules 
in accord with the views of my coun- 


and the United States 


all the pane the Spanish realm to arm, 
°o 
of marque or to contribute in any way to 


+ 
of vessels of war or privateers. 
re’ 


to vessels 
‘through stress of weather. When this 
watch the vessel. and oblige her to go to sea as 
supplies than for 


Tres- 
have no right to the pro- |. 


4 forbidden to enlist in the belligerent army or to 
engage themselves to serve on board vessels of war or privateers. 


Art. VI. My subjects should: refrain. from every act which, by violatins 
the laws of the Kingdom, mae be considered contrary to neutrality. a 


Art VIL T the above: regulations shall have no right 
protection of my 


to 


rnment, shall — the consequences of the rulos 


which the belligerents may and shall be-punished = 
the laws.of Gain. P as provided by 


Given at the palace on this:lith day of June, 1861. 
Signed by the royal 
SATUNINO CALDERON COLLANTES, 


Minister of Siate. 


If the conditions are compared between the situation then and 
now, Spain can have no cause for affront at our recognition of 
these belligerents. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the Fm yield for a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. [I would rathernot, but I will hearthe gentleman, 

Mr. POWERS. I understood the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania. to say that he was the chairman of the subcommittee }),\ 
ing this matter in charge: I desire toinquire of him whether t},. 
insurgents in Cuba have establisheda form of government, wit}; 
a proper official head, and’all the paraphernalia of government: 

r. ADAMS. I will answer the gentleman that, so far as goy- 
ernment goes, they have such an established Government, whic! 
in every part of Cuba, makes itself felt. As [have already state: 
I had submitted for my inspection, by an officer of the Unit 
States Navy, a military map on which the movements that hay. 
taken place in the last year were indicated by the insertion o; 
black and white pins, and I wish to say that with the exception 
the utmost coast line, which means the actual cities on the corst. 
the insurgents then possessed every acre of ground and every in- 
land town with the exception of Pi del Rio, which they have 
since captured. [Applause.] I will say; furthermore—anid it is 
the cause of great regret to me that my time is so limited, for if 
Thad an hour I am confident I could convince every impartial 
man.in this House that our action has beenmost conservative :nii 
has: been founded upon official information.and the rules and the 
usages of civilization—I will say, further, sir, that the Cubans 
have an army of over 35,000 well-equi men. They have a 
President and a cabinet. In every province of the island they 
have officers whom. they call prefeets, who gather in supplies, who 
tax the people, and who have civil jurisdiction and control of {! 
tren territory except the extreme coast line which I have indi- 
cated. 

Mr. POWERS. That is the precise information that I wanted. 
They have, then, a civil government with whom tie United States 
could treat if they desired? 

Mr. ADAMS. They have a civil government that the United 
States. could treat with if we could get at it, but the officers of 
that government are in the interior of Cuba. 

Mr. HYDD. Mr. Speaker, if that is true, and I believe it is, 
would it not, in the opinion of the gentleman, be our duty to r 
ognize the independence of the Cnban people at once or to inter- 
oe - their independence—to do something that would really 

e em? 

. ADAMS. In reply to that I will say to the gentleman that 
these resolutions have been drafted in a conservative spirit :ni 
with a desire to avoid essing in. any way the rules of inter- 
national or constitutional law. My ownopinion is that the actual 
recognition of a new-nation is an executive function. 

If the gentleman will read these resolutions, he will see la‘ 
they are an expression of opinion. by this Congress as represe)ta- 
tives of the people, so that. when, in the opinion of the execu! 
department of our Government (and that department is sup 
posed to be better informed than this House of Representat\. - 
upon a question of this kind, which is evidenced by the fact that 
we have called m the Executive:for information) when (hii 
time shall come the President will know thatthe American p~» 
ple are behind him and are to sustain him. 

Mr. HYDE. Doyou believe these resolutions in this form. 
concurrent as they are, will help those struggling people to any 
extent whatever? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; and I will tell you why. 
waa 


Mr. HYDE. Thatisall I want to ask. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman had listened to the remarks of 
the chairman of our committee [Mr. Hirt], he would have s 
how to-day we exceed t rights and pursue these peop!” 
beyond the 8-mile limi we have no right to go accord!) 
a nations. Seta a mt how this resol 

il ¢ gives those people a !)\~ 
. In thesecond place, it gives them nv 

the third place, it will — them to 

. givesthem a place amon 

ie who = been sent 

ere 

to 4 war in the 

of Gees will see that 


I am quite 
that the gentleman miy 














why the Affairs did not place in their re- 
ream gl they base the resolutions and 
eir 


Mr I will answer the gentleman. We expected to 
have time to explain. these matters on the floor, and to answer 
questions just as Tam doing now. A written report does not an- 
swer the questions that may come up. It is much better for the 
committee to meet questions as they arise on the floor. That, I 
presume, is the reason why, when the subcommittee had submitted 
the report to the main committee, the main committee did not 
authorize a written report. ; : 

There has never been, Mr. Speaker, a question before this great 
House of ntatives of the American people that has aroused 
this has. I may say that thousands of petitions 
and requests have been sent here calling on this Congress to 
recognize these reople-in the ri ht of self-government. We have 
gone over the j carefuily, and the opinion of the Ameri- 
can le as expressed is that we should. extend a helping 
hand to these struggling patriots in Cuba. . ; 

I come now, sir, to thesecond of these resolutions. For seventy 
years Spain has endeavored to keep control of the Island of Cuba. 
‘« series.of revolntions have arisen, one after the other. The last 

t struggle, which continued for a period of ten years, was only 
put down upon the oe of certain reforms in the way of pay 
resentation by Cuba inthe Cortes in Spain and in a more equitable 
adjustmentof the imposition of taxes. 
promises has been kept, nor has “ of the other reforms that were 
then promised been carried out. International law justifies any 
nation in interfering in the disputesof a neighboringcountry when 
her own interests are affected. Spain can not hold Cuba. 
If this rebellion should be put down it would only be for a time, 
as it would again breakout. There is nosolution of this difficulty 
until a government is established which meets with the approval 


Committee on Fo 


Practically neither of these 


of the of Cuba It isin this spirit that we have drafted the 
second resolution, in which we offer our friendly offices toward 
the a government that shall satisfy the people and 


position by referring to the country north of us—Canada. 
There the people of their own free will desire and do remain as an 
integral part of the Kingdom of Great Britain. Should such a 
form of government be acceptable to the Cubans it would not be 
in our to interfere: If, on the other hand, they demand 
that right which we asserted when we separated from our mother 
country of England, it would ill behoove the United States not to 
give its sympathy, if not its open aid, in the consummation of 
such an 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to come to the consideration of the 
third resolution, because my time is very limited. I desire to 
state that one reason why we went so slow in this matter was 
tliat we believed, making all allowance for sentiment and for 
pathy with these s ing people, the first duty of every na- 
fon ts the protection of the rights and property of its citizens. 
From the most reliable information that we can gather it is esti- 
mated that there are twenty millions in sugar and tobacco plan- 
tations owned by American citizens in Cuba. There are some 
eight and a half millions invested in iron mines. The amount of 
investments held in railroad securities, in mortgages, and in open 
mercantile accounts it is impossible to estimate, but it would cer- 
tainly over $30,000,000. Fully cognizant of the fact 
that in granting of belligerency we would yield the right 
reclaim from the Spanish Government for 
the destruction of alien property, your committce were astounded 
a a. of the official correspondence to find the position 
the Department on this question. I quote from a 
letter Wi _ mn, uty 1, — addressed by = Uhl, 
tate, to Mr. Springer, vice-consul-general 
st nko torelion he lays down the following principle as the 
guide of international law and the doctrine held by the State De- 


partment: 
It oqmeselip cacopted, principle of international law that a sovereign 
fine eng - y responsible to allen a for my ‘ hat 
rgents whose conduct it can 
net control, Within the limits of usual effeetive control law-abiding resi- 
be in. the ordinary affairs of life and inter- 
course, to military necessities, should their ets be 
the zone of active La me authorities are 
Fae enepenpnrece: 00 peerants © class of liations 
ie, Netees soprebend, snd: no .of any anlenle spre- 
‘the insurgents would probably be followed by the adop- 
aciai autiiorities. Inthe event, however, of injury, 
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That this was not a mere . 
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if this be the doctrine that is to be held in the future relat- 


8O. 
dictum, 
is confirmed by the letter dated 
of Mr, of State, to Mr. Atkins, in 
toclaims filed by citizens of our country against Spain, should 
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He 


but the settled doctrine of the 
the above paragraph as the rule laid:down by the 


ing 





establishment of 
which will be of a lasting character. I can best illustrate this | 
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| declares that in the event of the necessity we 
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this insurrection be put down it will be impossible for us to re- 
cover from that country for damages done to the property of our 


citizens. But, with all due respect to the Department, I deny 
that this is the accepted doctrine of international law as applied 
to the conditions now existing in Cuba. Neither is it so held in 
the text-books by Wheaton or Woolsey, nor has it been heretofore 
the position held by our Department, as recorded in Wharton's 
Digest of American Doctrine. 

When your committee learned of this doctrine as enunciated in 
the above letters and instructions of the Acting Secretary of State, 
we felt it incumbent upon us to formulate some declaration of a 
course of conduct by which the property of our citizens should 1 
protected. Hence we have drafted this third resolution, which 
will intervene at 
the proper time to prevent further destruction of American 
erty. There was another motive that dictated this »of action 
on our part. If gentlemen will glance through this long corr 
spondence they will see that American citizens and merchants 
traveling in Cuba, in the legitimate pursuit of 
have been in great numbers arrested and incar 
every case so reported upon. on the intervention of our diplo- 
matic officers, they have been finally released, showing that there 
was no justor legitimate cause for their apprehension or in 
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nr 
pt 





Dus ness, 


and in 


their 


ie 
erated, 


ircer 
ation. It is time, therefore, under that great principle tha li 
preservation is the first law of nature, that our country l 
reach out, by intervention if necessary, to protect the persons as 


well as the property of the citizens of our country in the peaceful 
pursuit of their legitimate business. 

In support of the charge of harsh and unjust treatment of our 
citizens I desire to quote from a letter dated September 
of the Secretary of State to the Spanish minister: 

The Department is. unable to comprehend that part of the order of the 
governor-general which appears to require these four citizens of the United 
States to report to the consul-general of the United States at Habana for de 
portation from the island. It is, of course, entirely outside of the functions 
of that officer to forcibly deport an American citizen upon the decree of the 
Spanish or Cuban authorities. It is not within his official competence to ex 
ecute any decrees or laws of any other thau his own Government, and ce1 
tainly he could neither be expected nor requested to assume any share of the 
responsibility of removing an American citizen from Spanish jurisdiction 
against his will. Fortunately, however, it was not necessary for Mr. Wil 
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| liams to put this question to a practical test, inasmuch as the parties them 


selves on reaching Habana voluntarily elected to obey the governorgeneral's 
order and quit the island. 

The proceeding is furthermore harsh in this regard, that twoof the de- 
+ persons, Mtr. Joseph A. Ansley and Mr. John A. Sowers, are said to 
1ave been men of family, and being in impoverished circumstances, to have 
been compelled to leave their wives and children behind them without re 
sources. The governor-general’s order, as interpreted by the military com- 
mandant of Sagua, appears to have required these four individuals to remove 
from Saguato Habana at theirown expense, and thereafter to find for them 
selves the means of reaching the United States. It is true that upon repr 
sentation of their destitute circumstances the military commandant of Sagua 
offered to furnish transportation to Habana. Bnt it does not appear that the 
Government of the island thereafter intervened in any way to en the 
unfortunate men to obey the arbitrary mandate of expulsion 


A further le+ter of the Assistant Secretary of State to the consul- 
general, Mr. Williams, under date of Septemb 
The Department is quite unable to comprehend the extraordinary order 
said to have been given to these four American citi by the governor 
general of the island, that they shouMi leave Sagua within twenty-four hour 
and report to the United States consul-general at Habana, to be banished 


> 30, 1805, says: 





from the island under prohibition of going into any other possession of Spain 
It is incredible that the governor-generail should suppose tha u could take 
any part, active or passive, in the deportation of an Ame tizen by ex 


ecutive order of the Spanish commanders; and it may be 
tain what was intended by the ordor that these 
to be banished from Cuba. 


d rable to aseer- 


persons shouid report to you 

Sir, if this war continues, this beautiful island, probably the 
richestin its resources of any island in the world, will be destroyed 
in its entire length. A half century would not restore it to the 
condition which it now occupies. Our country derives from its 
productions the necessaries of life as well as its luxuries. To pre- 
vent the: permanent destruction of the sugar crop and of thé 
tobacco crop, the cessation of the exports of those fruits that hav: 
now become a necessity to our people, and the loss of those iron 
ores that are required to make the best quality of steel, and which 
are of such material importance to the well-being of our people 
our country of necessity is justified in protecting our interest 
even to the extent of intervention. 

This internecine strife, if continued, will ruin our trade with 
Cuba. Already our imports from that island have fallen from 
$76,000;000' in 1894 to $51,000,000 in 1895. Our exports in 1894, 
$17,000,000; were reduced to $9,000,000 in 1895. The latestreports 
from Habana indicate that a stagnation of trade tosuch an extent 
exists tliat the material interests and welfare of our country can 
not fail to be affected. 

Mr: Speaker, I have thus hurriedly given the reasons that have 
led your committee to the adoption of the resolutions now sub- 
mitted'to:the House. They have been drafted with great care and 


with due consideration to the sensitive honor of the Spanish peo- 
ple. We believe that we are justified by the principles of inter- 
national law and by the self-interests of our own country, which 
we are by every right bound to protect and to see that our people 
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suffer no detriment at the hands of our neighbors. Such is one 
of the principal functions of government, and ours is justified in 
maintaining that principle in the interests of what we believe to 
be permanent peace between Spain and Cuba and the continuation 
of those commercial relations which are so mutually advantageous 
to both countries. 

In closing I can only express the firm conviction I hayg that this 
Western Hemisphere of ours has been dedicated to the right of 
self-government. In the course of the last century Spain has 
been obliged to see one after another of her colonies separate*from 
the mother country and enter into the family of nations, ara to 
maintain their place therein. I believe, sir, that the time has conte 
when Cuba, the last of her possessions, must separate from the 
mother country as have done her other children before. Spain 
can not hold her; she has struggled to do so in vain for seventy 
years. 

Sir, I have the honor to represent in part the great city of Phila- 
delphia. Within its limits stands that mecca of human liberty, 
Independence Hall. Behind its doors sat that body of patriots 
who framed the Magna Charta of human liberty—the right of 
self-government. Its completion was announced to the world by 
the old bell, in the steepleabove, ringing out and proclaiming ‘*‘lib- 
erty throughout all the land and to all the inhabitants thereof.” 
Those resounding circles of freedom spread and widened until 
they embraced the uttermost limits of our continent and every 
people adopted the principles enunciated in that great proclama- 
tion. But, sir, the spirit of liberty is not to be bounded by the 
metes of continents nor by the vasty ocean. Sweeping across the 
South Atlantic, it found ae ere echoes amid the hills of the 
** Queen of the Antilles,” and in the breasts of the men who dwelt 
beneath their shadows, swarthy though they be, was found to 
dwell the same spirit that animated our ancestors who sat in In- 
dependence Hall. To-day they call upon this mother of republics 
to aid them in establishing the free form of government for which 
they struggled. Shall we say nay? Not if I know the spirit that 
animates the people of this country and their representatives who 
sit in this Congress. [ plause. | 

Sir, when the last child of liberty was born, it appealed to this 
American Government for recognition. At that time a great son 
of Pennsylvania by birth and of Maine by ~— occupied and 

uided the helm of state. Did he hesitate? No. Within three 
days after he received that appeal from this last child born of 
freedom he flashed the message acrossthe cable beneath the great 
Atlantic to our representative minister there: ‘‘ You will maintain 
diplomatic relations with the Provisional Government.” And, sir, 
as the representative of our country, I had the honor, under those 
instructions, to be the first foreign minister to recognize the Re- 
public of the United States of Brazil. [Ap lause.| Now, sir, 
shall we hesitate when this other child of freedom calls upon us to 
grant it recognition in its struggle for liberty? Shall the people 
of the Uni States hesitate? I hope and pray that the Great 
Ruler that guides the destinies of men and controls the fates of na- 
tions will plant in the hearts of our rulers to-day the same spirit 
that dwelt in the soul of James G. Blaine. [Loud applause. 

Mr. TUCKER obtained the floor and said: I yi ve minutes 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzEr]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, in this matter I take a wy deep 
interest. I know something about the affairs in Cuba. have 
given much time and study toit. There is no question to-day in 
the mind of any student of international law regardin . 
ency. Belligerency is a fact, and the Government of the United 
States can determine for itself such fact just as well as the Gov- 
ernment of Spain could determine what was a fact in 1861. 

The Government of Spain recognized the belligerency of the 
Southern Confederacy forty daysafter Fort Sumter was on. 
That was no cause for war between our Government and the Gov- 
ernment of Spain. It is admitted now Spain had that right. 
Why, then, do the Spanish people to-day claim that if we eoneeies 
the belligerent rights of the Cuban patriots it will be considered 
tantamount, in their opinion and judgment, to a declaration of 
war? Such a claim is absurd and preposterous. Have we not the 
same right now that Spain had in 1861? Of course we have, and 
we should exercise it. 

The Cuban patriots are entitled by, every construction of in- 
ternational law to belligerent rights. They have in the field a 
standing army of over 40,000 men. They have p i ir 
declaration of independence, similar to our own, and in the opin- 
ion of many more Se They have sage we @ provisional 
constitution, republican in form. They have elected a president, 
a vice-president, and a constituent assembly. They have a cabi- 
net of ministers. They have a seat of government, and are in 
ae grey and hold three-quarters of the island. They are compe- 

nt to-day to treat and negotiate with any other sovereign le 
on the face of the globe. ey bave maintained their arm 
field against the great army of S , under the conan of her 
first ee ene. for more a year. They have won im- 
portant and ve battles. They are uncon and uncon- 
querable. They are a brave, long-suffering, and patriotic people. 
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They ought to win, and they will win. We do not know wha: :. 
going on in that island toaee, because Spain fears the light of 
truth; because Spain fears investigation; ause Spain hates to 
allow the eo of the world to know how she is conductin« ; he 
war there. She has established a censorship of the press, «i ||; 
cable, and of the post-office that is an affront and an insult ¢.) ;)), 
intelligence, the progress, the civilization, and the enlightenont 
of the last decade of the nineteenth century. [Applause. | 
I wish I had time to ee poor Cubans have }y 
treated by the Spaniards for three hundred years. It is a «: 
that must bring the blush of shame to every man who loves }\»)- 
esty and humanity, independence and freedom. But I will so, 
more about this presently, if I have the time. 
L regret, that these resolutions do not go as far as I would like to 
see them’zo. They aretoo moderate and tooconservative. [), my 
judgmént they should go much further. The pending reso) joys 
simply amount to a request to the Executive to issue a procl:ina- 
tion of belligerency, and declaring that war exists in Cuba, and 
that this Government will maintain strict neutrality between the 
combatants. Itis only a concurrent resolution, and the President 
is in no way bound by it: It is a mere expression on the part of 
Congress. The President can ignore these resolutions entirely if 
he so desires. They have no force and no effect beyond the ex. 
pression of the opinion. If I had my way I would pass a joint 
resolution. The facts in the case warrant it and justify it. The 
time is at hand when we must do something, and the speedier we 
act the better it will be for literty and the cause of humuanity. 
[Applause. p 
Mr. Speaker, on the 17th day of last December I offered ihe fol- 
lowing resolution, which was referred to the Committee on |’or- 
eign Affairs: 
Joint resolution declaring that a state of public war exists in Cuba ani that 
belligerent rights be accorded to the Cuban Government 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives ef the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Government of the United states 
i 
3 


en 
ry 


recognizes a condition of public war between the Government of Spain an: 

the Government proclaimed and for some time maintained by force of arm 

by the people of Cuba; and the United States of America hereby dolar: 
that they will maintain a condition of strict neutrality between t), n- 
tending powers and accord to each all the rights of belligerents in the )) rts 
and territory of the United States. The Congress of the United State: pro- 
test and remonstrate against the barbarous manner in which the war in ( uha 
has been conducted, and the President is hereby authorized to tak» such 
steps as may be expedient, in his judgment, to secure an observance of the 
laws of war as recognized by all civilized nations. 

That is a joint resolution. It is couched in the proper form, 
and is all the Cuban patriots ask for or want. I introduced it at 
their request. It, too, is moderate and conservative, but it ac- 
complishes the object desired, hoped for, and prayed for. [| hi: 
indu iged the ardent hope that the Committee on Foreign Affair: 
would report it and that it would pass Congress. However, they 
have reported a concurrent resolution of theirown. I have great 
respect for the wisdom, the experience, and the patriotisin of the 
distinguished chairman of that committee, Mr. Hirt of Illinois. 
Perhaps he is right. Perhaps it is better as he has constructed 
it. Time will tell. Let us see what those resolutions are. | will 
read them: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That in ‘le 
opinion of a state of public war exists in Cuba, the parties to which 
are entitled to belligerent hie ona the United States should observe a strict 
negate between the rents. 

Resolved, That cae deplores the destruction of life and property 
by the war now in that island, and ne that the only ya 
solution of the contest, equally in the interest of Spain, the people of (nha, 
and other nations, w be the esta ent of a government by the 
choice of the people of Cuba, it is the sense of Co that the Government 
of pe United States should use its good offices and friendly influence to that 


end. 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles bet ween 
any Eu Governments and their colo on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the le of the United States and those of 
Cuba, in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commer: be 
tween the Swe mosetes. the present war is entailing such losses upon tle 

le of the U States is of opinion that the Government 
of the United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate int: :vs's of 
Americans by intervention, if necessary. 

These resolutions are all right if the President will act on them 

and issue the necessary proclamation. I shall support them 

. Isincerely h they will pass this House by an over 

ority, that the Senate will quickly concur in them, 

and that the t, brave, consistent, and patriotic as he's, 
will y acq 


in the j ent of Congress and issuv the 
desired and requisite mon 


If this is done I have no hesi in icting that Cuba will 
be free and independent ere the end of the year. [Applause.| | 

If itis not done, what then? Well, cient unto the day 's 
the evil thereof. Congress will have to act, or the people of this 
country will say to their representatives and those in authority, 
in the words of the poet Watson: 


Betrayers of a people, know thy shame. 


‘ eve, that when these resolutions reach thie Presi- 


will grant belligerent tatothe Cubans. The war will 
soon be over when that is - rcnagg 


Mr. Speaker, the situation in Cuba to-day closely approximates 
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wn country at the beginning of our fight for freedom. 
See corded oat tyranny even more unendurable than that 
from which we freed ourselves. 

Lying within a few hours’ journey from our southern coast, 
Cuba is so near to us in point of geographical location that she is 
our neighbor ia actual, physical fact. But there are closer bonds 
between us. Every steamer ee port of New York for Ha- 
bana close by the great Bartholdi statue. Stationed at the 
entrance tothat harbor, facing the sea which rolls between us and 
the Old World, whose tyranny we have thrown off and whose tra- 
ditions we have cast aside, the beautiful gift of France to the 
United States holds high the torch of Liberty enlightening the 
world. This statue is the ever-enduring pledge of the friendship 
of two great Republics, a friendship which had its foundation in 
the hearts of patriots. In our darkest hour of need France, still 
straining at the chain of despotism, in the midst of her own strug- 

le for om, sent help to us. Her noble generosity gave us 
fayette, whose name ranks in our history in equal company 
with our American leaders. 

In this nineteenth century Cuba has been made to feel the worst 
of Spanish cruelty. Nothing in the history of the dread Inquisi- 
tion is more brutal and unmerciful than the Spanish oppression 
in that beautiful island. She calls upon her neighbor, the great- 
est Republic in the world, for help. We have delayed too long. 
In teful remembrance of the generosity of France to us, we 
should be generous to Cuba. The sufferings of this unhappy 
people, their noble struggle for freedom, no less than the great 
military genius of their leaders, demand recognition from us. 
Close upon our recognition of the cause will follow the establish- 
ment of the Cuban Republic. The history of the present struggle 
shows that clearly. en, in the course of time, the natural 
resources of the island, with the strong feeling of friendship 
between us and her people, will lead to even closer relationship. 

Mr. er, what I say here to-day I say from deep convic- 
tions, r mature deliberation, and as an American citizen. 
As Patrick Henry said: ‘‘ 1 know not what course others may take, 
but as for me I cast my lot on the side of liberty and freedom.” 

In the present crisis in Cuba my sympathies are all with the 


heroic and patriotic Cubans, and I sincerely hope and believe they 
will su . Cuba must and will be free and independent, and, in 
my ju ent, the end is near, the result inevitable, and the Cuban 


ublic will soon takeits stand among the nations of the world. 


The spirit of Cuban patriotism is unbroken. The story of her 
trials, her troubles, and her struggles has few equals in the his- 
tory of the world. 


These brave —_ are fighting a noble battle for freedom and 
for independence that can and should have but one successful de- 
termination, and that is the absolute independence of Cuba. They 
have demonstrated over and over again their ability to success- 
fully cope with Spain, the Spanish army, and with her captain- 


7 this revolution the sympathy of every American and every 
believer in freedom and in liberty should go out to Cuba and the 
Cubans. We should aid them and help them in every possible 
legitimate way. ‘ 

e fight for Cuban independence is similar to our own and as 
sure tocome. E word in our immortal Declaration of Inde- 
pendence applies to Cuba to-day with as much force and as much 
effect. They can no longer endure their slavery, and are waging 
a war to escape an alien yoke, and cast off the oppressive exac- 
tions and abuses of many years of a foreign monarchical gov- 
ernment which enriches itself by violating every precept of 
fae and every fundamental law of right and justice. 

is more than an insurrectionin Cuba. It is a revolution. 
Revolutions always accomplish something for the uplifting of 
humenity and the am«lioration of the human race. They mean 
the acivancement of civilization and the betterment of the masses. 
I believe in revolutions when oppression can no longer be endured. 
Much was accomplished for Cuba during the last revolution, al- 
though her in dence was not then secured. At that time the 
Cuban patriots laid down their arms on the expressed condition 
that they were to have local self-government, home rule, and im- 
mediate reforms of an administrative character. Every promise 
then made has been broken, and to-day Cuba is again in the midst 
of a bloody revolution, and I hope no promise except absolute in- 
dence will be agreed to or accepted. 


have strong convictions relating to Cuba, born of experience, 
and of the true policy and duty of the United States Government 
regarding the tion of the revolutionists of Cuba as belliger- 


ents. As I said before, they have demonstrated their ability to or- 
ganize a stable provisional government and place an equipped army 
in the field to uphold and maintain it by force of arms. They can 


S 


be conquered. You can not conquer patriots fighting on their 
soil for freedom, ae and — rights until you exter- 

them. are soldiers 

not 

law 


53 


They ting for their country, not 
this, and by every rule of in- 


are entitled to belligerent rights.. 


, 
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IT am fally convinced that the cause of the revolution now exist- 
ing in Guba commands the moral support and the sympathy of 
this and every other enlightened and Christian people. 

In their battle for freedom and for independence every lover of 
liberty, every believer in the institutions of free government, and 
every friend of the people who believes that all governments de- 
rive their just powers from the consent of the governed should 
sympathize with the struggling Cubans and do all that they can 
to help them to bring about the realization of their hopes and as- 
pirations. 

It is true, in the contest thus far, we have been merely close and 
sympathetic observers and anxious and hopeful lookers on, but 
the time has now come when we must assert our rights in no mis 
taken tones and brook no insolence from haughty Spain, puffed 
up, as she seems to be, with her own ancient pride, which, accord- 
ing to good law and precedent, goeth before a fall. 

Spain has run her course. Her days of conquest are passed. 
She is tottering to-day on the greatness of her own historic ruins. 
She, too, I doubt not, will soon be a Republic. f[Applanse.} 

Mr. Speaker, these brave, noble, heroic Cuban patriots are fight- 
ing a battle of republicanism against monarchy; of democracy 
against plutocracy; home rule against the bayonet; the sovereignty 
of the individual against the sanctity of the king; the ballot 
against-the throne; American liberty against foreign tyranny, and 
above alkand beyond all they are fighting a battle for the rights 
of man. “They must and will succeed if they can maintain their 
presentstatus for a few months more. [Applause. | 

Spain-denies that war exists in Cuba, vet she has sent a hundred 
thousand:men there to put it down. Her greatest general took 
personaleommand, was recalled, and admits he can not succeed. 
Spain never did and never will adinit the truth about Cuba. She 
will not permit the world to know what is going on in the island, 
and the:probability is that she is not carrying on a civilized mode 
of warfare. There seems to be very little difference between 


Captain-General Valmaceda and Captain-General Weyler, his 
former lieutenant, andthe message of President Grant, through his 
Secretary of State, in 1869, crying out in the interest of Christian 


civilization and common humanity against the mode of warfare 
in Cuba by the Spanish Government is no doubt as true to-day as 
it was then. [Applause. | 

What a sad story the history of poor Cuba tells! 

For three hundred years Spain has ruled her with a blood-stained 
and an iron hand. It has been the rule of a military despotism 
over a conquered and subjected province. Its true history never 
has been written, and probably never will be. It has been one 
long, unending carnival of crime, of bloodshed, of rapine, of pub- 
lic plunder, and of official robbery; a dark blot on civilization, a 
disgrace to Christendom, an imperial challenge, backed by bayonet 
and by sword, to the sober sense of humanity. How much longer 
willitlast? How muchlonger will this Christian Government suf 
fer ittolast? Captain-general after captain-general has come and 
gone, leaving a trailof blood, of pillage, of plunder, and of crime in 
allitsforms; but Cuban patriotism has lived on and hopedon, and 
has become, as the years rolled by, more intensified, more united, 
until at last the bright dawn of her independence day is at hand, 
and with our help and our sympathy the Ever Faithful Isle, richest 
for its size of any on earth, will soon be free and independent from 
Spanish misrule, Spanish marauding, and Spanish misgovernment. 
[ Applause. | 

No one desires to hold Spain unduly responsible for the crimes 
and the moral turpitude of all these men, these officials, and these 
miscreants; but so long as her banner is upheld by them she must 
share the dishonor which attaches to their deeds. 

Spain shuns the light of truth regarding Cuba. She maintains 
a censorship of the press, of the post-office, and of the telegraph 
office. Not a letter or a cablegram can go in or come out of Cuba 
without being revised, suppressed, orsupervised. Why? Becaus 
Spain fears the truth and can not bear the light of impartiality 
and investigation. Hence, most of the news from Cuba is d 
tored by the Government and is worthless. Very little attention 
should be given to the reports from Spain concerning the Cuban 
revolution. In many instances the news (so called) is a tis 
falsehoods, manufactured to influence public sentiment against 
the Cubans and make the world believe what is not so, and what 
most of us know can not be true. 

Mr. Speaker, Spain can not win. She can not again subjugate 
Cuba. Her greatest generals meet with defeat in every important 
engagement, and her resources are drained to a condition of na 
tional bankruptcy. She can not carry on the war much longer 
and must soon admit her inability to quell the revolution. From 
what I can ascertain and from what 1 can learn from the best 
and most authoritative sources, | know the Cubans will accept 
no terms but the freedom of the island—no more faithless prom- 
ises of reform; nothing but absoiute independence. 

Cuba is the queen of the Antilles. She has justly been called 
the fair and fruitful isle, the Eden of all her sisters of the sea, the 
glorious gem of the ocean, whose very name fills the mind with 
the most enchanting pictures of tropical beauty, the most deli- 
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cious dreams of natural wealth, of luxury, and of splendor, an eter- 
nal summer garden, intoxicating with the incenseof flow- 
ers and brilliant with the plumage and the music of innumerable 
hirds, beneath whose sunlit glowing sky the teeming earth a 
easy and abundant harvest to the toil of man, inviting the c 
and the commerce of the world. (pee Her @ are 
industrious, intelligent, and entirely capable of governing them- 
selves. For the Spanish press to assert otherwise is preposterous 
and unworthy of denial and contradiction. 

Cubaisour Armenia. The world will hold us responsible for the 
cruel, heartless, bloody outrages perpe there in the name of 
Spain. We shonld serve notice on Spain to-day that butcher 

eyler must cease the indiscriminate slaughter of women and 
children; that the firing by night in Morro Castle and Cabanas 
mustend. If it does not, then we will intervene and end it in the 
name of Christian civilization. 

Let Spain look at all the other Spanish American Republics 
from the Rio Grande to Patagonia. Yes, let her look at Hayti, 
lying adjacent to Cuba, and a thousand times better governed. 

Cuba lies at our very door and is a natural part of our geo- 
graphical domain. Some day she will be ours. But it will never 
come by purchase. _— derives 60 per cent of her entire reve- 
nue from Cuba, and she will never consent to sell her most profit- 
able possession, and what is more, and what is more right, the 
Cubans will never consent to be sold. Cuba will come to us in 
her own good time, but when she comes she will come in her 
= and her glory, of her own accord and her own volition, as a 

and independent State, a possession rich beyond the dreams 
of avarice and essential to our control of the Gulf of Mexico, our 
continental supremacy, and our national destiny. [A a) 

The time has come when, as the people of the great ubiic, 
we must declare our honest views and our true convictions, and 
declare them in no weak, vacillating, or mistaken tones, To re- 
main silent much longer would subject us to the ridicule and the 
condemnation of every nation on the Western Hemisphere. 

Let the impetuous and excitable people of cruel Spain fumeand 
brag and bluster and threaten and intimidate as they will; it will 
hurt no one and should not deter us from doing our duty. Spain 
can not scare any nation to-day. The Cubans must be treated as 
soldiers, not as pirates and outlaws. 

Mr. Speaker, all of the South American and Central American 
Republics, each one of which succeeded by revolution in securing 
its independence from tyrannical and oppressive Spain, are wait- 
ing for us to act, for us to speak. The moment we recognize the 
Cuban patriots as belligerents and entitled to all the rights of 
belligerency every cne of them will follow, from Mexico to Chile. 
This is the Great Republic. It is looked up to and respected by 
every other republic on the globe. There should be ne delay, no 
hesitancy, no cowardice. e should stand by Cuba end give her 
the helping band France once gave us. 

Why — it not be done? — we forget our own , our 
own struggles, our own prayer elp and succor, in the trying 
days when we were tighting for self-government? Where is the 
spirit that animated the people at Lexington, at Bunker Hill, at 

ratoga, at Valley Forge, and at Yorktown? Have we f 
the burning, eloquent words and the heroic actions of Washing- 
ton and Jefferson, of Patrick Henry and James Otis, of John 
Hancock and Benjamin Franklin, of Morris, of Hamilton, of 
Adams, and all the other Revolutionary heroes? [Applause.] 

is American patriotism dead? Has the spirit of 1776 decayed 
and molderedaway? Has the Declaration of Independence indeed 
become a dead letter and a glittering generality? Is our form of 
government a farce? Can we no longer conjure with the great 
names of our Revolutionary heroes? 

If republicanism and ee find no echo here, then in- 
deed free government is a thing of the past, and the hope of the 
future is a message of sorrow and of gloom, of oppression and of 

Reaia ion at international law, ridicules the rightsof nations, 
insults the and Stripes, molests and fires on our commerce, 
scorns American sovereignty, and bids defiance to our greatness 
and our nationality. 

We owe no debt of obligation to Spain. In all the history of 
the past we owe her no favor, no national itude. Her course 
never has been friendly to our own nati de ent, ourown 
oan. and our own advancement. We have no grievance with 

pain, no quarrel, and we seek none; neither do we fear one or 
expect one. But we have the right, and noone can deny it, to say 
what we think and what we believe; and we think and we 
Cuba should be free—free to govern herself, free to make her owa 
laws, free to do each and every thing that every nation on earth 
of right can do. 


Our duty is plain, aye, in humble judgment it is imperative. 
We should Pocono the Culm ae as a with all 
ie ee eats the privileges that implies that affords in 

ern . 

Let us fearlessly, manfully, and courageously meet the exigency 

of the hour, ‘with malice toward none; aad with charitg-fer ail, 


and our action will command the approval of e 

American from one end of the country to the other; the God of 

nations will bless us, and we will have the everlasting 

eas the respect, and the affection of every Cuban now an! 
or all time to come. [Prolonged applause. } 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
privilege of printing remarks on this subject be extended to other 
gentlemen. 

Mr. MONEY. That all have leave to print? 

Mr. HITT. Yes; that any gentleman who may desire it may 
have leave ——— 7 this subject. ; 

The SPE . there objection to the request of the gen- 
tlemen from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. aeee. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER of i Mr. Speaker, it is 
that in seven minutes it will be impossible to make a satisfactory 
or considerate statement of the pending question. I regret th: 
in so grave an emergency as now confronts us a larger liberty; 
debate was not allowed. Even of the brief time provided for tho 
opposition, a large proportion has been already occupied by tle 
friends of the resolutions. 

It is also most regrettable that the chairman of the Committ >. 
on Foreign Affairs submits so momentous a measure under a sus- 
pension of the rules with so meager an opportunity for discussion 
and information, and without even the privilege of offering an 
amendment. He did not see fit to maa even a report in which 
the important facts of the case could have been given to the Houso 
and to the ee ee there is in fact no report to guide us on 
this most extraordi ry occasion. 

We ought to know the facts on which we are asked to pass the 
resolutions by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. e called a short while ago on the Secretary of State t: 
information on the subject. I have before me the pamphlet which 
contains his reply, and there are only about forty pages of it re- 
lating to the progress of the insurrection in Cuba and those paves 
are only a dreary record of incendiarism, assassination, and gucr- 
rilla operations. 

On this foundation we are asked to declare that a state of pu)- 
lic war exists in the Island of Cuba. My friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCreary] instead of giving us facts has cited certain pre: 
edents. It would have been more as in him, as a dis- 
tinguished member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to have 
given us some information of the facts in the particular case for 
= instruction. = a as : t the recognition of 

igerency gran y Spain an great powers to the Con- 
federate States. Why, sir, at the time this recognition was ac- 
corded to the erate States they had possession of almost 
rt from the mouth of the Potomac to the Rio Grane! 

ey had an army against which the combined legions of 

Ceesar and the phalanxes of Alexander would have been unavail- 


ing. [Applause. 

“he talks of the Texas precedent. At the time the recognition 
was granted to that iecnay bey seme a the battle of San Jacinto had 
been Santa Anna, the commander-in-chief of the Mexican 


» gal- 


liberty-loving 


rfectly obvious 


recognition we had fought the battle of Bunker Hill, ha: 
captured Boston, had fought the battle of Bennington, and had 
Burgoyne’s When and where has 


to popular indigna- 
those — oe ag 
y to Spanish mob. [Applauce. 
dent let me say that our State Department his 
official information the Spanish Government has already 
without demand made completely the amende honorable. 01! 


that 
0) ee wee ample oo may be a hot-blooded pev 
ple, but there is in bosoms still semetiring of the ancient chiv- 
. Let us imitate this spirit rather than that of the Span) 


d 1en 
rebeon alleged hore and elsewhere auins! (0) 


would never have voluntarily made with the 
Government. It would never have entered into the hears 
crimes and live in in amity 

have not the Cubans themselves 12 
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peace that ensued at least told these wrongs, even if they 
pet the spirit to resent them? The thing is incredible. Why 
has nothing ever been said of these awful crimes in reports to the 
State Department? But, sir, I do not deny that some atrocities 
may have been committed in the present struggle as well as in 
the other, such as occur between all men in stern conflict with 


arms. 
yeneral Grant, in one of his messages to Congress on this sub- 
ject, during ao ton years of their former struggle, stated that— 
Genesal Quesada, the Cuban chief, coolly and with apparent unconscious- 


aught else than a proper act, admitted the slaughter by his own 
wen te ,— B in one day of upward of 650 prisoners of war. 


Horrors seem to have occurred on both sides of this unfortunate 
a WASHIN GTON. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I hope my friend recognize the 
fact that my time is very limited. ; 

The SP . The time of the gentleman from Georgia has 

ired. 
’ r. SMITH of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may be tted to finish his remarks. 

Mr. QUIGG. . Speaker, I shall have to object to that. 

Mr. SLES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman's 
time be extended three minutes. 

Mr. COX. ten minutes. 

Mr. MILES. Ten minutes; not to come out of the time of any 
of the other members who have been allotted time to speak. 

The S. . The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the time of the from Georgia be extended for ten min- 
utes. Is there 0 on? ; 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. oe, I object. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. er, it seems to me the gentleman 
ought to be accorded this privilege. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. TUCKER}, who has charge of the time on this side, has 
given most of it to nm in favor of the resolutions, reserv- 

but a very few minutes for gentlemen who want to discuss 
the other side of it. 

The S 
ing been made. 

r. OWENS. I ask that he be allowed to extend his remarks 
for nine minutes. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. mene I ask the House to give the gentleman 

[Mr. ] five minutes more in which to com- 
plete his for it is an ae the resolution. 
?. A. STONE. ere is no objection on this side. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to extending the gentle- 
man’s time for nine minutes? 

There was no 


The gentleman is not in order, objection hav- 


IN. Will my friend now allow me to ask him 


r. TURNER of Georgia. I prefer not to yield. Mr. Speaker, 
I beg to return my thanks for the great courtesy shown me, and 


for the of continuing for a few minutes the remarks 
which I was to submit. 
Tt will be that during the entire ten years of the 


struggle of the Cuban _- ition of their belliger- 


ws rights = denied by the oo of the en States, who 
year to year communicated ngress the reasons which 
actuated his conduct. 
At one time President Grant said of the insurrection in Cuba: 
Attempts to far futile, have bee: babl sacrifice 
More than a aha Bvesant on inealoulable seabed a 


And yet he refused tion of the belli t characte 
the Cala recogni 0 gerent c r of 


‘At another time he said, in speaking of according rights of bel- 
ligerency: 


Unless justified , it is al and justly regarded - 
triendiy sctend a guebetions denen nae ol ee ree to the rebellion. 


Onanother occasion, in his message to Congress, President Grant 
tersely the conditions and elements which are requi- 
site to war in the sense of international law. He said: 

The question of 


is one of fact not to be decided by 
relations 


{}rejudices for or against party. The between — 
and the must 
national war 


5 fierce does not alone consti- 
fansete forces in accordance with cus- 
a the etc., and to justify 





following statement of Cuban affairs, which 
Wo kaa. Dertect statement of the present situation so far as 


the 
STs a foreign f eres : 
J occupy. a 
Tesenting any Gomstithency 6 more than doubtful. In the unce,- 
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tainty which hangs around the entire insurrection there is no palpable evt- 
dence of an election, of any delegated authority, or of any government outside 
the limits of the camps occupied from day to day by the roving companies of 
insurgent troops. There is no commerce, no trade, internal or foreign, ete. 

These views were repeated from year to year in the annual mes- 
sages. If you have no respect for Grant: if you think that he 
knew nothing of war, then bear in mind that he was stating the 
law according to the standard authorities. 

Who is the president of Cuba? He is said to be a naturalized 
citizen of the United States, and is enjoying his honors very 
safely in this country. His cabinet is also said to be in this 
country. Whereis the capital? Where is the Cuban legislature? 
Where are their battlefields? 

Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary for me to extend these remarks 
further. I will conclude by the simple statement that if I could I 
would have offered resolutions which I had prepared for the occa- 
sion, to vindicate the claims of humanity and to extend our good 
offices in every practical way in accordance with the precedents. 
And I would defer for the present offensive interference until we 
havebetter information. Mr. Speaker, I trust that I am not defi- 
cient in the spirit of freedom. I know how much it costs, and I 
believe that that liberty is best which is regulated by law. [Loud 
applause. 

Mr. HITT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. meh 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the report of the committee is being considered under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, with but thirty-five minutes to divide between 
all who desire to speak, it will be impossible to even summarize 
the rule of international law or examine the adjudicated cases in 
point. This is greatly to be regretted in a matter of such grave 
importance to the people of the United States and a friendly 
European power, 

{ would like to specifically reply to the argument of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Georgia | Mr. TURNER], but my time will 
not permit me to do other than express my amazement that soablea 
lawyer should for a moment question the right of this Government 
to take neutral ground in the present warfare between the Spanish 
Government and her colony on the Island of Cuba. There is not 
a recognized authority on international law that does not admit 
the right of neutral powers to stand absolutely aloof by balancing 
the scales of equality between contending forces engaged in war. 
Whenever the fact of war exists in the judgment o/ a neutral 
state, belligerency is accorded as a matter of right, and the gov- 
ernment de facto and the government de jure stand upon an 
equal footing in the eyes of friendly powers. 

Judge Grier, in the Prize Cases in 2 Black, Supreme Court Re- 
ports, says: 

A civil war is never solemnly declared. It becomessuch by accident. The 
power and organization ~f the persons who originate and carry it on, when 
the party in rebellion occupy and hold in a hostile manner acertain portion 
of territory, have declared their independence and cast off their allegiance, 
have organized armies, commenced hostilities against their former sovereign, 
the world acknowledges them as belligerents and the contest as war 

Woolsey’s International Law says: 

There is a vast distinction between the recognition of astate's belligerency 
and its independence. It can declare a blockade, and responsibility for the 
acts of insurgents is removed. On the other hand, the insurgents can raise 
loans, get war material and other assistance, subject to neutrality laws. Its 
flag and revenues are respected and it secures a quasi political status, far 
short of independence, however. No complaint has ever been made of the 
recognition of belligerency of Southern States by Great Britain in 1861, which 
example was followed by other foreign powers, but the recognition of its in- 
dependence pro i by France was at no time justifiable, for the attempt to 
put down the rebellion at no time ceased. 

Earl Russell, in explaining why England recognized the bel- 
ligerency of the Confederacy, points out the number of troops 
placed in the field by the United States and the other warlike 
preparations. Seventy-five thousand men were called out April 15, 
1861, and on May 3 an increase of 22,714 men was ordered for the 
Army. (It will be noticed that the total is less for the immense 
territory in the South than the efforts of Spain in Cuba up to the 
present moment.) Continuing, Earl Russell says: 


After a recital of these immense efforts it seems quite inappropriate to 
speak of unlawful combinations. When considering the case of the Greek 
revolutionists Mr. Canning said that the character of belligerency is not so 
much a principle as a fact, 

That a ce m degree of force and consistency acquired by a mass of popu- 
lation in war entitled that population to be treated as belligerents, 
even if their right was questionable; rendered it even if their right was ques- 
tionable; it was the interest of nations well understood to so treat them. 

Hall, in his work on International Law, says: 

As soon as a considerable population is arrayed in arms with the professed 
object of obtaining litical ends, it resembles a state too nearly for it to be 
possible to treat individuals belonging to such population as criminals. It 
would be inhuman for the enemy to execute his prisoners. It would be still 
more inhuman for foreign nations to capture and hang the crews of war aye 
as pirates. Humanity requires that the members of such a community be 
treated as belligerents. 


Vattel, on the Law of Nations, page 292, says: 


When a party is formed in a state who no longer obey the sovereign and 
are possessed of sufficient strength to oppose him, this is called a civil war. 


Judge Grier, in the Prize Cases in 2 Black, 667, says: 
A civil war is never solemnly declared. It becomessuch by accident. The 
power and organization of the persons who originate and carryit on. When 
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the party in rebellion occupy and hold in a hostile manner.a certain portion 
of territory, have declared their independence and castoff their allegiance, 
have organized armies, have commenced hostilities against their former sov- 
ereign, the world acknowledges them as belligerents and the contest as war. 
Larimer agrees with Pomeroy that if eae ang: not accorded 
it is equivalent to aiding the mother country. He says (volume 
1, page 142): 
By recognizing belligerent rights neutral powers pronounce no judgment 
whatever althat on the et iy) the claim or the probability of ata ultimate 
vindication. Belligerent recognition isa mere declaratiomof im jality. 
To withhold from the claimant for recognition the rights of belligerency 
bp we extend them to the parent state would p y be to take part in 
© war. 
Pomeroy, page 224, says: 


To refuse rec ition might, under some circumstances, have the direct 
effect to cause ‘the country so refusing to take the part of the mother coun- 
try and against the rebeis. As a consequence, if another power remains 
strictly neutral to the contest, that very attitude must involve the recogni- 
tion of the insurgents as belligerents. niess another power desires to take 
active part in the hostilities and throw the weight of its influence and, under 
some circumstances, the itive aid of its executive power in favor of the 
mother country, it must treat the belligerents as belligerents. 

It should be noted that this revolution is much more powerful 
than that which called forth President Grant's message. There 
can now be no doubt of the facts upon which the right to bellig- 
erency is based as toa port. Modern armamentand men-of-war 
are now so powerful that it would be impossible to retain a port 
without cooperation of a fleet. To obtain a fleet it would be nec- 
essary to violate the neutrality laws of acountry. Besides, no 
writer has ever declared this a necessary condition precedent to 
creating belligerency. The possession of a port is only one kind 
of evidence of the right of belligerency. 

It is natural for this country, aside from the established policy 
and its interest in the trade of Cuba, to take the greatest interest 
in this movement. 

Washington (2 Wait’s State Papers, page 99) says: 

Born in a land of liberty, having early learned its value, paving engneed in 
a perilous conflict to defend it, having, in a word, devoted the best years of 
my life to secure its permanent establishment in my own country, my anx- 
ious recollections, my sympathetic feelings, and my best wishes are unmis- 
takably excited whensoever in any country I see an oppressed nation unfurl 
the banner of freedom. 

The criticism of the gentleman from Georgia as to the destruc- 
tion of the sugar cane, especially in behalf of American citizens, 
is unfounded. As a matter of fact, orders were issued not to 
grind, so as to prevent aid and comfort to the enemy followin 

om imposts and duties on the crop and on the proceeds thereof, 
which would circulate in a manner to be taxed over and over 
again. It was oe | because of disobedience of this order that the 
cane was destroyed; but aside from this the action of the Cubans 
is beyond criticism. , 

This right is founded on authority. In Aldy’s Kent, 1878, page 
195, the following will be found: 

Tue enemy's lands are supposed to bea great source of his wealth and per- 
haps th: most solid foundation of his power, and whoever owns or possesses 
land in he enemy's country, though he may in fact reside elsewhere and be 
in every other respect a neutral or friend, must be taken as to have incor- 
pora’ nivraself with the nation. So far ashe is the holder of the soil, the 
produce of tise soil is held to be enemy property, independent of the personal 
residence or occupation of the owner. 

While Chitty, in his Law of Nations, page 33, says: 

First, then, it appears that the produce of the hostile soil is to be consid- 
ered as bearing a hostile character, and certainly if any property ought to be 
considered as having such a character at all for the parpeess of seizure noth- 
ing can be more reasonable than that the tracts of the enemy's lands, one of 
the greatest sources, and,as some have sup the sole source of national 
wealth, should be regarded as legitimate prize. That the interests of friends 
may sometimes beinvolved in our own vengeance upon enemies, is a matter 
which it isnatural to regret but impossible to avoid. The administration of 
public rules demands of no private exceptions, and he whoclings to the profits 
of a hostile government must be content to bear its losses also. 

It is argued that Spain, until recognition of the Cubans, will be 
absolutely responsible for all destruction or damage by the latter. 
While this may be true as a broad general principle, attention is 
called to the following: 

Mr. Seward in a letter to Mr. Bareda, January 9, 1863 (see Wharton's Inter- 
national Law Digest, volume 2, page 581): 

“The United States Government is not liable for loss to Peruvian citizens 
eaused by the destruction on board ship in Chesapeake Bay in 1862, such de- 
struction being effected by a sudden attack of insurgents w could not, by 
due diligence, have been averted by the Government of the United States." 

In short, it will be seen 7 Se foregoing authorities, first, that 
the Cubans are entitled to belligerency; second, to withhold the 
right is to throw the support of the Government to the Spaniards; 
third, that the destruction of sugar cane owned t7 Americans is 
supported by sound American law; fourth, that by claiming it 
exercised due diligence to prevent the destruction of the cane, 
Spain may be relieved of lability, even if no belligerency be ac- 
corded. 

There is a vast distinction between the recognition of a State’s 
belligerency and its independence. The first may long pre 
the second. Belligerency gives the parent State important rights 
as well as the insurgents. It can declare a blockade and my - 
bility for the acts of insurgents is removed. On the other d, 
the insurgents can raise loans, get war material and other assist- 


ance subject to neutrality laws. Its flag and revenues are ro. 
spected and it secures a quasi political status, far short of j1;j9. 
pendence, however. No complaint has ever been made the 
r ition of belligerency of the Southern States by Great Britain 
in 1861, which example was followed by other foreign powers. |yyt 
the recognition of its oe proposed by France was at no 
time justifiable, for the attempt to put down the rebellion at no 
time ceased. (Woolsey, page 42.) 

The Cuban pope have for nearly a year maintained themselyes 
in the field. eir force has inavenael. It has overrun the entirg 
island from east to west. It has enforced the orders of the ro. 


publican Government it established. It has organized its army 


into divisions, corps, and brigades. Its Government hj» 
ceeded to the enactment and enforcement of laws. The Spanish 
Government has been forced to declare the island from end t) ¢n4 


> pro- 


in the history of the country. 

navy, fortify its harbors with heavy guns and torpedoes: jt }; 
been forced to send from Spain over 120,000 troops in less than 
ten months; to increase its debt; to send over 40 of its best gop. 
erals, and even during the winter season, the only time, as they 
admit, when they can operate with effect, they have been contin. 
ually on the defensive. Nevertheless, we are asked to belicye 
that the movement has no strength. 

Spain’s territorial possessions on this continent formerly coy. 
ered sixty-five degrees of latitude and included both of the Tropics, 
while the Euro possessions of Ferdinand and Isabella, Charles 
V,and Philip Il literally girdled the earth. But they ruled hy the 
most abject subjection, and when they away Spanish decline 
was portentously rapid. Well might the Spaniards of that time 
mourn over the decline of their country—the chosen abode of chiy- 
alry andromance, the mistress of the world, the queen of the ocean, 
The terror of nations, her power was gone, no more to return, 
Weakness and vacillation characterized her government ani her 
people. ‘‘Numbed into a deathlike torpor, spellbound and en- 
tranced by an accursed superstition, she presented a lonely and 
solitary spectacle of constant decay.” No hope remained, and the 
only question was a hands the blow should be struck which 
would dismember that once mighty Empire, ‘‘ whose shadow had 
covered the world and whose vast were imposing even in 
their ruins.” It is said that aliens are now fighting the battles of 
Cuba. Whocan complain? Broken and prostrate Spain has at 
various times in her history been unable to supply ability of any 
kind, making it necessary that foreigners should be called in to 
fight her battles. When the war of succession broke out in 17/2, 
the extraordina: a was exhibited of the Duke of Berwick, 
an Englishman, ing the Spanish soldiers against the enemy. 

The gentleman from Georgia contends that these people are not 
competent to govern themselves. The same claim was mace for 
the revolting colonies in South America, and made wit! equal 
force and effect in criticising the attempted independence of our 
own country. 


He also says that this rebellion is being conducted by foreigners. 
I would remind him that the independence of Spain was achieved 
by foreigners, English and French generals conducting «ll! her 
rincipal campaigns. Have foreigners no right to engage in war 
or the liberation of those they love? Much of the enthusiasm 
and valor displayed on fields of Sg mag have no warrant in the 
eyes of lawmakers. Indeed, sir, the distinguished gentlema' 
from Georgia might properly proceed to the other side of this 
Chamber and take down the portrait of Lafayette, wlio left the 
brilliant surroundings of the court life of France, sleeping in 
stables to avoid detection, and came to join the forces of Wash- 
ington to assist in establishing freedom here, being denice! even 
the right to assist in working out the destiny of our Revolutionary 
fathers for some weeks after his services were tendered. Tlie iv0 
tardy American Congress finally disregarded the injunctions of 
the King of France and permitted Lafayette to stand side by side 
with Washi in working out the destiny of the great R public 
of the New World. ee tn, 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. e gentleman from Michigan 
should remember that Lafayette came to fight. 
Mr. SMITH of . He did come to fight, but th C mn 
gress of the United States denied him that right until he had 
plead, and even for the privilege. My friend, you should 
proceed to Statuary and pull out of their places the statues 
of Pulaski and Kosciusko, who, though foreigners, left |smem™ 
bered Poland and came for the purpose of giving liberty t) \° 
New World, dedicating their blood to the cause of human freedom. 
{a eee. Is it possible that the American people Ww) with- 
old the right of mere neutral tion because, forsoot!. = 
ere Sighting the cause of Cuban liberty? Our country will be ! i 
beneficiary if Cuba shall become a republic. It sits like a sentine! 
in the Mexican Gulf, guarding the ap hes from five Se 
watery highway connecting. the republics of the south wih {i 
w republics of the so 
continent of North America. It guards the passage from the At 
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lantic to the Isthmus, and is the only friendly territory to which 
we could confidently turn in the event of the construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal and its attempted use by foreign foes. 

Spain 0 


wns, besides Cuba, Porto Rico, at the very entrance to the 





Mona England controls the Bahama Islands, Jamaica, 
and France has possessions in the West Indies, owning 
and f Guadeloupe and Martinique. Is it not important 
that this great Government, whose vast territory is washed by the 


Gulf, should have at least an equal chance in thisisland group in 


the event of future war? : aap 
A visit to this island impressed me with its importance 
and t value. Under ordinary conditions it will develop ex- 


value. 
"a the hammer fell.} 
pon motion, Mr. SmirH’s time was unanimously extended five 


utes. 
“— SMITH of Michigan. It has frequently been asserted here 
that if we recognize the belligerency of Cuba the property of 
Americans invested there is instantly put in jeopardy. 

Mr. epee thereis a vast bonded debt upon theisland, incurred 
by the Spanish Government, of over $200,000,000, and a fixed inter- 
est of over $20,000,000, and the cost of the present war 
saddled upon these r people in the event of Spanish triumph 
will add $150,000,000 more to her burdens. 

What will become of the American interests in that island when 
the tax—now too heavy to bear—has been increased to this extent? 

. BOUTELLE. “Will the gentleman from Michigan permit 
me to ask him a brief —n at this point? 

Mr. SMITH of Mic — aT 

Mr. BOUTELLE. e gentleman has alluded to the property 
of American citizens in Cuba and has stated that the island is 
overwhelmingly in debt. I ask him how he is going to favor the 
factof American investment there by surrendering all claim upon 
Spain as i. —— if Cuba, as an indorser, is lost by being sub- 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman has asked me a ques- 
tion, and I will answer it. The Island of Cuba and its people have 
had no part in incurring the debt now charged against it. The 
bonds were issued by Spain and denominated Cuban bonds, be- 
cause they hoped to cancel them with the revenues derived from 
Cuba. But the moment that this island becomes independent of 
= the debt ceases to be a charge against Cuba and passes away 

th the power that incurred it. [Applause.] 

Mr. BO LE. But thatdoes not answer my question. My 
question is, to — are American citizens to look for damages 


to their 

Mr. Michigan. Under the interpretation of law given 
by the yen Secretary of State in reply to questions asked as to 
<a ty for property destroyed by the insurgents in Cuba, 

ere is no possible redress against the Spanish Government for a 
single dollar of damages for injuries sustained up to the present 
time. It is a well-recognized principle of law, reenforced by the 
opinion of Secretary Seward, before quoted, that where insur- 


rection is beyond the control of the parent state, and it is unable 
to t ction of property, there is no rule upon which 
lial can be successfully predicated. Therefore I say that the 


only hope the American investor has in Cuba is in driving Spain 
from the island and putting a stop to this war as quickly as it is 
to do, and when the debt and the irksome power are 
from that land it can be economically administered and 
investments safely guarded. 
My friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] wastes his sympathy 
upon @ who are responsible to high heaven for the iniqui- 
tous — ition of whose crimes Spain has never been purged. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. [ask unanimous consent that the Inquisition 
be abolished. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The inquisition which you ought to 
aid in , Sir, exists to-day in no modified form in the Island 
of Cuba [ use}, where hundreds of innocent people are being 
— put to death by the most cruel and barbarous methods 
, and if this resolution will aid in any manner, and give 
comfort to the struggling, or deter the hand of tyranny, it will 
have fully accomplished its P and reflect the best sentiment 
of the American people. {Applause. ] 
Mr. TUCKER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


ape oo) 
Mr. BOUTELLE. . Speaker, I hardly e t in the three 
minutes permitted me to absolutely convince all the members of 
this House as to whatis their public dutyatthistime. [Laughter.] 
I do not expect to be able to traverse the very interesting chapters 
of history with which we have been regaled this afternoon. Bat 
I do desire to emphasize the expression which I made at 5 o'clock 
in the afternoon on a recent day, when I objected to the summary 
of a en of the most momentous gravity by what 
to be, in absence of conservatism elsewhere, the con- 


(a are prada rab eprag 
wT dinlived that time to interpose an obstacle in the way of any 
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proposition made by the accomplished and distinguished gentle- 
man who is chairman of our Foreign Affairs Committee; and I 
think that even the gentlemen who have greeted me with that 
pleasant laughter this afternoon will believe that nothing but a 
strong sense of public duty would have impelled me to interpose 
objectionatthattime. If I needed any justification for that action 
I find it in the fact that the objection which I raised to that hasty 
consideration has at least enabled the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to revise the resolutions which they then presented. They 
have profited by that delay. ; 

Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If in my three minutes I can spare the 
time——. 

Mr. MONEY. The Committee on Foreign Affairs have not 
revised these resolutions; they were revised by the gentleman 
who introduced them to-day; the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
have had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will accept that amendment, and will say 
that the gentleman at the head of the committee has deemed it 
wise to modify the terms of the resolutions as they were before 
presented, and I entirely concur with him in the wisdom of that 
modification. 

I speak here to-day simply for that number of the members of 
this House (and, Mr. Speaker, they are more numerous than many 
here may suppose) who, whatever their sympathies may be in the 
struggle now going on in Cuba, have grave doubts as to expedi- 
ency or propriety of the House of Representatives adopting under 
a suspension of the rules a practical declaration of war against a 
— with which we are now at peace. And I want to say, so 

ar as my own record is concerned, that whatever I might be per: 
suaded to do or to vote if I could have the rights and facts of this 
Cuban question presented to me, as I have not had them presented 
to me thus far, lam opposed to passing resolutions here to-day, 
under a suspension of the rules, without what I regard to be a 
proper amount of discussion, without what I regard to be the es- 
sential deliberation that will justify us before the American peo- 
ple in committing our Government to a course that may turn the 
whole trend of our public affairs away from the paths and avoca- 
tions of peace to thoseof war. Iam not enamored of the prospect 
of war. Iam not afraid to stand here and say that I deprecate 
war. There is nothing seductive about the aspect of war. War 
is horrible; and it is only to be endured when honorand necessity 
demand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not say that the adoption of these res- 
olutions will ex necessitate produce war. I say that it is the en- 
tering wedge; that we are entering upon a course that may have 
that result, and whether rightful or wrongful we ought not to 
do such a thing under a suspension of the rules, but in accord- 
ance with every rule of deliberation which this House can ob- 
serve to safeguard such momentous action. [Applause. | 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask that the gentleman’s time be ex- 
tended five minutes. I desire to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] asks that the time of the gentleman from Maine be ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy; but 
recognizing fully as I do the temper of this House, I feel that I 
could add nothing more to what I have said. I can not argue the 
question; there is no time. I can not obtain information; there is 
no es to give it. I have simply expressed my belief to 
my fellow-members of this great body, the representatives of the 
American people, the men who stand here nearest to the people, 
that they should not proceed in a matter of this kind with undue 
and unseemly haste. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended for the purpose of allowing me to ask him 
a question or two. 

r. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman’s request is to enable him- 
self to make a speech, I withdraw my objection. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not exactly understand what 
the situation is. [Renewed laughter. } 

Several MemBers. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. TUCKER. [yield one minute to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CumMINGs}. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I was surprised when I heard 
the objection to the unanimous consideration of these resolutions 
on Thursday last from the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bov- 
TELLE]. The ground given for the objection surprised me still 
more. It was ‘‘lack of information,” to use the words of the 

mtleman from Maine. Sir, if he had read the proclamations of 

meral Weyler, the captain-general of Cuba, he would have had 
all of the information desired. [Applause.| If General Grant, 
when made commander in chief of the Army in 1863, had issued 
such proclamations the whole civilized world would have stood 








" ~, 
FERRARI Tn ie i tN By 


a” a Eh AS das ih 8S 





j 
f 
{ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 2, 





aghast in horror. Every nation on the face of Christendom 
would have at once recognized the Confederacy, and very justly, 
for war against humanity is war against the world. 

I will not compare Captain-General Weyler with the Duke of 
Alva, nor will I even com him with Balmaceda, the Butcher, 
his superior officer when Cespedes was President of Cuba. I will 
not call him a wolf, as he was termed in the Senate the other day, 
but I do aver that he is a gila monster of despotism, poisoning 
with its breath the atmosphere of American civilization. 
longed saoe. The speech of Senator SHERMAN last week fur- 
nishes full particulars for this characterization. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I thought I was to have another minute. 

Mr. TUCKER, I yield another minute to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent 
for an extension of time for five minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. One minuteisenough. Now, another word 
in reply to the gentleman from Georgia {Mr. TuRNER}. 

To-day the Cuban patriots hold more ground in Cubain propor- 
tion to the size of the countries than the Confederacy held one 
year after the firing on Fort Sumter. In one year they have over- 
run and acquired more ground than the Southern Confederacy 
acquired in the whole term of its existence. I say, further, that if 
Gen. John C. Breckinridge and Gen. Jubal Early had maintained 
their positions around Washington as long as the Maceos and 
Maximo Gomez have maintained their positions around the city of 
Habana the prospects of the Confederacy would have been much 
brighter than they were after the battle of Bull Run. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, Spain was the second power in Europe to recog- 
nize the Southern Confederacy as belligerent. She did it forty 
days before a —_— battle had been f t. Itis high time that 
she took some of her own medicine. e rebellion which began 
at Yara years ago was never subdued under the sword. It was 
compromised under a eons of autonomy. That promise was 


brokén by the Spaniar Martinez Campos is right. The pres- 
ent upising of patriots is the legitimate result of the violation of 
that contract. Cuba must and shall be free. 
Here the hammer fell. | 
r. TUCKER. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCa1]. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I yield to no one in my sym- 


pathy for the strnggling Cubans, but it seems to me that we 
should take counsel to-day, not of our sympathies, but of our judg- 
ment, and that in the consideration of this matter we should not 
start out with all the haste and enthusiasm of a lynching —_— on 
a pathway that may eventually lead our country to war. hen 
some tleman, not a member of the committee, on last Thurs- 
day aoa unanimous consent for immediate consideration, on the 
und that it would or!y take two minutes to pass the bill, I ob- 
ected. Idid not think then, and I do not think now, that so grave 
and delicate a matter should tack anything of deliberation and 
care. 

It nay count for nothing that there are many American citi- 
zens in the Island of Cuba; it may count for nothing that they 
have millions of dollars invested in that island; it may count for 
nothing that our business men have been overwhelmed with bur- 
dens, almost crucified, during the last few years, and can illy 
bear any additional thrusts, but it seems to me that the Commit- 
tee on — Affairs, as friends to the Cubans, should have 
on to this House, if we are going to usurp an executive func- 

on, some more detailed and definite information of what we are 
doing and as to just what effect these resolutions will have on the 
people of Cuba. 

I manos spe os benefits that will be at thse Beate 

ition er igerency are very vague, t 

will derive advantages almost equally great, and while I do not 
say that I would oppose recognition, yet I think the committee 
should have given to the House more definite information as to 
—_ the situation that exists. We should have some of the facts 

t the tleman from Pennsylvania, who is chairman of the 
subcommittee, said he would like to have an hour to give the 
House. Unfortunately we are without them, and having neither 
urisdiction nor knowl , we are asked to take a hand in ad- 
usting a grave and complicated international situation. I shall 


vote, , against ding the rule and considering the 
question under such ccntiiione. 
Here the hammer fell. 


unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts may be permitted to proceed. 
Massachusetts. 


Ido not desire a further ex- 
i mene There are 
but be unable to get any 
further extensi 


who desire to occupy the floor 
eee on. 
. TUCKER. I yield half a minute to the 
Massachusetts 


and in justice all I must 
tleman from 
[Mr. Moopy] to make a statemen 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy the floor the short 
time that has been accorded to me not for a of express- 
ing any views of my own — the subject, although I wish to 
say that I concur heartily every word the gentleman from 
Maine {[Mr. BouTELLE] has so well expressed. 

But, sir, my only purpose is to execute a commission intrusted 
to me by one of my colleagues, Mr. DRaPrEeR, a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. He is unavoidably detained from 
the House to-day by a force the urgency of which will not be 
denied. He im on me the duty of stating to the House and 
placing upon record his unalterable opposition to the resolution 
that is now pending before the House. [Applause. 

Mr. Speaker, a word more, if I may be permit to say it. I 
trust that those who vote against this question now pending will 
not be understood to be voting against the consideration of tho 
resolution or the adoption of the resolution, but only against the 
adoption of the resolution without consideration. [Applause. | 

r. TUCKER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BarLEy]. 

Mr. BAILEY. gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tucker] 
has already generously given away so much of his time that I am 
sure what remains is insufficient for his own purpose. I there- 
fore thank him for his co , but decline to take advantage of 
it and yield him back the time. [Applause.] 

Mr. HITT. How much time is ini 

The SPEAKER. Eleven minutes. 

Mr. HITT. How much time remains to the affirmative? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 
sae Soaen Mr. aera - the ee the Commit- 

on Foreign Affairs whoopposes these resolutions before 
this House, I feel ilies ue Whe tsuate alone some banquet hall 
ee hee not to Siene baad because of = unanimity 
0 e sentiment expressed my hren u the committee, 
from expressing my honest sentiments of the euontoes character 
of the resolutions. 

As I understand, Mr. Speaker, one of the fundamental princip|:s 
which has governed our actions since the formation of the Govern- 
ment, sanctioned and approved by all of the fathers of the Republic 
from Washington down tothe present, is that of noninterference in 
the domestic concerns of other nations. Iam not to be led away 
from those principles upon which this Government has rested for a 
hundred years by feeli of sympathy for those who may be suf- 
fering in the cause of liberty. 

Such a cause appeals to my deepest sympathy and the warmest 
enthusiasm of my heart, and were I dpeahinns as an individual, 
and not as a Representative, I would say, under all circumstances, 


to any people that are seeking to free themselves froin 
the yoke of tyranny; but my duty here is as a resentative in 
theGovernment of the United States. and I say it boldly, that un- 


less the United States Government is to become “the wet nurs«” 
for all the weak, puling governments of the New World and every 


band of strugsling heroes — whom the sun may chance to rise 
area ji ees ‘hoot hich can respond 

ym yisec " w can in tears at 
any bidding is indeed beautiful; but sympathy which puts its 
hand in its own and fills the coffers of the lean exchequer 
of i iots, while net so beautiful, is far more beneficial 
in its effect; and while I admit that the feeling for Cuba in its 


for excites the deepest sympathy and the 
patriotism in the breasts of our people (in which I deep|y 
sympathize), yet it can not be denied that behind this movement 
eager eye of conquest looks to the day when Cuba will not 
only be free from the of Spain, but will in fact be incor- 
pee eter oe States of the Federal Union. Such a policy 
am utterly to. Nor will it be denied that the passaye 


of these resolutions to-daz is looked forward to by a large class of 
= in this country because they believe and hope that such 
oe will result in war. Both of these propositions I am unal- 
y to. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that this country, this House, 
this Con , without disrespect to to my honorable colleagues, 
has lost its head. Whatfor? In the glorious cause of freedom. 


i ng 
ple who have been endeavoring for years to secure local self-gov- 


ernment—if presented to Great Britain to-day in their behalf 
would be j y considered her an affront. tt do we say in 
this resolution? Hear it. e say: 

Congress deplores of life and property caused by the 
war now waging in that that perman solu- 
= of the contest, equally in S mntovent ~ Ja dg Baden of Cube, and 


That is, we believe that Spain thinks, and that the other nations 
that the of a certain policy in Cuba 
a ; — Ww es ae cee 
ons might prefer their own thinking on subject an 
pass their own resolutions expressing their own sentiments. Here 


9 












tting the mouths of all of the nations of the world 
car apie ne they think about the condition of things in 
Cuba. Can it be possible that the United States has become the 

the national thought of foreign countries, to be ex- 
So demands it? What else? Con- 


ould establishment of a government the choice of the people of 
Gubs, zt tee sense of Congress hat the — ae? of the United States 
should use its good offices and friendly influence to that end. 


is the man in this great assembly that would not love to 
aa established in Cuba? Theoretically that is correct; 
but oe international principles it is wrong to attempt to dic- 
tate it. It expresses the seo hope of every man who believes 
in a republican form of government; but what right have we to 
dictate to foreign countries with whom we are on friendly terms 
what sort of government they shall have? — . 

Our political history abounds in a long line of uniform and un- 
varying opinions of the leaders of political thought in our 
country sanctioning my position. I give only a few which are at 

d. 
= Van Buren, Secretary of State, to Mr. Butler, October 16, 1829: 
settled principles of the G« +t is that of noninterferenc 
nthe ye concerns 0: — mse and as it would an tolerate it in : thers, 
whic » construec oade- 
oo mast every eS erioael “ioour the decided disapprobation of the Presi- 
t. 

Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, to Mr. Everett, January 29, 

1842: 
of the world ed holly independent, 
ae eee its own tered ine ona auveranes, wale al ti n 
their mutual intercourseare understood to submit to the established rules and 
such intercourse. And the perfecting of this system of 


nations _gerse the strictest application to the doc- 
of any with the Jomestic concerns of others. 


Mr. Seward, Secretary of State, to Mr. Adams, November 30, 


1863: 
Pursuing this course, the ed States leave to the Government and peo- 
of every foreign State exclusive settlement of their own affairs and 
exclusive enjoyment of their own institutions, Whatever may be thought 


by other nations of this policy. it seems to the undersigned to be in strict 
onterstty 1S Sa principles of international law—that nations 
are eoual in their and sovereignty, and that each individual 


State is bound to do unto all other States just what it reasonably expects 
those States to do unto itself. 


More than that, Mr. Speaker, the remarks of my honored friend, 
the ex chairmanof this committee [Mr. McCreary}, the remarks 
of my friends who sit on my right, and indeed all the discussion 
on the other side, show that if Spain does not give to the Cuban 
patriots a government of their own, based upon the choice of the 
people, then the United States is to give it to them by force of 
arms. a real meaning of this resolution, and I am ut- 
to 
I have no objection to the third resolution. 
CCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Vir- 

to interrupt him? 

es. 

Y of Kentucky. I simply desire to state that 
has misconstrued my remarks. That is not the 


I felt eure my friend would disclaim it, but 
remarks justified such criticism. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
gentleman from Maine, my calm and dispassionate 
, in one respect at least. I am against war 
. Iam for peace on any terms except with 
war for any cause where the honor and welfare 
at stake. there is no such condition here. 
» [should like to ask the gentleman 
d a while ago he did not object to the 


” 
I did so state. 
Now, I find that this third resolution recites that 
war is en losses upon the people of the United 
like to the gentleman as a member of the 
Committee if that committee has any evidence 
being sustained by reason of this war by the 
States? 
I agree with the on of the chairman of 
. Hirt] that many of our citizens have suffered 
wherever an American in foreign countries is 
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or personal rights it is the dut 
bebe: arte ‘Asmsrican Congress to sustain hira 
Mr. Speaker our people are not for war. I see in these resolu- 
tions the occasion for it. She Goan people have unt enongh 
. know wha Is. or four they endtt 
and ever did. These 


as no a men, like the 
— soldier who sits me, General WALKER, who fought 
battles of his country as he thought right in time of war, are 
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to-day successfully pursuing the peaceful avocations that have 
come to their hands. If the proper time comes they will spring 
to the support of this Government and defend it against any 
enemy; but against the uniform policy of our country from its 
foundation to-day we defiantly challenge Spain to war by these 
resvlutions. : 

Our Southern country, from its conservative and homogeneous 
population, may well be termed ‘‘ the balance wheel’ 








of this Gov- 


ernment. You gentlemen from the North and West of this great 
country have troubles in your local governments to which we are 
strangers. More than once in the past few years have you sought 


counsel and sympathy from our people, and looked with longing 
eyes ‘upon the peaceful conditions which prevail in our section in 
contrast with your own. These troubles are ever recurring and 
are ever present with you. Added to these you are now invited 
to pass these resolutions in the midst of a session of Congress 
which should properly be devoted to the solution of the pressing 
questions of the day, and for which you were sent here, and asked 
to add to our manifold troubles at home the possibility of war 
abroad. ; 

Let us seek rather to cure the ills we have than to fly 


to those 
we know not of. Is the country never to have a rest from the 
distracting fears of war? Are we, having just escaped collision 
with Great Britain, which stirred the country from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific until quiet was restored by the good sense of the 
people, to have a repetition of the same thing? Are we by these 
resolutions willing to throw the country into a state of agitation 
again over the possibility of foreign entanglements and foreign 


war, and thus destroy our business, our commerce, and our un- 
broken policy for a hundred years? 

No, Mr. Speaker, our endeavor should be to cultivate peaceful 
rather than hostile relations with all foreign countries: to follow 
the teachings of the fathers aslaid down by them from the founda- 
tion of the Government; to develop our own country, in the 
language of Mr. Calhoun, ‘‘ by accretion and not by conquest,” 
by masterly inactivity in foreign affairs. Our fathers were wise 
enough to see that the geographical position which we occupy, un- 
der the providence of God, should establish for us an international 
policy, free from foreign entanglements, for the protection of our 
commerce abroad and the protection of our citizens under the flag 
of our country wherever fortune or circumstance placed them in 
the world. If an abandonment of this principle is to come. and 
if, as the action of this Congress seems to indicate, that a new 
policy is to be inaugurated and that our country is to take her 
—- at the diplomatic table of the world’s nations, studying the 
devices and intricate problems of conquest, and our position is to be 
maintained only by the doubtful policy of the maintenance of 
‘* the balance of power,” then indeed is our future mingled with 
doubt and the cherished hopes for our country to be ruthlessly 
shattered. 

I speak for 20,000 brave Confederate soldiers who followed Lee 
and Jackson. They want peace. 

But if peace should be hopeless. and justice denied, 
And war's bloody vulture should flap his black pinions, 
Then gladly to arms! while we hurl in our pride! 
Defiance to tyrants and death to their minions, 
And the cross of the South shall triumphantly wave, 
To light us to freedom and glory again! 

Mr. Hirt rose. 

Mr. MILES. I see the gentleman is about to take the floor. I 
would like to hear him answer for the benefit of a few of us the 
question a to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. THomas]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, he who injures one threatens all. 
If civil liberty is defeated in Cuba, American freedom will lose an 
essential outpost. 

Who are the Cuban patriots? Untitled children of thefhuman 
race struggling forliberty. Who are the Cuban invaders? Doe- 
scendants of the Spanish kings, whose records stain the pages of 
history and whose heritage is a heritage of rapacity. cruelty, and 
shame. If it besaid that Spain has vested rights which as a nation 
we must respect, my answer is that the Cubans have inalienable 
rights which we as a free people can not ignore. Let us, then, 
on this occasion, fairly, fully, and fearlessly answer the question: 


18 CUBA ENTITLED TO BELLIGERENT RIGHTS AS AGAINST SPAIN? 


The right of belligerency involves two things: First, a question 
of fact, and next, a question of law. The question of fact relates 
to the actual strength of the revolutionary party. Insurgents 
become belligerents whenever they are beyond control. The estab- 
lishment of a provisional goversment with a local capital is ac- 
cepted generally as sufficient evidence of this strength. But it is 
very easy for a people to possess this strength without having 
established a fixed capital. 

Such I conceive to be the present status of the patriots of Cuba. 
Their strength is to be measured by their numbers, their patriot- 
ism, and their endurance. That they constitute a majority of the 
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people of Cuba may be inferred from the fact that the Spanish 
army can not be recruited from their ranks, but is for the most 

art imported from Spain. That this majority is overwhelming 
fs apparent, because without allies they are able to hold out against 
these foreign soldiers not only for months but for years. 

Their late struggle for liberty continued for a period of ten years. 
In their present one ae have already entered upon the second 
year with no sign in the horizon that anything less than long years 
of bloodshed is before them. Nor can their patriotism be ques- 
tioned. Their bitterest enemies have never claimed that their 
motives were venal. In the land where their fathers were buried, 
where their children were born, and where they hope to live and 
die, they have but one ambition, and that is to be free, 

Themselves the tillers of the soil, they see the rich products of 
their industry carried beyond the seas to swell the extravagance 
of their idle rulers. 

On the other hand, surrounded by their impoverished families, 
they have heard the story of downtrodden people who, by resist- 
ing tyrants, have achieved independence. They are not ignorant 
of the history of this Republic. The western winds that break 
upon their island home from our mountains and everglades are 
vocal with the songs of liberty. Every gorgeous sunset as it sinks 
below Habana and bathes in purple outlines the Florida coast re- 
minds them of freedom’s home and burns into their longing souls 
the hope that they too may be free. But their strength sbi 
erents is displayed beyond question in their wonderful endurance. 

Being thoroughly acclimated, the change of seasons does not 
impair their efficiency, and they are quite able to execute in July 
the pians made in January. 

Not so with their enemies. These unfortunate boys—for few of 
the Spanish soldiers have reached man’s estate—gathered from 
their comfortable homes in Castile, Aragon, and Saragossa, are 

erishing of fever by tens of thousands on the plains of Cuba. 

he ravages of disease are a thousand fold more destructive than 
the peril of arms, and all this is inst the invading army. 
Therefore the question of fact as to whether the patriots of Cuba 
are clothed with a strength that the de jure government can not 
control must be decided in the affirmative. 

Let us now consider the second question, that of international 
law. And here let me say that for international law, with all of 
its imperfections, I have a profound respect. Its province thus 
far has been in adjusting national difficulties and distributing the 
spoilsof wars. But itscoming glory will far outshine its past, for 
it is to be the nucleus of that perfected international code which 
shall yet be administered ‘‘ in the congressof nations, in the parlia- 
ment of the world.” 

Although Grotius is called the father of international law, the 
fact remains that international law as we know it to-day has 
grown up with the last two or three centuries, and is the product 
of Evropean monarchies. J call attention to this fact, not to dis- 
parage it, but to understand it. International law has had for its 
object the rights of empires, not the rights of man. The reason 
why this is sois because the nations which made the international 
law what it is were autocratic and not democratic nations. One 
of its leading principles has been that— 

He who has the power may take, 
And he may keep who can. 

It was reserved for a democratic nation, as late as the present 
century, to amend this feature of international law. Ss was 
done by the President of the United States in 1823 in announcing 
that the further acquisition of territory in America under any 
ae whatever by any foreign power would not be tolerated. 

e immediate effect of this decision was to call down upon this 
Republic the wrath of kings. 

r ministerial French paper, The Paris Etoile, then said: 

Mr. Monroe prescribes to the potentates of Europe the conduct they are to 
—— in certain circumstances if they do not want to incur his displeasure. 

uch is the prohibition which he issues gem their ever thinking of an 
new colonization in the two Americas. r. Monroe is the temporary Presi 
dent of a Republic bounded on the south by the  popeaiene of the g of 
Spain and on the north by those of the King of England. Its independence 
has only been acknowledged for forty years. By what title, then, are the two 
game to be under his immediate dependence from Hudson Bay to Cape 

It was reserved for Mr. Monroe to show us a dictator armed with the right 
of sovereignty over the whole of the New World. According to the new 
system he would establish, it would not be permitted to Spain to make the 
least effort to reenter on the territory which for three centuries she has pos- 
sessed. The King of Portugal, as the American papers have observed them- 
selves, could not act as a sovereign and father without exposing himself to 
the wrath of Mr. Monroe. England would require his previous consent if it 
suited her interest to make any new military or political establishment in 
Canada or Nova Scotia. Mr. Monroe's message contains phrases directly hos- 
tile to the policy and ambition of the great powers of Europe. * * * Who 
is he, in short, who does not fear to compromise the existence of social order 


by declaring in the face of heaven that he will not recognize any difference 
between a government de facto and a government de jure? 


To this no less a paper than the London Times of January 15, 
1824, replies: 
Serene ih mot & the Etoile to sever the Chief te of a 


rful and htened nation from the body of a State w he repre- 
Rote. He is the acknowledged. the elected head and organ of a great sov- 
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corruption of a single human 
thus achieved may well appear at 
ultra, but let him 
President, but is the power which he exercises a te 
the contrary, a 

for the moment, and which, as Mr. Monroe has on this occasion employed it 


confided it to his 
any despotic throne in Europe with tha 


international law has its true source in natural 
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ereign people, one whose elevation cost his country neither a drop of blood, 


nor a widow's tear, nor the y of banishment, nor the persecution nor 


omens 10,000,000 men. An eminence 
rst tof questionable origin to an 
consider his words. e calls Mr. Monroe a tem porary 
mporary power? is, « 
tive which never dies, let he who will be its on — 


its sanction in the hearts of every citizen among those millio rhe 
hands. Will the Etoile venture to match the durability et 
t of the President's chair in North 


America? If so, we tell him he is likely to lose his wager. 


This brief historical record, to which I have called attention, ig 


full of interest. In the first place it fairly illustrates the eyoly. 


tion of international law. 

President Monroe can be justified on no other ground than that 
i 4 A " justice, and that 
its ultimate object is the rights of man. From the standpoint of 
monarchs he was a dictator; but from the standpoint of humanity 
he was a beneficent lawgiver. And the time will surely come, 


and its light already flecks the eastern horizon, when interna- 


tional law will be interpreted and applied, not to uphold auto- 
cratic government, but to secure to mankind its inalienable rights, 
The attention of the world has been long en with what is 


known as the Eastern question. In this question is involved the 


destiny of certain religions and empires. But the locality of its 
Te the field of its operations, and its ultimate destiny is the 
Old World. That question has never embraced the fundamental 
ee rights of man. Indeed, by a new question, to which 

now call attention, it would be wholly invalidated. For the 
rights of man, were they ized, would discrown every king, 
a every throne, and emancipate every subject in Europe and 

sia. 

In this new question, which henceforth will be known to states- 


manship as the Western as is wrapped up, not the balancing 
of power, which keeps kings on their thrones and aristocrats in 
the possession of their revenues, but that grander object—the 


inalienable rights of man. 

Planted in the New World by the Pilgrim and the Cavalier, it 
has taken root in the two Americas, and is to-day a majestic tree 
whose sheltering branches shall ee extend from Baffins Bay to Ma- 

ellan Strait, and whosefruit and f ceshallenrichacontinent, 
e Monroe doctrine suggests, but does not state fully, the West- 
ern question. It was the rights of man and not the vested rights 
of England or France or Spain that led 7 the Monroe doctrine, 
The Western question is all that the Monroe doctrine implies, 
and much more. It not only forbids further foreign acquisition 
of American territory, but it prohibits the exchange between 
foreign powers of American territory. It would notallow England 
to purchase Cubaof Spain. Nor does the Western question admit 
the indefeasible title of kings to any part of the Western Hemi- 
sphere. It proclaims one law from pole to pole, and from ocean to 
ocean, and that law is “that no power is just that is not derived 
from the people.” 

In the light of this law, we are to interpret the law of nations 
when applied to American affairs. The rights of mankind being 
paramount on this continent, any protest of the people against 
autocratic rule, whether in Guiana, in Cuba, in Canada, or else- 
where, is to be regarded as a revolution and not as a rebellion. 

In the light of this Western question all neutrality laws are to 
be interpreted. The unquestioned majority of the people of any 
State of America, freely ex in armed resistance to monarchy, 
entitles them to belligerent rights. The necessity for a proy isional 

vernment need not be a condition precedent for the rights of 

men to contend against tyrants. military camp fire around 
which the majority of the people have gathered with their wives 
and children and staked all for human freedom is all that honor 
demands, all that justice requires, all that the heart and conscience 
of civilization exacts. 

The Western on will not permit the foreign subjugation 
of any American State where a majority of the people dc-ire to 
substitute a free for an autocratic government. is does not 
violate international law, bat interprets it according tv basic 
—_ and in harmony with the international sentiment of 


The Western question affirms that monarchy in America has no 
rights beyond those freely conceded by the majority of its resi- 
dent subjects. Af wer which, by misrule and oppres- 
sion, has alienated a ty of its wo has lost the only title 
to rule that ever has been or ever will be conceded on American 
soil. When that title is once lost, as it has been in Cuba, any at- 
tempt to subdue the e does not differ in principle from an 
invasion, and its triumph by the aid of foreign ps is nothing 
less than a foreign uest. The Monroe doctrine, therefore, 

i wees regards the presence of Spanish troops 
in Cuba under the present circumstances as hostile to the gen!us 
of American freedom, which it is the first duty of this Republic 
to defend. Butas to the rights of Spain in Cuba I have something 
additional to say. 
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tnesses the departing glory of Spain can not fail to 
aa ss _ Ez retributive justice of God. Her fertile plains, lan- 

ishing for want of that art which once reached perfection in the 

rdens of Granada; her ports deserted where once the proud 
ane defied the world; her nobility bankrupt, whose credit was 
once the of Europe; her chivalry baffled and defeated by 
the undisciplined militia of a distant and sparsely settled island; 
her brave yeomanry disheartened and indifferent, who once stoc rd 
like a wallof fire against Scipio and Cesar and all the crusaders of 


Europe; her provinces which once embraced a continent vanished 
and gone. For every wrong there comes a judgmentday. There 
is but one , one universe, one law, one humanity, and in one 


bracing system is held the constellations of the starsand the 
aan ane of human sorrow. After centuries of pitiless persecu- 
tion and remorseless cruelty on two hemispheres, at last Spain, the 
inexorable judge, is brought to judgment. 
Though the mills of God grind slowly, 
Yet they grind exceeding small; 
Though with patience He stands waiting, 
With exactness grinds He all. 


The crimes of Spain—who shall catalogue them? As we turn 
the pages of history, what unutterable horrors are revealed in the 
Quemadéro! The hidden enemy; the secret denunciator; 

the sudden arrest; the unknown dungeon; the hideous torture; 
the pitiless judge; the cruel execution, and the sacerdotal robbery 
of widows and orphans. All this under the reign of Spanish 
kings is unparalleled in the history of human infamy, barbarous 


oF But Spanish misrule was not confined to the shadows of the 
Pyrenees. It traversed the ocean and spread devastation in the 
rude homes of the unsuspecting children of the forests. From 
Mexico to Peru its rapacity knew no bounds; its cruelty no mercy. 
With the glories of Andalusiaalso perished the rights of man on the 
banks of Tagusandthe Ebro. Once the homeof civiland relig- 
ious liberty, the abode of art, and the seatof useful learning, Spain 


is to-day the ulcher of original thought and the grave of civil 
and religious li That land so favored by nature, where the 
foundations of modern science were laid deep and broad by giant 


intellects, is to-day a vast doctor's commons, where all knowledge 


has di erated into Latin substantives and ritualistic mummery, 
and where true co e has given place to a debased brutality, 
which finds its na expression in the heartless cruelties of the 


bull fight, in the merciless proclamation of the bloodthirsty 


Weyler. 
Against the common people of Spain—against real Spain—I have 
not intended to express other than my en admiration and re- 
The noble race which gave to phi ——. a Marcus Aure- 
us, to learning a Cervantes, and to valor a Trigan, needs no 
eulogyatmyhands. The dauntless yeomanry that fearlessly stood 
before the armies of Rome and turned back the Crusaders of 
Europe has indeed reserved for it a glorious future, when in the 
fullness of time the people of Castile and Aragon shall place a new 
star in the constellation of the free states of the world. 

The Monroe doctrine was doubtless, at the time it was an- 
nounced, a sufficient expression of the Western question. But 
seventy years has wrought many changes. The duties of a nation, 
like those of an individual, are to be measured by its power. The 
United States in 1823 was far from being a nation of first rank. 
The tion then, less than 10,000,000, was for the most part 
confined to the territory east of the Mississippi, and to the Atlantic 
and Gulf States. With no army or navy, surrounded on the 
north by Great Britain, on the south by Spain, it was indeed a 
bold stand for the infant Republic at that time to declare to the 

dd monarchies of Europe that the further acquisition of Amer- 
territory by them would not be tolerated. 

If this stand by our brave ancestors in the interest of civil lib- 
erty was not a violation of international law in 1823, is it not 
clear that in 1896, with increased power and a correspondingly 


increased ity, which is forever pledged to the cause of 
civil , it is our duty to give full adherence to that principle 
of which Monroe doctrine was but a partial expression? 


In this question is involved a great national responsibility. It 
is written by the finger of God in the constitution of things that 
“no nation can live to itself alone.” The law of life is the law of 
Fin There is no dead point of rest in a successful career. 

ceases, disintegration begins, and disintegration is 
death. cause of liberty is the cause of humanity. There is 
an irrepressible conflict between freedom and oppression. This 
continent can not be half free and half enslaved. In the Old 
World monarchy dominates; in the New World, liberty. 
same ace Soerine must enlarged. Rt flower of lhesty 
e rays of sympathy wherever it grows, from 
the skies UF Gonads to the Slaton of Cub 


a. 

sense the patriots of Cuba are the wards of this 
meen. is to be hoped that President Cleveland will be equal 
to rea te a ig Saas of Bherty now rising in Cu n 
skies in his brain and’ burn in his heart! Let him send to 
Congress a message which shall be at once the apotheosis of the 
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Monroe doctrine, the citadel of American liberty, and the death- 
knell of tyranny on the Western Hemisphere. Let it be clear, 
concise, and conclusive. Letit goringing around the world, heard 
and known of all men. Let him say the Republic of the United 
States will not regard with indifference the presence in America 
of the armies of kings contending against the soldiers of civil 
liberty. 

Let him say these words and a million men will spring to arms 
if necessary to vindicate them. Let him say these words and the 
clear blue waters of the Caribbean Sea will clasp to its loving em- 
brace every war ship that flies the Stars and Stripes. Let him say 
these words and a new glory shall envelop the Presidential Man- 
sion like that which shone forth when the noble Lincoln signed 
the Proclamation of Emancipation. Let him say these words and 
another expedition will soon cross the Atlantic. It will not, as of 
old, leave the harbor of Palos to bear to a new world the seeds of 
oppression and misrule; but out from Habana, amidst the boom- 
ing of cannon, the waving of flags, and the shouts of a free people, 
with its prow set to theeast,it shall bear the last survivors of the 
Spanish Kings back to the throne they have dishonored, to the 
people they have outraged and betrayed. 

Gentlemen warn us that Spain will not abide by the Western 
question and that in the contest that will follow she will not be 
without allies andjthat war, with all of its disasters and horrors, 
will be upon us. Who, let me ask, will be the allies of Spain? 
Will the right of France to Guadeloupe and Martinique be im- 
periled? Not at all; for France is already a Republic and the 
people of those islands will have no occasion to raise the issue of 
civil liberty. Will the right of England to the Bahamas, to Ja- 
maica, to Trinidad, to Guiana, or to Canada be imperiled? Not 
at all; for the subjects of Great Britain in America enjoy the 
blessings of civil liberty, made doubly secure, as they believe, by 
their loyalty to the mistress of the seas. Neither Russia, nor 
Germany, nor Austria have American possessions to defend. 

On the other hand, the allies of this Republic will rally from 
the four quarters of the globe in sympathy with our contention. 
First of all. this hemisphere will a be unit for freedom. Every 
Repbulic of South and Central America will send its quota of 
volunteers to swell the army of liberty. But more than this, 
the heart of humanity everywhere will beat for us. The common 
people of the whole earth—the disbanded armies of Japan and 
China, the homeless exiles of Armenia, the rank and file of Rus- 
sia, the thinkers and toilers of Germany and Austria, the peasan- 
try of France and of England, and Spain itself and the dwellers 
on the banks of the Liffey and the Tweed and the mountaineers 
of Scandinavia will make the welkin wring with the shouts of 
joy when the vulture of the centuries shall drop from its talons 
the bleeding lamb of Cuba. 

But the United States need no allies in a contest with Spain. 
We are not, as a people, wholly ignorant of the art of war. Our 
training school had a continent for its operations, and the full col- 
legiate course of four years for our graduation. During this period 
we mastered the manual of arms, the directing of artillery, the 
maneuvering of cavalry,the sinking of Merrimacs. In this school 
of practice we were known, for convenience sake, as the blue and 
the gray. The affairs at Gettysburg, at Chickamauga, and Chan- 
cellorsville, were as spirited as it was possible in the absence of a 
venal foe, for we had no Valmaseda or Weyler afield. 

But when the blue and the gray shall be blended into one vast 
army, flying the banner of freedom, keeping step to the heartbeat 
of humanity, and moving upon the last contingency of despotism— 
the jailers of the sixteenth and the brutal tyrants of the nineteenth 
century—believe me, their advance will be irresistible, and their 
victory the grandest in the annals of time, because it will be the 
final triumph of right over wrong. 

They tell us that the right of belligerency will offend the 
Spanish Throne. What is theright of belligerency, but the right 
of man to contend for inborn rights? If Spain were not deceived 
with the leprosy of inhumanity, she would anticipate the action 
of the civilized world and freely concede this right to her subjects, 

What sort of offense, then, will it be if this nation enforces an 
obviousduty? None at all; and Spain herself, when her delirium 
of madness is over, will bless our Republic for its good offices in 
this behalf. 

The message of President Monroe stopped with the rights of 
territory. President Cleveland should deal with the rights of man, 
Fire and sword and torture must be no longer imported from 
Europe to America. Monarchy must hold its possessions in 
America through law and justice and equity or abandon them. 
President Monroe declared no new territory should be conquered. 
Let it now be declared that no old territory shall be reconquered. 
One is as sound international law as the other, and both are essen- 
tial to western civilization. Great isthe responsibility, but grand 
is the opportunity. Cuba is our Armenia. She is the one who 
went down from Jerusalem to Jericho and fell among thieves, 
stripped of her raiment, bleeding and dying; and the priests and 
Levites of international law shake their heads and make long 
speeches and look wise and pass by on the other side; but the 
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genius of civil liberty is the Good Samaritan who journeyed that 
way and had compassion and bound up her woun and gave her 
oil and wine and money, and brought her to an inn and took care 
of her. And Jesus said of these three—the priest, the Levite, and 
Samaritan—he was the neighbor who bestowed mercy, ‘‘ Go and 
do thou likewise.” 

I know not what conclusion others may have reached, but for 
myself, because it is essential to civil liberty that all the le of 
this continent should be free, because the landing of foreign 
troops on American soil retards the manifest destiny of our free 
institutions, because the citizens of Cuba are in possession of three- 
fourths of its territory and overwhelmingly adverse to Spanish 
rule, and because of all the tottering thrones of earth that of the 
Spanish kings is the most intolerable and the most underserving. 
I am now ready to cast my vote, not only to grant belligerent 
rights to the patriots of Cuba, but to prohibit the landing of further 
troops from Spain on Cuban soil. [Applause.] 

Mr. HITT. I yield half a minute to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, it had been my intention to 
ask the gentleman from Maine a few questions; but having the 
floor in my own right I desire to put my case differently. It is 
7 pga Mr, Speaker, that I am a naturalized citizen of this 

yupDLIC, 
MempeEr. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion that it is 
impossible to hear. 
heSPEAKER. The gentleman will suspendamoment. Gen- 
tlemen will please cease conversation. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Irepeat, Mr. Speaker, thatitis well known, 
especially to the members of the last Con , that I am a natural- 
ized citizen of this Republic; but as such I wish to say to this House 
that 1 am a good enough American to believe in what ought to be 
an American truism—that the slave who attempts to break his 
chains is always right. [Loud applause.] For that reason, Mr. 
Speaker, my sympathies go out to the le of Cuba who are 
struggling. like our ancestors, for liberty andindependence. [Ap- 

ause. 

. The dPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I have four minutes, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to first express the ready sym- 
thy I feel with the sentiments expressed by the ee from 
Gecanie [Mr. TURNER] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bovu- 
TELLE] in appreciation of the gravity of the hour. This was felt in 
the discharge of the duty of preparing the propositions now sub- 
mitted to the House, which have been under consideration for two 
months. The gentleman from Maine seems to think that we are 
on the brink of war—that this is a declaration that approaches 
war. He is wide of the purpose and effect of our action. The 

mtleman from Georgia spoke of the ition of Texas in the 

surrection in 1836 as one occasion where there was extensive war 
and we had ground for — 

When the recognition of Texas took place in 1836, Yoakum’s 
History states that there were only 700 armed men on the side of 
Texas. The whole population was not half the army of the 
Cubans, Nearly six months ago the rts that lie before me— 
official reports—show that there were 35,000 men in arms defend- 
ing that insurgent governmental organization, which is a power- 
ful armed force, not altogether a government according to the 
notionsof somenice lawyers, buta 
as Wheaton said, has been form 3a 
is belligerent, which is war, and which is entitled to recognition. 

The gentleman spoke of the apprehension that it would bring on 
8 y ostilities. If he reads resolutions with care he will 
see what is the opinion of men whose province it is to deal with 
this question—that there is no ground to apprehend that they will 
be received in such a spirit, for they y are not meant in such 


tarmed political movement, 


movement, which | the 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, that is what I have been trying to 
express, and these resolutions, y drawn as they are, can 
not bring any consequences that we shall have cause to regret. 
They are important—yes; here just how we are willing to do 
our duty; but they are not bluster. Theycan not bring any such 
c a as some gentlemen anticipate. Our amendment of 
the - As the a oe bluntly : to ask Spain to 
separa om a part its territory, is wisely, prudently, and 
conservatively made. The right of search is the Sature that 
af diplomat regards as the us and explosive element. 
ae in ~~ yey of the right of am Te to Spain 

the treaty o case we recognize the igerency of 

ba. If she chooses to exercise it in a heated, insolent, and 
irritating manner, it may bring on, as General Grant feared in 
1875, ‘‘ perilous collisions.” But I have shown b the telegram 
just read that the Spanish Government is not seeking a quarrel 
with us; we have no complaint to make of it, and the duty that 
we lay down for ourselves in these resolutions of urging a gov- 
ernment the choice of the Cubans, is plainly such as can be con- 
sidered by Spain in a friendly spirit. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] spoke with much 
ardor of our meddling in the affairs of other nations and of the 
resentment that would be excited if we should address Great 
Britain in this way. Sir, we did address this very Government 
of Spain in this way some P yee ago, in 1878, and our suggestion 
was received favorably and acted u It was upon our sugges- 
tion that accommodation was made, with antonomy promised, 
and the peace of Zampon was made. That rebellion was ended 
by an agreement which has been since violated. Spain promised 
to give the Cubans their autonomy and to allow the revenues of 
the country in fair p rtion to be expended in the country; all 
of which was di ed, so that the people, wronged and out- 

, have arisen in rebellion again. 
ow, sir, when those people can obtain a government such as 
was promised them at that time on the suggestion of our Govern- 
ment, the free choice of the le of Cuba, we shall have a solu- 
tion of this problem which ing peace and prosperity to that 
island, and we shall have done our duty when we propose it and 
7 oa ae a coe ee ling of pathy fi 
am aware 0 strong fee y tor men strug- 
ling for liberty which has been alluded te here and which has 
reproachfully spoken of as ‘‘ sentim: ” Thave carefully 
avoided such appeals, deeply as I abhor the cruelties of Weyler 
and long to see a struggling people free. I have spoken only of 
those considerations which relate to our interests and our Slain 
duty. I know the ——— American people have for tyranny 
and cruelty, but in this whole matter I have gone with as sober 
steps as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] himself could 
have wished. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 

= 
. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary 


inquiry. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Will the Speaker please state exactly 


the pro on upon which we are called to vote? 
TheQPEAKER. The roposition is to di the Committee 


on Foreign Affairs from r consideration of the Senate reso- 
lutions relating to this subject-matter, to substitute the resolutions 
which have been reported from the House committee, and to pass 


same. 
Mr. BLACK of Geor Another inquiry. Are weto vote first 
on adopting Ricecseiee of the House committee as a substitute 
for Bon _— proposition and then to vote again on the main 
uestion 
The SPEAKER. No; it is one “— proposition. 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Are not the resolutions susceptible of 


terms. They are a distinct vindication of our rights; they are the | division? 


expression of our duties. We are not seeking war, nor is the Gov- 


The SPEAKER. They are not, except in the debate which has 


ernment of Spain. I hold in my hands a telegram I have received | been had. 


from the Secretary of State while this debate has been progress- 
ing. Itshows how utterly unlikely it is that attempt will be made 
to turn these resolutions into a pretext for war. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, March 2, 1896. 
Hon. Robert R. Hirt: 


I have received a dispatch from Taylor, the United States minister at 
Madrid, which [ think yourself and your committee and members of the House 
generally should know, as follows: 


ws: 
“ Minister of state has called to regret that mob has in- 


sul na repara- 
tion. He informs me that on its own motion, has taken every 
precatition to guard legation and my ee Se 


Mr. BOUTELLE. May I neo friend from Illinois whether 
the impression made upon his 


ust read is not one that would suggest grave consideration and 
ge tag notion on dae aneis a course that 


would provoke hostilities with a nation which so 
@ desire to dwell with us in amity and peace? [Applause.] 


Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I mean on the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition does not admit of division. 
It isa er en 

Mr. Georgia. Nor of amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Nor of amendment. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
ang & Under a motion to suspend the rules is a motion to recom- 
mit in order at any time? 


Me MOODY Mr. Speaker, I rise to liamentary inqui 
. . . > a n inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. MOODY. If this motion should not prevail would the sub- 
sequent consideration and adoption of these resolutions be possi- 


ble under the rules of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Pe en eee o> ocito that ques- 
tion when it arises. n——) there be no objection, the 
Clerk will again read by the gentleman 
from Illinois, after which the Chair put the matter to a vote. 
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The Clerk again read the resolutions called up by Mr. Hrrrt, as 


athe SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolu- 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that we 






So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. Hirt 
to suspend the rules and adopt the Senate resolutions with an 
amendment in the form of a substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. KuLP, who is 
detained from the Searle sickness, would, if present, vote ‘‘aye.” 


: vote on each resolution. Mr. J ENKINS. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Sperry, 
may have @ I shall object to that. is confined to his bed by sickness. If present, he would vote “‘ aye.” 
The ER. Objection is made. The question is on agree- The following pairs were announced: 
to the motion to d the rules and pass the resolutions. On this vote: 
CUMMINGS. . Speaker, on that I ask for the yeas and Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Draper. 
nays. Mr. Loup with Mr. Ky Le. 
yeas and nays were ordered. The result of the vote was announced as above stated, and was 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 262, nays 17, not | greeted with loud applause. 
voting 76; as follows: LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
YEAS—262. Mr. McCALLof Tennessee. I move that the House resolve itself 
bbott. De Witt, Layton, Robbins, into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
4 . iaeksy: — further consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial 
Aldrich, a Leisenring, Russell, Conn. appropriation bill. 
— Utah. Dolliver, Leonard, Sauerhering, he motion was agreed to. 
Andrews, =—- — a The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Avery, rs Linton. Setth : Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair, and 
Babcock, porns, Little," Shafrot h, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6248) making appro- 
Eddy, : ; oes ad PI 
Baker, Kans. Ellis, Livingston, ae priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
Baker, 24 evens, i ner, Smith, Il. the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
Barham, Fenton, Loudensiager. Smith, Mich. other purposes. 
Barney, Fischer, Low, ’ Sorg Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
ane er, neem. Spalding” return now to the amendment offered on Saturday last by the 
—~ °, y, Sparkman, gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. Catron}. 
Belknap. Gardner, Mahon, ae 5 a4 Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, when the commit- 
Bell, Colo. Giheon. McCall, T Seine tee rose on last Saturday, it was with the understanding that to- 
ee Graff, ae Mois Sioniaaan. day we should recur to the section relative to the Territory of New 
Griffin, McClure, Stewart, N.J Mexico, for the purpose of considering the amendment offered b 
Binghs McC k, Stewart, Wis. as = : y 
“s —” Mecreary, ky. oe , the Delegate ena Sek Territory. The point of order which I then 
Black, N.Y. Hadley, McCulloch. Stone, 0. W. reserved I now withdraw. 
Blue r, McDearmon, Stone, W. A. Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to renew the point of order as toa 
Brewster, Hainer, Nebr. McLaurin, Strait, t of the amendment. After consultation with the minorit 
MeMillin Strode, Nebr _ es y 
B Hanly. McRae. - Strowd, N.C. members of the Committee on Territories, | make a point of order 
Brosius, y; Meiklejohn, Sulloway, upon all of this amendment except the first and last paragraphs, 
Brown, gpemer. om a The remaining portion of the amendment will then read: — 
peck. Hatch, Miles, a” Provided, That the next session of the legislative assembly of the Territor 
Burrell Heatwole, Miller, Kans. Talbert, of New Mexico shall commence on the first Monday in May, 1897, and each 
Burton, Mo. Hemenway Milnes Tate, succeeding session thereof shall commence on the first Monday in May of 
Burton, Ohio Henderson, Minor, Wis. Tawney, every odd-numbered year thereafter. Provided further, That no other offi- 
Calderhead, Hendrick, Mon j Tayler, cer of either house of said legislative assembly shall be elected or appointed 
Cannon, Henry, Conn. Money Terry or paid out of any moneys appropriated by the Congress of the United 
Oatchings, Henry, Ind. p States or by the legislative assembly of said Territory than such as may be 
, Mozle Towne rovided for by the laws of the United States. 
Olardy. Hepburn, ‘ . P : : 
Clark, Mo. Hermann, wa y, ewe, Mr. CATRON. I concede that the point of order is well taken 
png fitern, Moonan. Trelonr as to the portions of the amendment to which it now applies, as 
Codding, Hill, Northway, Underwood, those provisions contemplate a change of existing law. 
Coffin, a ell ps aff, The CHAIRMAN. TheChair sustains the point of order. The 
Coe vie. Howell, Ogden, Van Voorkis, Clerk will report the amendment as it now stands, after striking 
eke Huff, Overstreet, Wadsworth, out the clauses upon which the point of order has been sustained, 
Cooper, Hulick, Owens, ¥ The amendment in its modified form was read and agreed to. 
Cooper, Tex. Huling, Parker Wanger, Mr. HENDERSON. By directionof the Committee on the Judi- 
Wis. Bei Patterson, Warner. y 
Sorhen’ Hunter, Payne, Washington, ciary,and in pursuance of the order adopted by the House on Satur- 
Cousins, Pendleton, Watson, Ohio day last, I now offer as sections 7 to 23, inclusive, of this bill the 
Cox, — Cal. Phillie: weer. provisions embraced in Honse bill No. 6654. _ 
Gropther, Johnson, Ind. Pickler, Willis, The CHAIRMAN. At what point in the bill does the gentle- 
Cummings, Johnson,N.Dak. Pitney, Wilson, Idaho man desire this amendment to be inserted? 
ees ae —- wie BY Mr. HENDERSON. After section 6, the last section of the bil 
Curtis, N.Y. Kendall, Prince, Wilson, 8. C. as it now stands. : 
Dalzell, Kerr, Pugh, Wood, . The CHAIRMAN. That is the repealing clause. 
pant ied Kiefer, . oodard, Mr. HENDERSON. We want that clause to stand. 
Dayton, — Hines. ee The CHAIRMAN. Then this amendment will come in after 
De Armond, —, Reyburn, the repealing clause? 
Denny, wson, Richardson, Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 
7 Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Under the order adopted on Satur- 
ne day last, will the measure which the gent! I ; ts be 
. rhic 2 gentleman now presents 
Atwood, Biot, 8. C- peed Welker, Ya. offered and considered as an amendment in the Committee of the 
Boutelion Se <<. Whole? 
Cobb, Ala. Harrison Tucker, Mr. HENDERSON. Undoubtedly. 
Culeamen, McCall, Mass. © Turner, Ga. Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And it will be considered by 
NOT VOTING—%. paragraphs? 
Acheson Soom Mr. DERSON. Yes, sir. 
Aitken, a ng Kulp, oe Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the first 
Anderson, rome Kyle, formal reading of this bill be dispensed with, and that we pro- 
ceed at once to read it by sections for the consideration of the 
Ss same. Pending that, however, I wish to make a motion that the 
general debate be had upon the bill now, and I will turn the con- 
NY. trol of the bill over to my colleague, Judge Uppecrarr, the chair- 
man of the subcommittee, who has had charge of the matter in 
the rome — to make the request, however, to enter 
the eral debate now. 
. Mc . Ido not object to dispensing with the reading 
of the Lew I thought the gentleman wanted to dispense with the 
. ebate. 
fc Mr. HENDERSON. Myrequest is—andI will restateit to avoid 





all misunderstanding—that the general debate we proceed 
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to read the bill by sections for amendment, and that, I ask now 
unanimous consent, shall be the order. 

Mr. BAILEY. There is no objection on my part to the request 
of the gentleman from Iowa, but in order to avoid any trouble 
hereafter, let us see that we clearly understand each other. I do 
not understand that this bill is to be treated as one single amend- 
ment, but that we are to consider it paragraph by paragraph, and 
subject to germane amendments, of course. 

Mr.HENDERSON. Thatisexactly my proposition. Thereare 
seventeen sections in the bill, let me state. ere are six in the 
ogee bill. This bill—the amendment bill—comes right 
after the sixth section of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I repeat that there will be no misunderstanding 
between the gentleman from Iowa and myself, but I wanted, out 
of abundant caution, none on the part of anybody. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is exactly my esire. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihave just comein, Mr. Chairman, and I wish 
to ask whether it is the purpose of the gentleman to allow general 
debate upon the amendment. 

Mr. H ERSON. Certainly. 

Mr.DALZELL. Hasany time been fixed for the general debate? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Noneas yet. The debate will run, I sup- 
pose, for a while. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman state whether 
he expects the general debate to conclude to-night; and if so, 
whether it can not be understood that the consideration of the 
paragraphs of this amendment will not take place until the 
ae 

Mr. HENDERSON. Icannotsay. I do not know, of course, 
how long the committee will see fit to allow the general debate. 
We have plenty of time, and this is a matter of very much im- 

rtance, as stated by the gentleman from Florida the other day. 

_ maar has no desire to shut off the fullest discussion of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the first formal reading of the amendment be dis- 
— with; that the committee proceed at once to the general 

ebate upon it, and that after the close of the general debate it be 
read by sections for amendment and debate. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I now yield to Judge Uppeararr, the 
chairman of the subcommittee, who will take charge of the bill. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy as little time 
as I can consistently with my duty to the bill which has been 
placed, ina manner, under my c > 

What I wish to say will relate to business considerations. Myre- 
marks, therefore, will be uninteresting to anyone except he is inter- 
ested in the provisions of the bill and the reforms which it proposes. 
The committee began the consideration of this subject at an early 
aoe of the session. It will be remembered that when the urgent 
deficiency bill was before the House for consideration, a great out- 
cry was made about the enormous sums therein appropriated for 
the maintenance of the Federal courts; that some reproach was 
cast upon the Committee on the Judiciary because it not, be- 
fore that time, introduced a bill to effect the abolition of the fee 
system, and to enact legislation providing for salaries for officers 
of the Federal courts. It was then said that the House would be 
given an ample opportunity to effect the reform which at that 
time it so much desired. I remember correctly the amount 
which the urgent deficiency bill appropriated was in the neigh- 
borhood of $1,000,000—or nine hun and some odd thousand 


dollars—and it was found necessary afterwards, when it went to | SY§ 


the Senate, to add about a quarter of a million dollars more in ex- 
= of the amount appropriated by the House of Representa- 
ves. 

It is to remove these defects, to accomplish the reform that is 
so desired, that this bill has been framed. The Committee on the 
Judic have spared no pains and no labor to prepare a bill 
here that would effect the desired change, and at the same time 
not disturb the operations of the Government. This committee 
has spent upon this bill more hours than it has ever — upon a 
bill before within my recollection. It has given to its prepara- 
tion greater patience and greater labor than I have ever known 
to have been caaentes upon a bill, or ever heard of being ex- 
pended u a . We have qn to the Department of Justice, 
and the Department of Justice come to us, and wherever we 
could we have followed the recommendations of the Department 
of Justice, maintaining of course our own opinion and our own 
views. The Department has been especially liberal and patient 
in giving us information. The Attorney-General has been with 
our committee for hours and hours at a time, oe 
every provision of the bill, so that the arm of the Governmen 

ht not be weakened. 

ne difficulty which the committee encountered was to 
find a on which to fix the salaries of district attorneys and 
marshals for the future. It has before it a special report of the 
Attorney-General of the of each district attorney and each 


marshal inthe United States, That formed the first basis of the fix- 


ing of salaries, but we found on proceeding further that that could 
not be made the sole bagis, for in many cases those returns were 
very largely padded, and in many cases enormous sums have been 
charged to the Government in these returns; so that, considering 
these returns, considering the amount of business transacted, ani 
bearing in mind the advice of the De ment of Justice as to 
special conditions, and our own know as to special condi- 
tions, we have prepared the best schedule of salaries that the 
judgment of the committee could devise. It has cost us, as I have 
said, especial labor and patience for days and days. For scarcely 
a oe since within two weeks of the organization of 
this House that this matter has not been before the Committes 
on the Judiciary in some form. 

Now, if the committee will bear with me, I will explain briefly 
the different sections of the bill. I want to say in the first place 
that the bill does not affect the Territory of Alaska or Indian Ter- 
ritory, for the reason that recent legislation has provided for the 
Federal courts in those Territories, and has fixed the salary system 
and abolished the fee system so far as those marshals and attorneys 
are concerned. ; 

Another thing the bill does not do. It does not affect the office 
of the district attorney for the southern district of New York. 
That district, embracing the test port of entry in the United 
States, we considered under the advice of the Attorney-General, 
and after a review of the facts ascertained that office to be sui 
generis, and therefore we did not touch it. 

Another grave and sufficient reason why the committee did not 
touch the district attorney’s office in that district is this: That the 
laws relating to the district attorney’s office of the southern dis- 
trict of New York have been revised by a special statute within 
a few years, and the salaries of district attorney and marshal are 
established by that law for that district. 

Mr. TA EY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On what basis has the committee fixed the 
—— of the several district attorneys throughout the United 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Ihave stated that. In a general way the 
basis is the best judgment of the committee. Ina more special 
way we have considered the earnings, as set forth in a document 
from the Attorney-General’s Office. We have considered the 
amount of work done. We have used whatever knowledge we 
had or could obtain from the Department of Justice as to special 
conditions in individual cases. In that way we have fixed the sala- 
ries. I say that we do not undertake to affect the district attor- 
ney’s office for the southern district of New York. The bill also 
does not affect the clerks of the circuit and district courts. Much 
as we desired to enter upon that, the committee, after careful con- 
sideration, decided that it was the part of wisdom not to provoke 
too’many enemies at the same time. For those of us who were in 
the last Congress remember that when a bill fixing salaries was 
enqpeete’ there was a general outcry from the clerks of all the 
Federal courts all over the Union against the bill. We preferred 
to take the district attorneys, their assistants, the marshals, and 
their deputies first. I may say for the committee—I think I will 
say for myself at least, and I am sure I can say it for the commit- 
tee—we are willing to enter upon the reform also so far as the 
clerks are concerned, and if this House will give us a hearing we 
will, before this Congress closes, bring in a bill that will cover the 
clerks also and apply to them the salary system instead of the fee 


Section 2 of the bill fixes, by districts, the salaries of the district 
attorneys. Section 3 gives to the district attorneys their actual 
traveling expenses and their subsistence while absent from home, 
not exceeding $4 day for subsistence. The third section pro- 
vides for assistant attorneys and their appointment, subject to the 
a val of the Attorney-General. . 

. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


Mr.SWANSON. In the third section, which refers to the ap- 
pointment of assistant district attorneys, it says: 

Upon the recommendation of such judge and attorney. ? 

Was it the intention of the committee to let the district judge 
unite with the district attorney in the appointment of 
assistant attorneys, or simply to unite in the recommenda- 
tion of the necessity for the assistant district attorney? 

Mr. UPDEG F. The is mn. The language, a3 
IT remember, that on recommendation of the judge 
and the attorney, which recommendation shall state the 
facts w which it is made, the Attorney-General shall have 
power 2 a I think it is plain; and to my 
mind it no " 


That whenever, in the opinion of the district j 


and the district attor- 
ney, Sr 


one or more attorneys may be 
upon the written recommendation of 





) 
: 
\ 








1896. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 






Ah! 
N. This makes it imperative that they shall join 
tn tho Ten before anybody shall be appointed. , 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The committee had no intention to desig- 
nate any man with the power of appointment in this case. The 
facts as to the necessity must be certified. ; Si 

Mr. SWANSON. t I wanted to ascertain about it is, 
whether the appointment—as I understand the language—of the 

named must be agreed to both by the district attorney and 

Mr. UPD. . Oh, no. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is the way I understand it. What I 
asked was in connection with the appointment of the assistant 
district attorneys. I understand, possibly, the intention of the 
committee was that the district attorney and the judge must con- 
cur in the necessity for the appointment of the assistant district 
atto’ , but not to concur in the man to be appointed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. SWANSON. This language makes it imperative that they 
shall concur in the recommendation ef the man. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. As to the necessity. 

Mr. SWANSON. Read line 21, section 3. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF (reading)— 

Whenever, in the opinion of the district judge and the district attorney, 


blic interest requires it, one or more assistant district attorneys may 
fe. Fecinted by the Attorney-General— 


Mr. SWANSON (reading)— 
upon the written recommendation of such judge and attorney. 


The Attorney-General can not make any appointment. The 
district judge and the district attorney must concur in making 
the recommendation. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That was not the intention. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is what I think it does. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. If it is believed to be so, an amendment 
can be offered so as to make it plainer. 

Mr. SWANSON. I want it to read, not— 

Whenever, in the opinion of the district judge and the district attorney, 

s 


the public interest req it, one or more rict attorneys may be ap- 
pointed the Attorney-General upon the written recommendation of such 
udge attorney— 


but that cob pean a a ee a, to be an opinion as to the 
necessity, an joint action as to the appointment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, That is what it is. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That is it undoubtedly. 

Section 3 also provides for the appointment of assistant district 


attorneys, whose salaries shall not exceed $2,500 per annum, and 
that they shall have 


expenses. 
The fourth section fixes the salaries of marshals by districts. 

The fifth section provides for the appointment of office deputies, 
the salaries to be fixed by the Attorney-General. 

The sixth section provides for what is called ‘‘ field marshals.” 
I will say right here, and this perhaps is the most pertinent place, 
that the committee consented to this section with very great re- 
luctance, because it was, in so far as it goes, an abandonment of 
the reform which the committee sought; but the limitation of 
the reform is so small and the necessity for it so absolute and so 
obvious that the committee consented to this species of deputies 
here, to be called ‘‘ field deputies.” In the first place, it is obvious 
that aaeeenament of these ‘‘ field deputies” must be vested in 
the In cases of emergency he can not communicate 
with the Department of Justice for permission to appoint them. 
Therefore the bill gives him power in the first instance to appoint 
these marshals. e bill also requires him to report the appoint- 
ment immediately to the Department of Justice, and that done, 
the ty Cy of Justice may cancel such appointments at any 
time. **field deputies” provided for in the bill are to be 
paid out of their fees. As I have said before, in respect to them 
we felt unable to entirely abolish the fee system. The Attorney- 
General, whose advice we sought in the matter, wrote to us in 


to them. 
tie is the special of the letter of the Attorney-General to 
which I desire to attention: 

But the chief reason is the fear, which is justified by experience, that field 


not be zealous in endeavoring to arrest persons char, with 
only their compensation but also their ex- 


penses while engaged in the : 
One of the which undoubtedly ho gat when the bill is upon 
its passage is there is any just reason to fear a relaxation in dili- 


gence on the part of the officers concerned by reason of the change made by 


Unless this assurance of actual expenses while honestly engaged in attempt- 
ing to arrest criminals is made I can not eunaabentiously say that the field 
deputies can be expected to display proper zeal. 


The Attorney-General clearly states the reason for the depar- 
ture from the character of the bill in this section relating 
to “field ” It was found impossible and unsafe to rely 

salaries to stimulate their activity, and when the Attorney- 

Mr. CULBERSON: PEE Cite tho vary begortent 

. . b a very 
amendment. The en from Iowa [Mr. UppeGrarr} is per- 
fectly conversant all its details, his explanation is very 
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clear and instructive, but the trouble is that at this late hour in 
the day there are comparatively few members present to hear 
him. I therefore suggest to the gentleman in charge of the bill 
that he let this discussion go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, That will suit my convenience, Mr. Chair- 
man, and I therefore move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HeNpERSON having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Payne, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consider- 
ation H. R. 6248, the legislative appropriation bill, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, replying to the House reso- 
lution of February 4 relating to the danas of employees in 
the Executive Departments—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, replying to the House 
resolution of February 4 relating to the efficiency of employees 
in the Executive Departments—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, onl ordered to be printed. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 17) for 
the erection of a statue of Francis E. Spinner at the Treasury 
Department building in Washington, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 577); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 636) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near Chamberlain, S. Dak., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 576); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, Mr. WOOMER, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 4193) to correct the 
military record of William F. Souger; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. (Report No. 579.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H.R. 6749) for the relief of white 
adopted citizens of the Cherokee Nation—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6750) to authorize the mayor 
and ay council of Monroe, La., to construct a traffic bridge 
across the Ouachita River, opposite said city—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 6751) to amend section 2306 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to homestead 
entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 6752) providing that none but 
full citizens shall be employed by the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 6775) interpreting the act of 
August 9, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act in relation to marriage between 
white menvand Indian women, and for other purposes”—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6778) providing an appro- 
priationfor the improvement of bar and harbor of Tillamook Bay, 
in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6779) providing an appropriation for the 
improvement of the bar and entrance to Casens River, in 
Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HULICK: Memorial of the general assembly of the State 
of Ohio,for the amendment of the Constitution of the United States 
authorizing the election of United States Senators by the people— 
to the Cemmittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the general assembly of Ohio, favoring passage 
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of House bill which restores 60 per cent on the schedule on wool 
and woolen goods—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Memorial of the general assembly of Iowa, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 306—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Memorial of the legislature of Iowa, 
favoring the passage of House bill 306, providing special pension 
for prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution of the legislature of the State of 
New York, extending thanks to Captains Baker and Rourke and 
their gallant crews of the Lone Hill and Blue Point stations— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


od 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr, APSLEY: A bill (H.R. 6758) granting an increase of 

nsion to Moses 8. Rockwood—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6754) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael Scannell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6755) granting an increase of pension to James 
8. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to 
Auguste Whitmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 6757) granting a 
— to Andrew J. Malder—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 6758) for the relief of Isaac 
Shepherd—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill hte 6759) for the relief of George 
W. Sullivan, of Cen int, dridge County, W. Va.—to the 
Committee on Invalid ms. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6760) nting a pension to John 
= Benika, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6761) toremove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing — Jake Henry—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

y Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 6762) for relief of James Mc- 
Guire, of Andis, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 6763) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Horace J. Rowell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 6764) to reimburse Union 
Bethell, of Newburg, Ind., for woes used by the military forces 
of the United States during the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 6765) to increase the pen- 
sion of David N. Thompson—to Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Ss. 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill o R.6766) increasing the pension 
of Charles P. Jones, Company D, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6767) increasing the — of Alonzo Sabin, of 
Company H, Fifty-second Regiment New York State National 
Guard Volunteer Infantry—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions. 

7 Mr. HULICE: A bill (H.R. a to relinquish to William 
§S. Van Horne the title of the United States to an island in the 
Great Miami River—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McRAR: A bill (H. R. 6769) to pension Lilla Thomasson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 6770) ‘grenting 
a pension to Annie W. Coit—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 
By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 6771) granting 
. pension to Lydia Ann Haskin e—to the Committee on Pen- 


ons. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 6772) granting a pension to 
Wanmate A. Abbott, Company i Seventh Regiment New Hamp- 

B Yeo Tnomas T ball ik. ora) Pegg to 

y Mr. ' : .R. a on 

Samuel H. Maxam—to the Committee on pate 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6774) a pension to Martha Lane— 
to the Committee on In 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 6776) to provide an American 
pep ae Vila—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
an 


By Mr. BROMWELL (b uest): A bill (H. R.6777) for the 
relief of James Boland—to Ue aoennaitees on Sisims 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, thefollowing tions and papers 
nea lanes | of Ee 5 eee 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of W. W. Fairbanks and 27 other 
citizens of South Ashburnham, Mass., praying for an amendment 


to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial in regard to the relief of Au- 

aste Whitmer, by 8. T. Palmer, O.C. Adams, and others—to the 

mumittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: Additional papersin thecase of Patrick J. Sy)- 
livan and others, to accompany House bill No. 6201—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Remonstrance and petition of the citizens of 
Standish, Mich., praying for the passage of joint resolution No. i1, 
to amend the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting fur- 
ther appropriations to institutions under ecclesiastical contro]— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Affidavit of Mrs. Metcalf, to accompany 
House bill No. 6517, for the relief of Ellen O’Rorke—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Rock Rapids, Iowa, also petition of B. «. 
Samson and others, of the State of Iowa, in favor of the Sunday- 
rest law in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on tho 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Ma: Lodge, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Maynard, Ohio, favoring the passage «/ 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DANTELS: Petition of the Western Transit Company 
and others, of Buffalo, N. Y., for the improvement of the har}. r 
at Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of S. P. Smith, of West Union, 
W. Va., praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the laws relating to second-class matter—to the Coin- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of James H and 104others, of Colum- 
bia County, Oreg.; also petition of J. H. Oakes and 38 others, of 
Mitchell, Oreg.; also petition of 88 citizens of Ione, Morrow County, 
Oreg.; also petition of C. A. Warner and other citizens of Crook 
County, Oreg., remonstrating — the appropriation of money 

mai 


for sectarian p to the ittee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of 5,000 settlers of Oklahoma Terri- 
tory, praying for free homes—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, Chicago, Ill., Frances E. Willard, president, 
protesting an military training in public schools—to the (o1- 
mittee on Education. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
New Jersey, in favor of the Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a protest of Charles Hall and others, of Palmyra, N. J., 

ainst the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian unler- 
tobinen, and a petition the passage of a proposed amen|- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Comunit (ve 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lumberton, N. J.; also, petition of 
citizens of Mercer County, N. J.; also, petitions of Magnolia 
Council, No. 101; Enterprise Council, No. 6; and Nathan Hale 
Council, No. 89, Junior Order United Mechanics, in 
favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on lmmi- 
gration and Naturalization. 
oi — of Aaron 7 en a = oe omy of 

Republic, Department ew Jersey, for the revival of the 
of Lieutenant-General in the United States Army—to the 


ttee on 
Also, petition of war veterans of Ocean oer. 3 Y., in favor 
of the service- bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. GR OLD: Petition of Grange, No. 110, and 


Randolph , No. 130, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsy|v:- 
ey er the protsstion of agricultural staples—to the Committee 
on 7 Means. 


r. HARMER: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 34), 

th Sons — a ohare phia, Pa., ore 1g 
against the tion 0! moneys for sectarian underta\- 
, and in of an Pach ter cers to the Constitution to that 


i 


the Committee on 
tion of citizens 


Appropriations. 

Also representing the tea trade of the 
United asking that a duty be seeoeee upon impor- 
tations of san tp Sn Coaunatinns on Wore ond eans. — 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of Lincoln Council, No. |. 
Order United American Mechanics, of South Norwalk, Conn., f." 
the of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 

and Naturalization. be 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the members of Pleasant View 
Grange, No. 984, Patrons of , of Pennsylvania, pray- 


, providing for protec 


Also, of the bers of the Morning Star Lodge, No. 
308, United American Mechanics, of Export, Pa., praying 
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of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
and Naturalization. i 
of J.G. Olmsted and 228 other citizens 
— of Lieutenant-General 
on tary Affairs. 
By Mr. HULICK: Petition of Thomas B. Hansell and other ex- 
‘ars of the Union Army residing in Blanchester, Ohio, who 


in Confederate prisons, in favor of the passage of 


were : : 

306—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
—— Bt : Resolutions of the Superior Commercial 
Club, of Superior, Wis., asking for the passage of bill to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to organize national naval volunteers 
in all States on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. LEONARD: Petitions of Washington Camps, Nos. 637 
and 644, 
of the Stone im 
and Na 

By Mr. i . 
for the passage of joint resolution No. 11, to amend the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. 
afin.) Jobbers’ Union, remonstrating against permission to 
erect piers in the Detroit River—to the Committee on Interstate 


and 
= wOollege of 
= ee the United States and Great Britain—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. i at 
By Mr. MO : Petitions of Young People’s Christian En- 
deavor societies and citizens residing in the States of Colorado, 
Connecticut, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Iowa, Indiana, Kansas, 
Maine, Missouri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
mn, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and West Virginia, pray- 
ing the ion of God in the Constitution of the United 
States—to the mittee on the J rT 
By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of A. B. Crittenden and 409 
other residents and property owners along the shore of Lake Erie 
inst the bill to —_ for the building of a dam across the 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


ain petition of Columbia Council, No. 21, Daughters of Lib- | 


aying for the passage of the Stone immi- 
: Resolutions of the faculty andstudents 
of College, of Franklin, Ind., favoring a commission of 
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain—to the 

By Mr. P’ : Petition of 67 citizens of Lawrence County, 
Pa., we that God be acknowledged in the preamble of the 
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 


di 1 
By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Vermont Dairymen’s Association, 
ing for the passage of the Wilber filled-cheese bill and for | 
amendment to the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Joseph Auld, of Burlington, Vt., praying for | 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws | 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of James M. Weir and 23 others, of 
Mercer and Rock d counties, Ill., asking for improvements | 
on the i River—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. | 

tion bill—tothe Committee on hbnmigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of officers and mem- 
Asm UAliaes So Yopclaseon tar vcbal? cf Indione--to te | 

ve to i on in 0 ians—to the 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Protest of E. Jonas and 123 others, 
of Dam, Wis.; also protest of F. P. Hantchett and 57 
others, of Wisconsin, against the adoption of joint resolution 
amending the Constitution of the United States by inserting the | 
following: “ Almighty God as the source of all | 
il government, our Lord Jesus Christ 

is revealed will as of supreme au- 

the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Kispert and 52 other citizens of Jeffer- 
reviving the grade of Lieutenant-General, 
in the interest of Gen. Nelson A. Miles—to 


of Nay Aug Council, No. 344, | 
Order United American Mechanics, of Saeatee voring the 


Scranton, Pa., fa 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on im- 
Mr. Washington Camp, No. 414, Pa- 
of , favoring the 
Committee 


Prmigation and Stone no migration ‘bill—to. the on 


 albeae Trag Petition of the heirs of 
deceased, late of Wake County, N.C., praying 


erty, of Akron, Ohio, 
B .O 


FB 





Patriotic Order Sons of America, praying for the passage | 
migration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 


R: Resolution by the faculty and students of | 
Crete, Nebr., in favor of an international tri- | 









that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of W. A. Thompson 
and 50 others, of Coultersville, Pa.; also petition of Thomas Mc- 
Masters Lodge, No. 273, Order United American Mechanics, of 
Turtle Creek, Pa., indorsing the Stone bill, for restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Memorial of C. N. Perry and other citizens 
of Stark County, Ohio, praying for the passage of a bill providing 
for the issue of silver certificates for silver bullion 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of U. 8. Grant Council, No. 35; also, resolution 
of John A. Logan Lodge, No. 6, Order United American Mechan- 
ics, both of Canton, Ohio, asking for the passage of the Stone im- 
migration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of Mary Latham. for the pas- 


—to the Com- 


| sage of House bill No. 4764, for her relief, accompanied by certain 


tion. 
LINTON: Petition of citizens of Covert, Mich., praying | 


affidavits—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WANGER: 


tesolution of Washington Camp, No. 387, 


: | Patriotic Order Sons of America. located at Schwensville, Mont- 
McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul | 


gomery County, Pa.; also, resolution of Perkasin Council, No. 
359, Order United American Mechanics, located at Perkasia, Bucks 
County, Pa., indorsing the Stone immigration bill and requesting 
its passage—to the Committee on Lmmigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 258, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, of Fredericksburg, Pa., in favor of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 3, 1896. 
Prayer by Rev. H. W. Warren, D.D., LL. D., of Denver, Colo. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Carrrr, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ARRESTS OF INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 

from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a draft of a bill 


| to amend the ninth section of the act making appropriations for 


the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations, etc., approved March 3, 1885, 
relative to the right of a United States officer or agent to make 
arrests of Indians upon Indian reservations for the commission of 
certain offenses, stating that the necessity for this legislation was 
brought to the attention of the Department by a report through 
the War Department, and recommending the enactment of such 
legislation; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
CONDUITS, PIPES, AND UNDERGROUND WAYS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of January 29, 1896, calling for information 
as to the number of miles of conduits, pipes, or underground ways 
in the city of Washington and the District of Colu::bia, specify- 
ing the miles in each owned by the Government of the United 
States, the city of Washington, and the District of Columbia, and 
the number of chambers in such conduits, pipes, and underground 
ways, etc., transmitting sundry letters giving the information 
called for; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of William Jones, of Frank- 


| fort, Ind., and of sundry other citizens of that place, praying for 


the enactment of legislation removing the charge of desertion now 
standing against William Jones; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BATE presented resolutions adopted by the Cotton Ex- 
change of Memphis, Tenn., relative to the mode of deepening the 
channel of the Mississippi River, and approving the action of the 
Mississippi River Commission in that regard, and also approving 
House bill No. 2779, authorizing the improvement of the channel 
of the Mississippi River, and praying for its passage; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River and its Tributaries. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition, in the form of resoln- 
tions adopted by the faculty and students of Doane College, Crete, 
Nebr., praying for the establishment of an international tribunal 
for the settlement of controversies between the United States and 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of sundry citizens of Vir- 
ginia City, Nev., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
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immigration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
tion. 

Or. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the faculty and 

students of Lincoln University, Lincoln, Ill., favoring the estab- 

lishment of a permanent board of arbitration between Great Brit- 

ain and the United States; which were referred to the Committee 

on Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the Council 
of the Historical Society of Pennsylvania, favoring an appropria- 
tion to enable the Secretary of State to prepare the records and 
papers of the Continental Congress for publication; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Michael Chene and 
sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or some sim- 
ilar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and remonstrat- 
ing against the extension of the tracks of that company until its 
existing lines are modernly _ and operated: which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the executive com- 
mittee of the National Association of Manufacturers, favoring an 
immediate and complete consularinspection; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He elso presented the petition of W. W. Fairbanks and 27 other 
citizens of South Ashburnham, Mass., praying for the adoption of 
the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of 116 citizens of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the appropriation of public 
moneys for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of 84 citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 354, to establish a national 
fargo! which was referred to the Select Committee to Estab- 
lish the University of the United States. 

He also presented a petition of 32 citizens of Oakland County, 
Mich., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the preamble 
to the Constitution of the United States acknowledging Almighty 
God as the source of all power and authority in civil government, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of Mercer Council, No. 50, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Trenton; of William 
Walter Phelps Council, No. 180, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Newark; of Stockton Council, No. 66, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Princeton; of Thomas Jefferson 
Council, No. 188, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Camden; of America Council, No. 133, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Camden; of Abraham Browning Council, No. 
122, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Camden; of 
Goshen Council, No. 91, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Goshen; of Victory Council, No. 115, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Frenchtown; of Spring Garden Council, 
No. 176, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Linden- 
wold; of Osceola Council, No. 186, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Livingston; of Hiawatha Council, No. 110, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of East Millstone; of Riverside 
Council, No. 33, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
South River; of Flemington Council, No. 191, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Flemington; of Ocean Qouncil, No. 10, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of New Egypt; of 
Fremont Council, No. 208, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Atlantic City; of Asbury Council, No, 23, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Asbury Park; of Middlesex Coun- 
cil, No. 63, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Perth 
Amboy; of Joel Parker Council, No. 69, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of South Amboy; of Atco Council, No. 117, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Atco; of Rescue 
Council, No. 151, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Camden; of Perth Amboy Council, No. 134, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Perth Amboy; of John A. Logan Council, 
No. 102, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Crosswicks; 
of Progressive Council, No. 79, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Beverly; of E. F. Reppart and 34 othercitizens of New- 
ton; of F. E. Pierce and 21 other citizens of Newton; of Luther 
Runyon and 17 other citizens of East Millstone, and of Shelly 
Whitte and 31 other citizens of Newton, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of H. A. Freeman and sundry 
other citizens of Monson, Me., praying for the tion of the 
4 mage religious amendment to the tution of the United 

tates; which was referred to the Committee on:-the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present two memorials of citizens of Jef- 
ferson County, Mo., sent to me by Mr. John L. Downer, of De 
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Soto, Mo., whoassures me that each one of the petitioners signed 
his own name to the memorials after carefully reading the oo). 
tents of them. The memorials remonstrate against direct|y ,. 
indirectly appropriating public moneys for sectarian school jr. 
poses, and pray for the adoption of a constitutional amendment 
that ‘‘ neither Congress nor any State shall pass any law resp.¢+- 
ing an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercisg 
thereof, or use the property or the credit of the United States, or 
of any State, or any money raised by taxation, or authorize eit |r 
to be used, for the purpose of founding, maintaining, or aidin, 
by appropriation, payment for services, expenses, or otherwise 
any church, religious denomination, or religious society, or any 
institution, society, or und " g, which is wholly or in part 
under sectarian or ecclesiastical control. I move that the imo. 
morials be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SMITH presented the petition of George B. Conover and 19 
other citizens of Englishtown, N. J., praying for the adoption of 
the pro religious amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 


He also presented the petition of Mrs. Clara G. Wood and 38 other 


‘members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Dover, 


N. J., and the petition of Geo F. Dickinson, pastor of the Meth: 
odist Episcopal Church, numbering 350 persons, of Allendale, 
N. J., and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Atlantic Highlands, N. J., praying for the enactment of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Prof. Henry Morton and 17 
other members of the faculty of the Stevens Institute of Tech- 
nology, of Hoboken, N. J., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 3618, organizing and increasing the personnel of the Navy, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 3 


He also presented itions of the following councils of the 
Junior Orla Uni American Mechanics, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the of the so-called Stone immi- 

tion pill: which were referred to the Committee on Immigration: 


ouncil No. 179, of Basking Ridge; Council No. 92, of Belmar; 
Council No, 52, of Bordentown; Council No. 58, of Boundbrook; 
Council No. 45, of Bridgeton; Council No. 38, of Burlington: Coun- 
cil No. 82, of Camden; Council No. 172, of Camden; Council No. 149, 
of Chews; Council No. 206, of Dividing Creek; Council No. 46, of 
Elizabeth; Council No. 53, of Elizabeth; Council No. 181, of Eliza- 
beth; Council No. 116,of Glendola; Council No. 39, of Gloucester 
City; Council No. 182, of Hackensack; Council No. 83, of Hacketts- 
town; Council No. 37, of Haddonfield; Council No. 177, of Homers- 
town; Council No. 97, of Hope; Council No. 220, of Jacobstown; 
Council No. 71, of Jamesburg; Council No. 114, of Jersey City; 
Council No. 68, of Keyport; Council No. 224, of LaFayette: Coun- 
cil No. 84, of Leesburg; Council No. 200, of Little Silver; Council 
No. 29, of Branch; Council No. 13, of Lumberton; Council 
No. 148, of Madison; Council No. 145,o0f Magnolia; Council No. 11, 
of Manahawkin; Council No. 77, of Matawan; Council No. 9, of 
Medford; Council No. 209, of Midvale; Council No. 178, of Mill- 
town; Council No. 212, of Milton; Council No. 5, of Mount Holly; 
Council No. 187, of Newark; Council No. 201, of Newark; Council 
No. 205, of Newark; Council No. 32, of New Brunswick; Council 
No. 126, of Ocean City; Council No. 156, of Orange; Council No. 44, 
of Oxford; Council No. 74,of Pennington; Council No. 75, of Per- 
rineville; Council No. 197, of ot Plains; Council No. 118, of 
Port Murray; Council No. 103, of Port Norris; Council No. 1‘), of 
Riverside; Council No. 203, of Salem; Council No. 7, of Scotch 
Plains; Council No. 28, of Seabright; Council No. 221, of Spring- 
lake Beach; Council No. 1138, of Stanhope; Council No. 101, of Toms 
River; Council No. 6, of Trenton; uncil No. 89, of Trenton; 
Council No. 198, of Waretown; Council No. 127, of West Long 
Branch; Council No. 26, of Williamstown, and Council No. 4/, of 
Yardville. a 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nor- 
wich, Ohio, ee on adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the tion of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of What Cheer Loge, 
No. 9, Order of United American Mechanics, of Hamilton. l. |., 
for the passage of House bill No. 58, providing for the 
on of immigrants by United States consuls; which was 
referred to the Nemeth ge mag o 
Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Sprins- 
= Ohio, praying for the ae of House joint resolution No. 


1 for the uni classification of freight rates; 
which was to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian em- 


perance Union of the State of Ohio, for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the a umbia; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

xd a petition of the Piqua Rolling Mill Company 
praying for the passage of the 1-cenf letter-pos 4s? 

















bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


ted a petition of the State board of culture 
for the adoption of an amendment to the United 
ws ding that all publications of the State board 
of agriculture be admitted to the mails as second-class mat- 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


ter; which was 
presented a petition of 48 citizens of Morgan County, 
Onis a a petition of Elm Grove Grange, No. 644, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Williams County, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 2626, providing for the protection of agricultural 
staples by an export bounty, in order to equalize the burdens and 
benefits of the protective system; which were referred to the Com- 
Finance. 
"ae presented a petition of the general assembly of theState 
of Ohio, ying for the restoration of duty on wools and woolen 
goods; hhic was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. I present the memorial of W. R. Stokeley and 
others, claiming to be settlers upon the Anastasia Island, in the 
State of Florida. I a oe this a concerns the 

tested Spanish , and their homes claim contains some 
ae of the tated quant, and also land alleged to be unlawfully 
claimed by the State as aw es and overflowed, and also by scrip 
locations. It is accompanied by a number of statements of wit- 
nesses, and prays for some legislation by Congress in aid of the 
settlers. I move that the memorial be printed as a miscellaneous 
document and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of J. A. Rochford and 200 
other citizens of North Yakima, Wash., remonstrating against the 

of the Pacific Railroad funding bill; which was referred 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

He also presented a petition of 75 citizens of the Santee Agency, 
Nebr.and a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Pil- 
grim Co tional Church, of the Santee Agency, Nebr., pray- 
ing for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

. VILAS presented the petition of Nettie Rogers, president 
of the Woman’sChristian Temperance Union of Jefferson County, 
Wis., and the petition of S. W. Petit, president of the Woman's 
Christain Temperance Union of Fort Atkinson, Wis., praying for 

of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
He also ted the memorial of J. A. Bellows and 225 other 
citizens of Crawford County, Wis., remonstrating against the 


st of the 

of the United ' 

of all power in civil authority, etc.; which was referred to the 
ttee on the J ae! 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Ministerial Associa- 
tion of Des Moines, Iowa, representing 55 evangelical churches 
d their pastors, praying that the age of consent be raised from 
to 18 years in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also ted a petition of sundry citizens of Hastings, 
Towa, that express companies be included in the opera- 
tions of ti terstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


the 
whi 


posed religious amendment to the Constitution 
tates acknowledging Almighty God as the source 


SSE 


He also ted a petition of the twenty-sixth general as- 
sembly of . State of Iowa, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 306, granting special pensions to soldiers who were con- 


fined in Confederate prisons; which was referred to the Committee 
Pensions. 


on 
He also presented a soy of sundry citizens of Kossuth 
County, Iowa, praying for the establishment of an international 
court of arbitration for the settlement of all matters of dispute 
the various nations of the world; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also ted a petition of the Merchants and Manufactur- 
ers’ m of Council Bluffs, lowa, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the pro exposition to be held at the city 


of Omaha, Nebr., in June, 1898; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on International Expositions. 

He ee the petition of E. W. Duke and sundry other 
citizens of Iowa, and a petition of 56 citizens of Winterset, Iowa, 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 

Constitution of the United States recognizing the Supreme 
Being; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I present a memorial by and on behalf of 
the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians, relative to their rights and 
interests in and to certain moneys reported to be due and payable 
to the Cherokee Indian Nation under treaties. I move that the 


memorial be printed and veferred to the Committee on Indian 
The motion was agreed to. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECOBD—SENATE. 


2365 


Mr. WHITE. I present a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of California, remonstrating against the passage of the Pacific 
Railway funding bill. The governor of the State has requested 
that the memorial be filed in the Senate. I ask thatit be referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. The original has been 
misplaced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 

_ Mr. WALTHALL presented a concurrent resolution of the leg- 
islature of the State of Mississippi, in reference to securing appro- 
priation for Pearl River as far north as Monticello; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed 
in the REcorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution No. 4. Concurrent resolution in reference to securing 
appropriation for Pearl River as far north as Monticello 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Mississippi (the senate 
concurring), That whereas there isa large section of country between Monti- 
cello and the Gulf of Mexico, along Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi, 
without railroad facilities; and whereas it is believed that by proper dredging 
Pearl River can be made navigable as far north as Monticello for the greater 
part of the year, and thus be made of very great benefit to the people of that 
section: It is therefore further 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are requested 
to secure an appropriation sufficient to improve and for the purpose of mak- 
ing said Pearl River navigable as far north as the town of Monticello 
’assedythe house February 1, 1896. 





JAMES F. McCOOL, 


Speaker of the House. 
Passed*the senate February 3, 1896. 
J. H. JONES, 
President of the Senate, 
Approved February 24, 1896. , 
A. J. MCLAURIN, Governor 
J.L. POWER, Secretary of State. 


Mr. WALTHALL presented a resolution of the legislature of 
the State of Mississippi in reference to the improvement of the 
Pascagoula River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolution No. 1. In reference to the improvement of 
River. 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of Mississippi (the senate con- 
curring) That in view of its importance as a waterway and the vast interest 
therein involved to the people of Pascagoula, Moss Point, Scranton, and the 
seacoast: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That our Senators and + Ye in Congress be, and 


the Pascagoula 


they are hereby, earnestly requested to do all in their power to obtain a 
sufficient appropriation to improve and deepen and remove bars of Pasca- 
—_ River, from Moss Point to Middlefleet, near Horn Island. In securing 
€ 


eep water for said river it will largely increase the lumber shipment to 
foreign ports, and in case of storm, would be a safe harbor for vessels en- 
gage in the lumber trade. 
vesolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, required to 
transmit a certified copy of this resolution to-the Senators and Representa- 
tives of the State, to be presented to Congress. q 
Passed the house January 29, 1806. 
JAMES F. McCOOL, 
Spe aker of the House. 


J. H. JONES, 
President of the Senate, 


Passed the senate February 10, 1896. 


Approved February 2, 1896. 
A. J. McLAURIN, Governor 

J. L. POWER, Secretar y of State, 
APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 2d instant approved and signed the act (S. 1740) to amend 
section 5294 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative 
to the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to remit or mitigate 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures, and for other purposes, 


PRESIDENTIAL 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 837) making an appropriation for the benefit of 
the estate of William Moss, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to who.n 
was referred the bill (S. 1295) to regulate the course of study at 
the Naval Academy, and for other purposes, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. PF 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1622) for the relief of Martha M. Welsh, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2238) granting an increase of pension to Simeon Stevens, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

tr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1546) for the relief of Levi Stoltz, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1188) to provide for the erection of 
a monument to Gen. Nathanael Greene on the battlefield of Guil- 
ford Court-House, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report_thereon. 
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Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob R. 
Davis, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

WORLD’S COLUMBIAN COMMISSION MEDALS. 


Mr. THURSTON. I am directed by the Select Committee on 
International Expositions, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (S. RK. 78) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to dis- 
tribute the medals and diplomas peso te A the World's Colum- 
bian Commission to the exhibitors entitled thereto, to report it 
with an amendment in the form of a substitute and recommend its 
passage as amended, submitting a report thereon. I also request 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration, and I will 
state the reasons therefor. 

The joint resolution was introduced by the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. 8ewE.u] for the purpose of providing for the further 

reparation and disposition of the medals and awards authorized 

y the Columbian Exposition legislation. The present force en- 

ged in the preparation of those medals and diplomas is a special 
orce, and unless this proposed legislation is had. and at once, that 
force will be discharged and dispersed, and it will be difficult with- 
out much greater expense than is now necessary to reestablish the 
force and proceed with the work. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution reported by him. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

Mr. THURSTON, The recommendation of the committee is to 
strike out all after the resolving clause and insert a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SecrETARY. The committee report to strike out all after 
the resolving clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Sreneury Se and he is hereby, authorized to dis- 
tribute the medals and diplomas of the World's Columbian Exposition tothe 
several exhibitors entitled thereto, as de: and certified by the report 
of the executive committee on awards tothe Bureau of nares and Print- 
ing and the Bureau of the Mint, and to this end the Secretary of the Treasury 
may adopt any method, or create any and all agencies which to him may seem 
pas and necessary for the distribution of said medals and diplomas, But 

case any of the exhibitors can not be found who may be entitled to medals 
and diplomas, then, in every such case, such medals and Ciptomnes shall be re- 
tained by the Secretary of the Treasury until they are cailed for by the ex- 
hibitors entitled thereto or uy pereoms authorized to receive the same, And 
the said Secretary in the distribution of the medals and diplomas may trans- 
mit the same through the mails free of charge. And the sum of §15,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the ury not otherwise appro- 

riated, for the purpose of carrying out this resolution, and for the purposes 

ereof the said Secretary may temporarily guater, under such regulations 
as he may prescribe, the force now enga in the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing in connection with the preparation of said diplomas, or so much of 
- force as may be necessary, said appropriation to be immediately avail- 
able. 

Mr. THURSTON. The amendment as proposed 4 the com- 
mittee is one drafted and presented to the committee by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, at is the reason why we modified the 
form of the o: al joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not object. I did not hear the Senator state 
when he asked for its present consideration, but I gather from the 
reading of the joint resolution that what is wanted here in sub- 
stance is some money with which to do the work. It does not 
provide for any new work, I understand, but is only to carry out 

and complete the work which was authorized by Congress, and 
for which the appropriation has been exhaused. Is that the case, 
I ask the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. THURSTON. That is the case. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to state, as a member of the executive 
committee of awards, that the work in the Tr t 
under the act of Congress is practically finished. The ing in of 
the diplomas and the medals was such a class of work that the 
Bureau of Printing and Engraving had to aa a little bureau 
separate and distinct from the regular work that is being done 
there. The appropriation for this purpose is just about out; it 
will be exhausted in the next ten days; and therefore it is de- 
sired to have this joint resolution oe 

There being no objection, the te, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a report from the Committee on 

Privileges and Elections, to which I call the attention of the Sen- 


ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. The committee direct me to re- 
port, with an amendment, the resolution introduced by the Sena- 
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tor from Nebraska [Mr. Aisne on the 7th da 
I ask to have the resolution as it will aan when amended. 


the nature and extent of the w 
tives of any conmereey to commit 
tion and laws of the : 
with said election; and further, into all matters and things in any way i) 
iaxioumy affecting the political autonomy of said State, or now or at ‘any 
time 

tion as the lawful government, or t 
a United States Senator. Said committee may s 
subcommittees, as it may elect, and in vacation or during the sessions «: 


esses. and re 
make due report by bill or other fs 


shire to the omission in the resolution of any statement as to how 
the committee is to be appointed. Is it the intention of the Sen:- 
tor not to allow the committee to be appointed in the usual way, 
by the President of the Senate? 


resolution they will sub 
in regard to the matter 


Marca 3, 























of January last. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as proposed to be 


amended will be read 


The Secretary read the resolution as proposed to be amended, as 


follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators shall be appointed to in- 


vestigate the facts and circumstances of the election in the State of Alabaina 
on the first Monday of August, 184, resulting in the setting up of a State oo, 
ernment, consisti 


of a governor and of a legislature which elected a Unit...) 
uire whether the election of said Stato 
fictitious returns, or by other 
raudulent or dishonest methods, or by violent practices: and if so, what wer. 
committed, and the character and m. 

e@ same; and also whether the Constitu 
nited States were in any way violated in connectijy 


to 
overnment was secomplianed by f. 


iring or destroying the right of said State government to reco), 


srempetener of said legislature to e)ect. 


as a full committee or })\ 


and at such times and in said State or elsewhere as it m: 


for persons and pa 


rs, employ a sten 
take og 


pher, swear and examine wi: 
testimon i 


and evidence; and said committee shall 


see proper: and said committee, or any subcommittee, shall have power : ; 
sen 
n 


Mr. CHANDLER. There will be submitted to-morrow, or on 


some subsequent day, a written report in favor of the adoption 
of the resolution as amended, There will also be a minority rc- 
port submitted 


Mr. HILL. Icall the attention of the Senator from New Hain) 


p- 


Mr. CHANDLER. It was my intention to have the appoint 


ment made by the President pro tempore of the Senate, but I sm 
now remind 
well to leave that — open until the resolution is adopted. 

t 


by the Senator from New York that it would be 


Mr. HILL. If the Senator intended what he now says, I think 


we ht as well correct it now. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I intended that the resolution should pro- 


vide for the appointment by the President of the Senate, but 
the Senator from 
serve that point. 


New York has made this suggestion, I will 1 


Mr. HILL. I shall renew it later, then. 
Mr. GRAY. Perhaps it is proper that I should say, on behalf 


of the minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 


that on the filing of the by the majority in reference to the 


t in a report of their own their views 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar, 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8S. 2349) granting a pension to 
Eveline Pave; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8. _), establishing a rate of 
pension for the loss of use of a lung; which was twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2351) to purchase a portrait of 

in; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


Benjamin Franklin; 
to the Committee on protien ; 
Mr. GALLINGER i a bill (S. 2352) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis L. Abbott; which was read twice ly 
ie also introduced s. bill (8.2858) granting a pension to Dl 
e n u a . gran @ pension elia 
Gilman; which was read ce by 8 title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensi 


on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY ere a topay the smospect I : ll 
Cemetery Association ashington © award made under tlie 
act of December 21, 1893; which was read twice by its title, aud 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2355) to correct the military recor! 
of Peter Buckley; which was read twice by its title, and referrel 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 2 
Mr. CANNON introduceda bill (S. 2356) toamend section 23:3) 0! 

the Revisied Statutes: which was read twice by its title, and re- 

ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S, 2357 gran i a pension to 
Elizabeth Watts Kearny, daughter of late Philip Kearny, 
major-general, United States Army; which was read twice by |'s 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ae: 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2358) for the relief «‘ 
Frank 8S. Sowers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Claims. 
coMILLAN a bill (S. 2359) defining the stan’. 


Mr. M introduced eee 
Sok Sanee SE ae Se Shy Seaaaees te be Seed tn ie ie by it 
Columbia, and for other 

title, and referred to the 


; which was read twice by 1's 
ttee on the District of Columbia. 
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_ BERRY (for Mr. Jones of Arkansas) introduced a bill 
ease to provide further security to persons and in 
eae , and for other purposes; w was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committeeon Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2361) granting an increase 
of pensi te George L. Durbin; which was read twice by its 

itle. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2362) to increase the pension 
of Pricilla R. Burns; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. s 

Mr. BURROWS uest) introduced a bill (S. 2363) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Eddy, widow of Charles G. Eddy, of New 
York City, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Affairs 


Military ‘ 

RITCHARD introduced a bill (3. 2864) for the relief of 
ctiae Hahn; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2365) for the relief of C, A. Bow- 
man: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


all United States bonds as rapidly as they may mature, the purpose of this . 
act being to transfer the redemption of circulating notes used by national 
banks from the United States to such banks to whom they may be issued and 
in whose behalf they may be circulated, and to pay the national debt as 
speedily as can be done consistently with a due regard to the business inter- 
ests and the industries of the nation 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2379) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of George W. Taylor; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2380) for the relief of Charles 
Brewster and to place him upon the retired list of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (S. 2381) for the relief of Richard 
King; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

LAKE MICHIGAN AND WABASH RIVER SHIP CANAL. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 90) providing 

for the appointment of a commission, under the direction of the 


plait pill (S. 2366) for the relief of Secretary of War, for the preliminary survey, with plans, specifi- 

He also (by request) introduced a 8.2366) for the relief of | cations, and approximate estimates of cost thereof, for the con- 

Bryan Tyson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | struction of a ship canal, of approved width and depth, from the 
the ittee on 


lower shore of Lake Michigan to the Wabash River, and for the 
further investigation of the practicability of the construction of 
such waterway; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to state that a great number of people, 
residents in that section, contemplate a ship canal one terminus 
of which shall be the great harbor of Chicago, and which shall be 
navigable to the Wabash River and the larger rivers flowing to 
the Gulf by the way of the mouth of that river. It is proper also 
to say that there have been two surveys of the main line of this 
route, traversing the valley of the Kankakee, of the Tippecanoe, and 
the Wabash. Onesurvey was made by Colonel Stansbury in 1832. 
The other was made by Major Gillespie in 1876. Both these sur- 


Committee on Claims. if 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2367) to complete the military rec- 
ord of Dennis Whidly; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2368) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edward Logan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the on Pensions. _ ; 

He also introduced a bill (5.2369) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Stephen M. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. __ ; : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to Elias 
Laughter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. y 4 veys fulfilled all the requirements of science, and they are both of 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to James | very great assistance in considering this joint resolution with 
H. Landreth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the respect to the profile of the surface of the land, the character of 


Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2372) granting a pension to 8. F. 
Radford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill eo 2373) granting a pension to Malcom 
McCourry; which was twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2874) for the relief of Mrs. M. A. 
Bulla, executrix of G. M. Bulla; which was readtwice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (8S. 2375) granting an increase 
of tw John G. Powers; which was read twice by its title, 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 2376) granting an increase of pen- 
sion ng ey eee Iowa City, lowa; which — — 
twice by its title, , with accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2377) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to James Boyle; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2378) to protect the Treasury 
Depectnents and for other purposes; which was read the first time 

y its title. 
Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the bill be read at | h. 


excavation, the fall which is sufficient from the lake to the head 
of navigation upon the Wabash, and the divide of the watershed 
between the waters flowing to the lakes and those flowing to the 
Gulf. But both surveys were made with reference to an ordinary 
canal, securing a depth of from 4} to 5 feet of water. Therefore 
the estimate of the cost in these surveys, although very careful, 
is not applicable to the present project, and it is for that reason 
that the survey for a ship canal is provided for in the joint reso- 
lution. 

The canal route itself runs through a portion of the country now 
very well settled between both termini, and in the next half cen- 
tury, perhaps, to be the most densely settled part of the Union 
west of the Alleghanies. It will afford in time of peace the cheap- 
est and most direct route for the carriage of freight without break- 
ing bulk from the lakes to the Gulf. In time of war it would 
afford a line for the transportation of provisions, munitions, and 
supplies wholly internal and altogether inaccessible to interrup- 
tion by a foreign enemy. 

For these reasons, I trust that the joint resolution may have 
early and favorable consideration by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom I move that it be referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.TURPIE. Ialsocall the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the two surveys, one made by Colonel Stansbury in 1882 and 
the later survey by Major Gillespie in 1876, embracing the main 


; referred to the | portions of this route, have now become very rare documents. 

Committee on Finance, as follows: ere are only two of the old one in existence, one of which I 
Be it enacted That from after hall have, and the number of the later survey is very small. I there- 
the duty of all national baske basney =e ot pest Oa —— fore ask that both of these surveys, respectively, be printed as 


circulating 
ly retire the same, under such regulations be prescribed the 
Secre Sea in lieu thereof aa tenehedeher antes the 


documents, as there is now considerable request for them by 
the red w United States bonds now held as security for 


citizens residing along the line of the contemplated waterway. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. CRONK, 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (8. 740) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk, and that 
it be to the Committee on Naval Affairs 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. QUAY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses 
on amendments of the Senate to the bill (H 530) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1407, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective houses, as follows: 

t the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4 and 6. 
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That the House recede from its 4 ent to the amendments of the 
Benate numbered 2, 3, 5, 7,8, 9,10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15, and agree to same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the follo i. 

“ Provided, That hereafter no pa be retained, but this —s 
not ap ly to deductions auth on account of the Soldiers’ * 

An e Senate agree to the same. 


M. 8. QUAY. 
HUGENE HALE 
CHARLES J. FA ER, 
Managers on the partof the Senate. 
J. A. T. HULL, 
B. F. MARSH 
J. E. WASHINGTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 54 ne Ss National es g 
ae to proceed with the work of dredging the channel o 
Mobile Harbor, under the direction of the Secretary of War, with 
an amendment; in whichit requested the concurrenceof the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House hac passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian ee, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River, in the county of Aitkin, State of 
Minnesota; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) directing the Secretary of War 
to submit estimates for work upon Newtown Creek, New York. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were pers signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 3587) making appropriations for invalid and other 
pe gar of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

897, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (8. R. 43) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to purchase and distribute seeds, bulbs, etc., 
as has been done in preceding years. 


NEWTOWN CREEK (NEW YORK) IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. HILL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the joint 
resolution from the House with reference to estimates for New- 
town Creek, New York. Ishould like to haveit acted upon. _ 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 108) directing the Secre of 
War to submit estimates for work upon Newtown Creek, New 
York, was read twice by its title. 

Rm HILL. I ask for the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 
senc the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third r g, read the third time, and passed. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, ¥ 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5161) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the morning business disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not yet called for the 
introduction of concurrent or other resolutions. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is not disposed of, when I get the bill up 
I will give way for anything of that kind. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Dlinois? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on es with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. _ Before — for routine business, I ask that 
the ordinary rule in od with the formal 
of the appropriation bill be so that we can proceed to 
—= the bill item by item. 

. COCKRELL. And that the amendments of the Committee 
— Sees ve acted upon as they are reached in the read- 


. CULLOM. Yes. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 


course sug. 

gested by the Senator from Illinois? The Chair hears none.” 
Mr. CULLOM. I now yield to Senators who have etaten 
business to present. ° 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 8719 of the Revised Stat. 
utes was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committes on 
Naval Affairs. A 

The bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern 
Railway Company to construct and operate arailway through tha 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, was read twice jy its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The bill (H. R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River in the county of Aitkin, State’ o¢ 
Minnesota, was twice by its title, and referred to the Com. 
mittee on Commerce. 

BOND REDEMPTION AND BIMETALLISM. 

Mr. ALLEN, I submit a resolution, for which I ask present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That under laws all bonds and legal-tender notes are 


redeemable in gold and silver coins of An, United States, of the presen 


and fineness, and that ion between such coins is in yi. lati = 


any discrimina 

of the statutes of the United States and the traditions of the Government. 

Resolved, That bimetallism means the unlimited coinage, at a ratio fixed by 
law, of both gold and silver into money of full debt-paying power and upog 
terms of exact equality, at the mints of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. What became of the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asked 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution, 

Mr. PLATT. Wecan not consider that resolution now. 

Mr. HILL. Let it go over. 
ms SHERMAN. It ought to be referred to the Committee on 

nance. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the res- 
olution will go over under the rule. 

HISTORY AND INDEX OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Claims be, and it hereby is, author- 
ized to have compiled a history and index of the claims now in Congress and 
before that committee, together with a collection of the principal laws bear- 
ing upon claims against the Government. 


NATIONAL DREDGING COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. k. 4) 
authorizing the National Company to proceed with the 
work of dredging the channel of Mobile bor, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War; which was, in line 13, after the word 
** contract,” to insert ‘‘ shall be held to be due only after appropri- 
ation shall have been made therefor, and.” 

Mr. FRYE. I have examined that amendment, and | sve no 
objection to it. On the contrary, I think it a very proper one; and 
I move that the Senate concur in it. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL MEN FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. GORMAN, I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (8S. 1404) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
enlist additional men for service in the United States Navy. and 


for other p was the Senate yesterday, with a 
view to eathintog it el cline t up to-morrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icall attention to a mistake in the Journalin 
respect to the action of the House of Representatives. | «v0 at 
the request of the Clerk of that House. 

The resolution of the House of Representatives in respect to 
Cuba yesterday was adopted as a substitute for the Senate propo 
sition u the same —— By some confusion, | suppos? 
either of the Clerk of the House or the clerk who makes 1) the 
Journal there, they have omitted any reference to the Senate res 
lution. It is desired now to have t corrected on our Journal. 


I think that is all that is to be done to make the Jour- 
nal conform to the fact. The Journal clerk has explaine! the 
matter to me. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not understand this matter. As | heard 


read the resolution which was presented from the House of Kep- 
resentatives oo to be the action of the House without 

Senate had done. Will some Senator make 
it more clear? 


Mr. LODGE. I willexplain oy the Senator from Connecticu’ 
will allow me. The chairman of the Committee on Foreixn Af 


fairs in the House of Representatives said: 


. . s rules suspend that t he Com 
alttsote Renlon dee te taheneet a reetaticn of Senate 
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concurrent resolutions to the relations between the United States 

and Orie nd that thet utions which I sent to the desk be adopted by 

the House as a substitute ‘or. 4 
That was the motion agreed to by the House of Representatives, 


their resolution should be substituted for ours. Owing toa 
Sauie on the = of the Clerk of that House, which he has this 
morning asked to have corrected, the resolution appeared here as 
ndent tion. 
a port the Senator will allow me, here is the 
statement at the end of the vote as it appears in the CONGRES- 
a oem thereof) the motion of Mr. Hirt to suspend 
otvtion 0 r. 8 Cc 
on Sank po Aor ~4 te eds with om emendment in the form 
of a substitute was to. se 
Mr. LODGE. That isa little more explicit than what I read. 
The resolution of the House of Representatives was passed as a 
substitute for our resolution. Therefore it comes over here as an 
amendment, and not as a concurrent resolution. The only request 
made by the Senator from Ohio is to correct the Journal in con- 
formity with the fact. 
Mr. PLATT. How does that fact ap ? Itseems to me the 
thing to be done is to send back the resolution which the House of 
Representatives sent over to us, and let that House make its own 
correction. We can not correct the record which the House has 


Mr. LODGE. We are not attempting to correct their record; 
we are attempting to correct our own record, so that the record 
here shall be correct. The House record is correct. It was simply 
a mistake in the statement of the Clerk here. The House record 
is correct, and shows that their resolution was passed as a substi- 
tute or amendment for ours. Owing to the manner in which it 
was delivered here, that was not understood by us and we took 
the resolution as a new proposition, when, as a matter of fact, it 
was not a new proposition, but was an amendment to our propo- 
sition. Of course the difference in the parliamentary status is 
perfectly obvious, and the only thing for us to do is to make our 
record conform to the fact. 

Mr. MILLS. What becomes of the resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. It has gone to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions for action. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam in entire sympathy with the object of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, butI must say that it is danger- 
ous for the Senate to undertake to correct a message from the 
House of Representatives without waiting for the House of Rep- 
resentatives to make the correction. The message in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD appears as follows: 


A from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. BRowNINa, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pa the following concurrent 
resolution; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


I admit that a mistake has been made and that it ought to be 
corrected, but, as I have already said and now say in the hearing 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, while I am in entire sympathy 
with the object which he seeksto accomplish, it can not be accom- 

i I submit, in this way. TheSenate can not of its own mo- 

ion correct a message of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT. Ora mistake made by an officer of the House of 


ves. 
. CHANDLER. If theClerk of the House has madea mistake 


he cancome here and correct it; if the House has made a mistake it 
can send over the correction; but it would be a most dangerous 
t for us to undertake, of our own motion, to correct a mis- 
which has come from the other House, and which must nec- 
essarily be the only basis for our action. 
Mr. TT. As journalized—and I assume that our Journal 
clerk has stated the exact fact—it stands in this way: 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. BRowNING, its Chief 


Mr. 
tote eet $e Bouse of Bepwesuntatives | bas poseed the following reso- 
Then follows the resolutions which the House of Representa- 
.tives My t about it is, that this is entirely without 
su matter; that where an officer of the House 

comes here and a misstatement of the action of that House, 
we the on our — We = —_ 
or we can receive ano’ message from the 
showing that mistake has been made. It seems to me 
Mr. President, I do not care to add an ing 
to what has been said by the Senator from Connecticut, which is 
liamen status is this: The 
ven subject and sent 
e House, through its 
return that resolution to the Senate, but in- 
own. It does not appear by 

oon a substitute —y the Senate oe agg It ap- 
entirely independent resolution, and when it came 

fore the Gerke ofthe Hongo rad the enti rewlation, and it was 
again read by our Secretary. I called attention to the 


: 


s 





fact at the time, but there is no possible way for the record to be 
corrected unless the House of Representatives itself recognizes the 
mistake and sends to us another message correcting it. 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to me there can be no two sides to this 

uestion. We have the information given to us by the House of 

epresentatives, by their own appointed agent, that the record has 
been made over there in a certain way. We have no more right 
to change that record than one court of independent jurisdiction 
has a right to change the record of another court of independent 
jurisdiction. The record has been made by the officer of the 
House of Representatives in his official communication to the Sen- 
ate. We have no control over the form or substance of that mes- 
sage. We can act upon it, but we can not change it. 

r. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senate was entirely unaware 
of this error in the record until the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives came over this morning bringing our resolution and 
calling our attention to the fact that he had made a mistake, and 
asking that thecorrection be made. I suppose it is necessary that 
it should be done formally instead of informally. That is the 
whole thing involved here. It is necessary that he should come 
and stand at the door and say so, instead of doing it informally. 
It strikes me as an exceedingly important point, and I have no 
doubt the Clerk of the House will do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is an exceedingly important point, if the 
Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, when the House of 
Representatives sends over a message in the form which the 
House chooses to adopt, and it is delivered in the hearing of the 
Senate at the door. To say that the Clerk of the House can come 
over here afterwards, bring over the original resolution, and say 
that he made a mistake, and that then we can make the correction 
here merely by reading in the CONGRESSIONAL REcorRD the proceed- 
ings of the House, would be a very great mistake, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts ought to consider it as a very important fact 
to induce him to withdraw the request he made that we, of our 
own accord, should undertake to correct the action of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. CALL. There ought not to be any difficulty on this sub- 
ject, Mr. President. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD states the fact 
very clearly, as follows: 

Mr. Hitr. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules be suspended, that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs be discharged from further consideration of Sen- 
ate concurrent resolutions in regard to the relations between the United 
States and Cuba. 

What does that mean? ‘ Discharged from further considera- 
tion of Senate concurrent resolutions,” and thereupon, the Senate 
resolution being entirely out of the case, the House of Representa- 
tives proceeds to consider certain other resolutions which were 
before it. 

Mr. BERRY. Proposed as a substitute. 

Mr. CALL. It does not matter what it proposes. They were 
discharged from the entire consideration of the Senate resolution, 
and that ended the matter. The language used is merely in- 
formal, and bears no true relation to the facts. It was a House 
resolution which had never been in the Senate, and was not pro- 
posed as an amendment, for the entire question of the Senate resolu- 
tion was withdrawn from the House. We have no evidence to the 
contrary in this case, except the opinions and statements of Sen- 
ators. How can we accept those statements as against that 
record—that the House was discharged from the consideration 
of the Senate resolution and some other resolutions were intro- 
duced and passed? Suppose the House of Representatives do call 
their resolution a substitute, it was new, aan had no relation to 
the Senate resolution, from which the House was discharged. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it probably is not worth while to 
prolong this discussion, but to show how utterly impossible it is 
to correct the matter in the way which has been proposed here by 
the reading of the CoNGREsSIONAL ReEcorD of the House proceed- 
ings, it should be remembered that it is entirely out of order, when 
a matter is pending here, to refer to anything which has taken 
place in the other House in relation to the same matter. On one 
occasion, when I attempted to read from the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD as to what bad been done in the House of Representatives in 
reference to a ding bill, I was called to order, the matter was 
submitted to the Senate, and the Senate decided that I was out 
of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not know whether the Senator from Florida 
has attracted attention to the fact that he has been violating the 
immemorial customs and usages of the Senate in referring to any- 
thing that has taken place in the other House of Congress. 

Mr. CALL. It is in the Recorp, 

Mr. WHITE. I am astonished that the Senator should read lit- 
erature of that kind in the Senate. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, it is manifest that the orderly procedure is to 
accept the messenger of the House of Representatives as its duly 
accredited agent; and it is conclusively assumed by us, until the 
House has sent a message to the contrary, that he has stated the 
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facts. Of course when he discharges his duty in coming over here 
and leaves he is functus officio so far as that particular m 


is concerned, and any remarks that he may make on the outside | law 


can not be accepted, assume, to overturn the official record which 
he, as an officer, has created, and which is beyond the reach of his 
individual criticism. 

Mr. CALL. There is no rule anywhere that you can not read 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD speeches made in the House of 
Representatives; but I say to my distinguished friend from Cali- 
fornia that there is a rule which prevents us from commenting 
upon action taken in the other House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My own impression is, upon reflection, that 
the Journal of the House will be found to be right and the Jour- 
nal of the Senate will no doubt be found to be right, because if 
there is any error now it will be corrected. I think the better 
way, probably, will be to wait until the House of ae 
sends us the authentic report they wish to make of their action 
upon cur resolution. I have no doubt that will be done the very 
moment it is understood by them. 

The VICE- PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the request 
of the Senator from Ohio to be withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 1 withdraw it for the present. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. // 


Mr. CULLOM, Ihope we shall now resume the consideration 
of the Agricultural appropriation bill. 

The Senate, as in ittee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 5161) making appropriations for the 
~ pee of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


The Secretary eeded to read the bill. 

The first ame t of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 2, line 7, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one ap- 
pointment clerk, $2,200”; in line 10, after the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “one clerk class 4, $1, 800, ” and insert “*two hie 
class 4, $8,600”; in line 23, before the words “day watchman,” 
to insert “four”; and in line 25, before the word *‘ hundred,” to 
strike out “five” and insert ‘‘one”; so as to make the clause read: 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of Secretary of Agricu Iture, $8,000; 
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $4,500; chief clerk, who shall be su 


tendent of the De ; private secretary t 0 the 
ao Agriculture, $2,000; ho oa —— retary of ae, 
; private secretary to the A of Agriculture 
brarian, $1,800; one assistant rarian, a0 one chief of Saree 
e 000; $ gue ici hn and telephone — , $1 20: two — an rd 


800; four clerks class 600; ten clerks 

ten clerks - $1,000 mae, six clerks at et 3) each, $5,040; one engineer, 
who shall be pane ke watch, $1,600; one fireman, who shall be 
fi one assistant fireman 


oe os per an eae . $600; — t 
momengers, Jabe poe, mechanics, four day 
wate ite men, at $79) each, cane tt in sl 
The amendment was agreed to, 


ns ern after line 14, ee 


peat ies ce : One ae m1 gir dive 000; one foreman, $1 
chief f clerk class ists, at $340 $1,200; 
seven folders, at Bi coe clock se el ge — 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 22, to insert: 


Document and f room: Sorte. $1,800; fre eet one 
ers, at $1,000 each; one soon Seae: four folders, at $600 each; in all, $7,040. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on 4, line 13, after the word 
** botanist,” to insert ‘‘and curator o the herbarium”; and in line 
17, after the word “assistant,” to strike out « botanist’ * and insert 
“curator”; so as to make the clause read: 
ey ot divisio Te: ee ee So; asst ot t nn 

n 
ae aeniatinient 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 3, to strike out: 
an <P ical Survey: ope Mtaains. Wee eal So Git ae, 


Rt Hilo, 8.4 aoe Sines’ GLa: aa eeu rout De cus clack. San; 
ve a 
ee 6 ee ee a eee 
ee ee 1,500; one assistant 
class 1, $1,200; one clerk, at $1,000; one clerk, at $660; in 
Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask the Senator having 
bill in charge whether that class of work which is described in the 


clause from line 4 to line 11, inclusive, on page 5, has been fully 
abandoned? 


One ornithologist, 


$1,800; one 
= 


e 


desire to state as to this that everything is in the bill 
exactly as it was before we to strike out the change 
of name of that division. In the as it comes from the other 
House it was provided that it should be called the Division of Bio- 


to strike out that eer 


reported visi 
under the name that the the e: palo 


the existing 


The PRESIDING as rag Harris in the chair). Tho 


—- is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the com- 
ee 


The amendment was 
6, line 13, before 


the Committee on a 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to t “five” insert “ten,” an‘ 
in the same line, before 7 wn “thousand” where it occurs 
the second time, to strike out “ twelve” and insert ‘seventeen ”: 
so as to make the clause read: 
Division of Chemistry: One chemist, who shall be chief of division, ¢25:: 
one assistant ae, 


Lae ome one assistant chemist ist, $1,600; one clerk, cla. 
il $1,200; ee ae ment additional assistants in Division of Chemistry, w})..1 
0,000; in all, $17,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 14, to strike ont 

Division of Soils: One chief of divisiori, $2,500; one assistant chief, $14; 
one clerk, $1,000; in all, $5,300. 

Mr. CULLOM. In reference to this amendment, I consent:| 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] that it should be passed 
over as he has to be absent for a time. 

Mr. PLATT. Why not we her following amendment in rela- 
tion to the Division of to go over, too? Thetwo amend- 
ments stand on the same groun 

Mr. CULLOM. [have no objection to that course. The two 
amendments may be passed over for the time 

Mr. PLATT. Let those amendments be “over for the 


time yo 

Mr. CU M. Yes; the two provisions which it is propos d 
to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments between |i: 
15 and 24 are passed over without action. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment . 
the —— on Appropriations was, on page 7, after line 4, to 
insert: 


Division of Seeds: Cra ot aire en expert, $1,600; two clerks 
of class 1, $2,400; one skilled laborer wSscnto the ra ‘emmiopees a6 900 cach. who 
shall, in dition to other Se oe oe uests of ere. Repr 
sentatives, and Delegates Witribution a seeds among 
their constituents; in all, $13,720. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 22, after the word “dollars,” 
to insert “one assistant chief, who shall be chief of inspection «i- 
vision, $2,500”; so as to read: 

pre et ea me Stems: ma ~ Realy cal one as- 
oank sevice ty king out, ent of the committe, to _ vy 

on **who shall be 

Sn or Then I shall ask that the next 
sal acer he Senate. I find on 
to get along with that 
an assistant chief who 


shall give his entire attention to the The work of the 
is very extensive and very crm pa and that 
officer ought to be retained. I h the Senate will agree to the 


to be 
. What is the Senator's proposition? 
to the Senator from 
Missouri, by a wrong statement in’ the of Estimates. The 
statement was made, as it is alleged, by mistake. We have the 
shan | Provision exactly as they seemed to want it, but the fact is that the 
; | assistant chief is a very important officer and it is impossible fr 
the chief himself to be always in his office. He necessarily «s 
into different sections of the country. - he is absent there 
rn. even when 
such an important char- 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lunderstand that perfectly. What does the 
Senator want to have done? , 

Mr. CULLOM. In line 23, [move to strike out the words “ who 

The balance may stand. 

disagree to the next amend- 

t which the committee reports, to strike out the words © n° 


I desire to say to the Senator from Missouri further, that tho 
chief of a deal, but 
when ho is here his burean is in the of tho building, whl 

an 


ore it 


seins almost itpossble that hed floor ites youp 
one es ee »p- 
erly without those one confined to the service 


ic 
in 


| 
, 
| 


to his own bureau. 
= re annnnn a am aatindly sow office 
Mr. assistant chief. , 
Mr. CULLOM. No, The office is there now, but we were us 


’ & cd 








led by the statement in the Book of Estimates in reference to the 
wen 


act 


Is that language in the last appropriation 


I think it is. 
I should like to see it. 
think it is, but I am not sure. I find that 
sauien act made a lump sum appropriation, as the 
aan will probably remember, and therefore 
d the men a _— apparently. We 
been make a statutory lim 
= ing to I remember that i in the last act it was a gen- 
eral fund; but do they have this officer named in the report of the 
that 
tare of ‘he They do. They havo this identical officer there | 
‘and he has been there all the year. 
COCKRELL. Transferred from the Post-Office Depart- 
ment? 


Mr. CULLOM. I do not know where he came from. But that 


now, 
Mr. 


is the situation, and everybody who knows him concurs in the 
statement that he is a competent and im t officer. I hope 
the amendment as to be modified will be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING FFICER. The Secretary will state the | 
amendment of the Senator from Tlinois (Mr. < [Mr. CuLLom] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The Secretary. In line 23, page 7, it is pro to amend the | 
amendment by striking out the words “ who shall be chief of in- 
spection division ”; so as to read: ; 

One assistant chief, #2500. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was eed to. 

Thereading of the bill was resum The next amendment of 
the Oconee on eos was in the provision ‘‘ Salaries, 
Bureau of Animal Industry,” on Pot ins 7, line 25, after the word 
* dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one chie on division, $2,500.” 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask, as I stated I s a, that this amend- 

be 5 
mThe P G OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment was rejected. 
of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on A: tions was, on e 8, line 5, after the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” to s out “five hun ” and insert “two 
hundred and fifty”; so as to read: 

One chief of Pathological Division, $2,250. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to ask a question of the Senator in 
conan <“ the bill. I see there are several changes proposed to be 
this paragraph. Ihave been given to understand that 

ies Gonstant of Agriculture does not ask that these reductions 
shall be made. 


Mr. CULLOM. Those gentlemen, who are employed in scien- 


tific in the Department, get now exactly what the bill 
provides for them. There was an effort made to increase the sal- 
_— uoaes other House did increase the salaries of several of 

perannum. The Committee on Appropriations 
of th the Ber aid no not think that in these times it was wise to do 
that, so they put the salaries back to the exact res that those 
men have ve been getting heretofore and get now. at is all there 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the ——a reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
Committee on ions was, on page 8, line 7, after the 
be thousand,” to out “four” and insert ‘‘ two”; so as 


One assistant in Pathological Division, $1,200. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that this amendment may be passed 


ee ee ae DS be no objection, the 
_— over 
y, not 


dis of it a" 
PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Vermont asks 


that.the amendment found in line 7, page 8, be passed over with- 


Let us of it now. 
I uae why the 


gE 


Senator from Ver- 


into the matter, and 
that the information 
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to leave the service of the Government unless their salaries aro 
increased. I do not know how many of them will leaveif we keep 
their salaries at the present figures, but we thought this was not 
a good time to increase very many salaries. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish I could understand this matter. Are the 
men whose salaries are proposed to be reduced by the committee 
now on the roll? 


Mr. CULLOM. They have not been heretofore, but the com- 
mittee ascertained that the salaries agreed to in committee are ex- 
actly what those men are getting to-day unde r the law, which 


gave the Department a lump sum and the salaries were fixed by 
the Secretary. 

Mr. PLATT. 
mal Industry, 


For the first time, then, as to the Bureau of Ani- 
a statutory rule is provided in the pending |} 


Mr. CULLOM. Yes; and we undertook to fix the salaries ex- 
actly as they are. 
Mr. PLATT. DoI understand the Senator from Dlinois to say 


| that in this particular instance the one 
cal division receives now $1,: 
Mr: CULLOM. Exactly that sum, and no more and no less. 
Mr. PLATT. Then I should like to have the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Proctor] explain how it is that the officer is likely to 
leave if he is now getting what the committee propose to give 


assistant in the pathol 
200 from the lump sum? 


er 1- 


him. I simply inquire for the purpose of getting an understand- 
ing of the matter. 

Ir. PROCTOR. I judge that the committee of another body 

gave this matter very careful personal attention. 1 think they 


did so by a visit tothe Department. This Bureau is one of special 
importance at this time, when our cattle are excluded from Ger- 
many and France and Belgium. The matter of the inspection of 
cattle is v very important, and our cattle are perhaps about to be 
shut out from Great Britain also, or at least there are threats of it. 

This man, as I believe, is of special importance to the Depart- 
ment. He did not go there with the purpose of staying, and he 
I believe this sli; ght 
increase is one that he deserves, and that it would be for the benefit 
of the service that he should have it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the debate as 
respects these salaries, and I generally try to follow the Senator 
from Vermont. He has given a reason, perhaps, why this partic- 
ular person should have his salary increased, but it was not evi- 
dent that it ought to be so increased when the estimates were 
made. The Secretary of Agriculture or the Bureau of Animal 
Industry very carefully prepared this scheme and schedule. They 
were directed to do so in the last Agricultural appropriation act. 
They prepared this schedule, and in making their estimates for 
-_ _— articular office they recommended the salary which we pro- 
vide 

Now, i if they have made some further discovery later on, and if 
they find that this special officer is of such peculiar merit that he 
ought to have his salary increased, I do not know that I shall in- 
terpose any very great objection; but I do not want it to be an 
entering wedge for the increase of all these salaries over the esti- 
mates made by the Department itself. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I got the information in regard to this partic- 
ular officer from Dr. Salmon this morning. It is not my purpose 
to ask to increase the salary of any other office 

Mr.CULLOM. I wish to state that I think I fame letter from 
the Department desiring that the salaries of all of those gentlemen 
shall be increased. The committee, however, did not think it 
ought to be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on ones was, on page 8, line 9, after the 
word “thousand,” to strike out ‘five hundred” and insert ‘two 
hundred and fifty”; so as to read: 


One chief of Biochemic Division, $2,250. 


Mr. GRAY. Before the amendment is acted upon I should 
like to be enlightened as to what the chief of a Biochemic Division 
is. Iask the Senator who has charge of the bill to explain it to 
me and to other Senators, if there are any others so unfortunate, 
as I am, as to be ignorant of what it means. 

Mr. CULLOM. What the “bio” is there for Ido not know, 
but I suppose it is a part of one of those peculiar phrases that the 
Secretary of Agriculture—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The farmers all understand it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose it is part of one of those peculiar 
phrases that the Secretary of Agriculture found im the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Illinois can not enlighten us? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not very much as to that particular word. 

Mr.GRAY. How doyou know, then, what thesalary should be? 

Mr. CULLOM. The general work is of a scientific nature and 


is very important. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8, line 11, after the 
— “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert “ two”; so as to 
read: 

Two assistants in Biochemic Division, at $1,200 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CULLOM. In line 12, page 8, I move to strike out “‘ eight” 
and insert ‘‘four”; so as to read: 

Two assistants in Biochemic Division, at $1,200 each, $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on yee Sage was, on page 8, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ $250”; so as to read: 

One chief of Miscellaneous Division, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in line 15, after the word “ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘‘ two hundred and fifty”; so as to read: 

One zoologist, $2,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 7, after the words “in 
all,” to strike out ‘‘ sixty-seven thousand and forty” and insert 
* sixty-four thousand nine hundred and forty”; so as to read: 

In all, $64,940. 


Mr. CULLOM. The total should be $67,440. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that 
change will be made. s 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, line 6, after the 
words ‘* United States,” to strike out: 

And to secure as far as may be a change in the methods of supplying 
tobacco and other farm products to foreign countries. 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided also, That $10,000 of the amount hereby appropriated, or so much 
thereof as the Secretary of —— may deem yee may be ex- 
nded in continuing the investigations concerning the feasibilit extend- 
ng the demands of foreign markets for the agricultural products of the 
United States, $110,000. 

Mr. BATE. I move to nonconcur in the amendment of the com- 
mittee, and I hope that the Senate, after discussion, will agree to 
my motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment was pretty rong: herg-rpeor: by 
the committee, and it seemed to the committee that it was not 
worth while to have a provision in the bill calling attention espe- 
cially to any icular agricultural product; that the general pro- 
vision ‘‘ that $10,000 of the amount hereby appropriated, or so much 
thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture may deem n any 
be expended in continuing the investigations concerning the feasi- 
bility of extending the demands of foreign markets for the agri- 
cultural products of the United States,” covered tobacco as well as 
every other agricultural product. 

The committee supposed that the Department would make — 
as much of an effort to secure the introduction of tobacco into 
the general markets of foreign countries without that particular 
provision as they would with it. The committee therefore re- 
ported to strike it out. 1 do not think the committee has - 
particular concern about the matter except that the clause di 
not seem to be needed. 

Mr. BATE. I understand that the committee does not make 
any particular objection to the words remaining in the bill, They 
a“ give emphasis to a certain fact in carrying out the object of 

section. 


0 
This clause does not add a dollar to the expense; it does noth 
further than to indicate to the Sec that there is a i 
interest in the matter of tobacco. I understand it grows out of 
the a of what is known as the regia contract, a contract 
with the Governments, I believe, of five countries of Europe—Por- 
tugal, Spain, Austria, Italy, and France. In those countries the 
authorities take charge of this matter, and no one can 
tobacco except from the governmental institutions. It 
a source of immense revenue to those Governments. In order 
to secure Se Seeases Shay haves ts, and I understand in this 
deala cate has been formed. Indeed, such is current history 
for the a That syndicate has its ts, os 
a eS Ried of tobseno—the kind which is vee 


those countries—and oe ee a monopoly of it. It is a kind 
of tobacco that is not elsewhere. Therefore there is no 
competition, and they absorb the business. They have their agents 
all Set the cour 
w 
Lae 


even now as far down as a cross-roads in 
particular kind of tobacco and making 


what it is intended to do and no more, and I can see no objection 
to it, even if the other language does include it. It is hardiy sur- 
plusage, and it looks to me like it is proper language in proper 
place, and I hope there will be no objection to its retention. 

Mr. GRAY. What action can the Secretary of Agriculture take 
or what action would the Senator from Tennessee suggest should 
be taken in order to provide for the condition he has described? 

Mr. BATE. I underctend it is to be done by corresponding in 
regard to this matter, so as to gain information with respect to it, 
If we can effect any arrangement to relieve us from the operations 
of this syndicate, let us do it. That is the object and there is no 
harm in this ph. Lask that the committee amendment be 
norconcurred in. 

Mr. Bee sap I eran the ey of Agriculture ig 
expending the greater oO energy in trying to get tobacco 
introduced, notwithstanding the scheme that certain forei en Gov- 
ernments have adopted in order to control the market. Therefore 
we thought it was not necessary to put in this clause. If the 
Senator from Tennessee desires to have those words included, 
while I really think they will add nothing to the prospect of get- 
ting our tobacco into those markets, yet I have no objection to 
the matter ee of by the Senate as it sees fit. 

Mr. BATE. t the words remain, then. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheChairsuggeststo the Senator 
from Tennessee that his motion to nonconcur is wholly unneces- 
sary. The question is, Will the Senate agree to the amendinent? 
His one is accomplished by a vote of the Senate in the nezative. 

Mr. BATE. All right; I withdraw the motion and let the vote 
come in that form. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw any opposition to the words re- 
maining in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Ap riations was, on 11, line 21, to strike 
out ‘‘ Biological Survey, Division of Biological Survey,” and insert 
“Investigations in ornithology and mammalogy, Division of Or- 
nithology and Mammalogy”; so as to make the clause read: 


epnvedtentions in \ cenit d oey. ee of Beaithology and 
mmalogy: For biological in tions, including the geographic distri- 
tion and migrat iain: birds, and plan ‘promotion 


bu igrations of animals, ts, and for the promotion 
of economic ornith: and mammalogy, an investigation of the food habits 
of North American and mammals in relation to agriculture, horticul- 
ture, and forestry; for preparation and publication of reports thereon, and 
for illustrati field work, and traveling, and other expenses in the practi- 
cal work of the division, $17,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on 12, line 11, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out “six” and insert “ eight”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Pomol ology: Investigating, collect- 
.,Pomological investigations, Division of Pomology:, Investigating. lst 
tion and distribution of shrubs, trees, and specimens; traveling and 
other necessary expenses, $8, 

Mr. CULLOM. That amendment is a mistake of the printer. 
It ought to be disagreed to. The appropriation ought to be $6,000 
instead of $8,000. 

The amendment was 7 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 13, line 10, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out *: five 
thousand” and insert ‘‘seven thousand five hundred,” and in line 
11, before the word ‘“‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘nine thousand 
nine” and insert “twelve thousand four”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

in te the adulteration of f and liquors, when deemed 

by the Semtoey of Agriculvare advisable; employing such Seitaste, clerks, 
Sy — persons as th Secretary of ak ma; ee cary 
cchibiting Fue results of mock investigations, and toanable the Secretary of 
ture to continue an in relative to the various typical soils 

SE de cudhce et tis ana onaeian eaadaah thaneins whe orepar®- 
= Uf thereon; apparatus and materials required in conducting such 

$7. 


; freight and ex- 


? a 
mployment of necessary in tors 
: vel in all, for Division of 


ions; 

ee 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 16, after the word 
“management,” to strike out the words ‘‘ experiments in forest 
Mr. CULLOM. I moveto strike out the n line 1: 
after the heading, down to and e 20, and to insert in 
lieu of it has pe law, as it is by the committee to be 
better than in the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


ph from line 1°, 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out from line 13 to line 
20, inclusive, in the following words: . 
Investigating the condition of the of the United States, an 

methods and rate reprod and studying fores* 
Geis see tone oe erties Lod forvat inapagement: exper 








1896. 





imen orest illustrating, and publishing reports; the 
inate = rent vot valuable forest-tree and plants; and trav- 
eling and other necessary expenses, $20,000. 
= ms a hatiees of Agriculture to 
Wu re toe 
Lo pow report on the subject of f 
necessary expenses of the investigation, and for the collection an 
tion of valuable economic forest-tree seeds and plants, $20,000. 


_“The amendment was —— to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on 13, line 25, before the word “‘ management,” to strike out 
“ ; so as to make the clause read: 


Experimen perdens ona nds, Department of Agriculture, Division 
-~ rounds: Cultivation and care of experimental gardens and 
grounds, including the of the lawns, trees, roadways, and walks; manage- 
ment and maintenance the conservatories, and seed-testing and plant 
and fruit ting houses; employment of foremen, gardeners, labor- 
ers, carpen painters, plumbers, and other mechanics; machinery, tools, 
wagons, carts, harness, plows, lawn mowe ers, hose, water- 
ing cans, tubs, pots, and other implements = n cultivation; lumber, 
hardware, glass, paints, tin, stone, gravel, and other material required for 
repairs; fe’ insecticide apparatus, and chemicals; blacksmithing, 
horseshoeing, and repairs to implements and machinery; seeds, plants, and 
bulbs for ting purposes; labels, Br one” and packing materials, feed 
for horses, oroight and express charges, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. t : 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 13, to strike out 
“Division of Soils” and insert ‘Soil investigations,” and in line 
28. before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert 


“ ”; so as to make the clause read: 
Soil investigations: Investigation of the relation of soils to climate and or- 


riment and continue an in- 
ry and timber, for travelin 


sprin 


life; for the investigation of the texture and composition of soils in 
fhe field and laboratory; the location of the stations and the rent of a build- 
ing, not to exceed r annum, for office and laboratory purposes; the 
employment and special agents, and other labor required in conduct- 


ts; the paration of drawings and illustrations; for mate- 


instruments, apparatus, gas, and supplies, and for traveling ex- 
sorltight and express charges, Fis.o00. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 24, to strike out 
“ Division of Agrostology ” and insert ‘‘ Grass and forage plant 
in tions.” 

Mr. YE. Before that amendment is acted upon,I should 
like to have the Senate go back to page 6, to the Division of Agros- 
tology. That amendment was passed over. 

.PLATT. Both the item relating to soils and the item relat- 


to —— were passed over. 
— YE. 1 simply asked that the paragraph relating to 


— ht be over. 
3 CULLO i What wos the remark of the Senator from 
Maine? 


Mr. FRYE. Before this provision is acted upon, I ask the Sen- 
ate to go back to page 6, line 19, the item relating to the Division 
of 


Mr. he LOM. —— we proceed with —— we eee aoe 
begin paragraph commencing in line 15, as to the Divi- 
sion of A dispose of that item. 

Mr. FR I have nothing to say about that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Task, then, that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of both the hs on 6, beginning with line 15. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment, at line 15, page 6. 
The SECRETARY. © committee report to strike out the fol- 


lowing paragraph, beginning at line 15, on page 6: 

Division of Soils: One chief of division, $2,500; one assistant chief, $1,800; 
one clerk, $1,000; in all, $5,300. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Maine seems to be interested 
in the next amendment, if these are to be separated, but I do not 
see both do not stand on the same footing. I should like to 
what the Senator from Maine has to say about the next item. 
.CULLOM. If theSenator from Maine will allow me, I will 
state that the two divisions referred to, both as to soils and to 
agrostology, may be found provided for on page 14 of the bill and 
part of page 15. 


ee 







As to the soil provision, it reads as follows: 

Soil : In tion of the relation of soils to climate and 
organic the of the texture and composition of soils in 
the fleld ; the location of the stations and rent of a build 
ing, not to exceed 0) per annum, for office and laboratory purposes; the 
of special agente, ond other labor required in conduct- 
mse the of wings and illustrations; for 1 mate- 
apparatus, supplies, or traveling ex- 

penses, and exprese charges. $15,000. 


f 
F 


eaten in relation to the investigation of soils. 
committee that that provision furnished ali the 
me Sopert of on Na to make all the 
MRMEEE peovidens ante gece nat’ Torces clone 
as and forage plan 
. upon the same theory and is the law as it 


As understand the question at issue, there 


| 


| 
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being a law for conducting these investigations, the Secretary of 
Agriculture has proceeded to organize a division in this sense, and 
he has selected certain persons and put them upon the statutory 
roll, and they are appropriated for specifically; in the case of soils, 
‘‘one chief of division, $2,500; one assistant chief, $1,800; one 
clerk, $1,000; in all, $5,300”; and so with the Division of Agros- 
tology. 

I believe myself thatit isa great deal better that there should bean 
organized force appropriated for, as in the other divisions, the Divi- 
sion of Chemistry, for instance, which we have just passed over, 
and Vegetable Physiology and Pathology, than to have lump sums 
appropriated and persons employed under them as the Secretary 
or his chief or some other person may think is best. I suppose 
that is really the question which arises here, that it is as between 
having a division, astatutory roll, with the salaries of the officers 
provided for by appropriations, the same as we provide for other 
officers and clerks in the bill, or whether we are to leave it all in 
a lump sum, to be appropriated and expended as the officials of the 
Department may see fit. I presume that is all there is toit. 

Mr. HALE. I will state what I think was the view which ob- 
tained in the committee. Under the provisions on page 14, $15,- 
000 generally is given for the subject of soil investigations, and 
for agrostology, which is the subject of the treatment of and ex- 
periments with grasses, $18,000. Thatis to be expended in all the 
ways provided by the clauses, and under such appropriations I do 
not understand that extravagant salaries have been paid. What 
the other House has done is to take away from the appropriation 
of $15,000 for soil investigations $5,300 and set up a division 
consisting of one chief at $2,500, one assistant chief at $1,800, and 
one clerk at $1,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Making, if the Senator will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, a division with salaries amounting to $5,300 in order to 
spend $15,000. 

Mr. HALE. Exactly; to expend $15,000. It has got the para- 
phernalia of a division and has to expend only $15,000 in all, the 
division consisting of a chief at $2,500, an assistant chief at $1,800, 
and one clerk at $1,000. It is like having a lieutenant-general, 
and a major-general, and a brigadier-general to command one com- 
pany of men. The Committee on Appropriations did not believe 
in that sort of thing. It is worse in the Agrostology Division, for 
there they have taken away $8,000 of the $18,000 which has been 
given to this general purpose in a moderate way, and have set up 
a division of one chief of Division of Agrostology at $2,500, one 
assistant chief at $1,800, one assistant at $1,500, one assistant at 
$1,400, and one histologist at $900, making in all $8,100, to spend 
$18,000. There is nothing like it in any other Department. The 
statement I have made shows the absurdity of it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ask the Senator from Maine whether the 
effect of the amendment of the committee is not simply to apply 
more of the appropriation to the work of the special division and 
take it from large and high salaries? 

Mr. HALE. Thatis what the committee and the Senate are try- 
ingtodo. They are trying to expend the amount of money appro- 
priated in a judicious way for the whole subject, and not to be 
swallowed up in high offices. We restore the amount they have 
always had appropriated, but we say we do not agree to this great 
top-heavy arrangement of three or four big officers at high salaries 
to spend a small sum of money, there being in one case, as proposed 
by the House, only one clerk under the chief and assistant chief. 
If on this view the Senate does not see the absurdity of the issue 
proposed, I for one can not make it see it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I fail to see the absurdity of the 
proposition. The expenditure of the $18,000, whether made profit- 
able or not, depends entirely upon the head of the division. If 
$5,000 is necessary to procure 1 man skilled in that business, 
then he should receive $5,000, or else the whole $18,000 will be 
wasted. This Division of Agrostology was provided for in the 
last appropriation act. 

Mr. PLATT. And after discussion here. 

Mr. FRYE. After discussion here, and after discussion in both 





Houses. Now, what did the Secretary of Agriculture do after 
that became a law? Theinspection of grasses is a matter of vital 


importance, more important than almost anything else that came 
within the jurisdiction of that Department. In the first place, 
the hay crop is now worth $400,000,000 a year—nearly twice as 
much as the cotton crop, nearly twice as much as the wheat crop. 
If you add to that the value of the pasturage which is used, it 
will run up the amount to twice the value of the wheat and 
cotton crops put together. So it was exceedingly important—— 

Mr. HALE. I am not arguing against the importance of the 
work, but I do not want all the money taken up by big salaries. 

Mr. FRYE. That is where I disagree with my colleague. I 
want a salary sufficiently high provided to enable a man who will 
best know how to expend the $18,000 to be employed. 

Now, I want to show what was done. The moment that it be- 
came a law the Secretary of Agriculture wrote to all the promi- 
nent scientists in the United States and asked them who was the 
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man suitable to be at the head of this division. He received omar 
replies, and out of the twenty replies alarge majority were to the ef- 
fect that Professor Scribner was the man of all other men; that 
he knew more about that business than anybody else in the United 
States. Well, who was he? He was a Maine man, educated and 
trained in Maine, which ought to be a sufficient certificate of 
qualification and character. In addition to that, he had been em- 
a ae in this Department down here for four or five years in the 
tanical Division. Then the University of Tennessee, havi 
learned of the capacity of this man and his qualifications, 
him away from this tment and employed him there as a pro- 
fessor in that State university. Then, in addition to that, he was 
placed at the head of the experimental station in Tennessee, re- 
ceiving more salary than he is to receive here under this bill. 

The artment wrote to that man and implored him to take 
the head of this division at $2,500 a year. Hesurrendered the pro- 
fessorship, he surrendered the head of the agricultural experiment 
station there, and came here and took the head of this division, 
and has been pursuing his work. He is the author of a number 
of books; be isa member of half a dozen scientific societies abroad; 
he has received decorations of honor from France and from Ger- 
many for his scientific attainments in this regard; and surely he 
is worth $2,500 a year for the investigation of this subject. 

Mr. President, there is something in the dignity of ree. 
While a man m not be willing to come here, even though his 
salary was $2,500 a year and be called a clerk in a De 1, 
he night be willing to come here on the same salary and becallei 
the head of a division. A scientific man might be willing to be at 
the head of a division when he would not be willing to be a clerk 
in the Department at the same pay. I take it that such is the 
position of Mr, Scribner. Nobody believes that the Department 
would not pay him $2,500 a year, because the same appropriation is 
made that would be made if the salary were $2,500 a year and if he 
were named here. That a iation has not been cut down at 
all. The Secretary of ure will = Fag = $2,500 a , for 
he can not very well get along without him; but what this man, 
a scientific man, a professor, wants is to be the head of a division 
instead of a common clerk in the Department. I can not see the 

test objection on earth to it. 
tr. HALE. It is the old story of starting in a small way asub- 
division in the work of this ent and giving a small sum 
of money to develop a certain end and get information through- 
out the country and to employ men ata small rate, which was 
the original way of doing it, or of absorbing the fund in large sal- 
aries. Undoubtedly this man, who was educated in Maine, and 
who, I have no doubt, is a good man, would like to be perma- 
nently lodged on the tat alarge salary. The chiefs of 
divisions who have 100 or 150 men in their charge get only $2,500, 
some of them only $2,000, and here a man asks that he be perma- 
nently provided for in the bill, fastened upon us, at the rate of 
$2,500, when he has only got under him one assistant chief and one 
clerk in one case, and in the other the chief of division has three 
assistants and one clerk, the latter at $900 a year. 
ce Se yement of Me  pepgpenemene man 
ought to have for his investigations $2,500 a as my colleague 
iculture pay ih 00 hin ioc Bisa 


says, let the Secre of 
ices, but do not build up this grotesque anomaly of a division 
with the head of it oe ee ee ae 
two or three men rhim. It isin no way a comparison wi 
what is done in other Departments. If the special services of this 
men are worth $2,500, the provision reported by the committee 
allows the Secretary of Agriculture to pay it to him. To that I 
do not object if that is deemed advisable, if he is worth it; but do 
not insert him as a part of this establishment and call him the 
chief of the division, and make him thereby, as you do in that 
He will be appointed, he will have a division, 
a room, and two men or three men under him, that is all, and he 
will get the same pay for a permanent service where he can not 
be disturbed that other men in other Departments are getting 
where they have a hundred men under them. To me that looks 
like an absurdity. 
er eee eee an aio 208 oa 


, vi Physi- 
ee ee maand 2 teaies te 


why Division of Agros- 
tology is not just as important as the 


others. 
Mr. HALE. But why subdivide the division of seeds and make 
three or four? 
Mr. PLATT. On page 5 there is also a Division of Economic 


Orni and 4 
Se OUtLOM tee ee That is law as it is now. 
Mr, PLATT. That may be, 
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Mr. FRYE. This is the law as it is now. 

Mr. PLATT. This is the law as it is now. In that case the 
committee provided for one ornithologist, chief of division, at 
$2,500; one assistant ornithologist, at $1,800; one assistant ornitho|- 
ogist, at $1,500; one assistant ornithologist, at $1,400; one clerk, at 
$1,200; one clerk, at $1,000, and one clerk, at $650; in all, $10,060. 

Mr.HALE. Thatis notquiteso bad as this, but it is bad enough. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes; it is. 

Mr. HALE. It is not quite so bad. That division has threo 


clerks. 

Mr. PLATT. All that is asked for this Division of Agrostology 
is $8,100. Why the committee should ide for an economic 
bird and mammal division when they allow a division for 
Se superior subject of agrostology and grasses I can not 


HALE 
Mr. . I can tell the Senator. The division he has ro- 
ferred to is not needed. 

Mr. PLATT. Cut it out, then. 

Mr. HALE. Itoughttobecutout. Thear, t is that it has 
been abused. I say plainly that this whole of running the 
Agricultural is abused. In the first place, the De- 
partment, as with no other Department, has under its general 
a bill all the officers provided for. They ought to he 
provided for in the legislative appropriation bill, as is the case wit 1 
every other Department, where some scrutiny could be made, and 
where the i could be kept down to the others. Put 
eon gall r the t of Agriculture has been divid- 
ing and subdividi ing divisions. Where there was 

al divi with only two or three large 
wanted to be a chief, some- 
every year they 
ee a the way 
through. a record of 
divisions with big salaries. I the business it does, 
seusbian oh enpoteloyhentionntiaes te ate. demos tener tons as 
six an any 
other of the Government. This is in the direction of 
still more and more increasing the salaries, and I for one object 
to it. To me it is an absurdity. 

Mr. PLATT. It is the case now. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow mo 
just one moment, Ido not see what the number of clerks employed 

tw do with the question whether this shall be a chief of 1 divi- 
sion with a salary of $2,500. I can conceive that the position of 
chief might be one not-worth over $1,200 a year and he might havo 
a hundred clerks under him. This is entirely different. It is a 

requiring scientific knowledge. My colleague does not be- 
of filli tion of chief of 


I 


just exactly 
it is just as 
riated 


tan 
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vision in relation to grasses that we increased 
os ee some $3,000; I do not remember exactly the 
only increased it by the amount of the salaries 
struck out in ano place. Inother words, 
wn the iation. 
In other words, for grass and forage plant in- 
tions, on page 15, the committee reported to strike out 
. and insert “‘$18,000,” and for soil investigations we in- 


creased propriation from $10,000 to $15,000, getting rid of 
countless on page 6. The Senator seems to think that 
this man is 


to be re woae ne eons him and give 
dignity o: i a division. 
gs 7 but yy taking it away from him. He has it 


now. - 

CULLOM. He will y still be at the head of that 
amen or branch of the service. I do not know whether he came 
here before the last provisions were adopted, but what we wanted 
to do was to , if we could, the constant effort on the part of 
to create divisions and absorb the appropriations 

salaries, and then have but very little left for the actual 

Department. 

ore ELE. May I ask why, then, the committee preserved 
the Division of ey. page 5, and the Division of Ento- 
mology, on page 4? In Division of Pomology I see there are 
only four or five clerks provided for, and the total appropriation 

.500. 
or CULLOM. It may be ble that the Department can 
i on of a few other divisions and simply 
at the head of these different branches of the service, 
iving them the title of chief of division. 

K . As the Senator from Maine has just said, this 

logy was created by law last year. 

Mr. . Lknowit was. 

Mr. KYLE. It was so created because of the importance of 
that division to the farmers of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. I remember that — well; but the committee 
thought it would be making more of the work by getting rid of 
those —— than by leaving the law as it stands. 

Mr. KYLE. _ = that ones of o— — eee - 
dropped and the Division of Agrostology revain ivision © 

Ls say, is one of the most important of the com- 
tal departments in the United States. Throughout 
We are exc ing grasses at the present 


wor. 


hanging 
trying to discover some grasses that will 
t-stricken region, and we are transporting 
and Ari 


zona to the plains of the 
tas, te discover something that will grow there. 
a oe re Sar eee tm piace i in the 
Secretary of Agriculture to correspond with agrostol- 
countries in order to discover seeds of grasses 
in this country, and by exchanging back and 
the farmers of the United States. 
committee are in entire sympathy with that 
We do not want to cripple that work; we think it is an im- 
one, as the Senator says; but our idea is, when you create 
for im: mt work in the Department of Agri- 
not you create it to give a few men salaries, 
_ ite a division, that you dignify it; that you seg- 
; put so much money into the hands of the Sec- 
expend, not in high salaries, notin a fixed establishment, 
other ways that bring out precisely what the Senator 
ts—investigation. I donot believe, out of an appropriation of 
for this great subject, that to advantage $8,000 of it can be 
> pp ba aig I F ae belion . if the 
o eve, e 
and as I believe it to be, 
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Mr. KYLE. On page 14, under the head of “Grass and forage 
plant investigations,” the committee have stricken out ‘* Division 
of Agrostology,” and also stricken out ‘‘$10,000,” at the end of 
the clause, and inserted “$18,000.” Would there be any objec- 
tion to leaving the clause on page 6, as to the Division of Agros- 
tology, stand in the bill as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives? 

Mr. HALE. For one I donot think that it is very essential. I 
should not object if you choose to strike out this entire parapher- 
nalia of big officers and leave it discretionary with the Secretary 
of Agriculture as to how he shall expend the money and get the 
most out of it. As to inserting the ‘ Division of Agrostology,” I 
have no objection to that. 

Mr. KYLE. I shall move, on page 14, to nonconcur in the com- 
mittee amendment striking out ‘* Division of Agrostology.” 

Mr. FRYE. I do not regard that as of any account. This is 
the place where the amendment should be disagreed to, if at all. 

Mr. HALE. That is the place where the gentleman referred to 
will get his salary. 

Mr. FRYE. Or he will resign. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think there is any danger of that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that it might answer the purpose to 
leave in the words “ Division of Agrostology,” at the bottom of 
page 14, and to insert in that paragraph after the words “ eighteen 
thousand dollars” the words *‘ of which $2,500 may be applied to 
the salary of the chief.” That would perhaps answer the purpose 
of our friend from Maine in front of me [Mr. Frye}. 

Mr. FRYE. That will do. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not see under the paragraph on page 6, 
relating to agrostology, how any man put in there would bea per- 
manent officer, as the Senator from Maine says. I think he could 
be discharged any day upon evidence of unfaithfulness, or inca- 
pacity, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but that is true about all these officers, and 
yet we know as to the heads of divisions there are very few 
changes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think, on the whole, it is a very excellent 
element in our civil service if, when we find capable men in office, 
we keep them there. That is one of the faults found with our 
Government, that upon every change of Administration there 
are so many changes of officers. I think it would be a very great 
advantage if men could be practically continued in office, subject 
to removal for infidelity or incapacity at any time. If the Assist- 
ant Secretary of War could be permanently retained in office, I 
shonld be very glad; and if we can find a chief of agrostology 
who will be worth keeping at all, as probably Mr. Lamson- 
Scribner is, [ think we should endeavor to keep him. 

Mr. HALE. I was not discussing the question of civil service. 
I was simply saying this provision would make this officer per- 
manent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not see why he should stay there a fort- 
night if evidence appeared of his infidelity or impropriety of con- 

uct. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] is in 
charge of the bill, not I. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should be alittle better satisfted if the words 
** Division of Agrostology ” were left in, and then add after the 
** $18,000,” at the end of the clause, “$2,500 of which may be ap- 
plied to the salary of the chief.” 

Mr. CULLOM. If the two paragraphs from line 15 to line 24, 
on page 6, are stricken out, so far as I am personally concerned I 
should have no objection to leaving the provision stand in refer- 
ence to the Division of Soils, on page 14. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was speaking of the “Division of Agros- 

” 


ogy. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwas going on to say that in the clause as to 
grass and forage plant investigations. the Division of Agrostology 
may remain in the bill. 

r. HAWLEY. I trust my suggestion will be adopted to in- 
sert after the total appropriation the words, “of which $2,500 
may be applied to the salary of the chief,” because you can not 
— expend that $18,000 if you are to depend on twelve-hun- 

-dollar clerks. You may employ more of them, but you must 
put some brains at the head of the division to make the appropria- 
tion worth a cent. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. I have heard members of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee from time immemorial—that is to say, from my time im- 
memorial—arguing in the United States Senate that specific 
te tions were an absolute necessity for the safety of the 

vernment. Now, what is to prevent Secretary Morton, if you 
leave this as it is now, from paying this man $5,000 imstead of 

500? 

“— TELLER. His well-known financial views might prevent 


that. — -_- 
Mr. bey . The Senator can see reasons which perhaps I can 
not see; but I have heard it over and over again, and it has been 
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insisted upon, that you must have specific appropriations, and 
that the number of officers must be specified, so many clerks at 
such a salary, so many chiefs at such a salary, and here, for the 
sake of wiping out one or two places in this bill, where divisions 
have been oes for by law, the committee sacrifices entirely 
the ee e and theory for which it has been contending, inserts 
in the bill practically a lump sum, and leaves the Secretary to do 
with it what he has a mind to. 

Mr. HALE. If a reasonable provision for specific clerks had 
been provided, nobody would object to it. The committee is in 
favor of that; but it is not in favor of taking an entire appropria- 
tion and substantially absorbing it by a few large salaries. ere 
is the trouble. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not believe my colleague thinks that for a pro- 
fessor in the University of the State of Tennessee, the head of an 
agricultural experimental station, anda man who is a thoroughly 
well-known scientist, not only all over the country, but all over 
Europe, $2,500 is an enormous salary. 

Mr. HALE. But the Senator does not stop there. He proposes 
to give this eminent gentleman $2,500: to give him an assistant 
chief at $1,800; another assistant at $1,500; another at $1,400, and 
one histologist at $900. It is not a question as to whether this one 
man is worthy of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from New Jersey {Mr. SmiTuH] is 
desirous of leaving the city for a day and wishes to call up for con- 
sideration a bill in which he is interested. If it leads to no debate, 
I shall yield to the Senator for that purpose. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON AND CANNON BALLS, 


Mr.SMITH. Iaskunanimousconsent for the present considera- 
tion of House bill 3982, which I am sure will lead to no debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from New Jersey asks unanimous consent that the 
pending business be temporarily laid aside, in order that the Sen- 
ate may proceed to the consideration of a bill referred to by him. 
Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill = R. 3982) granting to 
Lincoln Post,Grand Army of the Republic, of Hope Valley, R. I., 
1 condemned cannon; also, to the Woman’s Relief Corps of Tay- 
lorville, Ill., 4 condemned cannon and 4 condemned cannon balls 
for the pu of decorating a soldiers’ monument lately erected 
there by said corps; and aiso, to the town of Newton, in the State 
of New Jersey, 4 pieces of condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls 
for the decoration of the new soldiers and sailors’ monument in 
that town. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CONNEAUT HARBOR, OHIO, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Illi- 
nois to waive for a moment longer the consideration of the pend- 
ing appropriation bill, in order that I may ask the Senate to con- 
sider and pass a joint resolution which is n y in order to 
obtain an estimate for a river and harbor improvement. It will 
take but a moment. It the House of Representatives and 
is recommended by the mittee on j 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for “ig oo ee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. mator from Ohio asks that 
the pending measure be temporarily laid aside for the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution named by him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read 
for information, subject to objection. 

The Secre “oe the joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing 
the Secretary of War to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps 
of Engineers, to submit a plan and estimate for the further im- 
vie of Conneaut Harbor, in the State of Ohio, and, by unan- 

us consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was from the Committee on Com- 
merce with an amendment, in line 3, after the word “directed,” 
to strike out ‘to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of En- 
gineers”; so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, to 
submit a plan and estimate for the further improvement of at Har- 
bor, in the State of Ohio, and to transmit the same to Congress at as early a 
date as practicable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A joint ution direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to submit a and estimate for the 
further improvement of Conneaut , in the State of Ohio.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. ; 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, r eee to selern to ibe 
House the concurrent resolution of the House relating to the 
belligerent rights of the Cuban insurgents to correct an error in 
the engrossed resolutions as transmitted to the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolutions of the Senate relating to the belligerent rights of the 
Cuban insurgents, withan amendment; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. ; 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4779) relating to 
the anchorage and movements of vessels in the St. Marys River. 

The —e also announced that the House had passed a })j]] 
(H. R. 2815) for the relief of William Lock and James H. Tinsley; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
aresolution from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 8, 189°. 
Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House the concur- 
rent resolution of the House relating to affairs in Cuba, to enable the House 
to correct an error in the engrossed resolution as transmitted to the Senate. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I move that the request be granted. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRES(DING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
oy a _—— from the House of Representatives, which will 
read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Ix THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1894 

Resolved, That the House agrees to the foregoing concurrent resolntion, 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the resolving words and insert: 

“Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
the opinion of Con: a state of 
which are entitled fo belligerent ri 
a strict neutrality between the be rents. 

“Resolved, That Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 
caused by the war now waging in that island, and rns that the only per- 
manent solution of the contest, equally in the interest of Spain, the people 
of Cuba, and other nations, would be in the establishment of a government by 
the choice of the le of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the Govern- 
So United States d use its good offices and friendly influcnce 


ublic war exists in Cuba, the parties to 
ts, and the United States should observe 


t i 
**Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles bet ween 


any European Governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the ple of the United States and those of 
Cuba, in consequence of its pro y and the extent of the commerce bhe- 
tween the two peoples, the present war is entailing such losses upon the peo- 
= of the United States that Congress is <orn that the Government of 

e United States should be —_ to Pp the legitimate interests of 
our citizens, by intervention if necessary.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the rese.ation be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fo Relations. 

Mr. FRYE. it not better be referred without printing, 
as the Committee on Foreign Relations meet to-morrow morning? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yi 


; a > 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations without printing, if there 


be no een 
Mr. ELL. Why should the resolution not be printed, 
so that we can all see it? 
a a LODGE. Let the resolution be printed. It will not cause 
elay. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Isw some one else will want to look at 
it besides the members of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. FRYE. I suppose the Committee on Foreign Relations 
desire to examine it to-morrow morning. ; 
Mr. COCKRELL. We can have it by to-morrow morning; we 
can have it in two hours, if necessary. : 
Mr. FRYE. If a special order can be made for its immediate 
printing, that will answer. - 
Mr. . By aspecial order you can have it printed 
in two hours. ° 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the res- 
= will be ordered to be printed by to-morrow,morning at 10 
oe’ 

Mr. CULLOM and others. That is right. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. / 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


be ae oy gewtes the Whole, meee the , 
eration a making a riations for 
Deets heticcthnen'ter aes decal ont June 30, 1897. 
. TELLER. Mr. President, the value of grass and foras® 
Se does not consist in anything that can be 
a eee te cn ne here in Washington. 
It is what is done in the field in practical operations that will be 
valuable. Ido not know very muchof what has been done by the 
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last three years, but I kept very well informed 
ine ee done under former Administrations. — 

An ent station was established at Garden City, in the 
State of Kansas, which was in charge of a gentleman whom I 
know very well, at a salary of $1,500 a year. think that station 
was finally closed. Ido not know whether thc experiments are 
now going on there or not, or whether they are going on anywhere 
else, except in the Department here. 

The subject, as stated by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Ky], is one of great interest to the Western people. We have 
one forage plant that is very excellent, and it is believed by a 

at many that there might be others equally as good, and per- 
better. I think the benefit derived from the experiments at 
Garden City was mainly in demonstrating what would not grow 
in our country, and not what would grow. We demonstrated 
that a great many things we hoped might grow would not grow; 
and that has been demonstrated in a considerable degree by our 
farmers in Colorado at least, for we have tried pretty nearly 
everything that was supposed to be valuable for forage plants. 

We haw tried the French plants and plants from northern 
Africa and other sections without, up to the present time, I may 
say, having discovered more than one plant that may be regarded 
as a valuable forage plant, and that is alfalfa, or lucerne, as it is 
sometimes culled, an old plant which, I believe, was known to the 
Romans, and has been in use a long time in South America, in 

rtions of Europe, and for perhaps thirty years in this country. 

t is adapted only to dry countries and will not flourish at all east 
of the Mississippi River, but it is very valuable in our section of 
the country. Theve taken a great deal of interest in the question 
of forage plants, and have made some experiments myself without 
having found anything that was good. ; oN. 

I wish to repeat that the only advantage of these investigations 
is in the field. The Department has published a very interesting 
work on grasses—the native grasses of our country—which has 
been illustrated, and is a delight to people who are interested in 
such matters, but it is practically of no use whatever to those 
desiring to raise forage plants in our section of the country. None 
of the native grasses of the extreme Northwest, the dry country, 
can perhaps be made valuable as farm forage plants. They donot 
submit kindly to the trampling of cattle or — and in a few 

ears they are largely trodden down. We in the West must 
Loend in time upon some new variety yet to be propagated in this 
country or upon brought from somewhere else. 

I should like to see this interest liberally dealt with. Ihave no 
objection topaying a fairsalary tothe officer in charge, but, after all, 
I do not think it is necessary to build up very large positions here. 

I will state again that the only benefit we are going to get from 
the investigations will be from the actual practical operations in 
the field, and there is where the scientific men might perhaps 
make themselves valuable, but they will not make themselves 
very valuable in the ent here. I do not mean to criticise 
the work, because, as I have said, for the last three years I have 

He Mad ee see to . _I think a ven then 

con and was doing some good, at least in 
demon wating what would not grow, even if we did not find any 
plant that was y valuable. 

. the Senator know how these clerks are em- 
ployed, whether they are not sent all over the United States? 

b I do not know much about that. But the only 
method by which we can determine the question is to have experi- 
mental stations and try to raise those grasses. 

Mr. KYLE. I have no objection to the method of doing the 
work. The only desire I have is that it shall be done. 

Mr. Some of the States are doing this work. The 
Agricultural of Colorado has been doing something in 
that line, and I with just about the same success as the 
General Government, not having discovered anything — valu- 
able, but having demonstrated that it would not pay for the 
farmers to try to raise certain kinds of grasses. 

Mr. HA . The same thing has done in Connecticut. 

Mr. KYLE. That is a very — advantage. 

I think that is an advantage, because those seeds 
and the labor of putting them in and trying to raise 
with a great deal of expense. So it is an advan- 
to es it, but Aa hs ant - boars i as 
discovery of some p which would grow 

t it is claimed now that such a plant 

which will grow in the alkali regions, 

lant. If that should turn out to be a fact 


ee ieeens one tenn gress and forage 
shall be continued by the competent and skill- 
of that work, who should be paid a reasonable 


Ido not understand that the committee have 
upon the salary of the officer. We left that 


Mr. KYLF. The provision in reference to agrostology provides 
a lump sum of $2,500 for the salary of the chief of the division. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not the bill in charge, and I am not 
making any objection to that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In answer to the charge of the Senator from 
Maine that there are too many divisions in the Department of 
Agriculture, and more than in the other Departments, I will say 
that it seems to me there is a very good reason for it. In other 
Departments the work is largely confined to one line—the War 
Department to the charge of the Army, the Navy Department to 
the charge of the Navy, and likewise with the P.«t-( sHice Depart- 
ment—while the Agricultural Department mst have branches as 
varied as all the crops and animals which are produced in this 
great country. 

In regard to this special appropriation, it provides for merely five 
men here in the Agreubunet Department. This work is going on 
all over the country, at the experiment stations, at the agricultural 
colleges, by agricultural societies, and by individual farmers. For 
this small force here to collate and prepare for the use of the 
country information which is gathered from hundreds and thou- 
sands of sources allover the country it seems to me this is a very 
modest provision. 

As to the chief, who is a scientific man, and should be, he has a 
right to have some pride in his profession, and certainly, it seems 
to me, as this costs so little, it is no more than just and right that 
we should give this recognition to his high character and capacity. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to suggest to the Senate, 
and especially to those Senators interested in those two divisions, 
that if they will consent to the amendment made by the Senate 
committee I shall look into the subject more thoroughly as to the 
importance of making the Division of Agrostology, on the four- 
teenth page, and of the importance also of fixing the salary of the 
head of the division at the amount which he is getting now. If 
that be satisfactory we may now go on with the bill. 

Mr.FRYE. So farasI am concerned, that is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. KYLE. And to me also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee striking out the clauses from 
line 15 toline 24, inclusive, on page 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at page 15, beginning with 
the clause, in line 14, providing for ‘“‘ fiber investigations.” 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 15, after line 23, to strike out— 

And the Secretary of Agriculture shall use in his discretion such portion of 
said sum as he may deem advisable for the purchase of fiber flaxseed, to be 
distributed for use in the State of Washington 

So as to make the clause read: 


Fiber investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
the investigations relating to textile fibers indigenous in, or adapted to, the 
United States, including their economic growth, cleansing, and decorticating 
preparatory to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for said 
ne and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests; for 
the purchase of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and ex- 
periment, and for the labor and expenses incident thereto; and for tray eling 
expenses in connection with said duties, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 11, after the word 
‘**index,” to strike out ‘‘ $750,000”; so as to make the clause read: 


Agricultural experiment stations, office of experiment stations: To carry 
into effect the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled “An act 
to establish agricultural experiment stations in connection with the colleges 
established in the several States under the provisions of an act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,” and to enforce the exe- 
cution thereof, $750,000, $30,000 of which sum shall be payable upon the order 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, to enable him to carry out the provisions of 
section 3 of the said act of March 2, 1887; and the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall prescribe the form of the annual financial statement required by sec- 
tion 3 of said act of March 2, 1887, shail ascertain whether the expenditures 
under the appropriation hereby made are in accordance with the provisions 
of the said act, and shall make report thereon to Congress; and the Secretary 
of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ such assistants, clerks, and 
ee peseane. ce he may deem necessary, and to incur such other expenses 
for office fixtures and supplies, stationery, traveling, freight, and express 
charges, illustration and publication of the Hiupertnent Station Record, bulle- 
tins, and reports, as he may find essential in carrying out the objects of the 
above acts, and the sums apportioned to the several States shall be paid 
quarterly inadvance. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized 
tofu to such institutions or individuals as may care to buy it, copies of 
the card index of agricultural literature prepared by the office of experiment 
stations, and charge for the same a price covering the additional expense 
involved in the preparation of these copies, and he is hereby authorized to 
apply the moneys received toward the expense of the preparation of the 

ex. 


Mr. PLATT. Why is the appropriation stricken out? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is provided for on line 10, page 16. 
a repetition. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to offer an amendment, to insert what 
I send to the desk, in lieu of lines 12,13, 14, and 15, on page 17. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that the 
amendments of the committee should first be acted upon, unless 
the —, of the Senator is in connection with those amend- 
men 


It is 
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Mr. KYLE. I will state that I think the object of the Senator 
from Wyoming will be accomplished by nonconcurring in the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. My proposition is to insert my amendment in 
place of the entire clause, which has been proposed to be amended 
as the bill ome from the House of Representatives by the Senate 
Committee on A pereemsen. 

Mr. COCKRE A substitute can be offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sen- 
ator to move to strike out and insert. Therefore it is necessary 
to perfect the matter to be stricken out before the question is put 
on the Senator's amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the substitute be reported, so that we 
wy what it is. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the committee will be first stated, and then the ame ent of the 
Senator from Wyoming. 

by the committee 
*to strike out ‘ con- 


The Secretary. The amendment 
is, on page 17, line 13, after the word ‘‘ to 
tinue” and insert “ complete ”; and in line 15, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out fifteen ” and insert “six”; so as to 
make the clause read: 


Irrigation investigation: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to com- 
= ees — of ov tie a as to the best modes of agriculture by 
on, $6,000. 


Mr. KYLE, I should like to reserve that amendment for a 


te vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wyoming will now be stated. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out the clause as 
a from line 12 to line 15, inclusive, on page 17, and insert: 

investigation: Toenable the ne 

one Sotenet taibrenntian ‘h the United mediately | 
to the best modesof irrigation, $1 of which sum $5,000 shall be im 
available to enable the Director of the United States Geological Sure 
continue the work now under way the streams a Tact 
the water supply of the United States, i the aeoeene * under- 
ground currentsand a wellsin arid and semiarid sections, and a 
paring and publishing bulletins and reports on this subject for Wistriion 
. Mr. PLATT. Is that amendment now before the Senate? 
oun a, aoe The Chair _—— state to the 

tor yoming that it is customary, in the consideration 
of appropriation bills, that the amendments of the Committee on 
Appro opriations first be considered, and then, after action upon 
those amendments, a Senator has the right to go back to any clause 
and pr an amendment to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that was the understanding as to this 
particular bill. 

Mr. PLATT. That was the order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cun- 
10M] asked unanimous consent that that course might be pursued. 
The matter can be returned to. 

Mr. KYLE. The amendment of the Senator from Wyoming is 
the same, so far as a odigpe cor natin leap netl paleo wn 
bill before the committee amendments were proposed, except 
has provided that $5,000 shall be 

Mr. PLATT. I noticed also, as amendment was read, that 
it was to enable “the Secre of the Interior” to do the work. 

Mr. WARREN. Iso int 


aatien. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think, to 
ee ee eee over for the time being and recur to it 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the clause 
from line 12 to line 15, inclusive, will be passed over for the 
without action. 


The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill , beginning on | fem 
page 17, at line 16, with the clause providing for “ Nutrition in- | hss 


the matter, we had bet- 


vaca the ee thot i to stele ous 

on ore ** thousan 

‘‘ten” and insert “fifteen”; so as to make the clause read: 
investigations: enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investi- 

eae) upan Ss m the nutritive valu of the variots attics com- 

andedible rations Sena val more economical than taose in common 


strike out “ thirty” and insert ‘‘ fifteen,” and in line 21, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand, * tostrike out ~ sixty-five “! and insert “seventy ”. Me 
so as to make the clause read: 
pyubtientions Department of Agriculture, Division of Publications: For 
rinting. illustration, publication and distribution of bulle — 
ae an follows: Peteere bulletins, which shall be adapted 
to the eek ape, of different sections of the country, an equ: ‘ 
of two- thir: which shall be supplied to Senators, Represent 
atives,and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their constitu: “nts 
$50,000: Provi: That the retary of Agriculture shall notify Senat. 
and tatives of the character and number of each bull mand each 
other publication of the Department of Agriculture (not — to the foldin, 
room <6 Ghe Senate cot House) to which each Senator and Representa‘ i\ 5 
fr he eS Sea = on the basis herein a: for the disty 
on etins, illustrations, and or sts, 
; engre ee een had ae vey of artist 
a ols, instrumen pencils, 
materials; for labor, ee printing spats, 


meena for arewings | scares other i ilust re . 


i Soro the pur- 
Dw. 
inal 00be” a el, 


on page 20, line 1, after the wor) 
tely available, and to be dis- 
bursed by the Public Printer”; so as to make the clause read: 


For the publication of 75,000 ies of seases © 
Horse, of which there Shall’ wn copies of 8 yyy my a BAW coy 


for the obo tramnedianclg ea ) 
A House, $2.50, t0 oeentiable, and to be disbursed by 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 2, to insert: 

For the publication of 60,000 ses of 
Cattle and Cattle vot whch there aball be 34H copies for the nate 
and 40,000 copies for the to be immediately available, and t. 
disbursed by the Public a 

ee ens 

next amendment was, on page 21, line 21, after the word 
(ane 


see ne ener oP Secemnry for ¢ the 


apap ore line 2, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert— 


$3,000 of ee 2 used for the 
erection of en vault for the reservation 
ofthe publie records of the Department of aliases eee 


So as to make the clause read: 
sf arnars, eameene ee Sees & Agriculture: Repairing and 


ee ane hacnivene tek ae See: poses, wate er 


nll my SS ee ees for t 
cama, Seadedine hardware, and paints, $12,000: , ed, Th: 
hot snore than $3,000 of this many be used for the erection of a firc- : 
or vault Pe and preservation of the pub ic 
records of the Pyle aA aa 
—aagerhae tm. aor 
ee 


evataibiicsdh ‘e'thn eit ot line 2 


‘ir GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the 
bill that the word “varieties” t, I think, with propriety be 
inserted after the word “ E * and it will make the clause 
read a little more euphoniously. It would then read ** best ob- 
tainable varieties.” 
oat CULLOM. I have no objection to the insertion of the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be statod. 
The After the word “obtainable,” in line 22, page 
28, it is proposed to insert the word “varieties”; ; 80 as to read: 

j_ That section 82 of the Revised Statutes be amended so that it will ad as 


mit 527. jlants, shrubs, vines, bulbs-and cuttin field, and flower 
be of the freshest and 
eicholiie aettiocliesee” 


Seoul to. 

The reading of the was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on ‘was, on page 25, after line |), 
to strike out: 

Division of Seeds: raked inorer: 4.90 igh employe, two clerks 


«om 400; one skilled laborer. at $840 each, 
~ A to other duties execute the quests of Senators. 
seeds mon, 


in 
SRT50 panabloont of tike for the pur- 











The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 24 on 


30. . 

ALLIN I was not in the Chamber when the a 
te I as eante ot procedure, and I should like to 
inquire if it is competent now under the agreement for me to 
‘OFFIC that when 


it will be proper 


The eee should like to inquire of the Senator having 
the bill im charge whether there is any necessity for the provision 
from line 25 on page 30 to line 8 on page 31, which makes it a 
misdemeanor to represent forecasts and warnings? 
Now, my point t it is that a criminal statute, as it seems 
to me ought not to have to be reenacted every time we reenact 
propriation bill 


F 


an a il. A criminal eae tndiauin of oe last a 
ear scarcely comes up to ignity of a crimi 
can ese y this provision has been in former acts? 
Mr. M. It is the law, I understand. 


Mr. PLATT. If it has —_ in former an I would inquire 
there is a necessity for reenacting it every time we pass 
uae bill) "I donot like that method of providing for 


an ap 
Mr. CULLOM. I think the criticism of the Senator from Con- 


necticut has some force in it, but this is the same provision that 


been inserted in the i act heretofore. It is in the 
oot a act, it is in force now. A question was 
raised gentleman in charge of the Bureau as to whether 


vision was broad enough to cover all the attempted viola- 

Smal But the committee did not think that they ought 
its y 

Oe PLATT. The present iation act will expire on the 
30th of June of this year, this appropriation bill will take 
effect of the 30th of June of this year. Suppose that on the 29th 
of June, one day before the expiration of the present appropriation 
shall out some warning, and on the 3d of 
hears of it and proposes to prosecute 
and replies that there is no such law; 
30th of June.” I think the probabil- 
former iation acts continues. 
it does not, there cuiidinie ouakh to be a general law in 
not to be continuing a criminal statute 
year to year. I do not suggest any amend- 


I agree to what the Senator from Connecticut 
but Iam not sure but that the law would be in force 

ion period, but lest it might 
general statute, which ought to be 
thought it was best to leave the 


: 


) 


: 


ce 
: 
E 
e 
g 


af 
: 


Es 
fe 


88 
zB 


any 


move strike out in line 22, page 30, 
science,” and in support of that motion 


remarks. 
of human beings, and is 
of another Department of the Gov- 


Congress approved February 15, 
. and I find section 4 to read as follows: 


is now in work of \ ‘ 
ogaeed Seek wm may | au by set- 


tory of the Service relating , 
to he Marine Homa Service iertiaton — 
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I will merely add the suggestion that if this power is given to 
the Agricultural Department it is a duplication of work, and two 
different Departments of the Government will be engaged sub- 
stantially in the same class of investigations. The matter of health 
has been wisely or unwisely placed in the care of the Treasury 
Department. The only medical bureau that we have under our 
Government is a division or bureau of the Treasury Department, 
and I think the laws are adequate and very wisely framed confer- 
ring upon the Marine-Hospital Service authority and direction to 
investigate all matters relating to the public health. 

For this reason I trust that the three words wiil be stricken 
from the bill, and that the legitimate exercise of this important 
matter will be left in the hands of men who must be better quali- 
fied to conduct it than any men connected with the Agricultural 
Department can possibly be. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Committee on Appropriations did not have 
their attention called to the three words, and I see no reason why 
they should not go out, as that subject is under a different De- 
partment. I consent to their being stricken out of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I send to the desk an amendment to come in at 
the end of line 8, page 20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. 


The amendment will be read. 

After line 8, page 20, it is proposed to insert: 
For the publication of 25.000 copies of the Special Report on Cattle and Dairy 
arming, of which there shall be 8.000 copies for the Senate and 17,000 copies 


for the House, 865,000, to be immediately available and to be disbursed by the 
Public Printer. 


Mr. CULLOM. I did not quite hear the amendment: my at- 
tention was diverted. Will the Senator from South Dakota ex- 
plain it? 

Mr. KYLE. It is to come in at the end of line 8, on page 20, 
and provides for the publication of a work published by order of 
the Forty-ninth Congress, being a report upon cattle and dairy 
farming. In my judgment it is one of the most useful reports 
ever published by Congress. It contains, as the Senator will prob- 
ably remember, plates, and very excellent ones, of varions kinds 
of cattle, and also of the best kinds for dairy purposes in various 
parts of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let me ask the Senator if he refers to any re- 
ports that were issned by the World’s Fair Commission? 

Mr. KYLE. No; it was published by order of Congress, 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the size of the document? 

Mr. PLATT. It is a big book. 

Mr. KYLE. It is a document in two volumes upon cattle and 
dairy farming, and relates particularly to that subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. We have authorized the publication of one 
book upon the diseases of cattle, cattle feeding, etc. 

Mr. KYLE. And this is to follow right upon that. The work 
upon cattle and dairy farming is, I think, even more important 
than the one- upon the diseases of cattle and cattle feeding, and 
especially now in the Northwest country, where people are trying 
to make a shift from grain raising to dairying and cattle raising. 
I think it is one of the most valuable reports ever published by 
Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is very valuable. 

Mr. NELSON. Idesire to say, with the permission of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota, that I have examined that book and I say 
to the Senator having this bill in charge that the book referred to 
in this amendment was issued some years ago. I do not recall at 
this moment whether it was published under an order of the Sen- 
ate or the House, but it is a most valuable report, in two volumes, 
upon dairy farming in the United States, and also in foreign coun- 
tries. Itisa work in greatdemand. I know that all the agri- 
cultural interest of the country will be immensely interested in 
the work and that we could not publish a work at this juncture 
when - paso farming is so depressed that would be more interest- 
ing and more appreciated by the agricultural classes. I therefore 
trust that the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state further that I have here authority to 
the effect that the regolution empowering us to print the work in 
the first instance was April 2, 1888. 

Mr. CULLOM. Passed by the Senate? 

Mr. KYLE. It was passed by the Senate, I believe, appropriat- 
ing $65,000 for the printing of 25,000 copies of cattle and dairy 


Mr. CULLOM. It did pass the Senate? 

Mr. KYLE. It passed both Houses and became a law, and was 
distributed by Senators and Representatives of the Forty-ninth 
a. I will state that the great cost of the work then was 
in preparation of the plates, as Senators well know. The 
plates are all preserved, I believe, and, therefore, I think the work 
now be printed for one-third of the cost at that time. I am 
on that point, but I am willing to strike out 
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Mr. CULLOM. I hardly think we ought—— 

Mr. BATE. Let the amendment be read again. 

Mr. KYLE. Let it be read, leaving out the amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 


read. 
The SecrETARY. Insert after line 8, page 20: 


For the publication of 25,000 ies of the special report on cattle and dairy 
farming, ot which there shall De 8.000 copies for the Senate and_ 17,000 


for the House, $65,000, to be immediately available, and to be dishereed ke 


the Public Printer. 

Mr. KYLE. Let me state that $65,000 was the original cost, 
including the preparation of the plates. I do not think it will 
now take over about $25,000, proba 7 

Mr.CULLOM. These books are all very nice and very interest- 
ing, but the purpose of the committee, and I think it has been the 
purpose of Congress heretofore, in the appropriation billsespecially, 
was to provide for the eae of such volumes as would treat 
of diseases, so as to enable the farmers raising cattle and horses to 
get all the information that they can to protect their animals. So 
a provision will be found on page 19 in reference to the publication 
of the Special avers on Diseases of the Horse. We added an ap- 
propriation for 60,000 copies of the Special Report on Diseases of 
Cattle and Cattle Feeding. There is no printing provided for in 
the billexcept in thatline. I think it would be better for the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota to have a separate bill passed if he desires 
to have this other book printed. Itis a very large one, and I think 
it will be very expensive if we get enough printed to do very much 
good. I would rather not put it upon this bill. The bill carries 
—s by the action of the Senate considerably more than it did 
when it came to us, and in these times we can not very well load 


up the appropriation bills with very large sums of money. 
Mr. KYL if oe been, 


E. I think the objecto 


Congress in the past 
in a very lar; 


measure, to publish such works as were useful to 
“ee le of the United States. 

r. CULLOM. Of course; but books in reference to the dis- 
eases of the domestic animals are more useful to the people than 
works on the care of them and going into the history of them 
generally. 

Mr. K I think, if the Senator remembers the work, he 
will consider it, perhaps, a great deal more valuable than the other. 

Mr. WARREN. I trust that the Senator in charge of the bill 
will accept the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota. I 
do not know of any work on which money could be better ex- 
pended, that would yield greater returns, than oo the book 
proposed by the honorable Senator from South ota. During 
the great tumble we had in values of live stock in the last three 
years, the dairy was the only branch where we were able to hold 
our own. There was an increase in values of dairy cows during 
1894. The value of all animals except milch cows decreased dur- 
ing 1894. And all live stock, including milch cows, have de- 
creased during the past year, according 
1895. The demands for a book of this kind are very numerous, 
and I believe the demand will become equally as great as that for 
the book entitled Diseases of the Horse. Ithinkevery Senator will 
remember that we have had to reprint, three or four times, a large 
number of the Special rt on the Diseases of the Horse. I trust 
the amendment will be 

Mr. BATE. The report which it is proposed to print is said to 
be a splendid book, There are two volumes of it, and it was 
— up at great cost. Our consuls abroad exerted ves 

getting steel e vings of the very finest types of cattle, and 
those features the work very attractive and valuable. I 
know of no book so popular except the one published on the horse. 
If the system is to be pursued I should like bg dean to see the 
committee agree to the amendment. I do not know te me bn 
regard to the cost of it. I can not say anything on — t 
of the utility and the popularity of the work I can 

Mr, C M. I understand it is quite a large book. 

Mr. BATE. It is a large work, in two volumes. 

Mr, CULLOM. I understand that it contains many pictures of 
these an , and the publication will be very e ve. 

Mr. KYLE. The two volumes are, I presume, about as large 
as the bound Journal of the Senate. It is about the same size as 
this volume. ny? 

Mr. NELSON. Here isthe bookin one volume. [Exhibiting.] 
It is a very valuable andinteresting book. Ihave just hac it from 
the li in one volume and in two 


brary above. It was bound 
volumes. There is no book in which farmers take more interest. 
Mr. GRAY. From what has been said by Senators who are 
familiar with the book, which I do not profess to be, I should say, 
as it is a matter of economy that seems to interfere with the ac- 
ce of the proposition to publish it, that it would be a good 
to substitute it for the horse book. The horse book has 
already had two editions, I think; it has had a tremendous circu- 
lation, and however valuable it may have been it is in the 
hands of the ein considerable numbers. —— and 
circulation book at the present time would be exceedingly 


the reports of 1896 for” 
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opportune and a valuable thing for the le. I would sugec: 

if: te is possible for the Senator from South Dakota, that it soa 
be well for him to move the amendment in such fashion that jt 
would substitute the book and Dairy Farming for ths 
horse book, which, after all, however valuable it may be, goes into 
the hands of a t many people besides farmers, persons who 
are interested in the horse for sporting purposes, driving purposes, 


p of fancy and caprice. 
Mr. HALE. it this proposition is to be ee with the 
other very valuable and much sought for report, I should fee! oy. 
strained to make the point of order that the amendment projposeq 
by the Senator from South Dakota is not reported from any stand. 
ing committee of the Senate. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken 
by the Senator from Maine. The amendment is not in order. 

Mr. NELSON. I am sorry. I hope the Senator from Maing 
will withdraw his t of order. e farmers of the country 
have some interest in works of this kind. : 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Minnesota did not hear ine. | 
said it was evidently going to be antagonized by the other propo- 
sition for a book which I know my people are very much in fayor 
of getting, and to save all that question, as I do not want the horse 
book struck out of the bill, I make the point of order. 

Mr. KYLE. I had not as yet made a motion to strike out the 
part relating to the horse bock, but to add this provision at the 
end of line 8, 20, as an additional publication. I do think 
really, however, that it is more valuable to the farmers «! the 
—_—. than the horse book, which has been very popular. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow me 
to interrupt him, I did not make any motion. 

Mr. HALE. No; it was the Senator’s suggestion. 

Mr.GRAY. Imadethesug on because I believe from what 
I heard from the Senator from th Dakota and the Senator from 
Minnesota that the book on dairy and dairy farming is an ex eed. 
ingly valuable book, and one the publication of which would }« very 
opportune at this time. If the objection to inserting it be, as the 
Senator from Illinois says, one of economy, upon the comparative 
merits and necessity for the publication of the two books, | think 
the preference ought to be given to the report on dairy and dairy 
farming. The horse book a tremendous circulation. It 
is not in the hands so largely of farmers as of men who are fond 
of the horse, who own horses and are interested in them ani are, 
| enn ay instructed by the book. But the book in regard to the 

iseases of the horse does not touch the point that the book on 
dairy farming would touch just now, coming to the relief of the 
distressed husbandry of the country. If the point of economy is 
to be pressed, I hope that the one will be substituted for the other, 
Of course, if the point of order is made, that is the end of it. 

Mr. KYLE. I willstatethat there have been hundreds of cream- 
eries built in my State during the present winter. The people 
are tired of farming and they want to go into the dairy 
business. ey are able to furnish this country with the dairy 

uct, but still they are not on ted with the methods of 

a oe is ly what they want, and they 

have written time and time for the work. It is out of print. 

I think the Senator from ois ought to allow the amendment 
to be adopted. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Delaware seems to put a lit- 
tle stress on the remark that I made in favor of economy. 

b I think it is a very proper one to make. 
M. I think it was a very clever remark to make 


Mr. eee a I should like to - great he 
go are teresting, especially ey are lulo 
pictures and would be usefu! to the people; but it did seem to me, 
as we are a book on the diseases of the horse and a book 

the diseases of cattle the two together, over a hundred 

to hesitate a little before pro- 

would cost nearly as much 


, and I still think that the Senate 
books that are interesting and 
t valuable, but w do not reach to the point 
our cattleand horses from disease. That is the pur- 
for the two publications now in the bill. 
eds cunpeioed to see the amendment 
t in. 
hesitated to do that, but the argument was 
no circumstances would Con, refuse to pro- 
of an additional number of what we ««!! the 
Cattle, too, are as subject to disease as horses. 40 


t of Agriculture felt very solicitous that that book 
horse book, if the latter sh: yuld be 


ki object to the horse book; there 
no doubt that it is a valuable yess be it was merely a col 


prin 
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needs and merits of the race-track associations and 
the a fast horses, as well as the farmers, with those who 
ate exclusively devoted to dairy husbandry. 

Mr. PLATT. We have a Committee on Printing, and the ordi- 
nary way of prin these documenits is to introduce a resolution 
and refer it to tao Chanmmitton on Printing. I do not know why 
the Ap tions Committee should begin the work of supersed- 
ing the duty of the Printing Committee. If that is to be done and 
our books are to be published by the Appropriations Committee, 
and no t of order is to be made on any book that a Senator 
may think the Appropriations Committee ou ht to include in any 
of its bills, I should like to be advised; I think I can get some books 
published that I am very much interested in. Not being a farmer 
and a little more interested in those than I am in this work, I 
want te know what the rule is to be. 

Mr. KYLE. I think that New England last year had a large 
appropriation to investigate bugs that are destroying its flowers 
and apple trees, and such things as that. Was not that the case? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know how it is that my friend from 
South Dakota should be troubled with this New England specter 
all the while. I do not know that New England has had any 
appropriationshere. Ido not think it has asked for near as many 
as the State from which the Senator comes. I do not know what 
New England has to do with this subject. I believe it isa part 
of the Union. It has been in former times. 

_ KYLE. All I remember is that the Senator made a very 
plea for the apple industry and fruit industry of New Eng- 

, and we have just as good a right to make a strong 

e dairy farming of the West. It is not a sectional mat- 
ill benefit New England as well as the 


Mr 
stron, 
land 
plea for I 
ter either, because it 


est. 

‘— PLATT. The Senator hasa better memory than Ihave. I 
was not aware that I had made any plea for the apple industry of 
New land. 

Mr. OM. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota. The point of order was 
made, and the Chair sustains it. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to appeal to the Senator from 
Maine not to insist on the _— of order. 

Mr. NELSON. Ishould like to make a point of order first, if 
the Senator from Wyoming will allow me. If the Senator from 
Maine insists on his point of order as to this amendment, I shall 
have to do what I would not want to do under other circum- 
stances, make the point of order against the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. That has been adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. KYLE. We can reconsider it. 

Mr. NELSON. I can not conceive why there should be one law 
verning the committee and another law governing Senators 


who are not u the committee, 
Mr. TELLER. ere is not. 
Mr. CULLOM. There is none. 


Mr. WARREN. I was about to appeal—— 

Mr. NELSON. The amendment providing for the book was 
reported by the committee just as much in contravention of law 
as the amendment we here. 

The PRESIDING O . The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota that the amendment against which he pro- 
— to — a point of order was embodied in the bill by a vote 


Mr. NELSON. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which 


the Senate aut that amendment. 
Mr. WARREN. As I had the floor and yielded for a point of 


order, I ask, since the point of order has been made, that I may 
I wish to appeal to the Senator from Maine 
withdraw his point of order, since it was made under a misap- 
prehension; that is to say, that the Senator from Delaware pro- 
proposition in the place of the 


book. As there is no such proposition made, I hope he will 
withdraw it and let us vote on the amendment. - 


— Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt] has 


struck what is real fault in all of these provisions. They 
ought not to be on en bill. Thereisno doubt about 
that. isa on Printing. It is rather a slim com- 


There 
mittee undoubtedly, but it has jurisdiction over all these subjects, 
and it ought to report upon them to the Senate. That committee 
has the privilege of reporting and its bills are always taken up at 
once; they do not even go to the Calendar; they get early consid- 
is seldom the case with any other committee. Every 


interest to be safe in that ttee. But the Committee 
on has been overpersuaded on these subjects be- 
- are of 


cause interest to the ulation of the country gen- 
vaviiaee farmers, the owners of horses and cattle, who form a 
—ie of the population. Goodnaturedly the Com- 

on out of deference to that sentiment, has 
put in the provisions. I think they are valuable. I may 
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say myself, as representing the Committee on Printing, with no 
disposition to do any work that I am not obliged to do, I was well 
enough content that the Committee on Appropriations should do 
that work instead of sending it to the Printing Committee, and I 
am also content to have the Senate take action in regard to this 
valuable document under consideration, and unless a motion is 
made that antagonizes it with the other provision, which I think 
is of importance, I shall not make the point of order, but if that 
is insisted upon by anyone I shall make the point of order. I 
withdraw it for the present. 

Mr.NELSON. ThenI withdraw the motion to reconsider 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to make a statement. I am informed 
that there is a very extensive dairyman now in this building who 
says that the book is ten years old or something like that, and the 
conditions have so changed that it would practically be of no great 
value to the dairymen of the country. Now, do we want to pub- 
lish an old book like that which has gone out of date in all its rec- 
ommendations? It seems not. 

Mr. KYLE. How does the Senator know that it has gone out 
of date except on the statement of that gentleman? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am partly responsible for the information 
the Senator from Illinois has laid before the Senate. The only 
thing I am not absolutely certain about is whether there has been 
any addition or adaptation of the work to modern circumstances. 
The Senator in the chair [Mr. FAULKNER] shakes his head, and I 
suppose there is something in it. So I think I will adhere to the 
idea that the book is not worth much. 

Mr. KYLE. I think the same objection can be raised to the 
Report upon the Diseases of Cattle and Cattle Feeding. 

Mr. CULLOM. Oh, no. 

Mr. KYLE. Exactly, because science has been advancing all 
the time. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Report on Diseases of Cattle and Cattle 
Feeding was made in 1892. 

Mr. KYLE. And the other in i888. 

Mr. CULLOM. Several years before. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not believe myself that there is anything 
in the objection raised by the Senator who has the bill in charge. 
This work on cattle and dairy farming is an admirable work and 
I do not believe it is obsolete, no matter what the dairyman re- 
ferred to may say. It deals with subjects that are pretty well set- 
tled. There may have been some things that are valuable discoy- 
ered in the last ten years which should be added to it, but we are 
not likely to get that in book form for some time. If that is the 
only objection, I do not think it is any objection atall. Ithink the 
amendment ought to be placed in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky.r}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Wishing to restrain the tendency to extrava- 
gance of the Committee on Appropriations, I move that the word 
five,” in line 12, page 14, be stricken out, leaving the appropria- 
tion for experimental gardens and grounds at $20,000 instead of 
$25,000. I will say that I have looked over the ground very 
recently. There are a large number of hothouses there. Some 
of them are very old, made of wood, expensive to heat, and they 
are largely filled with ornamental plants and flowers that are not of 
much practical use. The reduction would come from the items 
in the first line on page 14, “ plants and fruit propagating houses,” 
and from line 10, ‘‘ bulbs for propagating purposes.” I have not 
thought best to move to strike those words out because there may 
be something necessary to be done in that direction. The other 
items, however, are essentials, and this proposed reduction must 
come and can come properly from those items. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, on page 14, it is proposed to re- 
duce the appropriation for ‘‘experimental gardens and grounds, 
Department of Agriculture, Division of Gardens and Grounds,” 
from $25,000 to $20,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. When that provision was passed over by the 
Senate my attention was not at the moment directed to it, and 
before I was aware of it the provision had been passed. I in- 
tended to move the same amendment to the bill, based on informa- 
tion that I had received since the bill was under consideration in 
the committee. I hope that the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont will be adopted. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to hear from the Senator from Ver- 
mont the precise effect of his amendment. Does he propose to 
limit or ce away the propagation of fruits and the cultivation of 
rare imens, exotics, and flowers in the conservatories here? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No, sir; not entirely, but the appropriation 
can well be reduced and the public interests not suffer at all. 
There is a large collection there that is practically a duplication 
of quality inferior to what we have in the Botanical Gardens, and 
they are merely for the purposes of ornament, not being distrib- 
uted to the country in any form. 

Mr. CALL. I think we ought to have some accurate informa- 
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tion in regard to this matter. Certainly the adornments of the 
capital which are constantly the subject of observation by the 
crowds of people who come here ought to be equal to those of 
other countries. If there be any fault in the administration of 
the different conservatories so that they are not made what they 
ought to be, we ought to have some definite information and there 
ought to be, if that be the case, some higher order of ability, but 
I do not share in the idea that in America we should be inferior 
in our capital city to the people of other countries, nor do I take 
any share in the idea of limiting the appropriations for the great 
Department of Agriculture. I think this bill is not adequate to 
the needs of that great industry. I think that it is not even re- 
— to the great farming interests of the country. That is 
the greatest of all employments. You enna millions of 
dollars for war, for the destruction of the human race; you ap- 
ro millions of dollars for the Navy and for all the other 
partments in the civil administration of the Government, but 
to say that this great industry, upon which the whole ee 
and upon which the maintenance of even the comfort of the great 
mass of the le is absolutely dependent, shall be cut down by 
every species of small economy here seems to me to be entirely 
improperand not in accordance with the advanced spirit of this age. 
e need to increase the cultivation and the varieties of cultiva- 
tion and the ornamentation of the floral and natural world, and it 
is proper that we should have herein the capital the highest order 
of accomplishment in those respects. The American people ought 
not to be disgraced by an inferiority at their capital to the na- 
tions of Europe. A republican government ought to be honored 
by having everything here equal, if not superior, to that to be found 
in other parts of the world. 

I wanted before this bill was closed to say that I do not think 
that the appropriations for the Department of Agriculture are 
maey of the country and are equal to the needs of that great in- 

ustry. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If it be in order to speak to the amendment 
after it has been agreed to, I would say that-I have talked fully 
with the Secretary of iculture, and I have carefully gone 
through the Leeapaeeeen ouses of the Department this morning 
and found t some them are old wooden structures, when 
they — to be built of iron in these days. They will soon have 
to be rebuilt, and the collections will be greatly improved. As 
they have naturally i a great many plants of inferior 
quality and character have been retained, taking > a great deal 
of room. I think the collection would be improved by reducing 
it in quantity and keeping those of the best quality. 

I will say to the Senator from Florida that when we get Cuba, 
as we hope to do, that land of fruit and flowers will furnish us 
~~ much better varieties than we now have. 

r.CULLOM. In addition to what the Senator has said, as he 
has dwelt upon the importance of the appropriations, following in 
a degree the head of the Department, I will say that the Secretary 
of iculture himself suggested in a letter that this amount 
conld be reduced. 

Mr. CALL. That is precisely what I object to. The idea that 
Congress should be subordinate to the representations of one man, 
the head of a Department! What are we here for? Are we to 
obey the officers, the clerks, who are the heads of these 
ments, or are to have a judgment of our own? The present Sec- 
retary of Agriculture is no doubt a man of capacity, but he has 
an idea that there ought not to be any Department of Agriculture; 
he has an idea that ev ing should be left to private industry 
and private efforts, and that t can not aid in the 
dissemination of scientific knowledge in matters of agriculture. 
_ coe not have us p’ : the rare ae would leave 

to nurserymen, when the great ion of our are 
not able to buy from n en. Theideaof my hon friend 
from Vermont saying that the way to improve 
Department is to take away its appropriations, to reduce them, 
ae cid eede, aie the Departmen unfit, appropri 

now ry the tare t, - 

ate —_ to build new ones. There are thousands of starving 
people in 
can not do better for the public credit of this country than to use 
it so that the people may have something to do, and 
so that the humble homes of this country can have and 
fruits and be places cf comfort. . 

Sir, we do not do justice to this great cultural and horti- 
cultural interest. e@ appropriation t to have been three 
times the .mount of mone vided for in this bill. 

The PRESIDING O The question is on the amend- 
~—_ submitted by the Senator gpg Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 


amendment was i 
tion was called away when the amend- 
. Lintended to ask for a 


District of Columbia who want employment, and you | in the 


ant in the Pathological Division $1,200 instead of $1,400, as it w.. 
in he ila eae trum the Hou of epreentaives 
ust, having done i or economy, that the comm: 
tee will consent to reconsider that. I have myself investigate.| 
the matter, and I know that we shall lose the services of a go. .| 
man if the ap iation is not allowed to remain as it was fix.) 
by the other House. 

Besides, I consider this is decidedly more important than t}. 
chief of the Dairy Division provided for in the peweting clause, 
In dairy matters our farmers can largely make their own experi. 
ments; but those in the Pathological Division are a specialty 1) 
require a man of special fitness. e present chief of that division, 
has proved himself to be such; and I sincerely hope that the eo1)- 
mittee will consent to this small amendment, and that it will recei,» 
the assent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Vermont mo, 
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment, which will now 
be read, was adopted. 

The Secrevary. fn line 7, on page 8, after the word * thou- 
sand,” the Senate struck out ‘‘four” and inserted “two”: s 
to read: 


One assistant in Pathological Division, $1,200. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motivn 
to reconsider. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the motion is put, I wish to state that 
all the amendments that have been made, unless concurred in |)y 
the House of Representatives, gointo conference. If there is any 
special reason that can be given to the conference committee. or 
to the other House, after the bill goes there, why they should |. 
concurred in, there will be an opportunity in the conference ¢1),- 
mittee of considering them. I hope that my distinguished friend 
from Vermont will not insist upon this particular action. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It seems to me that the committee should 
assent to the suggestion I have made. I think there is a yory 
- reason for se ting this, and that it should be done here. 

have not asked to have the i for any other salaries 
increased, and the others I am glad to have go into conference ty 
be thereconsidered, but this one, I am sure, should be made rivit, 
and should be made right here, I hope the committee will agri 
to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not wish to antagonize the 

ition of the Senator from Vermont, but I wish to say tht, 
f Senate to reconsider the question of salaries whore 
the Senate has cut down the amount fixed by the other Hous. | 
shall have to ask the Senate to reconsider its action in lines 9 and 
10, on 8. I feel sure that, as a matter of justice, the 
chief of the Biochemic Division should have at least $2,500. | 
spoke to the committee, and decided, after talking to them, iv let 
matter come up in conference after the House of Represent:i- 
tives had fixed it at $2,500 and the Senate cut it down to $2.25". 
WhileI do not wish to antagonize the Senator from Vermont, if the 
Senate proceeds now to consider the case he pro , as a matter 
of justice I shall have to ask the Senate to reconsider this case, 
present my reasons for it. If the Senator from Vermont is 
not willing to leave his case to the ce committee, asi have 
decided to do at the suggestion of the Senator in charge of the |)ill, 
I shall ask the Senate to hear me on lines 9 and 10. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me quite riy)i' 
that the Senator from North Carolina . BUTLER] should do 
that, and that the motion of the Senator from Vermont [\Ir. 
Proctor] ought to be agreed to. The Senator from Vermont 
has, according to his own admission, saved the country $),'\\\: 
that is to say, he has saved it if the committee of conference per- 
sists in ing to the amendment. Now, theSenator from \«r- 
mont wants a little favor of a couple of hundred dollars in con- 
nection with one of the best officers in the Agricultural Depart- 
mrad ie pooclocly vant this Sos isduk: to pens th 

W! ° u n ese ques- 
tions. The Senator from Tilinois of CULLOM] cn to think 
that the object of an appropriation is toaccumulate questions 

of conference committees. Wherefore, the Senator 
suggested a little while after a long debate between the two 
Senators from Maine, as important as these things we a" 
now considering, thatif the Senator from Maine would give 0) |i 
contention and allow the question to go to a conference comm: 


tee, undoubtedly 
that this $200 matter go into conference, and he will ts» 
the 


) as 


ene there in accordance with pote va ustice and propriety 
and Then comes next North Carolina, 
and he says that if that is done he shall insist that the matter 0‘ 
connection with one of these salaries shall he acted 01. 


Mr. these questions should be considered in op°? 
Senate, with a full Senate, and they should bé decided in accord- 
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ance with the merits of the case as they may be presented by dif- 


ferent Senators. 
hope that this motion of the Senator from Vermont 
will be fally aeeeaed upon its merits. There is time enough— 
there is not m before this to hear the argu- 
ts for the $200 and the $200, for the gentleman and 
against the gentleman, and then take up the case of the Senator 
from North Carolina and debate that and vote upon it, and not 
mix up these things in conference committee, to the distraction 
d the bedevilment of the committee of conference, so that they 
od torn all into by contending emotions before they reach 

a conclusion. 
CULLO. 


Mr . Lam obliged to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire for his tender care of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ially that portion of it which may be on the committee of 
conference; but I want to say to him that Iam not seeking to have 
these things go into as original propositions. This bill 
was read line by line; every amendment was voted upon by the 
Senate and agreed to as the committee had reported it. I refer to 
the amendments on this page. Prior to that the Committee on 
A tions took the exact estimates of the Department as to 
Apor they were paying these men at the time and what they are 
paying now, aad pet the appropriation for each man in this bill 
exactly according to what he is getting to-day. We are not try- 
ing to destroy anybody; we are not trymg to cut down anybody's 
providing the salaries of these gentlemen, who 
are val men, according to the estimate of what the Depart- 
ment said they were getting now and ought to have. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Llinois mean that the sal- 
ary fixed by the bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
i i of the salary those men are now receiving? 

Mr. CULLOM. An increase of $250 in most instances on that 
now paid them, and we put those salaries back to 4d ust what they 
are now ing. Heretofore they were being paid out of a lump 
sum. We to have them scheduled in statutory form in- 
stead of saab aan. being paid by the Department out of a lump 
sum. There seems to be an impression here that the whole De- 

t is a? and the officers go home because 
do not an increase of salary. 2 . 
. GRAY. The impression was that the bill as reported from 
the committee was reducing the salaries as they now are. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at ail. We are reducing them below the 

amount the House of Representatives fixed to just what they are 


recei now. 
Mr. Y. Ido not think that was understood. 
Mr. CULLOM. Isw it was. 
CER. The question is on the motion 





The PRESIDING O 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] to reconsider the 
vote adopting the amendment referred to by hin. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

order that the subject may be before the con- 


Mr. FRYE. In 
ference I ask that on 15, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” in line 13, the Senator in c arge of the bill accept this 
amendment: 

Of which $2,500 may be applied for the salary of the chiof of the division. 

So that the conference committee may have a right to consider 
the matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall agree to accept thAt, because that is 
what the officer to is now getting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 15, line 13, after the word “ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Of which $2,500 may be applied for the salary of the chief of the division. 

Mr. CALL. To what division does that apply? 

Mr. FRYE. The grass division. As it now stands, the matter 


of 

inserted so that they may have jurisdiction. 
. Before the amondment is adopted, I wish to 
to the t I made a little while ago. I lis- 


to argument of the senior Senator 


i 


impressed me. 
and at last I went 
Seder deee Maine whom I 


was right. 
hether he is the junior Senator 
Senator who is now in the Cham- 


eel 


ReRS 
Fee: 
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What was the end of that long debate upon that extremely im- 
portant question, where the Senator's argument was conclusive to 
my mind? The result was that, upon the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois { Mr. CuLLoM], certain amendments were adopted 
in order, as he said, to get the subject into conference, where it 
could be equitably and fairly dealt with; and all of the Senators 
who had stayed here to vote on the question were deprived of the 
opportunity of passing upon the question by their votes. The 
Senator from Maine and the Senator from Illinois have again 
looked the matter over, and have concluded that it is not yet in a 
condition to get into a committee of conference; so the Senator 
from Maine gets up and moves an amendment, which, he says, 
will carry it into conference. The Senator from Illinois accepts 
that amendment; into conference it goes; within two minutes after 
the Senator from Illinois had risen from his seat to repel, with 
some appearance of indignation, my suggestion that the object of 
conducting these bills in this way was to accumulate matters of 
great importance and of no importance in conference committees. 
He converted the Senator from Maine to his way of thinking. So 
I suppose the grave question of what we shall do for agrostology 
will at last be settled by six members, or perhaps four members of 
Congress, in the deep recesses of a conference committee, and the 
will and the decision of the Senate upon that important question 
will not be made known by a vote of the Senate, as it ought to be. 

Mr. President, I again take occasion to protest against this 
method of doing business. At all events, I notify the Senator from 
Maine that when he enters into a long debate of that kind again 
and converts me to his way of thinking, ard is about to arrange 
the matter privately with the member of the Appropriations Com 
mittee in charge of the bill, I hope he wil! give me notice, so that 
I may retire to the lunch room. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment has been adopted, I believe, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine will be consid- 
ered as agreed to. The Chair hears none. The Secretary will 
read the next reserved amendment of the committee, on page 14. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, line 24, after the word “ Investi- 
gations,” the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out 
the words ‘‘ Division of Agrostology.” 

Mr. KYLE. I move that that amendment be nonconcurred in. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought that amendment had been withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What does the Chair understand 
the Senator from [Illinois to desire in regard to that amendment? 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink the Senator from Illinois, who has charge 
of the bill, owes an explanation of this difficult term. Ishould like 
to know what “‘agrostology ” means? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the science of grasses, as the Senator from 
Maine and others have stated. 

Mr. FRYE. It covers the examination of grasses for pasturace, 
hay, etc. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
a while ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the Chair 
that there has been no action taken on that amendment and the 
amendment at the end of line 12, on page 15. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire that the words 
shall remain in the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatis, to disagree to the committee amendment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, to disagree to the amendment of the com- 
mittee as to striking out the words “‘ Division of Soils.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment of the committee will be disagreed to. The Chair 


I supposed the whole subject was disposed of 


** Division of Soils ” 


_| hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. CULLOM. In line 24, at the bottom of the page, the amend- 
ment proposing tostrike out the words ‘‘ Division of Agrostology” 
should be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be so ordered. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand, then, that that subject will not be in 
conference. 

Mr. FRYE. Not so far as that is concerned. 

Mr: CHANDLER. I understand it is definitely settled by leav- 
ing those words in the bill in that way. 

r.CULLOM. Yes. 
. Only whether it isto be provided for under 
the general appropriation of $18,000, or is the personnel to be spe- 
cifically appropriated for in this case? Is that the important ques- 
tion with which the committee of conference will wrestle? 

Mr. CULLOM. That I desire to look into. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will look into it carefully 
and confer with the Senatorfrom Maine [Mr. Frye}. [| ae.) 
Mr. CULLOM. [Ishall, and if there is any difficulty I will sen 

for the Senator from New Hampshire. [Langhter.| 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The amendment which was 
passed over on page 15 will now be stated. 


If there be no objection, it will 
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The Secretary. On page 15, line 12, in the clause providin 
for ‘‘Grass and forage plant investigations,” before the wor 
“thousand,” the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike 
out ‘‘ten” and insert “ eighteen”; so as to make the total appro- 
priation $18,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I now offer the amendment which I proposed 
earlier this afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 17 it is pees to strike out all of 
lines 12, 18, 14, and 15, and insert the following: 


Irrigation investigation: To enable the Secreta: 
tinue the collection of information through the 
Survey as to the best modes of irrigation, § 
immediate] 
streams an 


of the Interior to con- 
nited States Geological 
,000, of which sum $5,000 be 
available, to continue the work now under way of gauging the 
determining the water supply of the United States, includin 
the investigation of underground currents and artesian wells in arid an 
id wena one for preparing and publishing bulletins and reports on 


semiari 
this subject for distribution. 

Mr. WARREN. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hesitate to make a point of 
order on the amendment, and I do not know that I shall. do so; 
but I want to call the attention of the Senator from Wyoming to 
the fact that the investigation here proposed as the bill was sent 
to us from the House of Representatives is an entirely different 
subject from that now included in his amendment. irriga- 
tion investigation, so far as the Agricultural Department is con- 
cerned, is a compromise between conflicting interests in the West 
that had its origin really in the discontent of many of the West- 
ern States with the method of dealing with this subject pursued 
by the then Director of the Geological Survey, and a separate and 
distinct provision was inserted in the —— appropriation 
bill some years ago upon this subject. y impression is that this 
investigation, now being conducted by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, is of a little utility and importance. I believe that this 
investigation should be conducted by the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, and he is conducting from year to year certain investi- 
gations upon this subject, especially the measurement of streams, 
etc., as to the quantity of water that can be gathered. 

I am in thorough ee the amendment of the Senator 

from Wyoming. I believe that this subject can best be dealt with 
in the manner pro by him in his amendment; but his a 
tion is that that shall be conducted under the Secretary of the 
Interior, which of course means that it must be conducted by the 
Geological Survey. His amendment is injected, however, into an 
Agricultural appropriation bill, the appropriations in which are to 
be hag ae by the Secre of Teton. 
Mr. P . I beg pardon. the money for the books 
which are to be printed, costing one hundred and twenty-five or 
one hundred and thirty thousand dollars, is to be expended by 
the Public Printer. 

Mr.ALLISON. Very well. Thatis the mere printing, and that 
is in accordance with a law which we have passed. So the appro- 
priation for the printing of these agricultural documents is ex- 
pended under the direction of the Public Printer because the law 

uires it to be so — That is pa 
. PLATT. The ee Agriculture does not have any- 
thing to do with that appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Technically the Senator from Connecticut is 
correct; but really the Senator does not understand that the appro- 
priations in this bill, providing for the administration of the - 
cultural Department, are to be distributed through all the 
ments of the Government, and to be ded by the several Sec- 
retaries. That was the substance of an I intended to say. 

Mr. KYLE. May I ask the Senator on what bill this provision 
should be prepay placed? 

Mr. ALLISON. It should properly be placed on the sundry 
civil bill, where all of the appropriations for the Geological Sur- 
vey are usually made, 

. KYLE. I know we had the matter under consideration 
last and we had a a. of debate re ing it, and in 
uffle we were afraid we were going to be lost on sides. 


urgen 
been passed. There ought to be 
po oF $5,000 made for the measurement of those streams 


deficiency a: priation bill 
‘ore the sundry civil bill will probably come before us. For 
myself I should lad if the Senators interested in this amend- 
ment would allow it to stand until the sundry civil bill shall ap- 
, when a proper a will be made for this . 

f should be entirely ing to strike out the whole of 
priation under the Department of Agriculture, for I think it is 
practically useless, and the committee, having that in view, struck 


= 


down the appropriation from $15,000 to $6,000. I should be en- 
tirely content—though I do not want to interfere with the Senator 
from Mlinois [Mr. CoLLom] who has charge of this bill—if ¢}, 
entire provision were stricken out. 

I believe that the appropriation su by the Senator from 
Wyoming is a wise one, and I shoul support it cordially in ay- 
other bill, but it does seem to me that itis inappropriate to ins. 
it in this bill. However, I shall not myself make the point of 
order upon the — 

Mr. DUBOIS. . President, I am in thorough accord with 
the amendment offered w the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. W \;- 
REN], as I think all the Western representatives on this floor are 
I am very glad to say that the suggestion of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] meets with my cordial support. It is per- 
fectly absurd to state that we shall expend $6,000 to complete the 
collection of information as to the best modes of agriculture py 
irrigation. Three-fifths of this country is irrigable, and you can 
rot begin to complete the collection of information by an ex. 
penditure of $6,000. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Wyo. 
ming, I, speaking for myself, will be very glad to accept the sig. 
— of the Senator from lowa and strike out this entire clause, 

epending upon getting into the sundry civil bill the amendment 
of the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. Two points may be made in a decided way in 
favor of the appropriation and change which I prefer. So far as 
the narrow confines of technical construction of language are ¢on- 
cerned, to have this amendment go in here may be an innovation, 
but it covers a want that-can not be covered in the sundry civil 
bill nor any other bill, nor in any other way, because an immedi- 
ate appropriation is required to prevent a msion of extremel 
er work now being performed, and the sundry civ! bill, 
general deficiency bill, and others will not be passed early enough 
to furnish relief. 

There are now at work over the Western country agents of the 
Geological Survey—on small pay, it is true—who, with the State 
engineers, and in connection with State governments, are gauving 
the streams to ascertain their flow and the supply of water. The 
appropriation for this purpose for the fiscal year of 1896 was insuf- 
ficient, and unless we appropriate money immediately to continue 
the work those men have to be brought in, and the expense 
of bringing them in and sen them out again, later on, would 
be as much, perhaps, as the $5,000 pro to be made immediately 
available in my proposed amendment to carry on the work. 

I move this amendment in the interest of economy and effi- 
a: I agree that to strike out the committee’s proposed $',(00 
and leave the bill with — for irrigation investigation to 
be expended by the Secretary — would be no loss to 
the le in the arid regions, but I go further than to strike out 
the ess $6,000 for the Secre of Agriculture, and I seek in 
some way to cover at this time a deficiency that exists, as shown 
in the estimate submitted by the honorable Secretary of the In- 
terior, now in the on of the Senator from North Carolina, 
to whom I loaned it a moment ago. 

Irrigation work has been done, both under the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture, for many years. Some- 
times the en have been small for one and large for 
the — and in some years appropriations have been larger than 
in others. 

There will be nothing done in all probability which will be of 
value to irrigation if we leave the committee amendment in as it 

h provides $6,000, just about enough to pay three clerks 

eir office and write disco letters in answer to 

those received inquiry about tion. During the last 
three years there has no report upon this subject made from 
the Agricultural Department. There has been nothing dono 
whatever, as far as we can learn, to te irrigation or recla- 
mation of arid lands, sae ce eg curtly acknowledge letters 
that have been received. t even this courtesy of reply has 
been denied by the Secretary of Agriculture to the United States 
Senate, for on ber 20the following resolution was introduced: 


IRRIGATION INTERESTS. 
Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution, which was considered by 


wigan by te Senate Fant the Secretary ofthe Interior and th» Sr 

of Agriculture be requested to furnish such information as may be had 

respective egerwnsats cenaees the existing | tion relative 

as far as it concerns the Executive nts, the operations 

bureau and office in way concerned irrigation, the princk 

division of work among the various offices wher- 

allows latitude, and such other facts as will serve toshow cleatly 

has been already accomplished and what is proposed to be accol: 
plished in this line.” 
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expends the money. We are appropriating money for 
pores ¢ I do not care Whether money appropriated in this 
oii is ided under the Secretary of culture or the Secre- 
tary ot the Interior, provided it is expended in the interest and 
for the benefit of the subject named, but I do not want the money 
misa : 
soe ie the amendment may be eee as it is, ene 
immediately available. That sum can be expended imm iately, 
and will perform as much work if made available now as $10,000 
will perform if we wait until the sundry civil bill comes here. _ 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely desire to say a word. When this 
matter was under consideration in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions it was a matter of doubt in the minds of the committee 
whether the provision ought to be left there at all, and for a time 
the disposition on the part of those coming nearest to represent- 
ing what is called the “arid region ” seemed to be in favor of strik- 
ing it all out. I know it was the disposition of the committee, 

nerally, to do whatever was best in the interest of irrigation, and 
F the provision had been as those most interested wanted it, the 
amount would have been made larger. j 

But after a considerable time it was determined to leave the 
amount in the bill at $6,000, and to secure that sum in the way 
the provision indicates. I myself am exceedingly anxious that 
whatever legislation may be necessary to bring into use the lands 
of the arid regions, or in regions where water has to be carried to 
the land and over it, shall be enacted; but it is apparent 
that those most interested in the subject are not satisfied with the 
provision in the bill or with any other provision or amount to be 

nded in such manner as this clause provides for. 

[said to the Senator from Wyoming that I should be glad in- 
deed if he could prepare such a provision as would be satisfactory 
to the e most interested in the subject, and I went so far as 
to ask to confer with as many of the oe representing 
that m of the country as he could. e has prepared such an 
amendment, but we are met with the difficulty that it provides 
for an entirely different mode and manner of operation and also 
for a different Department to have the expenditure of the money. 

Therefore the chairman of the Committee on Seer 
raises the point that in a bill every provision of which is under 
the cated the Secretary of Agriculture, except as suggested by 
the Senator from Connecticut, we are inserting a clause which as 
toa ular investigation takes the matter out of the hands of 
the of Agriculture and his Department and places it in 
the hands of another Department. He suggests, and I think prop- 
erly, that it ought not to be done, and that such legislation as will 
be sai to the gentlemen representing that section of the 
country should be put on the sundry civil bill. 

I hope the Senator from Wyoming will consent to that arrange- 
ment. I would be willing even to consent to the greater part of 
the app m remaining in the bill if it would seem to Sena- 
tors consistent, to be used as a deficiency fund pending the time 
when the other provision shall become a law. 

Mr. TELLER. That does not meet the trouble. This Depart- 
nothing that is of any value whatever—— 
\ IN. Let us strike out this provision. 

Mr. TELLER. And another Department is. If this clause is 

not amended as the ae from Wyoming proposes, the provision 


‘ht oe of the bi 
; M. The Senator from Colorado is familiar not only 
with legislation on the subject, but with the administration of the 
Interior Department and the Departments generally, and I should 
like to have him state whether or not he thinks it would be better 
to put the appropriation in the sundry civil bill this year or leave 


it as ae 
Mr. T. . Iwill admit that that seems to be the logical 
of proceeding, and I do not know but that itcan be reached 
about as quickly in the sundry civil bill as in this bill, proba- 
writ wi a short time. 
Cc M. A month or two. 
TELLER. There is not money enough to continue the 
If it was certain that we would appropriate the money the 
go on, and if the money was appropriated a month 
woul bly do just as well. 
the Senator from Colorado and the Senator 


ment is 
Mr 


! 


ea 
& 


a 


ewes 
He 


planned by the Geological Survey in connection with 
ag They are at work now, but the appro- 
ou 

my State, a most excellent and efficient man, 
that if the work is not done early this spring it 
can not be done so well, and that it will have to be done at greater 
cost, because will have to cease operations. The geological 

Serveyncoopursing Wie, "Ths Sas prolopals 
geological survey 
have to stop. They could not work in conjunction. It is 


would be more appropriately asked for in 
bill, but it is a matter of Tmportance, of 


E gerd 
f 


will permit me, I wish to state that this work has | 
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emergency, and to get the best results with the amount of money 
the appropriation should be made early. 

Mr. President, the Secretary of the Interior recommended this 
appropriation on February 19. His communication came to the 
Senate a few days after the urgent deficiency bill was passed. 
The next day after that bill had passed I received a long letter 
from the State geologist of North Carolina, urging me to get this 
appropriation upon the urgent deficiency bill. Butit wasa day or 
two too late. The recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior 
also came a day or two too late. If this appropriation be put in 
the pending bill it will be economy, and it seems to me that is a 
more important consideration than the question whether it is put 
in the Agricultural bill or the general deficiency bill or the sundry 
civil bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
me to make a suggestion which perhaps will be satisfactory to all 
the gentlemen who are interested in this subject? If so, so far as 
I am personally concerned, I would be willing to let it rest upon 
that temporary basis as a sort of deficiency arrangement. I pro- 
pose to insert this provision in the place of the one that is now in 
the bill: 

To enable the Director of the United States Geol 
gauging the streams and determining the water nited States, 
including the investigation of underground currents and artesian wells in 
arid and semiarid sections, to June 30, 1896, $4,500, to be made immediately 
available. 

Mr. BUTLER. That will beagreeable to me if it is to the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Wyoming will consent to 
that provision, so far as I am concerned I will allow it to go into 
the bill in that shape. 

Mr. WARREN. Iappreciate the proposition. The reason why 
I desire that the money shall be handled by some other Depart- 
ment is shown in many ways, but principally on page 50 of the 
1895 report of the Secretary of Agriculture, in which, where he 
closes as to the irrigation inquiry, he says: 

With almost a superabundance of agricultural products in our home mar- 
kets at reasonably low prices, public funds out of taxes gathered largely 
from existing farms and farmers can not justly be appropriated from the 
Treasury of the United States to create competing farms. 

Now, Mr. President, I submit that those who are interested in 
carving out “competing farms” in the Rocky Mountain and des- 
ert plain regions are not in favor of having this ‘‘competing 
farm” fearing Department handle in any manner any money that 
shall be ce to forward the work of irrigation and the 
reclamation of arid lands. That is one proposition. 

The second proposition, so far as the deficiency is concerned, is 
that if you appropriate $4,500 in order to gauge those streams hun- 
dreds of miles from railroads, thousands of miles from headquar- 
ters, the funds must be available at once. It takes quite a good 
deal of time to prepare the work for the next season, and in order 
to do it economically it must be done in unison with the States 
and with the State boards, and it is necessary to plan with cer- 
tainty long beforehand the $15.000 appropriation asked for. 

I have here a paper published at my home, of date Friday, Feb- 
ruary 28, which gives a list of persons who, since January 11, have 
applied for lands under the so-called Carey Act. - The list—which 
I ask to have printed in my remarks—shows that more than fifty 
applications have been made in one and one-half months’ time to 
enter land under that law, and the aggregate number of acres 
amounts to over 50,000. The great necessity for this land is water, 
and what is most interesting to these proposed land reclaimers, 
and what must be first established for them, is the water supply 
and an assurance of its adequacy. 

APPLICATIONS FOR LEASE OF STATE LANDS DONATED UNDER ACT OF JULY 


10, 1890—NEARLY 53,00 ACRES APPLIED FOR SINCE JANUARY ll, 1896, THE 

DATE OF THE LAST PUBLICATION OF THE LIST IN THE TRIBUNE 

On January 11 last the Tribune published for the information of those 
concerned a list of the applications on file in the office of the secretary of the 
State land board for the lease of lands donated to the State by the General 
Government under the act of admission. 

The applications filed since January 11, are as follows: 
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Applicant. Acres. eee alannah 










BD CPOUER 0. n.ga0 se ccce cave evesenussssncenesions 2, 40 81,32 80 
it Ec chenc eases conbotinestttignarn wala 2,560 26,27 74 
Bit ID ncnnatioengunesscommmpeoceonwnsten 2,640 31,2 79,80 
a iain tbibnitiriitniitinnstiibtes datrwnmmntaell 560 38 9L 
iT I ie ioe og 5 3X5. Ab iaisiaw nce 800 31 79 
Be a IN pct hcipeieencicincecstnincindb-atinaibainerimithindal 1,400 31 80 
tet inaabtmminnnmmpesnietel 480, 53, 54 &3 
OI i a aia es clintpaentinignetti 240 56 a4 
Eine sco waeatnaaicacaimmulial 1,160 88, 39 89, 90 
id it ada chvndandlbnnsaimupninwu 320 32 73 
Wm. W: an a se drentmenoabicitetvensh abated m0 51 86 
eli ititicidnatininiinygnimenncitel 2380 54 83 
EE cnt adcnmnisneaditeciataaneininnl 80 55 83 
a ncnianpaaieneéwituannh (auth 480) 57 83 
J. W. Wiley é 360 55 83 
IS thei cniatias inthe viata aeammintncngeinnintiil 80 54 83 
a eeneenet einen 2A) 55 83 

I chi iaat ahd a lacniacnnnieiliiaamnaiiagl 1,929 56 86, 87 
a. W. i it al calle i a del 280 55 83 
XE Se a ET Re a 80 55 83 
is ch artenreeninanninnaeipiieeineguinn 1,080 55 83 
ccc tnchi tetskinnnundiniethinadidenal 560 56 83 
IT wucnadsiitherls npauidsatumendmeabeiian 480 55 83 
RE nae SSC ooo | sen] as 

en Soa a of 

A. a aa 320 56 84 
cnr nn eniseienpinpintabiersunsion 56 88 








The total area applied for in the above list embraces 52,841 acres. 


In gauging the streams they must be gauged at all seasons of 
the year, every month; in fact, at different times in the month. 
If the proposition to expend this money through the Department 
of the Interior is wrong, that has been already waived by the late 

ition of the Senator in charge of the bill. Having waived 

e opposition because it is to be expended at the Interior 

nt, I ask why we shall ant oa appropriate $15,000, as well 
as $5,000, so that the work shall go on without waiting: for the 
sundry civil bill, in order that the officers can depend upon it and 
can k the men and instruments now at those remote points, 
where they are, and can conduct the work to a finality not only 
with an und as to the present, but . mow about what 
will be their season's work? 

Now, I beg the Senator from Illinois to let the amendment stand 
as I offer it. Of course, if he insists upon it I shall be obliged to 
surrender, but if it is fair and right to expend in that manner 
$4,500 or $5,000, it is fair and right to expend $10,000 or $15,000; 
and if it is proposed to put that amount or more in the 
civil bill, if you = in any of the sum now—and a - = 
necessary—it is a business proposition to put it in 
that the amendment shall go in in its en 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from W oming knows that I am 
the best natured man in the world especially toward 
not think that he gught to insist pon any greater sum than wil 
not oug wu sum 

until another bill 


carry this work alo which 
will be within a mon h or two, and will sukoueode y answer all 


he desires in the 
Mr. KYLE. sr ensninitinill Gini Ministect Sous: Wtileiaaiaa 
ve a 
Sandy etvil bill? 
Mr. CULLOM. I can not guarantee anything. I said in the 
— “me 1 capenah ke co anxious that whatever sum is neces- 
as ES ee ee See ee oe 
shal be appro ao that whatever legislation is 
8 enacted 
eur. KYLE. The committee was very unanimous last year that 
it should bo stricken from the Agricultural bil, and they said they 
oir CULLOM. “T shall not hi ot have charge of the sundry civil bill 
o ve 
know that the members of the A: 


I merely want to draw attention at this time to the fact that 

$15,000 1s the same amount, no more or no less, that was appro- 
in tural act of last year. 

Mr. CULLO. I understand 


some 
Seer ee ee pation pat into proposed Agri 

teal + into Agri- 
cient in Senet he nokanammas 


arid lands. ae deme far as I am to 

evacuate the field, and to eS se arsicnal an eaten 

a sufficient a tion for this 

The PRES GQ OFFICER. Chair understands the Sen- 

ator from Wyoming towithdrave amendment, and the Senator 
Nlinois su an amendment, which will be stated, 


that there will be a liberal appropriation in the | and thus 


Mr. CULLOM. I move to strike out lines 12 to 15, inclusive, 
and insert what I have sent to the desk. 


Mr. WARREN. how much? 
Mr. CULLOM. Four five hundred dollars. 
PRESIDING O The amendment will be stated. 


The Szcretary. It is proposed to strike out all after line |{ 
on page 17, re in the following words: 


tt ney pw ‘o enable the Secretary of Agriculture to co 
tinue collection of information as to the best modes of of agriculture ~ 
irrigation, $15,000. 

And to insert: 

Guctegtens Survey: To enable the Director of the United States Geologic al 
Survey to continue ga the my em and determining eee supp! 
of the United investigation of unde nd currents 
and in arid pada A , 1896, $4,500, to 
be immediately available. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the people of Florida and some f 
the Southern States are interested in the question of irrigation. 
pep inva of that question. One relates to the methods 

otter toe aalee y and the area. One 
of these Siac to geology. Theq of the subterranean 
rivers and streams and the areas of waters on the surface of thio 
a ana ee a the Geological 
Survey to investigate. of the application of water 
are matters for ines and in that respect the diffusion ./ 
information is the sole fanction that the Agricultural Departine nit 
can ee _ most Ages in ae of the sub- 
ject i people of Florida are greatly interested. 

I shall take , but I wish to say that 

ture from the i im- 


Saints Sha Sue chankh gv tegeiier. it shall be app. 

i a you Geological Survey 
for this is one of the most 
iculture. 


P ING OFFICER. The question is on sing to 
ont from Illinois | Mr. CuL- 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. In line 18, on 
a ee “fifteen” 


Botanical in Repentiantions- tnd 28 eegeimanie, Besttee of ae Beteny: Investiza- 
traveling expenses, aud ex a = plants, the mof sieote, 
trave ens, yer, 
and al sine ap ta ude borhan 
sae sees 2 the divi to and ——— of 
botanical ua ications he division, and lilustra- 
Jublication of 


tion, and p 

Soak daeeien tno tit has beon customary to ap) 
priate from $25,000 to $30,0 expenses of botanical investi- 
—— and experiments forthe Division of Botany. A year ago 
he Division of Agrostology was i of oe of 
t division. 


Botany, 
Since that time the expenses of Botanical Division have been 
at the rate of $20,000, and it is proposed by this bill to cut that suin 
down to $10,000, eee ae 6 meal more 
impair its usefulness. vision Agrosto ogy has a 
te appropriation, and, as I have said, is a separate division. 
Secretary in his official estimate asks for $20,000 for the 
expenses of the Division of on its own account, exclusive 
of the Division of Agrostology. it must be plain to Senators 
that if we cut in two the amount that is being expended now i» 
sustain that division and decrease the sum from $20,000 to $10.1) 
the division itself must be cut in two and one-half the employees 
discharged and one-half of its usefulness be destroyed. Hence [ 
move the amendment which I have indicated. 
Mr. CULLOM. Iam ene. 
The PRESIDING OFFI an eneeiion uestion is on agreeing to 
the — of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. H.»s- 
BROUGH 
a was agreed to. 
bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ts were concurred in. 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 


rod a third time 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 
Mr. VILAS. Se ee sees celia up fer conse 


10, I move to = o 
ore ‘‘ thousand,” 


ation the bill (S. 1448) to withdraw from the Supreme Court jums- 
diction of criminal cases not capital confer the same on the 
circuit courts of te ke ball which wes very carefully 
considered by the on the Judiciary. 


of the 


a i 
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e Supreme Court shall 
therein as if this act had not been passed. 


should like to know the scope of the bill. 
a atélltetranston jurisdiction in criminal cases 
Court to the respective circuit courts 


capital from 
in the circuits. ; ; 
: Allright. The explanation is sufficient. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PROPOSED ART COMMISSION. 

HANSBROUGH. Iask the consent of the Senate for the 
euaan of et (8. 1922) creating an art commission of 
On ILL. I suggest to the Qonther from Maine [Mr. HaLe] 
that we might for half an hour or so under the same ar- 
was agreed to yesterday upon his motion. I 
y hoping to reach one of my bills and 
Now I am losing groundall the while by 


I that would be a ve 


rangemen 
here all day 
stayed here 


fitting thing to do. 


Mr. HILL. If we proceed in this way I shall not be as near my | 


bill another day as I was last night when we adjourned. 
Mr. HAN OUGH. Mr. dent—— 
Mr. HALE. I shali make the request after the conclusion of 
the bill the Senator from North Dakota desires to call up. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I simply desire to ask for unanimous 


consent. 
Mr. HALE. When that bill is through I shall submit the same 
oposition I made yesterday, to take up the Calendar where we 
Fett off and proceed for the remainder of the day to con- 
i j cases. 
For the remainder of what day—to-day or to- 


morrow? 
Mr. HALE. Of to-day. 7 
Mr. HARRIS. There is not much remainder left of to-day. It 
is now 5 o'clock. 3 , 
Mr. BERRY. I think we ee call up bills specially this 
evening. Many Senators on eit side of the Chamber have 
ial , short bills, that they desire to have considered, and 
think we d get along more rapidly in that way for the rest 
7 X , if; I t parti 
or myself; I am not partic- 
I thought if we would take up the Calendar where 
yy and go on in order it would be a good pro- 
, but of course it only be done by unanimous consent. 
j to it that is the end of it. 
OFFI . The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill which 


ary. A bill (S. 1922) creating an art commission 
States, and for other purposes. 
ING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 


like to object when a request is made 
still I ask that the bill may go over, 
with reference to the bill and I 
matter. I did not know that 

soon and I have not investi- 

the consideration of the bill 

to take up the bill and pro- 


from North Carolina weil 
ity of i unanimous con- 

have been making an effort 
I have received 


that I ay nee 
suggested Sena’ an 
subject, which I shall offer at 


have the t to object? 
OFFICER. The Senator will still have the 


to object. The bill will be read for information. 
‘See 
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M.. MILLS. Let the bill go over until the next day. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas objects, 


PORT OF SYRACUSE, N. Y. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent to consider at this time 
the bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y.,a port of delivery. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to let that 
bill go over. My attention has been called to it. 

Mr. BERRY. -Doesthe Senator from New Hampshire object 
to its consideration? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I doobject, if I have a right to object. 

Mr. BERRY. I say does the Senator object? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects. 

Mr. BERRY. He objects to unanimousconsent? 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. I have been requested to look at 
the bill. I will look at it and notify the Senator from Arkansas 
after I have examined it. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state, if I may be permitted, that I 
was designated by the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
to report the bill to the Senate, and a member from New York 
who represents that district has been continually urging me for 
a week to have the bill called up and considered at the first op- 
portunity. This is the first chance I have had; but of course if 
the Senator from New Hampshire objects that carries it over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Arkansas is at liberty to 
say to the distinguished Representative from the Syracuse dis- 
trict who it is in this House that objects. The bill proposes to 
create a large number of additional offices. In these hard times 
when the poor of New York and of Arkansas are under a pressure, 
I do not intend to let the bill go through until after I have exam- 
ined it. 

Mr. BERRY. It was not necessary for the Senator from New 
Hampshire to have given any reasons. I simply desired to give 
the gentleman from New York who represents that district, and 
who is very anxious to have the bill passed, the reasons why I 
have been unable to have it considered. p 

Mr. CHANDLER. While I am on the subject, I take occasion 

to say that I do not think it right to come in here with the wishes 
of individual members of the House of Representatives. They are 
entitled to all respect while they confine themselves to their own 
—— functions, but certainly it does not seem to me that it would 
¢ proper for a Representative to get up in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and say, ‘‘ Senator So and So wants a thing done”; 
neither ought it to be said here because an objection is made to 
the consideration of a billthat the enmity, perhaps, will be incurred 
of the Representative from the district in the other House. I do 
not suppose the Senator from Arkansas intended anything of that 
kind, but it hasan uncomfortable sound to be in some sort threat- 
ened in that way with the animosity of a member of the House 
who undoubtedly is powerful within his own district, perhaps in 
his State, perhaps throaghout the nation, 

Mr. BERRY. As to what is proper or improper for me to do 
here I am the sole judge, and I take no orders or suggestions from 
the Senatorfrom New Hampshire in regard to that matter. So far 
as intending to threaten the Senator with the enmity of the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York who represents that district and 
whose name I do not know, I had no such intention. I only gave 
as a reason why I was anxious to have the bill considered that he 
had made a request of me to have it done, and that I had been 
a by the Senator from Maine to report the bill to the 
senate. 


I have asked 


RESTRICTION OF FREE MAIL MATTER, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
w call up a bill which will meet the approval of every member 
of the Senate. It was explained the other day. It is a bill to 
limit the use of the post-offices in transportation of mai, and to 
prevent the transportation of roller desks, electric motors, carpets 
all made up, and other heavy truck at the expense ofjthe Govern- 
ment. It is the bill (S. 2169) to regulate mail matter of the fourth 
class. It is a very short bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CALL. I do not like to object, and I shall not do so; but I 
will state to the Senator from Colorado that there is a good deal 
of opposition in the country to that bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I explain to the Senator from Florida 
that this is not the bill he refers to? This only applies to the Gov- 
ernment Departments in shipping matter. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It does not apply to anything except to the 

it by the Treasury and other Departments, against the pro- 
of the Post-Office Department, free, of different heavy articles. 
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The Senator will see that it simply changes the law so as to limit 
free mail matter to letters and documents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no asm, 
and the bill will be read at length as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not want to object to the 
bill. I am a member of the committee, but I did pot happen to 
be present when it was considered, which was my own fault. I 
should like to ask the Senator from Colorado, the chairman of the 
committee, how this bill changes the present law. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It simply limits the different Departments in 
sending matter free through the mails to letters and documents 
printed at Government expense, or packages weighing 3 pounds, 
and does not permit them to send roller desks and other hea 
anny: at the expense of the Post-Office Department, throug 
the mails. 
ane BUTLER. Is there any law now providing that that may 

one? 

Mr, WOLCOTT. There ought not to be, but the construction 
which the different Departments have placed upon the existing 
law apparently authorizes them to do it, although the Post-Office 
Department has protested against it. The proposed change of 
age yuts the law beyond question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not all this Government work done at Gov- 
ernment cost? 


Mr. WOLCOTT, Yes; but it should be appropriated for in the 
appropriations for the several Departments. Instead of that, it 
goes to help make up the deficit of the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wishtoask anotherquestion. Ihave no doubt 
that the chairman has investigated this matter, and I want the 
information. What will be the relative difference between the 
cost? Now, this isGovernment business. The Government must 
pay somebody to do it, and it now has a waytodoit. How much 
is the difference between the cost to the Government in transport- 
ing the matter and having it done—— 

r. WOLCOTT. I will tell the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. The difference in cost between transporting 
these — articles through the mails—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. So far as it can be ascertained —— 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; answer that question. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. So faras it can be reasonably ascertained, the 
expense to the Government is greater under the present arrange- 
ment in addition to the evident unfairness of the custom, I will 
say to the Senator that the mails are paid for by weight. If,when 
a Government building is being fitted, we will say in California, 
there issent from here a half dozen carpets, all made up, an elec- 
tric motor, and half a dozen roller desks, and they go by mail free 
and it — to be a weighing day, then for three hundred and 
sixty-five days in the year the Government pays as if every day 
all this great mass of stuff, which is unmailable and which has no 
business in the postal cars, weretobecarried. In addition to that; 
these articles are so bulky and so —— that additional —- 
have to be gathered together in the different towns to load and un- 
load them, and doors have to be taken out of the postal cars to 
put the stuff in. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has the Senator any information that the De- 
partments of the Government have ever pu ly sent these 
articles on the days that the mails were weighed, so as to charge 
the Government with the increased weight for the full year? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; but if they failed to do that and took 
advan of those days when the mails were weighed, and 
wron the railroads to that extent, the Government officials are 
not fit to hold their my aday. The Government should pay 
upon its average business, and it is the duty of the Government 
to see that the average mail is sent on a weighing day. If the 
Government officials would not send the matter dheounh on the 
days when the mails were weighed, and saved their heavy stuff 
for those days when the mails were not weighed, then I say the 
Government officials would be derelict in their duty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lagree with the Senator that point is to 
get at the average business; but has the Senator any information 
that the Departments have been doing that thing for the purpose 


of tees matter through the mails? 
r. WOLCOTT. But it not become an average. You 


can not average it. It is perpetrated, too, upon comparativel 
few occasions, because fortunately the great, lumbering freight 
wrelgihing Gay or ft mag ha sottgens @ doy which i ugh sedigiiag 
weighin or it ma: sent upon a day w sn 

day, and it is not a fit subj vor the mails. The Postmaster- 
General urges the passage of this bill, and the construction which 
the other ents put upon the law is very doubtful. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the rate the Government has to pay 
now for the transmission of this matter? _ 
iar eteroceruasene od a for —- jake 

ey donot pay anything. ey y freight they pay 
rates. They pay less rates on certain railroads than on others. 
If they send by express they have certain express rates to pay. I 


will say to the Senator from North Carolina that there is a report 
filed in connection with this bill, and that the Post-Office Commit. 
tee, not at one meeting, but at several, at which unfortunately {ho 
Senator from North Carolina was not present, had this bill under 
discussion, and if he had only contented himself with reading th, 
report which accompanies the bill he would not now object, [ 
know, to its ’ a. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator does not object, since I haya 
been derelict in my duty, because I am myself trying to get the 
information in the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have no doubt the Senator is the only mom. 
ber of the Senate who has not read the report. Iam very ¢laq 
indeed personally to give him any information in my power. [ 
certainly never suspected that the Senator from North Caroling 
— the report until he rose and asked to have the }i|j 
explained. 

r. BUTLER. If this matter is not carried through the mails 
it will be carried by the express companies? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Or by the railroad companies, or it will be 
bought in the place where the building is erected, or they will go 


without it or pay for it themselves, or put the postage on it if it 
does not weigh too much, or divide it up into small packages, s9 
that each separate parcel will not weigh more than 3 pounds, 


So that in some way or other they will comply with the law and 
not put this burden on the Post-Office artment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does this very valuable report, which every- 
body has read but myself, show that it will be economy to the 
Government to make this change? 

Mr: WOLCOTT. Undoubtedly. ws 

Mr. CHANDLER. Right here I should like to call attention to 
the fact that it appeared before the committee, and I think it has 
appeared still more nan since, that nine-tenths, if not nincty- 
nine one-hundredths of all this merchandise might go by freight 
just as well as by mail. There is no haste about it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It _ g° by canal, most of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFI ‘ e bill is before the Senate in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I regret very much, being the only man in the 
Senate who has not read the , to object to the bill, but I 
ean as I am the only man who not read it, that I shall have 
to object. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If that be so, thenI beg in behalf of the pub- 
lic service that the Senator from North Carolina will attend the 
next meeting of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and assist that committee in the performance of its duties. 

Mr. GRAY. lLask whether the bill was not already up for con- 
sideration by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the bill was read for infor- 
mation. Objection has been interposed to its consideration at this 


time. 
Mr. GRAY. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado to nove to 
take it up. 


LIEUT. WILLIAM M’CARTY LITTLE. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the joint res- 
olution (8. R.76) authorizing Lieut. William McCarty Liitle to 
accept a decoration from the King of Spain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not object to that joint resolution, but I 
on™ purpose of oe vse em, of I oom Sot, the floor 
w matter is disposed of, move that the Senate 
adjourn; but I do not want to cralin eat dagtion in the face of the 


uest of 7 Senator to consider any matter. : 
ir. ELL. I hope the Senator will substitute for that 
motion a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 


ess. 
Mr. HARRIS. Of course, Mr. President, I will yield to such a 


motion. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— a 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
joint resolution will be regarded as before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I rose for the p of asking 
that the title of that joint resolution might be again read, s0 that 
I might determine w or not I would object to it. ‘ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the joint resoluiion 


will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A jointresolution (S. R.76) authorizins icut. 
William McCarty to accept a decoration from the King of 
Spain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not object. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
eens to consider the joint resolution. It authomz¢s 
Lieut. William peony Little, of the United States Navy, to 2 
cept from the King of Spain, through the Queen Regent, the 


eR detccldenssteiasmadabeaeiateetieenmemenncal 












decorati cross of ordinary commander of the Order of 
decoration of anslio in recognition of his services in Spain in con- 
i Columbian Exposition. 
noctien wit aaten was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. cedered to be aivomet | for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
RESTRICTION OF FREE MAIL MATTER. 
HARRIS obtained the floor. 
= TARE OTT. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to me 


t? 
ctr. HARB . Lyield to the Senator from Colorado. : 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I appeal to the Senator from North Carolina 
Mr. B to withdraw his objection to the consideration of 
bre bill (S. 2169) to regulate mail matter of the fourth class. I 
assure the Senator that the bill is one which will commend itself 
to his judgment upon consideration, and I trust that he will let it 
be called up and acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. B I withdraw my objection, Mr. President. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill (S. 2169) to regulate mail 
matter of the fourth class. It provides that mailable matter of 
the fourth class shall embrace all matter not embraced in the 
first, second, or third class which is not in its form or nature liable 
to destroy, deface, or otherwise damage the contents of the mail 

or harm the m of anyone engaged in the postal service, 
and is not above the weight provided by law, which is hereby 
declared to be not exceeding 4 pounds for each package thereof, 
except in case of single books weighing in excess of that amount, 
and except for books and documents published or circulated by 
order of Congress, or printed or written official matter emanating 
from any of the Departments of the Government or from the 
Smithsonian Institution, or which is not declared nonmailable 
under the provisions of section 3893 of the Revised Statutes as 
amended by the act of July 12, 1876, or matter appertaining to 
lotteries, gift concerts, or fraudulent schemes or devices. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 4, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 3, 1896. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Charles E. Wells, of West Virginia, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of West Virginia, vice A. D. Garden, de- 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


First Lieut. Thomas N. Wood, of the Marine Corps, to be a 


captain in said from the 28th of January, 1896, vice Capt. 
Samuel Mercer, é 


Second Lieut. Rufus H. Lane, of the Marine Corps, to be a first 
lieutenant in said Corps, from the 28th of January, 1896, vice First 
Lieut. Thomas N. Wood, promoted. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 8, 1896. 
CONSUL. 
Samuel H. meoty, of New York, to be consul of the United 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
George J. Roskruge, of Tucson, Ariz., to be surveyor-general of 


CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


Under the provisions of the act of Congress, approved March 1, 
1893, entitled “An act to create the California Débris Commission 


and hydraulic mining in the State of California,” * * * 
the following-named oem ne the oes - _ ineers, United 
States appointment as mem of the Commission, to 
date from December 27, 1895: 

Col. Charles Russell = ear 

Maj. Charles Edward Law Bald 

Capt. Cassius Eric Gillette. 

MEMBER OF THE MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 
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UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Charles E. Wells, of West Virginia, to be United States mar- 

shal for the district of West Virginia. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Sloan E. Wible, to be postmaster at Hopkins, in the county of 
Nodaway and State of Missouri. 

Edmund C. Burke, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 

George D. Muggah. to be postmaster at Cloquet, in the county 
of Carlton and State of Minnesota. 

Henry C. Howard, to be postmaster at Lake Crystal, in the 
county of Blue Earth and State of Minnesota. 

Christopher Whitney, to be postmaster at Franklinville, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Charles Harrington, to be postmaster at Essex, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

Adam Uhl, to be postmaster at Montowese, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Mary Kate Cleveland, to be postmaster at Waterville, in the 
county of Oneida and State of New York. 

S. ~ Van Dyck, to be postmaster at Coxsackie, in the county 
of Greene and State of New York. 

Leonard W. Young, to be postmaster at Bayshore, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, March 3 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
HENRY M. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 


ISU, 


, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 3537) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (8. R. 43) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to purchase and distribute seeds, bulbs, etc., 
as has been done in preceding years. 

CORRECTION, 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, in making a report from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs yesterday I omitted to include among - 
the resolutions considered by the committee and for which the 
committee resolutions were reported as a substitute the resolu- 
tions (H. Res. 122) submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. Gipson. They should have been included with the other 
resolutions enumerated in the report. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, House bill No. 5831 was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
properly, as that committee thinks, but there is some question 
about it and some desire on the part of other gentlemen that it 
should go to the Committee on Railroads and Canals, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be so referred. It is the bill to 
incorporate the Lake Erie and Ohio River Canal Company, etc. 

Mr. POWERS objected to the proposed change of reference, but 
subsequently withdrew the objection, and the bill was accordingly 
referred to the Committee on Railroads and Canals. 

The SPEAKER. Senate bill 1631, granting a pension to Eme- 
line Filgate, has been referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions by error. The reference should have been to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and if there be no objection, the change will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ANCHORAGE IN ST. MARYS RIVER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 4779) re- 


lating to the anchorage and movements of vessels in St. Marys 


River, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 
On motion of Mr. BENNETT, the amendments wereconcurredin, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
Mr. Kup, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 


four days, on account of important business, 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, by unanimous consent, obtained an 
. 8339) to create a special commis- 
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sion on highways and to make a therefor, the supply 
of the same having been exhausted. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was eed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UppE- 
GRAFF] is entitled to the floor. . 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, when the Committee of 
the Whole rose last evening I was endeavoring to explain that 
= of the amendment which provides for field deputies (which 

section 6), and to explain also the limited departure made by 
that section from the a principle of the measure, which is 
to substitute salaries for fees. The committee with great reluc- 
tance felt constrained to make this limited departure, and were 
especially influenced by the advice of the tment of Justice. 
The ccmmittee first consented to give to these field deputies three- 
fourths of their fees as compensation for their services, because it 
was felt that some stimulus was necessary to incite these gentle- 
men to activity in the enforcement of the internal-revenue laws. 

Afterwards, when the committee asked the opinion of the De- 
partment of Justice as to whether or not the provisions of this 
amendatory bill would impair the strength of the arm of the Gov- 
ernment in the enforcement of the laws, the De ent of Jus- 
tice informed the committee, after careful consideration of some 
days, that unless these field deputies, besides their regular com- 
pensation, were permitted to be paid their actual and n 
expenses, that Department could hardly say conscientiously that 
the arm of the Government would not be weakened in the enforce- 
ment of the laws. For this reason the committee consented to 
the provisions of section 7; and, on reflection, I will say for myself 
(and the committee all concur in the opinion) that I recognize the 
necessity for the creation of these field deputies on the basis of 
section 6 of the bill. 

Section 7 provides for subsistence and traveling expenses of mar- 
shals. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to aska —_ concerning 
section 6. Did the committee take into consideration that the ap- 
inieeet of field deputies should be restricted in such a way that 

t should not be at the mere option of the marshal hi 
should be done with the approval of the district judge? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. In reply tothe gentleman’s question, I can 
say that the committee did go over that ground with great care. 
These field deputies, as I have already at were created, among 
other objects, to answer em: es. Their appointment is to be 
made by the marshal, who is to report imanediately that appoint- 
ment to the Attorney-General; the latter officer has power to can- 
cel those appointments, or to permit the officers to remain till such 
time as y may become unnecessary, when he can terminate 
their authority. We did not think it necessary to make these 
—— ependent at all upon the judge. 

wish to say in this connection that in framing this bill, where 
it was necessary to lodge discretion somewhere as to some ic- 


ular action, we have that discretion as far as ible in a 
single place “in the Tepartment of Junie. That are 
m @ repor ongress. \ 
Congress can call it to account. Bat Congress would not be e 
ee ee en ee 2,500 deputy marshals scat- 
all over the United States. Under this measure the respon- 
sibility is lodged where the of the United States can con- 
trol the matter; and I venture to say that the discretion where it 
is to be lodged under this bill will be patriotically exercised. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman refer me to the section 
giving the Attorney-General power to cancel these appointments? 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That will be foundin section 6. The gen- 
tleman will t me to say it is hardly fair to occupy m limited 


? 


time by me questions as to what an e tion of the 
bill itself will show him 


Section 10 provides for clerks for district attorneys. Where the 
business is large the district attorney often needs clerical assist- 
ance. It is now the habit of business men to use typewriters in 


conducting correspondence; and for the same reason 

are often necessary in the offices of the district attorneys. Hence 

we have given to the district attorney power to y, with the 

approval of the Attorney-General, assistance. 
e next two sections franc wien * rative. The next 

section (section 13 of the and 19 of the bill) prohibits 

United officers from demanding or receiving com- 


We now reach another subject. The committee in the early 
part of their labors determined not to excite too many enemies, 








and therefore decided to leave out of the bill clerks and commis- 
sioners. These gentlemen have no power to institute criminal 
proceedings; therefore it was not so im t in connection with 
this measure of reform that they be reached. On first considera- 
tion the committee decided that it would limit the fees of United 
States commissioners to $5 a day in any one case, as there had 
grown up an abuse under which commissioners would keep a casa 
pending day after day indefinitely, and then charge the Govern- 
ment $5 for each day, when the case might have been disposed of 
in one day as well as not. After agreeing upon this, under t). 
advice of the De ent of Justice, the committee went a litt]. 
further and fixed a schedule of commissioners’ fees. ere is now 
no law fixing the term of the commissioners of the circuit court, 
as they are technically called. 

The country is full of such officers, many of them not knowin 
that they have been appointed commissioners. As we all remem- 
ber, several electors for President and Vice-President have been 
found by examining musty old records to have been circuit court 
commissioners when they had lost the consciousness of that fact 
themselves. The office has been greatly abused in many cases. 
It has even been questioned whether Congress possesses the power 
to remove these old commissioners; it has been claimed that they 
hold their offices until death releases them. I do not assent to 
that construction of the law, but that has been claimed. In view 
of these considerations the committee decided to abolish entirely 
the office of commissioners of the circuit court, to wipe out the 
whole list, and to create United States commissioners, with ex- 
— the same functions, under a different name, and to fix their 

ees, 

I want to say right here, Mr. Chairman, that since this bill was 
brought into ouse the committe have agreed tosome amen- 
ments which will be offered at the pro time as committes 
amendments. do not essen change the bill, and are 
mainly verbal amendments, only one or two, perhaps three, of 
them bein g substantial. 

__ Now, I wish to add a word about the importance of this bill, and 
it is hardly ee I imagine, to do so, for there is no man of 
intelligence, with reference to public affairs in this country, that 
can not see the pepe A some radical change in this regard. 
Most of the States of Union have already abolished the feo 
system, because the law has created no machinery by which the 
State officers are enabled to plunder the public more effectively 
than through the fee system; and wherever it can be abolished it 
is the universal sentiment of the people that the salary system 


+ | should be substituted as speedily as possible for the fee system. 


In those States which have already adopted the salary system as 
far as practicable, I believe that no consideration could possilly 
induce them to return to the fee system. 

I said a word in the commencement of my remarks about tlie 
magnitude of the expenses of the Department of Justice. These 


expenses have been growing year , until when we come to 
examine them now we are at the saga of the 

wth; and the trouble is is no end to the growth. fur 
it goes on and on expanding. In 1885 the 


indefinitely, and steadil 
President of the United States called the attention of Congress 
to the multitude of frivolous con’ prosecutions, and expen- 
sive litigations that are instituted by these gentlemen who draw 
their fees as their compensation, who have the power to insti- 
tute such proceedings. In the course of the message upon tls 
subject the President says: 

The present mode of compensating United States marshals and district 
attorn in my opinion, changed. They ‘© charge 
against the Gorecsanent ce’ 4 “ie for services, items betes mecas- 
se amount of such fees within the fixed limit as to their annucl 


aggrens . Thereisa direct inducement for them to make their fees in crimi- 
cases as as possible, in an effort toreach the maximum sum perm't- 
ted. As an en y natural consequence, unscrupulous are found 

prosecutions, arresting people on charges of 


them to distant places for aapeians ion and rel for 
mileage and fees; and district attorneys usele~ |y 
far from their of Sealiianee for the 
purpose of swelling their accounts the Government. The 
expenses incurred in these transactions are also charged against (1 
Government. sae Sore A ~ Tae 
a e public officer 
Semi Ee tomnsiog Roteascina i compat 


In 1893 the tof Justice called theattention of Congress 
to the necessi a in this — in the very strongest 
terms, and language reference tothe matter: 

te nee agg he ry tema of paying any Ue 

an twice as as received by 4 

of a under the fee system 

ota States one has in recent years real- 

ized to : ee ee @ year. another district, whore ths 
. . > eet in § entire 


to court, or to at the 


Siar a eee eee 


another New district where the 


consisting of 
of poor 
entire of the U: , one of the most eminent law- 
of from 1885 to 1890, his successor 
year for the year 1891, $1,530.80, and 
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was in 1885. Three years after, in 1888, the ex- 
were $3,864,000. In the 1895 they 

a “ othe: words, hen hone more 
business is scarcely increased— 


diminished. 

connecti call the attention of 
to another thing that perhaps few persons have 
ty toascertain. The present law gives to the 
and marshals 10 cents per mile a ee both 
is to say, travel going and coming—making 20 cents a 
vw ee well known to all of us that a man who can 
succeed in one of these offices is usually smart enough to ride on 
the rai without any payment at all. Travel fees, until last 
May, were charged up to an almost unlimited amount to their 
accounts. Last May the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided that this travel fee of 20 cents a mile one way was not to go 
into the fee and emolument accounts where a fee and an emolu- 
ment account reached the limit of $6,000. These travel fees went 
into the pockets of the district attorneys, and they could use their 

assistants to do the traveling that earned them. ; 

While visiting the Department of Justice I ascertained that in 
one district of the United States since that decision the district 
attorney has up and received in excess of the maximum 
compensation, for nine months, $2,543. In another district $935 
was added in three months. In another district $508; in another 
district $1,080; in another district $1,061; and so through a large 
number of the districts of the United States is this unwholesome 
practice now proceeding, and the Government is paying these 
things without the knowledge of the ple, and without the 
knowledge of many members of both Houses of Congress. Is it 
not time, Mr. Chairman, that something was done to stop these 
unnecessary expenses: 

These of ters give us the secret of the steady increase of ex- 
penses. It has been said by some philosophical writer that every- 
thing and every system and every process on this earth is either 
dying or moult either advancing or going backward, and it 
is true; but there is one thing that never goes backward without 
the command of supreme power, and that is a fee bill. A fee bill 
is capable of indefinite e ion, and the gentlemen whose inter- 
est it is to expand fee bills are ingenious enough to accomplish 
their purpose. When one has an addition and found anew 
avenue, a new place in which to insert his arm into the public 
Treasury, his successor will find another and another, and there 
is no oat to the on of which a fee system is capable, except 
in rural communities where the fee charger is subject to frequent 
elections and where the fees are paid by the men who elect him 
to office. 

In respect to these United States officers, they are answerable to 
noone. The wheels of government move on, paying no attention 
to these small ties. 

We all know how difficult it is to effect any reform. We know 
how difficult it is to get a aaeanS for any cause, however good, or 
* for any reform, however desirable. -The present head of the De- 
ee ee 

ngress to the necessity of this change. 

Now, you will see by what I have said that it is utterly impos- 
sible to make any accurate estimate of the saving which this bill 
will , for we have no means of ascertaining, in the time 
at our command at least, how much of these accounts are made 

i » Ihave given instances to show the capacity, 


ttee 


n calls the attention of 


oit those possibilities to the utmost limit 
salaries are now fixed in the amendment 
we shall save $190,000, and I count that as nothing in compar- 


Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman give way for a question? 
UPDEGRAFF With p easure 


I that this bill exempts the district 
of the southern district of New York? 
RAFF. It does. 
I should like to know also whether it exempts 
States commissioner, John A. Shields, of the southern 


He is the very man we are after. He rep- 
are after exactly, I think. I do not 
man ‘there who is clerk of the 

States commissioner, col- 

about $20,000 a year 


not know whether it is. We have 
the district attorney for that district 


are aware of the fact that more 
district of New York than in 
States combined? 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If I understand, that officer is 
salaried at $6,000 a year by act of Congress. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That oifice is specially salaried by statute, 
and has been for several years. 

Mr. SULZER. I am referring now to the United States com- 
missioner, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Thereisnoexception of any United States 
commissioner. We do not allow any of them to hold double 
offices anywhere in the United States under this bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Does the commissioner in New York City, Tohn 
A. Shields, hold a double office? : 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not know anything about any indi- 
vidual by name, but the bill is framed so that no United States 
commissioner can also be the clerk of a court, or vice versa. We 
except the district attorney and his assistants for the southern dis- 
trict of New York, but in the section which prevents duplication 
of offices we make no exception. 

Mr. SULZER. Iam aware of that, and nobody can take any 
exception to that. I think that is proper; but I should like also 
to ask this question—— : 

Mr. LACEY. 
earnings. 

Mr. SULZER. This changes the office of the c 
the southern district of New York from a fee 
office. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not the United States commissioner. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Idonot understand that it affects 
the commissioner of the southern district of New York. 

Mr. SULZER. That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I donot understand that it affects 
him at all. 

Mr. CULBERSON. We should like to hear what is being said, 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee must be in order. Com- 
plaint is made that gentlemen can not hear what is being said. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. As I was remarking when interrupted, the 
savings on the salaries of the district attorneys and marshals of 
$190,000 I do not account as amounting to any great thing. The 
savings of public money will come from other directions. In the 
first place, there will be less expense of holding the court. There 
will be fewer frivolous and vexatious cases of prosecution. There 
will be a further saving, not only to the Government, but to the 
people who are harassed by these gentlemen, and who are plun- 
dered,in many cases,most outrageously. As an evidence of re- 
duction of expenses that we hope to reach by the enactment of this 
law, I desire to refer the members of this committee, especially 
those who were members of the last House, to the fact that when 
in was proposed to put clerks as well as district attorneys and 
marshals upon salaries there was a general outcry from the clerks 
against this change. They preferred to hold on to their fees. 
Within a few days I have received a telegram that has a peculiar 
significance to my mind, from a gentleman who has a national 
reputation, a gentleman of high character,and who once was a 
member of this body. He telegraphed me these words: 

if district attorneys and marshals are put on salaries « 
if not salaried also. 

Ruined! Howruined? Will thisamendment burn their habita- 
tions and infect their flocks with disease? No. Will it deprive 
them of the right to carry on their business? No. How are they 
to be ruined? They are to be ruined because they can not earn as 
much money from the Government as heretofore in fees; becanse 
they see that they will not receive so large fees from these frivo- 
lous and vexatious prosecutions. That is the way they will be 
ruined. Mr. Chairman, if withdrawing from a man the right to 
plunder the Government; if withdrawing from men the right to 
take from their neighbors money in frivolous and vexatious prose- 
cutions, be ruin, then I wish that every officer of the United States, 
State or National, be ruined as speedily as possible. That is the 
“ruin” that this bill is desired and intended to facilitate. These 
gentlemen will have their fees remaining for the services which 
they have to perform, and they will get no other. 

gw, a few more words and I am through. I have seen here a 
feeling like this, that ‘‘ I must get for my State in this bill a lib- 
eral sum or my character at home for efficiency as a Representa- 
tive will suffer.” I have little sympathy with that feeling. The 
efficiency of a Representative upon this floor depends upon his 
devotion and activity for the public good. He is not here seeking 
‘*a divide.” The United States is not a cow, to be milked and 
her milk to be distributed among the respective States of this 
Union; and it is no credit to a Representative that he desires and 
demands for his district an amount for an officer who serves 
therein beyond reasonable and just compensation. How can my 
character for being efficient depend upon my procuring the right 
to — man in my own State to draw a salary that he does not 
earn 

How can my efficiency as a Representative depend upon turn- 
ing loose upon the community wherein I live a set—I will not say 


Mr. Shields only reported $1,655 last year as 


NMmissioner of 
office toa salaried 


lerks will be ruined 
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of pirates—a set of men possessed of letters of marque and reprisal 
upon my neighbors and friends? I disavow any such character. 
I am not here for any such purpose. I am here, so far as in me 
lies, to legislate for the whole people of the United States and to 
procure efficiency in the enforcement of the laws in so far asI can. 
Bo that this bill, while it appropriates no money, while it asks for 
its support or appeals for its support to no one getting anything out 
of the public Treasury, it does appeal to the patriotism of every 
member of this House; it does appeal to public spirit; it appeals 
to everything that is good and wise and to nothing whatever that 
is selfish or base; and it must, if it becomes law—if it passes this 
committee with a favorablerecommendation—it must rest upon the 
_— of gentlemen who hold its fate in their hands. That 


all, 

Mr. FISCHER. I would like to know why the salary for the 
eastern district of New York, which comprises Long Island and 
Staten Island, and New York Harbor, with a population of over 
1,000,000 is placed at _— 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. the gentleman will look at the earnings 
of that district, which he will find in Document No. 167, he will find 
that there is a less cut there than anywhere in proportion. 

Mr. BENNETT. There is a cut of $2,880. The gross earnings 
were $6,923.49, the net earnings $5,880, and the salary allowed 


is $3,000. 
i UPDEGRAFF. The net emoluments of that district were 


950. 

Mr. BENNETT. That is for the district attorney. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That is a smaller cut in proportion than 
the av e made throughout this schedule of compensation fur- 
nished in ument No. 167. 

Mr. FISCHER. It isonly forinformationI ask. I understand 
the reduction is based on the earnings of the fees heretofore. 

Mr, UPDEGRAFF. Oh, no. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And also upon the work performed. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. It is based upon the earnings of the office 
and the work performed, and from the knowledge the committee 
gained from t nn of Justice and elsewhere. 

The CHAIR . The time of the eee has expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the —— from Iowa have all the time he requires to 
conclude his argument. 

pending that re- 






























































































































































































Mr. WILLI A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, 
quest, I would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of this 
bill if there is any agreement as to the time that is to be occupied 
in general debate? 

r. HENDERSON. There has been no agreement as yet. We 
om we would let the debate run on until we could ascertain 
the disposition of the committee. 

The CHAIR . Is there objection to the request of the 
= from Texas that the gentleman from iowa be given 

e to conclude his remarks? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I thank the committee and my colleague 
from Texas for their courtesy, but I desire to occupy only a very 
few minutes more. 

Mr. LITTLE. Before the gentleman proceeds, will he permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. pmmerwen 

Mr. LITTLE. If Lunderstand, the effort has been, in the prepa- 
ration of this bill, to take away from the marshals the temptation 
to bring useless and Se 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. To take away that temptation from the 
marshals and the attorneys. 

Mr. LITTLE. Now, whatis the reason for not putting commis- 
sioners on salaries? In my opinion that would serve as 
est check ao the action of the deput. > 
sioners are left wholly upon fees, and the more business they make 
the more — Sv get. Now, it seems to me that there is the 
seat of the mischief. If the commissioners could be en — sala- 
ries, then there would be a check put upon them on these frivolous 

I would like to hear the gentleman upon that line, 
ae that I am not unfriendly to the bill. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I will reply to the gentleman this: That 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and doubtless this House, would 
be very y, indeed, if they could have brought in a bill and 
passed it that would make the human race all happy and pure and 
would cure all the ills that the body politic is heir to [laughter 
but they knew they could not pass such a bill in 
have already said more than once that we did not desire to excite 
the resentment of too many enemies. I now say with 
Suatheen of the panve axe so the peupattve inten, thas 

justices peace are respective 
most difficult officers to upon the ° 
that I know of has been able to put justices of the peace w 
salary basis. We would beglad to do it with the commissioners 
it were not for down our bill, and also if it were not 
























s 






3 
F 





: 
: 





4. 





a 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 






















this House. ii tan’ 


wis Oe provisions inserted 





Marca 3, 





the difficulties of the subject. We have not attempted to cure al] 
the evils of the judiciary system. We are merely trying now to 
make an important step in the right direction, in order that tho 
future may perfect this on reform, as it surely will do whether 
we commence it now or leave the work for some subsequent Con- 
gress. We can not do everything at once; it is impossible. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I desire to say to my friend from 
Arkansas [Mr. LirrLe] that under the existing law the commis. 
sioner is rot placed in such a position that he can cause to be in- 
stituted these idle prosecutions. 

Mr. BROWN. t me add to what the gentleman from Missouri 
has said, that the committee has reported an amendment to this 
bill prohibiting United States commissioners from issuing war- 
rants on the complaints of private individuals until authority }),s 
been procured from the United States district attorney, so that if 
that amendment should be adopted, the commissioners can not 
issue warrants until they are authorized either by the United States 
district attorney or by the collector or deputy collector. That, 
however, ne only to internal-revenue cases. 

Mr. TA EY. that amendment go so far as to prohibit 
— marshals making complaints on which warrants shall be 
issu 

Mr. BROWN. The deputy marshals can not swear out war- 
rants now before the commissioners unless authorized by the dis- 
trict attorney in internal-revenue cases. ' 

Mr. TAWNEY. But in other cases? 

Mr. BROWN. Well, the committee thought that it was per- 
a going far enough in making this restriction. 

r. TA EY. trespass cases, for instance? 

Mr. BROWN. That was discussed before the committee, and 
it was thought unnecessary to go quite so far. The great expense 
of these courts is in the internal-revenue business. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That may be so in some districts, but it is not 
so in the Western districts. 

Mr. BROWN. More than half of the $5,000,000 of expenses of 
the United States courts is expended in thirteen States of this 
Union, and those are the ‘‘ moonshiner” States. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel it right to 
take my seat without acknowledging the aot greet patience 
which the Department of Justice has manife and the very 
great assistance it has rendered to the Committee on the Judiciary 
in their deliberation. Another remark that I desire to make be- 
fore concluding is that, God be praised, there is no sign of par- 
tisanship in this bill. In my opinion the present head of the 

ent of Justice is as earnest and patriotic and sincere in 
desiring to aid this reform as any manin the United States. And 
in all the deliberations of the committee, which have been so pro- 
longed, not one hint of partisanship has ever escaped a single lip. 

One word more as to the appr of this bill by the Department 
of Justice. The Attorney-General, after final examination of the 
measure, says in a letter, suggesting some verbal alterations and 
amendments: 

[ take occasion —_ to thank the committee for their consideration and 
patient hearing and to say that I shall be glad to express my hearty approval 
of the bill in such way and at such time as they may desire. 

I now yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. C NI; ea 

Mr. CULBERSON., I yield to the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Swanson]. 


{[Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of changing from 
the fee system to that of salaries for the clerks, marshals, and at- 
torneys of our Federal courts, and I regret that this bill does not 
provide for it. I am not satisfied with the pending bil! in some 
respects. Lintroduceda bill myself which I think is a more effect- 
ive measure for the ends aimed at by the committee than 
this one. In some culars the working machinery of the sal- 
To p in ee bill of the committee [ think 
is imperfect, and if left without modification will be found to be 
incomplete with reference to the end to be accomplished. 
The most of the defects I think are remedied in the bill which I 
have presented; the liberties of individuals are more securely 

oppressive prosecutions; while 

a of the eon te no sob = 

at no single point are the expenses vernment augmented, 
diminished. The 


ts revenues effect of several impor- 
But as 


I had the benefit of the experience 
t marshal of the eastern 


suggestions from the worthy 
reside. The first amendment I 
11 as the bill will now be numbered. 
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ection tu office deputies doing field work at such 
warts ‘oo = not in office work if’ it is ible to get 
men who are com both as clerks and field deputies. The 
best field deputies are usually unfit for office work, and vice versa. 

If some amendment like this is not adopted there will be contin- 
ual irritation between the Department and the marshals’ offices 
as to whether or not certain writs could have been served by the 
clerks or deputies instead of sending out field deputies; 


and if the Department of Justice should force the marshal to use 


deputies to go out and serve writs the clerical work of 
Cate ein Cosmet be neglected, or else he will be compelled 
to use his own salary to pay for such work. 

The next amendment which I propose is a new feature, namely, 
the summoning of jurors and witnesses in certain cases by mail. 
This may be by some considered as an innovation, but it is en- 
tirely ble with the present high state of efficiency of the 
United States postal service and the new facility of securing 
evidence of service which the modern registry system supplies. 
Many of the witnesses and all of the jurors in the regular venire 
can summoned in this manner and a large saving effected 
thereby. The practicability of the plan is not conjectural, as it 
has been the practice of the marshals in Arkansas and other 
States for years to serve venires and subpoenas in some cases by 
sending notices and securing written acceptance of service by 


The plan has worked well and saved expense and travel to mar- 
shals. With this provision enacted into law, the salary system 
will work still more efficiently, and save expense to the Govern- 
ment, as it has already to marshals. Moreover, the committee 
makes no provision of any kind for the service of venires, and if 
the courts should hold, as they are nearly certain to do, that the 
changes made in thelaw leaves the Government liable to pay mile- 
age on the service of jurors, it would in the eastern Arkansas 
district add at least $1,000 a year to what it would cost to serve 
venires under this plan. That district is probably an average dis- 
trict, so that it is safe to estimate the annual saving for the whole 
country at $75,000. . 

The allows local deputies three-fourths of the fees, but does 
not reach the abuse of extortion as to mileage. Under the pro- 
visions of the bill, these local deputies would be scattered broad- 
cast over the district and communicated with nearly exclusively 
by mail. They would be but little under the supervision of the 
marshal. Therefore they might easily impose on the Government 
and hatch up frivolous cases to make fees for themselves and the 
commissioners without the knowledge of the marshal. Nor could 
they be supervised by the district attorney or judge, except toa 
very limited extent. 

e bill recommended by the committee, indeed, removes temp- 
tation from the marshal, but to the deputy it still holds out the 
same ‘* um ae for he is allowed the same fees 
and — as h fore. If the fee system is to the marshal an 
incentive to fraud and perjury, a temptation to the encourage- 
ment of frivolous prosecutions involving the Government in need- 
less expense the innocent, and outraging the rights of 

i » it be less so to the deputy, who, under this bill, will 
get the same proportion of the fees which he now receives. 

It ee to anyone who will give the subject due 
consideration the ns re is in just as a a position to work 
up business as the marshal. He is the officer in immediate con- 
tact with the people. Some of the deputies in every district are 
in possession of a larger measure than the marshals of the kind of 
experience which plans and measures for originating 
prosecutions and ‘‘ ng business.” There are deputies in 
every district to whom it is a life business, who know all the outs 
and ins, are probably members of detective organizations, and 
have serviceable business aenete at different points within 
the district and outside of it. You may rest assured that if you 
leave the bars down at this point deputies will not be wanting in 

districts who will take prompt advantage of the opening. 

— rey be allowed no fees, — that we 

per and necessary expenses while serving 

to serve wake and while returning, which is about 

1 ordinarily performed by them, just as is done 
office deputies doing such work. 

My next most important amendment is the provision which re- 
duces maximum ishment for the selling of whisky and gives 
the nearest U; States commissioner jurisdiction for final de- 

and judgment in such cases. As the law now stands, 
are frequently arrested and conveyed long distances, 
to the Government, for a preliminary exam- 

d to bail are often committed in default 

for months, in many cases at an enor- 

while awaiting the grand jury, which in most dis- 
twice a year. get an indictment 

are again summoned and paid mil and 
attendance, sometimes a week or more, before the 
been returned, the same 
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term of court, when the same witnesses are again summoned. This 
makes three times the witnesses are ordinarily summoned and 
paid fees and long mileages in cases more than one-half of which 
result in acquittal or nol-pros; and in the doubtful contingency 
of conviction the sentence is usually a small fine and a short im- 
prisonment. It thus frequently happens that a man is held in 
jail three, four, and even five months for an acquittal or a trifling 
sentence in jail for thirty days, andeven not that. This is a grim 
burlesque alike on economy and justice. 

Out of 10,867 criminal cases in 1893 in the circuit and district 
courts, 8,833, or more than four-fifths of the whole, were internal- 
revenue cases, and of the 8,833 revenue cases the great major- 
ity, probably nine-tenths, were of the classes of cases which are 
covered by the amendment. Of the 8,833 revenue cases, 4,271 re- 
sulted in conviction and 4,562 in acquittal or nol-pros. That is to 
say, over one-half of the prosecutions failed. Now, economy, as 
well as justice and right, demand that these trivial prosecutions 
should be made triable by some means at less expense and smaller 
inconvenience both to the Government and to the accused. Ina 
single year 4,562 citizens, now presumed to have been innocent, 
the attempt to convict having failed, were taken for trial before 
the circuit and district courts, many of whom were taken long 
distances from their homes for a trial among strangers on trifling 
charges, many being compelled to make three trips to the remote 
court or were placed in jails for months awaiting indictment or 
trial. All were finally turned loose, many of them far from home 
and among stvangers, and penniless. 

There are jiardships and cruel wrongs growing out of these too 
often frivolous and utterly groundless prosecutions of which the 
public never hear and which never reach the ear of Congress. 
Such cases are unavoidable without such action as is proposed 
by my amendment. First of all, in the interest of humanity and 
justice, it is the duty of Congress to close the door against the 
ossibility of these monstrous oppressions and wrongs; but no 
ess is such action demanded by considerations of public economy, 
These futile prosecutions are a source of enormous expense to the 
Government. It is a rare and exceptional case that costs less 
than $100, whether the result be conviction or acquittal, while 
many cases cost hundreds of dollars, for the Government stops at 
no expense in prosecuting and pursuing a defendant and bringing 
him to trial, irrespective of the gravity of the charge. 

The change proposed in the amendment, if it does not wholly 
eliminate, will minimize the possiblity of oppression and wrong 
through the protracted incarceration of persons charged with 
these minor offenses, and will at the same time reduce the ex- 
penses of such trials. 

I have another amendment that limits the number of jurors in 
original venires to the number provided for in State courts under 
the laws of the several States, which is, I believe, about one-half 
the number now usually summoned in United States courts. This 
will result in an immense saving of wholly unnecessary expenses, 
especially unnecessary if the other amendment is adopted. 

[ have another section which provides for records and blanks, 
and for the compilation of this act with all other laws touching 
the duties of clerks, attorneys, marshals, their deputies, and com- 
missioners, and for the distribution of the same, provisions ren- 


| dered very necessary and important by the proposed radical and 


far-reaching change in the laws affecting them officially. 

The last amendment proposes to incorporate in permanent leg- 
islation a provision which has become the settled policy of Con- 
gress, but which has heretofore only been continued in force from 
year to year by being attached as a ‘‘ rider” on successive appro- 
priation bills. The provision has been aimed heretofore mainly 
at the marshal, but it will still be found necessary as a check on 
the pernicious activity of the commissioner, in combination, per- 
haps, with deputies and detectives, with the possible collusion 
here and there of an unscrupulous marshal or attorney. This 
section gives the judge and the district attorney power to place a 
complete and efficient check on all possible corrupt combinations 
for pushing business by the origination of vexatious, groundless, 
and oppressive prosecutions, and should be incorporated perma- 
nently in the system of Federal laws. No abuses can occur in the 
The public and litigants will 
take care of themselves as they always have done. I will now 
insert in the Record my amendments in the order that I desire 
to propose them. 


Add to section 11 the following: 

“ Provided, however, That such office deputies shall not be required to serve 
writs or do the work of tield deputies, as provided in section 12 of this act, ex- 
cept in cases of emergency when there are no field deputies available for that 


a ‘ 

Insert as an independent section, between sections 12 and 13, the following: 

“ Sec. —. Thatin all writs of venire facias and of subpona for witnesses sum- 
moned on behalf of the United States it shall be the duty of the clerk issu 
ing the same, so far as practicable, to ascertain and insert therein the post 
office address of each person named therein; and when the marshal shall 
segroany suck writ, if the time is sufficient for service by mail, as provided 


in this section, he shall address to each person named in sach venire or sub 
ma, whose post-office address is given or can be ascertained promptly by 

@ notice requiring.such person to be and appear at the time and place 

and for the purpose mentioned in the writ. The marshal shal! «ign such 


officially, mail and register it at ine post-office, addressed to the persom 
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therein mentioned, with a request indorsed on the enye in the usual form 
for the return of the letter to him if not delivered win ten days. The 
postmaster to whom any such letter shall be delivered, inclosed in a Depart- 
ment of Justice pany envelope, shall transmit the same without charge for 
postase or registry fee. The receipt of such registered letter by the 





































Arkansas [Mr. McRak} and the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Swanson], in the forms of bills for the regulation of practice i, 
United States courts, were submitted to the Committee on the J. 


whom the notice was add: shall be doomed valid service upes bins a a —— and passed upon. The committe. 
of the subpena or venire, and the return registry ed by | BOt Omy are now as amendments by 
such person, or proof of the delivery of such on his order,in | those gentlemen before it, but also a introduced by the ger- 
writing, to any other person for him, shall be as prima evidence 


tleman from Missouri . Tracry] and a bill introduced by th. 
other gentleman from a (Mr. Upprcrarr]. Not only so, but 
the committee had also before it the bill introduced in the |a.; 
Congress by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLuian \. 


of service, a ma nely. 

such notice shall be returned through the post-office undelivered, 

shall serve it as other writs are served; and whenever practicable all such 
returned notices and all pronene and writs, the costs on which would be 
chargeable to the United States, other than writs of venire facias and sub- 


Stone} and reported favorably. The committee has s care 
or esses, shall be sent by mail, directed to the @ marshal gone care- 
yielding nearest the locality whesesudh writs, process, or Sopeditaionmase fully over every proposition every idea by any mem- 
tp be served or quecnted. or to a special de ty ap’ tated boy, Tate te serve ber of this House and by the De ent in to give this bil! 

sam’ such locality, and sue ties make return of such | ; ommittee : : s = 
writs, ropess, or gutless bo the ma by mail; and in no case in which = oe d — a0 ; eee oe most careful con- 
the United States would be chasgeable with costs for the service of any writ, | Sideration, and as result of their deliberation they have rv- 
process, or notice < of whatever e aracte shall mileage be charged or alle owed ported the “eee before the House. 

rave from issue place Tr vice + urse committee been ¢ “17 
if the same was sent or could have been sent by mail toa deputy marshal or Of co ¢ would have glad to report a bill 


other suitable in the neighborhood of the place of service. 
Insert the following new section between sections 20 and 21: ; 
“Sec. —. That every person who carries on the business of a retail liquor 
dealer without having paid the special tax as required by law shall for ev 
weremen DS fined not less than one hund nor more than five hund 


that would meet the views of Mg gens me on this floor, but 
that was obviously nn) ay underlying principle on 
which this bill is framed is to put the marshal and district at(.r- 
ney upon salaries, so as to take away from them the motives tht 


dolla e imprisoned in iil Bot exceeding ax months. That the:jnd : multiply frivolous and useless uations. Thisresult, howey.r, 
of the cireait eourts ot, ited tates and the 4 _—_ —— could not be accomplished the bill went still further. W. 


areasked: Why not put the United States commissioners on salary’ 
Why not put the clerks of courts on salary? We answer, becais: 
the commissioners and the clerks have no power under existin; 
law to institute prosecutions. But adi ty does arise. Asthio 
law now exists any private individual may go before a com is. 
sioner and swear out a warrant against his neighbor in an interii!- 
revenue case. The committee intend to meet that difficulty 
by introducing an amendment to this bill prohibiting Unit 
States commissioners from issuing warrants for the arrest of in '- 
viduals for violation of the imternal-revenue laws unless the ii |i- 
vidual making the complaint has the written authority and co n- 
tic = of the a pot gen issue of the a When 
urisdic amendmen asa of this bill, the 

tried. United states commissioners shall receive for thei Serres ke thom | district attorney, the collector, the deputy collector, and the s; 
cial revenue agent alone can procure the issuance of these war- 
— by the commissioners for violations of the internal-reyeniie 


Ww. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the attention of the committee has alr.idy 
been called to the enormous and constantly increasing expens:: \{ 
the Federal courts. ey teary omphe gee wage hee the United 
States courts, as I have figured them up, be little less than 
,000;000, and they are constantly increasing out of all proportion 
to the growth in population and to the increase in the business »{ 
eens ionepnaniinsiaestite Chairman, if I can, that th 

ow, I propose » Mr. can, that this enor- 

increase of nae in the Southern and 
Western portions of the Union in connection with violation of i)» 
internal-revenue laws. I call attention to the fact that the t.tal 
ae Proding daly ie Sane 1895 a: pee: and 
were y pane uring the 

of ’ of 38, . 


or more counties or parishes, and they shall t one or more United States 
commissioners in each commissioner's be - 
cient ond cooneuioneppeaes ot the laws. All United Statescommissioners 
are here i constituted inferior tribunals, with jurisdiction for final determi- 
ae an ae oy onany — for _ —— of — — — 
ou ment special required ws “8. 
The Priel of such cases be 


i 


; and of, Of these 1,144 
were for violations of the revenue laws, mostly cases of 
selling enen of tehacee without » Heenes. | Beer! halt of the 

ons for offenses against ws nited States 
ner ahaa Gitentvcmmer ie, 


| 
E 
: 
: 
i 





sections 2 and . “as 
“Seo. —. That Sore jurors dial be summmened in any venire facies for And in this connection I beg to call attention to the State in 
the number necessary to make  regslar panel of which these enormous court expenses occurred, and submit |i 1- 
eary. in the courts under the laws | with a list of these expenses by States, as follows: 

of State wherein such v is issued. Hereafter jurors and witnesses ate @ 
in all of the States and Te shall receive their actual and necessary | 3 districts in Alabama. $202, (i544 
for when using any public conveyance, in lieu | 2 districts in 315, 62). 23 
of mileage, but not exceeding the fares; where there are no public | 2 districts in 80, 473. 60 
conveyances they shall receive the eS See 2 districts in 189, 513. 35 

from ; and witnesses shall ve $1.50 a day jurors shall re- | 2 districts in 261, 84 

ceive $2 a da: actual ndance at any court or courts and for the | 2 districts in 145, 74 
occupied in to and retqraing trom Geena. 2 districts in 136, 500. 98 
~ Seo. —. ‘That United States and shall be at | 2 districts in ms, eS 
the expense in such manner as shall be directed 2 in 12). 216.9 
required for omieiad in their respecti a It on 3 in a0 t. 43 

eects use ve 38, O44 
duty of the Attorney-General to revise the instructions to attor- | 3 in 12, ¢ * 
and clerks of the States courts heretofore compiled | 1 in 122, 810. 74 
acts as ty te a complete nstranbon of United Sintee attor- Bi hills dernaiidibictiitainitineineinebindnthimmaperiennecsse 2,497, 315.07 
noye, marenels, get scpeeeeaees BS Shale Satins eames De eyese It will be seen that nearly one-half of the cost incurred and pai) 
ins to all tock  aiinanl comnieiomany out wedi ti the ateaioan inom for 1895, occurred 
“Sno. --. That no fees shall be to any United States commissioner on | in thirteen States of the Union, and those where prosect- 
any warrant issued, or any fees, in prosecutions under internal- » and 

SS Se tions are set on foot for of internal-revenue laws: 


this is added the of Oklahoma and Indien 
sae See the Western m patie frivolous prosecutions 


been against and from the 
SR ye ee 


ee pom prey trespassing on lands, we have about tw- 
poet sewer owetes 


United States courts and 12 


therefore from these facts figures taken from fficial 

ee eee Seth the Sits Syee Pi Slee cneesdataies tan coetell, nearly 

“Smo. — and after June 90, 1896, this act shall take effect and be of the enormous sums appropriated by Congress for the 
im force.” of the United States to keep up and maintain 
courts in these States where are prosecuted for viola- 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. tee, tee ee 
that the amendment proposed to this bill by the gentleman from 








ee 








1896. 


timber lands, and the further fact will be established, by reference 






-General’s eet, that the average cost of convict- 
to the A .” throug a series of years, in some of those 
ne  emounmate more than enough to buy each of the convicted 
defendants a more than average farm and equipments. In some 
of the districts the average cost for convicting a ‘‘ moonshiner 
runs or varies from $600 to $2,500, through a series of years, and 
in others, with similar physical, cal, and moral sur- 
roundings or etc., the ave: runs from $200 to $350; 
the average cost of all cases terminated varies from $115 to $620, 
and in one of the mountain districts the average cost in 1894 was 
only $158 for a conviction. It would be, in an analytical way, 
difficult to account for such wide Fo pty Sa the —— a 

icti d of a terminated case in the several differen 
of 8 ad with the mcthods and business details 


istricts. familiarit usine; 
pe gone Man forbids the sug: ion that these wide differences 
ations of the court officials. 


result from dishonesty or 
the thought must come, to an : 
ject, that the wide differences ound in the average costs of con- 
victions and cases terminated in the “‘ moonshiner courts ” is at- 
tributable to the pernicious fee system, or that there is something 
i wrong in 
eet atectber thought must come that, out of these radical defects, 
there will, in the nature of things, continue to arise official mis- 
ma ent and loose methods, which, in swelling the costs of 
the United States courts annually to more than $5,000,000 may 
suggest to the public that the ‘‘moonshiner courts” are not so 
much “temples of justice” as they are eleemosynary institutions. 

The practical question is, will this Congress allow such a condi- 
tion of affairs to continue when a plaia remedy is proposed? 

The inquiry comes to our minds, why are these large costs and 
expenses allowed to accrue? I answer, because the judges of the 
courts are powerless to prevent it. The evil is in the fee system 
itself. It is becoming every day more apparent that owing to that 
system the results of tions in these courts are altogether 
out of proportion to enormous expenses attending them, and 
that the disposition to institute prosecutions for the sake of fees 
frequently causes irreparable tommy to innocent parties and 
places the Federal Government in the attitude of ‘‘ persecuting” 
rather than ‘‘ prosecuting.” . 

District attorneys, marshals, and their assistants are paid fees by 
the United States for services rendered in cases, and the amount 
of their com depends upon the number of cases insti- 
tuted, and as the majority of cases in the United States courts in 
which the United States is a party are criminal cases, the amount 
of the annual com tion of these officers depends upon the 
number of SEDI pecerentions instituted; and as the district 
attorney is the utor, his compensation depends upon his 
activity and asa prosecutor. In this he is aided by the mar- 
shal and his deputies, who receive fees only when prosecutions 
are instituted. 

The system is intended to stimulate and encourage prosecutions. 
The fees of the marshal and his deputies increase in like manner 
with each os & case, so that the system of fees is really a sys- 
tem of bo ‘or premiums on prosecutions and convictions, 
and as a result there are a t many frivolous indictments and 
unnecessary prosecutions h ought never to be brought. 

By cutting off these unnece prosecutions the Government 
not only saves large costs now paid to the district attorney, mar- 
shal, and clerk, but large sums paid annually to witnesses and 

jurors, 


j 
Put the marshal on a salary commensurate with the dignity 
and importance of his office. Take away from him the inducement 
to earn fees by multiplying frivolous tions and technical 
violations of the laws. He will appoint better men for his depu- 
ties, instead of mere fee grabbers. It will elevate the tone of his 
office, and his sole aim will be to give the Government a clean, 
dignified, and efficient administration. He will control his depu- 
ae 
e attorney 
~ee been violated and when the public good 
reg that there should be a prosecution of the criminal, and 
om issuance of 7 eye ot ge 
@ warran arrest, being 
uninfluenced by mercenary considerations, can and will determine 
in a judicial way, with a sole view to the ends of justice, whether 
the . He can and will stand im- 
4 ‘ae = the Government ~ the ences 
Take away increase compensation multiplying 
prosecutions, and you do ee eee, peenenne with unwar- 
fart@d prosecutions. And it will take ont of ‘‘ the root-hog-or-die” 

two very important officials in each district. 
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one at all familiar with this sub- | 


the organism itself of the Federal courts. | 
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been called to the attention of Congress by the President and the 
eenent of Justice. I ask to read what President Cleveland 
and various Attorneys-General have said on this question: 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF PRESIDENT CLEVELAND AND ATTORNEYS-GENERAL 
OLNEY, MILLER, AND BREWSTER FOR A CHANGE FROM THE FER SYSTEM. 
[Attorney-General Olney’s report for 1893. ] 
The system by which United States district 















attorneys, ma uls, clerks, ant 
commissioners are patd by fees has been so often and . 
demned, is so indefensible in principle, and works suc! in 
| practice that its survival to this time is nothing | An a ! : 
proach. In recommending its summary abolition [1 y ! a inge 
of policy which has received theearnest advocacy of every Attorney-General 
for the last twenty years. 
[President Cleveland's message to Congress, December, 1 
The present mode of compensating United States marshals and dist: ut- 
torneys should, in my opinion, be changed They are allowed to irge 
against the Government certain f 7 ser 4, their : t 
i ured by the amount of such fees within the fixed limit as to their annual a 
} gregate. Thisis a direct inducement for them to make their fees in criminal 
cases as large as possible in an effort to reach the maximum sum permitted 
As an entirely natural: juence unscrupulous n ha found eneour 
aging frivolous prosecutions, arresting people on petty ct me, and 
transporting them to distant places for examina r purpose 
of earning mileage and for fees 
The district attorneys uselessly attend criminal : t t tl 
places of residence for the express 
| the Government. The actual ex} 1 i in r 
| also charged against the Governm ; ‘Yr ir 
citizens are outraged and public penditures inc ist I { 
furnishing public officers pretexts for increasing the m im- 
pensation. 
[Attorney-General Miller's report for 189 
The attention of Congress has been repeatedly called my 
predecessors as well as by myself, and were the evils « s I 
should hesitate to again ask that it be changed. As, how rand 
month makes more plain that the payment of United Sta ys, ma 
shals, and commissioners results yearly in a vast expend 
only to no good purpose, but, what is worse, in cz ing and pushiz ward 
prosecutions with a view solely to make fees again rsons wl ught t 
to be prosecuted at all, I should fall short of what ve to be my duty if 
I did not urge a change in the interest of a just ad: ) ‘ 
well as of public economy. I believe that if the t 
lated salaries fairly commensurate with the work they i) 
total cost of the courts by reason of the great reduct n 
age of jurors, prisoners, and officers would be great] with 
& positive improvement in the administration the laws. 
[Attorney General Brewster's report for 1884 


The practice of compensating the United States marshal by fees is 
pensive one. Examiners of the Department of Justice who have been de- 
tailed to examine their accounts report that in order to make the maximum 
fees of the office, $6,000 per annum, unscrupulous marshals in some instance: 
through their deputies, have encouraged frivolous | t 
the rights of citizens and involving the United State: 
cessive expense. It is estimated that it costs th 


an @xX- 








for every dollar of the marshal’s emoluments, w be 
to the interest of the Government to give the m I 
so as to remove all inducement to perpetrate fra en 
and wrongs upon the citizen. If the deputies are paid fees fo iting 





»rocess, it would insure the same efficiency as the present fee system and 
he same time relieve the Department of the extraor 
plained of, as the marshal would have no interest in enc 

tices. 


nary c cp ~é Lil 
yuraging such prac- 


[Attorney-General Harmon. } 

THE FEE SYSTEM 
Great vigilance has been exercised and every effort made to keep down the 
expenses connected with the Federal courts. Exces und illegal charges 
can in some measure be avoided by watchfulnessand laborious investigation, 
but arrests and prosecutions on frivolous charges and flim 


mive 










sy pre to which 
= of these expenses is due, can not be prevented by this Department. 
his can be accomplished only by abolishing the sy 1 whi 


i h, by 
the fees of commissioners, marshals, clerks, and attorneys the . 
compensation, presents a constant inducement to unnecessary arré 
litigation. 

The 40 per cent of unsuccessful prosecutions during the 1 
is less than usual, does not, of course, include the cases where ; 
arrested are discharged on preliminary hearing, or those wherein the charges 
are ignored by grand juries. Not only do the fees of commissioners, and 
those of marshals and witnesses, with mileage, in these « 
annual expense to the Government, but annoyance ar 
inflicted on those involved as parties and witnesses, which indirectly work 
both material and moral injury to the public. Besides, a class 
sional witnesses and informers grows up in many sections, tothe 
the administration of justice. 

The discovery in northern Alabama of a widespread conspiracy 
commissioners and deputy marshals to defraud the Government by mea 
of fraudulent charges of fees, and the recent conviction of such of th 





prof. 
scandal of 


among 








——— as failed to escape, only call renewed attention in riking wa ) 
the evils of the fee system. These have been so often m it ng 
by different Presidents and Attorneys-General that . I mig 
would be mere repetition. I will simply refer to the report of Att a 
eral Olney for 1 (page xxiii), where the subject 1s fully and ‘ 
discussed. 

»of such 


Cansiderations of mere economy should not prevail when the 
an important branch of the public service is involved; but as such considera 
tions are always of weight, I wish to call attention to the fact that little if 
any additional expense need be involved in the change from payment by 
fees to payment by salaries. Indeed, that change may well be hoped eventu 
ally to prove a measure of economy, as I think the experience of many of 


the States has shown. 


I may add, Mr. Chairman, that in the official methods of the 
moonshiner courts probably 95 per cent of the prosecutions are 
begun before commissioners, many of them at the instance of pro- 
fessional informers. who are paid an allowance for mileage and 
witness fees, and the effect of this system materialize in the 
8 ble zeal of the favored local deputy who has the 

of earning all fees in wild-cat cases in his county. Of 
cases discharged before the commissioners, neither the court nor 


the Attorney-General has any account, but the Government must 
pay the fees all the same, 
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The fee system has been prolific of many abuses, as all agree 
who are at all familiar with the administration of justice in our 
United States courts. It has degenerated into a system of plunder 
and fee grabbing. It fosters, encourages, and met profes- 
sional jurors, witnesses, prosecutors, and informers whose sole in- 
tention is the ne of money out of the Government. And 
around all the Gini States courts these people may be found, 
used, and controlled by United States marshals and their deputies, 
making their living by informing on their neighbors, reporting 
technical violations of the law, and in many, very many, instances, 
resorting to false os make out cases against innocent men 
and women. One of the United States district judges, in a South- 
ern State, related to me a short time since a case which came 
under his personal observation. 

There lived in one of the back counties in middle Tennessee a 
very old lady, very poor and dependent, who was asked by an old 
colored woman for employment.as a cook. The good old lady 
replied that she had no money with which to pay her, but if she 
would take pay in leaf tobacco she would hire her for a short time. 
The old ‘‘ auntie” agreed to this, as her ‘‘old man” used the weed. 
And so she did work as a cook and was paid in leaf tobacco. 
Nearly three years after a United States deputy marshal heard of 
this transaction, and, with an eye single to fees in sight, had the 
oli lady arrested, after getting the approval of the district attor- 
ney, and taken before a commissioner and bound over to court to 
be held at Nashville, nearly 100 miles away, where she was in- 
dicted. When the facts were developed on the trial of the case, of 
course the judge discharged the oe pen and rebuked the deputy, 
but this was after the old lady been put to the expense and 
annoyance of a long trip to Nashville, which she was poorly able 

to bear, and after costs had accrued amounting to at least $100 
to be paid by the Government. 

The old woman was doubtless guilty of a technical violation of 
the internal-revenue laws, but no right-thinking man would insist 
that the ends of justice were prometed by her prosecution; but 
quite the contrary. 

This is but one illustration of many such cases. Thousands of 
cases are set on foot, as this case was, solely for the fees in its 

prosecution. 

The worst abuse of the fee system is found in the great number 
of cases commenced before commissioners and discharged by them 
because of insufficient evidence to sustain the charges. 

Besides the thousands of cases thus disposed of, the Attorney- 
General in his report takes no account of the great number of crim- 
inal cases in which defendants were acquitted, the average cost in 
those cases discharged being about $30. 

And in this connection I desire to read from a letter just received 
from a prominent United States official in one of the Southern 
States. Speaking of the pending bill and the fee system, he says: 


A vast amount of trash is sent up to the court, bound over by incompetent 
commissioners; but there is another evil which is simply outa, that is the 
cases which are brought before commissioners and the defendant disc , 
in these cases the deputy marshals have made statements of what could be 
oven, and it turns out that these statements are without any foundation. 
t is no uncommon thing for a large majority of the cases brought by a par- 
ticular uty to be discharged by the commissioner. The average cost of 
the case by commissioner is about $30, and_it never comes before 
the court; there are no consequences to the Sone. 
tem the marshal is always urging the deputy to do 
ble. The one who gets in the 








A Sete ie > au Wa» Ri Mn a ee at 


gr ne CATES ink AN Ne et aT Ne tr te A eI 


Under the present sys- 
as much work as sone 


largest account for a quarter receives the 
I remember one snerenal who had a stand- 


congratulations of 4 
ing rule that the deput who had in the largest account could have the job 
ot taking prisoners tothe penitentiary at that term; and this, being a trip to 


Brooklyn at no expense, was quite an object. The whole talk of a marshal's 
office is always that the deputy who sends in the account is the best 
deputy, and in my ten years’ experience I have never known a deputy to be 
removed by the marshal use there was no merit in the cases he brought. 

The truth is, lam so convinced of the wisdom of the bill that I hardly know 
where to commence an argument inits favor. I can see nothing in it that 
any honest man could object to. 


Iam authorized to say, Mr. Chairman, that this bill has been 
submitted to a numberof United States ~~ and they have all 
approvedit. It has been submitted to J ies ardee, of the south- 
ern circuit, who says that it is a good bill. It has been submitted 
to —— Key, once United States district judge and Postmaster- 
Gen of the United States. It has been submitted to other 
Federal judges. They all ee it isa good bill and o to be 
The present system brings on the courts t which 
they want to see removed by taking away temptation from the 
officers to bring frivolous and unnecessary prosecutions. 
Some may fear to su this bill because it may cripple the 
administration of the laws in the sections of the country referred 
to. Iam quite sure fears are groundless, judges 
of the United States courts heartily favor a reform measure such 
as is now considered, and do not entertain any such fears. 
a eee es are all with the ‘ crime, and I 
should not support a bill which d serio Beet gone ps ma 
tion of the laws. als Sl, ee ena- 
ble the courts better to administer justice, take away from the 
courts much of the odium that has attached to them because of the 
and ae 
to be for 


fee system. 
mackie pl ey pr mien hes Fy 
crime. Pardon a reference, I had 
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eight years prosecuting attorney in the largest judicial distri.+ ; 
the State of Tennessee. Iprosecuted crime as vigorously as Lox ae 
and I will say that no man can be a prosecuting attorney fo; 
eight yearsandhaveanysympathywithcrime. Speaking froi) my 
experience, I say this b’ better the administration of the lay 
me persons may havethe idea that the bill is intended to rip. 
le the enforcementof the internal-revenue laws. Notso. [) «\] 
uthern States there is without question now (although I admit 
it has not always been so) a strong and healthy public sentient 
which will sustain the officials in the proper enforcement of th, 
revenue laws. 
The internal-revenue system comes to us as a legacy of the war 
it is now structurally fixed in our governmental economies, and 
it is not at all probable that this or the next eeeeeion will con- 





sent to any such radical change in our method for securing sufi. 
cient governmental income as would follow its repeal. This bil! ig 
by no means intended to cripple the proper administration of the 
law, but on the contrary, the friends of the bill hope and believe 
to accomplish a cleaner and more efficient administration of that 


system of laws. That strong sentiment in the South in fayor of 
the proper administration of the law will encourage the prosecu- 
tion of all real violations of the law, and compel meritorious 
prosecutions, and at the same time the great and constantly in- 
creasing number of frivolous and unwarranted prosecutions set 
on foot by greedy and avaricious officials and professional prose. 
cutors and informers to get fees will be largely, if not entirely, 
wiped out, and when the temptation is removed from the district 
attorney and marshal to multiply cases for fees, and their only 
motive is to faithfully execute the laws, we shall see the laws better 
enforced. We shall have a cheaper administration of the laws, 
We shall see the courts rid of the “hangers-on,” the tools and 
favorites of the deputy marshals; and the courts themselves, in- 
stead of being ae of ~ paps ” to the poor and helpless, 
will be in fact, as they desire to be, ‘*temples of justice” for the 
innocent and a real terror to the really guilty, and men will be 
brought to the bar of justice because they have really violated 
the law, and not to gratify individual spite and malice or to make 
fees for officers and witnesses and informers. 

And in this connection I desire to call attention to another im- 
portant provision of this bill—that is, the one placing restrictions 
upon the appointment of ty marshals (called field deputies), 
leaving the matter y to the marshal and the Attorney- 
General. This provision, taken in connection with other pro- 
visions authorizing the courts to remove deputy marshals for 
cause, will probab! y = an end to the practice which prevails in 
some districts, an t is the member of Congress ex officio 
naming one ee to marshal for each county in his Congressional 
district. The deputy marshal being a “mighty man of valor,’ and 
being grateful to his Congressman, proceeds to be very active in 
controlling the primaries and political conventions in the interest 
eee - . So,in yp noma to feathering his 
nest at the expense o taxpa, , and oppressing the poor, he 
uses his official position to further the interest of his friend, the 
Congressman, and is able not only to bring discredit on the Gov- 
ernment he serves ae on the political party which owns him. 

Mr. RICHAR -. Do I understand my colleague to state 
that the practice to which he now refers obtains in his district? 

Mr. BROWN. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has never prevailed in mine. 

Mr. BROWN. I say that it prevails ina number of districts in 
the South. I have on my table now a letter from one of the most 
eminent Federal j in the whole South in which he gives me 


his word that in one ict he has knowledge of the fact 
that such a practice does prevail, And that it prevails elsewhere 
I have no doubt. 


I have notintended by anything I have said to censure the judges 

of the United States courts. I our Federal courts as the 

best courts in all the land. I know how exceedingly anxious the 

judges are to see this system wiped out and how much they con- 
tices ao less to prevent. 

Mr. , under deration is a great reform 

. it does not go to the extent desired by some 

of the opponents of the fee system, but it is as to district attor- 

, and their deputies a from the present sys- 

in the right on. 

or the better, then the duty and re- 

will rest with our successors to extend the change to 

This bill aims to strike at the rovt of 

fee sys , not so much by reducing salaries— 

in salaries will be over $100,000 a year—but by 

iucements to the commencement of unnecessary 


off all 
and frivolous proseutions out of which comes «large of the 


It must be remembered that it is not the clerks of the United 


zy 


i 


States courts who commence these prosecutions, nor is it the 
United States commissioners, for have no authority to issue 
warrants unless on advice and of the United States 








district attorneys on information furnished them by mar- 
aoe eee Jeputies, and the Judiciary Committee believe that 
if the temptation were taken away from United States district 
attorneys to multiply cases in order to make fees, and the like 
temptation taken away from the marshals, although their depu- 
ties are left on fees, but under their control, the commencement of 
frivolous and malicious cases would soon be entirely ended. 

Now, while the Government is in on aes ee 

nancially, while our expenses y exc our receipts, is a 
: oes ice economy and to institute this great re- 
tem. And while I know this is by no means a political question, 
I should like to see this Republican House have the credit of pass- 
ing such a beneficent and money-saving measure, which will be 
approved by every honest, intelligent, and law-abiding man in 
this broad land ours. Not on y so, but every honest Federal 
official will be glad of its ge, for every man who receives 
money as fees in these frivolous prosecutions must feel that he is 
taking ‘‘ blood money” from the poor and helpless. 

I take the li of quoting from a letter received a few days 
ago from an intelligent Federal official who will be affected by 
this bill. He says: 

; of the bill H. R. 5966 introduced by Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 
I aah to woes aT. the highest terms. ’ 

There is no injaeon bile service should be injured by it. The bill will cut 

of all the ae and eave complete facilities for an honest administration of 


justice. 

This is the language of a court official who is honest and patri- 
otic enough to want to see taken away from the courts the odium 
which necessarily attaches to the present pernicious fee system. 
He further says: 
een EtEte teres Geez might lovetotecow. 

Outsideof the motive of mamests. with that reasonable share of patriotism 
which desires to see abuses abolished, I have a more or less selfish interest in 
th, Bete entation whic has or sia yeas Stace the Peder 
= I want to see m on a high plane. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, if we allow this system to con- 
tinue when we can remedy it, it would not only be acrying outrage, 
but a standi roach tous. Let no man take to his heart the 
satisfaction of anticipating that he will be able to say to his con- 
stituents, “I was in favor of that bill, but I did not think it was 
the right kind of a bill.” The Attorney-General says this is the 
best ever submitted to Congress. It isnot perfect; it does not 

all the way that its friends would like to have it go; but it is 
fhe best e bill under the circumstances. 

The le question, gentlemen, is, On which side will you 


fight—in favor of the taxpayer or in favor of the taxeater? [Loud 
—— 
. Chairman, I a d to my remarks the letter which Isend to 


the Clerk, from Ju C. D. Clark, United States district judge 
for the middle and eastern districts of Tennessee. 


Untrep States Crrcuitr Court, 
WESTERN DIVISION OF TENNESSEE, JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, 
Memphis, Tenn., February 28, 1896. 

My Dear Brown: I have your favor, inclosing amended bill agreed on by 

subcommittee, and w you say will be favorably reported to the full 

Committee on the Judiciary, in + to district attorneys, marshals, com- 

missioners, marshals. You ask me if I believe that the effect of 

the legislation in that bill would be to cripple or to embarrass the 

administration of law. In reply, allow me to say that I have given this 

su much study, and have discussed it with judges of much greater ex- 

than I have had, more particularly with my predecessor, Judge D. 

Key. The legislation not only will not weaken, but will greatly add toa 

clean, reputable, and proper administration of the law. Its effect will be to 

keep out of court hundreds and thousands of frivolous fee-making cases 

brought into such courts by deputy marshals and United States commission- 

ers in their to a li off the Government, and in flagrant 

opgrension of the t and so doing. You know the details full 

without any enumeration ty me. Let me remind you again of some of 

the vices that now exist in this system, and you will recognize the abuses 
that are made without furnishing evidence of these. 

The attorney's emolument mas Sopents on fees. The marshal’s 
emolument depends chiefly on one-f of the fees, which he requires 
ploy ne Fs to turn over to him as his share of the work done by 
them feesearned. It may transpire under the m that a district 
otorne?, may see that because his fees are larger than the marshal’s he will 
reach limit,and he becomes more conservative about the is- 

frivolous cases where no substantial offense what- 
t which have been made the cause of arrest, depri- 


vation, and great oppression of the and innocent. e 
, has it in his power to say to the district attorney, “ % 

warrants are discouraging my deputies and I will fall 

below my limit, and {f'you force such a com tion as this the deputy 


work, strike on you, so to speak, l cut 
cinolument a below {he maximem and we will all go down to- 
. possible. sa: an 
particular a vice in the itself. . 


L has 
there is no limit the num 
_—_ and there is inevery district an army of these 
no whatever the marshal as to the number of 
and as his maximum compensation must be 
wales ts you can understand that he 
oe en go above see pene Sno Tinnts. Ro 
~ 4 officials and uite practica e for 
work up with the commissioners in the b 
isa which the men do not desire, and as a 
As soon as appointed they abandon every other method of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2397 


trying to make a living, expecting to make one off of the Government by 
their three-fourths interest in the fees, and every man, woman, or child who 
has touched a pint of whisky or twist of tobacco within a period of three years 
under circumstances that look somewhat suspicious to these eager-for-a-fee 
officers is promptly run in before some commissioner and with equal prompt- 
ness bound over to the next term of the United States court and dragged 
anywhere from 50 to 300 miles and put on trial with the attendance of pro- 
fessional witnesses at the expense of mileage and per diem, and at a cost of 
from $250 to $500 to the Government; and when the case is developed it is 
more likely than otherwise to turn out that a good man furnished his neigh- 
bor's wife a half pint of whisky in which to take some medicine, or some old 
white woman without money gave a colored woman a twist of tobacco to do 
a day’s washing. 

These are fair samples and are actual cases 
ernment in such a system are not its only evil. The indirect results are also 
to be considered. Such a spectacle in any community is thoroughly demor- 
alizing and the good people stand in complete astonishment that such abuses 
could be systematically practiced for years by those representing the General 
Government without any redressor correction. The oppression that is prac- 
ticed every day is a reproach in the eyes of any civilized community ond cre- 
ates much of that ignorant prejudice against Federal authority which you 
know to exist in communities where this system is in force, with all its un- 
told abuses. Senators HARRIS and BATE both know of those abuses by 
reason of their long and eminent experience as practitioners of the law, and 
could tell you more, perhaps, than I can of them. I only say to you that my 
profound conviction is that the legislation proposed in this bill would be at- 
tended with more practical benefit than any other legislation on the subject 
within the last twenty-five years. 


The direct losses to the Gov- 


I want toindorse fully, in conclusion, a 
remark that Judge E. 8S. Hammond made to-day in conversation with me, 
and that is that the people of the United States, in the way of useless and 
frivolous litigation, civil and criminal, unrestricted as the right to engage in 


this pastime is, squander more money than is wasted in any other of the 


several directions in which it is supposed money is extravagantly thrown 
away. 

Judge Hammond suggests to me one, and only one, modification of this leg- 
islation, and that is to provide that the Attorney-General shall nominate or 


appoint the commissioner and the district court approve the appointment, 


and I myself, for reasons developed in our discussion of the subject, believe 
this would be a desirable change. 
Do not give up this legislation, and your full reward will come as soon as 


its beneficial effects are seen, as they certainly will be. 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. Foster V. Brown, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I rise to ask unanimous consent that gen- 
eral debate on this amendment be closed at 4 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Or sooner, if there should be no one desiring 
to occupy the time. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Before the limitation of debate is finally 
determined upon, I should like to inquire how many gentlemen 
are yet to speak and how much time will be occupied? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. My colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Burton], desires to be heard in 
general debate, and also the gentleman from Missouri [{Mr. 
TRACEY]. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I wish to be heard in the general debate for 
fifteen or twenty minutes. I do not think I shall exceed that 
time. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Very well; the gentlemanshall have twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
UPDEGRAFF] whether in his judgment the arrangement he pro- 
poses would necessitate voting upon any amendments to-day? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. It is my impression that it would not. 
For my part, I prefer that at 4 o’clock the committee should rise, 
and that the consideration of the measure by sections be taken up 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DALZELL. That ought to be a part of the under- 
standing. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Well, let that be understood. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman might as well say 5 o'clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark that several ventle- 
men who desire toparticipate in the general debate are not in the 
Hall just now. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Following the suggestion of gentlemen 
around me, I will ask unanimous consent that general debate be 
closed at 5 o’clock to-day, or sooner if there is nobody desiring to 
occupy the floor. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And that no vote be taken on any of these 
sections until to-morrow. 

' Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Upps- 
GRAFF] asks unanimous consent that general debate be closed at 
5 o’clock to-day and that no vote be taken on the amendment or 
any amendment tothe amendment thisafternoon. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 


Cc. D. CLARK. 


Mr. Chairman, I shall detain the 
committee but a very few minutes in the discussion of this mat- 
ter. The evils which the pending bill seeks to remedy are twe, 
and they are interwoven with each other, and they are both inher- 
ent in the fee system. One is the frivolous and unnecessary, 
and in many cases pernicious and malicious, prosecutions that 
are instituted and maintained in the Federal courts. This bill 
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seeks to destroy that evil. The other is the enormous amount of 
cost which the Government is called upon to pay by reason of 


the processes that are called into action in the Federal court inci- 
dent to these prosecutions, 

Every attorney who has ever had anything to do either with 
the prosecution or the defense of those charged with the com- 
mitting of crime against the ae of the Uni — - the Fed- 
eral courts is possessed with an immense number personal 
reminiscences which he could bring te your attention to prove 
that one of the greatest and most trying evils of the fee system is 
that by virtue of which, day by day and month by month, our 
citizens are prosecuted, not ause it is desirable to uphold and 
maintain the majesty of the law, but in order to gratify personal 
Pique and malice. 

shall detain the committee by the recital of one single instance 
in the county in which I reside, of a gentleman who was at one time 
the judge of our county court, and he was a most — aeike ae 
a gentleman of the highest character, a law-abiding, u t citi- 
zen. He was the owner of a large farm and lived in the country. 
He had procured for himself a barrel of the most excellent Ken- 
tucky whisky. Adjoining him was a neighbor whose daughter, 
a lovely girl of about 18 years of age, was dying with consumption. 
The family physician advised the father and friends of the family 
that her case was hopeless and thateall that could be done would 
ee extend her life by the aid and useof stimulants. The 
father of the girl went to his neighbor and asked him for a quart 
or more of the whisky which he had on hand. It was given to 
him. Shortly afterwards, when this gentleman was away from 
home, the fa 
a settlement of some accounts. The father was absent, but the 
son was present. 

The gentleman who had obtained the whisky said to the son: “I 
have a running account with your father which I desire to settle.” 
**All right,” said the son, ‘ f is not here now, but I think in his 
absence I can transact the business for him.” They ran through 
the mutual accounts and adjusted the matter to the satisfaction 
of both. At the close of the transaction the father of the dying 

irl said: “I believe that your father has not charged me with 

o quarts of whisky I got here the other day for the use of my 
one ter.” The son said: “ I suppose that is all right. I do not 
think father intended to charge you anything for it. But it does 
not matter. I believe you have not charged father with a turkey 
he fot from you a few days ago.” Said the neighbor: ‘‘ Very 
well; let us just call it square.” Andro the matter terminated 
for the present. 

The judge had a tenant occupying a part of his farm. He and 
the judge could not agree. desired to re-lease the farm and 
the judge , and then and there, because of his inability to 
rerent the judge’s farm, and actuated by spite and malice, he 
gave the authorities information against the judge, charging him 
with the violation of the internal-revenue law in this, that he had 
sold and disposed of, to the father of the sick girl, two quarts of 
whisky. The judge was arrested, and it cost him just $500 to get 

transaction. 


of his bors respect for law and love of country? I say no. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is only one single instance i 
within my own knowl pe stand here by the hour an 
relate instances of a similar character. But I shall not take up 
your time in the attempt to do an. of that kind. 

I hold in my hand a from a who once occupi 
a seat on the floor of this House, a man whose name is a i 
word, the synonym of honesty and uprightness of character, and 
one of the best judges that y adorns the bench of the Federal 


court. Upon subject he says: 

We geaet oe of the pocneat Se as applied to the ministerial offi- 
cers, Sted Butes attarneys, niwrakale, erks, and has 
laid by the executive and 


i 


= 


coneten temptation to a ceadtans samiioe dt amber comk 
their are mutually dependent on the number. 
before commissioners of the most 


Serre a eerie enero era 
Sor jury wil blow thorn” Sy tee Sta haw’ rened 


r of the girl came over to his house in order to make | P 


or But no matter what the 


— these officers get the same amount 


And when take into the annoyance and perse:y.- 
tion of the poor and helpless and friendless defendants used for tae t. 
grabbing ”’ it is not only scandalous but a public disgrace. 

Se et ceca He can the grand jury to 
exercise scru' and and declare the law of case to the petit 
jury. But one-half or more of these outrageous costs are created by pr 
impecunions. No face ae = 

° are worth men- 
half of the o ee hy them, while technica||, 
cont 


statute, could well be ignored injury to the public w./- 


The remedy for this unspeakable evil and disgrace to the Rep blic is in the 
of Congress. Strike down the fee system. Salary the officers” "That 
would do vey an the rowl over the country as insatia:o 
earache om a . 

u m i t > hame 

hs Gn auth & question the aaather of vetucts public expenie 


pre 

of pu _— uc 

tures is consideration. The good name of the Government «14 
the integrity of officials, especially 

are of supreme concern. 


i 


in connection with courts of just ics, 


That is quite strong , Mr. Chairman and gentlemen f 
the committee, and it is true, every word of it. 

Now, we have got further with this bill than any other tow })- 
ing this =. We have got it up for consideration before the 
House. I will not say that it is perfect in all its details. | wi|| 
admit that it does not cure all of the evils that grow out of and are 
incident to the fee system. But it strikes at the root in this, that 
it takes away from the district attorney and his assistants, frjy 
the marshals and their ties, - and all inducements to in- 
stitute these proceedings, use i — do institute them their 
compensation will in no way be affected or enlarged by any sich 


Now, Mr. Chairman and of the committee, in 
accordance with the views which I have outlined, and for the 
pasvense which I have stated, the committee have reported t\is 

ill, consisting of seventeen sections. Not only does it substan- 
tially receive the support of every member of the committee, but 
it has the express approval of the Attorney-General and al! who 
are con with him in the ini ion of justice in and 
about his office. 

Mr.DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, if he will yield to me. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Was there not a bill framed by the Depart- 
ment of Justice, or were not the amounts that should be paid in 
salaries recommended by the Attorney-General, in all thse 
instances? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Not exactly; but I am coming to 
that, and will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Now, I desire to ask if the committee have 
not cut down the salaries recommended by the Attorney-General 
for the marshals and district attorneys? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. In some instances; and in some in- 
stances they have increased them. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. For instance, in the matter of the district 
of Washi -™ ing is that the salary there was 
recom at $5,000. Of course the maximum is $6,()()). It 

Attorney-General, and it is 


I will say that I donot particularly 
remember as to that district, but I do say that a number of the 
istri the the . of bet if = omg 
to which gentleman refers ,000, then it was be- 
ca an wb the work done and 
be done in that district, and because it averages up with 
these other districts placed at the same figure. 
to ask the gentleman a further 
question, if he will indulge me for a moment. 


Mr. DOO The emoluments for the United States at- 
torney in the year 1895 were $6,460.13. I 
understand that the basis of all this calculation is the report of 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No; that basis was discarded. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, at all events, those are the net emol- 
uments of the district attorney—$6, 460.13. 


district were $11,064.57. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. : 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Now, is it not true that salaries in other 
districts have been placed at instead of $4,000, where the 
net emoluments are very than those of the marshal in 
the district to which I call ? 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Not that I know of. 

a 
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DOOLITTLE. It is nevertheless true. 
a BURTON of Missouri. Now, I say upon the basis that I 


stated the purpose of away with the wrongs 
tat I have ee ae committee have adopted this bill, consist- 
ine of seventeen sections. The first section merely provides that 
all fees taxed and collected shall be covered into the Treasury of 


i The second section designates the amount of 
= Cae each particular district attorney, and in order 
that the gen understand, I now call his attention to 


i ent. Itwas P to base the salaries of attor- 
eee upon the emoluments which they had received, 
but it was found that that would not do. In many of the dis- 
tricts, the Attorney-General informed the committee, the earnings 
had been padded by a continued, persistent institution and prose- 
cution of these unnecessary, frivolous, pernicious, and malicious 


wr DOOLITTLE. If the tleman will permit me, I wish to 
say that of my own knowledge—and I have watched the whole 
subject very closely—I know that no such reason exists or has ex- 
isted in the State of Washington. ag 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I am not claiming that it does. 
What I said was that the Attorney-General so informed us; and 
if my friend will take this report of the Attorney-General and 
read it over, I think he will come to the conclusion that there are 
some of the districts named therein in which the emoluments 
never could have been counted up or taxed to the amount which 
they have been unless there had n an outrageous abuse of the 

, of the Government Os the vee States. I do not say 
was true in the man’s district. 
“ae having shentous’ t the idea of fees and emoluments as a 
basis, the next question was upon what basis should we deter- 
mine these salaries; and the basis which we adopted was the 
nature, character, and amount of work that was done in each par- 
ticular district. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Covering what length of time? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. That is an average. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. An average covering what period of 
time? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I do not remember now just what 
data we 

Mr. BROMWELL. It was just for the year ended June 30, 
1895. ; 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. That was as to some of them. 

Mr. BROMWELL. That was as to all of them. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That would certainly be very inequit- 
able. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Oh, no; we had before us a gentle- 
man who had been fourteen years tive attorney in one district. 
In anothor instance we had before us gentlemen who were con- 
nected with the Federal courts for years, from whom we obtained 
the average work for several years. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If my colleague will allow me to suggest, re- 
plying to the observation of the gentleman from Wasfington, 
according to the tleman in charge of the bill, and the chair- 
man of ttee on the Judiciary, the fees have been increas- 


ing by year. Certainly if the past calendar year of 1895 is 
the basis of the calculation, no injustice has been done to present 
incumbents of those offices. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. They have not increased in a great many 
districts, of course, but they have in a great many others. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The grand total has very enormously in- 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Here is another matter my friend 
has not taken into consideration, and I was about to a i 
These districts differ. In some the prosecutions consist almost 
exclusively of custom-house cases, and in others of violations of 
the internal-revenue laws, and in others of timber-cutting 


cases, 
_ Some of ee ee ane Chit you know nothing of 
in another district. some of these districts the district attorney 
never leaves his office and has no mi and no expense account. 
In others a very large proportion of the sum that is returned as 

and emoluments goes to make up traveling expenses and 
the su of the district attorney and the marshal while 
tra . Ithink if my friend will examine the accounts from 
his own he will find that a considerable proportion of the 
age, nt that goes to make up emoluments and earnings are mile- 


Now, you take a city like Chicago, in which there is no mileage, 
these emoluments merely grow out of absolute prose- 
cution of cases. I believe we one case before us—I do not re- 
member the district—where three-fourths of the emoluments and 


cord et enalated in mileage and subsistence while 


Now, then, if we were to hew down to the line the attorney and 
marshal of the district which my friend represents, if placed upon 
the same basis as the attorney and marshal in the city of Chicago, 
are at a great disadvantage. Butif he will follow down this bill 
he will find that im addition to the salary every district attorney 
and marshal receives his absolute traveling expenses plus the cost 
of subsistence while he is traveling. That is fair: that is right: 
that is equitable. Now, I appeal to my friends. It may be true 
that the amount designated im this bill for your district attorney 
and mine may be $500 or $1,000 too small; or it may be $500 or 
$1,000 too much. If you can convince this committee that it is 
$500 or $1,000 too small, I for one will gladly vote to increase it 
to the proper amount; and if you can convince me that it is $500 
or $1,000 too much, I will gladly vote to reduce it. 

I do not stand here to advocate an iron-bound, ironclad schedule 
of salaries to district attorneys and United States marshals. On 
the other hand, both here and in the committee room, I have 
maintained that the Government of the United States ought to 
pay salaries sufficient to enable it to employ men competent and 
qualified to represent it in its courts in each and every district of 
this Union; but I do appeal to my friends from all over the Union, 
representing particular districts, who may have friends, personal 
or political, occupying positions of United States attorney or as- 
sistant or United States marshal or deputy, not to jeopardize this 
bill and fasten upon the Government a system that from year to 
year necessarily costs it from $1,000,000 to $2,000,000 in order to 
save some personal or political friend from $500 to $1,000. Let 
us engraft this bill into law, and if it shall transpire that from 
the work that shall be done the salary which Congress designated 
for your district attorney and your marshal is too small, come in 
and amend it. 

Another thing, the salaries designated in this bill are not alone 
predicated upon the work which has been done, but we have taken 
into consideration the effect of this bill, if enacted, upon the work 
that shall be done in the future. Sunday before last the United 
States attorney from the district in which I live called at my home 
to see me, and he complained of this very bill. I said to him, 
** My friend, this bill is constructed not alone upon the theory of 
what has been done, but on what your office will be called upon 
todo. If this bill passes and the remedial sections of this bill 
become operative, what effect will it have upon the work that you 
or your successor will be called upon todo?” He said, ‘‘I will 
be honest with you, Judge Burton. In my judgment, if you 
adopt that bill it will decrease the work in my district 50 per 
cent.” And I honestly believe if this bill be engrafted upon the 
law of the land it will decrease the work 50 per cent in many dis- 
tricts, and in most of them at least 33 per cent. 

The third section of this bill provides for the appointment of 
assistant attorneys and regulates the allowance of their salaries 
by the Attorney-General upon a showing made by the judge and 
the district attorney that the services of the assistants are neces- 
sary. 

The fourth section provides for the salaries of marshals in the 
same way that it has designated the salaries of district attorneys; 
and the arguments that I have used heretofore are pertinent and 
applicable. I again say that I do not stand here as a member of 
the committee to insist upon an ironbound and an ironclad 
schedule; but if any gentleman can show this committee by fig- 
ures, by returns, that the salary named in this bill is too small, I 
for one shall gladly vote to raise it. 

The fifth section of the bill provides for office deputies of United 
States marshals and clerical assistance. 

The sixth section provides for field marshals. A gentleman on 
my left arose and made an onslaught on this bill in this particular. 
I am free to confess to the gentleman that I was in favor of plac- 
ing field marshals upon a salary, but the United States Attorney- 
General came before our committee and argued long and earnestly 
against that proposition. 

He convinced a majority of our committee. He argued in sup- 
port of his views that the experience in the Indian Territory, 
where they have adopted the salary system for the payment of 
field deputies, justified the Department in saying that if we ap- 
plied the salary system to the field marshals, then the field mar- 
shals would sit down, would remain quiet, and the processes of 
the Government would not be served nor its laws enforced. The 
Attorney-General has not absolutely convinced me, but Iam so 
in favor of the great virtues of this bill that I am willing to aban- 
don my individual views upon lesser points, and therefore I stand 
here to ask the Committee of the Whole, and eventually to ask 
the House, not to modify this section of the bill. 

The seventh section provides for the payment of the actual ex- 
penses of the marshals when traveling from court to court or 
en int the service of process. 

eighth section provides how all these accounts shall be made 
out, and the accounts when made out must be accompanied by 
receipts for every dollar charged. Even constructive mileage is 
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ohibited, so that under the provisions of this section neither the 
Fistrict attorney nor the marshal can ride across the State on a 
railroad pass and then charge the United States Government with 
what it would havecost him to have procured a ticket for the route. 
The ninth section provides for office expenses of attorneys and 
a which is clearly under the control of the Attorney- 


The eleventh section provides that these salaries shall be paid 
monthly, the same as other Government salaries. 

The twelfth section simply provides that the provisions of this 
act shall not be so construed as to prevent or affect the taxing 
of costs against the unsuccessful party or against defendants con- 
victed of crimes and misdemeanors. 

The thirteenth section makes it a penal offense for any one of 
these officers to receive fees to which he is not entitled. 

The fourteenth section provides that the term of all commis- 
sioners of the United States shall expire, and then provides for the 
appointment of commissioners ether district judges. The ob- 
ao of that provision is this: To-day there is a question as to what 

s the tenure of office of a United States commissioner of the cir- 
cuit court, and one judge of the United States circuit court has 
even expressed doubt whether he has any authority to remove a 
commissioner who has heretofore been appointed. All over this 
country there are commissioners who were appointed years and 
years ago. Some of them are of no earthly account, and some of 
them are much worse than that, and the object of this provision 
is to remove each and every one of them and then to confer the 
appointing power upon the district judge who lives in the district, 
and who, by reason of his personal knowledge and acquaintance, is 
best qualified to say whether such and such a — ought to be 
a commissioner or not. Then it provides further that the court, 
by an entry of record, shall designats the name and place of busi- 
ness of every one of these commissioners, and that they shall hold 
their office for the term of four years. 

Mr. DALZELL. Before the gentleman passes from that sec- 
tion, I would like to ask him whether there is any provision in this 
bill for paying expenses incurred by marshals in the carriage of 
prisoners from place to place. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I think there is. 

Mr. DALZELL. Can the gentleman point it out? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I do not know that I can without 
examining the bill. The bill was somewhat changed upon the 
recommendation of the Attorney-General at a meeting at which 
I was not present. Before that change I could have pointed out 
to the gentleman any provision offhand. I know there was a pro- 
vision on that subject in the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. I call the tleman’s attention to section 7, 
which provides that the marshal when attending court in any 
place other than his official residence, etc. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. That section does not cover the 
matter to which the gentleman’s inquiry relates. : 

Mr. LACEY. Section 8 probably covers it, because that would 
be expenses of his office. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. In the original draft of the bill 
there was a section particularly applying to that kind of work, 
and if it is not in the present bill it is probably because it has 
been inadvertently left out in the printing. Section 8 does not 
cover the subject. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The committee considered that the gen- 
eral provisions of the bill with respect to marshals’ expenses cov- 
ered ee 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. In answer to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, I will say that originally there was a fic section 
in the bill applying to that matter. I remember it because we 
labored upon it at great length. I presume it was knocked 
out at the suggestion of the Attorney-General at the meeting 
of the committee at which I was so unfortunate as not to be 


present. 
The fifteenth section provides that marshals, clerks, attorneys 
assistant attorneys, qary commissioners, bailiffs, and janitors shall 


not act as United tes commissioners, and that is right. In 

some instances, under the existing system, one tleman is not 

only clerk of the circuit court, but he is clerk of the 

district court, he is re. and a commissioner, 

under the law as it stands, of the United States circuit court. 

is - sort of ‘‘Pooh-Bah.” He does everything except pay 
mself, 

The sixteenth section was ingrafted upon the bill after it had 
been completed by the co: ttee, at the — instance and 
request of the Attorney-General. It is in relation to the fees of 
United States commissioners. This section seems to set out at 
length just what the fee of a United States commissioner shall be 
for each particular piece of work done by him. I pe pee Ae 
attention to the provision contained in the body of the on 
page 18, which provides that— 

Not more than one per diem shall be allowed in a case, unless the account 


shall show that the hearing could not be completed in one day, when one 
additional per diem may be specially approved and allowed by court. 


Under the existing law the commissioner may continue the. case 
thirty, forty, or fifty times, if it should be capable of being I 
lo in that way. Hence there is inducement for him t., . 
tinue cases. And let it be borne in mind that every continuance 
by the commissioner entails an increased cost in the per diciy of 
witnesses who are called to attend. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does this limitation upon the per dicm 
apply only to commissioners, or does it aeiead aloo to Witnesses? 

. BURTON of Missouri. We do not pretend to put a limita. 
tion upon the number of days which may be allowed to a witnoss 
for his attendance. 

Mr. HARTMAN. It would be absolutely unjust to compel a 
witness to attend ten days and then allow him for only on.. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. t me put this case to the gentleman: 
Suppose that in a particular instance nearly two days shold }o 
occupied in hearing the prosecution, and that the commissi jer jg 
to get no pay beyond those two ore. Will he not necessarily be 
inclined to cut short the hearing—to bind the defendant over wit). 
out an his side? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I think not, because there aro g 
great many cases in which the commissioner will get his por diem 
a a of the case does not occupy fifteen minutes 

Mr. NOR AY. But will not the tendency be for the com: 
missioner, after hearing the case for the prosecution, to simply 
bind the defendant over without a hearing? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I think not. My answer to the 
gentleman is this: We believe that under this bill the district 
courts will not appoint men of such character and caliber as he 
supposes to act as commissioners, though sometimes the courts 
may e mistakes. I certainly doubt the propriety of saying 
that the provision of the existing law shall be continued, and that 
the commissioner shall receive his per diem for as many days ag 
he may sit in the hearing of the case. , 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Istherein the bill any provision fora ‘new 
birth” on the of the courts that appoint the commissioners? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Oh, no; there is no provision fora 
“new birth”; but a great many of these commissioners were born 
long before those who are now the judges of their courts were ap- 


inted. 

Mr.BROWN. Under this bill the commissioners are to be ap- 
pointed by the district ju , while under the old system the com- 
missioners have been ap ted by Unived States circuit judges, 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The seventeenth section of this bill 
repeals all acts or of acts inconsistent therewith; and it pro- 
vides also that the bill shall not apply to the Indian Territory, and 
that certain of its provisions not apply to the southern dis- 
trict of New York. The reason we have not made the measure 
applicable to the Indian Territory is that that Territory now has 
a special law of its own, under which everything is proceeding 
substantially to the satisfaction of the Department of Justice. 

The Attorney-General asks that certain provisions should not 
apply to the southern district of New York, because for a quarter 
of acentury the courts there have been operating under a law pe- 
culiar to themselves. 

Now, tlemen of the committee, I have endeavored as briefly 
as I could to explain the provisions of this bill. As I stated some 
time ago some of the salaries provided in it may be too large; 
some may be toosmall. But the virtue of this bill lies in the fact 
that it takes away from the district attorney and his assistants, 
from the marshal and his deputies, and from the commissioner, 
any inducement to commence or prosecute these unnecessiry, 
frivolous, and in a great many instances pernicious and malicious 
prosecutions. And, sir, though this bill might be amend in the 
salary section so that the salaries should be increased $1()().()\0) over 
and above what they now are, which would be about $3(),() over 
and above those the bill, still I would stand here to vote 
for the bill. I shall not be driven away from my support of it by 
any increase of salaries, because in my judgment the virtv: lying 
in the body of this bill will not only protect our people from mali- 
cious and pernicious prosecutions, but will save to this (:vvern- 
ment from one million to two million dollars in the way of costs 


ear by 7 
: Mr. core, I yield a portion of my time to my colleague on 
the committee . TRACEY]. 
Mr. TRA’ . Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy only a shor. ime 
with what I have to say on this bill. The system which t)” bill 
attacks has been so thoroughly embedded in the Federal adminis- 
i ee Sethi chee bas witness 
2 . gress witness 
introduction of bills for the abolition of the fee system: \«t \! has 
been maintained and is still maintained. The sentimen' \! the 
—s the country has been for years against the continuance 
of this system, at least in the section of country with whic) | am 
familiar, and I have no doubt whatever that the sentiment « hos 
tility to the continuance of this has prevailed in every part 
of United States. = it oe the respect ae 
usually accordéd to age without taking into consideration ()° 
crepitude that accompanies it and the constant growth of abuses 
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that have crept into it from year to year. That those abuses have 


been of a very grave character in many districts of the country 


there can be no doubt. ‘ : eine 
peaking reference to the practical operation of this bill, 
I gaete oot some suggestions that I have heard since the 
bill came before the committee. The question has been asked 
whether or not in the operation of this bill the marshal will still 
be required to make emolument returns. I answer certainly not. 
The question is also asked how the accounts are to be kept with 
the field deputy marshals. Under the operation of this measure the 
_ = will continue to make their vouchers as they now 
em; and at the expiration of each quarter those vouchers, 
after having been made out and sworn to, will be transmitted to 
the just as they are now under existing law. And when 
they have been examined by the district attorney and submitted 
to the court for examination and approval, after such examina- 
tion and approval they will be transmitted to the Department of 
Justice and go through the hands of the accounting officers pre- 
i do now. 
a ae change in that particular in so far as the field depu- 
ties are concerned. I am sorry, for my own part, that there is 
none. I should have preferred it if there was a change. I be- 


lieved myself when I drew the bill that I had the honor to intro- 
duce in House along the lines of which the pending bill was 
largely drawn that all the deputy marshals should be included in 
the list, and I regret exceedingly that they have not been 


included in this bill, bat it was due to the strenuous opposition of 
the ent of Justice that that section of the bill was left 
out these deputies were allowed to remain on fees. 

But their accounts will be rendered precisely as they are ren- 
dered now under existing law; and when the Department of Jus- 
tice comes to the examination and the approval of the accounts, 
and after the approval, when they are certified to the Treasury 
for payment, three-fourths of the amount found due each deputy 
marshal ent be transmitted to the marshal for payment to the 
deputy, and the other quarter will be covered into the Treasury 
of the United States, where it belongs. The reason why marshals 
and attorneys are required to make emolument returns now is 
that the —’ a maximum of $6,000, beyond which they 
may not fees. Under the operation of this law there is a 
maximum, so far as the field deputies are concerned, and I assume 
that under the practical operation of the bill, if it becomes a law, 
it will be the duty of the Department of Justice to know, and they 
will know, when any field deputy marshal has received the sum 
of $2,500, to which he is entitled, and that all other fees found 
due him will be retained and covered into the Treasury of the 
United States. Hence I can see no necessity under the operation 
of this bill for making emolument returns on the part of anybody 
or that there will be any difficulty in keeping the accounts. 

Now, while I concede that there are features of the bill that I 
do not like, yet. it a very long distance in the right direction, 
and if it contained other conditions that I could not approve be- 
sides those to which I have referred I would stil! support the bill 
rather than have no change of the system, which is almost unani- 
mously condemned. The people, I know, are tired of the evils of 
the present system. I four years’ experience in what is per- 
hapsan ovenee district in this country, ina district that contained 
all of the different classes of population and contained the basis 
or thesubstructure out of which grow many of the frivolous prose- 
cutions so widely complained of, because in that district there were 
from one million toa million and a half acres of public land, worth 

for the timber upon it, and more than one man 
have I seen—aye, I may safely say bandreds of them, I think—in 


reason that they had cut down a tree upon the land that could 
sold on the stump for more than half a dollar and 
valued at half a dollar or a dollar on the trial of the case, and 
the Government of the United States from one 


e prosecution of which benefits no 
interested. But the officers are much less 
uitous under which they perform 


Techni 
been ted to conviction with no possible resulting 
benefit to edther the Government or the people, but with positive 


many of the districts in the United States, 
believe I represent a district which is about an 


one. 
, under the 


cue 


tion of this law those cases will be are 
the courts. pote city we have a district court held 
. It takes weeks of hard work to clean up the 
itis not always done; but if you will adopt this 
will be eneeeding one week of court held in that 
district of Missouri. Hence you cut off 

of the jurors who are assembled for the purpose 
Sauieinane Glad trying onsen tn thoee courts. ou cut 
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violations of the internal-revenue laws | 


are some of the evils that have grown up | 
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off the pay that is now given to hundreds of witnesses. I have 
seen over 500 witnesses in attendance upon thatdistrict court upon 
the first day of the term. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. On account of the experience which you 
have had in the operations of the marshal’s office, I should like to 
have your views as to what you think should be the salary al- 
lowed to field marshals; whether the amount of $2,500 is not too 
much. Iam in sympathy with you in this bill, but I should-like 
to hear you upon that. 

Mr. TRACEY. Inabill which I introduced I provided a salary 
of $100 a month. . 

Mr. SHAFROTH, 
ties, do you know? 

Mr. TRACEY. The average deputy, so far as my experience 
goes, will make not exceeding $100 per month. In rare cases 
they may make $150 a month. 

Mr. BROWN. I want to say to the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. SHarrotn], if the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Tracey] 
will allow me, that the limit was put in the bill at $2,500 at the 
request of the Department of Justice. Of course we all under- 
stand that deputy marshals can not usually earn anything like 
$2,500. In fact, the average will not be $1,000; but there are one 
or two places in the United States, for instance, in the southern 
district of New York, where the expense of living is so much 
greater than in other portions of the country that a deputy per- 
haps ought to earn that much, and where he could earn that much. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But if the majority of deputies are allowed 
a very large limit, will there be any restrictions whatever upon 
the pernicious fee system? 

Mr. BROWN. 
was Ay yy 

Mr. TRACEY. Iwill answer the question. Under the existing 
law a deputy marshal can not begin a prosecution. He applies 
first to the commissioner for the issuing of a warrant, filing his 
complaint. Thecommissioner refuses to issue that warrant until 
the complaint has been approved by the district attorney; so that 
a deputy marshal can not initiate a prosecution. 

Mr.HYDE. What would you do in cases where the district at- 
torney lives 500 miles away, which is the case between Spokane and 
Seattle? 

Mr. TRACEY. I would do precisely as the law requires. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, when I was interrupted I was remarking that I 
had seen as many as 500 witnesses in attendance upon the district 
court upon the first day of the term in the city in which I live. 
Those witnesses were brought there from a division of the western 
district of Missouri embracing about twenty-one counties, and the 
amount that was paid out to them during and at the conclusion of 
the term always ran up into the thousands of dollars, generally 
being from five thousand to seven thousand dollars paid out at 
each term of court to the witnesses and jurors in attendance upon 
the court. If you will enact this bill into law the amount will be 
reduced from 30 to 50 per cent. 

But that is not the sole reason why I am in favor of this bill. 
There is another and more weighty reason than that. While it is 
always & good thing to save money, yet there are cases when that 
is not the best thing involved. This is one of them. While I re- 
joice that we shall be able to save from 30 to 40 per cent in the 
cost of the administration of Federal justice in the United States, 
I rejoice more in this bill because it will relieve thousands of poor 


What is the pay usually allowed to depu- 


They have no authority whatever to swear out 


| men from being harassed by prosecutions for trivial offenses, and 


the past quarter of a century taken to the Federal courts for the | 


being taken from their homes and families into court to be tried 
for some offense, the trial of which benefits no man, woman, or 
child living, except those whose emoluments are increased. After 
the trial, when a fine of $1, or $5, or $10 has been assessed, the Gov 
ernment of the United States has the further privilege of boarding 
the man in the county jail at 50 cents a day for the fine assessed 
against him, in addition to paying all the costs of the prosecution. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not an average of | per cent of th 
costs assessed in these cases collected by the Government of the 
United States. It isan exceedingly rare case where a dollar is 
collected. Then, if nobody is to be benefited by such prosecu- 
tions, if the cost is being paid by all the people of the United 
States, if it is no benefit to society, if it is not done for the preser- 
vation of law and order, if it is not done for the protection of life 
and property, then these prosecutions ought to be eliminated from 
our Federal courts and Federal jurisprudence. 

I am in favor of this bill, for these reasons, without going into 
an examination of it section by section, because that has already 
been done. It is the general purpose of the bill that I am in favor 
of. There are some things in I do not like, and it does not go 
as far as I would like to have it go; but a succeeding Congress 
can complete the reform. It is the first step in the right direction, 
and I am glad to have an opportunity to vote for that first step. 
[Applause. } 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a from the Senate, 
by Mr. PLattT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the conference report on the bill (H. R. 5359) makin 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 

i> ceneimraiee manatees Ont Gn tune wot passed bills 
message ann 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was ——— 

A:bill (8. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; 

A bill (8. 1646) providing for certain requirements for 
pr by gas, Haid, naphtha, or electric motors; 

A bill (8. 680) for the relief of James Linskey from the opera- 
tion of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the Ter- 
ritories and the District of Columbia to American citizens; 

A bill (S. 1296) to commission _— assistant surgeons in 
United States Navy, and to provide for their examination prelim- 
oy iD (. 788) wuthorining aaa f the Treasury 

A bi 758) ai izi e of t to 

ilbur with the United 


adjust and settle the account of James M. 
States and to pay to said Wilbur such sum of money as he may 
be justly and ee entitled to; 

A bill (8. 1676) authorizing Rear-Admiral W. A. Kirkland to 
re by the Emperor of Germany; 

A bill (8. 744) providing for a naval training station on the island 
of Yerba Buena, or Goat Island, in the harbor of San Francisco, 
Cal., and for other . 

A bill (8. 1478) provi for the construction and of 
a steam revenue cutter for service on the Atlantic of the 


United States, eee of New York; 
A bill (8.541) for the relief of Orin Et. MeDaniel, 
A bill (S. 213) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Da- 
kota or James River, and across the Mississippi River between 
the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and 
South Port, in the State of Louisiana, and across the Ilinois and 
Des Plaines rivers between the mouth inoi i 
of Joliet, in the State of 
location, and dimensions of same; 
A bill (8. 1353) to revive and reenact the act entitled “An act 
to authorize the of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark. ,” 


an appropriation for the improvement of 
cemetery near Pensacola, Fia.; 


record of John H. Skinner; 
of the Revenue-Cutter 


correct the naval history of John C. f 
er ee ere 


A bill (S. 1106) to place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. j. Gen. Alex- 
ander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States Arm. 

A bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance»: 
a ——— library and reading room in the District of Colum)})\,,. 

A (S. 1513) to regulate the use of the public parks and j),._ 
proved reservations in the District of Columbia under thech::.:,, 
of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Anny; 4 

A bill (S. 1825) te inco the Convention of the Protest: :,; 

Church of the Diocese of Washington; 
A bill (S. 509) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon: 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed w-\{)). 


vessels | out amendment bills and joint resolutions of the following ti’... 


A bill (H. R. 3982) granting to Lincoln Post, Grand Army of 
the ublic, of Valley Hope, R. I., one condemned cannon: 

A bill (H. R. 1691) to authorize the St. Louis and Oklahoma 
City Railroad Company to construct and operate a railw.j\y 
through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other jir- 


poses; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 65) to authorize Lieut. Sidney S. Jor- 
oe United pane ae oe Edward ©. Carter, 
assis surgeon, , to accept medals fr: 
= British eter ge og age . wa _ 

oint resolution ( . 198) directing Secre f W: 
ee ee 

The message also announced that 
amendment of the House of 
tion (S. R. 54) authorizing the N: 


Newtown » New York. 
the Senate had agreed to the 
i to the joint resoin- 

ing Company to 


ational Dredgi 
proceed with the work of dredging the channel of Mobile Har), 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

CUBAN AFFAIRS. 


, | ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk, 


That the Senate be requested to 
of the House relatiny to a‘fairs 
ee WORD aise Reenguensed resolutions 


Unanimous consent being granted, the resolution was agreed to, 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BI/.L. 

resumed its session, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

‘ Tam im favor of the bill 

Tam ys in favor of taking 

can not get itall. But I feel that this 

the evil that it strikes 

thedisease. This fee 

abolished in toto. not 

mal experience 

fee system is not 

think that there are 

of the United States, 

innocent people, arising out 

law and a dishonest and a corrupt 

of this country, than 

the dishonesty or corruption of the deputy 


In the district I 
northern district of 

two years the grand 
jury convicted, and the 
United States deputy 
States. The report 
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t by means of 
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to the evils of 
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personal knowledge of 

I have known 

marshals Sivasmtnindenars have 
men—who might have violated the 
have been of a mere 
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so as that exists you will have man 
men sent ieee district conte for trial who will be dischar; 
when their cases are investigated. ee 1m 
Let nae call Ne ee ome, Ge naunee te tieean enaen, 
nie that year were nol-prossed or dis- 
were investigated by a grand jury 
trial they were nol-prossed 


A total of 61,137 cases that were investigated by grand jury, 
and when these men who were charged with these offenses came 
before the district court their cases were nol-prossed or dismissed 
without trial. The Attorney-General in his report says that 40 
per cent of the cases that are investigated by the grand juries 
even are dismissed or acquitted. , 

Now, in all these cases = enteaerys ent of = ee States 

r the expense; pay out enormous fees to commis- 
ee uty marshals, and others. But that is only a part of 
the evil. Attorney-General in his report says that this does 
not include persons bound over to the district courts by the com- 
missioners and whose cases have been thrown out of court when 
they came to be investigated by the grand jury. I know of my 

knowledge that in the court at —— home over 
50 per cent committed to the nd jury are discharged or the 
grand jury never found true bills against them. . 

Not culy i it a question of saving the enormous expense in 

these cases, but itis a of dog justice to innocent peo- 
who ape pesancuted men who are seeking to make a living 
out of this system. statistics show how this s = 
n 


this committee and this House intend to do full justice in this 
matter, to strike at the very root of the evil, save the Govern- 
ment this enormous expense, and tect many innocent people 
from frivolous they ht to put these commis- 
sioners on a salary, as well as the and the United States 
district " a ee time comes I shall ask 
the committee to this t: 

Strike out all that of section 16, beginning with the word “ entitled,” 
in line 17,on ”S to and inclading the word “emplo aan ene 
page 14, and : “paid such salary as the At -Genera 
Oey Prgp Sas tee Ste which shall inno case excoed $8 00: Pro 
and actual and ‘expenses ¢ the comaniosioners While ab: 
sent from their neces and ly employed in 


necessari 
to, returning and before the United States cour 
be allowed as hereinbefore ip tap elewense of accuanin el 


. Chairman, that amendment does not interfere with the 
of these commissioners by the judges as they are 
oa The United States district judges will Kae 
commissioners, as is provided by the terms of the bill as it 
comunittee. 


EE 


A 


stands before this ae eeeeeeeaen eaeee 5 petarees 
simply that the salary of the commissioners shall ed 
by ee termoet thie Lill provide that the 
‘ shall fix the salaries of the different assistant 


A 


the assistant district Now, the office of t dis- 
Selene Se ® far moreim tone than the office of United 
States , and if A can be safely 
trusted to fix the salaries of the assistant district , cer- 
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honesty in office, so that if not removed for such a cause he holds 
the office until he resigns or dies. The consequence is that in the 
register as it stands now there are the names of a good many 
United States commissioners who are really not serving as such or 
doing any work in that capacity. 

But I find also that during the year 1895, $144,168 was paid to 
United States commissioners for work done in 1894, and $232,283 
for work done in 1895. Of course they have not received all their 
pay for 1895, but will receive part of it in 1896. So we may say 
that the United States Government pays out annually at least 
$376,451 in fees to the commissioners of the United States courts, 
and now I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that that money is not paid by the parties that are brought before 
those commissioners, nor by those who are convicted of criminal 
offenses in the United Statescourts. Why dolsaythat? Because 
[ find from the report of the Attorney-General that the amount of 
fines and forfeitures assessed in the United States for the year 
1895 amounted to more than $1,000,000, and yet that there was 
only $132,000 of those fines actually collected, the balance having 
been remitted, or discharged, or found uncollectible. 

Now, that $132,000, if distributed among the United States 
commissioners, United States marshals, deputy marshals, com- 
missioners, and clerks, would only pay a very small amount of the 
fees they receive. Therefore it is evident that these immense 
charges which are paid to these officers are really paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States and come out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers. But I find that even if every one of these 1,868 com- 
missioners were at work and should receive his proportion of the 
fees each one of them wou!d get only $201. Now, is it impossible 
for the district attorney, under suchcircumstances and in view of 
this state of facts, to fix the compensation of these officers? But 
to bring it down to a closer case—I could not go into a careful in- 
vestigation of the statistics —— 

Mr. BROWN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. Are you not incorrect when you say that they 
would get only $201 each? Is not the amount $2,000? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. As I have said, there are a great 
many commissioners who are not doing any work at all as such. 

Mr. BROWN. But I understood you to say that there was 
about $376,000 annually paid to them in the way of fees. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Three hundred and seventy-six thousand 
four hundred and fifty-one dollars. 

Mr. BROWN. How many commissioners are there? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are 1,868 commissioners, according 
to the register, and that number of commissioners divided into 
the amount give a result of $201 each; at least, I think that cal- 
culation is correct. But, Mr. Chairman, in some States there is 
a vast number of commissioners in proportion to the necessities 
of the case. For instance, Tennessee has 129 commissioners, while 
in Alabama, which has as much criminal business, there are only 
30. This shows that a much smaller number of these commis- 
sioners can easily transact this business. 

Now, sir, in Alabama, where there are only 30 commissioners, I 
find that the amounts paid to them for the year 1895 were $31,808, 
or over a thousand dollars for each commissioner. 

Mr. BROWN. Now see what was paid in Tennessee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, in Tennessee, where they have 129 
commissioners, it would only make—I have not calculated the 
precise amount—about $50 or $60 apiece. 

Mr. BROWN. In Tennessee the commissioners were not paid 
so mauch in the a gate in 1895 as in Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no doubt that is the fact; but it 
simply shows that in some of these States a great many more 
commissioners have been appointed than were necessary. In Ala- 

30 commissioners have transacted the business. My recol- 
lection is that they have transacted more business—have committed 
more ms to appear before tho United States circuit court— 
than the 129 commissioners in Tennessee. 

Mr. BROWN. Let me state that this bill is intended to put a 
restriction on the appointment of these commissioners. The dis- 
trict judge is authorized to appoint the commissioners, subject to 
the approval of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. DERWOOD. [heartily concur with the committee in 
that view. The fact is that the appointment of great numbers of 
commissioners is a growing evil; for when a commissioner is ap- 
pointed for whom there is not sufficient business he thinks he 
is entitled to make a living out of his position, and he expects to 
work up enough business to make that living. Bat when you 
appoint a nalier number of commissioners—only so many as can 
make a fair and honest compensation out of the business—they 
attend to the business better. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman, but 
he will allow me to say that in regard to the proposition to put 
commissioners on salaries the Judiciary Committee had before it 
Judge Stewart, of the Indian Territory, whom I understand to be 
an eminent lawyer and a judge who has had much experience in 
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that Tsrritory. In 1895, if I remember aright, when this House 
passed a bill putting the field deputies and the United States com- 
missioners on salaries, Judge Stewart came before the committee 
and asked to have the measure amended, so far as it applied to 
the Indian Territory, and the field deputies and commissioners 
there paid by fees as they had been previously. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit me a statement? 
The request was not for a change of the system as applied to those 
commissioners except so far av the commissioners in the Indian 
Territory ormed the same services as justices of the peace in 
the several States. The request was that for services not per- 
formed by other commissioners of the United States those com- 
missioners should have the same fees as justices of the peace in 
the States. ButlIam able tosay that the salary system as applied 
generally to the commissioners was entirely satisfactory to the 
people of that Territory. 

Mr. BROWN. I think you are mistaken about that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know I am not mistaken. 

Mr. SWANSON. In the Indian Territory,do not the ey 
marshals perform the same duties that sheriffs or deputy sheri 
perform in the States? 

Mr. BAILEY. Precisely so. The truth is that the judiciary 
constitute practically the oniy representative of the Government 
in that Territor; . 

Mr. SWANSON. And consequently the workings of the sys- 
tem in the Indian Territory would not be a fair ground of com- 
parison with a community where most of the local business is 
transacted by the State courts. Is not that a fair distinction? 

Mr. BAILEY. I would respond affirmatively to that question, 
though I am satisfied that I would not apply the gentleman's view 
so far as he does. My opinion is that you can not apply the salary 
system to the field deputies anywhere. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In answer to my friend from Tennessee 
I wish to call his attention to the mares of the Attorney-General 
on this question. The language of that officer is: 

Great vigilance has been exercised and every effort made to keep down 
expenses connected with the Federal courts. Excessive and illegal c 
can in some cases be avoided by watchfulness and laborious investigation; 
but arrests and prosecutions on frivolous charges and flimsy proof, to which 
past of these expenses is due, can not be prevented by mt. 

his can be accomplished only by abolishing the system which, by making 
the fees of com oners, clerks, and attorneys the source of their compen- 
sation, presents a constant inducement to unnecessary arrests and litigation. 

The present Attorney-General of the United States is therefore 
in favor of putting these United States‘commissioners on a , 
The Attorney-General in 1893 also expressed himself in his report 
in favor of putting these commissioners on a salary. I have failed 
yet to see the report of any Attorney-General that has not asked 
oO to put these commissioners on a salary. 

I do not, by my remarks on this subject, mean to imply that all 
the commissioners are corrupt. I know many of them. I am 
satisfied that a large —— of them are honest, painstaking, 
truthful,and just men. But there are, undoubtedly, as shown by 
the statistics and by the facts that are before the committee, a 
number of these commissioners who have an utter disregard for 
justice and the rights of the defendants brought before them; and 
— justice demands, as a matter of humanity to the people 

rought into these courts, the abolition of this system. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that there is noth- 
ing we can do—that no system that we can adopt will save more 
money to the United States in the Department of Justice than the 
change of the system now in vogue, and putting the commis- 
sioners on the salaried list. There is no more reason why they 
should not be put on the salaried list than why the postmasters 
should not be paid salaries. As I said a little while ago, there are 
80 United States commissioners in the State of Alabama. There 
are more than . ee in Alabama who are a ted by 
the President of the United States and receive a y. Ifthe 
Postmaster-General can find and efficient men to appoint to 
these positions and can fix the salary for the postmaster in this 
State, why can not the district iudee and the Attorney-General 
find efficient and men, and fix the salaries for them, to fill 
the positions of 30 United States commissioners in the State of Ala- 
bama? And, sir, I only refer to Alabama to illustrate the pomt. 
The same is true of all of the other States. 

Mr. Chairman, that s ~ which the compensation of a 
judicial officer is de ed by the number of prosecutions com- 
menced before him is one that fixes a premium on corruption and 
dishonesty in office. I feel that it is arelic of the Dark Ages and 
a tra on justice, as well as a disgrace to the American people. 

Mr. ‘ . Chairman, I am in hearty accord with 
the principle announced by the J udiciary Committee in 
this bill. But there are some gross ualities in the 
of the bill, which I believe it is due to the committee to point out, 
to the end that they may be rectified if the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary all entertain evinced by the 
ginihimen trem Missour! [Mke, BURTON), 7 ee 


I want to call your attention to some of these inequalities, ., d 
will state at the outset that my remarks are based on the inf; orma- 
tion furnished to us by the letter of the Attorney-General. | yw. h 
to direct your attention especially to some of the gross earnin.-« 
and some of the net earnings and the salaries which are prop.s:| 
to be paid in the pending bill in the various districts of the Uni:..; 
States as an illustration of what I regard as inequalities that ¢\\o 
bill contains. For example, as it pertains to the United Sta+os 
marshals in the State of Montana, from which [ hail: The gross 
earnings of the United States marshal for the year ending J \)),9 
30, 1895, in Montana, as shown by this report, is $23,835.81. The 
net earnings for the same year are $6,493.06, and the committee 
have given the United States marshal for that district the muni(j- 
cent salary of $3,500. The dtstrict of Massachusetts, on the ¢.))- 
trary, shows gross earnings of $10,497.24, less than one-half of 
Montana; net earnings, $6,000, or $493.06 less than Montana, and 
Massachusetts is provided with a salary of $5,000, which is ac- 
corded to her marshal, against $3,500 to the marshal in Mont:na, 

Again, take, if you please, the district of the State of Iowa. Tho 
gross earnings, as shown by the report, are $13,460.88 and net 
earnings $5,195.64, and the salary of the marshal is fixed at $4,(\)\), 
In other words, here is $10,000 per annum less in gross earnings, 
with $1,300 per annum less of net earnings, and yet this district 
is accorded per annum more as a salary for this official than 
is allowed for the district from which I hail. 

Mr.BROWN. Has the ae taken into consideré.tion the 
amount of business done in Montana in the courts as compared 
with the amount done in Massachusetts? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Ihave taken intoconsideration a number of 
items. I have taken into consideration, in the first place, the ofi- 
cial report placed in our hands by the Attorney-General. | have 
taken into consideration some of the things which the Comittee 
on the Judiciary took into consideration and some things which 
they did not take into consideration; and among the things which 
they did net seem to give consideration to was that it is a much 
easier task to act as United States marshal in a district such as the 
district of Massachusetts, and it is less a hardship and it has less 
labor attached to it, than to fill that office in the great State of 
Montana, covering an area of 146,000 square miles of grown. 

Mr. BROWN. Let me ask if the attention of the gentleman 
was called to the fact that in Massachusetts, during the year 14%)5, 
there were 116 criminal cases di of, while in Montana, for 
the same time, there were only 34. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is true enough. But let me ask. how 
far do you suppose the United States marshal of Massachusctts 

to travel to serve the processes on witnesses and defendants in 
the cases to which you refer? 

Mr. BROWN. d let me say to the gentleman, further, that 
the marshal is allowed his mileage, under the bill now before us, in 
addition to his salary, and for e mile that he has to travel in 
the State of Montana he will get paid for. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I understand that. The point is this: Do 

ou pretend to say that it is an easier task to the position of 

nited States marshal in Montana than it is in Massachusetts’ I 
do not care what the number of cases may be, but I ask the yen- 
tleman if he recognizes the fact that there is a great deal of differ- 
ence in the amount of labor that is performed. Do you know 
what it amounts to in Montana? Do you know what it means: 
Do you know that it means that these marshals, in order to serve 
processes, are compelled to travel by s and horseback and in 
every other conceivable way to reach their destinations? Do you 
know that the Northern Pacific Railroad runs 781 miles, east and 
west, through that State? Do you not know that many and many 
a mile is traveled more off the railroad than on the railroad? — 
aaa ee t to say Bes nes te ae of m “! is a 

Cc eaper—wi ue to gentlemen who have 
taken the other view—it is cheaper to live in the Eastern States, 
where prices are a deal lower, than in our Western country. 
It is a great deal less expensive to maintain your family on the 


same plane. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Does the United States marshal 
¢ a Ore weation’ this field work personally, or does he 
We TATA He does it himself, and through his depu- 
ties—both. He is often in the field himself, as I know personally. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman may have overlooke!l the 
<a a large part of this $6,500 which he mentions was made 


wu 
Air. HARTMAN, Well, I want to know from the gentleman 
from Illinois whether a man can sit down in his office and cock 
desk and earn , or whether it does not 
to earn mileage, and if it is not worth something 
Iam giving you the net results, not the gros 


Mr. CONNOLLY. The net results, so far as the marshal of 
Montana is concerned, consist in a large part of mileage. 








HARTMAN. Oh, I admit that; and if a man does not do 
_- in earning —<. then I understand the force of the 
tleman’ t. 

nt CONNOLLY. Under the law as it stands now the mar- 
shal makes & t on every mile he travels. 

Mr. DOO . How do you know that? ; 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Because he is allowed 5 cents a mile, and it 

: that. att 
aot HAR SRTMAN . Doyou know what the railroad fare is in my 
State? = 
. Ido not know what it is. 

= Cae I will tell you what it is. It is 5 cents a 

mile, except where you ride on a division where the road runs 


1, and then it is 10 cents a mile. 
= RL ONNOLLY. I presume your marshal travels on a pass, 
like the others. 


DOOLITTLE. I will suggest to the gentleman that when a 
ar an on the hurricane deck of a cayuse he is not trav- 


oe “CON NOLLY. Under this bill the marshal is allowed $3,500 
for his own salary—his own personal compensation. Now, for 
every dollar he pays out for travel he is reimbursed. For every 
nny that he pays out for subsistence he is reimbursed, so that 
recei 500 net. 
Mr. TTARTAEAN, I did not yield for a speech, but for a ques- 
tion. And I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if the 
same provision in the bill does not apply to every other marshal 


j ther district? 
ie SNNOLLY. That is true. 


Mr. HARTMAN. Then where have we any advantage in that? 
Now, there is another proposition to which I want to call your at- 
tention, and I am going to submit it in detail and prove these in- 
equalities. In the first place, the earnings of the Montana mar- 
shal’s office are higher than any of the other of the 18 districts that 
I will present here. The gross earnings of the Montana marshal’s 
office are higher than any of them (except 4, and the salary in 
Montana is the lowest one with the exception of the States of 
Idaho and Maryland, the salary in Idaho being $2,500 and in 


land $3,000. 
a UY PDEGRAFF. There are many below that. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is not the point. I am speaking of 
these 18 districts. We have in these districts the largest net re- 
turns to the Treasury, and yet you make the salary the third 
lowest out of these 18 districts. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. UppEGRAFF] if he considers that equitable or 


ust? 
. Mr. BROWN. I want to ask the gentleman from what source 
does he obtain his figures? ; 

Mr. HARTMAN. I do not yield for a question at present. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I desire to say this with reference to Mon- 
tana: It is a State of magnificent distances, and as the gentleman 
has already said, and under the recent rulings of the Supreme 
Court, I have no doubt that these oo earnings there were made 
at 20 cents a mile, for which not ing under heaven was paid, 
and for which the Government of the United States has been bled. 

Mr. n . Will the gentleman answer the question? 
Do you consider it an equitable rating of the salaries, while we 
prodatel the largest net earnings into the Treasury and you put 
us the third lowest out of 18 States and districts? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. These are not net earnings for the Treas- 

but net earnings to the marshal. 
. HARTMAN. Butthey will be net earnings to the Treasury 


under i bill? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. No. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion, 
= — to what has been said by the gentleman in charge of 

e 

Mr. HARTMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The increases of the amount of fees are ex- 
plained by the provisions of the existing law, which provides— 

That oe Gots © othorney, and glows “ the coo ao Gintetet 
year Dakota shall, for the they may perform turhg the fiscal 


provided for, receive the fees and compensation allowed by law 
officers gz similar duties in the districts of Oregon and Idaho. 


HAR . J understand that. 
DOCKERY. These, I understand, all get very much larger 


. oe ° — is true. . As a matter of fact, these fees 
or iw. 
. DOCKERY. Certainly; but how have they increased the 
receipts? Because they double the fees of the marshals 
States. That is y the reason. 
HARTMAN. Come, if you please, to the State of Ore- 


. DOCKERY (continuing). They are excepted by law, and 
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Mr. HARTMAN, Come to the State of Oregon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is in the same condition. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The gross earnings of the United States 
attorney in the State of Oregon were $5,916.75; the net earnings 

5,747.52. In Oregon the salary is $4,000, and in ourState thesalary 
is $3,500. We get no increase for the amount above that produced 
by the State of Oregon. Now, Ido not want the State of Oregon 
changed. I am notopposing anybody's salary; but we want to be 
put right square along with the other States and Territories in the 
remuneration given to those officers; and I have a right to insist 
upon that at the hands of this committee. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Will you allow me a single suggestion? 

Mr.HARTMAN. Certainly; Iam willing to yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The gentleman makes a mistake when he 
speaks about this being earnings for the Treasury. They are fees 
paid by the Treasury and wrested from the people. 

Mr.DOCKERY. That is it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That is it. 

Mr.HARTMAN. But under the provisions of the gentleman's 
bill all of these fees go into the Treasury, just asIsaid. Of course 
they are the property of the ofticers under the existing law. 

r.UPDEGRAFF. But they will if the bill is passed, if they 
are wrested—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iam criticising the bill. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF (continuing). If these amounts are still 
continued to be wrested from the people they will all, of course, 
go to the Treasury. 

Mr. HARTMAN. 
I will say to him. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Well, that is all. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Take another illustration, Mr. Chairman. 
Take the State of Kentucky. The net earnings of the State of 
Kentucky through the United States marshal’s office are $6,200; 
the net earnings through the United States marshal of our State 
$6,493. In Kentucky the salary is $5,000,in Montana $3,500. The 
equity of the case is apparent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
reason? 

Mr. HARTMAN. How is that? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
reason? 

Mr. HARTMAN. No; but I have no doubt you could give it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. You voted for silver. {Laugh- 


I did not yield to the gentleman for a speech, 


Do you not understand the 


Do you not understand the 


ter. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I amnot prepared to say that that is the rea- 
son. Iam going toinsist upon this. I believe that the Committee 
on the Judiciary are aiming to do the right thing in this matter, 
and I have pointed the situation out to them. I do not impugn 
their fairness; but certainly they must have acted without infor- 
mation at all when they happened to fix upon $3,500 as the sala- 
ries of marshals and district attorneys of Montana. 

Now, I want to call attention to another thing. For instance, 
in the southern district of the State of New York the net earnings 
of the marshal’s office for the district are $5,047.46, $1,200 less than 
the earnings of our State. The salary in the State of New York 
is $5,000; salary in Montana, $3,500. Now. Mr. Chairman, I am 
not going to consume the time of this committee any longer, but 
with the consent of the committee I am going to submit and have 
printed in the RecorpD a table showing these inequalities; and 
when the time comes, when this bill is open to amendment under 
the five-minute rule, I shall then move a series of amendments— 
at least I shall move for my own State, and if other gentlemen 
see fit to move for theirs I believe this committee can afford to 
meet us in the spirit evinced by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
Burton], or at least try to take out many of the glaring inequali- 
ties contained in this bill. 

Before I sit down I want to say that everyone knows who is 
familiar with the price of living, the everyday living of the peo- 
ple, it is more expensive in the intermountain States—all of those 
intermountain States—than it is, for instance, in the State of Indi- 
ana. And before I take my seat I want to call attention to the State 
of Indiana. In the United States marshal’s office for the State of 
Indiana the gross earnings were $15,048.48, the net earnings $4,500. 
The salary in Indiana is $4,500—$2,000 less net earnings than in 
~~ State, and $1,000 more salary. 

tell you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, there 
is no equity in that kind of a proceeding; and I am satisfied, as I 
stated before, that the inequality that has crept in is not by reason 
of the intention of the committee, but by inadvertence on the 
part of the committee. 

I want to call attention to 14 districts where the net earnings are 
lower than in Montana and the gross earnings are lower than in 
Montana and the salary is higher. The salaryén Montana is lower 
than in any of these 14 districts, except Idaho and Maryland. I 
will not detain the committee further, 
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Mr. PROWN. In stating the gross earnings for the southern 
district of New York the gentleman made a mistake. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I beg pardon; I see. The return is for six 
months instead of fora year. I am glad the gentleman has called 
my attention to it. 

append the following as a part of my remarks: 

TABLE A.—United States attorneys. 





ON tnepmengees ineuiaaineneninawanel | $6, 108. 


80 | $4,000.00 | $5,460.23 
a oe a cena 7,314.80 3, 500.00 5, 800.10 
California, northern district................| 4,047.17 4,000.00 1,947.17 
Florida, southern district...................| 3,607.90 8, 000.00 3,244.90 

ae atl te, cae errant. sen 2,500.00 2, 380. 05 
Texas, western district _._...-........------ | 4,005.10! 3,500.00 | 4, in. 10 
fnanytvenin, western district.............| 4,520.00 3, 500. 00 8, 301.47 
PEED ov tvine ps cqndilbunbtiznnibaiesiineaceaiiatitiia 4,3. 40 2,500.00 4, 382. 40 
TE eck aenireiie scoildeal 5,916.75 | 4,000.00) 5,747.52 
I allel 4, 840. 00 4,000.00 3, 455. 12 
North Carolina, eastern district............| 5,305.40 4,000.00 5, G46. 40 
New York, northern district ............... 5, 217.56 4,000.00 4, 492.19 
Ohio, southern district......................| 5,336.66 4,000.00 |.....:.-.... 
Arkansas, eastern district ._................ 5, 582. 80 4,000. 00 5, 419. 30 





TABLE B.—United States marshals. 





DRI pnctadcarmnnocecesmnne $25,869.77 | $4,000.00 $5, 108. 56 
tl eivesdanilidatesiexccbadeine'-<hties 23, 835. 8 3, 500. 00 6, 498.06 
pemdeiie 12,086. 60 4, 000.00 4,714. 12 
SN CA Mies Nh ints uae eae cinocndeooradegnanil 11, 120.12 2, 500.00 3, 690. 83 
northern district 21, 580. 12 5, 000, G0 6, 080. 00 
bik sbabdnn adden apiastsecosnuusmunnt 4, 403.98 3, 000. 00 3,590. 21 
PEL hie iatddnnbd deren ancemnapetagean -| 15,048.84 4, 500. 00 4, 933. 93 
ON co cnnditghe vupsocencnssnisaiumaesidl nae 5, 000. 00 6,200. 20 
lowa, northern district ...................-- 18, 460. 88 4,000. 00 5, 195. 64 
Dl cihe abduakemarasasennne dniimsomeinogera TI, 446. G2 4, 000. 00 4,033.4 
husetts.......... 10, 407.24 5,000.00 6, 009. 00 
Missouri, eastern district .................-- 16, BR. 49 4,000. 60 5,202.79 
ri, western district................... 20, €98. 24 4,000, 00 4,289.97 
New York, southern district............... *11, 787. 88 5, 000. 00 5, 217. 46 
yivania, eastern district ............. §, 866. 12 4, 000.00 5, 283. 34 
Tennessee, castern district................. 34, 839. 56 4,000.00 5, 997.35 
5 IID ondanntitvingame ce cetiinion 10, 117.9% 4, 000. 00 5,085. 48 
Mhio, southern district ..................... 18, 412. & 4,000. 00 6,281.93 
* Six months. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire only a moment to 
correct a ension under which the committee may rest 


reason of observations of the gentleman from Montana. 
e gentleman recites the large amount of fees earned in his 
State, and because of that fact argues that the marshal and the 


oor ny a eer ae ages nm my ae ee 
in this . Ihave no doubt, sir, that the fees in the district of 


in this language: 

The district attorneys and marshals 
shall be entitled to receive for like services double the fees hereinbefore pro- 
vided, but neither of them shall be allowed to retain of said fees any sum ex- 

ing the aggregate compensation of such officers as hereinbefore provided. 


i 


q , the . . 
neys in those districts are allowed te charge double feces. Now, 
then, a provision has been carried in the ive i 
bill time out of mind which also provides 
That the marshal, district attorney, and clerks of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the districts of California, Washington, Montana, North Da- 
kota, and South Dakota shall, for the services may perform during the 

year herein provided for, receive the fees 

law to like officers performing similar duties in the 


nog eer 


be able to show affluent gross receipts from the 

offices in his State. 5 
Mr. HARTMAN. thecase, and I admitted it frankly 
in my first statement, I want to ask the that 
throws any hight upon this b the northern district 
of California the gross amounted to $4,407, the net earn- 
ings, ' salary fixed for 


State, ae those officers than 
are by this bill. I desire now to em ize the state- 
ment made by the gentleman in charge of this bill, so that the 
Committee of the e may not be misled. All the money ex- 
pended for marshals, attorneys, and clerks comes from the pockets 
of the taxpayers, from the people of the United States, and be- 
cause of certain conditions which have hitherto existed in the 
States mentioned in the statute read the officers there have been 
allowed to charge double fees. This fact, however, does not seein 
to me a justification for asking salaries proportioned to the gross 
fees of their en - ach - those _ have been 
enormously swo reason of special legislative favors. 

a HARTMAN ; Does not the —_ believe _— money 
spent in the employment of a responsible, reliable, and competent 
attorney to t the United States is money well spent? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido. I believe in giving proper compensa- 
tion to every officer; but I apprehend that the gentleman will hay 
no trouble whatever in some t- citizen in the State 
of Montana who will be glad to accept either office, marshal or 
attorney, at $3,500 a , with actual subsistence and actual 
mileage additional. the gentleman should have any trouble in 
that respect, and the law can be amended, [ beg to assure him that 
in the district I have the honor to represent thousands of compe- 
tent citizens can be found willing to accept those offices upon the 


Mn HARTMAN There plenty of willing 
; are men willing to take th 
offices at that salary, but they are not t. Tae 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I feel I can hardly make 
any a statement of my views upon this bill in five minutes. 
CHAIRMAN. Does gentleman desire to secure more 

time now? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes, sir. I will endeavor not to be tedious, 
but I would like to have time to make a brief statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time remaining for 1 debate is 
very — but the Chair will recognize the gentieman for twelve 
min 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, we have been told on all hands 
that this is a most excellent measure, that it represents the best 
judgment of the committee, that they sought information from 
every available source, and i I take it, all that was obtain- 
able. I mean no discourtesy, sir, when I say that I do not doubt 
that they have obtained it, and that they have succeeded in bot- 
thing it up and keeping it from sight better than any committee I 
have ever known. ter.] Every gentleman on this floor 
who has taken an interest in this bill has sought in vain, has plied 
the committee in vain, for any clear statement of the basis upon 
which the bill has been made up. 

In the opening statement we were told that it had been approved 
by the Attorney-General; that he had given it t attention; 
had given the committee ‘o- many hours of his time, and had 

letters approving of the bill, until we thought it was the 
bill of the Attorney-General that we had before us; but the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Burron] to-day tells us that the let- 
ter of the Attorney-General is not what was followed at ail in 
bill, and that it does not constitute the basis of the 
me to add, sir, at the expense of repetition, that no 
, either on the committee or off it, has suggested any 
i which this billis made up. If we take the letter of 
the A ey-General it deals with only one year, and, without 
ing to be critical, it is to me a most extraordinary circum- 
stance that gentlemen seeking all information from the 
office of the should tables covering only « 
single year—a year in which the Judi Committee allege the 
returns were padded in some districts—a year in which, as every 
commercial 


F 


sensible man there was depression, when ves- 
sels were tied to docks, and business fell to a point far below 


a experience in the other districts. 


ook at that letter of the Attorney-General, and I find in it 
ro 9 make the action of the committee most inexplica!)). 
for instance, that the total income of an office represents 


the amount of business that is done there and the amount of rv- 


total according to the Attorney-General’s letter, 

oo $6,400—more than three times 4s 
much—almost four times as much. But by this bill the salarics 
of Ss are made equal. 
There is $500 difference in the salaries of the United States mar- 
shals. That is the only return that the committee in their 
kindness have to lay before the House; and yet they 
it is unfair to eeciesiecus thee dow the 
’ or the 

walle a0 has 


a 
| 


-General's not for last year, but 
1894—we find in a statement of the amounts 















from civil suits to which the United Statés wasa party and 
arising in the circuit and district courts during the 
fiscal 
that 


ended June 30, 1894, some interesting facts. We find 
total amount of fees, forfeitures, and penalties ao 

was,in New Hampshire, $359; m New Jersey, $5,048. 
districts of Pennsylvania the amounts were much less than in New 


! 


In the large 


"So that on the basis of the business thus appearing 
Seevict of New Jersey is the] in the list which I have named 
save only the western district Tennessee. Under this bill the 


$4,000; im the western 
It would be very interesting, Mr. 
for this bill can be found in 


Attorney-General’s Report for 1898 (which I have 
— going two years back of the sin- 


the thought 1t worth while to lay before 
gover and the House, we find in that ear the total 


test of the Attorney-General’s report. Taking the columns show- 
the amounts of fines and forfeitures realized, the amount in 
New Hampshire is $900,in New Jersey $1,800, in Pennsylvania 
for that year nothing, and in the western district of Tennessee 
thi 
lew, those are all the authorities that I could look up and bring 
here to-day of busi- 


2 


, ee an we earee 
ness, taking any which you choose to select in the three last 
sf den Aitaeeny Generel the business of New Jersey ranks 


largest district cited and is in every mstance three or four 

times as much as in the State of New Hampshire, with which she 
is classed in the salaries. 
Now, these are the facts as to the only four districts with which 

I have had time to make any comparison to-day. The gentleman 


from Montana [Mr. Hartman] has shown similar facts with re- 
spect to fifteen or sixteen districts, concerning which he proposes 
to print the data. That there are inequalities in the districts is 
undisputed and . They arise from the fact that this 
is a made up by the items arbitrarily, each according 
to somebody's judgment, without proceeding upon any just and 


orm basis. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be considered as criticising the 
committee, yet the salaries as shown im this bill remind me of a 
where the board of assessors, consisting of 

. four men, went out one morning and in undertaking to assess the 
were unable Soasa compromise it was arranged 

the man in favor of the lowest valuation should assess one 
block, the man im favor of the hest valuation another block, 
the intermediate man another and the fourth man another 
can imagine the equitable char- 


the 


am as much in favor of of salaries as man 
on this floor. Tanto repute the iden that the questn is 
saoption of the system. Setetapaiinien. Tans Se oxlastes 
am am tor 
Sai an alae lone 
now away 
(Resse eaneranth Ghptecband alten ase ont eee ake ine 
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member of the Committee on the Judiciary, no one of them will 
ever be able to declare the basis on which that bill is constructed, 
or if there wasany. [Lanughter.] 

In the beginning we heard nothing but the Attorney-General, 
until all thought that the wise men on milk-white camels had 
gone in search of a new star, and had discovered an unsnuffed 
and smoking candle in the Department window for that star, and 
came back with the emotions of men who had new light and a 
new reform gospel. But the gentleman from Missouri, Judge 
BuRTON, says they repudiated that idea of the gospel letter and 
took into consideration certain other things, such as the kind of 
business done. Herearethereportsof the Attorney-General, show- 
—_ the kind of service done, the number of cases and returns, 
and he puts his figures in here to show asa matter of fact that is 
the basis—— 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 
ask him a question just there? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. How many cases were disposed of 
in the courts of New Jersey last year? 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri (continuing). How many were 
pending and how many were disposed of in any way? 

Mr. GARDNER. The reports, Mr. Chairman, are here, and I 
have picked out a few from which I have made extracts. The 
gentleman's eyes are better than mine and perhaps he can report 
them to the House. [Laughter.] 

But now think—think of the absurdity of the question the gen- 
tleman suggests. The gentleman confesses that the Judiciary 
Committee have proceeded upon that basis. They come into the 
House and say that business was “drummed up”; that the 
dockets were padded; that people were dragged into the courts, 
and now they want to make up a salary bill on the basis of the 
cases they found in the courts last year. Why, I answered that 
question at the very beginning of my remarks, when I said that 
last year it was confessed on all sides that the dockets were loaded 
in some sections of the country. It is admitted on all sides, and 
will be admitted here to-day, if the gentleman will examine the 
ae in every admiralty district the figures fell abnormally 

ow. 

I have not the figures at hand to prove the assertion, but think 
I know enough to make the statement without fear of contradic- 
tion, and I defy any gentleman to refute it, that the ‘income of 
the marshal in the district of New Jersey last year was a little 
less than 50 per cent of what it was some years ago, when the 
country was prosperous. Now, because last year down in one 
district the docket was padded, and because somewhere else busi- 
ness had been drummed up, and because in the admiralty districts 
it had fallen lower than for years before, the gentleman, with the 
report of that particular year in his hands, rises and asks how 
many cases are pending in New Jersey. Then, if I would answer 
his question by the figures without giving the facts environing 
them, they would not have the slightest significance, for the re- 
port of the Attorney-General shows that in the matter of fines and 
forfeitures and cases compromised by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, without going into court at all, the amount of money realized 
Was greater than the gross returns from districts salaned in the 
same class as New Jersey and greater than in districts where the 
salary of the marshal is fixed at $4,000. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, although I 
am a member of the committee, I did not intend to debate this 
bill at all, because there seems to be a general recognition by the 
House that its principle is sound. But 1 take the floor now in 
response to what my friend from Montana [Mr. Hartman] said, 
as well as the remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. 
GARDNER], as to the basis on which the committee acted in deter- 
mining the compensation of these different officials in the change 
from fee system toa salary. I donot expect to satisfy them 
that the bill is perfect, but I hope to satisfy them at least that a 
fair degree of intelligence and impartiality was brought to its con- 
sideration. 

We all know, and both of these gentlemen will admit, that no 
bill could be brought in here cutting down, as this does, the salary 
of an official in almost every judicial district in the United States 
that would suit all of the members of the House. That must be 
recognized at once as an impossibility. We are all sensitive to 
every bill that cuts off any stream of revenue that flows into our 
district. and particularly so when that revenue happens to go into 
the pockets of an influential constituent or a personal friend, as 
is probably true of most of the reductions in this bill. But while 
I think we might wish to show our devotion to our district by 

ing up on the floor and speaking against it, I have confidence 

that the members of this House, when it comes to a question 

the good of the whole country and the pockets of their 

home friends, will, by their votes, sustain the bill, which inangn- 

rates a great reform, even if they think it bears hard upon their 
districts. 


Will the gentleman allow me to 








ae ip eae’ 


A 


ened te 


ay 
Hi 
, 
| 
| 

: 

| 
: 

| 

z 





2408 


attorney should get under this bill? I seems to me we can not 
decide it solely by what he had earned in the past in the office or 
by the amount of work he had done in, the past in the office. We 
must simply say what is a fair compensation for that place under 
the laws of supply and demand. What is it necessary to pay 
to get the right man and compensate him reasonably? To de- 
termine that, we can look first at what he has earned before; 
we can look also at what he has done before; but the real point 
of decision is, What is an adequate compensation? And I do not 
believe that the amounts in this bill are generally too small. I 
believe they are liberal. I do not believe there is a district attor- 
ney to-day who, if this bill goes into effect, will resign his office. 

f believe the United States under this bill can get in every dis- 
trict good and capable men who will perform the duties of the office 
as well as in the past. And one point ought to be borne in mind, 
which my friend from Montana [ Mr. HartTMAn] seemed to ignore, 
and that is that the office of district attorney is not useful toa 
lawyer simply because of the cash reveuue it bringshim. It gives 
him, besides, a standing in the courts, a p ence at the bar, 
a prestige in the community, an acquaintance with clients and 
with jurors, which has a cash value, and which we ought to recog- 
nize. I think we should consider the fact that a district attorney 
gets from his office an advertisement and a business that he other- 
wise would not have, and which is part of the remuneration of 
his position. I do not think we ought necessarily to pay partly in 
cash and partly in honor, but if the honor is directly and pal- 
pably of cash value, then I think we ought to take that into ac- 
count, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Suppose the district attorney has so much 
business to attend to for the Government that he has no time to 
do anything else. Whatadvantage, then, does he derive from the 
position outside of the compensation? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Very little, I will agree, un- 
less, he has a partner, but I think the case suggested by the gen- 
tleman is very infrequent in the whole United States. There 
are cases, perhaps, where that condition does exist, but we all 
know that generally the district attorney carries on his private 
practice as well as the Government business, and his private prac- 
tice is directly helped by his Government business. 

Mr, FISCHER. I suppose you will wipe out the question of 
honor with regard to marshals, and say it is purely a question of 
fees or salary. Now, I want to call your attention to these dis- 
tricts in New York, and have you answer concerning them, if you 
will. In the northern district of New York you fix the salary at 
$5,000. The net proceeds were $8,200. For the eastern district 
of New York you fix the salary at $3,000, and the net income is 
$5,800. For the southern district of New York, the income being 
$600 less, you fix the salary at $5,000. Now, I ask you, on what 
basis do you make that distinction? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The southern district is not 
in the bill at all, is it? 

Mr. FISCHER. It is included here, if I can read correctly. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Oh, as far as the marshals 
20, it is; eo 

Mr. FISCHER. You fix both those districts at $5,000 and the 
one I live in at $3,000, and yet it exceeds the other that I have 
mentioned in the net receipts. It includes Brooklyn, which, with 
its port, is one of the largest commercial ee in this a and 
rates very high with others in the world. Will you kindly tell 
me on what basis you fix that amount? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That amount was fixed on 
the basis that the marshal should have the same compensation as 
the district attorney. Now, I concede, personally, for m lf, 
that I do not think that is a fair basis in all cases. I think the 
district attorney should generally be paid more than the marshal, 
but of course this bill does not pretend to be ideal. It is a com- 
promise bill. The committee adopted the old rule of paying the 
marshal the same as the district attorney, and we fixed the dis- 
trict attorney's salary first and then fixed the marshal’s by it. 
Now, as to the district attorney's salary, there is this that comes 
in, and which must be taken into consideration: A lawyer in a 
large city necessarily should receive a larger salary than a lawyer 
in a country ict. 

Mr. GARDNER. May I make as tion? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. rtainly. 3 

Mr. GARDNER. The of the marshal in New Jersey is 
fixed at $2,500, which is above that of the district attorney, so that 
was not fixed on that basis. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That is one of the few ex- 
ceptions in the bill. 

r. GARDNER. Do you happen to recollect the grounds of 
that exception? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No,I do not. Mr. Chair- 
man, as to the district in California that my friend from Montana 
spoke of as being allowed too much, com with his district, 
it contains the city of San Francisco; and we all know that the 
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you did not desire in this bill to the 
above that of the district attorney. How does it happen that in 
the northern district of New York you fix it at $5,000, and the 
district attorne 
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lawyers of a large city, lawyers even of the same grade, earn much 
more than lawyers in a small town. It is not because they are 
better lawyers, but it is because large amounts are involved and 
the law of supply and demand enacts that result. For instance 
it was said in : 
in which there was not a lawyer earning over $4,000. Very like 
there are lawyers there just as profound and as brilliant as in 
other States, but the standard of lawyers’ wages is not as high. 
If you or I have occasion to employ counsel there, we pay only a 
satis or a tenth what the same grade of service would cost in 


e committee that there was one State in this Union 
ly 


ew York City. Why should not the United States, when it 


comes into the market to buy legal services, have the same advan- 
tage? And so the real basis upon which my mind has turned and 
turns in determining these salaries is: For how little can the 
United States get the 
tion for it? 
did last zoe is only useful as bearing upon that. 


uisite talent and what is fair compensa- 
at the officer earned last year and what work he 


Mr. F R. If I understood you correctly, you stated that 


of the marshal 


at $4,000? 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I was not aware of that fact, 
Mr. FISCHER. There are many such instances in the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes of the time remain, if any gen- 


tleman desires to be ized. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I think the gentleman from Illinois wants 


ized. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether dur- 


ing the short time remaining it is worth while for me to take up 
any time at all or not. I meant to address myself somewhat gen- 
erally to the bill; but there is no time for doing that now. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle- 


man have fifteen minutes—that he be given ten minutes in ad- 
dition to the time at which general debate was to close. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 


consent that the gentleman from Illinois have fifteen minutes, and 
that the time for general debate be extended until ten minutes after 
5. If there objection? 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. I do not object. Why not have 


it to-morrow, and extend the debate a couple of hours? There are 
a number of speek 


tlemen who desire to . The gentleman from 


Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] wants to speak on this matter. Why 


not give a couple of hours to-morrow. ae of ‘‘Oh, no!”’} 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. There will be plenty of time for debate 
when we come to consider the bill under the five-minute rule. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 


imous consent that the time for general debate be extended for 
two hours. Is there objection? 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this Dill, 
with whatever look of inequality there may be found in it con- 
cerning the salaries as fix If any be found, after full consid- 
eration, I am for the bill because, first, it is one step in the 
direction of finally rid of the internal-revenue law. [| 
shall hail the day when country will all the internal- 
revenue laws and raise our money entirely by the old-fashioned 
way of atariff. [Applause.] But while we have that internal- 
revenue law it must be enforced. It is a curious fact, when we 
reflect on it, that none of these troubles about frivolous prosecu- 
tions were ever complained of in this country until we had an 
internal-revenue law, and it was many years after the internal- 
revenue law was enacted before the 8 whose duty it was 
to enforce that law found out methods whereby they might in- 
crease theirown income. They have thoroughly discovered now 
all the methods by which ~~ may increase their earnings, and 
the purpose of this bill is, so far as ble, to circumvent these 
gentlenien who, all over the United States, are engaged, and have 

for some years, in padding and exten their legitimate 
salaries. ee = re has been made by a gentleman who spoke 
on the other side of the House this afternoon against this bill be- 
cause it failed to put commissioners on a salary as well as mar- 


shals and district . 

Now, let me say, Mr. Chairman, this bill strikes at the evil when 
it puts the ct attorney on a . It digs up this whole 
system by the roots; for I say here that men who are the most 
responsible for this system of salaries, for this system of 
frivolous tions, are the attorneys of the United 
States. ere are 150 men in the United States whose interest it 
is to have this bill defeated; the rest of the 70,000,000 are in- 
terested in ha this bill passed. The commissioners can do no 
harm. If the have their stings pulled the com- 
missioners will have no sting Commissioners can not insti- 
tute prosecutions. Under the law as it exists now the only reason 
why we have this system of frivolous prosecutions continued is be- 















to have them 


f the district attorne 
cause it is to the interest o e 4 es 


continue in until each has made 


000. : . . 

w in every district practically that when the 
“yeu = ‘s cart have reached $6,000 in a year he loses 
his interest for the balance of the year in all kinds of prosecutions. 
No more of these frivolous gy eer oe will be carried on soot 
eno to pay him his %: . Incidentally it pays $6,000 to the 
a Tneidentally t pays large fees to the commissioner, but 
the mischief lies with the district attorney, who is at the founda- 
tion of it all. Now, complaint has been made that this bill makes 
no provision for limiting the number of commissioners. As I re- 
member, Mr. , in the last Con , in the Congress 
before the last, in a great many Democratic Congresses for years, 
clamor was made that defendants were being carried too far from 
their homes for examination before commissioners, and it was 
insisted that they must be taken before commissioners close to 
their homes. The result was a yielding to that clamor and the 
appointment of additional commissioners in nearly every district 
in the United States. For instance, in the three districts of Ten- 
nessee there are, I think, about 120 commissioners. Now, the last 


Congress a law, which is permanent, providing that— 
reafte money appropriated to any fees to United 
Be ‘= Me ~ c ae shall be a for any warrant is- 


States 

sued, or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal-revenue 
laws, wniess said fees have been tax: and collected from the defend- 
ant, or unless the has been commenced upon a sworn complaint, 
setting forth the facts constituting the offense and alleging them to be within 
the knowledge of the affiant, or Rape genera complaint by a United 


ttorney, collector, or deputy coll r of internal revenue, or revenue 
: t, ‘setting forth the Yocts & mn information and belief, and approved 
elther before or by acircuit or district judge or attorney of 


after su 
the United States in the district in which the offense is committed. 


There comes in the district attorney again, even in that law 
ssed by the last Congress, which it was thought would limit 
hese prosecutions, but which does not limit them as long as they 
anu upon the will of the district attorney, because his willis to 
rmit the prosecutions to continue until he has made his $6,000. 
ow, I say, sir, that the mischief we complain of, the mischief 
the whole country has for years been complaining of, lies at the 
door of the district attorneys, and I — after a personal ex- 
perience of over thirteen years as a district attorney, in which, 
most of the time, I confess [ did not make my maximum. [I lim- 
ited my prosecutions in internal-revenue cases to the cases re- 
ported to me by the collector or ae collector of internal revenue, 
and refused to prosecute cases that came to me through letters 
from ies interested in swelling prosecutions. 

I t readily have made my maximum if I had chosen, but I 
felt that it was a system of petty larceny, that I did not have to 
practice it to live, and that I would not doit. Now,sir, I say as to 
this bill that if the salaries be properly arranged, if we have not 
done injustice here in that respect, the fact that we do not put the 
commissioners on salary does noharm. Noman on earth can tell 
what business a commissioner would do with the system of “‘ pad- 

” returns wiped out. There are hundreds of commissioners 
that have been brought into existence by this system of swelling 
returns in order to make the maximum for the district attorneys. 
The very moment we drop that system these commissioners, many 
of them, will drop out of existence and will fall back to what they 
were thirty years ago, when we had no internal-revenue law. 
Their business will be small. It always used to be very small, in 
many instances not exceeding $5 or $10 a year. Take away the 
inducement to multiply cases frivolously, for the mere sake of 

fees; take away that inducement from the district at- 


torney, and then the marshal and deputy marshal drop their fees, 
the drops his, the main spoke in the wheel has been 
knocked and that is what this bill does. All that is left, 


therefore, do no harm so far as the commissioners are con- 
Now, as to the arrangement of the salaries, I have heard differ- 
ent gentlemen state here what the basis was upon which the 
committee acted, and I have no doubt that each of the members 
of the committee had his own cular view as to why the sal- 
aries should be thus , though all of them, of course, 
See ee eet what the earnings of the different 
offices had been. salaries have been criticised. For in- 
stance, take the temen from Montana [Mr. HarTMAN], who 
complains very bitterly that the salaries in the Montana district 
too low. Now, themembers of the committee, 
them at least, I for one, gave a deal of attention to 
States where the salaries of the district attorneys were being 
low, and I wish to call attention now to the facts in the 
Last year the district attorney there disposed 
4for the United States. There were 28 cases pendin 
day of og Spoon The district attorney dis oO 
ow, $50 is maximum fee that such an officer can 
receive in a single case. If this officer received the max- 
every case he earned $200. 
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Mr. HARTMAN. The statement which the gentleman has be- 
fore him refers, I presume, to those cases disposed of in the dis- 
trict courts. It does not include cases heard before United States 
commissioners preparatory to their being taken to the court. 

Mr. CONNO LY. No, sir; of course it does not. As the fee 
for attending to a case before the commissioner was $5, with mile- 
age at the rate of 10 cents a mile going and returning, the attor- 
ney, when he traveled 100 miles to attend to a case before a com- 
missioner, would receive $25 in all. But there could not have 
been very many such cases, as there were only 28 pending on the 
ist of July, 1895. If he had disposed of the whole 28 and received 
the maximum fee of $50 in each case, he could not have earned 
more than $1,400. So that when the gentleman points out the 
amount that the district attorney earns and the amount that the 
marshal earns and calls it ‘‘ net,” I ask him to tell me how that 
district attorney earned $6,000 net out of 4 cases, if he did not get 
it from his mileage at 10 cents a mile going and returning. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I frankly stated in my remarks to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole that a large portion of the earnings of these 
officers comes from the mileage. Butif travel is essential to the 
performance of the officer’s duties and if the law provides that 
mileage shall be paid, and if it occupies two or three days for him 
to travel between the capital and the place where the hearing 
takes place, I want to know whether he is not entitled to oualk 
mileage and whether he ought not to receive in that way sufficient 
compensation to justify him in leaving his regular place of busi- 
ness, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It looks to me this way: That man disposed 
of four cases in a year and received emoluments amounting to 
$6,000. The proportion of mileage is too large for the proportion 
of brain work; legs, it would seem, are more valuable than brains 
in that district. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTMA Does not the gentleman understand that the 
attorney has other duties to perform than simply trying cases in 
the United States courts? 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. DALZELL. I ask that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 





CONNOLLY] may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
_ Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. He is giving us very valuable 
information. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time for general debate be extended, 
so as to allow the gentleman from Illinois to conclude his remarks. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I say,then, Mr. Chairman, of course with- 
out seeking to belittle the State which the gentleman represents, 
or the district attorney in whose behalf he is interested, that we 
must look at this thingasitis. This is a serious question of facts. 
This matter is not like a river and harbor bill, in which every fel- 
low must get a little slice if he has a creek in his district. This 
is a bill which seeks to uproot an evil, and down at the bottom of 
that evil is the district attorney’s office. Now, when we find in 
the case to which I have referred a remarkable illustration of the 
mischief of the present system and the necessity for correcting 
it—when we find a district attorney who disposes of but four cases 
in a year and receives $6,000, we know that he is making a large 
part of that $6,000 by travel at the rate of 10 cents a mile going 
and returning. 

Now, let me say to the gentleman that his district attorney will 
be just as well off under this bill in its present form (I am speak- 
ing from experience) as under the law as it stands to-day. Under 
the existing law he is forced to live in his gripsack—to travel con- 
stantly from one end of the district to the other in order to earn 
the $6,000. Under this bill as it stands he will receive his $3,500; 
and he will not need to go outside of his office, except in a case 
where he knows that as an attorney representing the United States 
his duties require him to go; and when he does so the United 
States Government pays every dollar that it costs him to travel 
and allows him $4 a day for his subsistence; so that he is not out 
one ny. Now, that man to-day does not earn by legitmate 
services in court $2,000; and the returns of the Attorney-General 
show it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. But my question is whether a salary of 
$3,500 for a district attorney in Montana is equitable as compared, 
for instance, with the salary allowed to the district attorney of 
the northern district of California, whose net earnings under the 
— system are only $1,947.17, as against $5,800 earned by the 

istrict attorney in Montana. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Thenorthern district of California is another 
of the cases in which there are double fees. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes, sir; so in that respect the two districts 
are on a par. 

Mr. NOLLY. In the northern district of California there 
were 105 cases pending on the ist of July, 1895; there were ter- 
minated during the year 6 cases. The total number of cases dis- 
posed of during the year was 23. Thus there are 23 cases dis- 
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of in the northern district of California as against 4in the 

ict of Montana. Under the J md system the district attor- 

ney for the northern district of ‘ornia, disposing of 23 cases 

in the course of a year, would, if he received in each case the maxi- 

mum of $50, earn $1,150 as against $200 earned by the district at- 

torney in Montana. The will find that the committee 
has not acted in this matter with its eyes closed. 

Now, a word in y to my friend from New Jersey [Mr.Garp- 
NER]. I feel some little interest in New Jersey, because that is 
Dosing the last ro he diistrios i wet Mi iow eae 

i year t attorney ew ay di 
of 21 cases. Now,if that district had received the full 
maximum of $50 for each jury trial terminated in the court you 
cam easily see what he would e earned—just $1,050. 

Mr.GARDNER. Letmeask thegentleman thisquestion: What 
Goes the clause, as he uses it, “disposed of,” in this column to 
which he has been referring, mean? 

Mr.CONNOLLY. It means civil and criminal cases disposed 
of finally in the court. 

Mr.GARDNER. Disposed of how? 

Mr.CONNOLLY. Why,in whatever way the case may be dis- 
posed of. The cases are tried; some of them disposed of in one 
way and some in another. In some cases there is a trial and con- 
viction, and in some cases there is acquittal, but I give him credit 
for all the cases that have been disposed of in the court. 

Mr. GARDNER. Does that include compromises made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Ccertainly,if it wasa case pentiing in the 
court. It includes all cases of such kind 

Mr. GARDNER. But not cases of investigation by the De- 
partment not before the court? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Not in those cases where it was limited to 
ivnestigations by the Internal Revenne Department. Ispeak now 
of the business in the court exclusively. 

Mr. GARDNER. But that represents but.a very small part of 
the business done within a papulousenmniiien district. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But all he can get his fees for are the cases 


that are disposed of inthe court. Thatis all that he can get under | an 


the law now. He can get his pay for those and for no others. If 
there are cases eee rnal Revenue Burean requiring 
information from the ict attorney, but do not go into court, 
he may be called upon to furnish information, but he is not entitled 
to fees in those cases. 

Mr. GARDNER. What does the columm in the Attorney-Gen- 
eral's letter that fixes the salary at $2,254.40 mean? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It means over and above all he earned as.a 


Mr.GARDNER. Now you know that New Jersey isnota broad, 

expansive State or Territory, and there is not much opportunity 

for travel there. 

sapauaktediel unieege eden GengemrteGastnats, Gana 
a Cage year te. 

ter]. If he has nothing else to do he can take his gripsack and 


travel. 

Mr. GARDNER. That is all very well to talk about and make 
humorous remarks upon. Such remarks are funny, butthey have 
little bearing upon the general question. 

Now, if the gentleman will 


dis- 
trict attorney out of the temas ve stated 
already that year was an ee ee 


and an honora He willcome before the House 
it be desired and an affidavit that the business as 
the State of New Jersey consumed his time to such 


ag 
: 

I 
i 


make up the in the district; that is, the cost.of living, the 
cule of guctemional services, and matters of that kind, but 
the basis of the business done. That is the principal crite 


t 
: 


district attorney if the salary is too small ror him, but there are 

large numbers of men, youne active, intelligent, growing prac- 
titioners of skill and ambition, who would like to have these posi- 
tions. It is a i to them. It gives them a better 
b uaints them with 
transaction of 1 court, and gets 
paaien - them in ae had = practiced in 
. In my judgment a a young er Which is 
much better, even, than making him a judge. — y 
Mr.GARDNER. Let meask the gentleman this question with 
all seriousness: Take an old district in the East, an admiralty 


district, and do you solemniy make the here that a 
poe erase is calculated to go there care of the inter- 
the Government in the variety of questions tha 


t arise, and 


intelligently deal with the important business that ordinarily a 
never 


sir, what has the United States to 
ty business that you speak of? That is pri- 
vate business, a contention between private » With which 
econ i ao ~daniienede. bu — 

is an overgrown peace business, 
anyhow. It does not take much of a lawyer to ran an ordinary 
admiralty business. , 


Mr. G. NER. Well, take your revenue business. 
Mr. OLLY. The imternal-revenue after you get 
the run of them, are as easily disposed of as cases a justice 


of the 

Mr. GARDNER. How about your customs cases? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. New Jersey had very little of that. New 
ee ne en eI. [Laugh- 


ir.GARDNER. Very well; supposeshe did, That is all very 
ee 
got, COND (OLLY. Ican nothelp thelanghing. I simply men- 


Mr.GARDNER. These gentlemen all think this is very funny. 
Suppose there were but two cases. Suppose there had been only 
one. Do you want the Government represented in that one by 


Mr. CONNOLL . Oh, no; and there is no danger of inexpe- 


rienced youths being appointed anywhere in the 

United States. Now, as a rule, while the best lawyers may 

not always be selected, or often , because the best 

lawyers could not afford to the position, having won th<ir 

spurs in the courts and their time being worth more, yet there is 

many a young man eg sd hema the State courts, and has 

been for fifteen years, to it furnishes an opening to make 

him district attorney and carry him into the Federal 

ing up an entirely new field if he is competent he 

can very soon win for himself in the United States 

courts which, added to what he makes as district attorney, will 

make him a very handsome —_——— , and will lay the foun- 

+ practice for him in the Federal courts. 
Mr. GARDNER. If the object of the bill is to educate novices 
istri so far it is all right. 

PR Am ‘ —— not the eee the bill. 

w that provides yn pee district attor- 

i of novices, and I am one of 

in the State courts and 

I had a chance to open for 

myself an entirely different and wider field of practice, so that 

while I may not have made anything as my earnings as district 
much 


courts, open- 


F 
hk 


, yet by being introduced to a new field of business. a 


and more I m into an inde- 
position as a arian. Ro it weil be with every 
attorney who is competent. He will introduce himself 


ee ‘ : . 

Now 7 Ww thanking committee for extending my time 
as muck as ee with these 
different districts. are many of them about which I hay: 


E 
| 
‘ 
f 
f 
| 


; and to one who 


will sit down calmly and take his and figure it out it shows 
that in large numbers of Sheas Gidkcinds the $u00 snaeimum that 

railroad, receiving mileage from vern- 
seusteatiiaces aaueatt omen tikes eh nothing That 
is a on railroad passes or not 
uaiees be When a — cents 
a mile for going and 10 cents a mile for @ com- 
missioner's court he is being too much. 

‘We all know that. This was Sued long age, when tS 
were no when a man had to travel on and by 
stage, when not know when he would arrive at his destin 
tion. ies Seren genes Sis Bessie 2 

’ remember well, my own district, own ’ 











Cairo xtreme southern point of the State, and try a case be- 
fore oe com mniasioner yi could do i —, aoe hours, 
be $48.50 at this rate of 10 cents a mile goi 
sa 1 cots nui oul re tic on al 
was every 1 rT.) 
Pe that i the in which almost every district attor- 
ney is. When you remember that the district attorney is the 
ney is. head from which this mischief springs, that he is the man 
who holds in his hands the power to say whether a tion 
shall be commenced or not, you see that we obviate ali this mis- 
chief when we put him on a salary. And while we are doing that 
we can also the marshal upon a salary just as well. 
No mischief can come from these fees paid to field deputies, 
because no field ty can have a writ in his hands unless the 
district attorney authorizes that writ. When the motive is taken 
away from the district attorney to authorize writs, 
the held ies will have no unnecessary writs to serve, and my 
iction is that this bill, if passed as it is, will save a million 
Freee io the United States the very first year it is passed. How? 
Not in salaries of issi , not in salaries of marshals, 
not in salaries of district attorneys or deputy marshals, but 
in the saving of witness fees and jurors’ fees all over the United 


Why, look, if I have before me the witness fees. Here are the 


witness fees, for instance. Three-fourths at least of these will 
be abolished by the of this bill. Take, for instance, the 
northern district of There was paid last year to wit- 
nesses alone $67,500; in the middle district, $44,000; in the southern 


district, 000; $138,000 paid to the witnesses alone for the three 
i a iniien. In thenorthern district of Florida, $20,500; 
in the northern district of Georgia, 338,200; in the southern dis- 
trict of Georgia, $22,500; in the southern district of Iowa, $42,599; 
in the district of Kentucky, $54,200; in the district of Minnesota, 
$24,500; in the northern district of New York, $40,800; in the west- 
ern district of North Carolina, up among the mountains, $40,000 
for witness fees. In the district of South Carolina, $50,500; in the 
western district of Virginia, $55,000; in the district of West Vir- 
ginia, $53,700. : : 
Now, sir, pass this bill as it stands and you cut off a large part 
these for witnesses. There are witness fees be- 
fore commissioners; then these witnesses are —_ to the next 
term of the district court. They go there and g¢ around the 
grand jury; then they get their mileage; then they wait until the 
aoe in called fer tulad: so that in each one of these cases, which may 
finally result in a fine of a dollar, the great mountain of the United 
i forth a mouse. 


to be $42,000? Thatis a prohibition State. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It does not follow that they were cases at 
all because they have such witness fees. 

Mr. LACEY. They were ‘“ leggers” and tobacco cases. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. In the northern district of lowa there 
were 17 cases pending, and in the southern district there were 221 
cases —is that Brother Lacey's district? 

Mr. LA’ - I did not catch the gentleman's remarks. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There were 221 cases pending on the Ist 
day of July. ons they disposed of a total of 19 cases during the 


fiseal year une 30, 1895, and after disposing of those cases 
oer witness fees. Now, gentlemen, there is where 
is 


is. It is in the multiplied e of witnesses. 
Mr. GARDNER. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, for those 


19 cases the witness fees are disproportionate. Now, how will a 
reduction in the of the officer cut off this? 

Mr. CONNOLLY here. The district attorney was com- 
pelled to have these cases instituted in order to make his $6,000 


Mr.GARDNER. Is that in the line of the remark made about 
&@ minute ago with reference to this Government, where 
= a ay not more than a dollar, and that the mouh- 

an 


bored brought forth a small thing, and—— 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 


¥ 
Of another member who 


that will, a case 
which contains a substantial violation of the law is ted to 
@ lawyer and as a public official to 


F 
s 
F 
eg 
E 


point is that out of these 19 cases 
Gaseneieatads What thane were eames peenortien of thom thes 


Oh, well, I can not say thst, because gentle- 


FE 
: 
i 
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men must not understand that because the record shows a certain 
number of acquittals and a certain number of nol-prosses that 
therefore these cases should not have been commenced. That 
does not follow at all. 

Mr. LACEY. Agreat number of the cases were cases in which 
the fines and penalties were suspended. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, yes, some; but the record shows a num- 
ber of convictions. 

Mr. GARDNER. I do not want to consume the gentleman’s 
time. I want to get the idea clear. Iunderstand that the record 
shows that cases are trumped up and that there are prosecutions 
instituted wrongfully for the purpose of making fees, and as a 
result there is an enormous fee bill; but then when we come to see 
the number of cases that are responsible for this enormous fee 
bill, there are but 19 of them which have been tried. 

Mr. LACEY. These are the cases that went into the higher 
courts. These pernicious cases, of which complaint is made, are 
those which are tried before the United States commissioners. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. In Iowa and Montana, and many States 
where the distances are magnificent, the witnesses get a great deal 
for mileage. There is 5 cents going to the commissioner's court 
and 5 cents returning from the commissioner's court, and many 
of these witnesses get not only the $1.50 for actual attendance, but 
10 cents a mile for travel, which will sometimes give them from 
$20 to $50. 

Mr. STEELE. 


And sometimes there are two or three men said 


as guards. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, thatis necessary. Thatis ona different 
basis. They are the deputies of the United States marshal who 


guard the prisoners. The old system used to be that they would 
have a guard for every prisoner. They would have a deputy 
marshal in charge, and then a guard for the prisoner, although 
the fellow might only have been accused of using a postage stamp 
twice. [Laughter.] But the accounting officers of the Treasury 
several years ago “‘caught on” to that and refused to allow for 
guards except where the marshal’s report showed an actual neces- 
sity for guards. That, however, does not affect this question. 
There can not be any guards required, and in many cases there 
will not be any prisoner if the district attorney is not obliged to 
make a prisoner in order to make a fee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is it not true that most of these witness 
fees arise from the fact that the witnesses who are summoned be- 
fore commissioners are again summoned before the grand jury 
upon commitments made by the commissioners? . 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There can be no question about that. I ob- 
served that the gentleman [Mr. UNDERWOOD] spoke to-day about 
the necessity of putting the commissioners on a salary, and I will 
say now for his benefit that if this bill becomes a law the com- 
missioners will have their teeth pulled. They can not do any- 
thing until the district attorney authorizes it, and if you take away 
from him the temptation to authorize unnecessary prosecutions in 
order to make his fees the commissioner’s occrpation will be like 
Othello’s—gone. [Laughter.| , 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Under the bill that we are now consider- 
ing, is it not a fact that the commissioner still receives a fee for 
summoning witnesses? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the bill does not limit the number 
of witnesses that he shall summon? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No. But I will tell you who does limit it. 
The district attorney limits it. He is the man at the bottom of 
all this business. The commissioner to-day can not issue a war- 
rant in any case unless it is approved by the district attorney; but 
now the district attorney will approve it because it is necessary 
in his business that he shall approve it and make the feps that 
will result to him. It will be worth probably $25 to the district 
attorney to have that writ issue, and so it is issued. 

Mr. DERWOOD. Before the writ can issue now it must 
receive the approval of the district attorney, but after it issues 
the commissioner can summon as many witnesses as he sees fit, 
without any supervision. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, that is a mistake, because the district 
attorney instructs the commissioner as to the witnesses he wants 
summoned. Like any other prosecuting officer, if he understands 
his business, he notifies the court or the commissioner of the men 
he wants. He says, “I want A B, C D, and E F subpeenaed as 
witnesses.” He does not leave it to the court to say who shall be 
oe but says: ‘“‘Subpcena these men, A B and C D; I 

them.” That is how the commissioner is placed now. It 
all comes back, therefore, to the door of the district attorney. 

Now, I want to give the district attorney a fair and honorable 
compensation. If the amount is made too smaili in any of these 
cases it ought to be increased; and I think it is too low in some 
instances. I disagreed with my colleagues on the committee m 
quite a number of instances, as did my friend Judge Burron, 
holding that they were reducing to the point of parsimony. That, 
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I say, is not right. Anybody can be a United States marshal, but 
any y can not be a United States district attorney. It requires 
years of study and of experience, it requires special qualifications, 
and I am not here to say that a district attorney, or a lawyer in 
any position, should be forced to accept the same compensation 
that would suffice for a man who has not been required to qualify 
himself for his profession by years of study and special training. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is it not true that the witnesses are in very 
many cases instruments who were employed originally in working 
up the case? . 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is true in very many instances. 

Mr. PERKINS. And that those men never would appear as 
witnesses if they had not first been employed in working up the 
case? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. My dear sir, anybody who has had expe- 
rience with the criminal law knows that a large part of the crimi- 
nal business in this country, both in State and Federal courts, 
grows out of the malicious feelings that A entertains against B. 
A knows of something that B has done, and, to gratify his own 
feelings of malice, he goes and reports it to the prosecuting officer. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not only that, but it is the practice to employ 
these men in many districts to work up cases, they to receive their 
compensation in witness fees. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is true, sir, but my theory about this 
is, and I know I am right, that the moment you take away from 
the district attorney the inducement to listen to that kind of a 
man that moment the man’s occupation is gone. The district at- 
torney says to him, ‘‘I can not listen to you. My salary is so 
much; it will not add one penny to it for me to commence a little 
prosecution such as you desire, and I will not do it.” 

Mr. PERKINS. | entirely agree with the gentleman, and when 
you bring in the marshal also, then the incentive is almost entirely 


gone. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bur- 
TON] asks me to read this newspaper paragraph, which he says 
will be an answer to the gentleman: 


In the Ozark Mountains of Missouri there is still a good deal of timber land 
remaining unsold by the Government, and there are some trees growing on 
it that are fit for nothing but firewood. A statute exists making the cut ing 
of such trees a misdemeanor. Times are hard and money scarce in tha’ 
country, 80 one mad stands as a sort of sacrificial victim, cuts down a tree, is 
informed upon, and several neighbors are summoned as witnesses, there 
always being some question as the man’s guilt. He is bound over bya 
United States commissioner, and his neighbors all appear there, before the 

nd jury, and on the trial as witnesses, their fees an: i being equally 
ivided among themselves and the family of the victim. If convicted he 
serves out his term, his neighbors all ing in ane the necessary work 
about his farm at home. e Government has expended hundreds of dol- 
lars to convict the man for ee down a 50-cent tree, the accused has 
received his share of the amount, and everyone is satisfied. 


fase) 
nd in addition, the district attorney has received his $50. 

Now let me state another illustration showing how I know that 
the responsibility in this matter lies at the door of the district at- 
torneys. On one occasion I was ina United States district court— 
I will not say where it was. I saw five men brought to the bar. 
The district attorney called the case of John Smith and asked to 
have a jury impaneled. Twelve men were brought in. The dis- 
trict attorney said he would accept them, and John Smith—he 
was not represented by any attorney—said he also would take 
them. The district attorney gets = —_ to the jury: ‘‘Gen- 
tlemen, this man is indicted for ing liquor without paying 
the special tax; he says he is ty; stand up, John Smith; what 
een say to the jury”? @ prisoner replies, “‘I am =. 
“Well,” says the judge to the jury, ‘‘ you can render a ct 
where you are, gentlemen.” Thereupon the j returns a ver- 
dict of guilty, and judgment is entered. Then the district attor- 
ney says: “I call up next the case of William Jones; let the my 
be sworn to try his case.” The same formality is gone throug’ 
with, and in that way the whole five cases are disposed of. 

Now, if the district attorney had allowed those five men to 
come into court and do what they wanted to—plead guilty—he 
would have received a fee of $10 in each case; but by the peculiar 
— which he adopted, of his duty to the United 

tates, he received in each case a $20 conviction fee as for trial 
by jury, and an additional $30 conviction fee allowed by the court, 
$50 in each case, or $250 in the ee Wier da 

United States, when he should have recei but $50. Why did 
the district attorney adopt that course? It was necessary in 
order that he might bring up his salary to the maximum allowed 
by law. If the maximum had already attained for that year 
he would not have done it. 

Now, I know that all district attorneys do not act that way. I 


confess that I was a good deal surprised at that method of 
cedure. I learned a new trick when I saw that aes. 
{Laughter.] I had been a district attorney myself a many 


A Member. Did you do that way? [Laughter.] 


_Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; I never did. If I had done so, I 
should have felt that I was stealing money from the United 
States. I think that when a man has enjoyed the confidence of 
the United State. Government to such an extent that it has made 
him its = a certain district, he ought to remember his 
re as a lawyer so strongly as to refuse to do anything of 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yet they do it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, they do it. Now, then, some of us 
pray, ‘‘Lead us not into temptation.” I beg of you, gentlemen, to 
stand by this bill and not lead the district attorneys who may be 
appointed in the future into the same temptations that their prede- 
cessors have been lead into. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move that the committee rise, 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having ro- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. UPDEGLAFF. Iask unanimous consent that those gen- 
tlemen who have made remarks on this bill, or who may do so, 
have the privilege of extending their remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. WILL 8. Is this a request for the privilege of extend- 
ing remarks or for a general leave to print? 

e SPEAKER. th, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, I object to the request for general 
leave to print. I do not object to granting leave that any gentle- 
man who has 7 ken may extend his remarks. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF. It is only to those who have spoken that 


m uest applies. 
The SPEARER, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in comemiones with its request, the House concurrent resolutions 
relating to affairs in Cuba. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution 
Res. 65) to authorize Lieut. Sidney S. Jordan, Fifth United 

tates Artillery, and Capt. Edward C. Carter, assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, to accept medals from the British Govern- 
ment; when the Speaker signed the same. 


RECORD OF A VOTE, 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent of the House to be recorded in the negative on the 
question of the Cuban resolution which was before the House on 


va. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubt as to whether that 
can be done if the gentleman was not present at the time the roll 
was called. 

Mr. DALZELL. The rules expressly provide that the Speaker 
can not entertain a request to record a vote. I make no objection, 
of course, but only attention to the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request of 
the gentleman under the rule. 


RETURN OF A FLAG, 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. 8 
mous consent that Senate joint resolution 
the Speaker’s table and be now considered 


ker, I ask unani- 
o. 24 be taken from 


The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, subject to 
Objection. 
e joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of W: d he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to return to the State of New oa ire the oa mental flag 
of the Eleventh Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry. 


There being no epee the joint resolution was considered 
and ordered to a reading; and being read the third time, was 


On motion of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


USE OF UNITED STATES BUILDING, JEFFERSON CITY, MO. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by 
the Committee on the Judiciary to report back to the House Sen 
ate joint resolution No. 85, granting to the county of Cole, 12 
Missouri certain 


» permission to use rooms in the United States 












pens at Jefferson City, Mo. The committee recommends that 
tere SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Calendar 
of the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was as follows: j 

To Mr. STAHLE, indefinitely. 

To Mr. CROWLEY, for one week. 

To Mr. Joy, for one day. 

To M:. VAN Horn, for ten days. 

And then the motion of Mr. DALZELL was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 5 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
ia from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a bill 
to be entitled “An act to amend the ninth section of the act mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian ent and for fulfilling treaty stipulations,” etc., 
approved March 3, 1885—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. _ 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, with the papers in the cases, a list of claims under act of 
July 4, 1864, allowed, etc., by the proper accounting officers since 
Jan 23, 1895, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submit- 
ting for an appropriation the account of the Bancroft Company, 
of Francisco—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5366) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal station 
at or near Point Gorda, reported the same without amendment, 


accompanied by a rt (No. 587); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


‘5 same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 853) oies for the erection of a light- 
house at Orient Point, Long Island, New York, and for the proper 
lighting of the entrances to Greenport and Sag Harbor and the 
west shore of Shelter Island, reported the same with an amendment, 
accompanied by a eee 588); which said bill and report 
were referred to the ttee of the Whole House on the state 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6192) to provide for additional fog bells 
at Iona Island and Fort Washington, upon the Hudson River, re- 
— the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
pg ne compensation to the reporter of the court of ap- 

District of Columbia, reported the same with amend- 
accompanied by a No. 590); which said bill and 
rae referred to the ttee of the Whole House on the 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
udiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 270) 
to detach certain counties from the judicial districts of California, 
and for other pl amar gy to “. —, vo en, uc- 
companied by a report (No. ; whic ill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 47) relating to 
companied bpatepeet Tc e00); which tail bal snd ace 

a 0. ;W and report were 
Teferred to the House Calendar, ™ 


: 
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Mr. BURTON of Missouri, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate 
(S. R. 85) granting the county of Cole, Mo., permission to use cer- 
tain rooms in the United States building at Jefferson City, Mo., 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 614); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from cominittees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 559) for the relief of the heirs of Alexander Poland, of 
Loudoun County, Va. (Report No. 580.) 

By Mr. BUCK, fiom the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1899) for the relief of the legal representative of William 
Ward, of Carteret County, N.C. (Report No. 581.) 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2256) for the relief of Robert Spaugh. (Report No. 583.) 

By Mr, MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 5741) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy. (Report No. 584.) 

3y Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R.3900) for the relief of the owners of the brig Abby Ellen. 
(Report No. 585.) 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
House resolution (H. Res. No. 188) to refer the bill (H. R. 1002) 
for the relief of the estate of Needham Bullard, deceased, and all 
the accompanying papers to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu 
of H. R. 1002. (Report No. 586.) 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(Hi. R.719) for the relief of Payne, James&Co. (Report No. 591.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on the pen- 
sion roll. (Report No. 592.) 

The bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
H. Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky. (Report No. 593.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 5311) granting a pension to Sarah Ann 
Wible. (Report No. 594.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. 
Harrison Wagner, in lieu of the bill H. R. 3409. (Report No. 
595. ) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4888) for the relief of George Hager. (Report 
No. 596.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 6283) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts 
Kearny, daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United 
States Army. (Report No. 597.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R. 5710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtiss. 
(Report No. 598.) 

The bill (H. R. 6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas D. 
Walker. (Report No. 599.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton. (Re- 
port No. 600.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil. (Report 
No. 601.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3496) for relief of Oliver Dodge, and to place him 
on the pension roll. (Report No. 602.) 

a r. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hud- 
son. my No. 603.) 

The bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Sophia D. Clendenin. 
(Report No. 604.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The.bill (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley. (Report 
No. 607.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater. (Re- 
port No. 608.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 466) granting an increase of pension to William Brown. 
(Report No. 609.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
a a (S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman. (Report 

o. 610.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (8.739) granting an increase of pension to C. E. Phil- 
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brook, widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of ee Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers. (Report Ni No. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the aumitiee on Iavalll 
Pensions: The bill (S. 246) granting @ pension to Nancy Carson 
Blunt. (Report No. 612.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent, 
(Report No. 613.) 





















The bill (H. R. 2846 a pension to William Cromice— 
Gcumainies” on Tavalia = discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8480) for the —— of oe ene . Mann—Commit- 
tee on discharged, and ¢ Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R.6561) to increase the pension of Martha C. Car- 
ter, widow of Rear-Admiral 8. P. Carter—Committee on Inyali:| 
Pensions a and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6705) granting a pension to John Eckland—Com. 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 0), 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H.R.6113) granting Gould P. Austin permission +5 
erect a building upon the Government reservation at oe 83 
Monroe, Va.—Committee on Public and Grounds d 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6679) a to Sylvester F. Hilde- 
brand—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to t)o 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of Charles A. Mazro—Comm 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on i. 
valid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of James Coleman and Theo- 
dore H, N. McPherson—Committee on the Judiciary discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6170) for the relief of James Coleman and Th 
dore H. N. McPherson—Committee on the Judiciary discharg: d, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XTIT, Mr. AVERY, from the Committee 
on War Claims, submitted an adverse report (No. 582) on the bill 
H. R. 5717) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, 

; and the same was laid on the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

—- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ws: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 6780) to amend section 

= of .the Revised Statutes—fo the Committee on Mines and 


= ~ 3 TRACEY: A bill . R. 6781) to extend the national 
boulevard at Springfield, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. The bill (H. R. aed a ae relief of Helen eee omni tte te . 


By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. > ( to amend the internal-rey- | on Invalid ed, and referred to the Committee « 
enue laws, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways | Pensions. 
’ = aM i 
Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6783) Te lds a — 
fm pension for all honorably discharged so etc.—to 
per Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 6784) o Bast 
riate the sum of $30,000 to comp ete the construction of a pu 
fie buil uilding in Paterson, N. J., in addition to the amount hereto- 
a ROBE of A the Committee on a, 
BB of Alabama: A bill (H 6785) providing for 
Geraloct real estate for the nonpayment of taxesin the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. @786) authorizing and direct- 
toa Secretary of the Navy to donate four condemned cannon 


—_—— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, oo the following titles 
were ted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 6792) granting a pension to 
Hannah R. Quint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 6793) to authorize a re —. 
dation of certain entries of merchandise—to the Committee 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H.R. 6794) for the relief of William 
H. ae the Commitee on caine Affairs. 


aul Revere Post, No. 88, Grand Army of the Republic, Quincy, | Also, a bill (H. R. 6795 an increase of pension to 
Mass.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. C. Abbey—to the ee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 6787) to provide for the transfer of | By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. “a Eh removing the charge of de- 
the Fort” Sidney Military Post Reserve to the State of Nebraska | sertion : record of ‘ickman, late of Company ( 
= educational on al rposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | One hundred and fifty-first Infantry Volunteers—to the 
By Mr. KIEF (by request): A bill (H. R. 6788) to appropri- | Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) to remove the charge of desertion ayainst 
——w Lawrence, Kans.—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. oe ns © ion to Robert A. Camp- 


ate $51,686 out of the moneys of the ee — the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to ae to Prospect 
Hill Cenetery for fonds 3 condemned, ete.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 6790) to amend section 3 of | bell, of Mound City ittee on Invalid Pen- 
the act of June 27, 1890, entitled ‘An act granting pensions to sions. 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of Also, a bill (H. ee eer ae perenne te pension of 


manual labor, and providing : for pensions to widows, minor chil- 
—_ and dependent parents "—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6791) for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of the women who during the rebellion attended and 
nursed the sick and dying soldiers of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. a authorizing the Ham- 
mond and Blue Island Railroad Company to construct and main- 
Caen eee ee eee to 
the Committee on Interstate and F: Sean 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. ) defining the standard 
shape and size for dry measures in use in the District of Columbia, 
‘ a the Committee on the District of Co- 
um 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Resolution of inquiry (House Res. No. 189) 
as to the cause and effect American man indus- 


tie Ww. Sane Tafantry oy Valustours (ecrtifieate No. 46811) -10 
y= a ill Ci. 8800) granting a pension to Emmet Gillooly, 
of Humboldt, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

mvion to William H. Bancrott—to the Commities on invalid 


= eae A bill os eect of Peter 


= Mr, BROMWELL: A bill GLE. 6808) aliens pe a pension 
— eo of Albert L. Day—to the Committee | 
ns. 


by Mr r. Beg ott ee ome Tellet of Soom 
—to the Committee 


By Mr. COFFIN: A bill rr ee ee ee rep- 
resentatives of Rinaldo J E. Johnson, deceased— 


be 


to the Com omnmnitoes ~ Ways salen i cheap ae to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 6806) granting a _— to 
ro 
the Committee on Invalid 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 6807) ing ein ts 
a mine 2 of pp en xeu. committees were from | H. Sandborn, roe ter Gilman , = e 
re 6 pening Beats Fe Sew | i RAR et = 
The bill (S. 1631 a pension to Emeline ) a pension 
au fav natn Gibenged aad selscred © the Ga | Sart in ford 
on Pensions. Spy Mr. FL : A bill (H.R, 6800) donating a section of land 








,in said Territory—to the 
SS 


HANLY: H. R. 6810) granting a pension to Mary 
nwell—to the jon on Invalid Pensions. 

"Also, a bill (H.R. 6811) granting a pension to John W. Byrket— 
to the oo ates on In Pensions. 


HENDRICKE: A bill (H. R. 6812) for the relief of the es- 

tan at David B. —. eee eae the Committee on War 

‘Also, @ bill (H.R. 6813) for the relief of W. L. Hobby—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6814) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to amend the records of the late war 50 as to 
show that John C. Burdette was mustered in as a member of 
Company E, Thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, on Jan- 
14, 1862, and served until October 1, 1862, and to grant said 


honorable discharge of said date of October 1, 1862, 
a tof general disability—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
HILL request): A bill (H.R. 6815) ting a pen- 
sine Richard a the cmmtbtes on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Cath- 
erine Holland—to the Com=nittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6817) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Lewis Stanley, late of Seventeenth Ohio Battery—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of lee tenes eee (H.R. — roe 

pension J mon 5 per 
= a on Invalid Sandiene. : 
c Hi. R. 6819) to increase the pension of James E. 
Eaton—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 6820) to correct the military record 
of Denis Byrnes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H. R. 6821) for the relief of William 
E. McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6822) for the relief of William O. Crisswell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 6823) to pension Miss Mag- 
gio Morrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 6824) for the relief of Julia 
olan—to the Committee i 


on 
Also, a bill (H. R.6825) for the relie* of John Barron, etc.—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. pony | granting a pension to 
Rhoda Augusta , daughter of the late Thaddeus Thomp- 
son, a private in the 
Pensions. 


tionary war—to the Committee on 
By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 6827) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Wallick—to the Commtece on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 6828) to carry out the findin 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Green Luttrell, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 6829) ——— a pension to 
W Callaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6830) to pension Wil- 
liam F. Davisson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. 6831) granting Seton to 
j Franklin Dowell, of , for services with the Ore- 
m Volunteers in the years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following oe ny and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of Coal Center Council, No. 371; 


Homestead No. 355; Shire Oaks Council, No. 379, and 
whsville No. 346, Order United American Mechanics, 
Stone bill—to the Committee on Im- 


the 
and Naturalization. 
of John Trimble and 50 others, and of J. W. 


' County, Pa., praying for an 
ameniment to the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid 


t 
E 
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By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania Historical 
Society, in favor of publishing the records of the Continental 
Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of Mayflower Lodge, No. 58, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Ashland, Mass., indorsing the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of J. A. Bellows and about 200 
other citizens of Mount Sterling, Wis., protesting against the 
passage of proposed joint resolution amending the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of joint executive committee on 
the improvement of the harbor of Philadelphia and the Delaware 
and Sehuylkill rivers, for the improvement of the Schuylkill 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 71, Order of Sons of St. George; also 
yetition of Hand-in-Hand Council, No. 14, United Order American 

fechanics, of Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of William R. Bancroft, late of 
Company C, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volun- 
teers, for pension of $50 per month, by special act—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Charles Holt & Sons, of Kanka- 
kee, Ill., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of 60 residents of Pack- 
waukee, Wis., and along the Fox River, in said State, asking that 
the time for flowing water from the Wisconsin River down the 
Fox be restricted to certain times not inimical to the agricultural 
interests—toc the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Letter of lowa State dairy commis- 
sioner, indorsing House bili No. 5213, relating to filled cheese—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Amos Smith Council, Order 
United American Mechanics, in favor of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of W. R. Allison, for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of Charleston 
(S. C.) Cotton Exchange, in behalf of the amendment of the Harter 
Act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ERDMAN (by request): Resolutions of the Pennsylvania 
State Grange, in favor of equitable protection—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of Tabernacle Council, No. 49; 
John A. Logan Council, No. 102; Fremont Council, No. 208; Stoek- 
ton Council, No. 66; Progressive Council, No. 79; Century Coun- 
cil, No. 100; and Mercer Council, No. 50, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of New Jersey; also petitions of citizens of 
Titusville, N. J., and citizens of Mercer County, N. J.,in favor of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HANLY: Evidence and papers in the matter of grant- 
ing a pension to Mary E. Conwell, to accompany House bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill for the relief of John 
W. Byrket—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of 82 members of Washington 
Camp, No. 101, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Pennsylva- 
nia, in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of Tobyhanna Mills, Pa.; 
also, of citizens of Carbon County, Pa., favoring the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of David N. Thompson, of 
Horton, Bremer County, Iowa, praying for an increase of pension 
from $12 to total disability; also, petition of residents of Bremer 
County, Iowa, praying for an increase of pension for David N. 
ee of Horton, Iowa; also, affidavit of Dr. L. C. Kern, of 

eld, Bremer County, Iowa, in regard to the disability of 
Rev. David N. Thompson, to accompany House bill No. 6765—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Illinois Military Order Loyal Legion; 
also, from Gen. John McNulta, of Chicago, Iil., favoring 
the i ent of a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper from President William F.. King, of Cornell College, 
Mount Vernon, Iowa, favoring a permanent board of arbitration to 
settle questions of dispute between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of 376 members of 
New Britain (Conn.) Council, Order United American Mechanics, 
in behalf of the Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of Echo Council, No. 19, 
Daughters of Liberty, of Bridgeport, Conn., asking for the pas- 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Somerset County, 
N. J., praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Ellsworth Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Rush City, Minn., for the pomeee of the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of James McGregor, Samuel Mar- 
shall, Peter Bowers, J. C. Dillon, E.8. Talcott, and others, of Okla- 
homa Territory, in favor of the passage of the free-home bill—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the National Association of 
Manufacturers of the United States, asking Congress to authorize 
and direct the Interstate Commerce Commission to classify ea 
so that it shall be uniform throughout the United States—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
urging upon Congress larger appropriations for and the more 
liberal treatment of the consular service—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Fishkill, N. Y., against the sale of beer to immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Fishkill, N. Y., against the sale of beer at certain military posts— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: Petition of the officersof Pride of Wyo- 
ming Valley sae, No. 116; also ne of Washington Camp, 
No. 37, and Washington Camp, No. 287, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America; also petition of citizens of Luzerne County, Pa., askin 
for the passage of a bill to inspect immigrants by the Uni 
States consuls—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial of seamen of the port of San 
Francisco, Cal., against the repeal or modification of seamen’s act 
of February 18, 1895—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. MAHON: Protests of citizens of Richfield, Pa., nst 
the ee agape of public moneys for sectarian unde i ngs 
together with petitions urging the passage of joint resolution No. 
11, amending the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the J ene 

Also, petition of B. E, Morrison, praying for favorable action 
on House bill 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 606, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Leishley, Pa., praying for the restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation, 

Also, petition of W. H. Wagensellen, of Middleburg, Pa., for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Com- 
mercial Club of Boston, Mass., asking an appropriation for the 
improvement of Boston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of citizens of Waterbury, 
Nebr.; also petition of citizens of Belden, Nebr.; also petition of 
citizens of Allen, Nebr., for construction of a railroad from Sioux 
City, Iowa, running southwest and connecting with the main line 
of the Union Pacific at North Platte or Julesburg—to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Sioux City, Nebr., praying 
for an appropriation for the protection of the Nebraska shore of 
the Missouri River opposite the city of Sioux City, lowa—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the faculty and students of Doane College, 
Crete, Nebr., asking for the establishment of a tribunal for arbi- 
tration of international controversies—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. MILES: Petition of Vienna Lodge, No. 12, Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring the passage of the Stone a 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza’ 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Housatonic Lodge, No. 7, Order 
United American Mechanics, fav the passage of the Stone 
seaseretn bill—to the Committee on tion and 


on. 
By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens of the States of Mlinois, 
Kansas, Maine, Missouri, Nebraska, New York, Ohio, and Penn- 
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sylvania, praying for the recognition of God in the Constitutio 
of the United States —to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 
By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Governor Claude Mat. 
thews, of Indianapolis, Ind., and 19 other citizens of Indiana. 
asking favorable action w "House bill No. 2779, for the improve- 
= of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and 


‘bors. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of William M. Trumbower and 
others, in behalf of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Dover, N. J., in favor of the Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of the Columbian Publishing Company, 
Portland, Me., fraying for favorable action on House bill N). 
4566, to amend the laws relating to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of Maryland, praying for the recognition of the Cubans 
as belligerents—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of Annie W. Coit, 
widow of James B. Coit, late colonel of Fourteenth Regiment (on- 
necticut Volunteers, for a pension, to accompany House bill No, 
6770—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ledyard Council, No. 31, Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of New London, Conn., favorable to the Stone 
epmeseten, bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of the Historical Society of 
Pennsylvania, for the publication in permanent form of the records 
of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 342, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Dunmore, Pa., for the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS (by request): Petition of Alton P. Goss, of 
Harwich, Mass., praying for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566, to amend the ) on laws relating to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Mattabessett Lodge, No. 12, 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Middletown, Conn., 
favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ST. E: Petition of ex-Union soldiers and sailors of 
the Army and Navy of the late rebellion, praying for the passage 
of a service-pension bill granting $8 per month to all soldiers and 
sailors and $12 to their widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of D. B. Allemon, of Littlestown, Pa., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing, to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-(ftice 
and Post-Roads 


_ Also, petition of the Historical Society of Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to appre iate a sum of money to allow the Secretary of 
State to publis records of the Continental Congress—to the 
Committee on ae 

Also, petition of White Star Lodge, No. 126, Order of United 
American Mechanics, of York, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of Hay Cravens, for favorable action 
on House No. 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 671, to 
extend the national boulevard at Springfield, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion from the recced of John J. Johnson—to the Committee 


on Mili Affairs. 
B Mr. TYLER (by request): Petitions of Ross I. Leary and 


M. Glenna, for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws on second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of George M. Shull, P. . 
Van Golder, and R. A. Wood, for favorable action on House bill 
No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

at ion of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 0! 
East ae 





. Y,, against the sale of beer to immigrants—to the 
on on and Naturalization. — 
tion of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
against the sale of beer at certain military 

Affairs. 


of H. Bates aot ne men 
Camp, 192, Patriotic er Sons 0 
Panik tayor of the Stone immigration bill— 





a petition of Yi “ fee Pe for favorable 
action on House 7 the postal laws—to the 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 4, 1896. 


Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 
rey a of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response toa resolu- 
tion of the 2d instant calling for a statement of the gross earn- 


ting ex , and net earnings of the Union Pacific, 
fe Oontral Beanch of the Union Pacific, the Kansas Pacific, and 


i City and Pacific railroad companies from their or- 
= anon to the end of the year A. D. 1894, by the year, and the 

thereof, stating that the records of that Department do not 
contain the information desired, and suggesting that it may be in 
the possession of the Department of the Interior, Office of Com- 
missioner of Railroads; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Rai and ordered to be printed. _ 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a letter from the Gettysburg National 
Park Commission, dated February 19, 1896, together with a pro- 

amendment to section 4 of the act to establish a national 


k at Gettysburg, Pa., and stating that the proposed amendment | 


meets with the concurrence of the War Department; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTRIC WIRES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of February 5, 1896, informa- 
tion as to the number of permits which have been issued for the 
construction or erection of additional overhead wires in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom such permits were given, and under 
what authority of law the same purport to have been issued, to- 
gether with a list of such permits; also whether thereunder any 
additional overhead wires have been erected in the District of 
Columbia; and if so, by whom the same have been erected, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF EXCISE BOARD OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, t to the requirement of section 2 of the act of 
March 3, 1898, the report of the excise board of the District of 
Columbia for the year ended March 2, 1896, setting forth the oper- 
ations of that board under the act regulating the sale of intoxi- 
pang, hen no in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the ttee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2815) for the relief of William Lock and James 
H. Tinsley was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Socorro, N. Mex., praying for the adoption of the 5 eapeeee 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN mted a petition of the faculty and students 
of Mount Union Co , Alliance, Ohio, praying for the establish- 
ment of aninternational court of arbitration; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Salineville, of 
98 citizens of Glasgow, of 80 citizens of Reynoldsburg, and of sun- 
dry — as eee ane the Sintect oe ying for the 
—— oe ous amendment to the Constitution 
e ; United States; which were referred to the Committee on 

Mr. R presented a petition of the officers of the Pay 
Depentesent of the United States ae, praying that the compen- 
8a of paymasters’ clerks, United States Army, be increased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL yee petitions of Industry Council, No. 35, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Jersey City; of Hud- 
son Council, No. 175, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Jersey City; of Jackson Council, No. 64, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Cassville; of Cranbury Council, No. 60, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of ee of An- 
chor No. 40, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of W ; of Middletown Council, No, 153, Junior Order 
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United American Mechanics, of Middletown; of Hunterdon Coun- 
cil, No. 94, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Junc- 
tion; of Greble Council, No. 112, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Pitman; of Branchburg Council, No. 121, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of North Branch; of Union 
Council, No. 31, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Rahway; of Warren Council, No. 16, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Washington; of Verona Council, No. 225, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics, of Verona; of Salter Coun- 
cil, No. 202, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Barnegat; 
of United Council, No. 141, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Fair Haven; of Cumberland Council, No. 109, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Cedarville; of Sunlight 
Council, No. 193, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Hardingville; of Titusville Council, No, 128, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Titusville; of Pocahontas Council, No. 
48, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Glassboro; of 
Perseverance Council, No. 30, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Vineland; of Overlook Council, No. 211, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Summit; of Century Council, No. 
100, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Trenton; of 
Tabernacle Council, No. 49, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Tabernacle; of ASolian Council, No. 42, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Elmer; of T. C. Butterworth 
Council, No. 183, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Hurfville; of Hopewell Council, No. 73, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Hopewell; of Newport Council, No. 199, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Newport; of Gar- 
field Council, No. 56, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of town of Union; of Pleasant Mills Council, No. 12, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Pleasant Mills; of William K. 
Wharton and 46 other citizens of Titusville, and of John H. Force 
and 52 other citizens of Titusville, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of Henry R. Hall and 126 other 
citizens of Columbus, N. J.; a petition of the pastor and members 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Harmony, N. J., and a peti- 
tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Trenton, N. J., praying 
for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment tothe Con- 
stitution of the United States recognizing Almighty God; which 
were referred to the Commiitee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of Rev. R. Wainwright 
and 47 other citizens of Bowmans Bluff; the petition of J.S. Settle 
and sundry other citizens of Wadeboro, and the petition of Mrs. 
J. P. Sims, president, and sundry other members of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Beaufort, all in the 
State of North Carolina, praying for the adoption of the proposed 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Rev. Arthur B. Patten and 
25 other citizens of Everett, Mass.,and the petition of Rey. Charles 
E. Earle and 41 other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the faculty of the Uni- 
versity of Utah, Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the adoption 
of a metric system of weights and measures by the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. THURSTON presented the petition of W.H. Benjamin, of 
Banksville, Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, 

roviding for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 

unty in order to equalize the burdens and benefits of the 
rotective system; which was referred to the Committee on 
inance. 

He also presented the petition of Rey. E. Bittner and 85 other 
citizens of Strang, Nebr., and a petition of sundry citizens of 
Stockham, Nebr., praying for the adoption of the proposed reli- 
gious amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of John W. Genung, of 
Petersburg, Nebr., praying that he be granted a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Minden, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation reducing the rate 
of letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented two petitions of delegates of the Sioux Indian 
Reservation at Pine Ridge, S. Dak., praying that they be allowed 
to select a chief herder for their reservation; that the system of 
licensing traders be abolished, and that no traders be allowed on 
the reservation except the Indians or those legally incorporated 
in their tribe; which were referred to the Committee on Indian 


Mr, BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rheatown, 
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Tenn., praying for the adoption of the a mags religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of Atlanta Post, No. 92, 
ment of California and Nevada, Grand Army of the Republic, 
praying for the enactment of legislation in the interest of veteran 
soldiers of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oakland, Cal., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the dredging of the 

eep-water channel from that city to the Bay of San Francisco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Los Angeles 
County, Cal., praying for recognition of the rights of miners and 
others in the United States forest reservation known as the San 
Gabriel Canyon; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Congregational Church 
of Fond du Lac, Wis., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of H. R. Wise and 68 other citi- 
zens of Oconto, Wis., remonstrating against the adoption of the 
proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
acknowledging Almighty God as the source of all power and 
civil authority; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ary. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Samuel Arnold and sun- 
dry other citizens of Newcastle, Ind., praying for the passage of 
Honse bill No. 306, granting Fe se to soldiers and sailors who 
were confined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of C. A. Highfield and 70 
other citizens of Dekalb County, IIL, yoy Soe the adoption 
of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the board of regents of the 
University of Washington, at Seattle, and a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Tacoma, ced for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1214, to appropriate funds for the a and 
tests of American timber; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mossy Rock, 
Wash., remonstrating against the appropriation of public moneys 
for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 


A oo ; 

He ——— a petition of L. C. Ladd Post, No. 17, Depart- 
ment of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Puyallup, Wash., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Port Angeles, 
Wash., praying that certain lots in the town site of Port a 
be granted for public ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. KYLE presented the memorial of B. O. Flowers, of Boston 


that the act of Congress entitled “An act relating to navigation 
of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, duties, and 
rights in connection with carriage of ” be so amended ag 
to afford proper protection to shippers of produce or merchandise 
from American ports against damage from negligence of shi). 
mentors er other employees of vessels engaged in transportation 
thereof. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam directed by the Select Committee on 
International Expositions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 130:;) 
to authorize and encourage the holding of a transmississippi exjo- 
sition at the city of O , in the State of Nebraska, in the year 
1898, and making appropriation therefor, to report it with amend- 
ments and to submit a report thereon. Lask that the bill be placed 
on the Calendar and the report printed. 

Mr. VEST. 1 wish to make a single remark. It is proper for 
me to state as a member of the committee reporting the bill that 
I ao that the bill should be reported to the Senate with tie 
understanding that I was not committed to its support. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be pabk en the Calen- 
dar. The report will be printed under the rule. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whoin 
was referred the bill (H. R. 711) to increase the pension of Uzzie] 
B. Church, reported it without amendment. 
wen a from the same ame — Reson referred the 

ill (S. 856) granting a pension to Philip T. Greely, reported it 
with an amendment, walls submitted a report thereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom wis 
referred the bill (H. R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River in the county of Aitkin, State 
of Minnesota, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1117) granting a pension to Cornelia De Peystor 
ne reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 


PROTECTION OF FUR SEALS. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 262) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
revent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” «nd 
or other purposes, 
indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred bill (H. R. 3206) to amend 
an act entitled ‘“‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing 
animals in Alaska,” and for other purposes, to report it without 
amendment, and to submit a thereon. This House bil! is 
the same as the one just now indefinitely postponed. 

I desire to ask a unanimous-consent t, and I ask the 
attention of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan]. I have 
just reported the Alaska fur-seal bill. The Senator desires to 
submit a minority report, I understand. 


adversely thereon, and the bill was 


»| Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ee Sere I do not 

Mass., remonstr: against the enactment of legislation provid- | know how many members of the committee will sign it. Perhaps 

ing military —s in —- schools of the country; which | it is proper to say that the bill was by a bare majority of 

was referred to the nittee on Education and Labor. the committee. I will be able to present the views of the minor- 

He also presented a — of the Woman's Christian Temper- | ity in a day or two. Of course I do not want action taken upon 
ance Union of Mount Vernon, 8S. Dak., praying for the sh- | the bill until after that is done. 


ment of a board of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 
WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. SHERMAN, From the Committee on woesign Relations I 
back the resolution of the Senate, as amended by the House 
tatives, relative to the wks oo of belligerency in 
Cuba. There is some little ifference between the two Houses, 
and I move that the Senate insis ee ees and ask for 
a committee of conference, which I think will be the speediest 

way to bring about an nt. 

e motion was to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
t the conferees on the part of theSencte; and Mr. SHERMAN, 
. Moraan, and Mr. LopGg were appointed. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom were referred the following memorials, asked to be dis- 


to the Committee on Commerce; which was agreed to: 
for the estab- 


trade relations, with Canada, 
Mexico, and the States of Central and South America; and 
Memorial of the Cotton Exchange of Memphis, 


Mr. FRYE. That is why I called the attention of the Senator 
to it. I wish to ask a unanimous-consent agreement. If the bill 
should become a law, to be of any earthly use it ht to become 
a law within the next twenty days, and as it is a bill of consider- 


able im , [ask unanimous consent that it may be made 
cupauetavier der saan Monday next, at 2 o’clock. 
dasied Ge coal ous Geapecy: tn tee magrv of th maajorty of 
an . @ majority 0 
the committee been filed? 
Mr. FRYE. The majority report has been filed. 
Mr. FRYE. Th jority report is ecient the report of 
; ; @ majori y 
2p Shampliionen tinakaeh ieleasen te pvt ate House. 
Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Maine that 4 
week from next Monday is the 16th of March, and a special order 
has already been made for that day. : 
Mr. FRYE. That makes no difference. This would not sup t- 
sede that under the rule. 
Mr. BERRY. “ae not Point tad for > — —— 
with other think, on an 
Swaell tb apauediombeumeaidhuutonere chouid take prece- 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to put it down for Thursday of next 


F 
bt 
F 


Tenn., praying | week, 








Mr. MORGAN. Iam prepared for it on my part whenever the 


ie cal? | will ask that the bill be made the special order 


for Thursday of next week. Under the rules that does not inter- 


with unfinished business. 
= MORGAN . If the Senator from Maine will permit me, I 


wish him some information that I think will convince 
him BF, om action upon the bill is not necessary even if it is 


roper. I hold in my hand the report on the fur-seal fisheries of 
if made by the scientist on board of the steamer Albatross, who 
has visited those islands annually, I think, without exception, 
unless it may be one year, for the last ten years, and who is thor- 
oughly familiar with all of the situation in Alaska and in those 
islands. His , which is now in the hands of the printer, 
has been laid before the Senate. I happen to have the original 
report in my hand at the moment. He says: 


meeting of Canadian sealers recently held at Victoria it was decided 
that put one cruise be made during the year 1896, that to be in Bering Sea. 
The northwest coast catch for the spring of 1895 proved unprofitable, but one 
vessel having 


made expenses, while the catchin ~ yy Russian waters 
was made barely remunerative by reason of an advance in the price of seal 
skins. on the part of the sealers is clearly the result of dimin- 
ished catches. Itis now evident to all persons interested in the pelagic seal- 


ind that further profit can not be expected from sealing in the 
Eth Pecife. 


I merely wanted to refer the Senator to that statement of our own 
commissioner, who has made a very elaborate and a very accu- 
rate and scientific report on the subject, to show him that the 
Canadian sealers have met and agreed that they will not conduct 
any sealing operations in the North Pacific during this season, 
but that they will concentrate all their energies upon Bering Sea 
when the seals appear there in the months of August and Septem- 
ber, and that there is no occasion for hasty action. 
Mr. FRYE. Either that or else they have succeeded in cheat- 
this somewhat innocent agent of the United States. 
. MORGAN. No; the Senator will find when he examines 
could not have cheated this man. He visited 
over a hundred of sealing vessels. 
Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be as- 
asa order for Thursday next at 2 o'clock, simply 
stating that under the rules it does not interfere with the untin- 
ished iness. ' 
Mr. HALE, And not, of course, to interfere with appropriation 


bills? 

Mr. FRYE. No; never. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senatorfrom Maine? TheChair hears none, and it is soordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2382) for the 
relief of Jacob A. ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2383) to provide a life- 
saving station at or near Hampton, in the State of New Hamp- 
shire; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 

i to the Committee on Commerce. 


i Affairs. 

Mr. BURRO introduced a bill (S. 2385) to amend the patent 
laws of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 
sta Williane, wlach ~~ coe quae . oat 

$ was i its title, and re 

the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2387) granting a pension to Margaret 
read twice by its title, and referred to 


also introduced a bill (S. 2388) for the relief of E. F. Korns, 


He 
late at . ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2889) granting to the county 
of Clallam, in the State of eens suburban lot No. 26 in 
the town site of Port Angeles, in said county, to be used for public 
Eeraeees, end granting to the city of Port Angeles, in said county, 

No. 32 in said town site, to be used by said city for — 
to t 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill, the amendment proposing to appropriate for the Naval 
War Records the full amount estimated for by the Department. 
I move that the amendment be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also submit some memoranda prepared 
on my request upon the subject, which I move be printed as a 
document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN LANDS, 

Mr. CANNON submitted the following resolution: which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is het 


ereby, directed 
to inform the Senate for what reason the nonagricultural and unallotted lands 
of the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation have not been restored to the public 
domain and proclaimed open to entry and location as prescribed by sections 


“0 and 2lof the act of Congress approved August 15, 1894, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department,” etc., and, further, to inform the Senate when, in his judgment, 
said lands will be so opened to entry and location 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR COLQUITT. 


Mr. GORDON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a 
Senator from the State of Georgia, be printed, as required by law. 


SALARY ACCOUNTS OF SENATORS. 
Mr. WOLCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
investigate and report to what extent, if any, the salary accounts of any 


members of the Senate should be credited with amounts which have accu- 
mulated during former vacancies in this body. 


BOND REDEMPTION AND BIMETALLISM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions of the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN], coming 
over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 

Resolved, That under existing laws all bonds and legal-tender notes are 
redeemable in gold and silver coins of the United States of the present ratio 
and fineness, and that any discrimination between such coins is in violation 
of the statutes of the United States and the traditions of the Government 

Resolved, That bimetallism means the unlimited coinage, ata ratio fixed by 
law, of both gold and silver into money of full debt-paying power and upon 
terms of exact equality, at the mints of the United States 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a question of such a broad, wide- 
reaching character that unless some one wishes to speak to the 
resolutions I will move to refer them to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. I prefer to have the resolutions go over without 
objection, so that the Senator from Colorado |Mr. TeLLer} may 
be here when they are discussed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 
refer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered, and, 
without objection, the resolutions will go over. 

RESTRICTION OF BOND ISSUES. 

Mr. BUTLER. I gave notice that on March 11 I would call 
up Senate bill 1341, but I see that in the notice printed on the Cal- 
endar of Business it is stated that I would then call it up and move 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Finance. That is a mistake, 
and I ask that the correction be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The correction indicated by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina will be made. 

Mr. BUTLER. My notice was that on Wednesday, March 11, 
— the routine morning business, I would call up Senate bill 
1341. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar will be made to con- 
form to the notice as now stated by the Senator from North 
Carolina. 


I wish to enter my motion to 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 
Mr. HALE. I do not know what the purpose of the Senator 
from Oregon is about calling up any other matter, but I wanted 
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the Calendar day before yesterday, that we take up the Calendar 
at the place where it was left that day and proceed under the 
five-minute rule to consider unobjected cases, so that we may 
make progress as we did the other day. I make that proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state to the Senator from 
Maine that on Friday last I gave notice that this morning at the 
conclusion of the morning business I should ask the Senate to 
take up the privileged question relative to the claim of Mr. Du 
Pont to a seat in the Senate from the State of Delaware. 

Mr. HALE. Of course that is privileged, if the Senator pro- 
poses to go on before 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to go on at once this 
mene. 

Mr. HALE. Then, of course,I will not make my proposition. 
I thought the Senator intended to wait until 2 o'clock. I do not 
seek to interfere with him. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the morning business is con- 
cluded, I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
privileged question ———- to the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to 
a seat in the Senate from the State of Delaware. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution called up 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

The resolution reported by Mr. MircHe.yi of Oregon on the 
18th ultimo from the Committee on Privileges and Elections was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate from the 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I yield for a moment to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire {[Mr. GALLINGER]. 


PROOF OF DEATH IN PENSION CASES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Oregon has courteously 

ielded to me to ask consideration for a bill that has sed the 

ouse of Representatives, and which is being pressed for consid- 
eration here. If it develops any discussion whatever, I do not 
propose to urge it. I ask unanimous conse that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 162) regulating 
proof of death in certain pension cases, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I yield on condition that it will 
not lead to any debate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; that is understood. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that in con- 
sidering claims filed under the pension laws the death of an en- 
listed man or officer shall be considered as sufficiently proved if 
satisfactory evidence is produced establishing the fact of the con- 
tinued and unexplained absence of such enlisted man or officer 
from his home and family for a period of seven years, during 
which period no intelligence of his existence shall have been re- 
ceived. And any pension granted under this proviso shall cease 
upon proof that such officer or enlisted man is still living. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Inline 10 I move to strike out the word 
**proviso” and insert the word ‘“‘act.” That was a mistake in 
drafting the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will 
explain the bill to some extent, or state how much it involves. 

r. GALLINGER. It does notinvolve anything, except that it 
relieves the Committee on Pensions from the consideration of cer- 
tain private bills. I will read briefly from the report made in the 
House of Representatives: 

In the administration of the pension laws there seems to have been a lack 
of uniformity in the decisions upon the question of what evidence is required 
to prove the fact of death of the person through whom the title to pension 
°o In some cases the common-law presumption of death after an ab- 
sence of seven years has been 
tion has been substantially igno 


In the comparatively recent case of Melinda L. Crider, the Secretary of the 
Interior laid down the following rule: 


“ Independent of absence for any period of time, it must be held in pension 
cases that the facts attending the absence must show beyond a reasonable 
doubt that the party is dead. 

I will say to the Senator from Maryland that I have on my desk 
now in the Committee on Pensions a case where the soldier has 
not been heard from for thirty-four years, and yet a pension is not 
allowable. The bill will simply clear the docket of that class of 
cases and do no harm to anybody. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘There is another case reported in which the 
husband really has been dead thirt. , and yet the wife and 
friends, having been led to think absent, can not prove the 
fact of his death. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. And there is one other case, I will say to 
the Senator, where intelligence came to the wife that the hus- 
band’s life was lost by the blowing up of a boiler, and his trunk 
with his clothes was sent to her, and yet the Pension Office will 


d, while in other cases this presump- 
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to renew the proposition under which we proceeded to consider not accept it as proof. The bill simply establishes the common- 


Marcu 4, 


law presumption of death. 

Mr. BA I think the bill ought to be amended, and I pro- 
pose the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. E 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert 
the following as an additional section: 


Sec. 2. That the parece examination and enlistment of the soldier by the 
Government of the United States shall be prima facie evidence of the sound. 
ness of health of said soldier at the time of said enlistment. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator from Kansas will not 
ress that matter. We will try to take care of it in some other 
ill. This is a bill which has passed the House of Representatives, 

and it can become a law very readily if it is not encumbered by 
other propositions. I hope the Senator will not press the amend- 
ment, and, as I have stated, we will try later on to take care of 
the subject which this amendment covers. 

Mr. PALMER. I simply wish to repeat the request made by 
the Senator from New Timenebtee Mr. GALLINGER] of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. BAKER] not to press the amendment. Tho 
only _—_ of the pending is to establish the common-law 
rule in regard to the presumption of death—death inferred from 
long and continued absence. Ican see no reason why this rule 
should not be adopted in pension cases, as it is a just and proper 
rule. I trust, however, as the amendment relates to an altogether 
different subject, that this bill, so simple, so necessary, and so 
useful, will not be encumbered by an amendment which will 
probably lead to serious discussion. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, several members of the House 
of Representatives have mentioned to me the fact that this bid 
ought to be amended, and that, if they had thought of it at the 
time the bill was pending in the House, they would have proposed 
this identical amendment. We have more trouble in pension 
cases in reference to the presumption in regard to death than as 
to anything else. Asthe chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
however, thinks the committee can report a bill which will take 
care of this subject, I will withdraw the amendment for the 

resent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We will try to take care of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN O’KEANE. 


Mr.SQUIRE. By permission of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
MITCHELL] who is entitled to the floor, I ask unanimous consent 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate on Monday last passed 
the bill (S. 167) for the relief of John O’Keane, of the State of 
Washington. There is either a clerical error or a printer's error 
in the bill as passed; at any rate it is an error, and should be cor- 
rected. I have the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs in 
the case, and the chairman of the committee is fully aware of the 
mistake, and desires to have it corrected. The bill proposes to 
pay John O’Keane, of the State of Washington, the sum of $25 as 
salary due him for services as a farmer in charge of the Tulalip 
Indian Agency, Washington Territory. By an error, as I under- 
stand, the amount is stated in the bill at $25, whereas it should 
have been $125. I ask unanimous consent that the votes by which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and may be reconsidered. ; 

The VICE-PR ENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bill is before the Senate. f 

Mr. SQUIRE. Now, I move to amend the bill by striking out 
**25” and inserting ‘125; so as to make the amount $125. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of ntatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the or of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5359) making a i for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year en une 30, 1897. 

‘e message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
1 bill and joint resolutions: 
A (8. 636) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Missouri River at or near Chamberlain, 8. Dak.; 














tion (S. R. 24) for the return to the State of New 
flag of the Eleventh Regiment of New Hamp- 
shire Infantry; an 
A ‘ott resolution (SR. 85) granting the county of Cole, Mo., 
to use ce rooms in the United States building at 
ity, Mo. 
a ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 65) to print the anrual report of the 
General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service; and — 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 65) to authorize Lieut. Sidney S. 
Jordan, Fifth United States Artillery, and Capt. Edward C. Car- 
ter, assistant surgeon, United States Army, to accept medals from 
the British Government. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows: 

. Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate from 
nts ae ae full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, it will doubtless 
be agreed by every member of the Senate, of whatever political 
party, that a question involving the right of a person to a seat in 
the Senate of the United States is one not only of the highest 
privilege, but of the gravest importance. 

It is therefore one which under any circumstances should re- 
ceive the most careful consideration of the Senate. When, how- 
ever, such right is seriously disputed by any portion of a State’s 
constituency, and especially when ee by one of the repre- 
sentatives of such State in this body, holding here the high position 
both as lawyer and statesman which all accord to the distinguished 
Senator from Delaware {Mr. Gray], then it becomes of the utmost 
imper that its consideration and determination be approached 
with the greatest ible deliberation and care, and in a judicial 
rather than a satan. spirit. 

No consideration of party supremacy, much less of personal bias 
or prejudice, should be permitted to intrude as an element in solvy- 
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ing such a proposition. It is infinitely better that a State should | 


for a time go in part unrepresented than that a vacancy should be 
filled by one either not possessing the necessary qualifications or 
not chosen in the manner prescribed by the Constitution and the 
laws. 

No grant of power, poten, within the folds of the Constitu- 
tion conferred upon either House of Con separately, or upon 
the Con itself, should be guarded with more jealous care, or 
exercised with a greater degree of nonpartisan spirit, or with more 

i on and deliberation than that which makes each House 
the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 


mem 

It is only by exercising this power in a spirit of judicial fair- 
ness, observing with strict accuracy, not only the facts of each 
case, but also the several grants and limitations of the 

tution and the laws of the United States, as well as of those 
of the State interested, that we may hope to preserve the Senate 
in its proper organization and integrity, and also at the same time 
vindicate and uphold the rights of the several States. 

It is im with these considerations I have endeavored to 
consider and in or mind reach a conclusion in this case. 
The Committee on Privileges and Elections having the subject in 
charge have os bom unable to agree, and hence we 

report from that committee representing the 
, favoring the seating of the claimant, Mr. Du Pont, and 
of the minority in reg pam to such seating. 
chairman of that committee, I was authorized to prepare and 
to the Senate its report giving the reasons for the conclu- 
by that committee, and I shall now endeavor in 
seated? to convey to the Senate as fully and clearly and 
nd as as I can, not only the precise facts involved, but also 
arguments on which the committee bases its con- 


first place, I shall endeavor to state the principal 
eee be considered in determining the question as to 
t of t toa seat, provided the Senate is not 
as claimed by the minority of the committee, from in- 
= eee Sas of certain person toa seat as a member of 
: ware — ote the joint assembly ned the a of ae 
Senator facts bearing u is question of estoppe 
becarefully recapitulated Gullcousidered by me later on when 

I come to that of the case. 


The ot ta DELAWARE LEGISLATURE. 

legislature of the State of Delaware consists, when each seat 

filled, of thirty members. The senate consists of nine members, 
house of magn of twenty-one members. There are 

the State of ware but three counties in all, namely: New- 

castle, Kent, and Sussex. Under the Delaware constitution each 
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of these counties elects three senators and seven representatives to 
the general assembly of the State, thus constituting a membership 
in the senate of nine and in the house of twenty-one. The senators 
are elected for four years and the representatives for two years. 
A person to be a senator must have attained to the age of 27 
years, while to be a representative to 24 years. 

The legislature of the State of Delaware is by the constitution 
of that State designated as a “ general assembly,” consisting of a 
senate and a house of representatives, and all legislative powers of 
the State are by such constitution vested in such general assembly. 

A regular biennial session of this general assembly, each of the 
thirty members of which had been previously duly elected, each 
having the necessary qualifications, convened at Dover, the capi- 
tal of the State, on the first Tuesday in January, 1895. The duty 
of electing a United States Senator to succeed Senator Higgins, 
then a Senator from the State of Delaware, and whose term was 
to expire March 4, 1895, devolved upon this general assembly. 
This general assembly was duly organized on the day it met, that 
is, the second Tuesday of January, 1895, by the election of William 
T. Watson, a senator from the county of Kent, as speaker of the 
senate, and the election of Henry T. McMullen, a member from’ 
the county of Newcastle, as speaker of the house of representa- 
tives. 










THE JOINT ASSEMBLY OF THE MEMBERS OF THE DELAWARE LEGISLATURE, 


On thesecond Tuesday after the organization, in accordance with 
the act of Congress of July 25, 1866, providing the manner of elect- 
ing United States Senators, the members of the two houses met 
in joint assembly at 12 o'clock meridian for the purpose of elect- 
ing a Senator of the United States. Two ballots were taken on 
that day without anyone having been chosen. On each succeed- 
ing day, except Sunday, the members of the two houses met in 
joint assembly and voted for United States Senator up to and in- 
cluding May 9, 1895, that being the last day of the session of that 
joint assembly. On the last day of the session, May 9, 1895, 28 
separate ballots were taken in the joint assembly. On the last 
ballot taken there were 30 votes cast, there being in such joint 
assembly thirty persons, each claiming to be a member of either 
the senate or house of the Delaware general assembly, and each 
claiming the right to a seatin such joint assembly, and the right 
to be included and counted, and to vote therein for a United States 
Senator. On the last ballot four persons were voted for for United 
States Senator; that is to say, Henry A. Du Pont, Ed. Ridgley, 
J. Edward Addicks, and Ebe W. Tunnell, each of the persons 
present claiming to be members voting as follows, and each of the 
candidates receiving the following votes— 

Mr.PALMER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to ask 
him if it will be convenient to him to state that on the first of the 
twenty-eight ballots, and on all the succeeding ballots of the 
twenty-eight, the same persons voted and the same number of 
votes were cast? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
statement as I continue. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have before me a copy of the 
journal entry, which I shall now read, bearing directly upon the 
question suggested by the Senator from Illinois. It reads as fol- 
lows: 

Joint meeting proeeeded to another ballot, which resulted as follows: 

. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for H. A. Du Pont 

. Fenimore Ed. Ridgley 
J.Edward Addicks. 
Ed. Ridgley 

H. A. Du Pont. 

H. A. Du Pont. 

Ed. Ridgley. 

Ed. Ridgley 

Ed. Ridgley 

J. Edward Addicks, 
1. A. Du Pont. 

-H. A. Du Pont. 


I 
I 
Ed. 
Ed. I 
I 
I 
I 


That will clearly appear from my 


{. A. Du Pont. 
1. A. Du Pont. 


Ld. Ridgley 
H. A. Du Pont 
Jobn Edward Addicks, 
H. A. Du Pont 
Ebe W. Tunnell. 
H. A. Du Pont. 


H. A. Du Pont. 

J. Edward Addicks, 
Edward Ridgley. 

H. A. Du Pont. 

..H. A. Du Pont. 
..Ed. Ridgley. 

H. A. Du Pont. 


Mr. Speaker ............ eae a ea H. A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced, as follows: Wot 
otes, 
ein ccntincnveet wicnbneich ieiabins 1 a 
RS inn dndchh ninhd dab heKneeanns senses aes 10 


a enansiswadesoedeaenewnces 
heen edie hEbehe bbancnce teens cecuet cecese 
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It will be observed there were in this joint assembly and voting 
on this last ballot thirty persons, each claiming a right to be there 
and vote as a member of the assembly of the State of Dela- 
ware. It is a fact, as suggested by the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. 
Pa_meER], that the vote was the same on each of the other 27 bal- 
lots taken that day. 

It is furthermore a fact that the claimant, Henry A. Du Pont, 
received but 15 votes. Consequently, if it is true that each of 
said thirty persons so present and voting had a right to be pres- 
ent and vote for a United States Senator, then the claimant, Mr. 
Du Pont, did not receive a majority of those present and voting, 
and in such event he could not be elected, as it is conceded it 

requires the votes of a majority of the members of the legislature, 
aa ided all who are members and who have a right to vote for 
tor are present and voting. If, however, the fact is as it is 
contended by the committee, and by all those who favor the seat- 
ing of Mr. Du Pont, that one of the thirty persons so present and 
voting was either not a member of the Delaware senate, or had no 
right to exercise the office, or any of the functions of senator, and 
consequently had no right to be in such joint assembly or to vote 
for Senator therein, then it follows there were but 29 legal votes 
cast on said last ballot and not 30; then there were but 29 persons in 
such joint assembly entitled to be there and vote and not 30, and 
pork Spee as it is conceded the claimant, Mr. Du Pont, re- 
15 votes, no one of which was the vote of a on so alleged 

to be unlawfully resent and to have voted i y, it follows he 
ae all the legal votes cast and was therefore duly 


GOVERNOR WATSON HAD NO RIGHT TO PARTICIPATE IN THE JOINT ASSEM- 
BLY MAY 9, 1895, OR TO VOTE THEREIN FOR UNITED STATES SENATOR. 
It is contended by the claimant, and the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections believe such contention to be well founded, 
that William T. Watson, one of the present in such joint 
assembly and voting for ‘Senator, and no ok agen voting for Mr. Du 
Pont, but having on each ballot voted for Ed. Ridgiey, and claim- 
ing the right to be there asa senator from the county of Kent and 
er of the Delaware senate, was on said date the governor 
of State of Delaware, and therefore, for this reason, i had 
not on that date, May 9, 1895, any right whatever under the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware and the law of the land to 
exercise the office of State senator, or any of the functions per- 
taining thereto, and had not theref , any right to be present in 
such joint assembly , no right to vote or be counted therein, and 
that his presence and were illegal, wholly ultra vires, and 
his vote absolutely void. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will permit me toask him a 
question at that point, what does he mean by the law of the land 
as in addition to the constitution of the State of Delaware? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I mean the law relating to the 
election of United States Senators, the law of July 25, 1866. 


THE DELAWARE CONSTITUTION. 
The constitution of the State of Delaware, section 14, Article ITI, 
provides, among other things, as follows: 


a M4. U an happening in the office of governor, by hisdeath, 

ai, vetgnetien ob, OF inability, the speaker of th @ senate shall exercise the 
ted by the people shall be duly ified. If there 
o speaker of further vacancy in the 
office, by his —_, removal, resignation, or ws the speaker of the 
noncoes sapeaey tives shall exercise the office until area by the 
people be ie duty a. If the person elected governor ehall die, or be- 

he commencement 


come 
refuse to eee tae eee holding the shall continue to exercise 
shall be elected and duly 


office ental a@ governor é 


it until a governor hap- 
— in the office of governor, there be no o' person who can exercise 
office within the provisions of the constitution, the secretary of state 
eee ee next of the general assembly, who 
i socom, Sy ae of both houses, a person to 
ep in the office of aL Sil dice greene aia 
@ vacancy governor, or go or 
: _ =e or refuse to take 
office, an election for governor shall be held a’ nex election, 
unless youney eros six days next preceding election, ex 
clusive of the day of of the vacancy and the day of the élec 
tion; ot have been held at said 


The governor shall not be removed from with 
she commmuenan of ea dasel dl tccbennet ont teunds SS 


ieaeetemanttanentnamemeniaaanaeaniaamh 


to discuss the foregoing and the several other 
provisions ofthe Per dae cactivahent te tteinat it is well 
precisely what facts are conceded by all to this 
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controversy. The following facts I believe are ones, substan- 
tially at least, by those opposing the admission of Mr. Du Pont, 
including the minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elec. 
tions: 

First. That William T. Watson, a duly elected and qualified 
senator from the county of Kent, was, on the first Tuesday of 


January, 1895, duly er of the Delaware senate, e1)- 
tered upon his duties as euch epeaker on that date, and continued 
to serve as such until April 9, 1895. 


Second. That on April 8, 1895, —— H. Marvil, then governor 


of the State of Delaware, died, @ vacancy in the 
office of caerdt an i by death, which vacancy illiam T. Watson, 
speaker of the Delaware senate, Resear ae igible to fill under the 


constitutional provision I have just quoted. 

Third. Thaton the day the death of Governor Marv'l, 
namely, on April 9, 1895, said William T. Watson, then speaker 
of the Delaware senate, was duly inaugurated governor of tho 
State of Delaware, and the following oaths of office, required |)y 
the constitution to be administered to the governor of the State 
on his taking office, were administered to him. I quote as to tho 
record of this ceremony from the journal entries of the Dela- 
ee er ee — 


The Hon. James Wolcott then presence of the 
ee eens satiate Watson, 6 speaker of the sen- 
oy Wallies Te Wetwee de coleeale eo wale a0 the Is of Al- 
Sak fas 1 wit qreeens he ee Watned oes 


ca. 
“I, William T. Watson, do solemnly swear on the h Is of Al- 
ee te of laware. 


Bo 

mighty God that Iwill = orm the dut duties of of th the ewawete sa: 
hain onsch oaths being administered he, William 

T. Watson, cutautll waeni the exercise of the office of governor and 


has ever since conteanl in such office, and was on May 9, 14°), 
and still is, governor of the State of Delaware. 

Fourth. That from the date of his inauguration as governor 
and entering nity exercise of such office, April 9, 1895, until 
about noon on May 9, 1895, a of one month, said William 
T. Watson, governor of the te of Delaware, did not at any 
Ssnceennar aiemnntatedone aitinak tn tee idbewere conc, 

or his seat as speaker of such senate. 

Fifth. That from April 9, 1895, when Speaker William T. 
Watson Was inaugurated governor ‘and entered upon the exercise 
of such office, his name was dropped from the roll call of the 
Delaware senate and was never once called thereafter, either as 
senator or speaker of the senate, on any roll call had on any call 
of the senate, or on any bill, resolution, or motion during thc re, 
mainder of said session ‘of the general assembly of the State o 
Delaware. 

Sixth. That on May 9, 1895, about the hour of 12 meridian, and 
but a fewmoments before the members of the general assein!)|) \f 
the State of Delaware were to meet leg ramen joint assem- 
bly to elect a Senator, William T. Watson vernor of the 
Site of Indemeane, sui tion eonlihdioes tet fice and all its 


the house of representatives, and there assume 
to act, as of the t assembly, and as- 
sumed to vote, and did vote, therein for United States Senator on 
the several ballots cast on that day, casting his vote on each ballot 
for Edward Ridgley for United Senator. 

r Senator md feat amembiy on May ballot was taken 
May 9, 1895, and before 


said joint assembly Fg aye a agghadia v= 
ernor Watson to be in and vote in such y was pre- 
sented Samual Alrichs, a member of such joint ass 
un of aan iia ghee members of such 

assembly, all of whom had voted for the claimant, Henry 


— tie as it was at the time desiz- 
affidavit of SenatorSamuel Alric!s, 


pronasiotiowsin tee 
Mr. HILL. Was that on the of the election? 
MITCHELL of Oregon. ; was on the day of the elec- 


.GRAY. And after all the ballots had been taken that were 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. This protest was presented, as | 


state here, on the conclusion of the last ballot, but 
= had dissolved May 9, 1895. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On the day that Mr. Du Pont 











1896. 


MITCHELL of Oregon. Governor Watson had voted on 
oma prior to April 9, 1895, the date he entered upon 
the exercise of the offico of governor, but he had not voted on any 
of the ballots taken in the joint assembly from the day he took the 
oath of office as governor, April 9, 1895, until that day, May 9, 
1895, nor had he occupied the chair as speaker of the senate at any 
time ag to April 9, when he became governor. 

Mr. 





. But he did vote more than once on that day? 
Mr. GRAY. He voted twenty-seven times. 


Mr. of Oregon. He voted twenty-eight times. 
There were twenty-eight ots taken after 12 o’clock on that day. 

Mr. HILL. on one day? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All on one day, after 12 o’clock of 
May 9, 1895. ; ' 

Mr . I-would ask the Senator what logical deduction 


he draws from the fact that Watson did not vote or act with the 
joint assembl until that day? ; 

Mr. MI of Oregon. That the Senator will find as I pro- 
ceed with my argument. The deduction to be drawn, however, 
in a word, is that Governor Watson, acting in not voting in ac- 
cordance with the uniform ents of a century, believed he 
had no right to vote. I should now like to read the protest. 


Mr. PLATT. With regard to the protest, it was not entered on 


record of the t assembly, was it? 
on . [think not; but it is conceded and 
admitted by all parties to this controversy, and by Governor Wat- 


son in his affidavit filed with the committee. 

Mr. PALMER. What became of the original protest? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I can not answer that question. 
I read the protest. It is as follows, as copied in the affidavit of 
Senator Alrichs, and admitted in the statement and affidavit of 
Governor Watson himself: 


After the last ballot had been taken in said final jointassembly, and before 

I,on behalf of myself and the fourteen other sena- 

said A. Du Pont, arose and presented the follow- 

, protest, and demand: 

challenge the correctness of the announcement of this 

divers pooreeng, vones, and do now most respectfully insist and 

that 7 A. Du Pont be now Cotaged, sroated sepptce Sur Ge un- 

expired term years commen on the y 0 arch, A. D. 1895, 
inasmuch as it is now Sealer Eedsek 


y that this joint ey oe 
sists of t ‘nine members, the honorable gentleman now undertaking 
to preside participate therein being governor of the State,and not now 
a senator.” 

Afterthe of the foregoing challenge, protest, and demand, and 
without any further ballot, the joint assembly finally separated, with 
ad William T. Watson that no person had been elected Sena- 
tor in Congress for said term. 


SAMUEL ALRICHS. 


The declaration was then made by the speaker of the house that 
Henry A. Du Pont had been elected United States Senator from the 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895, 
and the jcint assembly then dissolved sine die. 

Eighth. That the election of the claimant, Henry A. Du Pont, 
as Senator from the State of Delaware on May 9, 1895, for the full 


term March 4, 1895, was certified to by Hon. Henry 
H. McMullen, speaker of the house of esentatives of the 
State of | , and attested by Edgar T. Hastings, clerk of 
such house of mtatives, by a certificate of which the fol- 
a a copy, which I ask may be inserted as a part of my 


CERTIFICATE OF THE ELECTION OF MR. DU PONT SIGNED BY THE SPEAKER 
OF THE DELAWARE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND ATTESTED BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


Henry H. McMullen, speaker of the house of re ntatives of the State 
 Peenton de bee anne that on Tuesday, the fifteenth day of Janu- 
, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, that being the second Tuesday 

the meeting and oe the general assembly of the State of 
Delaware, the senate and house of representatives of the said State, respec- 
Srely, pesveemes to vote for a Senator in Congress from said State for the 
term d ninety fiver that at twelve oclo day of March, A. D. eighteen hun- 


g 


ive; that at twelve o'clock meridian of the day following 
the said two houses duly convened in joint assembly, and the 
journal of each house meee pesvend ond Sagpeasing therefrom that 
a each house for said office, the 

for Senator, and no 


and did take at least one vote. 
until the ninth day of 
fifteen votes, Edward 
Addicks received four votes, and Ebe 
of the State of Dela- 


organized on the Tuesday of Janu- 
Salo ane: that the members of the house 
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and ninety-four, or continued in the office of senator by virtue of their elee- 
tion to said oftice at the general election held on the Tuesday next after the 
first Monday in the month of November, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety- 
two, and who took their seats in said senate at the time of the organization 
thereof on the first Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety- 
five, were Samuel Alrichs, Robert J. Hanby, and John Pyle, senators from 
Newcastle County; John W.Fenimore, Hezekiah Harrington, and William 
T. Watson, senators from Kent County; and John M. C. Moore, George F. 
Pierce, and William T. Records, senators from Sussex Cou ; that all the 
said senators and representatives save in so far as hereinafter stated to the 
contrary, continued to act as senators and members of the house of repre- 
sentatives, respectively, from the first Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen 
hundred and ninety-five, to the adjournment of the general assembly on the 
ninth day of May, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, except during 
occasional absence, or during the recess or adjournments of the respective 
houses. 

That Joshua H. Marvil was elected governor of the State of Delaware on 
the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, A. D. eighteen hundred 
and ninety-four, and thereafter, on the third Tuesday of January, A. D. eight- 
een hundred and ninety-five, duly qualified as governor of said State for the 
term of four years, beginning on the day last aforesaid, and ending on the 
third Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-nine, and en- 
tered upon the exercise of said office of governor; that thereafter, on the 
eighth day of April, A.D. cighteen hundred and ninety-five, the said Joshua 
H. Marvil, while continuing to exercise the office of governor, died; that on 
the day following, to wit, on the ninth day of April, A. D. eighteen hundred 
and ninety-five, the said William T. Watson, who, wpon the organization of 
the senate upon the first Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five, had been duly elected and qualified as the speaker of the senate 
duly took the oath of office as governor of said State, and thereupon entered 
upon the exercise of the office of governor of the State of Delaware: that the 
said William T. Watson, during the said session of the general assembly, and 
until he assumed the office of governor as aforesaid, was,and remained the 
speaker of the senate, and, as such, presided over that body and voted therein 
and participated and voted in the sessions aforesaid of the joint assembly of 
the two houses, convened forthe purpose of electing a Senator from the State 
of Delaware in the United States Senate; that, upon his qualifying and en- 
tering upon the exercise of the office of governor as aforesaid, the said Wil- 
liam T. Watson ceased to have the right to act as a member of the senate of 
said State, or to vote in the said joint assembly for the election of a Senator 
in Congress as aforesaid; that one of the ten votes so as aforesaid received 
in said — assembly on the ninth day of May, A. D. eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five, by Edward Ridgely, was then onl there given by the said Wil- 
liam T. Watson, at that time the governor of the said State; that said vote so 
given for Edward Ridgely was given by the said William T. Watson illegally 
and in violation of the constitution of the State of Delaware, and that Henry 
A. Du Pont, on said ballot having received fifteen votes, and Edward Ridgely 
having received only nine legal votes, John E. Addicks having received four 
votes, and Ebe W. Tunnell having received one vote (no person having there- 
tofore been elected to the office of Senator in Congress from the State of Dela- 
ware for said term), the said Henry A. Du Pont having thereby received a 
majority of the votes of all the senators and representatives then constitut- 
ing the legislature of the State of Delaware, they being all present and vot- 
ing, was duly elected Senator in Congress from the State of { wlaware for the 
term of six years from the fourth day of March, A. D. eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five, and was then and there duly declared elected to said office for 
said term by me a speaker of the house of representatives as aforesaid 

HENRY H. McMULLEN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 








Attest: 
EDGAR T. HASTINGS, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


I am still proceeding with my recital of what I understand to 
be the admitted facts. 
Tenth. That since 1792 nine speakers of the senate and one 
aker of the house of representatives of the general assembly of 
the State of Delaware have succeeded to the oftice of governor, 
ursuant to the provisions of section 14 of Article III of the 
slaware constitutions of 1792 and 1831. Four of these were 
under the constitution of 1792, and six under the present constitu- 
tion of the State of Delaware, that of 1831, and in not one of these 
10 cases has any person, speaker of the senate or speaker of the 
house, who has in the last one hundred and four years succeeded 
to the governorship in virtue of section 14 of Article IL, which 
is the same in number and in so. far as this question is con- 
cerned substantially similar in the two constitutions of 1792 and 
1831, taken any part whatever during his continuance in the 
office of governor in the proceedings of the senate or the house 
of representatives, nor attempted to do so, with the single ex- 
ception of the attempt on the part of the present governor of 
Delaware, and during all this time such persons have drawn the 
a governor and have not drawn the salary of senator or 
member. 


GOVERNCR WATSON HAD NO RIGHT TO EXERCISE SIMULTANEOUSLY 
OFFICES OF GOVERNOR AND STATE SENATOR. 


Assuming, then, for the present, Mr. President, that the Senate 
of the United States is not estopped—an1I shall come to that 
 —xraemang later on—from inquiring into the right of William T. 

atson, governor of the State of Delaware, while exercising the 
office of governor, to exercise simultaneously the functions of a 
senator of that State in its general assembly, and to sit in the 
joint assembly and vote for a United States Senator therein, I 
shall proceed to demonstrate, as I believe I can beyond the power 
of successful contradiction, that he had no suchright. 

This is a question which, in my judgment, must be determined, 
in the main, by a construction of the several provisions of the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware, the same to be construed in the 
light emanating from judicial and legislative decisions under the 
common law, and also, and more especially, from those rendered 
under our American system of government. 


THs 
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UNDER THE COMMON LAW THE SAME PERSON COULD NOT EXERCISE SIMUL- 
TANEOUSLY INCOMPATIBLE OFFICES, AND THE ACCEPTANCE OF AN IN- 
COMPATIBLE OFFICE WITH ONE ALREADY HELD WAS IPSO FACTO A RESIG- 
NATION OF THE OTHER. 

But while the precise question involved in this case must, I con- 
cede, be determined by a construction of the several provisions of 
the Delaware constitution, as throwing light on the subject, I pro- 
pose to establish by authority these two propositions: 

First. That it is a well-settled rule of the common law that the 
same person shall not exercise simultaneously incompatible offices, 
and that under the common law the acceptance of an office incom- 
patible with the one already held is ipso facto a resignation of the 
other; and ; 

Second. The offices of governor and legislator are, under the 
American system, incompatible, and the dual functions of the two 
can not be and are not, as a general rule, exercised either in whole 
or in part simultaneously by the same person, and are never so 
exercised in the absence of either express or clearly implied con- 
stitutional or statutory authority, and the cases in which such 
anthority exists constitute the exception and not the rule. 

In support of the first of these propositions I attract attention 
to the case of Milyard vs. Thatcher (2 Town Reports, 81), wherein 
it was held that the acceptance of the office of town clerk vacated 
the office of jurat of the corporation of Hastings, although the 
office of clerk was inferior to that of jurat, the jurats sitting as 
judges of a court of record. Mr. Justice Buller, one of the most 
earned and eminent of the judges of the English bench, in deliv- 
ering the opinion in that case, used the following language: 

Now, if the offices be incompatible, his being a jens before is no objection 
to his election; and if they be incompatible, the election to the latter office is 
Root. because the acceptance of the second vacates the first office. * * * 

he case of The King vs. Sir W. Trelawney, so far as the question was entered 
into, is an authority. There thecourt did not distinguish between a superior 
and inferior office; but Lord Mansfield expressly said that “if the two offices 
were incompatible, the acceptance of the latter would imply a surrender of 
the former.” 

Mr. Justice Buller further, in the opinion in that case, said: 

If two offices can not be held b So person at the same time, the ac- 
ceptance of the latter office vacates the former. 

In The King vs. Pateman (2 Durnf. and East, 777), Lord Chief 
Justice Kenyon said: 

If an alderman be also a magistrate, and the town clerk act ministerially 
under him, then, indeed, these two offices can not be held by the same per- 
son. Now, here is a question whether the town clerk's accounts are not al- 
lowed by the alderman. If they are, I think the two offices are incompatible, 
and this information should be for the purpose of trying that fact. 

In The King vs. Tizzard (9 B. and C., 418), Mr. Justice Bailey 
gives the following as one definition of incompatible offices: 

The two offices ara incompatible when the holder can not in every instance 
discharge the duties of each. 

Will it be contended that a person acting as governor of the 
State can at the same time act as senator of the State, especially 
if the legislature is in session at the same time, and exercise in 
every instance the duties of both? Certainly not. 

And further says Mr. Justice Bailey: 


The acceptance of the second office therefore vacates the first. So a man 
shall lose office if he accepts another office incompatible. 


Can it be said that any man can in every instance discharge the 
duties of both governor and State senator, much less those of gov- 
ernor, senator, and s r of the senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. ill the Senator from Oregon allow me for a 
moment? Does the Senator in his statement of the impossibility 
of the governor in every instance exercising the office of senator 
refer to the physicalimpossibility? Isthat whatthe Senator means; 
that he can not a perform the duties of the office? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think that is what the judge 
meant, so far as that is concerned. A — impossibility; 
that, however, may be but one element in determining incompati- 


y: 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon 
whether he is contending now that Mr. Watson was not a senator 
from the time he took the oath of office of governor? Is the Sena- 
tor conten that he lost his office as senator? 

Mr. MI L of The Senator from Wisconsin will 
see before I conclude precisely what I am contending for upon 
that subject. I shall evadenothing. Ihave nothing to keep back 
in discussing this question. I have fixed opinions in to it, 
and I shall present them to the Senate as fully, oh on frankly 
as I am able, and in the course of my remarks I answer the 
question of the Senator from Wisconsin fully. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to ask the Senator, in connection with this 
point, if he does not contend that Mr. Watson absolutely resigned 
or vacated the office of senator by wie upon himself the duties 
of governor, what relation those authorities have to the case which 
hold that such must be the result where the offices are incompatible? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator see as 
senna what application those authorities have to this cu- 

case. They are directly applicable, as I shall endeavor toshow, 
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whether the office of speaker and senator became absolutely vacant, 
or — the right to exercise the same was held in abeyance and 
suspended. 


r. VILAS. I do not want to interrupt the Senator's argu- 


ment. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no objection to interrup- 
tions. 

The English authorities to which I have attracted the attention 

of the Senate, and others of like nature, have frequently been 
cited in the American courts and the doctrine therein asserted ap- 
— as will be seen from the American authorities which I 
will cite. 
_ Chief Justice Appleton, in Stubbs vs. Lee (64 Me., 195), decided 
in 1874, in discussing what constitutes incompatible offices, and 
also the effect of the acceptance of an office incompatible with one 
already held, referred to the common-law doctrine, and citing the 
foregoing English authorities, says: 

“The offices in question must be regarded asincompatible. Ithink,” remarks 
Bailey, J., in The King vs. Tizzard (9 B. and C., 418), ** that the two offices are 
incompatible when the holder can not in every instance discharge the duties of 
each. * * * The acceptance of the second office therefore vacates the firsi 
* * * Soa man shall lose his office if he accepts another office incompatible: 
as if one be under the control of the other; as if the remembrancer of tho 
exchequer be made a baron of the exchequer.” (5 Com. Dig., tit. * Ofticer.” 
K.,5.) The epee of a person to a second office incompatible with the 
first is not absolutely void, but on his Sama — ng the appoint- 
ment and cualitying the first office is ipso facto vacated. (The People vs, 
Carrique, 2 Hill, 93.) 

A vacancy may arise in an office from an implied resignation, as by the in- 
cumbent’s accepting an incompatible office. (Van Orsdale vs. Hazard, Hil), 
243.) The acceptance of the office of constable of a town by a person holding 
at the time the office of justice of the peace is of itself a surrender of the latter 
office. (Magie vs. Stoddard, 25 Conn., 565.) 

It is not necessary that there should be any adjudication by the 
legislature, by a i? icial court, or by any other tribunal; it is ipso 
facto mari Be f there is any question of fact as a matter of 
course necessary to be found, then that is a different question. 
Here there is no question of fact in dispute. 

Mr. Justice Appleton, in further discussing this question in 
case supra, says: 

Where one has two incompatible offices both can not be retained. Tho 
public has a right toknow which is held and which is surrendered. It should 
not be left to chance or to the uncertain and fluctuating whim of the oftice- 
holder to determine. The general rule, therefore, that the acceptance of 
and qualification for an office incompatible with one then held isa resigna 


tion of the former is one certain and reliable as well as one indispensall« for 
the protection of the public. 

The defendant, having been a: ted and sworn as a deputy sheriff, must 
po oe as having accep’ that office. By that acceptance he surren- 
de the office of trial Po pe a judicial office incompatible with that of a 
deputy sheriff. His judicial authority, therefore, as a trial justice was at an 
end. 


Justice Cowen, in emamacy tae question as to the effect of the 
ae of one office upon the other, in The People vs. Carrique 
(2 Hill, 97), says: 

This is an absolute determination of the original office, and leaves no 
shadow of title to the possessor, so that neither quo warranto nor a motion is 
necessary before any other may be elected. (Vide Millcock on Municipal Cor- 
peers, 240, ve 617; to the same point Lord eld. in Rex vs. Trelawney, 

Burr., 1616; Buller, J.,in Milward vs. Thatcher, 2 T. R., 87.) 

Also in Van Orsdale vs, Hazard (3 Hill, 248), the court said: 

A vacancy sometimes arises from a mere implied resignation by accepting 
an office incompatible with that which is claimed to be vacated. 

In discussing this question I shall, while insisting the offices of 
executive and legislator are, under the American system, incom- 
patible, and therefore could not, in the absence of constitutional 
or statutory warrant to the contrary, be held or exercised simu!- 
taneously by the same person, assume that they may be so held 
and exercised, either in virtue of constitutional warrant or by 
statuto: rmission, in cases wherein such statute does not con- 
flict with the fundamental law. 

On this point, therefore, I take it there will not be in this de- 
bate ~ Saget aad between the majority and minority of the 


committee. 

If, therefore, it can be shown by the opposition that there is in the 
constitution of the State of Delaware either any express or neces- 
sarily implied right guaranteed to the citizens of that State to 
hold and exercise simultaneously, or to exercise simultaneously, 
the twooftices of governorand legislator, then, while I should hold 
such guaranty to be in conflict with the general letter and spirit 
of the rule on that subject under our American system, I would 
not be disposed to deny the simultaneous exercise of such right to 
the citizens of that State. I, however, not only most emphat- 
ically a that any such right exists, either expressly or inferen- 
tially, under the constitution of the Stateof Delaware, but I conti- 
dently lay down the broad propositions, first, that the simultaneous 


ex 

is directly, positively, hibited in the State of 

Delaware by certain express specific provisions of the Delaware 

constitution. aa 
And not only so. But, second, that numerous other provisions 

of that constitution, separate and, apart from the <lirect 

express clauses to which I have referred, and even were these ex- 


of the two offices—those of governor and State senator—- 
and ebeotately pro 














press tory clauses entirely omitted, clearly indicate that it 
was sae epinial of the framers of that constitution that the offices 
of executive and legislator are incompatible and should, there- 
be exercised simultaneously by the same —— and 
therefore these clauses are in and of themselves, t ough con- 
sidered separate and apart from the express inhibitory clauses, a 
constitutional restraint upon the right of any citizen of Delaware 
to exercise simultaneously the offices of governor and legislator. 
If I shall succeed in demonstrating these propositions to the satis- 
faction of the Senate, then there is an end to this controversy, 
unless, indeed, it should be held the Senate of the United States 
is for ‘any reason precluded and estopped from determining that 
question for itself, and to that proposition I will come later on. 

I shall first attract attention to those clauses of the Delaware 
constitution which, it seems to me beyond all question, expressly 
inhibit a citizen of the State of Delaware from the exercise of the 
offices of governor and State senator at the same time, and then I 
shall subsequently to call attention to those various other 
provisions of the Delaware constitution, which although not 
directly or ressly, but by clear implication, declare the incom- 
patibility of the two offices, and against the right to a simultane- 
ous exercise of the two by the same person. 


CLAUSES OF THE DELAWARE CONSTITUTION WHICH EXPRESSLY INHIBIT 
THE SIMULTANEOUS EXERCISE OF THE OFFICES OF GOVERNOR AND LEG- 
ISLATOR BY THE SAME PERSON. 


Section 12, Article Il, of the Delaware constitution provides, 

among other things, as follows: 

or navy contracts, no ember of Con- 
gon eran oneremn holding ang 0 ae aa this Shete ie the United Steen 
except the attorney-general, officers usually appointed by the courts of jus- 
tice, respectively, attorneys at law, and officers in the militia, holding no dis- 
qualifying office, shall, during his continuance in Congress or in office, be a 
senator or representative. 

While section 5 of Article III, is as follows: 

ss, nor person holding any offic 
pene ene Beate shalt cevelte the allies of eer oe paar Se 

What, then, is the fair, reasonable, and, in fact, only justifiable 
construction of this first clause? Reading only the words, but 
yet all the words, which relate to the question under consideration, 
it would read as follows: 

No person holding any office under this State shall during his continuance 
in office be a senator. 

This language, and it is the precise language of the constitution 
applicable, is express, plain, direct, certain, and entirely free from 
any ambiguity. It declares in direct and unambiguous phrase 
that no person holding any office under the State of Delaware shall 
be a senator. That is to say, no person exercising any office under 
the State of Delaware shall simultaneously exercise the office of 
State senator. 

There is no limitation upon the language used. There is noth- 
ing in, about it, or connected with it that would indicate for one 
moment that it was only intended to apply to such governors as 

t be elected by the people, and that it should not apply to 
such who became governors to fill a vacancy in virtue of the con- 
stitutional provision I have quoted. The office of governor is an 
office undeg the State of Delaware within the meaning of this 
constitutional a No one, it would seem, would deny that 
proposition. Nor will it be denied—upon the contrary, it must be 
conceded—that it is directly admi by counsel in opposition 
to the claims of Mr. Du Pont in their printed briefs, whether 
conceded or not by the minority of the committee, that Watson 
was, on the 9th day of May, 1895, governor of the State of Dela- 
ware, the governor in every sense of the term, exercising all the 
functions of the office, performing its ever duty, exercising its 
rer ere, entitled to its name and all its emoluments, 
nei cramped, nor limited, nor circumscribed by any condition, 
qualification, or limitation whatever—the governor just as much 
and for every purpose as though he had been elected by the people, 
instead of having succeeded to the office in virtue of the consti- 
tutional as speaker of the senate. 

If, therefore, he was and is governor, then, the governorship 
being an under the State of Delaware, he was, on May 9, 
1895, and is holding an o under the State, and so holding 
such he can not, in the face of the first constitutional 
a senator or exercise any of the functions of 
continuance in the office of governor. 

t is what the Senator claims is the express 


provision ae be 

& senator his 
Mr. HILL. 

prohibition? 


Mr. of m. That is one of the express pro- 
hibitions. I will come to another in a moment. 


is given to this construction by the clause exceptin 
eee“ rig 


the attorney officers usually appointed by the courts of 
pn fl me ry eal cers in the tia holding nod 
fying office. 

Persons 


this holding these offices 


tor or represen: 


ustice, 
uali- 


ied in the exception are by 


tted, while holding such offices, to be a sena- 
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ware. This exception therefore adds strength to the prohibitory 
clause, which applies directly to the person holding or exercising 
the office of governor. : 

There is in this clause nothing to justify the contention of the 
views of the minority that it only relates to the “‘ regular elective 
term of the offices therein named.” 

What term, or word, or sentence in this clause of the constitu- 
tion, or in any other clause, can the distinguished Senators who 
have presented the views of the minority of the committee point 
to as in any manner limiting these inhibitions to persons only who 
are holding office under the State by virtue of an election by the 
people? 

I quite agree, Mr. President, with the statement of the distin- 
guished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpte] in the views of the 
minority to the effect that incompatibility, in legal terms or effect, 
such as to oust a man from one office and confer upon him another, 
is not derived from general considerations resting in nubibus. 
With that es I have no quarrel, but I insist when a clause 
in the fundamental law of a sovereign State asserts in plain, un- 
qualified, unrestricted, unconditional, and unambiguous terms 
thata person holding office under such State shall not—under cer- 
tain conditions specified—be a senator or representative of that 
State, it is not and can not for one moment be properly charac- 
terized as a general consideration resting in nubibus. On the 
contrary, such a phrase, so far from being shad: Wy, Vague, mean- 
ingless, uncertain, or resting either in the imagination or in the 
clouds, is an absolute prohibition, not open to construction, and 
which neither courts, nor juries, nor State legislatures, much less 
the Senate of the United States, are at liberty to disregard. 

So much for the first clause of the constitution quoted—that is, 
section 12, Article IT. 

But in complete consonance with this provision and in perfect 
harmony with its spirit and purpose and indeed identical with its 
very letter in a reversible form and in its application, is the second 
clause of the Delaware constitution, to which I attracted atten- 
tion—that is, section 5, Article Il. This is the other express pro- 
hibition, I will state to the Senator from New York, to which I 
had reference. 

Mr. HILL. There are two? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Two. 

This provision, section 5, Article III, is as follows: 

That no member of Congress, nor person holding any office under the United 
States or this State, shall exercise the office of governor 

While a senator who is speaker of the senate is by the clause in 
the fourteenth section of Article III, quoted by me a few moments 
ago, made eligible to become the governor of the State, eligible to 
take the oaths of governor and to enter upon the exercise of the 
office, it is clear the moment he takes the gubernatorial oaths and 
enters upon the exercise of the office of governor he must, in 
virtue not only of section 12, Article II, which declares that no 
person holding any office under the State of Delaware shall, dur- 
ing his continuance in office, be a senator or representative, but 
in virtue also of section 5, Article III, which declares that no per- 
son holding office under the State of Delaware shall exercise the 
office of governor, cease to be a senator—that is, he must cease 
either absolutely, or otherwise his right to exercise the office of 
senator is held in abeyance and suspended so long as he shall con- 
tinue to exercise the office of governor. 

Mr. VILAS. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Oregon, 
I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will hear the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to ask the Senator this question: Is there 
the slightest possibility of his maintaining the second alternative 
proposition in view of the explicit language of the constitution, 
assuming that that language means a senator as a person holding 
an office under the State of Delaware? Is it possible that the sec- 
ond alternative can be maintained in view of this language so 
constituted as to read no senator of the State of Delaware shall 
exercise the office of governor. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course it must be construed that way. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is nothing whatever con- 
tradictory in that. That clause must have a reasonable construc- 
tion, having in plain view always the evil it was intended to pre- 
vent—that is, the simultaneous exercis. by the same person of the 
functions of executive and legislator. The clause should be, or it 
least reasonably may be, construed to mean simply this: That the 
executive shall not, while exercising the office of governor, exer- 
cise the office of senator. I frankly confess, if this were a case 
of first impression—not in any wise affected by precedent or usage 
in Delaware—I should, without any hesitation, hold that the offices 
of speaker and senator become absolutely vacant on the speaker 
succeeding to the office of governor. But the two clauses, taken 
a are clearly open to the other construction. 

r. VILAS. Does the Senator from Oregon then maintain that 
it is possible that the senator can simply be suspended as a sena- 
tor and become no senator and afterwards again become a senator 
without an election? 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The history of this country is full 
of instances where the right to exercise an office on the part of a 
person who holds an office is for a certain time suspended, I can 

int to numerous instances of that kind. 

Mr. VILAS. But Iam asking the Senator whether, assuming 
that his interpretation of this provision of the constitution is cor- 
rect, that no yom holding the office of senator in the State of 
Delaware shall exercise the office of governor, it is compatible with 
that reading of it that a suspension of the function of senator only 
is intended to take place? Is it not an absolute vacation? Does it 
not absolutely vacate the office of senator? 

Me. MITCHELL of Oregon. To which clause does the Senator 
refer? 

Mr. VILAS. The clause in section 5 of Article ILI. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Read it. 

Mr. VILAS. I will read it now as the Senator from Oregon 
interprets it: 

No person holding the office of senator of the State of Delaware shall exer- 
cise the office of governor. 

That is the Senator’s reading of it. Is it compatible with that 
reading that there shall be a meresuspension of the office of Senator? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think it is entirely compatible, 
80 far as that is concerned, and entirely consistent with one con- 
struction which may very properly be placed upon it. Now, I 
come back again to the express prohibitions. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator resumes, will it interrupt him 
if I ask himaquestion? Of course, to read section 5 of Article III 
under the interpretation put upon it by the Senator from Oregon 
it would be that no member of Congress and no person holding 
the office of senator shall exercise the office of governor. That 
would be the reading that the Senator would make. How does 
that comport with a subsequent provision which says that in a 
certain case the speaker of the senate shall exercise the office of 


governor? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All that the latter clause just read 
by the Senator from Delaware means is simply to declare the eligi- 
bility of the speaker of the senate to become governor. Clearly 
that is all that that clause means in my judgment. 

Twice over, therefore, does the fun ental law of Delaware 
declare in the most eapress and positive terms that the dual func- 
tions of senator and executive shall not be exercised simulta- 
neously by thesame person. That constitution—and I come now 
to the point of the Senator from Delaware—says toeach and every 
citizen of Delaware, in substance and legal effect, in the most em- 
phatic and unequivocal manner: “ You can not exercise the office 
of governor while you continue to exercise the office of senator; 
neither can you exercise the office of senator while you continue 
to exercise the office of governor.” 

It declares in legal effect to the person who is speaker of the 
senate: ‘‘ You, in a certain contingency- -that is, in case of the 
death, removal, resignation, or inability of the governor elected 
by the people—have a preference right over every other citizen of 
the State to become governor and exercise that office, a right, 
however, you can avail yourself of or not at your own option. 
There is nothin ee connected with it.’ 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ds-vis] suggests to me the 
question, Who would be governor if he¢id not accept? I answer, 
under the constitution, the speaker of the house. 

In fact, no compulsory provision, even in a fundamental law, 
could be made operative against the will of the citizen in so far as 
holding or not holding office is concerned. 

‘*You can waive itaf you please,” says the constitution in legal 
effect, ‘‘and continue to be senator and speaker of the senate, 
notwithstanding your eligibility to become governor, notwith- 
standing you hold the preference right over every other citizen 
of the State of Delaware to become governor; but if you avail 
yourself of this preference right given you by the constitution, 
and take the gubernatorial oath, and enter voluntarily, as you 
must if you enter at all, upon the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor, then, that moment, you cease to be senator, your right to 
exercise the functions of either senator or speaker of the senate is 
at once gone, or at least held in abeyance and suspended so long 
as you continue to exercise the office of governor.’ 

Mr. GEORGE. Right at this point I should like to make a sug- 


— MITCHELL of Oregon. Iwill hear the Senator from Mis- 


q 
case the speaker of the senate declined to enter upon the office of 
governor, as the Senator contends he , who, then, would exer- 
cise the office? I understood the toreply that 
it would fall to the of the house of tatives. 
Mr. MITCHELL He then se 
ight to the office of governor over every other citizen of ware. 


. GEORGE. call the 
the language of section 14—I hope he will read it—which says ex- 


to | bare reading of this provision suffices to 


panty that the office shall never devolve upon the speaker of t}\o 
ouse unless there be no speaker of the senate, and if he remain:.) 
speaker of the senate, then there can be no devolution of the ofjj, 
on the speaker of the house of representatives. If the Senator 
will read the section he will see that express provision. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have examined that section very 
ey: and I will discuss all of its various phases before I 

rough. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator the section before hitn now? 
If he has, I would be glad if he would read i+. , 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I prefer not to be diverted at this 
point, but will fully meet the Senator’s suggestion asI proceed. 


THE RULE OF CONSTRUCTION APPLICABLE TO CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISI0\s. 


The rule of construction applicable to the provisions of a funi..- 
mental law is that the oo are to be regarded as mandatory, 
unless the contrary plainly appears. Where the language of 
constitution is plain, we are not itted to indulge in specula- 
tion concerning its meaning; neither are we permitted to inquire 
as to its wisdom. A constitution is necessari y brief, its languace 
precise, and represents the will and wisdom of the convention 
and people who adopt it. 

The rule with reference to constitutional construction is well 
stated in the case of New York vs. People (7 N. Y., 9), as follows: 

If the words embody a definite meaning which involves no absurdity, an. 
no contradiction between the different of the same writing, then t\o 
meaning apparent upon the face of the rument is the one which alone w. 
are at liberty to say was intended to be conveyed. Im such a case there is 1) 
room for construction. That which the w declare is meaning of the 


instrument, and neither courts nor ture have the right to add to o 
take away from that meaning. ae = 


A MINNESOTA CASE DIRECTLY IN POINT. 

This authority was — recently by the supreme court of 
Minnesota in the case of The State ex rel. Childs, attorney-gener.l, 
vs. Sutton, decided December 12, 1895, and which is directly in 
point as an authority in the case now under consideration. 

In that case John B. Sutton was elected to the office of repro- 
sentative of the Twenty-third legislative district of the State of 
Minnesota for the term commencing on the first Monday of J:nu- 
ary, 1895, and ending on the first Monday of January, 1897. Pur- 
suant to such election, he duly qualified and entered upon the (is- 
charge of his duties as such member at the commencement of tho 
session for the year 1895, and in that capacity served until the 2 
day of May of that year, when he resigned his office as such m:in- 
ber. The legislative session during which he served as a mem! Tr 
terminated prior to his sop oqpames On the 4th day of May, 1), 
Sutton was appointed by the governor of the State to the pul lic 
office of r of bo for the Fourth Congressional district 
of that State, which office is one of great public importance ‘11 
responsibility, having been created by an act of the legislature 
prior to Sutton’s election as a member thereof. 

His resignation of the office of member of the legislature, it w'!! 
be observed, and his appointment to this public office by the gov- 
ernor, were both prior to the expiration of the term for whicii he 
had been elected State representative. His resignation, howevcr, 
as representative preceded his appointment by the governor. 

U his appointment to the office of inspector of boilers he 
q ed and entered upon the performance of the. duties of th: 
office, when a ing in the nature of quo warranto was iss. (1 
to oust and exclude him further acting as inspector of boilers. 
upon the ground that he was ibited by the constitution from 
i until the expiration of the time 
for which he was elected as representative. clause relied upou 
by the attorney-general to sustain his contention is Article |\. 
section 9, of the constitution of the State of Minnesota, and reiils 
as follows: 

ere ae the time for which he is elect*! 
scorn Sacepe tint of postmaster, aol bo senator a ropremrate® 
hold an office under the State which had been created or the emolumen'- 
which had been increased d the the 


The supreme court of that State held that under this consti" 
tional provision Sutton could not hold the office of inspector 0! 
boilers, to which at been —— by the governor, until 
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So, here, Mr. President, the constitution of the State of Del: 
ware declares in no less terms that no member of Con- 
gress, and no person holding any office under the United States or 
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the Stats of Delaware, shall, during his continuance in office, be a be removed from the office of governor for inability, as prescribed 


senator OF & tative. 


That same constitution declares again in equally positive and | constitution; but not only so, he shall be, and is by the people of 


in sections 1 and 2 of Article V and section l4of Article ILI of 


the 


emphatic terms that— the State and of the United States, known as and called the gov- 
No member of Congress, nor person holding any office under the United | €rnor of the State; and yet, not withstanding all these things, ac- 
States or this State, shall ex the office of governor. _ | cording to the argument of our distinguish d friends of the mi- 
This case is infinitely stronger than the Minnesota case, as in | nority, he is not the governor, he has never become governor, be- 
that case the member of the legislature had resigned his office be- | cause, as it is claimed, the constitution does not nso many words 
fore he the appointment from the governor. He did not | say that he shall be governor, or that he shall bee« governor, 
attempt to exercise two offices at the same time. But the | only that he shall “‘ exercise the office of governor. 


court that the prohibitory clause of the constitution which 
declared that he should not hoid such office at any time during the 
term for which he had been elected operated. ne court said: 
respondent could not nullify the constitutional prohibitory clause dur- 
ing the time for which he is elected by his resignation of the office of repre- 


contative, THE MINORITY PROPOSITIONS. 


Now, Mr. President, upon what clause or clauses of the Dela- 
ware constitution do those representing the minority of the 
committee base their support of the following propositions, so 
strenuously asserted by them, that is to say—I now quote the 
propositions as I understand the minority— 

: rinse That the dual functions of governor and State senator,’, 


to use the precise language of the views of the minority, ‘‘ are ex- 


- attention to the term used here by the ———— 

“ Are expressly made compatible and competent by the terms of 
the Delaware constitution”; and, ' 

“Second. That the provisions of section 12, Article II, and of 
section 5, Article III, of the Delaware constitution apply only to 

rsons holding the office of governor or any other office under the 
Beate who have been elected by the people, and do not apply to a 
governor or other State officer who has become such to fill a va- 
cancy”? . 

I state the propositions correctly. 

l shall aim to not in the least misrepresent the argument em- 
ployed by the distinguished Senator from Indiana and those who 
agree with him. ; 

The first ition, namely, that these dwai functions are ex- 
pressly sande compall by the terms of the Delaware constitu- 
tion, and, in fact, the second 
tained solely—I use the wor 


roposition are sought to be main- 
“solely” with caution and with 


? 


constitution of Delaware does not provide in terms that the speaker 


of the views of the minority, ‘‘ either be or become governor,” but 
only that such “‘shalkexercise the office of governor.” It 
does not provide, it is further insisted, that he shall in such event 


cease to be or cease to be senator. 

I think I ly and fairly state the position of the minority of 
the commi 

This, Mr. t, is the whole argument, supplemented by | 


the further statement that the constitution provides that ‘each 
house whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor may 
speaker pro tempore,” and still further by the clause that 


ees 


ip, and shall thus exercise the office of governor, shall serve 
‘until a elected by the people be duly qualified.” 

This is the whole of the argument in support of these two prop- 
ositions, and when resolved into its one constitnent element, as 


* 


when stri of all extraneous matter, it contains but a single 
essential : it amounts simply to this, that a speaker of the 
ora of the house, who, under the provisions of 


constitution, succeeds to the governorship to fill a 

vacancy caused by the death, removal, resignation, or inability of a 
governor, does not become the governor. That is the argument, 
and that is all there is to the argument in the views of the minority. 
say our distinguished es on the commit- 

not say he ‘shall either be or become governor,” but only 
7 a office of quem In ate words, 
ithough he shall perform every function, fulfill every duty, exer- 
prerogative of governor; shall ‘“‘as governor” take 
the oaths of office prescribed by the constitu- 
that he “‘ will perform the duties 
Ce pe 
oath; e rom 

as oe to the general asnouaties information 
ee State, as governor shall recommend to their 


measures as the governor of the State shall 


judge as in section 11, Article III, of the 

a : ne shall have es as governor to Ren oo 

fines grunt reprieves as i y 
hall be liable as go 


section 9, Article III, of thatinstrument; as governor 

impeachment for treason, bribery, or any high crime or misde- 
meanor in office, and subject on conviction to removal from the 
Office of shall be liable, furthermore, with the concur- 
rence of all the members of the general assembly, to 


speaker of the senate or house who shall succeed to the governor- | 








This, Mr. President, is, it is with all due deference respectfully 
submitted, a refinement of reasoning and logic of the same char- 
acter as that which attempts to define and draw the distinction 
between tweedledum and tweedledee. 

Why, Mr. President, the distinguished counsel who appeared 
in opposition to the claims of Mr. Du Pont and filed elaborate 
printed briefs in opposition to his right to a seat, concede in their 
briefs that Watson when he took the oaths of office of governor 
became the governor of the State. They donot claim that he was 
merely an ex officio, a mere ad interim governor, but that he was 
the governor of the State and all that is implied by such a desig- 
nation. On this point I beg to read from pages 35 and 36 of the 
report of the committee: 

IT IS CONCEDED WATSON WAS GOVERNOR OF 


rHE STATE OF DELAWARE 


MAY 9, 185, AND HAD BEEN SINCE APRIL 9, 189, IN THE FULL CONSTITU- 

TIONAL SENSE OF THAT TERM 

It is not denied, but conceded by counsel in opposition to tho claim of Mr 
Du Pont, that William T. Watson was, on the oth day of May, 18%, and had 


been since April 9, 1895, governor of the State. In their able and elaborate 
brief filed in the case (page 30), ina reference to certain statements in the brief 
of counsel for Mr. Du Pont. we find the following: 

“Thus counsel devote thirty pages of their brief (pages 34-63) to a demon- 
stration of the fact that the speaker of the senate, in case of a vacancy in the 
office of governor, becomes governor of the State. The matter counsel pre- 
sent on this head attests their industry and may interest the curious, but it 
supports a proposition which we do not contest.” 

t is conceded, therefore, by those opposing the claim of Mr. Du Pont, that 
Mr. Watson, on his inauguration as governor, became 
State. He was not merely to exercise the office of governor ex officio; not 
merely to act as governor in the manner the President pro tempore of the 
United States Senate would have acted in the case of vacancies in the offices 
of President and Vice-President under the act of 1792 


the governor of the 


And yet, Mr. President, notwithstanding this concession of the 
able counsel who argued before the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, that Watson on entering upon the exercise of the oftice 
and not merely 
ad interim or ex officio governor, the minority of the commit- 


| tee in their views seem to rest their whole case on the assumption 


of the Senate, on thedeath of the governor, shall, to use the language | 


and contention that he did not become the governor. 

The distinction between a person who in one office succeeds to 
the exercise of the functions of another ex officio, or as an acting 
officer, and one who succeeds to the office permanently and exer- 
cises the office, not in virtue of the office ie previously held, but 
in his own right, is this: 

If an office be ‘‘ appendant,” as the expression is in 1 Leon., 32, 
to another office, the determination of the first office will deter- 
mine the second. This is where a person holding any office is 
ex officio entitled to perform the functions of some other office, 
as was the case, perhaps, of the President pro of the 
United States Senate under the act of 1792. In such case the 
right to exercise the functions of the second office ceases upon the 
determination of the office held in virtue of which he exercises 
such ex officio functions of the second office. If, however, on the 
contrary, the nomination or appointment to an office, as it is in 
the case under consideration, be merely by descriptio personam of 
one who holds another office by the title of which he is described, 


CeHMEpIOTE 


| and who on a contingency is to enter and fill the other office, he an- 


swering the description at the time the contingency arises, desig- 
nates him as the person who is to fill the office, and when as thus 
designated he enters into the oftice he holds it in his natural and 
not in his official capacity. Consequently in this case of Watson, 
even in the absence of any affirmative constitutional declaration, 
he continues to hold the office of governor, if the term continues 
after his term of senator had expired, his office of governor not 
being appendant to that of senator. But in this case the Dela- 
ware constitution, recognizing this principle, declares in section 
14, Article III, not that he shall exercise the office of governor so 
long’as his term of senator shall continue, but ‘* until a governor 
elected by the people shall be duly qualified.” 

This doctrine was clearly enunciated by the supreme court of 
the State of Oregon, in the case of Chadwick vs. Earhart, 11 Ore- 
gon 394. 

In this connection and as bearing upon the question as to the 
capacity in which a person who succeeds to the office of governor 
while speaker of the senate exercises such office, I attract atten- 
tion to the second sentence of section 14 of Article III of the Dela- 
ware constitution. It reads as follows: 


If there be no speaker of the senate, or upon a further vacancy happening in 
the office by his death, removal. resignation, or inability, the speaker of the 


house of representatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by 
the people sha!! be duly qualified. 
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One clause, that is, the first sentence of section 14, Article ITI, 
provides for a ‘‘ vacancy happening in the office of governor”— 
that is to say, a vacancy caused by the death, removal, resigna- 
tion, or inability of the governor elected by the people—while the 
second sentence of the same section declares: 

If * * * upon a further vacancy happening in the office by his death, 
removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the house of representa- 
tives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by the people shall be 
duly qualified. 

A vacancy in what office? Why, clearly, the office of governor 
of the State. It is the case now where the speaker of the senate 
is exercising the office of governor. And a vacancy caused by 
whose death, etc.? Unquestionably by the death of the governor 
of the State; that is to say, of that governor who was speaker of 
the senate, and who as such was eligible to become governor on 
the death of the governor elected by the people, and who on his 
death took the oaths of office and became the governor of the 
State, and as such governor and not as speaker of the senate, 
exercises the office of governor. 

The implication is conclusive from the use in this clause of the 
terms “further vacancy,” and from the whole of these clauses of 
the constitution considered together, that the office of governor is 
not only exercised but absolutely filled and held by Watson, who 
was speaker of the senate at the time the first vacancy in the office 
of governor occurred. 

But, Mr. President, the words which define the tenure of office, 
that is,the time during which a person who, either as speaker of 
the senate or as speaker of the house of representatives, shall con- 
tinue to exercise the office of governor, after entering upon such 
duties in case of a vacancy, that is to say, the words ‘‘ until a gov- 
ernor elected by the people shall be qualified,” demonstrate beyond 
all question to my mind that such person exercises such office, 
not as speaker of the senate, not as speaker of the house of repre- 
sentatives, but as the governor of the State. If it were otherwise, 
then the clause, instead of saying ‘‘ until a governor elected by the 
people shall be duly qualified,” would have read ‘‘until his term 
as senator and speaker of the senate shall expire,” or ‘‘ until his 
term as representative and speaker of the house shall expire.” 

Suppose the governor of the State dies one week prior to the ex- 
piration of the term of senator, and of course of speaker of the 
senate, of the person who then is speaker of the senate, and he 
succeeds to the vacancy in virtue of this clause of the Delaware 
constitution. In such case, if the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor simply devolved upon him as speaker of the senate, and if 
he, as al in the views of the minority—I quote— 
is not the governor— 
but that he—I quote again— 
fs and remains and must continue to be speaker of the senate— 
then what becomes of his right or power to exercise the office of 
governor at the expiration of the week when his term of both sen- 
ator and speaker of the senate shall have expired? 

Mr. P. ). Are there any precedents of that kind in the his- 
tory of the State of Delaware? ~~” 

— MITCHELL of Oregon. I will come to that question 
ter on. 

If he exercises the office of governor, not because he is the gov- 
ernor, as contended by the minority, but only because he is senator 
and speaker of the senate, then it is clear beyond the power of 
successful contradiction that the moment his term as senator and 
as speaker of the senate terminates that moment his right and 
power to exercise the office of governor must also cease. And I 
ask especial attention to this proposition, and when our friends of 
the minority come to argue this case I want to know what answer 
can be made to it. 

Such a construction as suggested by the distinguished Senators 
who have presented the views of the minority, it is fully 
submitted, was never contemplated by the framers of the Dela- 
ware constitution, and they used language, moreover, so clear 
and plain that it left no room for such a construction, by declar- 
ing that a speaker of the senate who succeeded to the vacancy 
should exercise the office, not merely so long as he shall continue 
to be a senator, not merely so long only as he shall continue to be 

- of the ee a os the a i = constitution, 
“until a governor y ople s _ uy 

This time may come prior to fhe termination of e for 
which he is elected senator and speaker of the senate, or it may 
not come until a period of many months or, indeed, years after 
such termination. 

Mr. GRAY. Right here, if it will not interrupt the Senator, as 
he is giving a very interesting exposition of section 14 of Article 
III of the constitution of Delaware, I should like to ask him if he 
has observed the peculiar language of the second clause of section 
14, which he has just read: 

If there be no er of the se ‘ a further vacancy happening 
in the office, by nis desth: reunevel,’ Seuieauiiien. r 

+ crn ‘this death” refer to the death of the speaker of the 
sena) 
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Mr. GEORGE. They do. 

Mr. GRAY. And to no one else; so that the clause, if it were 
carried out in full and read as it may be, substituting the person 
referred to for the pronoun referring to him, it woul vend thus: 
‘Tf there be no speaker of the senate, or upon a further vacancy 
happening in the office, by the death of the speaker of the senate.” 
then there shall be another provision. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That relates to another matter 
Ithink. What particular clause is it the Senator refers to? , 

Mr. GRAY. It is the clause the Senator was just reading, or | 
would not have presumed to have interrupted him. 

Mr. GEORGE, It does refer to the speaker. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. TheSenatorfrom Delaware claims 
that it refers to the speaker and not to the governor? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We will discuss that a little later 
on. It, however, clearly refers to the person who, while exercis- 
ing the office of governor, dies—that is, a governor who became 
such to filla ee. 

Mr. GEORGE. The pronoun refers to the antecedent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It refers unquestionably, as | 
have stated, to the death of the person who is then governor and 
who as speaker of the senate had succeeded to the exercise of the 
office of porerses. It refers necessarily to that person and to 
nobody else. This is clear from the preceding words of the samo 
clause, ‘‘a further vacancy oe in the office.” What oftice? 
The office of governor; not the office of speaker of the senate, 
The words ‘‘ his death,” therefore, to which the Senators cal! my 
attention, refer to the death of the governor, whatever else he 
once may have been or then is, 

But not only so. It will be found by a reference to the third 
sentence of section 14 of Article III, which, beyond ail question, 
refers to a person who, either as speaker of the senate or as speaker 
of the house of representatives, is exercising the office of goy- 
ernor, where the words ‘‘the person holding the office” are used, 
that such person is regarded as the governor. He is described, it 
will be observed, in that clause of the constitution as not merely 
exercising the office—phraseology upon which the whole argument 
of the opposition is based—but as ‘‘ holding the office.” 

Our friends of the minority seem to overlook that clause of the 
constitution or that phraseology. 

It is conceded he ‘ exercises the office,” because the constitution 
says so, but here in this clause it decribes him not only as c.ver- 
cising but also as ‘‘ holding the office.” 

a PASCO. To which clause does the Senator from Oregon 
refer? 

Mr."MITCHELL of Oregon. Section 14, Article IT]. What 
office, Mr. President, is he described as holding? He is described 
in that clause as holding an office. What office isit? What office 
is it that is referred to by the words “‘ holding the office”? Surely, 
the office of governor. It can refer to nothing else; that and that 
only. Canit besaid, then—will the eminent lawyers and Senators 
who have appended their distinguished names to the views of the 
minority, in which they declare Watson was not the governor, 
that he never became the governor of the State of Delaware, insist 
a person who in virtue of these specific and express provisions of 
the Delaware constitution to the effect that he both holds the ojlice 
of a and exercises the office of governor, is not, never was, 
and can not be governor? 

VARIOUS PROVISIONS OF THE DELAWARE CONSTITUTION WHICH CLEARLY 

INFEKENTI 


ALLY DECLARE THE INCOMPATIBILITY OF THE OFFICES OF 
GOVERNOR AND LEGISLATOR. 


I now, Mr. President, pass for the present from the considera- 
tion of those clauses of the Delaware constitution which in «- 
terms interdict the dual exercise of executive and leyisla- 
ve functions, and beg to attract the attention of the Senate to 
various other provisions of such constitution, which, standing 
alone, even were the express oe clauses eliminated, show 
in the clearest possible manner, not only an entire absence of any 
recognition of right — the part of the Delaware citizen to ©x- 
— prenen rane a sd Me — of ee and eee cl: = 
which by w os y termed express inference clearly 
deny such right. Th Jerioun provisions, considered separately 
and in conjunction with each other, indicate in the strongest })0s 
sible manner the absolute incompatibility of such offices. For 
instance, it is provided in section 14, Article VI, as follows: 


em governor may for any reasonable cause in his discretion remove «"y of 
m— 


That is, the judges— 


on the address of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the gen 
eral assembly. 


¥ . 

If it be true, therefore, as contended by the minority of the 
committee, that the same person can simultaneously exercise the 
office of governor and senator, then he, as senator, can, by i's 
vote, help to make up the two-thirds vote in the senate, which 
vote alone gives him jurisdiction to remove any of the ju 
the State. In other words, if he, while exercising the 0 








. 
1896. 2429 
cies cibiniaiadetanennctillap aay 
ise the office of senator, and without his | senting his State, thereby giving it an undue advantage, and exer- 

governor —_—os or the members of each branch of the | cising all the duties that belong to the office of Senator, though he 
ree ae cath not be had in an address to the governor, then he | was then acting as President of the United States. 
legisla eee has no power or jurisdiction under the constitution Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I frankly admit, Mr. President, 
of the State to remove a judge for any cause whatever; while | that what the Senator from Delaware states is substantially cor- 
upon the other hand if, as contended by those representing the | rect; that in that case there would be the same incongruities, if 
minority of the comuittee, he can, while exercising the office of that be the proper term I prefer incompatibility, but I call the at- 
governor, at the same time exercise the office of senator, then his | tention of the Senator from Delaware to the fact that in that case 
vote as senator may turn the tables and make up the necessary | the contingency contemplated and provided for was so remote, by 
two-thirds of the members of the two houses on which vote alone | the very terms of the Constitution of the United States and the 
he, as governor, acquires jurisdiction to remove the judges. 3 law of 1792, that there was scarcely any possibility, much less any 

Will it be said for one moment there is no incompatibility here? | probability, whatever that it would ever occur, and, as a matter of 
Can it be contended for a sin le instant that the framers of the | fact, it never did occur in the whole history of our Government. 
Constitution ever intended that such dual powers as these, so Mr. GRAY. It came very near occurring. _ 
unreasonable, so contradictory, should be vested in one and the Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. WhileI agree with the Senator in 
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same person? | the main on that proposition, as to the similarity of the two cases, 
But again. We find in section 11 of Article III that the gov- | the Senator will agree with me, I trust, that the language of the 
ont law of 1792, by which the President pro tempore of the Senate 


; ' ... | might act as President of the United States, is entirely different 
time give to the general assembly information of affairs | ; . ’ y 
Sincerning the State, an recommend to their consideration such measures | — corresponding language of the constitution of the State 
as he shall judge expedient. | o aware. 
at Mr. GRAY. It is the same in substance 
ino ‘Orr. . } 7 é . s Sé § ance, 
If the theory, therefore, oe litie: — ber re _ eles Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Scarcely; the language of the act 
have the strange anomaly in the political organization of the State of 1792 was that the Preside: ior idee: 44 alla a 
f Delaware of permitting a governor to vote in the senate of the of 1 (oe was thas the F resident pro tempore * should act. 
State in favor of measures which he, as governor, deemed expedi- | Mr. GRAY. Yes; and the language of the constitution of Del- 
ent to be enacted 4 see, ond which he, as governor, had recom- ay M _ eo agg what is a cree the office 
shou passed. 2 — eg ; - oe 
ean 7 We find in section 12 of Article III that the Mr. GRAY. I would ask the Senator, further, if he will in- 
overnor of the State may, in case of disagreement between the | dulge me so far, whether it was ever suggested in argument in 
} as houses in respect to the time of adjournment, adjourn them | the Senate or elsewhere that those incongruities to which I have 
to such time as he (the governor) shall think proper, ‘‘ not exceed- referred, or inconveniences, were the reasons why the office of 
ing three months.” . President of the United States could not be exercised by the 
; fies , . reside “0 te _ : 
Consens he een ol ioe me pn wc ; Mr, MITCHEL wane regon. I do not know how that is; it 
inori vernor can also be senatoratoneand thesame | ““?: + . — ; ; , nies ae as 2 
ne, and aniegial bot offices simultaneously from the same chair | may not have been; I do not now remember. I have conceded, I 
and in the same chamber, then the prerogative is conferred upon | etary bese = Senator desires I should concede in reference to the 
eS eee athe or when hi tena ae - oes a 3 Mr G RAY I am much obliged to the Senato1 
e two houses, which fact alone wou r —_* ee are ge ; on 
him Seediatee 6s governor to adjourn the evel snanatite t _ Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But my answer, as I said before, 
such time, not exceeding three months, as he might deem proper. is that under the Constitution of the United States and the act of 
But in: The constitution of the State of Delaware provides 1792 the contingency provided for was so remote and removed so 
that the governor may be impeached for high crimes and misde- far away, being in the third degree, that it virtually does away 
meanors, while section 1 of Article V provides that “all impeach- | With the point implied in the suggestion of the Senator. 
euit shall be tried by the senate,” and that ‘no person shall be | ,. Coming back again to that provision of the Delaware constitu- 
convicted without the concurrence of two-thirds of all the sen- | #0" Which provides that the governor of the State may be im- 
ators.” peached, I take it that it will be admitted by the minority and by 
If, then, the governor can, while exercising such office, also ex- those who oppose the seating of Mr. Du Pont that the speaker of 
ercise the office of State senator, he would, in case of impeach- | the senate who succeeds to the exercise of the office of governor, 
ment by the house of representatives be eligible to @ seat as a whatever you may call him or however he exercises the office, is 
. 7 “9 . “a. ~ « 7 tact + ; ar a , aea > ‘ ‘ > " ’ 
senator, and would therefore sit in judgment on himself, would | subject to impeachment. I will assume that that is conceded, in 











Of the i Pane ‘ hie vo : efeat | fact it can not well be denied. 

pate : : oi in eae el th thin ouummee eocnte tox — _ Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator whether the act- 

self a verdict of ‘not guilty as impeached.” ing governor would not be subject to impeachment as senator? 
Mr. GRAY. May | interrupt the Senator a moment? Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That depends on the constitution 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. I should like to hear of Delaware on that subject. Ithink not, however. I think there 

the Senator on that point. | is no such provision in the constitution applicable to a senator, but 


Mr. GRAY. Iam glad the Senator wants to hear me. I would | possibly there may be; Ihave not examined as to that. Has the 
ask him in regard to this argumentum ab inconvenienti, which is | Senator the constitution before him? = . 
always one that must be taken with some grains of allowance : Mr. V ILAS. _ The governor and all other civil officers under 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is not the character of argu- this State shall be liable to impeachment,” the Delaware constitu- 
ment I am making now. 7 tion says. 

Mr. GRAY. ell, whatever you choose to call it. We will Mr. C HAN DLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
leave off the Latin, and call it an incongruity which the Senator consin if he can imagine for what a senator who had taken the 
has discovered in the constitution of Delaware, under the conten- oath of office as governor and was acting as governor could be 
tion of the minority of the committee. That, perhaps, is better. impeached and what the process would be? ; 

I would ask the Senator if there is any greater incongruity in the Mr. VILAS. I do not want to interrupt the Senator from Ore- 
case he su than would have existed under the law of the | $°% °F trespass on his good nature, but I was asking whether a 
United States of 1792, providing for the succession to the Pres- | 8°2@tor could be impeached while exercising the office of governor 
idency, where there was neither a President nor Vice-President of and while he was holding an office under the State. 
the United States, that law having, as the Senator well remem- | . Mr. HAWLEY ., Perhaps he might be if he were not a United 
bers, ed that in that case, there being no President or Vice- States Senator while he was a State senator. 
Predhent the President ro tempore of the Senate should acé as Mr. VILAS. Probably that is the best answer that can be 
President of the United States: yet all the inconveniences or in- made. . , 
congruities—if the Senator likes that word better—would have Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I will answer the Senator—the 
happened in the case of a President pro tempore of the Senate act- question is not a difficult one to answer. Whether a State sena- 
ing as President of the United States that he has enumerated | '°T of the State of Delaware can be impeached or not is a 
in the case of a speaker of the senate of Delaware acting under | @estion, in the first place, which, as it seems to me, is entirely 
our contention, as the governor of the State, for I will call the | °reigm to the question under consideration, but the query, 
Senator’s attention to the fact that in 1886. when that law was whether he can or can not be impeached depends entirely on 
a the Committee on Privileges and Elections speaking whether there is anything in the constitution of Delaware pro- 
its then chairman, the senior Senator from Massachusetts = for the impeachment of members of the Delaware legisla- 
urged Sena ure. 
should b that it was exceedingly incongrnousand | ,Mr.GEORGE, Will the Senator allow me to read the clause 
inappropriate that e President pro tem Be the Senate should of the constitution of Delaware which refers to it? Article V, 
ost os Penden _< nent of Se Vato’ States, or should moi ~ epee oe ivil offi der this State, shall be lial 
Sena’ ~ ie governor, and all other civil officers under this State, shall be liable 
ble of sitting en io tapesnae, would Sy aladis of rane to impeachment for treason, bribery, or any high crime or misdemeanor ia 
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elect a speaker tempore in such a case; and that the use of 
th rte abet pro tem carries with it an implication of 
the contemporaneous official existence of another speaker a per- 


manent peer In what clause of the constitution is that pro- 
vie. MITCHELL of Oregon, In section 5 of Article I. 


I do not concede either of these propositions as a result of a 
per legal construction of such provision, even if this provi- 
ee stood alone, and the difficulty is much greater in reaching such 
a conclusion when considered, as the clause must be, in connec- 
tion with other clauses of the constitution. 

In response to the first suggestion that the use of the words 
“speaker pro tempore” carries with it any implication of the con- 
temporaneous existence of another speaker, a permanent speaker, 
it is sufficient to attract attention to the innumerable American 
precedents of the election of a speaker pro tempore when there 
was nore speaker. Aspeaker protemporeis simply a speaker 
for the occasion, for the time being. There may or may not be 
another speaker in existence at the same time. erefore, no ar- 
gument in opposition to the theory for which I am contending can 
be drawn from the use in the provision quoted of the words 
“speaker pro tempore;” nor upon the other hand does the use of 


the words afford any argument in support of the theory of the 


minority of the committee. ; 

While it is conceded if the framers of the Delaware constitu- 
tion intended that the accession of as er of the senate to the 
exercise of the office of governor should create an absolute 
vacancy, then they _— with propriety have provided for a 
permanent speaker. e fact, however, that they did not do so 
can not by any means be regarded as conclusive that such was not 
their intention. If, however, it was the intention of the framers 
of that constitution that the office of senator in such case should 
not become absolutely vacant, but that the right of the governor 
to exercise the office of speaker of the senate and senator while 
exercising the office of governor should be held in abeyance, be 
absolutely suspended during the time he should continue to exer- 
cise the office of governor, then the provision for the election of a 

er pro tempore was eminently proper; while the very fact 
t such provision was made ought to have great weight in that 
direction, if it is not indeed absolutely conclusive upon the ques- 
tion, that the framers of that instrument never intended that the 
dual functions of senator and governor, much less the treble func- 
tions of governor, senator, and speaker of the senate, should be 
exercised simultaneously by the same person, but that on the ter- 
mination of the exercise of the office of governor the person so 
exercising such functions might resume his seat as senator and 
speaker of the senate. This is the most to be deduced from the 
use of the words “ pro tempore” in any view to be taken 
from such use in this connection. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Oregon to a fact under the constitution of Delaware. Has he 
noticed that his supposition as to the construction of the provi- 
sion for a speaker pro tempore, namely, that the speaker might 
return to the aay ape ter the operation of his exercise of the 
office of governor, is without foundation and can not be sustained, 
since by the provisions of the constitution in relation to elections 
the office of speaker, with the right to preside in the senate, must 
always expire before he ceases to exercise executive anthority? 
Under those circumstdnces would there be any necessity, on the 
idea of duty, to elect as 

Mr. Oregon. 
long as—— 

. GEORGE. Not upon the idea that he was going to come 
back = take his seat, because he never could come back and 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not in the event that the exer- 
cise of the office of governor coutinued beyond the expiration of 
his term as senator. 

Mr. na It vr - ame <9? constitution of Dela- 
ware, always exten ond his term of speaker. 

Mr. MITCHELL That, to my mind, if it be so as 

ive arguments that 

er of the senate, when 
of governor, exercises 
that office not ex officio as senator, not ex as speaker of the 
the ree of the State of Delaware. Besides, 

either the Senator Mississippi, or the Senator from Indiana, 
YE the views of the minority in this case, is in error, 
as an argument in support of such views the 

fact-—I quote from his printed views—that ‘“Three persons, upon 


at different aa aiienen s this clause, the 
exercise of the of governor—John Jacob Stout, and 


er pro tempore? 
There would be a necessity so 


3 
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out the terms for which they had been elected as senators in the 
senate.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
answer that question right now? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I prefer to go on. 

Mr.GEORGE. Very well; but there isa very conclusive answer 
to that in the constitution of Delaware. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. So faras the use of the words “may 
choose” in this provision is concerned, it is clear under the well- 
settled rule that the word ‘“‘may” as thus used should be construed 
** shall.” 

The rule is, said the court in Rex vs. Inhabitants of Derby (Skin- 
ner, 370) ,and in Rex et Regina vs. Barlow (2d Salkeld, 609). 
a constitution or a statute directs the doing of a thing for t! 
of justice or the public good, the word ‘may’ is the same 
word ‘shail.’ ”’ 

This rule has been followed both in England and the United 
States without any respectable dissent. 

A statute of Iilinois reads as follows: 


‘where 
e sake 


as the 


The board of supervisors may, if « l advisable, levy « special tax, ete 
The Supreme Court of the United States, in construing this 
statute in the case of Supervisors vs. The United States (4 Wall., 
435), opinion by Mr. Justice Swayne, said: 
The conclusion to be deduced from the authorities is that where 
riven to public officers in the language of t 
anguage, where the public interest or individual rights call ft 
the language, though permissive in form, is in fact 


power is 
© act before u iivalent 
So again, in Steines vs. Franklin Company (48 Mo., 167) the court 
held that when a statute provides that the county court “* may” 
submit the question to the voters before incurring certain expenses, 
it must do so. 

And again, in Mitchell vs. Duncan (7 Fla., 13) it was held that 
the word ‘‘may” should be construed as “ shall” where a statute 
directs the doing of a thing necessary to the ends of justice. 

Again, in People vs. Brooklyn (22 Barb., 404) it is held that the 
word ‘‘ may” will be construed as “ shall” where the good sense 
of the entire enactment requires it. 

While in the case of Mayor vs. New York (3 Hill, 612) the 
supreme court of that State said: 

Where a public body or officer has been clothed by statute 
do an act which concerns the public interest, or the rights of 
execution of the power may be insisted on as a 
of the statute be permissive merely. 


with power to 
the 
ugh the phraseology 


third persone 
duty, th 

Surely the public interests, as well as the rights of third persons, 
require—absolutely demand—that a new speaker be elected, either 
permanently or pro tempore, when the speaker leaves the senate 
and enters upon the exercise of the office of governor. 

There is no support, therefore, it is respectfully submitted, to be 
drawn from this provision of the Delaware constitution in favor 
of the theory set up by the minority of the committee. 


A DIFFERENT DISABILITY IS APPLIED TO PERSONS INVOLVED IN ARMY AND 
NAVY CONTRACTS FROM THAT APPLIED TO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AND 
PERSONS HOLDING OFFICE UNDER THE UNITED STATES AND THE STATE 
OF DELAWARE, 

It is contended by those opposing the seating of Mr. Du Pont that 
the following clause in section 12. Article II, of the Delaware con- 
stitution can not by any reasanable or fair construction amount to 
a provision that the seat in the senate held by Watson when he 
succeeded to the office of governor shail not be subject to occupa- 
tion by anyone during the time Watson exercises the office of 
governor. It is claimed by the opposition that at most it could 
only amount to a personal disqualification, leaving the seat abso- 
Iutely vacant and subject to be filled by another senator to be 
chosen at a special election by the electors of Kent County. This 
provision reads as follows: 

Sec.12. * * * No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor 
member of Congress, nor any person holding any office under this State or 
the United States, except the attorney-ceneral, officers usually appointed 
by_ the courts of justice respectively. attorneys at law, and officers in the 
militia holding no disqualifying office shall, during his continuance in Con 
gress or in office, be a senator or representative. 

Counsel, in their printed argument in opposition to the seating 
of Mr. Du Pont, filed with the committee, seek to draw an argu- 
ment.in opposition to the theory that the right to exercise the 
office of senator can be and is held in abeyance, suspended, during 
the continuance of the exercise of the office of governor, by placing 
ag concerned in army or navy contracts under precisely simi- 

r disabilities with members of Congress, and persons holding 
office under the State of Delaware or the United States, and 
then they conclude, if this provision means not, that the office of 
senator omes absolutely vacant when the speaker of the sen- 


ate enters upon the exercise of the office of governor, but simply 
that itshall, during such exercise of the office of governor, not be 
subject to occupation, then it must also mean that in the case of 
an army or navy contractor his seat will not become absolutely 
vacant, but simply that it would not be subject to occupation, 
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In other words, the claim of the ie is—and just what it 
would amount to, even were it well founded, is a matter some- 
what obscure—that if the office is simply in abeyance, suspended, 
in the one case, then it is also in the other; that is, if it is simply 
held in abeyance and suspended in the case of a member of Con- 
gress, or in the case of a person holding office under the United 
States or under the State of Delaware, then it is simply suspended 
precisely to the same extent in the case of a person involved in an 
army or navy contract. 

This, Mr. President, it is submitted, is a grave misapprehension 
and misconstruction of the clause in question. The clause does 
not place army and navy contractors in precisely the same cate- 
gory with members of Congress and persons who hold office under 
the State of Delaware or the United States. It does not apply 
precisely the same character of disability, or at least while there 
is no doubt whatever as to the character of the disability applied 
to persons concerned in army and navy contracts, there is pocnepe 
room for doubt as to the character of the disability applied to 
members of Congress and those holding office under the United 
States or the State of Delaware. 

In the case of the member of Congress and persons holding 
office under the United States or the State of Delaware, the lan- 

age is, ‘‘shall not during his continuance in Congress or in office 

a senator or representative ;” while the language of the con- 
stitution applicable to the army and navy contractor is, ‘‘ No per- 
son concerned in any army and navy contracts * * * shall be 
a senator or representative.” It does not say in this latter case 
‘‘no person concerned in army or navy contracts * * * shall 
—s his continuance in his contract be a senator or represent- 
ative. 

The distinction between the two clauses, or rather between the 
two applications of the same clause of the Constitution—that is, in 
its application to members of Congress and persons holding office 
under the United States or the State of Delaware on the one hand, 
and to those concerned in army or navy contracts on the other—is 
clear, distinct, and well defined. 

In the case of a person concerned in army or navy contracts, it 
is clear beyond all question that the seat becomes absolutely vacant, 
and there is no room whatever for holding that it is simply held 
in abeyance or suspended during the continuance of his contract; 
while in the case of the member of Congress and of the person 
holding office under the United States or the State of Delaware, 
the clause may be and is open to two constructions—the one being 
either that the office becomes absolutely vacant, or, if not this, then 
it is clear beyond all question that the right of the person to exer- 
cise the office is held in abeyance and suspended so long as he con- 
tinues to be a member of Congress, or to exercise an office wnder 
the United States or under the State of Delaware. It is, moreover, 

uite immaterial which of these two constructions is adopted as to 
the latter class of persons, as either one must result in the seating 
of Mr. Du Pont. 


WHAT ARE THE PRECEDENTS, AND WHAT HAS BEEN THE USAGE IN THE STATE 
OF DELAWARE? THEY ARE BOTH OVERWHELMING IN SUPPORT OF THE 
THHORY OF THE COMMITTEE. 

But the distinguished Senator from Indiana, in his views of the 
minority of the committee, after having laid down the broad pe 
sition and attempted, as I think, vainly to prove it, that a speaker 
of the senate who succeeds to the exercise of the office of governor, 
as did Speaker Watson in the case under consideration, does not 
become the pres, is not the governor, but still senator, still 
speaker of the senate, exercising the off-e of governor ex officio, 
or ad interim as he designates it, introduces in its support what 
he claims to be the contemporaneous construction of the Delaware 
constitution on this point by the government and people of Dela- 
ware. He says—lI quote from the views of the mino 

“Tf this interpretation of the constitution of the State were at 
all doubtful, it is abundantly sustained by practical contemporane- 
ous and continuous construction in the actual administration of 
the government of Delaware.” 

It is conceded by me if this question is by the terms of the con- 
stitution left in any doubt, then the construction placed upon the 
instrument by the eee and — of Delaware could be 
properly invoked for the ee of shedding light on the question. 

° oo of the views of the minority I reply— 

First. The provisions of the constitution, as I have endeavored 
to show, to the effect that the two offices can not besimultaneously 
exercised by the same person are clear, plain, positive, unambigu- 
ous, nothing being left to construction, although the question as 
to whether the office becomes absolutely vacant, or only its func- 
tions suspended during his continuance in the office of governor 
may be open to construction; and 

Second. The facts quoted in the views of the minority for the 
—— of sho usage and t, so far from vindicating 

e construction of the views of the minority, prove precisely the 


reverse. 
That I may in no manner misrepresent the statement and views 


of the minority of the committee on this point, I quote in rul] 
from their views all that is said on that subject: 


If this interpretation of the constitution of the State were at all doubtfyj]— 

Referring to the interpretation placed on it by the distinguisheq 
Senator who wrote the views of the minority— 
it is abundantly sustained by practical, contemporaneous, and contin oy. 
construction in the actual tration of the government of Delawara 
Three persons, upon each of whom at different times devolved, under ¢)\:, 
clause, the exercise of the office of governor (John Sykes, Jacob Stout, 91] 
Caleb Rodney) speakers of the senate, who temporarily exercised t}.. .... 
ecutive authority as such speakers, after they had exercised the offic. .¢ 
governor ad interim, returned to the senate and served out the terms for 
which they had been elected as senators in the senate. No suggestion was 
made that they had vacated their office as senators or had become gover (ps 
of the State of Delaware by reason of the temporary exercise of exe ti, 
duties imposed upon them by section 14, Article III, of the constitution. 

Suppose these three persons did, Mr. President, after they ceaseq 
respectively to exercise the office of governor, return to the sep- 
ate and serve out the terms for which they had been elected as 
senators, what does it poove? Does it prove that they had the 
right while exercising the office of governor to exercise the oftice 
of senator? Does it prove that there can be a simultaneous dual 
exercise of these two incompatible offices by the same person? 
Most assuredly not. On the contrary, if these three speakers of 
the senate did not, while exercising the office of governor, exer- 
cise or attempt to exercise the office of senator or speaker of the 
senate—and it is conceded they did not—then, in so far from 
being a precedent or establishing usage in favor of the construc- 
tion contended for by the minority of the committee, it is just 
the reverse. The very precedents cited by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Indiana sustain and res the construction for which 
I am contending; that is, that while so exercising the office of goy- 
ernor he shall not be a senator in the sense that he would be enti- 
tled to exercise the functions of a senator, but, on the contrary, 
while so exercising the office of governor, his functions as sena- 
tor are held in abeyance—absolutely suspended. 

The very fact, therefore, that these three persons cited in tho 
views of the minority refrained from _ attempt to exercise 
the office of senator or o— of the senate so long as they con- 
tinued to exercise the office of governor, and when they ceased to 
exercise the office of governor resumed the exercise of the office 
s senator, proves as a precedent, if permitted to control, just two 
things: 

First. That the office of senator does not become «alsoli/ely 
vacant on the speaker of the senate entering upon the exercise 
of the office of governor; and 

Second. That on the speaker of the senate entering upon the 
exercise of the office of governor his right to exercise the office of 
senator and speaker of the senate for and during the time he con- 
tinues to exercise such office of governor is held in abeyance— 
absolutely suspended. 

This only is what is established, if anything, in the way of usage 
and precedent by the three cases upon which the minority rely. 
These precedents, however, as it is plain to be seen, so far from 
sustaining the position of the minority, are in direct line with and 
in support of my contention and the contention of the majority 
of the committee. 

But not only so, Mr. President. I shall now proceed to show 
that in addition to the three cases cited in the views of the minor- 
ity, the precedents for the last one hundred years have been uni- 
form and overwhelmingly against the construction contended for 
in the views of the minority, and in favor and in support of the 
contention of the majorit of the committee, and for which I am 
now contending, and to this I now attract the attention of the 


Since 1792, nine speakers of the senate and one speaker of the 
house of representatives have succeeded to the office of governor 
of the State of Delaware, pursuant to the provisions of section |! 
of Article III of the Delaware constitutions of 1792 and 1%%I. 
Four of these were under the constitution of 1792, and six under 
the constitution of 1831, The constitution of 1831, with a slight 
amendment which does not affect this case, is the present cousti- 
tution of the State of Delaware. ; 

A critical examination of the record discloses the fact that in 
not one of these ten cases cited has any person who has succeeded 
to the governorship of the State of Delaware in the last one hun- 
dred and four years in virtue of this section 14—and so far as t's 
question is concerned the constitutions of 1792 and 1831 are sub- 
stantially similar—whether — of the senate or speaker 0! 
the house of representatives, any part whatever during his 
continuance in the exercise of the office of governor, in the )t0 
ceedings of the senate or of the house of representatives, with the 
single exception of the + governor of the State of Delaware, 
Mr. Watson, and he only for a portion of one day and for a sing:° 
purpose to defeat the election of a United States Senator. 

During the one hundred and four years that have elapsed since 
the tion of the Delaware tution of 1792, although ten 
persons have succeeded to the office of governor to fill vacancies 








1896. 


under the same or a similar provision of the constitution as that 
under which Mr. Watson succeeded, 
in all that time who has attempted of | 
vernor, to exercise the functions of senator, the other nine never 
ving attempted to exercise the office of senator while continu- 
ing in the exercise of the gubernatorial office. 
These several accessions to the exercise of the office of governor 
from the ership of the senate and of the house were scattered 
along at Sirerent periods during the last one hundred years, as 
ay Rogers, speaker of the senate, succeeded Governor Gun- 


ning Bedford, who died September 30, 1797, ninety-eight years | 
ago September. 7 

James Sykes, speaker of the senate, succeeded Governor Richard | 
Bassett, who had created a vacancy in the office of governor by the 
acceptance of a judicial appointment under the United States. 

In January, 1820, Jacob Stout, speaker of the senate, succeeded 
Governor James Clark, who died that month. 

In April, 1822, Caleb Rodney, speaker of the senate, succeeded | 
John Collins, who died in that month. 

In June, 1823, Charles Thomas, speaker of the senate, succeeded 
Governor Joseph Haslet, who died in office. 

These successions were all under the constitution of 1792. 

On May 12, 1836, Charles Polk, then speaker of the senate, suc- | 
ceeded Governor Caleb P. Bennett, who died May 9, 1836. 

On March 5, 1846, Joseph Maull, speaker of the senate, suc- | 
ceeded Governor Thomas Stockton, who died March 2, 1846. 

On May 6, 1846, William Temple, speaker of the house of rep- | 
resentatives, succeeded Governor Joseph Maull, who died May 3, | 
1846. 
On March 1, 1865, Gove Saulsbury, speaker of the senate, suc- | 
ceeded Governor William Cammon, who died on that day. 

While William T. Watson, the present governor of the State, as | 
speaker of the senate, succeeded to the exercise of the office of | 

vernor on April 9, 1895, as we have seen, to succeed Governor | 

oshua H. Marvil, who died April 8, 1895. 

Here, then, Mr. President, if precedent and usage are to count | 
for anything in the determination of the case under consideration, | 
and I concede they may, we have the uniform usage and prece- 
dents of the government and people of the State of Delaware, | 
running through a period of a whole century, in favor of the con- | 
struction of the Delaware constitution, to the effect that the two | 
offices of governor and senator of that State can not be exercised 
simultaneously by the same person, and in only four out of the | 
ten cases was there any attempt upon the part of the governor, 
who had become such in virtue of the provisions of the constitu- | 
tion in regard to vacancies, to resume the exercise of the office of | 
senator or member of the house of representatives after the ter- 
mination of their exercise of the office of governor. 

Mr. PLATT rose. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
Connecticut in a moment. 

If, then, there were any doubt whatever as to the proper con- | 
struction of the Delaware constitution upon this question, it would | 
seem that this usage of a century, these precedents scattered along | 
through a period of ninety-eight years, ought to be conclusive 
upon the subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will first yield to the Senator 
from Connecticut, who desired to ask me a question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask a question, just for information. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In amoment. I will yield to the 
Senator from Connecticut first. 

Mr. GEORGE. I merely wanted to ask whether any of those | 
four senators who went back and resumed the office of senator 
ever resumed the office of speaker, or whether they just resumed 
the office of senator. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think that does not appear. It 
Sommerer that they went back and resumed the office of senator. 
I there is soins in the case that would justify me in stat- 

that they either did or did not resume the office of speaker. 
. GEORGE. That is all I wanted to ask. 

Mr. PLATT. What I desired to ask the Senator from Oregon 
was whether there are instances in which the speaker of the sen- 
ate or the speaker of the house who thus was-called upon to exer- 
cise the office of governor continued to exercise the office of gov- 
ernor after the term for which he was elected had expired. 








I will yield to the Senator from | 





_ Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Oh, numbersof instances. It has 
just been stated by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE], 


that under the peculiar formation of the government of Delaware 
that must be so in every case, because the constitution of Dela- 
ware specifically that when the speaker of the senate 
or the speaker of the house of representatives succeeds to the 
exercise of the office of governor, he shall continue to exercise the 
office of oy until a governor is elected by thé people. 

Mr. GEORGE. And properly qualified. ¢ 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Hence it 


And properly qualified. 


Mr. Watson is the only one | throws over beyond the expiration of the term of senator the office 
, while exercising the office of | of governor. 


To this, however, there must have been at least 
three exceptions out of the nine prior to Watson, otherwise 
Sykes, Stout, and Rodney could not Lave resumed their seats, as 
stated in the views of the minority. 

Mr. PLATT. That would depend on whether the person took 
the office of governor during the last two years of his senatorial 
term, would it not? Mr. Watson, whotakes it during the last two 
years of his senatorial term, would certainly be required to exer- 
cise the office of governor after his term would expire by law. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. They are elected every four years, 
I understand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Every four years. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Connecticut is, 
then, most probably correct, asI believe it is conceded as a matter 
of history that three persons who had succeeded to the exercise 
of the office of governor to fill vacancies, did, after their terms as 
governor had expired, resume their seats in the senate, as stated 
in the views of the minority. 

But, Mr. President, there is another consideration in connection 
with the phraseology of section 14 of Article III of the Delaware 


| constitution which goes far to dissipate and wipe out the 


theory that the speaker of the senate, who succeeds in case of 
a vacancy to the exercise of the office of governor, is a mere 
ad interim or ex officio governor. No difference, it will be ob- 
served, in the tenure of his office of governor is made in the cases 
where he succeeds to a vacancy created by death or by inability. 
In either case he is to continue in the exercise of the office * until 
a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified.” Although 
the vacancy may be caused by a temporary inability upon the part 


| of the governor elected by the people, rendering him unable to 


exercise the office, yet if the speaker of the senate in such case 
take the gubernatorial oath and enter upon the exercise of the 
office of governor, although the inability of the governor elected 


| by the people may be removed the next week, he can not resume 


the exercise of the office of governor. His oftice by virtue of the 
express provision of the constitution of the State is forever gone. 


| It can never be resumed by him, for the reason that the constitu- 


tional provision quoted declares in the most positive terms that the 
speaker of the senate, who has become the governor, has entered 
upon the exercise of the office, shall continue to exercise such office, 
not merely until such inability shall be removed, but “ until a gov- 
ernor elected by the people shail be duly qualified.” 

A governor of the State of Delaware may suffer an inability 
that renders him unable toexercise the office of governor. Pend- 
ing that inability, which may be but temporary, the speaker of 
the senate succeeds to the office of governor. The governor elect- 
ed by the people may be restored to health, the inabillity may be 


| removed within a day after the speaker of the senate has been 


sworn into office and assumed the office of governor, and yet that 
governor elected by the people, thus unfortunately stricken tem- 
porarily with disability, can never resume the office of governor 
again, unless he is again elected by the people. Why? Owing to 
the simple fact that the constitution declares in express terms 
that the speaker of the senate or the speaker of the house of rep- 
resentatives who succeeds to the exercise of the office of governor, 
whether the vacancy is created by death or by inability, shall 


| continue to exercise the office, not until the inability is removed, 


but until his successor is elected by the people and duly qualified, 

Mr. GRAY rose. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. I donot think the matter is important as to any 
main issue in this argument, but itis interesting, and it has been 
raised by the Senator from Oregon for the first time so far as Il know. 
Why would it not be competent for the governor, who by reason 


| of his inability had vacated the office, so to speak, the speaker of 


the senate exercising office during that inability, to resume, upon 
his restoration to health, the office as a governor elected by the 
people, as he undoubtedly was? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That would be a stretch, it 


ms 
to me, of the language of the constitution. 
Mr. GRAY. I merely make the suggestion. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not think the provision is 


subject to a construction of that kind. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘Until a governor elected by the people shall be 
duly qualified.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ‘ Duly qualified.” 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Connecticut whether 
he would not think that he was duly qualified when his disability 
had been removed ? 

Mr. PLATT. I think that refers to a governor who shall be 
elected and take the oath. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Undoubtedly. The suggestion of 
the Senator from Delaware is an interesting one, but | can not 
think the provisions subject to such a construction. 
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Mr. GRAY. 


{ do not insist upon it. It is a point that only 
occurred to me while the Senator was speaking 


ng. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Oregon is going to a new sub- 
ject now—I do not know whether he has had his attention turned 
te this subject-—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to finish the line of 
argument I am now on. I will yield to the Senator presently. 

fr. PLATT. All right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In this connection, it is well to 
contrast this provision in the Delaware constitution with the cor- 
responding provision in the Constitution of the United States. 
The provision in the latter reads as follows: 

In case of the removal of the President from his office or of his death, 
resignation, or inability to discharge the porene and duties of the said office, 
the same shall devolve on the Vice-President. 

In a case, therefore, where the office of President devolves on 
the Vice-President in case of a vacancy in the office of President 
occasioned by “inability to discharge the powers and duties of 
the said office,” while there is nothing in the Federal Constitution 
which in terms authorizes either the President to resume his office 
on the inability being removed, or the Vice-President in such 
event to resume his office of Vice-President, ‘it is equally clear 
there is nothing in such Constitution which either in express 
terms or by any fair implication declares they or either of them 
shall not do it. But in the Delaware constitution it is wholly 
different, inasmuch as it declares that when the speaker of the 
senate succeeds to the governorship in the event of either the 
death, resignation, removal, or inability of the governor, he shall 
exercise such office, not merely until the inability is removed, but 
until a governor elected by the people shall be duly lified. 

There is, moreover, in section 9 of Article VI of the Delaware 
constitution a clause which can not be regarded as otherwise than 
a most convincing argument in favor of the theory advocated by 
the majority of the committee, and for which Iam now contending, 
to the effect that there can not be under that constitution a simul- 
taneous exercise by the same person of the offices of executive and 
legislator. That section provides that the governor shall have 

wer to commission,a judge ad litem to decide any cause in 
which there is a legal exception to the chancellor, or any judge, 
so that such appointment is necessary to constitute a quorum in 
either court. 

It is further provided that the commission in such case shall 
confine the office to the cause, and it shall expire on the determi- 
nation of the cause. 

This same section further provides as follows: 

A member of Con , or any person holding or peniine an office under 
Pa States, shall not be disqualified from being appointed a judge ad 

The fact that this exception in favor of a member of Congress 
and of any person holding or exercising an office under the United 
States, and tting such member of Congress or other 
holding an office under the United States to be appointed judge ad 
litem, and to exercise such office while holding or exercising the 
Federal office, adds strength and conclusiveness to the other provi- 
sions of the constitution, which declares that no ao holdi: 
any office ander the United States or the State of Delaware shall 
during his continuance in office, be a senator, and which further 
declares, that no member of Congress or person holding any office 
under the United States or the State of Delaware shall exercise the 
office of governor. 

But, furthermore, the constitution of the State of Delaware, 
section 7, Article ITI, provides, as do most State constitutions, that 
the governor shall be commander in chief of the army and na 
of the State and of the militia, except when they shall be call 
into the service of the United States. Hence it is, if he is per- 
mitted to exercise the offices of governor and senator at one and 
the same time, then he exercises at once triple —— pow- 
ers, first, as governor; second, as commander in chief of the army 

navy of the State, and third, as legislator. 
THE CORRESPONDING CLAUSES IN THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTION AND THAT 
OF THE DELAWARE CONSTITUTION CONTRASTED AND CONSIDERED. 

In the discussion and determination of the question as to whether 
Speaker Watson became in fact and for every purpose the gov- 
ernor of the State of Delaware, with no right or power while exer- 
cising such office to exercise the office of senator and speaker of 
the senate, much light comes to us from a consideration of the 
corresponding clause in the Federal Constitution, and from the 
construction placed upon it by all departments of the Government, 
and by all the people of the United States, from the earliest his- 
tory of our Government to the present time. And thatit may be 
or. _: this weg song of ie ge of this clause eee hw 

tution may be properly regarded as applica 
Delaware case, and therefore a proper precedent te be considered 
and applied, it is well to ceuiunen the piaemaicgy of the clauses in 
the and Delaware constitutions. 

In the Federal Constitution the language is, ‘‘the same shall 
devolve on the Vice-President.” That is to say, either the ‘powers 





and duties” or the “office” of President shall ‘‘ devolve on the 
Vice-President.” There is a slight ambiguity in the construction 
of this clause, creating a doubt as to whether it is the ‘“‘ powers 
and duties” or the “‘ office” which devolve on the Vice-President. 
But this is quite immaterial, as the meaning in either event is pre- 


owes same. 

c ap aoe language of the Delaware constitution is “‘ shall exer- 
cise office.” 

It is submitted the legal construction and effect of these two 
clauses are precisely the same. One says either the “office” or 
‘*the powers and duties” of the office shall devolve on the Vice- 
President, while the other says the —— of the Delware senate 
‘*shall exercise the office ”—that is, the office of governor. 

It follows clearly, therefore, that what may be regarded as a 
controlling precedent in the one case should also be so regarded 
in the other in so far as the effect of these two particular clauses 
of the two constitutions is concerned. 

It will not be denied that it has been decided and held by every 
department of the Government, and this decision recognized and 
acquiesced in by all the people of this country, that when a Vice- 
President succeeds a deceased President, he is not merely an «ii 
interim President, he does not exercise the powers or perform the 
duties of President ex officio as Vice-Presitent, but omes the 
President in every constitutional sense of the term, with the one 
single exception—that relating to the duration of his term of 
office. Did notthe House of Representatives in the impeachment 
of Andrew Johnson, and did not the Senate sitting as a high 
court of impeachment in his trial, recognize him, not merely as 
Vice-President performing ex = the powers and duties of 
President, not merely as an ad interim President, but as the Presi- 
dent in every constitutional and other sense of the term? If it le 
true, therefore, that Tyler, Fillmore, Johnson, and Arthur, on the 
deaths respectivel Harrison, Taylor, Lincoln, and Garfield, 
became respectively the President of the United States in every 
sense of that term, then it is equally clear that Speaker Watson, 
on taking the a oaths of office, became the governor 
of the State of Delaware in every constitutional sense of that term, 

Mr. PLATT. It has been decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States that he does become President. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. I said thatit had been 
so decided by all departments of the Government, which of course 
includes the judiciary. 

PROPOSITIONS ESTABLISHED. 

Now, Mr. President, I believe I have demonstrated beyond the 

tradiction 


— of successful con , and to their refutation I chal- 
enge the best efforts of the opposition, the following proposi- 
tions: 


First. That at common law no person shall exercise simultane- 
ously two incompatible offices; 

Second. That under the American system legislative and execu- 
tive offices are incompatible, and can not be exercised simultane. 
ously, unless e. y or by clear implication authorized, either 
by fundamental law, or by a statute authorized by the fund:- 
mental law, and that such instances in America are the exception 
and not the rule, and no such exception exists under the consti- 
tution or laws of the State of Delaware; 

Third. That the simultaneous exercise of the dual functions of 
executive and legislator is not only not authorized, either express! 
i ially, by the Delaware constitution, but, on thecontrary, 
by the ren provisions of the constitution of that State, eapress!y 
wean That in addition to th prohibitory cl 

0 : on ese express itory clauses 
in the Delaware constitution, and though they were eliminated 
from that instrument, there are various other clauses which ly 
plain and necessary inference ibit the simultaneous exercise 
of the offices of governor and State senator by the same person (0 
the ground of the clear incompatibility of the two offices; 
naan That both - —— — and tag ah on American sys- 

acceptance of an office by a ding or exercising 
one, the duties of which are incompatible with those of the one ac- 
cepted, is, in law, ipso facto a resignation of the office so held, and 
under certain circumstances a rest: i the right to exercise 
cco cae a while an ing — of : ona and 
no ing or necessary in a case where the facts are 
conceded, either by a legislative body, a judicial court, or any other 
tribunal, in order to vacate such office or establish such suspen- 
sion; |. 

Sixth. That when William T. Watson, as speaker of the Dei:- 
ware senate, took the gubernatorial oaths and entered upon tlic 
exercise of the office of governor, he became the governor of thie 
State in the full constitutional sense of that term, and not mere!) 
governor ex officio or ad interim as of the senate, and his 

of such office was fe nea ceca patil either 
of his office as , or at least of his right to exercise 
the office of senator, so long as he exercised the office of governor: 

Seventh. And furthermore, as there is no fact in ite neces- 
sary for the Delaware senate to pass upon, all the facts being open, 











matters of public record, and of which all 

aoe t will take judicial notice, besides 

ail parties to this controversy, there was noth- 

senate to upon, any more than there 
William T. Watson been executed in pur- 
which all would take judicial notice, 


i That the simultaneous exercise by the same person of the 
dual functions of the offices of governor and legislator, being not 
only expressly prohibited by certain provisions of the Delaware 
Co tation, but also by various other oes of that instru- 
ment plainl inferentially prohibited, William T. Watson, while 
exercising the office of governor of the State of Delaware, had 
no right or power to exercise the functions of either State sena- 
tor or speaker of the senate, and hence his acts in entering the 
‘oint assembly of the members of the Delaware legislature on 
May 9, 1895, and voting for a United States Senator were ultra 
vires, wholly , prohibited by the Delaware constitution, as 
also by the act of Congress of July 25, 1866, providing the manner 
of electing United States Senators, and therefore roid; and 

Ninth. And as a necessary a result of the foregoing eight 

ropositions, there were but 29 legal votes in the joint assembly 
May 9, 1895, and the claimant, Henry A. Du Pont having received 
15 of such votes, was duly elected Senator for the full term of six 
years commencing March 4, 1895. 
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HAS THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES THE RIGHT TO INQUIRE WHETHER | 


GOVERNOR WATSON HAD THE RIGHT WHILE EXERCISING THE OFFICE OF 
GOVERNOR TO EXERCISE THE OFFICE OF STATE SENATOR AND VOTE FOR 
A UNITED STATES SENATOR? 

This brings me, Mr. President, toa consideration of the question, 
Has the Senate of the United States the right, on the —_ notor- 
jous, publicly and universally conceded facts of is case— 
namely, that William T. Watson, on April 9, 1895, while senator 
and er of the Delaware senate, succeeded to the exercise of 
the office of governor to fill a vacancy created by the death of the 


governor of that State, and the further fact that while exercising 
such executive office he entered the joint assembly on May 9, 1895 | 
and cast the controlling vote for United States Senator—to inquire | 
into the right of said Governor Watson to enter such joint assem- | 


bly and into the legality of his vote therein? 

e minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
insist we have no such right. It is insisted by such minority and 
by those indorsing the views of the minority that, notwithstand- 
ing these conceded facts, the United States Senate is foreclosed 

precluded from inquiring into or passing upon this question. 


| 


| rarily or permanently, either by Watson or by anyone else. 





And this contention, it must be remembered, if good at all, must | 
be good or not at all on the assumption that our claim as to the | 


illegality of the presen 

ae May 9, 1895, is well founded. Such contention can not 
proceed on ee that the claim of the majority of the 
committee as to that question is not well founded. The question 
now presented is not which claim—that of the majority or mi- 
nority of the committee—is right or wrong. The question is, Has 
the ate of the United States the power, under the constitu- 


tional grant to judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications | 


of its own mem , toinquire into and determine this question 
for itself? The minority of the committee say: No; this Senate 
has no such right. 

If such, Mr. President, is the law of our being, if such a limit 
as this is to be placed upon the grant of power that each House 
shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members, then, indeed, does the Senate of the United States 
stand helpless as a child, wholly impotent either to protect itself 

inst the admission to, or the exclusion from a seat in this body 

a person either notoriously universally admitted to never have 
been elected on the one hand, or universally conceded to have been 
legally elected on the other. The announcement of such a doc- 
trine may well awaken the surprise of Senators, and in support of 
such a theory it would seem that other and stronger reasons should 
— than are vouchsafed in the views of the minority of 


comunittee. - 

I shall now, Mr. President, endeavor to show, so far as I may, 
that this contention upon oe the minority of the com- 
mittee is not well founded, and can not for one moment be suc- 

‘And fn the feet + A 

, that ise question at issue may not 
by extraneous matter, and that there may be no mis- 
of the position of the committee as represented by 
or of the position of the minority as represented in 
I shall submit the following propositions; 
which I respectfully insist prescribe the true constitutional and 
now under consideration, and which 

case: 


of the United to of the . uali- 
~ peng judge and quali 
ant 2ond. In a case where the Delaware senate has uired into 


ce and vote of Governor Watson in the joint | 
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the elections, returns, and qualifications of a member, and he has 
been inducted into office, no fact or condition subsequently inter- 
vening which in law may operate, either to disqualify such incum- 
bent or to make vacant a seat, or to permanently or temporarily 
suspend and hold in abeyance the right to exercise such office, 
such judgment having been uninfluenced by frand—such adjue- 
tication of the Delaware senate, in so far as the facts involved are 
concerned, is conclusive, is binding on the Senate of the United 
States, and can not be inquired into here. 

Third. The United States Senate, however, is not concluded in 
any case from inquiring into the right of a member of the Dela- 
ware senate to vote for a United States Senator where the State 
senate has never either actually or constructively rendered judg- 
ment as to such right. It is only concluded where there has been 
either an actual or constructive adjudication and such judgment 
has been either actually or constructively rendered. 

Fourth. The exclusive power of the Delaware senate to inquire 
into the elections, returns, and qualifications of its members does 
not extend to or confer an exclusive power upon that body, either 
to pass upon a constitutional disqualification of a member, as a 
result of a fact conceded by all, namely, that such member as 
speaker of the senate has in virtue of a clause of the Delaware con- 
stitution succeeded to the exercise of the oftice of governor, or to 
determine exclusively, or in a manner to be binding on the Senate 
of the United States, as to whether the seat in the Delaware senate 
occupied by Watson when he succeeded to the exercise of the 
office of governor was or was not subject to occupation tempo- 
Both 
these questions, whether the Delaware senate adjudicates and ren- 
ders judgment therein, either actually or constructively, or not, 
are open questions here. to be inquired into and determined for 
itself by the Senate of the United States, under the constitutional 
grant of power to judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its own members. 

These four ee ae Mr. President, 1 assert as sound in law 
and logic, and directly applicable to the case now under consid- 
eration. 

It is claimed by the minority of the committee that the ques- 
tions as to the elections, returns, and qualifications of William T. 
Watson toa seat in the Delaware senate was, in January, 1893, 
two years and four months before he, as speaker of the senate, 
succeeded to the exercise of the office of governor constructively, 
if not actually, passed upon in his favor by the Delaware senate, 
and he then took his seat as senator, was elected speaker of that 
body, and continued, with only occasional absences, to exercise the 
offices of state senator and speaker of the senate until April 9, 1895. 

This is all conceded by me. As to this, therefore, there is no 
contention. It is admitted by the majority of the committee and 
by all parties to this controversy. 

It is contended, furthermore, by the minority of the committee in 
their views, that Watson’s right to a seat having been thus passed 
upon by the Delaware senate in 1893, and such senate never hav- 
ing afterwards passed judgment of disqualification on the admit- 
ted facts of his having succeeded to the exercise of the office of 
governor, the hands of the United States Senate are tied: that 
the Senate is by the adjudication of the Delaware senate in 1893 
precluded from inquiring into the fact as to Watson's right to 
exercise the office of senator in May, 1895, while exercising the 
office of governor. This proposition I emphatically deny. 

itis furthermore claimed by the minority, as a matter of fact, 
that the Delaware senate did, while Watson was exercising the 
office of governor, adjudicate as to his mght to exercise the office 
of senator while exercising the office of governor. This I also 
Sa deny. And upon this question of fact I insist the 
testimony that can legally and properly be considered is over- 
whelming and conclusive against any such claim. 

Before proceeding to the consideration of this question of fact, 
however, I will endeavor to show that in no event, whether the 
Delaware senate did or did not pass upon the question as to the 
right of Governor Watson to a seat in the joint assembly, is the 
Senate of the United States concluded from inquiring into and 
passing upon this question. The exercise of this right, Mr. Presi- 
dent, upon the part of this body is in no sense any invasion of the 
exclusive right of the Delaware senate to judge of the elections, 
retarns, and qualifications of its members. This power to judge 
extends only to the filling of seats subject to occupation. It isa 
power limited and controlled by several constitutional limitations, 
and, first, by the constitutional provision determining as to the 
number of seats to be filled; and second, by other provisions of 
the same constitution, declaring either expressly or inferentially, 
or both, that a certain person, member of the senate, shall, upon 
the happening of a certain contingency while he is such senator, 
no longer exercise such office as senator, or that upon the happen- 
ing of acertain contingency, as, for instance, a senator succeeding 
to the exercise of the office of governor to fill a vacancy, the seat 
held by him as senator shall not, while he continues to exercise 
the of governor, be subject to occupation either by him or 
anyone else, 
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To permit the Delaware senate to do this, under its conceded 
exclusive power to judge of the qualifications of its members, 
would be to permit a no more flagrant exercise of power than 
would be the case if permitted to determine that the senate of the 
State of Delaware shall consist of ten members when the constitu- 
tion declares it shall consist of but nine. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought the Senator conceded—I do not know 
that he did—more than I should be willing to concede as to how 
far the Senate was concluded by the action of the State legislature 
in passing upon the qualifications of a senator. I wish to know 
whether the Senator goes so far as to hold that if the legislature 
of Delaware had admitted a senator who confessedly was only 21 
years of age, and passed = his election, qualification, and return, 
and seated him, we would not be permitted to inquire whether 
such senator was or was not 27 years of age? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I willsay to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that I shall discuss that wr question. I hold nothing 
of the kind; but I do concede now, I will say to the Senator— 
because I propose to argue this case precisely as I understand it 
and the law applicable to it—that although there is a provision 
in the Delaware constitution which states that a person, in order 
to be entitled to a seat in the Delaware senate, must be 27 years of 
age, if the Delaware senate should admit a person claiming a 
right to a seat in that body, after having adjudicated upon the 
question of fact as to his age, and there was nothing on the face 
of the record to show what his age was, then the decision of the 
Delaware senate would, in my judgment, in the absence of fraud 

racticed on the senate, be conclusive on the Senate of the United 
tates as to that fact. 

Mr. PLATT. I would not concede that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It would be conclusive, in my 
judgment on the judicial tribunals of the country, and on every 
other tribunal, I shall answer the question more fully, however, 
and define my position more at length, a little later on. I may 
say here now, however, if, on the contrary, the senate of Dela- 
ware should, by resolution, for instance, declare that, ‘‘ whereas 
Richard Roe has to-day applied for a seat in the Delaware senate 
from the county of Kent, said Richard Roe being of the age of 20 
years, and while that is not just what is called for by the constitu- 
tion, we think there ought to be no vacancy in the senate from the 
county of Kent, therefore we admit him,” and he is admitted, I 
say that is an adjudication which would be absolutely void and 
would not conclude anybody. 

Mr. PLATT. Ican not concede so much as the Senator does, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I concede that much, believing it 
to be asound doctrine, and the well-settled rule of law on this sub- 


ject. 

Mr.GEORGE. Suppose there is adispute about the , would 
we have the power to decide then whether the senate of Delaware 
decided correctly or not? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am very clear upon that point. 
My opinion is upon the question of fact as to the age of an appli- 
cant that the Delaware senate is the exclusive judge, subject to 
the conditions I have stated, but if they, in determining that fact 
show on the face of their judgment that the party was not entitled 
to a seat, then it is an open question, and concludes nobody. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose, es only being qualfied for a seat in 
the legislature of Delaware, they chose to admit a woman, would 
the Senate of the United States be concluded by that? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is a case within the excep- 
tion Icited. It would ome on the face of the record, and such a 
aes or finding of fact declaring a woman a man would 
not bs conclusive in any tribunal. 

Suppose there were a clause in the Delaware constitution de- 
claring in express terms that in the event of the speaker of the 
senate succeeding to the exercise of the office of governor, so long 
as he continues to exercise the functions of governor neither he 
nor anyone else shall exercise the office of senator vacated by 
him, and that during such period the senate of the State of Dela- 
ware shall consist of but eight members, would it be contended 
for one moment in such case that, notwithstanding such a pro- 
vision, the Delaware senate possessed not only the right and power, 
but the exclusive power, to admit the governor to a seat in the 
senate, and that such act would be binding on the Senate of the 
United States? 

But, Mr. President, although the Delaware constitution does 
not say this in the precise terms I have just stated, it is insisted 
by the majority of the committee—and I now confidently insist 
it means precisely that, nothing more, nothing less—hence it is 
a question arising not out of any disputed facts concerning the 
rig t of a person to a seat, in which case I concede the judgment 

the State senate as to the facts found, nothing more, however, 
will be binding upon the United States Senate, but one ——e 
out of the construction of the fundamental law of the State, an 
upon a state of facts in reference to which there is no ute; 
hence it is a eee not within the exclusive control the 
Delaware senate in the exercise of its power to judge as to the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications of its own members, . 


The exclusive power of the Delaware senate to judge as to the 
election, returns, and qualifications of its own members does not 
include the right or the power to determine as to the number of 
persons the senate shall consist of, either permanently or tempo- 
rarily. That isa — to be determined either by the funda- 
mental law or the statutes of the State, or both; and if upon this 
—- there is any doubt, or, indeed, even if it is one free from 

oubt, and the senate decides either way, in the former case, or in 
the latter, directly contrary to the p mandate of the law 
determining the number, then, in either event, the judgment of the 
State senate is not conclusive on the United States Senate, much 
less is this erg concluded, when, as in the case under considera- 
tion,as I shall presently show. there has been no adjudication 
whatever, either actually or otherwise, upon the part of the Dela- 
ware senate. 

In other words, any judgment of the Delaware senate, cither 
actual or constructive, as to the right of a person to sit to be con- 
clusive on this body, must relate to a seat in the senate subject to 
occupation, and the determination of this question as to whether 
a seat is or is not subject to occupation, either permanently or 
temporarily, is one es on a proper construction of the 
fun ental law of Delaware. 

Mr. GEORGE, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator will allow mo 
to proceed. I shall answer any question later. I wish this part 
of my argument to be connected. 

Hence, it is a question not within the exclusive power of the 
Delaware senate to determine. And whether the province of de- 
termining it is or is not assumed by such State senate, or if 
assumed, no matter what may be the character of the decision, it 
is not binding on the United States Senate. It is not binding in 
such a case any more than would be a decision of the Delaware 
senate seating a tenth person as a member of that body when the 
constitution declares emphatically that the membership shall be 
but nine. The — given to the State senate by constitutional 

rovision to judge as to the qualifications of its members is to 
judge of the qualifications of persons who apply for admission to 
seats, which seats are provided — the constitution of the State 
and not by the judgment of the e. 

This power to judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of members does not include the power to admit a claimant toa 
seat not subject to occupation under the constitution of the State. 
Any such judgment by the Delaware senate would be a mere 
brutum fulmen, an act in all ultra vires, absolutely void, 
and in no respect binding on the United States Senate. 

Furthermore, if a of fact is involved in the claim of 
a person to a seat in the State senate, and this question of fact re- 
lates to any one of the four constitutional qualifications of « Del- 
aware senator, it is the exclusive a of such senate to deter- 
mine such question of fact within the rule and subject to the 
limitations I have stated, and such determination, [ concede, 
would be binding on the Senate of the United States. But beyond 
this this body is not bound. If after finding certain facts, which 
finding is binding here, the Delaware senate in seating a meniver 
misconstrues the fundamental law, or in any sense passes upon 2 
question of constitutional or statutory construction as to the right 
either of a seat to be filled at all or to be filled by a particular 
person, when under the facts found concerning him he is by the 
constitution excluded from exercising the office of senator, then 
such judgment of the State senate is not conclusive, is not binding 
upon this body. 

I come now to the question suggested by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Pratt}. For instance, the constitutional power of 
the Delaware senate to judge as to the qualifications of its mem- 
bers does not empower that Le | by its judgment to admit 4 
member who, it is conceded b the facts found or admitted, 
does not possess a certain qualification required by the constitu- 
tion of the State. Such a judgment is not binding on this body. 

For instance, the Delaware constitution provides that a person 
to be eligible to a seat in the senate of that State must be 27 years 
of age. If the Delaware senate adjudicates upon this question 
and admits a claimant to a seat, nothing appearing to the con- 
trary, such Sena. it is conceded by me, is binding as to the 
fact of the member’s age, though, as a matter of fact, he may be 
but 20 years of age, the presumption , nothing appearing to 
the contrary, that he was of the req age. But suppose in 
such a case the fin read upon the journal of the senate }s 
to the effect that the c tis but 20 years of age, but to the 
end that there might be no vacancy and the senate may have 1's 
full membership, he is admitted by the senate and gives the cast- 
ing vote in the election of a United States Senator, will it be 
seriously contended that such adjudication, such a judgment, 
void on its face, could preclude the United States Senate from 
ees into his t to vote for a United States Senator: 

y friend trom ticut would perhaps go a step further 
than I do, and say that in any event, whether it a on the 
face of the Joligueent or otherwise, the Benate wou! not be pre- 
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He may be right. I quite agree, asI have already stated, 
such judgment could be attacked here in a ae case for want 
of jurisdiction a — on its face. And I think I should also 

o'so far as to hold it might also be attacked if it could be shown 
8 trated upon the State senate; otherwise I 
udication of the legislative body of the State 

i all the facts. 
aa on this phase of the case, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the following American authorities, which, 
it seems to me, are directly in point: 
AUTHORITIES. 


In Prouty vs. Stover (11 Kans., 235) the validity of the election 
of a State printer by a joint assembly of the Kansas legislature 
was assailed. The question arose whether the action of the State 
senate, admitting and retaining certain senators, was made con- 
clusive of their right to sit in*the senate and vote in the joint 
assembly by the constitutional provision which made each house 
‘the ju C L 
members.” This action of the senate practically construed the 
law of Kansas to recognize certain seats in the senate as subject 
to occupation. It was claimed that this was conclusive on the 
courts. But the court held that the power of the senate to judge 
of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members 
did not include the power to conclusively construe the law to rec- 
ognize the seats as subject to occupation, or to admit or retain the 
occupants of those seats. Judge Brewer, now the distinguished 
associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, deliv- 
ering the opinion of the court, said: 

Defendants claim that this court can not look beyond the action of the 
house to inquire whether ersons admitted as members were legally en- 
entitled to seats. Aicle 2, section 8, declares that each house ‘shall be qud ge 
of the eelections, returns, and qualifications of its own members.” Itsdeter- 
taination is not the subject of repeal or review. 
everyone. But what is included in this power? Does the power to judge of 
the qualifications of its members include the power to increase such mamber- 
ship? Can it enlarge its members without limit? Is it, like an academy of 
science or a lodge of Odd Fellows, capable of wai expansion? If like 
law fixed the number of senators at twenty-five, could those twenty-five admit 
twenty-five more, on pretense of judging ‘‘of the elections and qualifications of 
tts own members,” and thus create a senate of fifty members? If this power 
exists, how easily could a partisan majority secure to itself a two-thirds vote, 
by simply admi nem members. To create a representative or senatorial 

requiresa law—the consent of both houses. Neither house, by itself, 
can create a district and then admit someone to represent it. The district 
must exist before it can be represented. 

In State vs. Francis (26 Kans., 724) it was contended that a cer- 
tain act of the legislature had failed to receive a constitutional 
majority of votes, and was, therefore, void. 

he question was whether four of the representatives whose 
votes were decisive in favor of this act, in the house, were lawful 
membersof that body. The house of representatives, by its action 
admitting and retaining these four members, had construed the 
law and constitution to recognize their seats as subject to oceu - 
tion at the time. The court overruled this construction, held that 
there were no seats in the house for these four representatives, 
and declared the act in question to be void. The court said: 

Therefore, whenever the house of representatives consists of more than 
12% members, some of such members must be there illegally. Such was the 
case in 1879. The house of representatives at that time consisted of 129 mem- 
bers. Four of these members, to wit, the 4 from Rooks, Rush, Harper, and 
Kingman coun who were not provided for by law, and who were the last 
members admi to seat were ae aan to ow ante, Ane the oct in 
controversy was 0 yy the assistance o eir votes. xcept for 
their vi or at Teeet theec of “their votes, the act would not have peaeived 
a constitu’ majority of the votes of the members of the house; and, 
not counting their votes, the act did not receive a constitutional majority. 
Now, we do not think that their votes should be counted, and, therefore, we 
think the act in controversy must be held as not having passed the house of 
representatives, and as void. 

Th Yard vs. Meeser (44 Penn. St.,341) the common council of 
Philadelphia, which was invested with the power to judge of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its members, had construed 
the law to two seats as subject to occupation by repre- 
sentatives of the Fifth ward, and had admitted a second member 
from that ward. The court, in an action to restrain the payment 


The $ 
This court has no authority to ju whether the election was regular! 
conducted or not, for that duke ie ed b law to the councils. Our duby 
must be confined to the decision of the question, whether there was an office or 
vacancy to be filled. 
a Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, pages 52-55, 
ys: 


It follows, therefore, that every Department of the Government, and every 
en Te may, at anytime when a duty is to be per- 
formed, be to pase upon ® question of constitutional construction. 

the decision, when made, must, from 

to no repeal or review, 
other Departments or of 
jon may be uired to be 
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een 
| addressed to the discretion of some one Department or officer, so that the inter- 





ference of any other Department or officer, with a view to the substitut 
its own discretion or judgment, in the place of that to which the Constit 
has confided the decision, would be impertinent and intrusive 
are cases in which the question of construction is equally addressed to two or 
more Departments of the Government; and it then becomes important to 
know whether the decision by one is binding upon the « 
| 
' 





** * 


thers, « 
setting aside 
of t} 


r whether 


each is to act upon its own judgment. * * now those 


cases to which we have referred, when from the 





nature 





ga, and per- 
haps from explicit terms of the Constitution, the judgment of th Depart- 
| ment or officer acting must be final, we shall find the general le to be that, 
whenever action is taken which may become the subject of 
in court, any question of constitutional power or right that Ht 


such action will be open for consideration in such suit o 
the court must finally settle the particular contr: 
determine the question of constitutional lax 
_ This is a case, therefore, if there can be said to be any ques- 
| tion open to construction, in which, in the language of Judge 
Cooley, ‘‘ the question of construction is equally addressed to two 
| or more Departments of the Government.” 
Mr. GEORGE and Mr. GRAY. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
ments.” 





versy, so also t y fina 


| 
| State governments. 
| It does not say ‘State govern- 
It does not say anything about State governments. 
| Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will examine it he will see that it 
| does. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is in all respects similar in 
| principle to that class of cases referred to by this eminent jurist 
wherein action is taken which may become the subject of a suit 
| or —_——e in court. Any question of constitutional power or 
right that was involved in such action will be open for considera- 
tion in such suit or proceeding, and the court must finally settle 
the particular controversy; so also will they determine the ques- 
tion of constitutional law. Here the Senate of the United States, 
being called to act judicially under the constitutional grant au- 
thorizing it to judge of the elections and qualifications of its own 
| members—and this necessarily involves a construction of the 
Delaware constitution—hence, it is not bound, it is respectfully 
submitted, by any judgment of the Delaware senate on that 
subject. 

If, as a matter of constitutional law, the offices of senator and 
speaker of the senate held by Watson became absolutely vacant 
when he succeeded to the executive office, any judgment of the 
State senate seeking to clothe him with power to hold or exercise 
the office of State senator would be a mere brufwm fulmen, an act 
in all respects ultra vires, for the plain reason it would be a judg- 
ment assigning him a seat in the senate which, under the consti- 
tution, is not assignable or subject to occupation. Such an act 

upon the part of the Delaware senate would be something infinitely 

more in scope and effect than simply to judge of the qualifications 
| of a person to a seat in the senate. It would be to declare a seat 
| subject to occupation which the constitution declares shall not be 
| 





occupied. 

And this view is equally applicable to this case whether the 
office of senator becomes absolutely vacant on the speaker of the 
senate becoming governor, or whether the right to exercise the 
office of senator while exercising the office of governor is merely 
held in abeyance and suspended. And any such judgment, it is 
respectfully submitted, is not binding on the Senate of the United 

| States, and can not deprive that body, under its power to judge 
| of the qualifications of its members, of determining whether under 
the constitution of the State of Delaware the governor of that 
State can be permitted to hold or exercise the office of senator at 
the same time he holds and exercises the office of governor. 
THE MAINE CASE DIRECTLY IN POINT 

During the investigation of this case, Mr. President, my atten- 
tion has been called by my colleague on the committee, the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], to a case brought before the 
supreme court of the State of Maine, and reported in 7 Greenleaf, 
483, which it will be found on careful inspection is directly in 

int, in strong support of the theory for which we contend; that 
is, that the person exercising the office of governor can not at the 
same time exercise the office of legislator. The facts and the 
decision of the court in this case will doubtless be brought to the 
attention of the Senate by the Senator from Michigan when he 
comes to address the Senate on this case. 

THE CASES CITED IN THE VIEWS OF THE MINORITY NOT APPLICABLE. 

_ The cases cited, Mr. President, in the views of the minority in 
support of the contention that we are precluded here from in- 
quiring into the right of the governor of Delaware, while exer- 
cising such office, to exercise the functions of senator, have, it is 
respectfully submitted, no application to the case under con- 
sideration. 

Three cases, and only three, are cited: That of Sykes vs. Spencer, 
reported in Taft’s Election Cases, page 521; that of David Turpie. 
decided in May, 1888, and those of Clark and McGinniss vs. 
Sanders and Power (Taft's Election Cases, page 637). 

With the doctrine laid down in each of these cases I am not at 
war; on the contrary, I concede all that can be properly claimed 
for the principle enunciated in these cases. i none of these 
cases was there any constitutional question involved such as here, 
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amount and kind of property of a certain value; third, he must be 
and must have been a citizen and inhabitant of the State for a cer- 
tain length of time; and, fourth, for the last year immediately pre- 
his election he must : om ae an inhabitant of the county 
from which he was elected. ualifications, and those 
only, I contend the senate of wes reyes of ware has the right 
to pass, under the power given it by the constitution of the State 
to judge of the elections returns and qualifications of its own mem- 
bers. I shall, et speak upon this feature of the case later 
7 in my 7 
Mr. GRA What I meant to ask was whether the whole : ynes- 
tion is not as to whether A B or C D is qualified to fill it. 
ae MITCHELL of Oregon. It % clearly not, as I view tho 


““Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask a question of the Senator 
simply to ascertain what is his exact position. Does the Senator 
to be understood as den mn the senate of Delaware, in 
sallgfues of the election and qu ae its members, the power 
to construe the constitution of the State 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The a senate has a right, 
and not only aright, but it is its duty, in the first instance, in 
passing upon the question of the qualifications of a senator, to con- 
strue the constitution and laws of the State, but if in doing so it 
makes a mistake—— 

Mr. GEORGE. We can correct it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We can correct it. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Undoubtedly; and we are not 
concluded in any event whether a mistake has been made or not. 
It is an open question for us. We might reach the same conc] 1- 
sion as did the State senate in a given case or we might reach a 
different conclusion. 

Mr. GEORGE. In other words, the Senator from Oregon be- 
—— = aoe the Senate of the United States on a question of law 







In none of them was there any question as to whetner a particular 
seat was or was not open to occupation. 

In the case of Sykes vs. Spencer the question was as to which of 
the two bodies claiming to be the ture of the State of Ala- 
bama was the legislature; while in the Turpie case the question 
was whether the judgment of the Indiana senate as to the title of 
r two members—Branahan and McDonald—was binding upon the 

Senate of the United States. In that case there had been an adju- 
dication by the State senate—here there has been none—unseat- 
ing two members and seating two others in their places. The 
Frei i involved was one purely of fact growing out of alleged 



























uds in the election. The senate adjudicated this question of 
fact. uestion as to the right of these two seats to be occupied 
under i > heen constitution was involved. Consequently the 
Senate of the United States very properly held that the judgment 
of the Indiana senate was conclusive on this body. As showing 
the clear distinction between the Turpie case and the one we are 
now considering, I beg to read the following extract from the 
report of the committee in this case, submitted by me February 
18. 

I read from page 20: 
THE DISTINCTIONS BETWEEN THE DU PONT CASE AND THE TURPTE CASE. 


The question for consideration here is widely different from that presented 
to this committee in the Turpie case, in the first session of the ieth Con- 
gress. 


Mr. GRAY. From what case is the Senator reading? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am reading from my report. 

Mr. GRAY. In this case? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In this case, to show the distinc- 
tion between this case and the Turpie case. I read from page 20 
of the report. 

In that case, the Turpie case, there was no statutory, much less constitu- 


tional, question involved as to the number of seats in the Indiana senate open 
to occupation. The rights of two sets of claimants to two different seats 
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= confessedly open to occupation were in issue. There was no question, con 
stitutional, statutory, or otherwise, as to their right to be filled, or as to the . MITC wer ne the senate of Delaware? 


duty upon'the part of the senate x fill Sf) them, rovided ms having the of Oregon. I do; y where the con- 

ainite qualifier cerastiin of ton taenenlnton tate ved. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Oregon desire to 
conclude his remarks to-night? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am rather tired, and I will 
yield the floor and conclude my speech to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 




















and retur: and w er these had the oro malifications. In the per- 
formance of duty the Indiana senate held 

mad entities $0 their seats and that =p Sae rsons claiming same were, 
and the sitt members were ousted an © Claimants seated. And this 
committee the Senate very srepetty | eld ‘that in such case the action of 












the State senate was conclusive sideration of executive business. 
sear eee ete cei Sate Beater portance, involvings= | Mr. PASCO. With the permission of the Senator from New 


mestion as to whether, under the constitu of the State of Delaware, 
was any seat to be occupied. Argument to show the between 
the two cases is un ye py The = statement of the difference in the 
cases carries with it all the Se 

But still further. In the Indiana case it was not questioned that the senate 
of potions’ on actually ae upon the pean Fae 2 secon’ actually of the 
right of the two claimants who were the seats to which they 

Snaiaon while here it is clear mye a i eae tot the senate 
of of the State of Delaware, either actual or constructive, upon the right of the 
governor of the State of Delaware to hold or exercise the duties of senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER rose. 

Mr.GRAY. Onemoment. I wishtoask aquestion. If on the 
theory that there was a vacancy in the senate of Delaware from 
Kent County by the exercise of the office of governor by Mr. Wat- 
son, a person had been elected to fill that vacancy, and had _ 

with his credentials, would not that have presented a 
on which the tog - Delaware in that case would have 


competent to Perr 
Mr. MITCHELL of | Oregon. It would have presented a case 
sighs to pousupen, ban it hngurcing epenth they hn’ ateameah he 
t to pass upon, but upon it they 8 
son to a seat or had refused to admit him, no matter what the 
udgment might have been, such ju t would not have been 
conclusive upon the Senate of the nited States, from the fact 
that it involved a construction of the provisions of the Delaware 
constitution and not merely a question of fact. 

Mr. GRAY. eens en, the question had been between a 
person coming wi such a credential and Mr. Watson, who was 
exercising the office of or, and they had decided in favor 
of Mr. Watson; would have been a case upon which the Sen- 
ate of the United States would be competent to pass, under the 

Mr. M of . eae wean but the judg- 
ment rendered would n conclusive here for the same reason. 

Mr. GRAY. What one is there between deciding upon 
the question whether there is a seat open to occupation and de- 
= upon the question whether there is#a person qualified to 


Hampshire, I should like to call up a bill. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the motion. 


SUBPORTS OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY IN FLORIDA. 


31167) to provide for ports of try nd deliver — 
o provide for su entry an very. 

: There be topeonta objection, the Senate, as in Committee of “ 
While, greased to consider the bill. It roposes that such 
places in the collection districts in the State of Florida as the Sec- 
retary of Jamra time to time designate shall be 


su of 
The bill w was reported to the Nenate without amendment. ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passe. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for sub- 
ues- | ports of entry and delivery in the State of Florida.” 


PUBLIC-BUILDING SITES, HASTINGS AND NORFOLK, NEBR. 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (8S. 772) to provide for the of sites for public build- 
ings in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, in the State of Nebraska, 
“a for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to eens to sites in the cities of Hastings and 
Norfolk, Nebr., on suitable buildings for the use of 
the United States saat Government offices in those 
cities, the cost of the sites, respectively, not to exceed the sum of 


0, ore 
ain was reported tothe Soees aeanes ordered 
to beengrossed for athird vesding, read the third time, and passed. 


STAMFORD, CONN., SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


PLATT. I Pann tee a nes ot aa the a 
. 494) constituting Stamf: Conn., a port very. 
will take but a moment, I think. a Te ss 

There being no objection, the Senate, as Commi 0 1€ 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, caatineut all 
law asihaeen ie eee 


ois Sen eh zs + moe 


The amendment was agreed 
Serenetenatiee tia ienstees enttite’, ani te amend- 
certain | ment was concurred in, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


time, and . a 
a oy man so as to read: ‘‘A bill constituting Stam- 


ford, Conn., a subport of entry.” 
FACILITIES FOR FEDERAL COURTS IN NEW YORK CITY. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ST. CHARLES COLLEGE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill (S. 75) for the relief of 
St. Charles College be taken up and considered. A similar bill 
ILL. i ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed | has been passed by the Senate in two former Congresses. 

gree tion of the bill (S. 2053) to provide better facilities There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
to ’ TT out in New York City. Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
x being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | o War to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster’s De- 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary | partment of the | mated States Army the cir umstances, charac- 
of the Treasury to make certain proposed alterations in the post- | ter, and extent of the alleged use and oc uy ation by the | nited 
office building in New York City, and to improve, arrange, and | tates military authorities for Gove! nment purposes during the 
furnish certain rooms therein in accordance with plans prepared | ate Ww ar of the college buildings and grounds en st. Charles Col- 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury. Sixty thousand | lege, in St. Charles County, Mo., the actual value of such use and 

a much thereof as may be necessary therefor, is pro- | Occupation, and to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury what 
do at ao te @ ropriated for such purpose. : | amount, if any, is equitably due to the college from the United 

The bill oak veperted to the Senate without amendment. ordered | States as the reasonable value of such use and o cupation, and 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the St. Charles 


College the amount, if any, so found to be due from the United 
HAMPTON ROADS IMPROVEMENT. States. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con Mr. PLATT. What is the amount appropriated by the bill? 

rT. ° rs ah r as P . 4% ‘K y de There is n« g Oo t spec ie n e il 

saree tot on ca er ma = fea Siite tet chanel tree | is = in aebuaahees ir nee tigati - The aes aot eka is 

of War urnish an ni. < low 

Hampton ae eae Proxtl®, Vo., and also for oe PLATT. Who is to make the investigation? 

improving the Western branch 0 7 ver. Mr. COCKRELL. TheSecretary of War, through the Quarter- 

here being ee ere nee, nee of the | master’s Department, by which all such investigations are made. 

bal exe = luti cas re sorted to the Senate with yut amend- | This measure has been referred to the Committee on Claims and 
The er. Peta ‘OS for a third reading a the third has been two or three times reported favorably and passe “l by the 

ment, oat “4 er -_ “ | Senate. 

time, an eine ‘tenet Lomne Srexcen Mr. PLATT. In the same way? 


Mr. COCKRELL. In the same form. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present Mr. PLATT. I would rather put in the amount. ; ; 
consideration of the bill (S. 1699) for the relief of William Loring Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator from Mis- 
Spencer. This bill has been read at length and it has been debated, | S0Uri state again the amount. Is this a large amount? 

I think there will be no objection to it. Mr. Ct ICKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL. Is it a pension bill? Mr. CHANDLER. If it isa large amount it ought to be re- 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is. ported back to Congress. 

Mr. HILL. I thought we would take those bills up onacertain| Mr. COCKRELL. It is not a large amount. 

7 and put them all through. 


Mr. PLATT. What is the amount? 
r. GALLINGER. Thatis nottheabsoluterule. If objection | Mr. COCKRELL. I do not remember exactly now. It has 


is made of course I shall not press the bill at this time. | been some time since I looked at the papers. It is, I think, not 
Mr. HILL. I do not object. | exceeding $3,000. 


Mr. BERRY. Is this the same bill which was recommitted to| _ Mr. PLATT. I would rather put in $4,000 than make it in- 


C i Pensions? definite. 
Or GALLINGER. It is. Mr. COCKRELL. I would not want to put in any amount 


{r. LLIN , mit a iting the amount. I should like to look at the papers first. 
Pe -— en oo: emmaimens Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator knows it is objectionable to 


| 
Mr. BERRY. What is the amount now proposed? until I can look and see, but I think there is no objection to lim- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- | P@ss unlimited bills of this sort, but I am perfectly well satisfied 


sideration of the bill? | with the Senator’s explanation that it is not a large amount. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, it is nota large amount. There is no 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. | question about that. If it were a large amount I should have 


The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 8, | i2sisted myself on limiting it. , 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty ” and insert “sev- | Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut 
enty-five”; so as to make the bill read: | that if we put in a limitation of the amount it would probably 

| reach that sum. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Loring Spencer, 


widow of G E. Spencer, late colonel First Regiment Alabama Cavalry, 
at the rate of per month. 


Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state that this report comes from the Com- 
mittee on Claims and is a unanimous one. It has been examined 
by that committee on several different occasions and has passed 


the Senate at least twice, and it is now reported in the same form 
The amendment was agreed to : Y wg 
. sell ‘ | as in the last Congress. There was no division in the committee 
eae a ee to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | on the subject. a a 
: : a Mr. CHANDLER. Did I understand the Senator from Florida 
ester ‘scalp pea to be engrossed for a third reading, read | ¢, make any different statement from that of the Senator from 
» and passed. Missouri as to the amount involved? 
PENNSYLVANIA EMERGENCY TROOPS. Mr. HARRIS. Oh, no. 


. Mr. PASCO. The amount is small. It is not a large amount. 
Mr. QUAY. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro-| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to the consideration of the bill S. 490) to indemnify the State | to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
of P lvania for money expended in 1864 for militia called into aes : met de 
the service by Be governer under the proclamation of SUE OF BONDS IN NEW MEXICO. 
the President of June 15, 1863. nF . Mr. BRICE. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | sideration of the bill (H. R. 4052) approving certain acts of the 
+ to consider the bill, which had been reported | legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico authorizing 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in | the issue of certain bonds of said Territory. 
line 10, after the word “expended,” to insert the following! There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Proviso: Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
That : from the Committee on Territories with an amendment, after line 
the provisions of this act shail not eaeen the sume SO Da | 37, to insert: 
The amendment was Also, the certain bonds and indebtedness, $172,500 in amount, together with 


agreed to. 
The _ | the interest coupons thereto attached, of the county of Santa Fe, Territory 
ment — was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend of New Mexico, dated March 1, 1892, issued under the provisions of an act of 

concurred in. the Territorial general assembly known as the refunding act. Such bonds 
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having been issued in refunding and in lieu of $150,000 of bonds and the over- 
due interest thereon of said county of Santa Fe, theretofore issued and out- 
standing, are hereby validated, agpeeren. and confirmed. 

It is intended hereby to validate, approve, and confirm any and all laws 
roceedings, and bonds relating to the matter necessary to the validation of 
he said $172,500 of bonds, but no further and for no other pu ; but the 

United States shall not be held hereby to incur or create any indebtedness. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Ohio please explain the 
amendment? The bill originally was for $75,000 of bonds to en- 
able them to build a State house which had been destroyed by fire. 
I think that is all right, but I do not understand the amendment. 
I could scarcely catch it asitwas read. It proposes to validate the 
issue of $172,500 of bonds. 

Mr. BRICE. The Committee on Territories had a full hearin 
and made a unanimous report in favor of the amendment, an 
were rather more in favor of the amendment, I think, so far as the 
equities were concerned, than of the original bill. Thevalidation 
is of certain refunding bonds that were issued by the county of 
Santa Fe in lieu of certain other bonds that had been before that 
time issued in aid of a railroad, and about which there was some 
controversy arising out of a decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States since rendered. The validation in the amendment 
is precisely a similar one to that which was made by an act of Con- 
gress in the Southern Dakota case, which was passed by Congress 
and sustained oe Supreme Court. It is merely a validation 
of certain other bonds in addition to the bonds that were provided 
for in the bill as passed by the House. 

Mr. PLATT. en were those bonds issued? 

Mr. BRICE. The first bonds? 

Mr. PLATT. The first ones. 

Mr. BRICE. There is a full report accompanying the bill. If 
the Senator desires to look into the matter—— 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. BRICE. I will let it be passed over for the present, so that 
the Senator can examine the report. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if I 
understood him correctly to say that this is a unanimous report 
by the committee? 

Mr. BRICE. I do. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no question about the justice or equity 
of the bonds? 

Mr. BRICE. Absolutely none. 

Mr. BERRY. None whatever by the citizens? 

Mr. BRICE. Iam not prepared to say as to the citizens of the 
Pessitars. 

Mr. BERRY. Or the county authorities? 

Mr. BRICE. I mean to say that the original bonds were issued 
in pursuance of six successive votes,in the years 1881, 1882, 1883, 
1 1885, and 1886, of the county of Santa Fe. Some years after- 
wards, without objection from any citizen of the county of Santa 
Fe, those bonds were taken up and refunded at a lower rate of in- 
terest under a general refunding act of the legislative assembly of 
that Territory, also without objection. A decision of the Supreme 
Court rendered some two years held that the original act was 
void because it had not been passed by authority of Congress. This 
proposed act seeks to validate the original act authorizing those 
county votes. 

Mr. BERRY. Were the bonds issued in aid of a railroad? 

. my BRICE. They were issued to build a railroad, which was 
muilt. 
Mr. BERRY. And the railroad was built? 

Mr. BRICE. The railroad was built and it is in operation. 

Mr. CALL. There does not seem to be any other member of 
the committee present. Iam a member of the committee, and 
will state that I was present at one of the hearings. 1 do not 
remember that there was any one there representing the Terri- 
tory, although I believe the Delegate was present; but there was 
nothing said on the part of any one authorized to represent the 
Territery in opposition to the bill which is now before the Senate. 
I did not understand, however, that there was an absence of all 
opposition to it. It seems to me, if my memory is right, that 

ere was some action on the part of the legislative assembly. I 
will ask the Senator from Ohio if that is not the case? I see the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL) is now here, who was also 
present at the hearing. ; 

Mr. BRICE. Does the Senator ask if there was some action by 
the legislative assembly? 

Mr. CALL. Was there not? 

Mr. BRICE. None except to validate the bonds to the extent 
of the power of the legislative assembly. 

Mr. CALL. There has never been anything else? 

Mr. BRICE. There never has been anything else. 

Mr. CALL. No opposition to the payment on the part of the 
Territory? 


Mr. BRICE. No opposition by the ma le of the Territory or 
¥ the commissioners of the county or by the legislative assembly 
of the Territory. 

Mr. PLATT. The money has been obtained on these bonds? 

Mr. BRICE. The money was obtained from these bonds, and 
they are now held by various institutions which paid for them, 
and the money obtained has been expended. Several times the 
amount was expended, and the road is in operation. 

Mr. HILL. «Mr. CaTRON, the Delegate from the Territory, was 
before the committee, and said it was a very proper and just meas- 
ure and that it ought to be passed. 

Mr. BATE. Iama member of the Committee on Territories, 
I did not hear what transpired in regard to this bill when it sprung 
up in the committee and the arguments were being made. I was 
called away to the Committee on Military Affairs, my presence 
there being necessary to make aquorum. As I said, lam a inem- 
ber of the Committee on Territories, but I did not have a chance 
to examine the bill and hear the argument, and was not present 
when the committee took action onit. I was not, therefore, one 
of the committee to give a unanimous vote. This much I deem 
proper to say in regard to this bill. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Territories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill approving certain 
acts of the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 
authorizing the issue of certain bonds of said Territory, and for 
other purposes.” 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FERGUS FALLS, MINN. 


Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent to take froin the Cal- 
endar the ai 717) for the erection of a public building at 
Fergus Falls, Minn., and put it on its passage now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment, in line 23, before the word ‘ thousand,” to strike out 
‘*two hundred” and insert ‘‘ one hundred and seventy-five ”; so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


That the sum of —-_ be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, ont of 
any money in the ey not otherwise appropriated, to be used and ex- 
pended for the purposes of this act. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Minnesota to line 14, where the same amendment 
should be made. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, the amount there should be reduced from 
$200,000 to $175,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 14, before the word “thousand,” strike 
out ‘‘ two hundred” and insert ‘‘one hundred and seventy-five”; 
so as to read: 


The site and building thereon, with its appurtenances, when completed, 
upon plans and specifications to be previously made and approved by t)ic Sec: 
retary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in the aggregate the sum of $175,(10. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICT OF ALASKA. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 3964) to reorganize the customs collection district of Alaska. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
be 9 pate to consider the biil. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. M. BILLINGS. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 19) 
for the relief of J. M. Billings. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It —— to appropriate 
the sum of $850 to pay the claims of J. M. Billings, of Santa Clara, 


Santa eae of California, for money, money orders, 
etc., — from the post-office while he was postmaster of Santa 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 








1896. 


EEE 


ELIHU ROOT. 
I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 728) 
onnea Elihu Root for services rendered by direction of the 


-General. 
a hader 30 objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
$2,000 to compensate Elihu Root, United States attorney, south- 


ern district 0: 


defendant in the suit of the Yale Lock Manufacturing Company | 


. mas L. James. 
"phe ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FLORIDA SOUTHERN DISTRICT JUDGE, 


Mr. PASCO. I wish to ask unanimous consent that the bill 
(8. 477) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


New York, for services rendered as attorney for the | 
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It proposes to appropriate | 


| 


States, requiring the district judge for the southern district of | 


Florida to reside at Key West, may be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, when this bill was reported the 
other day the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] said it was 
in accordance with the general practice on the subject not to fix 
any particular place of residence for the judge. I think the judge 
ought to be required to reside at a point the least inconvenient to 
the public. But as the bill has been reported otherwise, I shall 
not make any point upon it. It seems to me, however, very clear 
that there ought to be some place of residence fixed for a judge, 
and it ought to be where it is the most convenient for the people 
who are suitors in the court. 

Mr. HILL. The committee gave very careful consideration to 
the matter, and they thought that if aman were compelled to live 
in Florida he was entitled to pick out the spot, and that it should 
not be established by law. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from New York shows that the com- 
mittee did not understand the subject at all. Anybody who has 
ever lived in New York would rather live anywhere in Florida 
than in the former State. 

Mr.PLATT. The very fact that some years ago we passed astat- 
ute requiring the judge tolive at Key West is the reason why action 
is now necessary with reference to the residence of the judge. I 
entirely disagree with the senior Senator from Florida [ Mr. Cau}. 
I think we ought not to limit the judge’s residence in a district at 
all. Ithink he ought to be permitted to choose his residence in 
the district. 

Mr. PASCO. At the time the law was passed I will state that 
this was simply a court of admiralty, no other business being 
transacted therein. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. PASCO. But now its territory extends all over the eastern 
and northern part of the Stateas far as Jacksonville. 

Mr. PLATT. The provision that the judge shall reside at Key 
West, so far as I know, is the only statute which requires a judge 
of any district court to reside in any particular place. I do not 
think we —_ to make exceptions and require the judge in this 
district of Florida to reside at a particular place any more than 
in other States. If we should enter upon the practice of passing 


2AAT 
OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
HENRY M. Coupen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


HOUSE 
WEDNESDAY, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


USE OF UNITED STATES BUILDING, JEFFERSON CITY, MO. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 85) 
granting to the county of Cole, in Missouri, permi use 
certain rooms in the United States building at Jefferson City, Mo. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be reac, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That full permission be, and the same is hereby, granted to 

| the county of Cole, State of Missouri, to occupy the United States court room 
and two jury rooms connected therewith in the United States buildi t 


| county not exceeding $15,000 in amount, payable 





ra 
Jefferson City, Cole County, Mo., during the months of ‘ 


March, July, ¢ 
vember, 1896, and March, 1897, for the purpose 


of holding sessions of the cir 


cuit court of said Cole County therein, and that during said occupation 
concurrent jurisdiction, so far as it is necessary, over said building be, and 
is hereby, ceded to the State of Missouri and to said county of Cole, so that 
the sessions of said court in said building and r may be, during said 
period, fully legalized: Provided, That said rooms shall be kept in good re 






pair at the expense of said county of Cole, and at the end of March, 1897, the 
use of said rooms shall be relinquished to the United States by said county, 
the premises to be in as good condition as before their « y vid cir 
cuit court of Cole County: Provided further, That the of said circuit 
court of Cole County shall in no way interfere with the sessions of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized in his discretion at any time to ter- 
minate this permit and the possession hereby granted of said premises upon 
thirty days’ notice to the judges of the county court of said county 


Mr. DINGLEY. Has this been reported by a committee? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes; unanimously by the Judiciary 
Comumnittee. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered 
to a third reading; and being read the third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURTON of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

COURT-HOUSE AND JAIL, NAVAJO COUNTY, ARIZ. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3448) authoriz- 
ing the county of Navajo, Ariz., to issue bonds for the construction 
of a court-house and jail at the county seat thereof. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of the county of Navajo 
Territory of Arizona, be, and are hereby, authorized to issue bonds of said 
in not less than five nor 
more than twenty years, and bearing interest at a rate not exceeding 5 per 
cent per annum, interest and principal payable in lawful money of the United 


| States, interest payable semiannually, and which said bonds shal! not be sold 


such —, we should have 45 different statutes fixing the resi- | 


dences of judges of the district courts in each State. 

Mr. CALL. I am entirely content that the bill shall pass with- 
out limitations; but I think the Senator from Connecticut, upon 
his argument, ought to oppose it. He does not think that the 
judge ought to be required to live in a place where it is most con- 
venient to the greater number of suitors, but that he should be al- 
lowed to select his residence at some inconvenient place. 

Mr. PLATT. I assume that the judge—— 

_ Mr. CALL. Key West is the place of all others most inconven- 
ient for the judge of that court, and he chose to fix his residence 
there. Itis a needless expense to witnesses and jurors and attor- 
neys. Itis for that reason that it is proposed to remove it, be- 
cause it is at a most inconvenient place. So I thought it would 
have been better to have fixed it at some other place, either Tampa 
or Jacksonville, where it would be most convenient to the people 
of the district. 

Mr. on I ate ee judge will _—— a a = 
venient place, especially as he does not get any mileage for trave 
from his home to the court. oa ‘ 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


re FRYE" Tet’ the bill (S 

. é bill (S.501) to uire the judge of the 

Po district of Florida to reside ie Jecknenvilla, Fia., be in- 
The IDENT. The bill will beindefinitely postponed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the Senate 


° until to-morrow, Thursday, March 5, 1896, at 12 


for less than par, for the construction of a court-house and jail at the county 
seat of said county. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad to have the gentleman from 
Arizona briefly explain this bill, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. The county of Navajo was created 
by the last legislature of Arizona, and has no public building of 
any kind. The county from which it was detached has a court- 
house and public building. This new county desires this build- 
ing which is proposed by the pending bill for a court-house and 
jail. They are paying rent now for buildings for this purpose, 
which costs the county more than the interest on the bonds pro- 
posed to be issued. For that reason they simply desire to issue 
bonds in order to procure funds for the construction contemplated. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itinvolves nocharges on the public Treasury? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. None whatever. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
joint resolutions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
by the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 213) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Da- 
kota or James River, and across the Mississippi River between 
the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and 
South Port, in the State of Louisiana, and across the Dlinois and 
Des Plaines:rivers between the mouth of the Illinois and the city 
of Joliet, inthe State of Llinois, and to prescribe the character, 
location, anddimensions of the same—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1858) to revive and reenact the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark.,” 
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approved March 2, 1891—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 295) making an appropriation for the improvement of 
the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.-—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 174) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 340) to amend the military record of John H. Skinner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8.1701) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (8.758) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A biil (8.641) to promote Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now on 
the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list, in 
accordance with his original position on the Navy Register—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

A bill (S. 642) for the relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8. 716) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (5S. 982) to grant medals to survivors and heirs of the Port 
Hudson (La.) ferlorn-hope storming column—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 656) appropriating $75,000 for the construction of a 
light-house tender for the Gulf coast of Florida—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (8S. 1847) for the construction of a steam revenue cutter 
for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (8. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Ju oa: 

A bill (8. 1962) for the erection of a public building at the city 
of Jamestown, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 
A. bill (8. 6) for the relief of P. S. Corbett—to the Committee on_ 


ims, 

A bill (8S. 5) referring to the Treasury Department the claims of 
sundry persons for examination, adjustment, and report to Con- 
gress—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1469) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which 
letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 516) for the relief of M. D. Crow—to the Committee 


on ° 

A bill (S. 1424) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend sec- 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of vessels’ 
names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking the draft,” 
more February 21, 1891—to the Committee on the Merchant 

rent ‘eS i ting an honorable discharge to William 

ill (8. ) granting an honora ischarge illi 
Pierce—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1480) to amend an act entitled “An act to adjust the 
salaries of ters,” approved March 3, 1883—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Roads. 

A bill (S. 1106) to place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alex- 
ander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill c 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance of 
a free public library and reading room in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1513) to regulate the use of the public parks and im- 
proved reservations in the District of Columbia under the charge 
of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1825) to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant 

Church of the Diocese of Washington—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (8. 509) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1646) pains for certain requirements for vessels 
propelled by gas, fluid, — or electric motors—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

RY ty 
he o in 

ritories and the District of Columbia to American citizens—to the 

Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1296) to commission passed assistant surgeons in the 
United States Navy, and to provide for their examination 


prelim- 
inary to their promotion to the grade of surgeon—to the Commit- 
Saban Mavel Aaeien, ™ 
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A oe 758) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the Unite 
States and to pay to said Wilbur such sum of money as he may 
be justly and ae entitled to—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1676) authorizing Rear-Admiral W. A. Kirkland to 
accept a gold box presented to him by the Emperor of Germany-- 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 744) providing for a naval training station on the island 
of Yerba Buena, or Goat Island, in the harbor of San Francisco, 
Cal., and for other pu s—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8. 1478) providing for the construction and equipment of 
a steam revenue cutter for service on the Atlantic Coast of the 
United States, with headquarters at the port of New York—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

A bill (S. 541) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution 
(S. R. 65) to print the annual report of the General Superin- 
tendent of the Life-Saving Service; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER, CHAMBERLAIN, 8S. DAK, 


Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill (S. 636) for the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Chamberlain, S. Dak. 

The bill was read. It provides that it shall be lawful for the 
Dakota Pacific Bridge Company, a corporation now being organ- 
ized for that purpose under the general corporation laws of the 
State of South ota, or its assigns, to construct under and sub- 


ject to the conditions and limitations provided, a combined rail- 


, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River, 
at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, within 5 miles 
above or below the city of Chamberlain, S. Dak., and lay on and 
over said bridge railway tracks for the more perfect connection 
of any and all railroads that are now or which may hereafter be 
constructed to the Missouri River at or within 5 miles above or 
below the city of Chamberlain, 8. Dak., or to the river on the 0))- 
posite side of the same, near the city of Chamberlain, 8. Dak., 
and build, erect, and lay on and over said bridge ways for wagons, 
vehicles of all kinds, and for the transit of animals, and to pro- 
vide ways for foot passengers, and to maintain and operate said 
bridge for the purposes aforesaid, etc. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. G LE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. S , L ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4804) to amend sub- 
division 10 of section 2288 and to 1 subdivision 12 of section 
2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes 
= _- tates is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 
ow n . 


Registers and pore = res, 
ants in all here they can secure a competent — 
to reduce the testimon forasum per folio than the sum herein 
prescribed it shall be their a do so.” : 

Sec. 2. That subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States is repealed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. 8S , reserving the right to object, | 
cones have an explanation. Is this bill reported by any com- 
; Utah. Unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Public Lands. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. ALLEN of Utah) was read, as follows: 


intly, at a rate not exceed 
them to writing for claim 


statutory fee of 15 
eemed it advisable 
ers an‘ 
, because, in the 
service. , 
will repeal subdi 
States. 


* Nevada, 

Montana are 

and commissions 

aan a pa the 

w € 

the States and Merrito 
necessary to allow the 












is when it is necessary or just 
and receivers in eer te 

States and Territories. These fees, as a rule, must y 

ho are seeking fo build homes, and who, in most cases, are least able to 

— th burdens imposed u them by these additional] fees. Everywhere 
iam : he t the country, including the above-named States and Territories, 
sof farm products and the products of all labor have fallen greatly, 

a t sooms but just that the fees which are imposed upon the classes above 
entioned in case they become involved in litigation over land and other 


claims, should be rete nich will be affected by the repeal of subdivision 12 


“ti follows: 5 ; 
of section =P ¢l for each declaratory statement filed and for services in act 


ing on preemption claims 


= com. ion to be paid by the homestead applicant at the time of 

try of 1 on and the Pash price as fixed by law of the land applied for; 
oad : like commission when the claim is finally established and the certifi 
cate therefor issued as the basis of a — ; 

The committee reports herewith H. R. 4073 and recommends that it be laid 


upon the table. 
ing the reading of the report, 

Me MeMILLIN said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
We can not hear the report. The Clerk reads rapidly, which is 
well enough, but there is so much noise we can not hear. 

The SPEAKER. The House must be in order, and gentlemen 

take their seats. 
mThe Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion ofthe bill? =i 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This seems to be a very proper measure, Mr. 

aker. 
Or. McMILLIN. If I understand this report correctly, the bill 
provides for a reduction of fees all along the line, and for an in- 
crease in no case. a7 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. The fees at present are 15 cents per folio | 
for transcribing testimony, except in the States and Territories set 
forth in the report, and there they are 22 cents a folio. This bill | 

oO to reduce the fees to a uniform rate of 10 cents a folio. 

r. MCMILLIN. And there isno class of fees raised by this bill? 
| 





Mr. ALLEN of Utah. No; they are all reduced. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN of Utah, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I also ask that the bill H. R. 4073—the 
original bill for which this is a substitute—lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, MOORMAN VS. LATIMER, THIRD DIS- 
TRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a privileged 
report from Committee on Elections No. 3, and ask that it be 
rinteé. At some early day I shail ask that it be considered. It 

is a unanimous report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BELL] pre- 
sents the report of Committee on Elections No. 3 in the case of | 
Robert Moorman vs. A. C. Latimer, Third Congressional! district | 
of South Carolina. The report will be ordered to be printed. 

| 


STATUE OF FRANCIS E. SPINNER. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 17, for 
the erection of a statue of Francis E. Spinner at the Treasury 
De ent building in Washington. 

@ joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the General Spinner Memorial Association, which has 
pais statue of Francis E. Spinner, formerly Treasurer of the 

nited States, may be allowed to erect said statue upon one of the ap- 
or buttresses of the Treasury building in Washington: Provided, | 
shall 


be erected according to the directions of the Secretary of 


The SPEAKER. 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
resolution and bill of the following titles ta whick, the eencuriones 
itles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: Pes 
oint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing the Secretary of War to 
cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of Engineers, to submit a 
estimate for the further improvement of Conneaut Har- 
re R. 161) making priations for the Depa 
ing appro ons for the rtment 
Agriculture for the fiscal year June 30, 1897. 
The message also announced that the te had passed bills and 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


no expense shall be incurred by the Government and that the statue | ’ 
located 
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joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1448) to withdraw from the Supreme Court jurisdic- 
tion of criminal cases not capital and confer the same on the cir- 
cuit courts of appeals; 





A bill (S. 2169) to regulate mail matter of the fourth class: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 76) authorizing Lieut. William McCarty 
Little to accept a decoration from the King of Spain: and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 78) aut] ing the Sect y of the Treas- 
ury to distribute the medals and diplomas : World's 
Columbian Comunission to the exhibitors entitled the 

The message also announce that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatiy » th mcurre) 
resolution of the Senate in regard to the ‘‘insur 
had asked a coi! nee with the House on the disagreeing . 
of the two Houses thereon. and had ippointed Mr. SuexMan, 
Mr. Morgan, and Mr. LopGs as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

ATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, [ask uw 


the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary Ww uses of 
the Chickamauga and Chattan 1 National } es 
Be it enacted, etc., That in order t t alue 
to the country from th: ishme ‘ 
National Park, the park and its appro are here : | al 
field for military maneuver r the Reg ar Army t Unit st sand 
the National Guard of t S : 
Sec. 2. That the Sec of W 
of appropriations which may from t 
to assemble, at his discreti in cam) ar al ich 
period as he may designate, at this f fm i sna } 1 
of the military forces of the United ites } best ve 
military instructions ther: The S« v W ito 
nake and publish regulations governing the mil f the National 
Guard of the several States upon t ma and 
detail instructors from the Regul Army I x 
cises. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. There are amendments, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HULL. I think there are some amendments recommended 
by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwould like to inquire of the gentleman, does 
this contemplate the assembling of a portion of the Reg r Army 
for the purposes of drill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. For drill and maneuver also, under orders 
of the War Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to reserve the right to object to this 

The SPEAKER. The right of objection is reserved. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, : 
follows: 





Amend the title by striking out the words “the Chickamauga a hatta 
nooga * and the words “and other purposes Insert after “ park" and 
the word “militar between “na ul” and } 

Amend the b it nes 4a 
Chickamauga and Inser i v lis 
“military ** bet ut } park l tw j i 
‘parks,’ substitute “ their” for ts,’ and in line 6 strike « ‘ en 
“be” and “ national,”’ and insez after “ flel Im lime 
stitute “such” for “this,” and insert the following pro at th L of 
section 1: 

* Provided, That the said parks shall be opened for such purp 
diser mof the Secretary of War and under such regulations as 
prescribe.” 

So that section 1 of the bill shall read as follows: 

“Section 1. That in order to obtain practical benefits of creat value to the 
country from the establishment of national military park aid } cs and 
th ipproaches are hereby declar be na ial f f 


I vers for the Regular Army the Ur States and the Na nal Guard 
of the States: Provided, That the said parks shall be opened for r ‘ 
only in the discretion of the Secretary of War and under such 1 

he may prescribe.” 


The SPEAKER, 


of the bill? 
Mr. CANNON, 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


I only want to ask asingle question. Perhaps 


I will betray my ignorance by asking it, but nevertheless I will 
ask: Is this a real necessity, for the benefit of the An wr is it 
a power granted which will result in much expense and something 
of pleasure, without resulting in profit to the Army? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No expense will result; and as to the 
amount of profit I can not speak. This bill was drawn in the 
War Department and sent tome. The present organization of 


these national parks constitutes them as parks, without any special 
purpose beyond the preservation of the parks and adornment; and 
the War Department was of the opinion that with a large tract of 
land, like the Chickamauga Park, comprising 7,000 acres of land, 
with hill and vale and surroundings, it would be a good place to 
have maneuvers and target practice and everything of that char 
acter, in which the Army is necessarily interested; and so, looking 
into the law, there was doubt whether the Secretary of War had 
the right to use the park for any other purpose than mere park 





Ce ia ae 
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ay ete The power granted, if this bill passes, simply allows 
he assembling of the cow at these places. 

Mr. CANNON. What I want to ask is, as the Federal policy 
that now exists isto abandon many posts and concentrate the Army 
at posts at thickly settled places—take, for instance, Chicago, St. 
Louis, and so on—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And Columbus, 

Mr. CANNON. Columbus; yes. Now, is this an effort, or a 
beginning of an effort, or a movement, that would take a portion 
of the Army stationed at Chicago or New York, and once a year, 
or more frequently, transport them for maneuver and target prac- 
tice down to Chickamauga, at the right time of the year, and 
transport them back, and if Chickamauga is the nearest point 
where they could be maneuvered, and where they could have 
os practice, and what would be the difference in transporta- 
tion 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has not, perhaps, under- 
stood that the bill is changed now from a single purpose, so that 
it turns all of these parks over to the War Department for that 
lage so of course Gettysburg battlefield would come in, and 

hiloh battlefield would come in, and any other military parks 
owned by the Government. So that of course I assume that if 
the Secretary of War desired to have target practice or artillery 
practice he would send them to the nearest place. It is not the 
purpose to make a post there—nothing of that character. The 
whole policy of the War Department is to lessen the number of 
ts and concentrate the troops at large points like Chicago and 

t. Louis, as the gentleman suggested. 

Mr. HULL. I would suggest to the tleman from Ohio that 
this is no new grant of power; that the Secretary of War has 
already power to take troops to any point it may be deemed nec- 
essary. This bill anny ves the right to use the national mili- 
= parks ially for this purpose. 

r. GROSVENO It is a bill that I have no interest in. 

Mr. HULL. I would also state that the bill in itself can not 
possibly create an increase of expense, because the War Depart- 
ment can now assemble the troops anywhere it pleases. It simp] 
= us 10 square miles that is probably the finest field for drill. 

turns over all the national parks to the use of the Army for 
this purpose, so that the troops could be ordered toany one nearest 
to the regular post. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs —e to me for a question? 

r. HULL. I have not the floor. I simply rose to make a 
suggestion to the gentleman from Ohio. 

r. PICKLER. Whovwill have charge of theseparks during the 
time of the nt drill of the regular troops in them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The superintendents of the park—the 
same men that have charge of them now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the superintendent of the park have 
charge of the r Army? 

Mr. GROS OR. Oh,no. The Regular Army will simply 
march in there and drill and then march out. But I promised 
the Chair that I would not occupy much time with this bill and 
I now withdraw it. : 


CONFERENCE REPORT, ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference re- 
port on the Army appropriation bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments cf the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5359) eoECRSie: 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their oten ay mohing Houses, a3 follows: 
That the Senate r e from itsamendments numbered 4 and 6. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 3,5, 7,8, 9, 10,11, 12, 15, 14, and 15, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
mate numbered 1, and agree tothe sama with an amendment as follows: In 
eu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“Provided, That hereafter no pay shall be retained, but this provision shall 
not apply to deductions authorized on account of the Soldiers’ Home.” 
An e Senate agree to the same. 
J. A. T. HULL, 
B. F. MARSH, 
J. E. WASHINGTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Statement to accompany conference report on bill making appropriations 
for the Army, H. R. 5359. 
The net increase of amount appropriated is em. 
Amendment No. 1 refers to retained pay, and House agrees to Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment to protect Soldiers’ * 
Amendment No. 2 fixes the number of hospital stewards at not to exceed 


100. 
No. 3 is verbal, to comply with law. 


No. 4 strikes out extra for Superintendent of Public Buildings a» 
Grou, — i n that The officer in cha e anor a cee. par one 
c. 5 provides e men retary of W ‘ i 
conbenll| shall not have travel allowances. - E a mip 
No. 6 simply makes total comply with amount aperetes 
e 


No. 7 increases the amount appropriated for Apac ndians held as prisons 
ers of war $2,500. 


Nos. 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 are simply verbal. 
J. A. T. HULL. 
B. F. MARSH. 
J. E. WASHINGTON, 
The conference report was agreed to, 
On motion of Mr. HULL,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table, 


WILLIAM H. DE FREEST. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, 

The bill (H. R. 3852) to amend the record of William H. De 
Freest was read, as follows: g 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend the 
record of the War Department in the case of William H. De Freest, late sec. 
ond lieutenant of Gomeeay B, First lowa Cavalry, so as to grant him an hon- 
orable ei Provided, That this act shall not be construed to give to 
said William H. De Freest 7, pay or allowance for any period of time he 
was absent without leave and not in the performance of military duty, orto 
such time as he would have been discharged by limitation of time of enlist. 
ment or otherwise. 


Mr. STEELE. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Curtis of New York) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3852) to amend the record of William H. De Freest, having considered the 
same, repose it back to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

In the Fifty-first Coquraat cae also in a subsequent Congress, this commit- 
tee favorably re the with an amendment, which is incorporated 
in the present bill. That report, which we adopt, is as follows: 

“The said De was second lieutenant o ey B, First Regiment 
of Iowa Cavalry, and was cashiered by sentence of general court-martial 

ted August 21, 1863, for two instances of intoxication, being found 
yon some of the specifications. This was done after two years of 
actual service in the se, and however well founded at the time, it 
answered its purpose so as the good of the service was concerned, and 
now after twenty-seven years have there seems to be no reason why 
this soldier should rest under this xt 
From the evidence on file it is conclusively shown that said De Freest has 
since the war lived an upright life, and has abstained from the use of intox- 
icants for the past seventeen years. The merits of his claim are attested 
to by letters from Samuel J. kwood, late governor of Iowa, and Daniel 
- erson, late colonel of the regiment in which said De Freest served during 
© war: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose the gentleman in charge of the 
bill will not object to the amendment which we have been in the 
habit of incorporating into bills of this kind? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the present considera 
tion of the bill. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for further consideration of the legislative appropria- 
tion bill. 

_ The motion was to. 

The House acco: ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for further consideration of the bill H.R. 
6248, the legislative appropriation bill. The Clerk will read the 
first section of the pending amendment. ' 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the first section of the bill 
now pending as an amendment would be, if adopted, section ¢ of 
the appropriation bill. Is that, for convenience of refer- 
ence during consideration in the committee, we follow the num- 
bering of the sections as printed in the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. . Chairman, I s t that the gentleman 
ask for an order that finally, when the bill shall be completed. the 
Clerk shall be authorized to number the sections consecutively. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The inal offer of the amendment em- 
braced the c of the num of the sections, but my sug- 
gestion now is that by unanimous consent we follow the numbers 
as they are con in the amendment itself. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
son] asks unanimous consent that in reporting the several sections 
=F amendment the Clerk follow the nu:nbers as in the printed 


There was no ‘tion, and it was so ordered. : 
The . The Clerk will read the first section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it etc., That from and after the 30th day of J 1896, all fees 
and emoluments authorized by law to be paid to United States district attor- 
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assistan d United States marshals and their deputi 
eal my “hanged as ee i. and shall be collected, as far as peaeitiie, an 

id to the clerk of the court having jurisdiction, and Oy him covered into 
Rh T of the United States; and said officers shall be paid for their 
official services salaries and compensation hereinafter provided, and not 
otherwise. . ’ : 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, there is a committee 
amendment which I desire to offer to that section, and which I 
have handed to the Clerk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

4 6 strike out “and their assistants ” and also “ and their depu- 
tee ae at the end of the section: 

« Provided, That this section shall not be construed to require fees to be 

harged or ted from the United States except as provided by 
sections 6 and 8 of this act relating to field deputies and their payments.” 


the section, Mr. Chairman. 
The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary in- 
uiry. Section 2 of this bill covers all the judicial districts in the 
nited States. I would like toknow from the Chair when it will 





the western district of Texas, $3,500; for the district of Utah, $3,000; for the 
district of Vermont, $2,000; for the eastern district of Virginia, $3,500; for the 
western district of Virginia, $4,000; for the district of Washington, $4,000; 
for the district of West Virginia, $4,000; for the eastern district of Wisconsin, 
$4,000; for the western district of Wisconsin, $3,000; for the district of Wyo- 
ming, $3,000. 7 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this sec- 
tion by striking out the word “four,” in line 15, on page 1 of the 
printed amendment, and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
** five.” 

Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amendment is simply to increase 
the salaries of the district attorneys for the northern and middle 


districts of Alabama from $4,000 to $5,000. These officers at pres- 


} ent earn between $6,000 and $7,000; they receive only $6,000, 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That amendment comes in at the end of 


be in order to offer amendments, whether at the end of the section | 


or as each item is read. fs, 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, at the end of 
the section, as that was the order adopted by the committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I was about to make 
an inquiry similar to that just made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. It seems to me that it would be more convenient, and 
that we would get along with more expedition, and avoid contests 


for the floor for the purpose of offering amendments, if opportu- | 


nity were offered to present amendments to any particular item 
of salary as itis read. In that way each item could be voted upon 
at once. Lask unanimous consent that as each item of salary is 
read it shall be in order to offer amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent that in section 2 of the pending amendment, as each 
item of salary is read, it shall be in order to offer amendments, 
and the Chair sup s that when a paragraph is disposed of and 
we have proceeded to the next the committee can not return. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman,I suggest to the gentleman 
that he modify his request so as to ask for this privilege in addi- 
tion totheregularrule, because some gentlemen may be temporarily 
absent under the impression that the right to offer amendments 
will exist after the section has been read through. With that 
modification, I have no objection to his request. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
the request applies only to salaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all there is in section 2. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There may be something else. 








Mr. McMILLIN. My suggestion would meet the objection of | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE}. 
The CHAIRMAN. The request, then. is that in the reading of 
section 2 by the Clerk it shall be in order for any gentleman to offer 
an amendment to any salary provided for therein when that item 
is read, and also at the end of the reading of the section. 
Mr. MURPHY. I suggest that the order be changed so as to 
apply to all the sections as they are read. 


UPDEGRAFF, Weshall have to object on the part of the 
committee. 


The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. 
to the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 2. That the United States district attorney for each of the followin 
udicial districts of the United States shall be poe an annual salary as fol- 
ows: For the northern and middle districts of the State of Alabama, each 

$4,000; for the southern district of the State of Alabama, $3,000; for the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, $4,000; for the eastern district of Arkansas, $4,000; for the 
estern district of Arkansas, $5,000; for the northern district of California, 
$4,000; for the southern district of California, $3,000; for the district of Colo- 
rado, I for the district of Connecticut, $2,000; for the district of Dela- 
ware, ; for the District of Columbia, $5,000; for the northern and south- 
ern Fl each $3,000; for the northern district of Georgia, $5,000; 
for the southern d 2 500; 


ict of Georgia, $2,500; for the district of Idaho, 
for the northern district of Illinois, $5,000; for the southern district of Ili- 
nois, $4,500; for the district of —, $5,000; for the northern and southern 
districts of I each $4,000; for the district of Kansas, $4,000; for the district 
of Ken ‘ for the eastern district of Louisiana, $3,000; for the west- 
ern district of $2,000; for the district of Maine, $2,500; for the dis- 
trict of 000; for the district of Massachusetts, $5,000; for the 
eastern of . $3,000; for the western district of Michigan, $3,000; 
for the district of Minnesota, $4,000; for the northern and southern districts 
of each $3,000; for the eastern district of Missouri, $4,000; for the 


The Clerk will proceed 


western of Missou 000; for the district of Montana, $3,500; for 
the district of Nebraska, ; for the district of Nevada, $2,500; for the dis- 
trict of New Hampshi 000; for the district of New Jersey, $2,000; for the 
district of New Mexico, $4,000; for the northern district of New York, $4,000; 
for the eastern district ew York, $3,000; for the eastern district of North 

$4,000; for the western district of North Carolina, $4,500; for the dis- 
trict of North ; for the northern and southern districts of Ohio, 
each i for the of $5,000; for the district of Oregon, 


; for the western dis- 


P ; district of Pennsyl y 
district of South Carolina, $1,500 the diate ict of Mnode Island, 98,000; for the 


00; for the district of South Dakota, $3,500; for 
the and western districts of Tennessee, each $4,000; for the 
northern Texas, $3,000; for the eastern district of Texas, $5,000; for 


; earn. 


They took these offices with the implied understanding that they 
would receive the compensation now allowed by law. While I 
am heartily in favor of the general reduction which this bill 
seeks to attain and am perfectly willing to move in the direction 
therein indicated, I believe at the same time in paying these offi- 
cers a reasonable salary. The amount proposed in the bill, it 
occurs to me, is not adequate in view of the work performed by 
these gentlemen. In fact, $4,000 is too small a salary for such 
men as those whom I know it will affect in these two districts. 
They are men of fine legal ability; they rank with the first law- 
yers of the State; and I respectfully submit that the amount 
named in my amendment is but a reasonable salary. I find that 
many other district attorneys are allowed in this bill $5,000; and 
I believe that these gentlemen are as much entitled to that salary 
as others. Our delegation, after consultation among its mem- 
bers, is willing for the sake of retrenchment to submit to the re- 
duction contemplated by my amendment—a reduction of one or 
two thousand dollars upon the amount those officers now actually 

In consideration of the work which they perform, we con- 
ider that this will be but a reasonable salary. 
of the amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, the statement of the gentleman 
from Alabama {[Mr. Harrison] that these officers ‘‘earn ” in fees 
more than has been allowed them in the bill as salary is true; but 
it is true because of the very practice which this bill seeks to 
abolish—the practice of instituting frivolous prosecutions purely 
for the sake of increasing their emoluments. It is entirely safe to 
say that there are not five districts in America where, under a 
proper administration of the office, either the marshal or the dis- 
trict attorney would have earned anything like the amounts which 
they have been receiving under the existing system. Not only is 
that true generally, Mr Chairman, but in this particular case of 
Alabamathere have been monstrous frauds committed down there 
on the part of officers of these Federal courts within the last two 
or three years. Some of the persons concerned have been in- 
dicted, and some, I believe, have been convicted. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not these officers, 

Mr. BAILEY. 1 said ‘‘on the part of officers of the Federal 
courts in Alabama.” 

Mr. HARRISON, 
ment. 

Mr. BAILEY. But, sir, these officers have profited by the very 
frauds which the guilty men have perpetrated. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yet you donot undertake to reach those sub- 
ordinates at all by the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir; but if I had had my way we would 
have done so. I think the commissioners are the root of the evil, 
and I would have sought to apply the remedy there, but the com- 
mittee in its wisdom believed it best to deal with the district at- 
torney and the marshal first. 

Mr. Chairman, the motion of the gentleman from Alabama illus- 
trates a curious phase of office holding. In the last days of the 
Fifty-second Congress we passed a bill creating an additional 
marshal and district attorney for the State of Alabama. Up to 
that time there were three districts, with only two marshals and 
two district attorneys. Congress passed a bill to create an addi- 
tional district attorney and an additional marshal. The records 
of the Judiciary Department disclosed a condition of affairs which 
induced President Harrison to veto that bill, but the House un- 
fortunately passed it over his veto. Yet after we have provided 
three officers to do the work which two had performed, it is now 
proposed to increase the salaries of the three. 

Tave no personal acquaintance with the district attorneys in 
Alabama, and I accept the statement of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that they are excellent men and good lawyers, but their serv- 
ices are not worth $5,000. There are not five district attorneys in 
America whose services are worth $5,000 a year. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like to speak for a moment on this 


Lask the adoption 


But not the officers affected by this amend- 


amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhansted. 

| DOOLITTLE. I move to amend by striking out the last 
wor 
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The CHAIRMAN. That motion is notin order. The amend- 
ment offered on behalf of the Judiciary Committee is submitted 
as an amendment, and the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama is an amendment in the second ee. The question is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. HarRRISON was 
resected. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strikin 
out, in line 24, section 2, the words ‘‘three thousand five hiedoed 
dollars” andinserting ‘four thousand dollars”; so as to make the 
salary for the western district of Pennsylvania $4,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of the _——— embodied 
in the pending bill. I believethat the system of paying the officers 
of our courts by fees ought to be abolished and salaries substituted 
in its stead. 

I have no interest at all—no personal interest—in the district 
attorney who now holds office in the city of Pittsburg, in the west- 
ern district of Pennsylvania. He is not a constituent of mine; he 
Goes not belong to my political party, and so the amendment I 
oifer is offered solely from a sense of justice and from no personal 
consideration whatever. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. What is the proposed amend- 
ment? , 

Mr. DALZELL. I simply want to equalize the eastern and 
western districts of Pennsylvania. This bill gives the attorne 
for the eastern district of Pennsylvania $4,000 per annum, and 
want to _ the western district on an equality. The bill fixes 
only $3,500, and the amendment proposes $4,000. I think I can 
show to the committee that it is only justice to the western dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania to equalize the two. 

Mr. CANNON. Whatis the point? Is the eastern district too 
high or the western district too low? Which way would you 

‘eed to equalize? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the eastern district is about fair— 
$4,000; but that the western district is too low and ought to be 
put at $4,000 also. I do not propose to take the time of the com- 
mittee, and if the Judiciary mittee, or the members of it, are 
willing to accept the amendment, as I believe they will, I do not 
see an eee consuming further the time of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will my friend and colleague per- 
mit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. DALZELL. nly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A; STONE. I seems that there has been a 
mistake in the adjustment of the salaries by reason of a misap- 
ans as to the earnings of the district attorneys in the two 

istricts of Pennsylvania for the last year. Asa matter of fact, 
the business of the western district exceeds the business of the 
eastern district, and I think when the committee comes to con- 
sider that fact they will admit they have made a mistake in the 
—— of this bill and the adjustments of the salaries, and 
will allow the increase, at least to the extent asked for by my 


colleague. 

Mr, DALZELL. The western district of Pennsylvania covers 
two-thirds of the State. The courts are held at four different 
— The officers of the court have to travel across the moun- 

ins to Erie, to Williamsport, to Scranton, and courts are also 
held in Pittsburg. 

Now, simply to call the attention of the committee to the facts 
in reference to these salaries, I ask ra attention to the report of 


the Attorney-General for 1874 and 1875, inclusive, and find this 
state of facts to exist: In 1874 the district attorney for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania received $3,455, and the district attorney 
for the western district received $4,920, or $1,465 more than the 
attorney for the eastern district. e year 1875 the attorney 
for the eastern district received $3,385, and the attorney for the 
western district $4,635, or $1,240 more than the eastern district. 
In 1876 the district attorney for the eastern district received $6,080 
and the western $5,375, or only $705 less, and so on down through 
the entire list. statistics in the report of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States show that in more cases—in the majority 
of cases—the business is in the western district; in other words, 
that the business done in the western district exceeds that done 
in the eastern district of the State. An1I appeal to the commit- 
tee to put these districts at least on an cquality. Let the amend- 
—— —_= the western district have a salary equal to 


$4, the other district. 

this salary ty the caliente Ponueyl Shak ot 
gen van . 

true, and it is with very great reluctance that I the amend- 

ment. It is also with very t reluctance that 1 would consent 

to an increase of a single fixed in the bill, for I believe, on 

Sop whee, that Gey eee 25 per cent larger now than they ought 


The te change comes of which the gentleman complains, 
namely, that buth the eastern district and the western are not put 
on the same basis of salary and paid $4,000, I will briefly explain. 
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It is simply because there is more than the difference fixed in tho 
bill in the earn: 

Mr. DALZELL. The earnings when? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. During the last year. 

Mr. DALZELL. Take a series of years and how dothe earnin«s 
compare? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Iwould likethe gentleman to tell me whey 
there was a year that the United States officers made more ont .f 
the Treasury than they did last year. 

Mr.DALZELL. I donotthink that applies in the case to whic); 
Iam referring. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. If the gentleman can show an exception, 
then he ought to do it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have already shown exceptions. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I have not been able tosee them. It was 
conceded, under the advice of the Department of Justice, that t 
eastern district of Pennsylvania, having in it the at city of 
Philadelphia, ought to have a slightly larger salary than that al- 
lowed to the western district. course in that city there is a 
poe admiralty jurisdiction in the district courts of the United 

es. 
8 DALZELL. That is also the case in the western dis- 
ic 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. How much does it amount to when coin- 
pared with the eastern district—the city of Philadelphia? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is equally great, and there is a larger iis 
cellaneous business. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. How can that be? 

Mr. DALZELL. The figures will show the gentleman if he 
takes pains to examine them. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I have the figures before me, Mr. 
> 9 een and with the consent of my colleague I will cite soi 
of them. 

The report of the Attorney-General shows that on the Ist day 
of July, 1895, in civil business, there were pending in the Phi!a:.'- 
phia courts customs cases amounting to 169; in the western (is- 
trict, 1; internal-revenue cases at Philadelphia, 28, and Pittshury 

Miscellaneous cases, none at Philadelphia and 8 at Pitts- 
rg. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, will my friend allow me? Is it not a 
fact that the year before, in the year 1894, there were 950 civil 
cases pending in the eastern district and 1,785 pending in tho 
western district? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I can not answer my friend. 

Mr. DALZELL, I take that from the Attorney-General’s ro- 


port. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does that show anything moro 
than the fact that the western district disposes of its business 
while the eastern does not? 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to support this bill, but I want to |e 
fairly dealt with. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The amount is small, and, as I said before, 
I resist it with reluctance, but I can not consent to any increase 

in this bill. I will consent to almost any «\- 
is because of the bad example there is in it 
more than anything else. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move asa substitute that each 
salary be $4,000 to the officers named in section 2. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Does the gentleman offer that 2s 4 
substitute for the section? 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 

and western districts of Pennsylvania 

of this matter have sim)!y 

. it is for committees to «!- 

mit that fact, but being a member of the J iary Committee 
eae Congress, and having had the honor to work wit! 

y on that committee on a bill similar to this duriny 
nearly the whole of the last winter, I am satisfied that I am «'- 
rect when I that there is no reason and no nt why the 


earnings of that officer {or 

the oe of the district 

$4,520, the earnings of 

were $4, 40. There is 

The district attorney for 

had a ect right 

attorney eastern district em- 
a matter of course the net result to 
western district was less than the nt 
eastern district, but he was 

t. The next officer may 
emoluments and fees earned 













than those earned the same officer in the eastern district. The 
thant ene eee et results instead of looking at the earnings 


uestion is whether you will strike down an 
Pom ae Seeing $4,500 a year to $3,500, rather than to 
correct a mi made by the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania tell the 
House whether or not the earnings of that officer have been largely 
increased by the very practices which this bill condemns and 
which it is intended to correct? : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that so far as the officers who have held that office are concerned, 
including the gentleman who is now addressing you, that none 
of the bad practices have ever prevailed which gentiemen con- 
oor. “BAILEY. 1 willask the gentleman if ne did not tell the 
Judiciary Committee of the last Congress that all of the officers 
were subject to the same criticism? e had the earnest coopera- 
tion of gentleman when he was a member of the Judiciary 
Committee, upon the very theory that these offices were all run 
conroperiy—of COUTRS his own excepted. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 10t | { 
this bill. On the contrary, I am heartily in favor of it. 
here to correct an error made by this committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iperfectly understand, but my suggestion is that 
it is not fair to take the earnings of these offices as a criterion, for 
the reason that those earnings have been largely increased by the 
frivolous and vexatious prosecutions which have been instituted. 
If you doso you simply perpetuate a wrong, because you take earn- 
ings which have been epweperly and, perhaps, dishonestly in- 
creased, and using that as a basis you fix a permanent salary upon 
the basis of fraudulent fees. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. On, well, that is true as a general 
thing, but it isnot trae in this case. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether, if it is a fact that through a long series of years the earn- 
ings of the western district have exceeded those of the eastern dis- 
trict, he thinks it is fair that the salary in the eastern district 
should be increased $500 over the western district? 

Mr. BAILEY. Frankly, I donot, as between those two districts. | 
I think they ought to be equalized, but I think both of them ought 
to be cut down. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihave stated what was: done in that district, 
and [ have been verified by the report. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We are not complaining that the 
salary paid to the district attorney in the eastern district is too 
high, but we are complaining that the salary in the western dis- 
trict is too low. This officer has been earning $4,500 a year for 
years. There are 2,500,000 people in that district; more than two- 
thirds of the counties of the State are in the western district. It | 
is bigger in every way than the eastern district. And I say, Mr. | 
Chairman, that there is no reason under heaven why this dis- | 
crimination should prevail, and the gentlemen on that committee 
admit it. Of course, they are afraid to make the change in this 
case from fear of a rush of changes in other districts, and there- 
fore they say they can not consent to it. Now, I think this com- 
mittee ought to correct this mistake which they admit they have 


at HENDERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to say, for one, I do not admit that 
we have made any mistake. When the Attorney-General was be- 
fore the committee he stated that the salary for the Philadelphia 
district, because of the greater importance of that port, should be 
higher than the western district. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It may be he did. That onl 
shows that the Attorney-General does not understand it. I teil 
you itis wrong. I withdraw my substitute. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
make just one suggestion. In this eastern district is the great city 
of Philadelphis. and we all know that in a metropolitan city like 
that the of compensation for the kuwyer’s services is 
much higher than in the western district. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is exactly the opposite. 


Tam not here to say that I oppose 
But Tam 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Both physically and mentally the 
standard in the western district will favorably compare with that | 
of the eastern district 


ptt, GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, they say that | 


standard is higher in the western region than it is in the 
Mr. DALZELL. I do. 
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Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Then how is it that we have 
here the very best lawyer in the whole western district, who gives 
up his practice as a lawyer in Pittsburg and gives his whole serv- 
ices for $5,000 a year as a member of Congress? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. If I had not practiced law in Pittsburg for 
twenty years, I could not have done it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The woods are full of patriots 
who will serve their country in the western district. | Laughter 
and applause, and cries of ** Vote!” ** Vote!" 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I have no doubt of that, and 
if it is true, as the gentleman says, that that district is full of 
patriots who would be willing to serve the country, I have no 
doubt they would take t’ ‘s office at the salary which is fixed; and 
that in a great city such as Philadelphia, where the standard is 
higher for compensation, unless it differs from all other great 
cities, I think the salary should be larger. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Question! 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, Ido not want it to be 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
from Illinois that the substitute being withdrawn debate has been 
exhausted upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I make the point of order that 
that motion is not tenable. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then I move to reduce the salary in the 
western district to $3,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Regular order! That only shows 
the gentleman has not examined this question properly. That has 
already been cut down. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I offer that as a substitute. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will be in order. 
tleman from Dlinois is recognized. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr, Chairman, I do not want it to be under- 
stood in this committee that the Committee on the Judiciary ac- 
cepts the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A, Stone} that the committee made a mistake in arrang- 
ing the salaries of these two districts. They made no mistake. 

ked carefully into the work done in both districts, and 


The gen- 


Now, notwithstanding the statement of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, I want to show this House that no mistake 
was made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will you allow me a question? 

Mr.CONNOLLY. Excuseme. Inthe eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania the number of cases terminated there, to which the United 
States was a party, criminal prosecutions, for the year ending July 
1, 1895, was 62; the number terminated in the western district was 
There is the difference in the amount of work actually ac- 
complished and reported to the Attorney-General from those two 
districts. Now,again, as totheamounts realized from fines, forfei- 
tures, and penalties imposed during the past year, $7,615 was 
realized in the eastern district and $140 realized in the western 
district. 

Mr. DALZELL. 


32. 


Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly, if I have time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the committee think itis fair to base 
this salary upon the results shown by a single year, when exactly 
opposite results are shown through a series of years? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; but now I want to call attention 
to what the gentleman from Pennsylvania calls ‘‘ opposite results.” 
There has been as much money earned in the western district of 
Pennsylvania by the district attorney as in the eastern district, 
but the attorney in the western district has earned it not asa 
lawyer in court, but largely as a traveling man on the rail- 


| roads, 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman said he would not 
admit that the committee had made any mistake. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And yet the gentleman has moved 
to amend his own work by reducing the salary of the district 
attorney in the western district of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Idid that because the gentleman would not 
let me have the floor unless I made some kind of amotion. {Laugh- 
ter.] So far asthe motion itself is concerned, I care nothing for 
it. Let me say here that I do not care if the House does adopt the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Dauze.}. 
I do not believe in pursuing a parsimonious policy toward dis- 
trict attorneys. They are men who require special qualifications, 
special learning, special training. They are worth something to 


| be merely retained as attorneys for the United States, even if they 


do not try any cases. Every great corporation in this country 
pays largely to retain the services of au eminent attorney, whether 
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he tries a case or not. The United States ought to be willing to 
pay a sufficient salary to command the talent of a respectable 
attorney to represent it in court, without reference to the amount 
of business he may be called upon todo. But another thing to be 
considered is, what are the real necessities of the United States in 
the way of attorneys in the various districts? What amount is it 
reasonable to pay by way of a retainer in the several districts? 
When we have ascertained that and put these attorneys upon 
proper salaries we have done them justice and have gone far to 
uproot the evil that we have aimed at, for, as I said yesterday and 
now repeat, the fountain head of all this mischief is in the district 
attorney’s office. Dry up that, and the rest of the trouble soon 
comes to an end. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I fully agree with every word the 
gentleman has said in these last remarks of his. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. DALZELL; and 
the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 61. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

fap lause. 

r. HARTMAN, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 

I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Line 8, page 32, strike out “ $3,500" and insert ‘ $4,000." 


Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday, in the general 
debate upon this amendment, it was suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois {Mr. ConNOLLY] that a new basis had been chosen 
whereby the committee had fixed these salaries, that basis being 
the earnings of the respective districts. 

We then met him upon that change of basis and I established 
conclusively to the satisfaction of the few members who were pres- 
ent that the net earnings of the district of Montana, so far as the 
district attorney’s office was concerned, were higher than in any 
one of 14 districts that I mentioned and the figures of which ap- 
pear in the Recorp this morning as a part of my remarks; also, 
that the gross earnings of the district of Montana were higher 
than those of any of those 14 districts, while the salary of the dis- 
trict attorney for Montana was fixed lower in this bill than any 
other except 2 of the entire 14. The gentleman then changed 
base again and said, in substance: ‘‘ It is nota question of the net 
earnings; it is the number of suits finally determined in the dis- 
trict.” He then announced to the committee that only 4 cases 
had been determined in our district. That was undoubtedly an 
error into which the gentleman fell by inadvertence, for I know 
that he would not intentionally misrepresent a fact to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Four criminal cases. 

Mr. HARTMAN. But the remark of the gentleman as he 
made it on the floor and as it —— in the REcoRD was that 
there were only 4 cases determined in that district. Gentlemen 
around me understood it so, and the REcoRD shows it so. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, what are the facts? The facts are that of all the 
districts in this Union, more money was involved in the civil litiga- 
tion in the district of Montana than in any other except 4. Only 
4 districts in the entire United States had more money involved 
in their litigation than was involved in the district of Montana. 
Again, instead of there having been only 4 cases terminated, the 
facts are these: There were 30 cases commenced; the amount in- 
volved was $376,504.70; the number of cases determined in favor 
of the United States was 10; the number dismissed or settled was 
8, and the total number finally determined was 22. Now, for the 
purpose of comparison, let us go to the southern district of Illinois, 
which the gentleman [Mr. CONNOLLY] hailsfrom. Iread from the 
report of the Attorney-General, and [ ask the gentleman's atten- 
tion to it. Instead of 30 suits being commenced in that district 
there were but 7. No amount except a very trifling one was 
involved, not sufficient even to be mentioned in the report. The 
aggregate of judgments obtained was $3,750, and the number of 
cases finally determined in that district was7. Total number dis- 
posed of by dismissal and otherwise, 26. Amount of money turned 
into the reasury $302, against $680 in my district. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to reduce anybody's salary, 
but if it is the policy of this committee to equalize these salaries, 
then I propose to offer an amendment to reduce the salary of the 
attorney for the southern district of Illinois from $4,500 to $3,500. 
I do not consider the apportionment of salaries in this section at 
allequitable. Let me call attention to some more of these inequal- 
ities. Take the district of West Virginia—and I am ing 
now on the basis laid down by the tleman from ois him- 
self. The district of West Virginia had this enormous number of 
suits: One; amount involved, aggregate judgments, $50; decided 
in favor of the United States, 1 suit; ju ent in old suits, $10; 
collected on old suits, $56.89; total number of suits disposed of 
for the United States, 2; total number disposed of altogether, 


8; total amount of judgments, $60; total amount collected. ¢59 ¢ 
Salary, $4,000! ughter. That is the amount of bn ate. 
in comparison with the 5,000 involved in my district. vet 
the officer in my district is reduced toa salary of $3,500. while 
this officer in West Virginia, doing that miserable pittance of a 
business, is regarded as entitled to $4,000. Sir, I do not want to 
cut down West Virginia, but I want this thing equalized, 

Now, let me call attention to another case. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent to be ai; wed 
five minutes more. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF., I think I must object; st ge 
with as a. ust object; we must get on 


Mr. HARTMAN. I move to substitute $3,501 in lien of 
amendment which I offered. ” een Ot the 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain that as a new 
amendment entitling the gentleman to be heard further. 

_Mr. HARTMAN. I want gentlemen here to hear me in Opposi- 
tion to what this bill proposes. I want to present the claim of 
Montana in this regard; and I can not do it in five minutes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Thope the gentleman will be allowed a rea. 
sonable extension of time. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman fy 
Montana will proceed. . — 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Now let me call attention to the show 


. . . : Ing 
in the eastern district of Virginia: Number of suits commenced, 
2 (as against 20 in my district); collections, $40; decided for 
the United States, 2; collections in old suits, $15; decided 
against the United States, 1; settled, dismissed, etc.,1; total num- 
aaa of, 3; total judgments, 10; collected, $55. Salary, 

We did in our district a thousand times as much business as 
erg shown; yet we are put ona level with that State in reference 

ary. 

Let me go further and take the State of North Dakota, for 
which also a salary of $3,500 is proposed. Here is the record: 
Eight suits commenced; collections, $25; suits decided for the 
United States, 8; total number of suits disposed of, ; total 
amount of judgments, $236; collected, $125. And the salary for 
that service is $3,500, while a salary of $3,500 is proposd for 
on — where there are suits involving an aggreate of 

75,000. 

Every lawyer on this floor knows that when he undertakes to 
fix the charge to be made to a client for his services he takes into 
consideration the amount of money involved, the amount of labor 
necessary to prepare and try the suit, and all the elements which 
enter into the successful preparation, prosecution, and trial of the 
suit. SoIsubmit that when the amount of moneyinvolved insuits 
is large (as it will continue to be in our State as long as suits are 
beep for timber ) the services of the attorney ought to 
be adequately rewarded. 


1sinesg 


Let me go on further. Here is another splendid illustration of 


the equality of this bill. The District of Columbia presents the 
following record, and I ask gentlemen to listen to it: One civil 
suit commenced; aggregate amount of suit, $287.44; pending, 1 
suit (they have not even tried it yet); judgments on old suits, $147; 
decided for the United States,1. That is the record of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. And what is the salary? Five thousand dol- 
lars. Why? Because of the superior ability of the officers doing 
the business? No. Because the officer trying those suits under- 
goes —— going from his home to the court-house to attend 
to them? Oh,no. Then what is the reason? ae 

I want to say that if the District of Columbia is to have $5,100 
I want for my State at least $4,000. And, Mr. Chairman, | am 
going to move to reduce the in the southern district of 

linois and in the District of Columbia to $3,500 unless we can 
get some sort of equalization. Ido not refer exclusively to ™y 
own State. There are other cases here just as meritorious 4s 
mine. I propose to stand by the gentlemen interested in those 
other districts, and I ask that they stand by me. 

Mr. BROWN. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. On 
page 62 of the Attorney-General’s report there will be found 
(Exhibit B) a statement showing the number of criminal prose 
cutions pending in the district and circuit courts of the | nited 
States July 1, 1895, and the number terminated. You will find, 
by referring to this report, that the total number of suits term! 
nated in the District of Columbia during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1895, was 4,767. k 

Mr. HARTMAN. 1 understand that, andI havemade no attac 
on the criminal record of the District of Columbia. I am simply 
saying that the idea, to which prevalence was given here 
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yesterday, that there were only four cases in my district is 
erroneous. : 
hairman, I do not desire to consume further time. I do 
odie that my amendment presents a fair, square, and equitable 
tion, and I ask the support of the Committee of the Whole 
Mr Oe DEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, there are inequalities in 
these schedules, but they are in favor of the gentleman's State. 
With a population of less than 200,000, he asks for his State $4,000, 
while the great State of Pennsylvania, with fifty times as much 
pulation, is satisfied with $7,500 for the two districts. And 
a was the State of Pennsylvania known to be too modest? 
Ce AR TMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? ; cae 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. No, sir. The gentleman has had his time 
yesterday and to-day, and I decline to be interrupted. The gen- 


talks about inequalities, when under the bill a population 
pong ten as large as that of his State receives only double what 


his State receives. That State, too, has the great city of Phila- 
delphia within its borders, one of the most important ports of entry 
in the United States. She has also the great manufacturing city 
of Pittsburg, where they have also admiralty jurisdiction and a 
large amount of business in it even up into the Alleghany Moun- 
tains, and yet the immense business of that State is compared by 
the gentleman from Montana with his own. 

There is another suggestion I would make to the gentleman 
about determining these salaries. He refers to the District of 
Columbia. I the gentleman is in error and has got hold of 
the wrong statistics when he states that there was but one case 
in the District of Columbia. He has got hold of something wrong, 


idently. 

“a HARTMAN. I said one civil case. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The United States attorney for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, without any earnings from mileage, earned 
$47,000 gross during the year 1895, and $31,000 net. And yet the 
gentleman from Montana complains, with his 160,000 population, 
and his swelled by mileage, that there is an inequality 
in the salary there. There is an inequality, I admit, but it is in 
favor of my friend from Montana entirely; in his favor. It is 
true that in the returns from the Attorney-General’s Office the 
attorney of the United States for Montana is shown to have earned 
certain fees. Thatistrue. But, as I said once before on the floor 
of this House, they have been earned by traveling, at 20 cents a 
mile, and not sagem in the court. They have been able in 
that way, by piling up the mileage account, to take from the 
Treasury of the United States a considerable sum of money which 
was never intended for the district attorneys or the marshals of 
the United States courts. 

If lunderstood the gentleman from Montanacorrectly, he threat- 
ened toreduce en aerce riations for other districts, and if his 
increase is voted he will help to increase others. If I stated his 
position incorrectly, I yield to him now briefly for a correc- 


Mr. HARTMAN. I said that in order to equalize the salaries 
between the United States district attorneys in Illinois and Mon- 
tana, that if it was decided by the committee not to make the 
justitiable increase I have asked, that then I would move to reduce 
the salary of the district attorney of Illinois to $3,500 for the pur- 
of eq them 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF., 
to get their increases 

Mr. HARTMAN. 
to rectify it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Exactly; that is just the situation. Above 
Mr. Chairman, it was my earnest desire that there 
no “‘divide” here. It is that very spirit that I feared 
in the consideration of this amendment; it is that very spirit that 
I now and protested against it before. If we are 
to enter into a ‘“‘combine” here to vote the money out of the 
ted States between our respective States, it 
will a scandal that will involve every man here who 
takes a hand in the a I do appeal now to this com- 

its hand and to prevent the success of this—‘‘ con- 
I call it? It is hardly a conspiracy, because it is 
open and avowed; it is an open-day conspiracy, but a conspiracy 
aoe that the gentleman is trying to organize on the floor 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Five minutes additional was accorded to 
the other side; I hope I will have a little more time. 

Mr. aac: & os the gentleman from Iowa will be 
allowed five minutes additional time. 

There was no 


i objection. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. As I have“already said once on the floor 
XXVIIUI—154 
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Yes; and also that he would help others 


Wherever there is an inequality I will vote 
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of the House, I foresaw the difficulty that the House was to en- 
counter; and I must make another appeal. and I will continue to 
appeal to the patriotism and unselfishness of the members of the 
House on both sides to throttle this conspiracy the very day it 
comes up and make an end of it. [Laughter.| Yes; laugh, gen- 
tlemen! But you have confessed here the conspiracy between 
you—one of your number has. 

[have heard it said by one or more members that ‘‘ the character 
of my efficiency among my people will be affected or injured, or 
impaired in some way, unless I get my share.” ‘‘My share!” as 
if there was a share in this bill. That, however, is the burden of 
the song of the gentleman from Montana, to get ‘‘my share,” and 
in the name of correcting inequalities. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman permit me just there? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. If the gentleman will be very brief. 

Mr. HARTMAN. lI only wish to say that I have made no such 
statement as that. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 
of the gentleman 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes; they did hear it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. And if I have misstated the position of 
the gentleinan, the RECORD will show. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes; the Recorp will show. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I do not know what statement the gentle- 
man refers to, however, but at all events I do not wish further 
interruption. 

I want to say this, that the efficiency of a Representative on 
this floor will stand better with his constituents when he stands 
with his committee to take from the necks of his people the hands 
of these officers who have been robbing the people and robbing 
the Government at the same time. [ Applause. 

Now, for myself, I care not how low the salaries are, so that 
they do not affect the enforcement of the law. If the marshal 
and the district attorney of my district attack me for inefficiency, 
or for any other cause because I favored the reduction of these 
salaries or the inauguration of this system, I will pay them for 
their time, for I shall be sure of a renomination and a reelec- 
tion, 

Now, the true and substantial character that a Representative 
should cultivate upon this floor is one of unselfishness, one of care 
and solicitude for the public welfare, for the good of the people 
of all classes in all parts of these United States, and not to look 
after the welfare of a marshal or a district attorney. What does 
it profit me that a man in my district is enabled to take a thou- 
sand dollars more out of the Treasury than he earns? I claim 
credit for having prevented the doing of it, although the thousand 
dollars would be spent among my own people. While the thou- 
sand dollars is being spent among my own people, ten or fifteen 
or twenty thousand dollars will be wrung out of the Government 
under some other pretext. Now, I appeal to the patriotism of this 
committee to stand by these salaries as they are fixed by the bill, 
unless there is an obvious and clear mistake. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
five minutes, if he desires it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I do not desire it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN]. Does the gen- 
tleman withdraw his substitute? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute will be considered as with- 
drawn, and the question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Montana. 

The question being taken on Mr. HARTMAN’s amendment, the 
Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. HARTMAN), there were 
52, noes 63. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Well, the committee heard the statement 





ayes 


Strike out “three thousand dollars,” inline 15, page 3, and insert after the 
words “ New York" the words * four thousand dollars.”’ 


Mr. BENNETT. I do not desire to take the time of this com- 
mittee to any extent. In abolishing the fee system and substi- 
tuting salaries the committee have left the marshal and attorney 
of the eastern district of New York with a fourth-class rating. 
The district comprises Long Island, including the city of Brook- 
iva, and Long Island City and Staten Island, and the harbor of 

ew York, with a population of a million and a half of people. 
The best attorneys of the United States practice in our courts, and 
we require an attorney of the very best ability to maintain and 
secure the rights of the Government in the courts. We have been 
encouraged by the fact that the western district of Pennsylvania 
has been increased from $3,500 to $4,000, and all we ask from the 
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committee is that we be treated justly and fairly, and have the 
game privileges ted to us that have been granted to others. 
The amount of business done is about equal to that done in the 
western district of Pennsylvania; but they were allowed $3,500 in 
the committee’s re , and our amount was placed at $3,000. I 
have consulted with the members of the committee, and I believe 
that there will be no real ee to an increase of the eastern 
district of New York to $4,000. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, the committee have not 
consented to any increase of this salary, and, as its organ, I can 
say that they know of no reason why there should be any increase. 
The salary was fixed with care and precision, and I hope there 
will be no amendment adopted. That is all I care to say. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BENNETT, 
the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Bennett), there were—ayes 27, 
noes 65. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 2, page 2, line 11, by striking out “three thousand” and 
inserting “ three thousand five hundred " in place thereof. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I submit this amend- 
ment to the House. The salaries under that amendment would 
aggregate considerably less than the earnings have been in the 
last prabeeas and I —_ informed © ra — aoe be a = 
greater disproportion between these figures and the earnings for 
the present year. I understand this bill is principally to correct 
the abuses of the fee system; but I do not understand that its 
primary object is to speculate on the earnings of the officers. I 
submit the amendment to the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
an Year pe Master Sorent thes inert re 
words “ four five hundred = insert 


thousand 
words “two thousand dollars,” and at the end of 
“for the western district of South Carolina, $2,500.” 


Mr. McLAURIN. I do not ask for any increase of ner: t 
as the committee speaks of the ‘‘district of South Carolina” I 
wish to correct a mistake. Asa matter of fact there is no such 
thing as the district of South Carolina, but the State is divided 
into an eastern ail a western district, with a judge appointed for 
both eastern and. western districts, but with a district attorney 
and marshal simpiy of the eastern district. In the report of the 

mistake is made in speaking of South Caro- 
lina as the “‘ district of South Carolina.” I have called his atten- 
tion to the matter, and have his letter, which I will ask the Clerk 
to read. I believe the gentleman in charge of the bill has con- 
sented to accept my amendment. It is understood that I do not 
ask for any increase of salary. 

The letter was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., February 29, 1896. 

Srr: With reference to the question whether there are two judicial dis- 
tricts in South Carolina or only one, I beg to say that I have caused an ex- 
ey: ey: be — the —— - r.3 

When first this Department was 1888, Mr. Jenks, 
then Solicitor-General, examined the question, which was brought to his 
attention by the appointment clerk, and advised that South be 
entered therein as a single district, which was done and has 
in subsequent issues. 

I learn further that the question arose a‘ co' nt 
Harrison's term and was considered by Attorney-General Miller, but I am 
unable to find any record of the conclusion he reached, if he reached 
The practice, however, has grown pp of 
dis in all tters connected wi 

to arious 


I am unable to 
provisions of sections 546 and 767, 
districts. It that you 
Judiciary Committee to this matter and 
——— HARMON, 
Hon. Jonn L. McLAURIN, 
House of 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, that amendment — to 

eS See a agate ote!”] 

Mr. OTT of South Carolina. . Chairman, I to 
—— amendment. 

' this matter has been suddenly sprung upon me, 

and I have not been able to hunt up the statutes to see just how 


the matter stands. The sum and substance of the effect of the 
amendment will be that the salary now paid the district attorn.y 
in South Carolina will be divided into two salaries of $2,500 a)| 
$2,000, and a new officer i and then there would be on. 
for the eastern district one for the western district. It has 
always been the custom to have but one district attorney for t)\.t 
State, and he attends, and is uired by law to attend, all th, 
courts in both districts. The object now is to provide by t\is 
amendment for the intment of another district attorn.,. 
Now, the effect of it will to make two poorly paid officers, on it 
$2,500 and one at $2,000. I do not think there is any salary in (\\is 
bill as low as $2,000 to be paid to a district attorney. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are several. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. Another very bad feature 
will be, that it will operate directly against the p of this bill, 
whichis to reduce expenses. The direct effect will be to multi) |y 
and increase the expenses. There will have to be another mars|),/, 
There is only one marshal for that State, and those officers haya 
always done the business without any difficulty. If there is to be 
another district attorney there will have to be another marsha]. and 
he will have to be paid a re the salary of the marshal now 
authorized in the bill will have to be divided between the 
officer now occupying the position and a new officer to be 
appointed. 

en there will have to be another judge, for why should there 
be another district attorney and another marshal without another 
judge? So that, from every aspect of the case, it a this will 
a most injurious t to t. Now, the district at- 
torney for my State is in favor of this He has been trying 
his very best to reduce the expenses, and he is in favor of this |)ill; 
but he is altogether op to having a new district attorney, and 
so are the circuit an geen nag Brawley, whom 
many of you gentlemen know, ct judge, was here the 
other day, and he told me that he opposed the appointment of 
another ct attorney, because it was not necessary and would 
merge | result in an increase of expenses. So [hope the amend- 
ill be voted down, It will greatly increase fees. 
N. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him 


Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iunderstand the district attorney of South 
Carolina wants to take all the allowed by this bill and re- 
= with another ict attorney who might be ap- 

Mr. ELLIOTT of SouthCarolina. Mr. Chairman, that is hardly 
a fair way to put the question. There has never been but one 
district attorney in State. I can not undertake to state now 
how this matter originally arose, but there never has been but 
one district attorney. So I do not think that is as fair a statement 
as the gentleman from Texas usually makes. The statement le 
made was that the present attorney—there never having been but 
one—declines to divide and wants to take all the fees. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the gentleman to state, Mr. 
Chairman, that the district attorney of South Carolina now «n- 
gaged to fulfill and perform the duties in both of these districts. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. The district attorney has 
always done it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. And that if we divide the fees or the salary 
between him and another district attorney, that they both wil! be 


poorly e* 
Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. That is what I said. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
& question? 
r. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. Certainly. 
Mr. ee Are there two United States district 
courts 
on ELLIOTT of South Carolina. There have always ben 
0. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Are they district courts or divisions’ 
Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. They have always been 


te 
But orem of districts. 


as 
. HENDERSON. How can there be two district courts if 
you have but one judge. : 
Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina, There is but one judge, one 
marshal, one district attorney. It has never been otherwise. and 
On ee we cans nas eens of thle bill. 
Mr. IN. We certainly do not want, I sugsest 
oo gentleman from Texas, to make another district down 


Mr. ELLIOTT of Soutn Carolina. You certainly will have to 
have << e That 


** Mir, COLBERSO 

Mr. C IN. But you do not increase the expense 
at all. It simply gives the amount to both that is given 
one now. 
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N. If the statement made here is true, that 


wore oe we donot wantanotherone. It must mean 
dite CULBERSO . But in Alabama you have three districts 
ane BAILEY. And in Mississippi you have two districts and 
one OLLIOTT of South Carolina. Why increase the number 
OF nT ENDERSON. When the matter was before the subcom- 


j derstood that there were two sets of officers, but now 
amie is but one United States attorney and one United 
States marshal, and if that is the case I-think the bill had better 

it is. a 
1. McLAURIN. There are two districts. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But = are haviny one set of officers do 

the work, and that being so, I do not think you want to increase 


m here. 
— ELLIOTT of South Carolina. 


work HENDERSON. Better pass the bill as it is and let it go 
into conference. } 7 : 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that what is 
stated by my colleague from South Carolina is true. There has 
never been but one district attorney and one marshal, but there 
have always been two distinct districts. The reason why héreto- 
fore there never has been but one district attorney is because no 
other has been needed, but business has increased greatly of late. 
In South Carolina to-day we have what is known as the dispen- 
sary law, which has doubled and trebled the business, and conse- 
quently a necessity exists and there is a great demand for 
two 0 officers, one in the eastern and one in the west- 
ern district of South Carolina, in order to keep up with the 


They have always done the 


business. There never has been in any of the districts through- 
out the country, except a few, more than one judge and one mar- 


marshal, but in every State there are two districts and two dis- 
trict attorne 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Is there not now a bill pending 
before the Judiciary Committee relating to that very subject- 
matter? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir; but the adoption of this amendment 


will su e the necessity for the enactment of that bill into 
law. is a necessity existing for the appointment of another 
district attorney, but there will not exist a necessity for another 


ct judge. In all the other States, with very few exceptions, 
there is but one judge, while there are two district attorneys and 
sometimes two marshals, as I before stated. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. What necessity is there for two 
attorneys and two marshals? 

Mr. TALBERT. I did not say there was any necessity for two 
marshals, but there is a necessity for two district attorneys, a 
necessity resulting from the dispensary law, which increases the 
business tenfold. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Well, there is a bill before the 
cele. relating to that matter. 

Mr. T. T. Iknow; but the adoption of this amendment 
would obviate the necessity for the enactment of that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the —— has expired, and 
debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

* KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not in order. 
Mr. KYLE. I move to strike out the last two words. 
_The CHAIRMAN. Thatamendment is notin order. 
tion is on the amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the entire 
ph and substitute in lieu thereof ‘‘$8,000.” I make this 
motion merely to enable me to present a few suggestions to the 

desire to insert in the RECORD a statement made b 
wiley, of South Carolina, as to the condition of af- 
fairs in that State. In a letter to me in reference to these bills he 


4 


The ques- 


4b 


4 


I feel very strongly on the subject, as my work for two years has been 

satay dgueiel te de anthenver te coeee ahesss thas have 7 up under 

the abominable system which makes the compensation of all the officers of 

court dependent upon the number of cases that can be brought into it. So 

long as human nature is what it is, abuses must necessarily follow, and un- 
and oppressive prosecutions be commenced. 


necessary, frivolous, 
In the same connection, I desire to print in the Recorp 
what he says in a charge to the grand jury in regard to this fee 


Judge Braw delivered the f. to the grand jury: 
Mr. AND GENTLEMEN: ore relieving you from our arduous 
labors, which have been discharged with great ¥, ess, and in- 


maieence, the court wishes to express ita sincere our work has 
ted to driving from these walls that motley crowd of 
perjurers that has so long polluted them. Your findings have 


advance the cause of justice, but by the gree 





demonstratec that nine-tenths of the prosecutions under section3 242 have 


no merit in them; that they have not been inspired by any proper desire to 
} of miserable wretches who 
have sought to make money out of them. Some of these men have already 
been brought to trial and convicted of perjury, and others doubtless will be; 
but this evil, which has reached the proportions of a gross public scandal, 
can not be eradicated by the punishment of afew obscure rascals. A new 
crop will undoubtedly spring up unless some means can be devised for reach- 
ing the root of it. This lies in the fee system. 
“My observation on this bench has satisfied me that more than one-half of 
the prosecutions under this section—in the lower tier of counties I would say 





fully nine-tenths of them—are instigated or promoted by the deputy marshals. 
I must do Marshal Hunter the justice of saying that he has promptly removed 
every deputy who has been known to be engaged in this kind of busmess, but 
there are undoubtedly many persons now on his lists who ought to be re- 
moved, and would be if the truth could be discovered, and I do not despair 
of seeing the badge of a deputy marshal one of honor, as it should be. Those 


who hold the commission of this Government ought to be above the suspicion 
of doubtful acts, and the men who disgrace the service should be removed. 
They impair the usefulness and bring discredit upon the brave and honest 
men who are on the rolls. These faithless officials and these worthless wit- 
nesses would be powerless for evil if the commissioners did not lend too ready 
an ear to the tales that are brought to them. 

“ The circuit judge, whose long experience on this bench opened his eyes 
to these evil practices, as mine have been opened in the last yearor two, 
joined with me six months ago in a circular to the United States commission- 
ers, giving advice and instruction in this class of cases. These instructions 
have had little effect. Human nature has been too strong for us. I say it 
with pain, for I would not willingly hurt their feelings, and they are all quite 
up to the average in character on conscientiousness; but the wretched sys- 
tem which makes their income to depend upon the number of warrants is- 
sued makes it very hard indeed for them to turn a deaf ear and a stern face 
to those who bring grist to their mill." 


I will also insert at this point the remark of Judge Woolson, of 
the southern district of Iowa, from an interview, showing that 
human nature is the same in Iowa as in South Carolina. One of 
my colleagues in Congress lately remarked that there is only one 
thing that he ever yielded to, and that is temptation. 

Weak, sinful human nature is the same everywhere. 

In South Carolina and in Iowa the same results follow from the 
same causes. 

Judge Woolson says: 


The law intends to provide, and perhapsas fully ascan be under a “ fee sys 
tem " does provide, for a detailed and thorough investigation as to the charges 
made by the court officials. And if excessive or improper charges are made, 
the officials are required to correct them. There are always, under the “ fee 
system,” matters which bear unjustly, or perhaps I ought to say unevenly, 
on the Government as well as on the officers whose pay is regulated by fees. 
But this seems unavoidable. The President and Attorney-General have, year 
after year, attempted, by message and report, to impress on Congress the 
undesirability of the fee system and the desirability of the substitution of a 
salary system. But thus far without avail. I am not able to suggest meth- 
ods under a fee system which would prove superior to the law now in force 
for examination of accounts of officials. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConNOLLY] on yesterday 
called attention to the temptations of the present law. 

— us not into temptation,” he said, was the motto of this 

Putting temptation in the way of public officers by a system 
like the present insures the carrying out of the evil practices of 
the past. To withdraw all temptation it is necessary to abolish 
the whole fee system. 

Sir Godfrey Kneller, the eminent painter, became a justice of 
the peace in his old age, and he discharged a criminal and pun- 
ished the man who carelessly tempted the defendant by exposing 
his cash. 

Pope celebrated this decision in his lines: 


I think Sir Godfrey should decide the suit, 
Who sent the thief that stole the cash away, 
And punished him that put it in his way 


Let us take temptation out of the law. At an early day in this 
session I took pains to go through the records of the Attorney- 
General’s Office to obtain details to aid me in drawing a bill on 
this subject. I introduced bill H. R. 1457, and followed this up by 

resenting a resolution calling on the Attorney-General for in- 
ormation as to fees and emoluments for last year. 

This resolution was adopted and the report of the Department 
of Justice has been received. This report furnished the Judi- 
ciary Committee data upon which to consider the various bills, 
and also greatly aided them in framing the bill now under con- 
sideration. 

To show the views which I took in framing the bill, I append 
the following statement of the Updegraff bill (H. R. 6654) and 
report of the Attorney-General. 

have also inserted the rates given in the bill introduced by 


— 

t will be observed that the bill of my colleague fixes the sala- 
ries nearly the same as the bill introduced by me. The sameline 
of reasoning adopted by me has led to the adoption of the general 
schedule of the present bill, and I believe it is substantially as 
correct and just. The bill of my colleague [Mr. Upprerarr] I 
think is an improvement over my own bill in many respects, 
though in its dealing with individual salaries we are very nearly 
agreed, 
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¢Emoluments and expenses estimated for the entire year. 
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Gross emoluments. | Expenses of office. Net emete- 
Lacey | Pre: | | athe al 
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| sation. 
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5,000 4,000 | 12,804.60 |............ 12, 804. 60 ED Bi Sccdinateate 61. 68 120.00 245. 80 2,116. 83 10, 687.77 
5,000 4,000 tiie inna 8, 370. 00 EAD Nennton cceses 47.63 | 33. 60 28. 64 1, 909. 87 6, 460.13 
5,000} 4,000} 10,301.60 |. 0 oo 10,301.60} 2,200.00 |-- 2-2 50.55 | 116.00 | 21375.56 | 7,926. 05 
Eactern..........| 5,000 4,000 | @6, 211.00 |...........- ie i obec cacenee ‘ 6, 211.00 
Ww Western ......... 6, 000 8,000 | 4,986.60 |... oo. | ES SS ST tebciecbaa iit cota 7 4, 986. 60 
yoming............, 4,000; 38,000] 4,615.00).......-...- 4, 615. 00 205.00 |...........-| 205. 00 | 4, 410.00 
Ros.) caccnane 504, 623. 66 95.00 | 504,658.66} 56,724.52 | 1,080.38 | 5,222.00| 3,075.73 | 5,714.20 71,826.92 | 422,831.74 
@Emoluments and expenses estimated for six months. b Emoluments and expenses estimated for three months. 


The above exhibit does not show the emoluments and expenses of the following districts, as both the marshals and attorne » paid an ¢ al salary 
. »ts, ‘ : ys are paid an annual salary, 
viz: Alaska, Indian Territory (northern, central, and southern districts), and also the attorney for the southern district of New York. re 











ICR es ee SERENE PETE LLIONT STS ITS LE TOTES ete 


Bee en a aan 


SAS ch, CEE Bit Pita ain a tai thera 


és + 
8s SESE LE Wi TE IESE i SA PE OE ES ME OE OTE EIT 


‘ 

. : 
se 
4 
b 

x 






sd sinha nt 


ee 


EE 





2454 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 4, 





In framing the bill it was unsafe to accept last year’s business 
as a basis, though it was proper to take those results as a circum- 
stance to be considered in estimating what would be a proper 
salary. To accept last year’s fraudulent emoluments as the sole 
basis of the marshal’s and attorney’s salaries would perpetuate the 
evil that this bill proposes to extirpate. 

To legislate upon precedent— 


Says Mr. Calhoun— 
is to make the error of yesterday the law of to-day. 


It is not safe to follow the basis of last year’s salary which, in 
many instances, includes unnecessary and extravagant mileage 
and ies in cases brought to produce fees only. 

The committee have therefore gone outside the earnings of last 
year and included many other elements of importance, such as the 
population of the districts, amount involved in suits, and general 
commercial importance of each district. While the salaries are 
some of them larger and some smaller than I would have made 
them, I believe the bill is a good one and substantially correct in 
its details, and that its enactment will save the Government very 
large sums of money. 

I am glad that this bill has been attached by special rule to an 
anpregneae bill, so that its consideration and final passage in 
the present Congress is assured. 

The Committee on the Judiciary is entitled to the thanks of the 
whole country. 

Mr. Chairman, I now withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I renew the substitute which 
was offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], for the 

urpose of saying to the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary 
Gonsepittes that it is not unusual to have two districts with only 
one judge. The reason of itis this: A man indicted anywhere 
within the district might be carried to any division of it for trial; 
but under the Constitution he must be tried in the district in 
which the crime was committed. Therefore, if the State of South 
Carolina had been buta single district a man committing a crime 
at one extreme of the State might be carried to another for trial. 
It was to obviate the injustice, the inconvenience, and indeed the 
expense of carrying the criminal and the witnesses so far that 
Congress has been induced in more than one instance to create 
two districts with only one judge. 

If it were true that this amendment creates new offices, still, as 
the salary of the two officers is the same as the salary of one offi- 
cer, it would not increase the expense of the court. On the con- 
trary, it is well calculated to reduce it, because it will reduce the 
mileage which is paid to the marshal and the district attorney. 
It had escaped the attention of the committee and that of the At- 
torney-General that South Carolina had been divided into two 
districts. But I venture to say the a, a of the division was in 
order to localize the trial of offenders, as I suggested a moment ago. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understand well enough the reason for 
there being two districts with one judge. But the effect of this 
amendment is to create two new officers—a marshal and a district 
attorney. Now, there is a bill before our committee for that pur- 


pose and we shall take it up at the proper time and consider it. 


ut for one I am opposed to creating new offices in this bill. The 
bill as it stands is all right. If on future consideration of this 
uestion it should be deemed wise to provide by law for new mar- 
pe and district attorneys, we can then adjust their salaries. 
But I do not like an amendment to be brought in now which has 
the effect of creating a new marshal and a new district attorney. 


I am against it. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is an objection to the method, about which 
I have wy! to say. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If I may be permitted, I should like to ask 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. HENDERSON] a 
question. Under section 767 of the Revised Statutes the district 
attorney of the eastern district of South Carolina is empowered to 

orm the duties of the western district. In law there is nosuch 

as the “district of South Carolina.” The district attorney 

of the eastern district performs the duties and draws the salary of 
the western district. This amendment would not necessaril 

thee xisting condition of things; the salary is not in L 

but divided in ger amounts between the two districts. 

Mr. HEND N. But the amendment practically creates a 
new marshal and a new district attorney. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. This bill is framed in accordance with the 


law as it now stands. 

Mr. BAILEY. Permit me to that the bill does not pro- 
vide for the appointment of new ; but on ae 
the district attorney of both the South Carolina 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understand that. 

Mr. BAILEY. And he would draw $2,500 for one office and 


’ $2,000 for the other. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Why is there nota district attorney ap- 
pointed for the other district? 


Mr. McLAURIN. I should like to answer that question, and I 
am willing to submit this matter to the good common sense of 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. TALBERT. Anadditional district attorney has never been 
demanded. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The western district of South Carolina is 
what is known as the ‘‘moonshine” district. Most of the viola- 
tions of the revenue law occur there, and it seems to me that it 
is important to have a local district attorney who is acquainted 
with the manners and habits of these people. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But I would like the gentleman to say 
why there are not two district attorneys now in South Carolini. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Simply because it has been the practice to 
appoint the district attorney from the city of Charleston, repre- 
sented * my friend Mr. Exv.iotr, and _ give him both of the sal- 
aries. This is the only district in the United States in a similar 
condition. It is absolutely without precedent. The judge is ap- 
pointed for both districts, but the district attorney for only one. 

Mr. HENDERSON. For the two districts? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then the law now authorizes but one dls- 
trict attorney? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Thatisall. Which is best, one man hold- 
ing two offices and drawing two salaries, or two men holding the 
two offices, and each drawing his own salary? Why should 
Charleston furnish a district attorney for Greenville? She has 
good lawyers, who would be glad to accept the $2,500. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Very well, then, we do not want to change 
the law at this time. Bring in your bill, and we will consider it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Ihave no bill. The bills were introduced 
by Senator TILLMAN and Congressman STOKEs, and I-—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] - 

Mr. BAILEY. I withdraw my substitute. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McLaurin, 
it was rejected. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out, in line 12, page 3, the words ‘‘two thousand dollars ” and in- 
serting “‘ two thousand five hundred dollars”; so as to read: ‘‘ For 
the district of New Jersey, $2,500.” 

Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amendment is to increase the 
salary of the district attorney for the district of New Jersey from 
the amount fixed in the bill, $2,000, to $2,500. 

Yesterday, with such data as I had at hand, I took up and pre- 
sented to this House a comparison of the district of New Jersey 
with New Hampshire, with the western district of Pennsylvani:, 
and the western district of Tennessee; and the result shown was 
that, measured by the amount of fines and penalties returned to 
the Government, and measured by the returns of the office, 
the district of New Jersey ranks with the large districts, and shows 
three times the business of New Hampshire. This morning I have 
turned to the reports of the Attorney-General—not that for 1%), 
to which the committee has referred, but to the reports of 1%; 
and 1894—to determine the amount of business in the district of 
New Jersey by the cases ined; because yesterday every 
time that a column was run down and it was found that New 
Jersey ranked with the large districts in the bill I was asked, 
‘‘How many cases were determined there?” Now, I want to call 
the attention of the House to some facts shown by the bill and 
the Attorney-General’s . 

It is shown by the bill here that the western district of Peun- 
sylvania is salaried at $4,000, Nevada at $2,500, and New Jersey at 
$2,000. Now let me call your attention to some figures for a mo- 
ment. Taking the test that the committee continually submitted 
on yesterday, as to the business of the courts in the several States 
for = 1893 and 1894, we find that the number of cases pen«- 
ing in Nevada was 20, in New Jersey 72, and in the western ‘is- 
trict of Pennsylvania 73. So by that test in that year we are just 
one case short of being as big as a four-thousand-dollar district. 

Take the year 1893. ee New Jersey 86 cases, 
in Pennsylvania 75 cases, and in Nevada 22 cases. The district 
with the 22 cases is salaried at $2,500, the district of 75 cases at 
as and the district with the 86 cases is only put at $2,000. 








1896. 





committee. increase 1 ask is not onity a reasonable one, but it 
t to does been at least $1,500 more than that proposed in the 





In answering the gentleman from Montana, the member of the 


Committee on the Judiciary from Iowa [Mr. Uppecrarr] dwelt | trict attorney of the State of Washington is a busy man 


tion. — = sir, N = ae ~ 1. a 
te census showed a ation of one aad one- millions. 

oo a know of many as large as that 

it with Nevada it oughtto have a salary seven times more, because 

it is seven times greater in population. By the Congressional 

Directory for 1890 we find over 1,400,000 ‘ : 

Now, here is a district, by its business in every year, far 

in excess of most of the other districts in the country 

the two- ; basis. 

ba CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. GARDNER, 
the committee divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 51. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend by striking 
out the word “‘ four,” in line 12 on page 4 of the bill, and inserting 
“five”; so that it will read “$5,000.” 

This is the district of Washington that I have the honor to rep- 
resent on this floor. I desire to make a statement to the committee 
that will furnish a good and sufficient reason why the amendment 
should be ev. and why there should be no hesitancy whatever 

voting for 


The State of Washington, as you all know, is the extreme north- 
west State of the Union. We have in that State nearly 500 miles 
of boun line between that extreme portion of the United 
States and Columbia. We have along Puget Sound a 
shore line in the neighborhood of 1,700 miles. We have all the 
line of the Pacific from the Straits of Fuca down to the mouth 
of the Columbia River, and the shore line of the Columbia River 
running up about 400 miles to the eastern boundary of the State. 
Ships are constantly coming to the ports in Puget Sound from the 
Oriental countries, and from all other countries in the world. 
There is constant smuggling going onin British Columbia and the 
itish Provinces over the line into the State of Washington. 

Further, I desire to state that under the law relative to that 
State it is divided intofour subdivisions. Courts areheldat Seat- 
tle, Tacoma, at Walla Walla, in the eastern divisions, and at the 


on the matter of 


i 


F 


city of The United States attorney is required to attend 
the courts eight times each year. He is the busiest United States 
attorney within the limits of the American Union. 


The emoluments of this office for the last year, when the busi- 
ness has not been as as in former years, has been about $7,000. 
At the same time, of course, his salary has been $6,000, that being 
the law. When portion of the bill was 

the Attorney-General, as I am informed, and informed 
that makes me believe it to be true, the lowest amount 
fixed for this official was the sum of $5,000. I know from my own 
personal observation and experience in those courts that this man 
could make a great deal more than that salary in his private prac- 

the office—of course belonging to a dif- 
to which I owe allegiance—and he has 
business thoroughly and well, and to the satisfac- 
courts and the people of that State. Now, I know that 
es is little enough compensation for any man who 
and transact the important business that is 

before him as district attorney. 
The reason why I 
i t United States attorney is constantly in 
with the marshals and ty marshals regarding all 
ions across the line into that State, and his 
ies to the country and to the people of that 


i 


are very el oa in any of these 
reports, as my from lowa [Mr. UpDEGRAFF] can readily un- 
derstand, it seems to me, if he will reflect for a single moment 
upon this subject. The business of the office is constantly increas- 
ing when times are ordinaril in that district, and dur- 
ing the past pour, an I am told, the emoluments af this office have 
reached the sum of more than $7,000. The adjustment of land 
ete hie Gatien. business is now very great in 

courts, and as time goes on it must increase. 


of this bill relati to the attitudleot Repeessstatt . 
ve nmtatives upon 
Se eeeion dn He told us how unsel- 
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If you compare | 


pulation in New Jersey. | guarantee that he will not send in any resignation 


aried on | 
I hope the committee will agree | 





Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad to concede 
to my friend from Washington what he asks, but in justice to the 
committee, whese organ I am, andin justice to my common conn- 
try, I can not consent to it. The gentleman claims that the dis- 
He gets 
$4,000 a year under this bill for that business, and [ will guarantee 
that he will not send in his resignation if this bill becomes a law. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I have not time to be interrupted. I will 
There is 
another thing. He receives $4,000 a year, and in addition to that, 
when he is absent from home he receives his subsistence, not 
exceeding $4 per day. In addition to that he receives all his 
actual traveling expenses. He can not duplicate himself. He 
can not be in two places at once, and he can not earn two salaries. 
I do not care how busy he is, $4,000 is ample compensation, and I 
venture to say that he would not resign if he did not get more 
than $2,000. I do not believe he would resign on any terms. 

Now, why should we load up this bill with enormous salaries 
when there is no showing under heaven that there is any use for 
them? Did the members of this committee notice the little sar- 
easm that was involved in the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin]? He took a different shoot. 
The gentlemen representing that State did not ask for greater 
compensation; they simply wanted to divide it between two officers. 
If the gentleman from Washington had put his case upon the 
ground taken by the gentleman from South Carolina, he would 
have had a better showing, for then there would be two district 
attorneys. I want to say also, as an objection to this amendment, 
that the bill contains ample provision for assistants. It gives 
ample power, whenever the work is excessive, to employ assist- 
ants, and it gives the district attorney clerk hire, besides his ex- 

mses and subsistence when he is absent from home. It is a 

stter office than to be a member of Congress. He has no cam- 
paign expenses, and I will venture to say that this salary will 
enable the Government to secure the services of the best legal 
talent in the State of Washington. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. ‘That is where you are mistaken. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DooLirrLE, 
the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Doo.itTLE), there were 
39, noes 60. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to offer an amendment on page 4, 
line 11, to strike out the words “four thousand” and insert the 
words “ forty-five hundred.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 4, line 11, strike out the words “ four thousand ”’ 
thereof the words “ forty-five hundred.” 


ayes 


and insert in lieu 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in this connec- 
tion that I favor this bill, but want to correct some of its inequali- 
ties. LI hope the Committee on the Judiciary will give me their 
attention. I want to ask them to explain an inequality, and a 
gross one, which is presented in making up the salaries of some 
of the officials. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Con- 
NOLLY], who has spoken so well and so eloquently upon this bill, 
will explain to me, if I am mistaken, because I do not want to do 
an injustice, why the district attorney and marshal from my dis- 


: trict are not entitled to more pay, according to the work done as 
of the peculiar geographical situation of | 


shown by the records of the court, than is given by this bill. Now, 
I would like this committee to explain to me why they fix the salary 
of the district attorney for the northern district of [linois at $5,000 
and the salary of the attorney of the southern district of Ilinois 
at $4,500, and the salary of the attorney for the western district 
of Virginia at $4,000. t the committee look at the work done 
by these respective officials, and state the reasons that animated 
them in making this recommendation. 

Now, I say when a committee comes to this House and says 
that any work on which it has been engaged should not be re- 
f and amended by the House, it ought to be able to stand 
here and give the reasons that animated them. I ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois to look at the pages and see if my comparison is 
not right. Last year the record shows, on page 58—and if | am 
wrong I want him to correct me—that in the southern district of 
Illinois the civil suits then pending amounted to 340 cases, in the 
northern district of Illinois 34 cases, and in the western district of 
Virginia 255. Now, the question I put, and I want it to be gn- 
derstood this is on civil suits, is why the district attorney for 
the western district of Virginia should have $4,000 a year oa pod 
distriet y for the northern district of Iltinois should receive 
$5,000, where one had 255 civil suits pending and the other 34? 
Now, go to the criminal suits, and let the gentleman explain what 
animated thecommittee in making thediscrepancy. Lookon page 
60, and it is found that there were pending onthe ist of July, 1896, 
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undecided in the northern district of Illinois, 119 suits; in the 
southern district of Illinois 167 suits pending and undecided, 
making in all 286; yet in the western district of Virginia there 
were 318 suits pending, which is more than in the two districts in 
Illinois combined. 

That is, the :vork to be done the next year by the district attor- 
ney in the western district of Virginia is far in excess of the work 
of these two districts combined, yet the district attorney of Vir- 
ginia will receive only $4,000, and these two will receive an aggre- 
gate of $9,500. What animated the committee in making a rgc- 
ommendation so glaring in its discrepancy? 

Go further. Let ustry it on suits terminated last year. Let us 
see the work that they have done. Look on page 62, and you will 
find there were terminated in the northern district of Illinois last 
year 231 suits; in the southern district of Illinois 343 suits. In the 
western district of Virginia last year there were terminated 567 
suits, only lacking 7 suits of having as many terminated as were 
in the two districts of Illinois combined. He had tried nearly 
double the number of suits in his court last year as either of the 
districts in Ilinois. 

Now, sir, the gentleman spoke as to earnings. He talked elo- 
quently about having to pay ‘for legs in waves nd not for brain 
work.” Now, here is the district attorney, who in brain work, 
in suits, in civil suits, in causes to be tried next year, and causes 
terminated last year, whose work is nearly double that in either of 
the districts in Illinois, and yet he is paid less than the district 
attorney in either of those districts. 

Now, I desire to say to the gentleman that Iam not here en- 
deavoring to increase any man’s salary unless it is just; but what 
I do say is that if the district attorney of the western district of 
Virginia is not entitled to $4,500 or $5,000, neither is the district 
attorney for either the southern or northern district of Illinois. 
The committee should be fair and not discriminate in any of its 
recommendations, especially in favor of its own members. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Virginia 
seems to think that this bill was formed in the interest of the State 
of Illinois. I think the members of this committee recollect very 
well that the ‘‘ gentleman from Illinois” was in a very small minor- 
ity in the fixing of some of these salaries, and as to the salaries for 
the Illinois districts, they were the ones in which he found him- 
self in the greatest minority. 

Mr. SWANSON. Iam glad you were. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, the gentleman from the western dis- 
trict of Virginia seems to think that the only estimate that the 
committee should take in fixing these salaries consists of the num- 
ber of cases disposed of during a year. Thatis nota fair estimate. 
It is not a fair basis, as every man will know when he reflects on it. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have not time. 

Mr. SWANSON. Take it by the fines. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. In the western district of Virginia a large 
proportion of ites business, the larger proportion, was internal- 
revenue prosecutions, the very kind of prosecutions that have been 
denounced on all sides of this Chamber since this discussion began. 
A large part of the earnings of the district attorney was because 
the cost where these internal-revenue prosecutions are so preva- 
lent is made up from mileage in traveling to and from the com- 
missioners’ courts, and any member who will take the trouble to 
figure it out will find that about $3,900 in every instance of these 
large earnings by district attorneys was made up by traveling on 
railroads. 

Mr. SWANSON. I did not take that. I took suits. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I decline to yield. I want to say further 
that gentlemen should remember that under this bill the district 
attorney for the western district of Virginia will limit his prose- 
cutions to those substantial violations of law which, as a lawyer 
charged with the rae th protecting the interests of the Govern- 
ment, he will feel ought to be prosecuted, and when he travels in 


the necessary discharge of that duty, not for the nk ama of earn- 


ing salary for himself, but in the fair and honest discharge of his 
duty as the lawyer of the Government, the Government will pay 
him every penny of his traveling expenses and, in addition, gi a 
day for subsistence while he is away from home. So that the in- 
ducement now held out to the district attorney of that district and 
to the district attorneys of other districts similarly situated where 
the distances are great to travel extensively and to prosecute ge! 
complaint that comes to them by letter or by word of mouth will 
be withdrawn, and, if they be fit men for the place, they eee 
cute none but those substantial violations of the law which all good 
citizens will agree ought to be prosecuted. 

Mr. SWANSON. I move to strike out “‘four thousand five 
hundred” and substitute “five thousand.” Now, Mr. Chairman 
and gentlemen of this committee, we had as well be plain and 
frank in dealing with any recommendations that come to us from 
our committees. The gentleman from Illinois leaves the impres- 
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bill saw proper to discriminate in favor of. Illinois in fixing the 
salaries of these district attorneys. Last evening when the gent) 
man from Montana and others pointed out that men were com- 

yelled to travel 500 and 600 miles in some cases, the gentleman froin 
Minois said that the right test, as to the emoluments that the i: 
trict attorney ought to receive, was the number of suits tried; 
that we were not paying him for legs, but for brains. 

I accepted that test, and I have shown whether the district 
attorney for the western district of Meg orm does more or less 
work than the district attorneys for the State of Illinois. Meas 
uring the work by civil suits, I found that he did twice as muc}; 
work last — as was done by any district attorney in the State «/ 
Illinois. Then I went further, and showed tat the work that he 
has got to do next year, that is, suits pending in his court unde- 
cided, were more than the entire number in the Federal courts 
of Illinois. I went further, and showed that he only lacked seven 
suits of trying as many as both district attorneys for the State of 
Illinois tried last year, almost twice as many as either one of thei. 
And yet the salary of the district attorney for my district is put 
at $4,000, while the salaries of the two district attorneys for the 
State of Illinois are put at $5,000 and $4,500, respectively. 

Now, that is a plaincase. Thecommittee can not explain away 
a gross inequality and injustice like that. Come forward now, 
gentlemen, and say in a frank and manly way that if the district 
attorney for the southern district of Illinois or for the northern 
district of Illinois is entitled to $4,500 a year,then the district 
attorney for the State of Virginia is entitled to the same. Is this 
House to be unjust? Is this House to deprive a public officer of 
his due when he earns it by the work that he does simply because 
a committee sees proper to make such a discrimination as that 
which I have pointed out? I 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. MayI ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. What is the relative popula- 
tion of the district of Virginia and of the northern district of 
Illinois? 

Mr. SWANSON. Ido not know what the relative population 
is, but we are not paying people here for living in densely popu- 
lated communities; we are paying themfor work done. That has 
been the test all through. say again, that the district attorney 
for the western district of Virginia has earned each year more than 
his maximum. He earns his full salary the first six months. He 
does not do it by travel, but by active work in court. I am not 
putting the case on the ground of the maximum receipts. [ will 
guarantee that he does more work than both the district attorneys 
in the State of Illinois. I am putting the case on the work done, 
and now, because my district is not fortunate enough to havea 
eee on the Judiciary Committee, is it to receive no con- 
sideration at the hands of this House? If I am wrong about this 
matter I wish to know it. I donot desire to misrepresent the case 
or to do anyinjustice. If the committee will show me any reason 
why the district attorney for the southern or for the northern (is- 
trict of Illinois should receive more money than the district attor- 
ney for the western district of Virginia, am willing to withdraw 
my amendment; but I say that when you take the records of the 
courts, the suits decided, the work done, and the work to be done 
next year, they do not show any such result, and consequently | 
claim that my district is entitled to the same consideration at the 
a of this House as is given to the districts in the State of 

inois. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman. | 
think, makes an unjust ch There are two members of the 
committee from Missouri, Judge DE Armonpd and myself, and 
neither of us has asked for the salaries of the attorneys of the 
courts that are held in St. Louis or in Kansas City any sum in 
excessof $4,000. Thechairman of the committee and the chairman 
of the subcommittee both represent judicial districts, yet they 10 
not ask for more than $4,000. As to the districts represente! ly 
members of the committee, the one represented by the gent!cman 
from Illinois, Mr. CoNNOLLY, gets- $4,500 a year for the salary 0! 
the district attorney; the one ee by the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. CULBERSON, gets $5,000 a year, and the one represente:! 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. Terry, gets $5,000 a year. 

ow, everybody knows that the United States courts at Fort 
Smith, Ark., and at Paris, Tex., are the two best working—I shou! 
say the two most overworked—district courts in the country. 
The gentleman from Virginia has made the charge of discrimina- 
tion against the committee, and it is not true. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it is not merely the amon 
of the earnings of the office that should be taken into accoun' 
when fixin e salary. It is not merely the number of case. 
You should consider also the ter of the cases; and I say 
here, without fear of successful contradiction, that a half dozen «' 
the cases tried in the southern district of Mlinois are more 1mpor- 





1896. 


ole number of ‘these internal-revenue cases that 
ee he istrict concerning which the gentleman from 
Virginia has spoken so earnestly. 
is something more than the number of cases; there is some- 
thing more than the earnings to be considered; we must take into 
consideration the nature and character of the cases. 

Mr. HAR And the amount involved, 

The question bei taken on the amendment of Mr. Swanson, it 
was rej , there being—ayes 23, noes 62. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill by 
striking out, in line 16, on 8, the words “four thousand doi- 
lars ” and inserting-*‘ $3,500.” (Laughter. ] 

A Member. Why, that is a reduction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, no one ———— more fully 
than I do the difficulties surrounding the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary‘in an attempt to present to this House an equitable bill 
placing the United States district attorneys and marshals upon 
salaries rather than upon fees in accordance with the present sys- 


~ 





m. 

I believe that this committee, so far from arriving at a just con- 
clusion, is misled by the arguments of certain gentlemen as to the 
inequalities between their districts and some other districts else- 
where in the United States, with the business of which they are 
in no wise familiar. It is my purpose in offering this amendment 
to ask its acceptance by this Committee of the Whole because of 
my personal knowledge of the business coming before the Federal 
courts in the State of North Carolina. I know that the salary of 
the district attorney of the eastern district, when placed at $4,000, 
is too large in proportion to the duties he is called upon to per- 
form, whereas T believe that the salary allowed to the district 
attorney in the western district, $4,500, is no more than an ade- 
quate compensation for that officer. I wish to compare the east- 
ern district of North Carolina with the western district of that 
State—two districts the business of which I am familiar with— 
rather than to undertake to show inequitable action by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary by comparing one of the districts of my 
State with some districts as to the business of which I know ab- 
solutely nothing. 

Mr. Tiehomen. Thold in my hand the report of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, in which I find as Exhibit A, page 58, 
a statement showing the number of civil suits to which the United 
States was a party pending in tae district and circuit courts of 
the United States July 1, 1895, with the number terminated dur- 
ing the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. I find here that in the 
eastern district of North Carolina there were pending July 1, 1895, 
31 cases, and in the western district of the same State, 49 cases. 
The number of suits disposed of and terminated during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1895, in the eastern district was 15, and in the 
western district, 759. 

I find also in this volume a statement showing the number of 
criminal prosecutions pending in the circuit and district courtsof 
the United States on July 1, 1895, by which it appears that the 
number of such prosecutions pending in the eastern district of 
North Carolina was 101; in the western district, 367; the number 
terminatedin the eastern district, 233, in the western district, 1,049. 

Then I turn to Exhibit C, being a statement of the amounts 
arising from civil suits to which the United States was a party and 
from criminal prosecutions in the circuit and district courts of the 
United States during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. By this 
statement it appears that the amount of fines, forfeitures, and 

ties imposed during the year in the eastern district of North 
lina was $27,526.08, and in the western district, $47,006.40. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I may be allowed a 
moment or two longer in explanation of my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman’s time 
will be extended five minutes. 

There was no a. 

Mr. 8 . Those figures, Mr. Chairman, represent the dif- 
ference between the business transacted in the eastern district and 
the business transacted in the western district. No one realizes 
more fully than myself the vices of the fee system under which we 
are now we fl very Federal court held in my district illustrates 
the vices of that system and demands in thunder tones some rem- 
edy. I believe that the desired adjustment will be largely reached 
if we place these officers on salaries rather than on fees. When 
they are under the fee they care but little for the merits of 
the tions that they inaugurate, provided the emoluments 
of offices are increased. I should like to see the Committee 
on the Judiciary accept later on a further amendment of this 
R ition, which would provide that in cases Sapeeting before 

ited States commissioners, where there is a failure to convict, 
the commissioner, as well as the deputy marshal serving the proc- 
ess and the witnesses in cases which result in uittal, should 
receive half fees only, thus depriving these parties of the incentive 
to originate prosecutions. 
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Mr. CONNOLLY. Would you apply that to jurors, too? 

Mr. SETTLE. No, sir; not to jurors, because they are officers 
of the court, obeying its summons and attending for the trial of 
causes. But I know that in the criminal jurisprudence of North 
Carolina we have a provision that where a magistrate binds over 
the defendant and there is subsequently an acquittal, or even where 
the grand jury makes a presentment and there is an acquittal, 
the witnesses and officers receive half fees only: and that provision 
operates to keep out of our courts frivolous and insignificant prose- 
cutions. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SHaw and Mr. HENDERSON rose. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I rise to oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SETTLe}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Iovva [Mr. HENDERSON], representing the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I shall be very brief, and will then yield 
the remainder of my time to the gentleman from North Carolina 
{Mr. SHaw]. 

Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to say that the committee first 
fixed the salary for the districts which my friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. SETTLE] has been discussing at $3,000. But in con- 
sultation with the Attorney-General we put to him the question: 
What were the relations of this district to the ‘‘ moonshiners”? 
and he replied that it was from that standpoint an important dis- 
trict, and the service should not be weakened at that point. And 
the Committee on the Judiciary, considering this matter, and 
desiring to be fair all along the line, from the best information 
we could get and with an intention under no circumstances of 
crippling the Government in all proper enforcement of the laws, 
and on the suggestion of the Attorney-General, raised this salary 
from $3,000 to $4,000, and I hope that sum will be permitted to 
stand. 

Mr. SETTLE. 
for a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SETTLE. I wanted to suggest that my familiarity with 
that district leads me to make the assertion that of the illicit dis- 
tilling of which the Attorney-General speaks eight-tenths of it 
is in the western district, and the eastern district, therefore, has 
not, as I have already said, as large a business before the United 
States courts as theother. There are fewer distilleries in that dis- 
trict and they are principally engaged in the turpentine business. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Do you live in that district? 

Mr. SETTLE. A part of my district is included in the eastern 
district 

Mr. HENDERSON (interrupting). Then you are not in the 
district any more than I am; and the information before us comes 
from an authoritative source. The gentleman does not live in 
the district, neither do I; and I should be unwilling to endanger 
the enforcement of the law in this whole country by not keeping 
a good man in as district attorney and ranking that district, under 
all of the circumstances that have been presented to us, as it 
should be ranked. I have no pride in standing by the bill; but I 
am willing at all times to stand by a bill that will bear criticism 
as I believe this will. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, whom I am afraid I have deprived of the floor. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I happen to know personally the 
United States attorney for the eastern district of the State of 
North Carolina, and I am able to say that he is adinittedly one of 
the ablest lawyers in the State. 

My friend Mr. SETTLE referred to the fact that there were few 
cases pending in that eastern district. Mr. Aycock, the attorney 
there, is a man who pushes his cases with vigor. There are not 
perhaps as many cases on the docket as there are in the western 
district, and I think I am able to give youthe reason. I have prac 
ticed with the district attorney there and know his methods. He 
does not allow frivolous cases to go into the Federal courts at all. 
Where there are prosecutions and complaints that ought not to be 
carried there he stops them right in the bud. 

I say most emphatically that in the eastern district of the State 
of North Carolina to-day moonshining is more on the increase than 
in any other part of the United States. In my own county of 
Cumberland ten years ago I do not believe there was one illicit 
distillery. To-day I do not doubt that there are a dozen of them. 
The district attorney for that district has been vigorous in the 
prosecution of suits pending before the Federal courts; and inva- 
riably it has been his custom not to allow any cases to go before 
the court without good grounds. 

I hope the committee, therefore, will not consent to reduce the 
salary of a man who is efficient and capable, who exercises the 








Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 





duties of his office with proper care and diligence, and who has 
heretofore, as | understand, been making $5,000 a year from the 
office. 

I yield-the remainder of my time to my colleague from North 
Carolina [Mr. Wooparp}. 
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Mr. WOODARD. I move, as a substitute for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Serre}, that 
the salary of the district attorney for the eastern district be fixed 
at $3,000. 

Now, I desire to say this: I was not in the Hall of the House 
when my colleague [Mr. SeTTL#] addressed the House on his 
amendment, but I wish to say in behalf of the eastern district at- 
torney, Mr. Aycock, that I sent him a copy of the bill the other 
day,and I have his answer. Although during the last year he has 
made more than the maximum allowed by the law, which is $6,000, 
and under a recent decision of the Supreme Court could easily in- 
crease his compensation, yet he has said to me in this letter that 
he favored this bill which fixes his salary at $4,000. He is in favor 
of the principle involved, and although it is probable that in the 
eighteen months that he would have to serve it would entail upon 
him a loss in salary of probably $3,000 to $4,000, yét he favors the 
proposition. 

Now, as it stands, this compensation was fixed after the com- 
mittee had ascertained all of the facts in relation to the office. 
The territory of this eastern district has been increased by an act 
of Congress passed a year ago. It has taken from the western 
district five counties and put them into the eastern district, thus 


‘ largely increasing the business of the eastern district. Mr. Aycock 


is a gentleman of ability and character, and had conducted his 
office to the satisfaction of the t and of the people. 

Mr. SETTLE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. WOODARD. Certainly. 

Mr. SETTLE. In my amendment I make no reflection on the 
resent incumbent of the office. But Lask my colleague if, within 
is knowledge, the business of the western district is not more 

than double that of the eastern district? 

Mr. WOODARD. I do not know how that is, Mr. Chairman, 
but [ do know than on account of the addition of new territory to 
the eastern district or other causes the business of this district has 
largely increased; and while the present business of the western 
district may be larger than that of the eastern district, and is 
larger, yet 1 have no idea that it is twice as large. 

Mr. SETTLE, The Attorney-General’s report shows that it is. 
, Mr. WOODARD. So far as the business of the eastern district 
is concerned, it is cme increasing. I think it has probably 
more than doubled within the last year. I trust, Mr. i . 
that the committee will not reduce the amount fixed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary as the proper salary to be paid to the at- 
torney of the eastern ict. I think $4,000 is a fair and reason- 
able compensation for that office, and I trust it will not be reduced. 
I withdraw the substitute which I offered. I offered it for the 
pur of making this statement to the House, 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. SETTLE, and 
the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. SETTLE), there were—ayes 25, 
noes 52. 

Accordingly the amendment was rej 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 2 and 3, page 4, after fhe words “South Dakota,” the 


words ‘three thousand five hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“four thousand.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the commit- 
tee more than a moment. Like most of the other tlemen who 
have spoken, Iam in favor of this bill, and think it is a step in 
the right direction. I think, however, there is some inequity in 

to the salary of the district of South Dakota. It 
is placed at $3,500. I offer the amendment to increase it $500. 
Our district comprises the whole State. There is a 
arduous and expensive travel connected with the i 
makes the duties very laborious. Itisa . 
under the circumstances this increase should be granted. Quite 
a amount of business is done, far more criminal business 
than I wish there was. For the reatons which I have ; 
I think the district attorney should receive at least $4,000 a year, 
and I ask that the amendment be adopted. 

The amendment of Mr. PICKLER was 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 2 by striking out, in line 5 of page 2, the word ‘‘ four” and 
ene eine ated tee toed “Eve” * 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will 
prevail. It io worth GS 8 pe eS 
Pe, See Sno Oe 

office for many years know something 
the Diny und lake osumacied wate tk While I believe 
this bill, and shall probably vote for it, I know that it 
more than $4,000 a year to perform the duties of that 


amendment which 


understand also that the Attorney-General recommended that the 
salary of that officer should be fixed at $5,000 a vear. I yield the 
rest of my time to my cotinnges [Mr. Maguire}. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. -Chairman, the amendment offered by my 
colleague {Mr. HtLBorn] should be adopted. The northern dis. 
trict of California is one of the busiest judicial districts in the 
United States. It is a district requiring a very high order of 
talent in the district attorney and taking the whole time of that 
officer. I think perhaps a more unfortunate year could not have 
been selected for taking the earnings of the office as a basis upon 
which to fix the future of the district attorney of that dis- 
trict than the year ended June 30,1895. During t year the 
strike test case was on, which occupied nearly three months in its 
trial and incidental proceedings. I believe also that the Benson 
land survey fraud case was on trial that year, occupying near] y 
two months of the district attorney’s time. As gentlemen will 
understand, the district attorney receives but a single fee for each 
of those long cases. The reasons that have contributed to make 
the earnings of other district attorneys in other districts smal! 
during that ter also in the northern district of Califor- 
nia. Never before, as lam informed b tlemen who have held 
that office, did the earnings fail to d to the incumbent the 
maximum salary of $6,000 per year and something over to be re- 
turned tothe Treasury. It seems to me that a cut of $1,000 in tho 
salary of the district attorney of the northern district of California 
ought to be enough, and that a cut of $2,000 is neither necessary 
va seem practices against which this bill ed 

to the various ices inst whi i is aimed, and 
concerning which so much has been said, ay never been 
known in that district under any incumbent. haps the reason 
for that is that the volume of legitimate business regularly aris- 
ing yielded all that the district attorney could get under the law, 
and there was therefore no need of resorting to mercenary methods 
and persecutions complained of in other districts. Business expe- 
diency as well as justice suggests the adoption of this amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Hitborn; and 
on a a (demanded by Mr. MaacuiReE) there were—ayes 19, 
noes 51. 


A i the amendment was rej . 
te CORT IBS Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out, in line after the word “ x “three,” 
oatimeerhoatey ee ——— 
Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that the committee 
up to the present time have not been convinced of the fact that 
they made a mistaké in the preparation of this bill. While I am 
very heartily in favor of this measure, I desire to ask for the ailo- 
tion of this amendment, because of an injustice done to the eastern 
district of Michigan. I called the attention of the committee, or 
tlemen having charge of the bill, the other day to 
i that the salary of the officer for 


the Judicial Department. Believing 

Department were mistaken in making such « 

recommendation, I went to the Department, and I holdin my hand 

a letter from which I desire to read an extract addressed to these 
gentlemen having charge of this bill in this committee. 


Dees! Mr. anne At spo seupent of Hon. come Bs Coen ase, of Michi. 
gan, ve gone over data Department re n marshals 
office in the eastern district of and I 


in Michigan, atthe emolu- 
eae the last five years, that the bedues Lave averaged, 
district attorney's emoluments, however, do not compare favora!ly 

Se reason that there is so much civil business in the easte:' 
district this 


The marshal, from business, of course, receives 
fees; while, as know, the district ‘s emoluments increase as tl 
you 5 attorney 


im the 
Detroit is an and, for the reasons we e about, in Phi!a- 
phia, poche. Celt etkee aie the district attorney's eal should be in- 
creased. * * * I donotseeany objection, and | think it w only be fair, 
if the salaries of the marshal and attorney in eastern 


Were Inaue 


Now, I desire to ~ with that information I went to every 


member of the and I had the personal assurance of 4 
majority of those members when this discussion commenced that 
Gn ecie"ct s dy af beckon of aarp cr 
one eustoms 

of ~s has large TEES teestncer. 
number of civil cases of any 

the business of the east- 

eee a Bereet 

placed a . K 

placed Minnesot« 

is relatively not as 
000. They have 

, and both dis- 











usiness there is nothing as compared to the eastern 

=e , when you take into consideration the cus- 
toms and the admiralty business that arises there, for 
which the district attorney gets no compensation whatever. I 
submit that in justice to the recommendation of the Department 
the chairman of the committee will see that I am right im saying 
in this instance a mi was made, and that in all fairness this dis- 
trict is entitled to be placed upon a par with the districts sur- 
rounding Lake Michigan, when it a the most important 
point upon that chain of lakes. I ask the committee to consent 
that the House so amend this bill as to place the eastern district of 
Michigan at $4,000 instead of $3,000. [Applause.] 

1 yield one minute to the gentleman from New York | Mr. Ma- 

NY . 
BAT MAHANY . Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [ ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed one minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I merely wish to state that 
the city of Btffalo, to which the gentleman from Michigan has 
made reference, very heartily concurs in his request that the 


Now, usit 
district of Michi 


! 


olny for the district of Michigan be i at $4,000. 
But I wish to state further that the city of Buffalo does not yield 


to Detroit in its claim to importance. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I with the gentleman from 
Michigan that the salary fixed for the district attorney there is 
smaller, by comparison, than the salary of some others. I also 
agree with my friend from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] that the sal- 


ary of the district attorney in his district has not been fairly equal- 
ized with the salaries of the district attorneys in Illinois; but that, 


it occurs to me, is not the question for this committee to consider. 
If some salaries have been fixed too high, it does not seem to mea 
valid reason for making them all too high. The truth is, Mr. 
Chairman, that nearly everybody who is serving this Government 
to-day is receiving more than they could obtain for similar serv- 
ices from any other employer in the world. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is undoubtedly true. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have some knowledge myself about the in- 


come of la , and I must dissent from the statement of my 
friend from ois that all of them readily earn from $4,000 to 
$10,000. 


I undertake to say that eight-tenths of the legal profession in 
America to-day are collecting less than $4,000 per annum. Not 
only will eight-tenths of them collect less than $4,000 per annum, 
but the best legal talent, the widest a the most thorough 
understanding of the law, is not found in the great cities or in 
those offices which command the highest income. Nearly every 
lawyer on this floor will bear me witness that the strongest men 


in our are frequently found in the smaller towns and 
are t with a professional income of $2,500 a year. In every 
district, Mr. Chairman, there are hundreds of capable men and 


honorable men who are glad to realize from their law practice 
one-half of the salaries provided for in this bill, and it does not 
seem tome wisein usto pay an attorney for the Government double 
=a equals can command when clients select their own at- 


eys. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, as 
one of the members of the subcommittee, that the placing of the 
salary of the district attorney of the Detroit district at $3,000 was 


feaeeaalan misinformation, and as one of the subcommittee 
believe it ought to go, along with similar districts, at $4,000. 


een) 
he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend line 6, page 8. of the printed bill, by striking out the word “three,” 


and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ four.” 
_TheCHAIRMAN. Thisamendment is not inorder. That sec- 
tion is not now under consideration. The amendment refers to 
pees of the ted bill, which has not yet been reached. 
. . Then I will offer ano amendment, to come 
in on page 4. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend line “ ” 
wherever it caoute therein, aud inserting in lice theteot the word = four’ 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment 
is to increase the salary of the marshal for the western district of 
Wisconsin from $3,000 to $4,000 per annum. a 
on . Does the amendment refer to the salary of 


Mr. GRIFFIN. It refers to the marshal. 
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The CHAIRMAN. No other amendments are in order at this 
time than those which refer to the district attorneys. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. That was the amendment I first sent up. 

The object of my amendment is to increase the salary of the 
district attorney for the western district of Wisconsin from 
$3,000 to $4,000 per annum. [am im®full accord with the prin- 
ciple and with the object and purposes of the bill reported by the 
Judiciary Committee, but I regret to say that the arguments 
which have been presented here have proceeded upon lines that I 
do not approve of. I do not believe that this country ought to 
adopt a national policy on the single theory of economy. There 
is something higher and nobler than that. The proper enforce- 
mentof the law has more to do with the well-being of the American 
people than any question of economy, and I offer this amendment 
because in my estimation, knowing the business of the western 
district of Wisconsin as I do, $3,000 a year will not command the 
services of such a member of the legal profession to perform the 
duties of United States district attorney as we ought to have for 
the proper enforcement and administration of those laws. We 
ought, as a committee, to hesitate, we ought to pause and con- 
sider that we should have for these positions throughout the 
country men of first-class ability, men who can, by reason of their 
ability, their experience, and their good judgment, lessen the 
expenses of the courts in other directions aside from their own 
salaries; and unless we pay sufficient compensation to secure 
the services of men of good judgment oan discrimination we 
shall defeat the very object of this bill by employing men 
who are not capable of properly discharging the duties of these 
offices. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, $3,000 is a very small compensation for a 
lawyer of any ability in our section of the country, and I desire 
to see the compensation of the district attorney of the district 
increased as my amendment proposes,so that we may have a man 
capable of performing the duties of the office acceptably to the 
Government and to the people atlarge. We can better afford to 
pay for the proper administration of the law than we can afford 
to economize, and have poor administration as a result. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I most earnestly support the 
ae upon which this bill is constructed. The bill may not 
© perfect in all its details, and perhaps it does not go far enough 
in the direction of a more efficient administration, but obviously 
it makes a long step in the right direction. It abolishes the per- 
nicious fee system in the main, with respect to the offices of 
marshals and attorneys, and substitutes instead fixed rates of com- 
pensation. It puts to open shame the organized greed of rapa- 
cious marshals, attorneys, and their subordinates by repealing the 
statutory enactments which invite frivolous indictments and petty 

ersecutions. It speaks for honest, frugal reform in the admin 
istration of justice and for a discontinuance of organized oppres- 
sion, pillage, and plunder under legal forms. It stops malicious 
prosecutions, while furnishing ample machinery for the prosecu- 
tion of willful violations of the law. In short, it provides all 
necessary safeguards for an efficient prosecution of offenders, 
while at the same time forbidding avaricious Federal officials 
longer to harass and annoy honest citizens. Many, perhaps most, 
of the Federal officials have been honest and faithful, even under 
the existing system, but the law has been invoked in innumerable 
cases in the interest of malice and avarice. I therefore com- 
mend the pending bill as a beneficent instrument for the protec- 
tion of the people and of the Treasury of the United States. 
(Agee) 

© question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Grirrin, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I move to amend by striking out, 
after the word “ Nebraska,” in line 9, page 3, the words “ thirty- 
five hundred dollars” and inserting ‘‘ $4,000”; soasto read: ‘‘ For 
the district of Nebraska, $4,000.” 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to criticise the Committee on the 
Judiciary for framing and presenting this bill. [I am in full sym- 
pathy with the principle involved. 1am in favor of abolishing the 

ee system and establishing salaries for United States district at 
torneys and marshals. But I think that this bill does an injustice 
to the district that I represent in part. I know of no better rule 
for fixing these salaries than to consider the business in which the 
oe in the different districts are engaged. The people of the 
tate of Iowa are mostly agriculturists. So they are in Missouri, 
in Kansas, and in South Dakota. The State of Nebraska borders 
upon these States. When we consider the population of these 
States, we find that Iowa has not by a long way twice as many 
as Nebraska has; yet the committee has fixed the salary of 
thedistrict attorneys in the two districts of Iowa at $4,000 each, and 
the for the district attorney for the district of Nebraska at 
$3,500. the district of western Missouri, adjoining my State, 
the salary has been fixed at $4,000, as against $3,500 in the district 
of Nebraska. 
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In Colorado, lying west of and adjoining my State, with not 
half as many people, $4,000 is the salary fixed by this bill. In 
South Dakota, adjoining my State on the north, the salary is fixed 
at $3,500, although that State has less than one-half the population 
that we have. 

Now, all the le in th® districts I havenamed are engaged in 
substantially the same kind of business; they will have in the 
future substantially the same kind of litigation in the Federal 
courts of their respective districts, and the importance and vol- 
ume of that litigation, so far as the district attorneys have to do 
with it, will be in the proportions of the population of these dis- 
tricts. While I do not complain of the committee's work in pre- 
senting this bill—I think it is in principle correct—yet the com- 
mittee has done an injustice to the district of Nebraska. I believe 
that in fixing these salaries for the future we ought to fix them 
upon as nearly a correct and equitable a basis as possible, and it 
seems to me that the salaries in the districts I have named ought to 
be cut down or the salary in the district of Nebraska ought to 
be increased. While I do not say that $3,500 may not be salar 
enough for the district attorney of Nebraska, I say that if it is, it 
is enough for each of the Iowa districts; it is enough for the 
western Missouri district; it is enough for the Colorado district, 
and it is more than enough for South Dakota. The salaries in 
these districts ought to be equalized, and that is the purpose of 
my amendment. 

t may be said in answer that the business in Nebraska last year 
has not shown that the district attorney there is entitled to as 
much as the attorney in each of the Iowa districts. I have not 
examined the records to ascertain the amount of business trans- 
acted by the district attorneys in these respective districts. 

The volume of criminal business in the Federal courts depends 
largely upon the activity and conscience of the marshals. 

If a marshal is disposed to hunt up trivial violations of the 
internal-revenue laws and Federal statutes he may swell the emol- 
uments of his office as well as add business to the district attor- 
ney’s office. 

n the district of Nebraska the marshal, although a Democrat, 
is a most conscientious officer; he does not go out and hunt up 
business for the sole purpose of increasing the emoluments of his 
office. The district attorney is also an honest, conscientious offi- 
cer, and does not encourage unnecessary prosecutions to increase 
the emoluments of his office. There may not have been as much 
business, therefore, in that district last year as in either of the 
Towa districts; but if you will take the average of the business 
transacted there during the last five years I think you will find 
it equal to that in either of the Iowa districts or in the western 
district of Missouri or in the district of Colorado, and largely in 
excess of the business in the South Dakota district, and Poa 
as much as in the district of Kansas. Yet the salary of the dis- 
trict attorney in the district of Nebraska is placed at $3,500, while 
in all the other districts I have named, except South Dakota, 
$4,000 salary is allowed. I insist that if this committee desires to 
fix the salaries of the district attorneys upon a just and equitable 
basis it must increase the salary named in this bill for the district 
es in the district of Nebraska and will adopt the amend- 
ment I have offered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I feel a great deal of inter- 
est in the result of this pro change of system. I have not 
voted for or of these amendments, for I recognize that it is prob- 
able the Judiciary Committee has more know than I have in 
regard to what ought to be the fixed standard of salaries in these 
districts. But I want to call the attention of the committee to a 
doubt that arises in my own mind about the working of this sys- 
tem. Iam in favor of the attempt which the Committee on the 
Judiciary recommends shall be made, and shall therefore vote to 
put this amendment on the appropriation bill. But I think thereis 
one matter perhaps overlooked by the committee, or else in their 
wisdom—and it is far greater than mine—they may not see the wa 
to prevent it, to whick I wish briefly to refer, and which may t 
in a complication that I think is possible or even a to occur. 
Take, now, the case of a United States marshal whose fees d 
the last year were perhaps $6,000. You reduce him to a salary o 
$4,000, and what would be the result? I very much fear that his 
a year’s fees that he turns into the Treasury will not amount 


,000. 

e have tried the experiment in Ohio, in the matter of sheriffs 
and in the matter of probate judges, and I think possibly with ref- 
erence to the clerks of the courts, and we found, and I think it will 


be found on a much larger scale in this case, that these officers 
will fail to collect or even return the fees when certain friends of 
theirs are involved in the payment of them, and become indiffer- 
ent in the payment, collection, and certification of the money into 

© Treasury, and will take their salary only, while the United 
States will find instead of a profit, I eae a considerable 
loss in the transaction. I shall look with a —_ deal of interest, 
if I am alive in the next Congress, to see whether or not the ag- 


gregate collections will amount to as much as the aggregate sa|,- 
ries. I think the plan, es worth trying. LIagree with || 
that has been said here in this discussion about the enormous wro1:3 
which have been done by these officers in a good many of the «is. 
tricts of the country, and the experiment is worth trying to see if 
relief can not be afforded this way. 

But if I had my own way about it I would at least have consi,- 
ered a proposition that the $4,000 and the $3,000 salaries shoy\q 
not be paid to these officers unless a sum equal to the salaries was 
collected and turned into the Treas by the man holding the 
office. That would be a protection to the Government. [ do jot 
know that itis practicable; but I fear that there will be great laxity 
in the service in the collection of the fees. Yet the clerks are Jost 
out, and for wise reasons. It a be that they will operate to a 
certain extent to correct the trouble of which I speak; I hope so; 
and that by this means the evil Ss remedied. 

But, Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding these forebodings of iine, 
Iam in favor of the amendment pro by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to the bill and shall vote for it; and [ trust that the com- 
mittee is as wise in this particular as I think they have been ip 
other particulars connected with this matter. , 

ae the hammer fell. 

e CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I supposed when the ven- 
tleman from Ohio rose and addressed the committee that he was 
to speak against the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska, 
but I understand now that he speaks for it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I spoke in favor of the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I beg pardon; I did not hear the gentle- 


man. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to be 


heard? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I desire to be heard in opposition to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent—the time for debate on this amendment having expired— 
to be allowed five minutes in opposition to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. STRODE]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I object. 

The — being taken on the amendment of Mr. Srropr of 
Nebraska, there were, on a division—ayes 24, noes 74. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment | send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of section 2: 

‘Provided, That whenever in the judgment of the Attorney-General the 
nee of any district attorney is deemed inadequate for the services ren- 
de or to rendered, the same may, w the recommendation of the 
judge of the district, be increased by the Attorney-General and fixed ly him 
at an amount commensurate with the services rendered or required; but in 
no 0 shall the salary of any district attorney exceed the sum of $5,() per 
ann 2 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident from the 
debate on the floor this afternoon that gross inequalities exist in 
this bill, and that in many instances injustice will be done and 
the efficiency of the judicial branch of the Government seriously 
impaired if these inequalities and admitted mistakes are not cor- 
rected. Thus far attempts to correct these mistakes have 
failed. The Committee of the Whole House has proceeded upon 
the theory that in this, matter the Judiciary Committee is infal- 
lible. ieving that the effort to amend the bill in respect to 
some of the salaries is made in faith, and in the interest of 
securing competent men to the duties of district attor- 
ney, I have offered this amendment, which, if adopted, will sive 
the Attorney-General, oo the recommendation of the district 
judge, the power to fix the salary of the district attorney upon 4 
5 and equitable basis in those cases where the salary fixed by 
this bill is insufficient. There are no two men in the United 
States more competent to determine the value of the services of 4 
district attorney in any given district than the judge before whom 
the attorney practices and the Attorney-General to whom he re- 
rts. The authority to increase is not unlimited, but limited to 
85,000, or one thousand less than the maximum salary now fixed 

law, so that there is no ao abusing the discretion 
wieool te the Attorney , and which can only be exercised 
upon the recommendation of the presiding sudge. ; 

If the Judiciary Committee had taken into consideration the 
character of the services to be rendered and then had based these 
salaries uw some well-defined rule by which a business man 
would the value of such services, there might be 10 
ew for my amendment. But the committee admits it has 
not e this. They have been forced to shift their position as to 
the basis on which salaries have been fixed some three oF 
four times in this debate. The difficulties with which the com- 
mittee has contended arise largely from the fact that they have 
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ese salaries arbitrarily. This can not be done 
aoe yet eg ag public service or injustice to individuals in 
“it the House of Representatives, therefore, wants to correct the 
admitted mistakes in this bill, there will be no opportunity of 
accomplishing that end unless we leave the matter to the discre- 
tion of the Attorney-General. Then, if it becomes necessary to 
increase the salary of any district attorney in order to secure the 
services of a competent man, the interests of the Government will 
not suffer for want of authority to do so. a. 

Iam heartily in favor of the main purpose of this bill. . 
lieve the fee system should be abolished. I have seen the evils of 
that system. I have seen the corridors and stairways of the pub- 
lic buildings in Winona, St. Paul, and Minneapolis, when the dis- 
trict court was in session, crowded with the professional witness, 
the professional informer, and the mercenary court commissioner. 
I have seen the accused, after a trial and technical conviction cost- 
ing the Government hundreds of dollars, sentenced to imprison- 
ment in the custody of the United States marshal until sundown, 
the sentence being imposed about 4intheafternoon. Sothat there 
is no doubt in my mind about the wisdom of abolishing a system 
the abuse of which has furnished many men in my State their 
chief source of income for many years. Butin accomplishing this 
reform we should be careful to not create a worse evil by impairing 
the public service. ; ; 

It may be said by those opposed to this amendment that it clothes 
the Attorney-General with too much power, but a moment's re- 
flection will show anyone that such is not the case. 

There are other parts of this bill in which it is provided that 
certain moneys shall be expended by the district attorneys, upon 
the recommendation of the Attorney-General. The Attorney- 
General is given discretion in the matter of determining whether 
or not the district attorney is entitled to an assistant. The prin- 
ciple of my amendment is, therefore, clearly recognized, and 
there is no more danger of its abuse in the one case than in the 
other. 

In the event this bill becomes a law and any salary fixed by it 
is found inadequate to secure the services of a competent man 
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there will be no opportunity to correct that mistake for the next | 


Statement taken from the re 


of salaries allowed by the pending bill. 








Cases pending July 1, 1895. 














rt of the Attorney-General, showing the number of cases, civil and criminal, pending in the district and ci) 
eral districts of the United States on July 1, 1895, and the number of cases disposed of during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, t 


Disposed of during your end 
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twenty years. No matter how great the injustice may be, no 
matter how much the public service or the enforcement of law 
and order in any district may be impaired, it will be absolutely 
impossible to secure an amendment to that law. The moment a 
member of Congress should attempt anything of the kind, every 
other member would demand a similar increase or his bill would 
slumber in the bosom of the Committee on the Judiciary till the 
end of that Congress. 

Mr. MERCER. I notice that by this bill the State of Alabama 
receives $11,000; Arkansas, $9,000; Florida, $6,000; Georgia, $7,500: 
Kentucky, $5,000; North Carolina, $8,500; South Carolina, $4,500: 
Texas, $7,500; Virginia, $7,500; Mississippi, $6,000; Ohio, $8,000:- 
Pennsylvania, $8,000; Illinois, $9,000; New York, $8,000: Massachu- 
setts, $5,000; Indiana, $5,000, and Minnesota, $4,000. Hasthe gen 
tleman been able to learn from the committee or from enybody 
else why it is that the great State of Minnesota should only re- 
ceive $4,000, when Alabama receives $11,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ido not know. I am not advised as to the 
method or rule which the committee followed in fixing these sal- 
aries. Mr. Chairman, I have here a statement prepared from the 
report of the Attorney-General which I desire to incorporate in 
my remarks. This statement shows how inconsistent the pro- 
posed bill isin respect to the several districts, and how grossly 
unequal are the salaries in certain cases. This statement shows 
the number of cases that have been disposed of and the number still 
pending, and if the committee will bear with me just a moment I 
will call attention toa few significant facts shown by this statement. 

The number of cases disposed of in the district of Minnesota in 
1895 was 213 and the number new pending is 124, while in the two 
districts of Ohio the total number of cases disposed of was 222 
and the number pending 102, so that there are 22 more cases pend 
ing in the Minnesota district than in the two districts of Ohio, but 
the committee have allowed for the services of the district attor- 
neys of that State $8,000 and for the district attorney of Minnesota 
$4,000. In thenorthern district of Illinois, where there are only 42 
cases pending, the committee have allowed $5,000 annual salary 
tothe attorney. I might enumerate a dozen or more cases just like 
those referred to, but my time is too short to admit of my doing 
so. An examination of the statement will disclose them. 
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Statement taken from the report of the Attorney-General, showing the number of cases, civil and criminal, etc.—Continued. 
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* 86 of these 87 continued or dismissed. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. 1 ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes more. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I shall have to object, as objections seem 
to be in order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then, before the vote is taken, I ask that the 
amendment be again reported. It is not to increase the salary of 
any officer unless the Attorney-General of the United States deems 
it necessary. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk willagain report the amendment. 

The amendment was in read. 

Mr. HENDERSON. r. Chairman, I rise to oppose this amend- 
ment. I regard it asa a amendment and one that 
ought not to be adopted. the first place, let us fix these salaries 
now upon our best judgment. If the development of business 
hereafter uires changes, we shall still have the power to con- 
sider them; but this power should not be lodged in the hands of 
any one man. 

hat will be the practical working of it? The district attorney, 

surrounded by the of his district, will get up a petition to the 

nudge, setting forth what he desires. The entire pressure of the 

will be brought to bear upon the judge, and upon his assent 

the recommendation will be made to the Attorney-General, and 
that pressure will constantly be brought to bear. 

The remarks of the tleman indicate that the committee have 
been confessing that they have made mistakes. That is wholly 
without authority. The gentleman from Nebraska . MER- 
CER], by summing up the total of the districts in the various States, 
endeavors to aid the idea that we have made mistakes. When 
Con makes an additional district in a State it is because there 
is additional business in that State it. Youcan notadd 
— the districts in a State, and their emoluments, and form 
a fair judgment of the situation. Take Minnesota. The emolu- 
ments of the United States district attorney were $3,485. How 
was it in the northern district of Iowa, where the gentleman in 
charge of this bill and I both reside? The emoluments in the 
northern district of Iowa were $7,783.43. 

The committee fixed the salaries of the district attorneys for 
the northern and southern districts at $5,000. My colleague [Mr. 


+ 207 of these 255 continued or dismissed, 


UPppEGRAFF] and I asked unanimous consent to recur to the sec- 
ond section of the bill, and requested that the reduction be male 
to $4,000 in each of those cases, thus cutting off nearly $4,000 from 
the reported emoluments, while Minnesota is given the same rite, 
with emoluments at only $3,000. Why, then, should such an argu- 
ment be made? Gentlemen, with two weeks spent by an earnest 
subcommittee, consisting of Judge Uppecrarr, Judge Burros of 
Missouri, and Judge CULBERSON, sitting with two officers of tle 
Department of Justice who for twenty years have had charge of 
the question of salaries and fees; with the full committee three 
several times reviewing this very section, the third and last tine 
with the Attorney-General sitting in our midst, aided by Major 
Strong, the experienced officer of the t of Justice, I 
say to you that if ycu should spend further weeks and weeks you 
could not tender to Congress a more equitable ent of com- 
pensation than we have put om Ob bill. And I believe that 
the p ition of this amendment, to transfer it to the Attorney- 
Gen , is full of danger. Wearethelawmakers. Let us make 
the law and fix the compensation, and let future experience test 
this question, as business may grow or recede, whether or not (vn- 
gress should in change it. 

ys _y TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 

on 

Mr. HENDERSON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This amendment does not transfer to tle 
Attorney-General the power to fix the salaries, but merely limits 
it between the amount fixed in this bill and $5,000, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understand. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is not $5,000, the maximum of this amend- 
ment, $1,000 less than the maximum under the existing law’ _ 

Mr. ERSON. It makes no difference. You do not give 
him to reduce, but you give him power to increase, which 
isa dangerous power to 1 in one man. He has himself im- 

views on this bill; and when we went through it the 

time the committee with unanimity adopted the en 

ee ee as to this section, and I cer- 
tainly hope committee will not entertain the amendment. 


believe it to be a v amendment. 
The question was ; and the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. I offer the amendment which I send to | We in Delaware have no objection to being put at the foot of the 


; class, but we do not want to be putentirely out of sight. [Laugh- 
the Clerk's desk. I ; oe Tae 
; ter. | 
The Clerk read as follows: " Le : i 
¢. in line 2, 2, after the word “ Maryland,” the words “three Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say on behalf 
mest pw ae words “ four thousand "; sothat it will read: “ For | Of the committee that the compensation of the district attorney 
the distri t of Maryland, $4,000." for the district of Delaware is $1,822 under the present very lib- 
” eral system, and that this bill was not intended to increase any- 
ies of “ Vote!” ** Vote! ”] ; ofu’s enlecy. for sel ilieien alliddashe ties ceans. Cesena 
{pr WELLINGTON. I propose, Mr. Chairman, to be heard body's salary, for none of these officials that I ever heard = 


for onemoment upon thisamendment. I represent in part a State oe —- will Se tmuneta be thie 7 . mope, thererore, 
in this Union, and I havea right to be heard in favor of anyamend- | “py. amendment was rejected. ; oie 
ment offered in justice to my State. eee.) I will not be Mr LINNEY Se Cee dite he cede savuani 
choked off by the cry of ** Vote!” I do not find fault with the ini: — = . — — 
work of this committee, but I think that they are not all wise in |” The amendinent was read, as follows: 
their recommendations. I know something about Maryland. | : ee ee 
live there. I know that it ccntains the great city of Baltimore, 
with its varied interests, its commerce, its maritime relations, and 
in addition to the city a large territory extending westward to 
the Alaghentes. In this bill I find they have given to the district 
of Maryland $3,000. — siete 

I find, as has been suggested, that other cities and districts not 


Amend line 17, page 3, by striking out “three thousand fiv 
inserting “five thousand.” 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of the 
committee for five minutes I think I can satisfy them that this 
amendment ought to stick, because it is right. 1 observe that the 
district attorney for the district of Maine gets only $2,500 a y 


hundred” and 


ir, 
having such interests as Baltimore, not having the interests at | and it is said that the State of Maine has more brains and less 
stake we have in our State, have larger provisions for salary. I| brandy than any State in the Union. [Laughter.] Now, whv is 
have no wish to trespass upon the time of this committee, but | it that the district attorney of the district of Maine—this State 
I do wish to bring this matter before it, asking that justice be | with an intellectual power surpassing that of any State in the 
done to my State, saying here that I have no personal interest in | Union, if you take the organization of this House and of the Senate 
the matter, as the incumbent of the office is a Democrat, but an | of the United States as evidence of the fact—why is it that the 
able lawyer, a man who is well qualified to conduct such cases as | district attorney of that State gets only $2,500? , 
arise in the district courts, cases that involve large amounts and Mr. MEREDITH. Because they have not got the brandy. 


take a great deal of time. If you are inclined to do justice, as you | [Laughter. 


did in the case of the gentleman from Michigan [{Mr. Cor.iss} as Mr. LINNEY. No, sir; that is not the reason. It is because 


to the great city of Detroit, I appeal to you, follow the sentiment | there is little or no work for the district attorney todo. They 
further until you reach Maryland, and give us $4,000 for that dis- | have only about 56 cases altogether in that State, and the district 
trict. attorney is paid for the work hedoes. Now, Mr. Chairman, I re- 
The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman | spectfully submit that this idea that it takes a very high salary to 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. command the best talent for these positions will not do, for the 
Mr. 4 GTON. Division! reason that the distinguished attorney who will act as district 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 69. attorney for the district of Maine will not be engaged in his offi- 
Mr. WELLINGTON, I demand tellers. cial duties more than one-quarter of the time and will be free to 


Tellers were ordered. devote the other three-quarters to his own private business. I 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland, Mr. WEL- | have offered this amendment to enlarge the compensation of the 
LINGTON, and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. UpprGRaFF, will act | district attorney for the western district of North Carolina for 
as tellers. this reason. While Maine has only about 56 or 58 cases, this 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42, | western district of North Carolina has over 1,100 cases. It is con- 
noes 76. ‘ ceded by my colleagues here that the inequality in the work of 
So the amendment was rejected. the two districts is much greater than the inequality between the 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. pay of the attorneys for the two districts. It is conceded by all 
The Clerk read as follows: of them that a district that has over 1,100 cases now pending will 
On page 2, line 9, after the word “thousand” insert the words “five hun- require all the time of the district attorney to attend to those 
dred”; so as to the clause read “two thousand five hundred.” cases, and therefore I claim that he ought to be paid accerding to 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I am not making any complaint a “= nee ne has to do. ; Therefore, gentlemen of this commit- 
of <ne reduction which has taken place in the case of Delaware | ©: aa am etaining you any longer, I ask you to vote for this 
as not in ay eo to the reduction which has taken place in ery - a rec we it 1s ae in justice, as you must see w hen 
ster pacts, but when you put the salary for istrict attorney a | 228, Info consieration the amount of work done by he dis 
SEER rates ont of Slants eee in the other districts throughout the country. 
employ for that. His answer to me was, ‘‘ What kind of a law- The amendment was rejected. 
yer have you had?” Well, of course I do not like to go into per- The CHAIRMAN. If there are no further amendments to this 
i He informed me that his salary had not amounted to NEE bE, bon Mr. Chairm: apryopee a 
$2,000, and the probability is that the compensation of the men tut ‘t aeolian a eee | aad airman, I move as a substi- 
we put there never will amount to $2,000 if we have to take such ute for the entire section the following: 
ry That the United States distric orney for each of the judicial distric 
a — euch terme, andi mat euch law — in the United States ball be paid mn eal te f $4,000 cuntheeepmaame 
same argument that holds as to this holds against the sal- It is very evident, Mr. Chairman, from the discussion so far, 
ary of the marshal as fixed in this bill. The marshal has been | that comparatively few members of the House are satisfied with 
making $3,500 or $4,000 a year, but this bill reduces him to $2,000. | the schedule of salaries which has been presented in this bill. 
The reduction is too great; the salary is too small. Gentlemen I do not see for myself why these discriminations to which at- 
can see that themselves. If it had been put at $2,500 I should not | tention has been called have been made nor how they can be sus- 
have said a word, and I should have been glad to have seen a sal- | tained. We all recognize the fact that for the position of district 
ary of $3,000 provided for the marshal, although heis now making | attorney of the United States there should be selected men who 
more, and when ove! ae time comes I shall offer an amendment | are competent to transact’the business of that high office. These 
to make his compensation $3,000. Do not think, gentlemen, be- | district attorneys serve in courts each one of which is presided over 
cause Delaware is a State of small territory that we ought to have | by a judge who receives the same salary that every other Federal 
lawyer for our district attorney. [Laugh- | judge receives. We are seated here in the House of Representa- 
ter.) We ought to have the best lawyer in the State for that office, | tives all of whose members receive exactly the same salary with- 
and if you would take some of the surplus which you expect to | out any discrimination. We recognize no distinctions here or in 
from offices where you have reduced the compensation from | the other branch of Congress in this respect. 1 know of no reason 
ear 000 and oor on Seeaitmeniibe eota Gane. why there should be a discrimination made with respect to district 
ou oing a , sensible, so ng. 


i 


attorneys of the United States. If we place them on the same 
If district attorney has been getting only $1,850 | level, giving each $4,000, we pay them asalary commensurate with 
“hapten ant to give him some of the surplus you save in | the duties of the office and we do equal and exact justice to all. 
and let us employ a lawyer for district attorney who Mr. LACEY. What does Nebraska pay its supreme judges? 
will not serve for $2,000 a because he can earn moreandis| Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Two thousand five hundred dol- 
have more, so have the work properly done. I/| lars. Let me ask what is paid to the supreme judges of Iowa? 
it isa very modest request to ask you toincrease this appro-| Mr. LACEY. Four thousand dollars. 


the caer and I hope you will do it, and that when you come| Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That, however, cuts absolutely no ~ 


of the marshal you will do the same thing for him. | figure whatever. I want to say to my friend that the salary of 
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$2,500 1s paid to our supreme judges under the old constitution, 
which we are endeavoring toamend. There is no citizen of our 
State who does not recognize the injustice done to the able gen- 
tlemen on the supreme bench of our State by the payment of so 
meager a salary as they are now receiving. But we make no in- 
vidious discriminations among our judges. We do not say one 
shall receive $2,500, another $2,000, and a third $4,000. We place 
them all on the same footirg, and that is the correct principle. 

No gentleman can give a good reason why the district attor- 
neys of the two districts of the State of lowa should receive 
$4,000 each, while the officer occupying precisely the same position 
in my State receives only $2,500. These are sister States. The 
population in each is purely agricultural. The conditions are the 
same. The population of Iowa is not double that of Nebraska. 
The business is not double that in Nebraska. The officer receiv- 
ing the higher salary is not a man of any better ability; he does 
not try more cases; he can not 7 them any better. Neither can 
you give any reason why a gentleman up in South Dakota shall 
receive any more or any less. In the same way it would be impos- 
sible to show why a district attorney in the State of Colorado should 
receive $4,000 a year, when the able gentleman occupying a similar 

sition in my State, and doing more business, as every well- 
informed person knows, receives only $3,500. The business of the 
courts grows in some States and recedes in others. We can not 
gauge the salaries by the amount of business. We ought to put 
all these officers on the same footing. Give each $4,000 and make 
no invidious discrimination. Then you will be right. It is in- 
sisted, however, that economy is the motive in this bill, and that 
$4,000 each would increase salaries. Then reduce the salary of 
each to $3,500 or $3,000. You propose to give assistants to these 
district attorneys. You can reduce salaries and still avoid dis- 
criminations. The truth is, as all lawyers know, an attorney who 
secures this position manages to keep private business which 
exceeds in value the business he had before appointment. You 
can make reductions all along the line and still enlist the best 
talent. I only ask you to be fair. 

The question being taken On the amendment of Mr. HAINER of 
Mebeadin, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Attorney-General is authorized to fix and declare the place of the official 
residence of the district attorney and of each of his assistants. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to amend the paragraph just read 
7: adding the words ‘‘ save in the district of Washington.” Mr. 
Chairman, in the State of Washington, as I said to-day, there are 
four places of holding court, the State being divided for Federal 
court p es into four divisions. Now, if a man should be ap- 
age strict attorney from Spokane his officialresidence might 

fixed under this bill at Tacoma or Walla Walla, which would 
evidently be unfair. I do not think the committee will object 
to an amendment of this kind, because there is evident reason 
7 the district of Washington should be excepted from this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman be so kind as to state the 
financial effect of his amendment? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The financial effect, of course, will be nil; 
it has nothing to do with finances. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. How will this affect the district at- 
torney in your State in regard to his expenses as provided for in 
the last of the tee pee or 

Mr. LITTLE. It will not affect the expenses in any way. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. If he has no official residence fixed, 
can he get any allowance for travel? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Most assuredly he can, I think. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. If he has no official residence, how 
can he get his allowance for travel from and to that residence, or 
for board while away from it? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. As I understand, his residence would be 
where his home is. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. But by your amendment you propose 
to cut out the provision for fixing his official residence. 

> LE. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Then he could not collect any mile- 
age nor any boarding expenses for the time he might be away. 

Mr. DOOLITTL . In view of the gentleman’s s tion, I 
will modify my amendment by adding to it the words ‘‘ where 
his actual residence shall be considered his official residence.” 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Washington if that would now allow the appointee to live 
away from any one of the places where the court is held? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Oh, he would not live away from there, 
because they are the principal cities of the State. There is no 
probability of that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will allow me,I do not 
think that his amendment would accomplish the very thing he 
seeks to accomplish. This bill refers to the “official home” of 
the officer. That may be in one place, and the place of actual res- 
idence may be another, while the place of holding court would be 


entirely different from either, and the effect would be to give tis 
marshal in Washington mileage wherever he may happen to ¢o, 


It strikes me that he ought to reside somewhere. There is 19 
reason why he should have mileage in all of his peregrinati.)s 
and the others be denied it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It is not at all likely that any man will be 
— to this position residing out of one or the other of these 
nlaces. 

, Mr. McMILLIN. But it is possible—altogether so. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Oh, of course; everything is possible in the 
consideration of this bill. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Washington. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like toask the atten- 
tion of the committee to section 3, on page 4, of this bill. 

This section reads: 


That whenever in the opinion of the district judge and the district att rnjcy 
the public interest requires it, one or more assistant district attorneys may 
be appointed by the Attorney-General upon the written recommendation cf 


such judge and attorney. 


It seems to me the effect of that language is that the assistant 
district attorney will be compelled to be appointed upon the joint 
recommendation of the district ju and the district attorney, 
I do not think the committee intended the district judge should 
make the recommendation of the individual, and there is eyi. 
dently a misuse of language. 

I would like to ask the committee whether in preparing the sec- 
tion they intended that the appointment of the district attorney 
in these special cases should be on the joint recommendation of 
the district judge and the district attorney? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The effect of the section, as the commit- 
tee understands, is that the judge and the disirict attorney shall 
unite in certifying to the Department of Justice the necessity for 
such additional official. 

Mr. SWANSON. ThenI propose to offer an amendment here 
that will make the language plain, so that there can be no mis- 
construction of it. 

Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 4 of the bill, in line 18, 
as follows: After the words “district attorney,” in this line, insert 
the words ‘‘evidenced by writing”; and strike out, in lines 20 and 
21, the words ‘“‘upon the written recommendation of such judge 
and attorney,” for that language refers back to the words *‘ may 
be appointed”; and strike out the word ‘‘recommendation” and 
insert instead the word ‘‘opinion,” in line 21. 

The effect of the language as it stands in the bill will be that 
the district judge and the district attorney must unite in recom- 
mending an individual to the Attorney-General before he can make 
the appointment. The intention of the committee, I understand, 
is simply to make the district judge and the district attorney unite 
as to the necessity of the appointment. It seems to me that this 
language as it appears in the bill would — gd that they must 
unite in the recommendation of the individual, and so my amend- 
ment is offered to cure that defect in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be ne 18, after the word “attorney,” insert the words “evidenced by 
writing.” 

Strike out in line 20,after the words“ Attorney-General,” the words © upon 
the written recommendation of such judge and attorney”; and strike out in 
Sy = the word “recommendation ” and rt‘ opinion ”; so that it will read 
as follows: 


“Sec. 3. That whenever inthe opinion of the district judge and the district 
attorney, evidenced by an vo interest requires it, one or more as- 
sistant district attorneys may be appointed by the Attorney-General; but 


such opinion shall state to the Attorney-General the facts as distinguished 
from conclusions,” etc. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill whether it is clear that this section will 
allow the Attorney-General to appoint the assistants from ainong 
those who are not actual residents of the district? For instance, 
suppose a district judge in the northern district of California and 
the district attorney certify to the Attorney-General that the serv- 
ices of an assistant are ed, under this section can the Attorney- 
General appoint such assistant from the State of lowa, or Penn- 
sylvania, or New York to out there? oe 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I do not see that there is any restriction. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then I think there ought to be. 
oon a = — oa desk, for the purpose of 1m- 

gar on 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 3: a 

* Provided, That the said assistants must be residents of the district for 
which they are appointed.” 

Mr, JOHNSON of California. Ido not think that there ought 
to be anybody sent out to fill such positions in the State or Terr 
tory unless he lives there. 


















men ere any necessity for it. 

ee Se eeaee ives I may call a possible objection, in this: 
There might 
capital of the railroad interests of the United States is a party, 


and the Attorney-General under the law has power to appoint a 
ial assistant. But he may desire to - rey a special assistant 
t to have permission to 


other than from that district; and he oug 
select a man who is suitable. 
Mr. HYDE. Oh, give us home rule. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. But the same rule might apply to another 


Piste JOHNSON of California. This is only for the regular 
deputies, not the special deputies. He has a right to employ spe- 
cial deputies at any time. 

Mr. DEGRAFF. Then there is no objection. 

Mr. COX. I desire to askthe gentleman in charge of this bill 
a question concerning section 3, the section under consideration. 
Suppose the district attorney comes to the conclusion that he de- 
sires to appoint an assistant to appear before a commissioner, and 
he does appoint him to go before a commissioner to examine a 
matter which, in his judgment, is very important. Now, does not 
the salary attach to that assistant district attorney? Let me 
make myself understood. If the district attorney can appoint an 
assistant to go before one commissioner or five commissioners, 
have you not conferred an authority upon him that is unlimited 
in its effect? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. No assistant district attorney under this 
section can be appointed, except by the Attorney-General. It 
takes the consent of the judge, the district attorney, and the 
Attorney-General to appoint an assistant. 

Mr, COX. Now watch: 

That whenever, in the opinion of the district judge and the district attor- 


ney, the public inte 
may be appointed by the Attorney-General. 


the appointment of these assistants, there may be one, four, five, 
or adozen. Now, do you not think that ought to be qualified? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. We could not determine upon a safe limi- 
tation. 

Mr, COX. Iam trying to work with you all the way through. 

Mr. DPDEGRAFF. For the reasons which I have stated. we 
left it to these three men—the judge, the district attorney, andthe 
Attorney-General—and the only question with us was whether or 
not we ought to put in the limitations that now exist. The dif- 
ficulties of appointment are now sufficient, and the responsibility 
is wholly with the Attorney-General. 

Mr. COX. And your idea about that section of the bill is that 
= appointment of these assistants rests with the Attorney-Gen- 
e 


? 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. That is where it always has been, 
Mr. COX. I simply want to understand this. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The language of the bill is: 
May be appointed by the Attorney-General. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. JoHnson}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk's 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 4, line 21, after the word “attorney” insert “not exceeding the 
number provided by law during the last fiscal year.” 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to give the commit- 
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EGRAFF. I do not want to argue the matter, but 
ania that there is no apparent objection to the amend- 


be an important lawsuit, such as is now pending in 
district of New York, where the whole aggregated 











rest requires it, one or more assistant district attorneys | 








Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I am unable to agree entirely with my 
colleague, and I call the attention of the committee to this pro- 
vision in the section: 







But such recommendation shall siate to the Attorney-General the facts as 
distinguished from conclusions showing the necessity 





therefor 






That is, the necessity for such appointment. Now, we do not 
intend to permit the judge and the district attorney to certify 
merely the ultimate fact that an appointment isnecessary, but we 
have required them to state the very facts themselves upon which 
the appointment is recommended. 

He is an officer here whom Congress can reach. He must for 
every appointment have the certificate of the judge and the dis- 
trict attorney certifying not merely that the additional assistant 
is necessary, but the condition, the fact, that makes that necessary, 
so that a committee of this House can examine every time whether 
or not it is necessary to appoint an assistant. 

Mr. TATE. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him 
one moment for a suggestion, do you not think it would be well 
enough toadd after ‘district attorney,” in line 20, ‘“‘ upon the rec- 
ommendation of such district attorney”? 





Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That has already been fixed by an amend- 
ment suggested. : 
| Mr. TATE. Your amendment does not leave it to the district 
| attorney to recommend the man; your bill originally did. It 
means the recommendation of the appointment. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That is the way it is—to make the recom- 





mendation for the appointment. 

Mr. TATE. I mean that he should recommend some person, 
The district attorney understands the situation better than any- 
body else. ; : 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I think it is better the way it is. 

I want to add one thing more, in reply to my colleague, and that 
is this: The number is limited to those appointed during the last fis- 
cal year or the present fiscal year; itisimmaterial which. The next 
fiscal year, or ten figcal years hereafter, it may be changed; the 
situation may be changed, and there may be a necessity for an ad- 
ditional officer in a particular district. The amendment would 
not be so dangerous if it limited the number to the aggregate, but 
to limit it to a particular district is dangerous. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to say in this connection that the com- 
plaint was made that last year there were too many, and I thought 
that making the highest number the limit would be safe. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me this sugges- 
tion? I confess that I am very favorably impressed with the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], but to 
cover possible danger that might result in the future, why not 
amend the amendment so as to read: 

Provided, That it shall not exceed the number provided by law during the 
last fiscal year, except upon order of the President ; 

Mr. LACEY. I would not object tothat. That would provide 
for some possible grave contingency that might arise. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That would provide for not increasing the 
number except upon order of the President, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I do not see any harm in that. 

Mr. LACEY. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa, as modified at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 20, after the words “Attorney-General,” insert 
ing the number provided by law during the last fiscal y e] 
of the President.” 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 2, after the word “annum,” insert tl 





not exceed- 
ear, except upon order 


; ‘ i 1e words ‘‘nor exceed 
tee a word of explanation. Under existing law there are assist- ing the salary provided for such assistants during the last fiscal yea 

ant district attorneys appointed all over the United States. The Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I did not hear the amendment. Is this 
highest pay of any of yt is $3,000, in the city of New York, and | another amendment? 


New York is excepted from this bill. The salary ranges from 
$1,000 wt $2,500. The bill as now drawn eliminates all of those 
assistants from the rolls, and substitutes in lien thereof the power 
which is given to the Attorney-General to appoint men in their 
Bete upon the recommendation of the local district attorney and 


To this I accord my own personal assent, but I think 
that there ought to be a limitation. ere has been no complaint 


that under existing law there have not been enough of these as- 
sistants. This proposes to give to the Attorney-General of the 
United States unlimited power to appoint as many additional 
assistants as may be called for, and I only ask now that while this 
one be given this amendment should be inserted, which will 

the number to those of the last fiscal year. It seems to me 
that the committee ought to accept that, because it is in the line 
of their present purpose of not increasing the number of officials. 
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Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Yes; but you have stopped at the comma. 
Mr. COX. If the district attorney and the judge recommend 


Mr. LACEY. 
ment: 

After the word “annum,” in line 2, insert “not exceeding the 
vided for such assistants during the last fiscal year 

The present provision of the bill is that the Attorney-General 
may appoint assistant district attorneys, who may be allowed such 
salaries as fixed by the Attorney-General, not exceeding $2,500. 
The salaries now range from $1,000 tip to $2,500. Now, I think 
there ought to be a limitation, and if there be no limitation we may 
have too many twenty-five-hundred-dollar assistant district attor- 
neys; in order to prevent which I move to amend by inserting 
‘*not exceeding the salary provided for such assistants during the 
last fiscal year”; so that if in a State last year the assistant dis- 
trict attorney got $1,500, he can not be advanced by the Attorney- 
General under this bill to a $2,500 grade, 


On page 5 I have offered the following amend 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I regret that Iam unable to agree with 
my colleague. This provision was put in here on the express rec- 
ommendation of the Attorney-General, after careful considera- 
tion, with as much desire on his part to effect the purpose of the 
bill as there was in the committee. Now, then, my colleague's 
amendment will inevitably create confusion. In some districts 
the assistant district attorney has been paid $600, and in hardly 
any of them has he received $1,200. oa some of them $2,500 has 
been paid. Now, then, how can the Attorney-General tell, how 
can he determine, to which district this amendment shall apply? 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. All of them. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. So that confusion and danger will come. 
And then thereis another thing. Ten years from now there may 
be very different considerations. 

Mr. LACEY. Then amend the law. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. ‘Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I suggest also to the gentleman 
that another very good reason against the amendment is, that there 
should be no assistants at all, because the gentleman in charge of 
the bill in fixing the preceding section has determined on the sala- 
ries in proportion to the labor; and since all of that is arranged 
for in advance there is no necessity for any assistants at all. 
Cone, 1 
. UPDEGRAFF. Thatisquitetrue. Lhopethere will never 
ndae to be a single assistant appointed when this bill is in force. 
I fear the amendment, and hope it will not be adopted 

Mr. LACEY. I would like just a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be heard for the amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. It is suggested that circumstances may change so 
that the $1,200 salary provided for in the northern district of Ohio 
would not be sufficient five years hence. Well, Congress will be 
here five years hence, and if oo is not getting enough 
Congress will hear from him ere will be no trouble about 
that. Twelve hundred dollars was enough last year under the 
existing conditions and it is safe to leave it at that amount for the 
present. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected— 
ayes 16, noes 53. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 18, page 4, after the word “ judge,” add the following: “Or thechief 
justice of any Territory.” 

Mr. FLYNN. I think the committee will accept this amend- 
ment, as it is merely designed to perfect the bill with reference 
to the Territories. The committee's bill provides that “‘ whenever 
in the opinion of the district judge and the district attorney the 
public interest requires it,” ete. Now, in the Territories there 
are from three to five district judges; in Oklahoma we have five. 
Now, I want to provide by this amendment some officer in the 
Territory who shall make these recommendations, so as not to 
leave the matter open to all the judges, and I think it best that 
the chief justice shall be required to indorse, with the district 
attorney. In that way you centralize the matter and avoid con- 
fusion. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next section. 

The Clerk proceeded to read section 4. When the district of 
northern California was reached, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, does the same understanding 
as to offering amendments apply to this section as to the preced- 
ing one, that amendments may be offered after the sondiner of the 
section? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the reading of the section. 

The reading of the section was concluded. 

Mr. McC of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee rise 

Mr. CRISP. That will leave the section open to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will leave it open to amendment. 

Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Chairman, before the committee rises, I ask 
unanimous consent to offer a substitute for the entire section, so 
that it ae rinted in — REcorD. 

TheC IRMAN. Th gentleman from Louisiana {Mr. OGDEN] 
asks unanimous noe» to Offer a substitute for the entire section 
and have it ee in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENDERSON. [If it is simply for pe and the 
oubetivars 4 is to be subject to all points of order, I shall not object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then the substitute will be considered as 
offered, the points of order being reserved, and will be printed in 

the Rrcorp. 

The substitute proposed by Mr. OGDEN is as follows: 


That the United States marshal for each of the sero ae 
of the United States shall be paid an annual salary of $4, 


The penthnen Chetrias of the Ghahecl Alnbame, the mibiie Ghntrist ef tho State 
of Alabama, the aay S the eastern district of Arkansas, the 
western district Astasee, Se district of Calif the district 
of Colorado, the “District of Columbia, the northern district of Georgia, thy 
northern district of Illinois, the southern district of Dlinois, the district . 
Indiana, the northern district of Iowa, the a ey district of Towa, the dis- 
trict of Kansas, of Kentucky, the district of husetts, the 

of Minnesota, the eastern district of Missouri, the western district ., 
Missouri, the district of Montana, the district of Nebraska, the district .’ 
New Mexico, the northern district of New York, the southern district of New 
York, the eastern district of North Carolina, the western district of North 
Carolina, the district of North Dakota, the northern district of Ohio, the 
southern district of Ohio the district of Oklahoma, the district of Oregon, 
the eastern district of Pennsylvania, the western district of Pennsylvani 
the district of South Gage the district of South Dakota, the eastern <j 
trict of Tennessee, the = — ~~ of 


Tennessee, the western district \: 
Tennessee, the 


eastern dis’ xas, the western district of Texas. u 
eastern district of Vir, — a district of Virginia, the district 2 
Washington, the distr .¢ West Virginia, and the eastern district of Wi is- 
consin. 


That the United States marshal for each of the follo juticinl districts 
of the United States shall be a an annual salary o: 0, to wit: The 
southern district of the State of Ala the ctinte ts et of California, 
the district of Connecticut, the district of Delaware, the northern district ./ 
Florida, the southern district of the southern district of Georwi:, 
the district of Idaho, the eastern district of Louis the western district 
of Louisiana, the district of Maine, the district of Maryland, the eastern dis 
trict of Michigan, the western eo of Michigan, the northern district 
Mississippi, the southern district ippi, the districtof Nevada, the 
district ot New Ham pshire, tho dist trict of New Jersey, the eastern dist: 
of New York, the district of snot Island, the northern district of Texas, 
the district of Utah, the = of Vermont, the western district of Wiscon- 
sin, and the district of Wyomi 

The motion of Mr. McCann of Tennessee was then agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, reported that they had had under cvn- 
sideration the legislative appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


NICARAGUA CANAL REPORT. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the order of the 
House, made on February 19 last, relating to the publication of . he 
report of the Nicaraguan Canal Commissioners, so called, 
modified i in. this: That the words “together with the accompany- 

ing papers” be stricken out of it; so as to leave the order for | he 
printing of the report without requiring the printing of the maps, 
which would consume, probably, four or five months. 

There was no objection, and 1t was so ordered. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following bills and joint reso- 
—— were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 

WS: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 

y to distribute the medalsand diplomas awarded by the Worl:'s 
Columbian Commission to the exhibitors entitled thereto—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 76) authorizing Lieut. William McCarty 
Little to accept a decoration from the King of Spain—to the Cvo1- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2169) to regulate mail matter of the fourth class—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

A bill (8S. 1448) to withdraw from the Supreme Court jurisdic- 
tion of criminal cases not oe and confer the same on the cir- 
cuit courts of appeals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re eperte d 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signe: tle 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 3982) granting condemned cannon, etc., to Lincoln 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Hope Valley, R. L; Woman’s 
Relief Corps, Taylorville , I, and town of Newton, N.J.; 

A bill (H.R. 4799) relating to the anchorage and movements of 
vessels in St. Marys River 

A bill (H. R. 1691) to authorize the St. Louisand Oklahoma City 

=} ae and operate a railway through 
Territories, and for other p SES: 
on nneieials (S. R. 54) authorizing the National dging 
to proceed with work of ing the channel of 
bor, under the direction of the Secretary of War: and 
oint resolution (H. Res. 108) directing the Secretary of Wr 
estimates for work upon Newtown Creek, New York. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. McCALu of Tennessee (at 

5 o'clock p.m.), adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, ~ follo executive commu- 

ee were taken from the See a seterred as 
ows: 

A letter from soit a the Treasury, inviting the 

favorable attention of Congress to an estimate of riation 

transmitted to Congress December 15, 1894, relating to compensa- 











1896. 


due Winslow Warren, of Boston—to the Committee on Ap- 
en, ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting estimates of deficiencies in appropriations on account of the 
Territory of Utah—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of land for 
target Fefiexece Barracks, Mo.—to the Com- 


range for troops at N 
mittee on Military irs, and ordered to be printed. _ 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting the report of the excise 
board of the District for the year ending March 6, 1896—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Calumet Harbor, Ilinois—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. a 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the Miami and Erie Canal, the Ohio Canal, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the aaney of War, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Gettysburg National Park Commission, together 
with a copy of a proposed amendment of section 4 of an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a national park at Gettysburg, Pa.”— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Oe 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2919) providing for the ad- 
justment and payment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law, reported the same with ainend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 623); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. RIC IN, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
(H. Res. 58) to compile and publish the laws relating to street- 
railway franchises in the District of Columbia, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 624); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 5105) 
to abolish days of grace on promissory notes, drafts, etc., in the 
District of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a (No. 625); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
niueal to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the 
pension of Mareus D. Box. (Report No. 616.) 


_By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 


The bill (S. 1051) ting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow 
of Jethrow New. (Report No. 617.) 


The bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath. (Re- 
port No. Ay ) _ 


By Mr. LA IN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


bill (H.. R. 1981) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Annie E. Colwell. eport No. 619.) 


The bill “{lteport No to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. 


No. 620.) 
By Mr. , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
= bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin. 
_By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
Senin = pension to Elmira E. Dustin. (Report 


No. 
Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 


The bill R. 3715) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz. 
(Report No. ony 


(Report 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the pur- 


chasing of or speculating in claims against the Federal Govern- 





ment by United States officers—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 6835) to procure a site and erect 
a peace monument at Appomattox, Va.—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of 
the Revised Statutes as amended by the act of June 10,18 to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 6887) to remove the 
limitation in the payment of arrears of pensions—to the Comunit- 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 6880) to amend the ac 
‘An act to reduce taxation, to 
ment, and for other purposes” 
Means. 


t entitled 
venue for the Govern- 
to the Committee on Ways and 


pre Vide r 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 5959) for the relief of Jacob Copper--Com: 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committ 
Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6161) for the relief of Wilmina Gunn—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6706) directing the Secretary of War to investi- 
gate the claim of John C. Phillips—Committee on Military Affairs 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Papers to accompany the bill for the relief of Paul H. Bahr 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Papers to accompany the bill for the relief of Garrett H. Wil- 
bur—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Papers to accompany the bill for the relief of Harris Hand- 
shoe—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Papers to accompany the bill for the relief of John C. Richey 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Papers to accompany the bill for the relief of Mrs. '!Johnson 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


ittee 
eon 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 6838) granting an increase of 
pension to John Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 6839) granting a pension to 
Judith Plummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6840) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John McDonald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6841) granting a pension to 
George L. Benner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 6842) for the relief of Bethena 
Brumley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6843) for the relief of John Pittman 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6844) granting a pen- 
sion to Paul Kempter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Maj. 
John H. Georkee, Iowa City, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


to the 


By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 6846) to correct th 


military 
record of Eli Wimeman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6847) for the relief of Robert 


S. Moss, administrator of James A. Moss, deceased 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Daniel K. Shields—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill ( H. R. 6849) for the relief of Hermann 
Knoefler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6850) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Anna Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 6851) to aid Wilberforce Univer- 
ry: located in Greene County, Ohio—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


to the Com- 
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By Mr. KNOX: A bili (H. R. 6852) for the relief of Andrew J. 
Whitcomb—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of James Sims, 
of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: A bill (H. R. 6854) to pay for improving the 
street in front of the post-office site in the city of Poughkeepsie, 
State of New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R, 6855) granting a pension to Cyrus 
D. Sedeusete the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6856) to pension 
Charles H. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6857) to pension Robert M. Reed—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Algo, a bill (H. R. 6858) to pension James M. Adair—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 6859) for the 
relief of John H. McBrayer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6860) for the relief of the heirs of John F. 
Logan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCEWAN: A bill (H. R. 6861) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to quitclaim and release unto 
Francis Hall and Juriah Hall and their heirs and assigns all the 
right, title, and interest of the United States in and to the east 20 
feet front by the full depth of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493, in 
the city of ecttenten. ). ©., as laid down on the original plan 
or plat of said city—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6862) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Knight—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6863) for the relief of C. F. Swetman—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 6864) to place the name of Nar- 
cissa G. Short upon the pension roll—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 6865) granting a pension to Stephen 
Drane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6866) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth B. Eddy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 6867) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eli Dean, late of Company H, Fifty-sixth Ohio Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 6868) for relief St. John’s Lodge, 
Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claizns. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 6869) for the relief 
of Peter Duchane, late of Company G, Twenty-first Michigan In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6870) granting a pension to 
Riley Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 6871) for the relief of the residu- 
A egatees of Mark Davis, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6872) granting a pension to Elfrida C. Lewis, 
—— of Col. George W. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 68738) for the relief of James B. 
Treadwell, of Somerset, Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 6874) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna B. Lloyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 6875) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick Procter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 6876) for the relief of the heirs 
of William H. Steele—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEVES: A bill (H. R. 6877) granting a pension to 
Grace Gudgell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 6878) granting a pension to 
Prudence E. Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6879) for the 
relief of the vestry and church wardens of the Episcopal Church 
of the parish of St. Helena, in the State of South Carolina—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of J. Howard Cramer, of Bur- 
gettstown, Pa., praying for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

¢ fy ADAMS: Resolutions of the joint executive committee 
on the improvement of the harbor of Philadelphia, in favor of a 
aa of the river Schuylkill—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Fifty-one petitions, containing 615 sign- 
ers, citizens of Washington, D. C., urgir~ the passage of House 
bill No. 5220, or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on 
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its lines, and opposing the extension of the tracks of said com- 
pany until its existing lines are modernly equipped and oper- 
ated—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Moses Lodge, No. 66, Ameri- 
can Protestant Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. . 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Papers to accompany House bill to ro- 
move the charge of desertion against John McDonald—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Judith 
Plummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Columbia Council, No. 21, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Providence, R. I., in favor of the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of officers of Southern Illinois State 
Normal School, favoring the enactment of House bill No. 5969— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Salem Ely, of St. Anne, Ill., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, relating to an amendment of the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mt. CHICKERING: Petition of members of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church in Champion, N. Y., in relation to amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of veterans of the Union Army residing in Oswego 
County, N. Y., in regard to pensions—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Greig, N. Y., protesting against the sale of beer at certain military 


| posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Greig, N. Y., protesting against the sale of beer to immigrants at 
Ellis Island—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of Jacob Trip, as secretary, repre- 
senting citizens residing in North Bradley, Mich., praying for the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Lescallette Council, No. 442, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, in favor of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Protest of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Wales Center, N. Y., against the sale of beer to im- 
migrants at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, protest of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Wales ter, N. Y., against the sale of beer at certain military 
posts—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of R.S. Moss, administrator of John 
A. Moss, deceased, praying that his claim for property taken by 
the Army during the late war be referred to the Court of Claiims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Memorial of a citizens’ meeting in the city 
of Reading, Pa., favoring action on the part of this Government 
against the atrocities of the Turkish Government upon the Chris- 
tian people of Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lehigh County, Pa.; also petition of 
citizens of Berks County, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HANLY: Petition of Francis & Faulkner, of Michigan 
City, Ind., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of Northampton County, 
Pa., favoring the eae of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of R. P. Boulton, of Litchfield, Ill.. 
praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Mount Vernon 
Lodge, No. 10, Order United American Mechanics, of Somers, 
Conn., in behalf of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Pa to accompany House bill 
No. 6814, for the relief of John C. Burdette—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 4 

Also, — to accompany House bill No. 4280, restoring the 
widow of William T. Tout to the pension rolls under her present 
name, Sarah E. Vice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of Camp No. 643, of Blue Knob, Pa., 
also petition of Camp No. 629, of South Fork, Pa., also petition of 
Camp No. 80, of Choice, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, praying for the —— <> William A. Stone bill, 
restricting i —to the © ttee on Immigration and 

ur: 
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son, of Indianapolis, Ind.; Colonial, of Minneapolis, Minn.; Mil 
waukee, of Milwaukee, Wis.; Mary Clap Wooster, of New Haven: 
Conn.; Lucretia Shaw, of New London, Conn.; Sarah Riggs Hum, 
phreys, of Derby, Conn.; Katherine Gaylord, of Bristol, Conn.; 
Pittsburg, of Pittsburg, Pa.; Green Mountain, of Burlington, Vt.- 
Saratoga, of Saratoga Springs, N. Y.; Paul Revere, of Boston, 








Also, petition of citizens of Yellow Springs, Pa., to amend postal 
laws, to allow office rent for fourth-class postmasters—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. é 

Also, petition of citizens of Hopewell, Pa., protesting against 
the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian undertakings; 


also a petition urging the passage of a proposed amendment to the 





Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. . Mass. ; Philadelphia, of Philadelphia, Pa.; Ruth Wyllys, of Hart- 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of Joshua A. Boller, of New | ford, Conn.; Rockford, of Rockford, [ll.; Wyoming Valley, of 
Milford, Conn., praying for favorable action on House bill No. | Wilkesbarre, Pa.; Elizabeth Wadsworth, of Portland, Me.; James 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter— | Wadsworth, of Middletown, Conn.; Mahwenawasigh, of Pough- 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. keepsie, N. Y.; Dubuque, of Dubuque, lowa; Bonny Kete, of Knox- 


By Mr. HIT’f: Petition of 66 citizens of Freeport, Ill., praying 
for an amended form of the preamble of the Constitution of the 
United States. ‘‘acknowledging Almighty God as the source of 


ville, Tenn.; Chester County, of West Chester, Pa.; Hannah Win- 
throp, of Cambridge, Mass.; Harrisburg, of Harrisburg, Pa.: Fred- 
erick, of Frederick, Md.; Greysalonder Shut, of Duluth, Minn.; 
all power and authority in civil government, our Lord Jesus | Flore Meade Darey, of Duluth, Minn.; Nathan Hale, of St. Paul, 
Christ as the ruler of nations, and His revealed villas of supreme | Minn.; Falling Waters, of Fall River, Mass.; Camp Middlebrook, 
authority in civil affairs”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. of Boundbrook, N. J.; Samuel Elliott, of Lagrange, Ga.; Craw- 
Also, petition of the president and professors of the Southern | ford County, of Meadville, Pa.; Muskingum, of Zanesville, Ohio; 
Tllinois State Normal School, at Carbondale, Ill., forthe passage of | Ursula Wocott, of Toledo, Ohio; Catherine Greene, of Xenia, Ohio; 
House bill No. 5969, introduced by Mr. Curtis of Kansas, “‘ to | Yorktown, of York, Pa.; Elizabeth Clark Hill, of Ansonia, Conn.: 
make an equitable adjustment of the grants of land to the several | Mohegan, of Westchester County, N. Y.; Esther Stanley, of New 
States of the Union for State normal schools, and for other pur- | Britain, Conn.; Hannah B. Carter, of New Canaan, Conn.: Doro- 
ses "—to the Committee on the Public Lands. thy Ripley, of Southport, Conn.; Abigail Wolcott, of Windsor, 
By Mr. HULICK: Petition of J. D. Tracy, master, and L. D. | Conn.; Merion, of West Philadelphia, Pa.; Saranac, of Platts- 
Truitt, secretary, in behalf of Homer Grange, No. 451, of George- | burg, N. Y.; Cayuga, of Ithaca, N. Y.; Washington County, of 
town, Ohio, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the | Washington, Pa.; Springfield, of Springfield, Ohio; Quassaick, 
protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty, inorder to | of Newburg, N. Y.; Nathaniel Mattis, of Chillicothe, Ohio; Del- 
equalize the benefits and burdens of the protective system—to the | aware County, of Media, Penn.; Irondequoit, of Rochester, N. 
Committee on Ways and Means. Y.; The Stamford, of Stamford, Conn.; Pawtucket, of Paw- 
Also, petition of Henrietta L. Monroe, president, and Annie | tucket, R. I.; Tuscarora, of Binghamton, N. Y.; Ondawa Cam- 
M. Clark, corresponding secretary, on behalf of the Woman’s | bridge, of Cambridge, N. Y.; Narragansett, of Kingston, R. IL; 
Christian Temperance Union of Ohio, in favor of a Sunday-rest | Rebecca Motle, of Ch«*!eston, S. C.; Huguenot, of Pelham Manor, 
law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District | N. Y.; Gen. William Montgomery, of Danville, Pa.; Valley Forge, 
of Columbia. of Montgomery, Pa.; Margaret Lynn Lewis, of Roanoke, Va:; 
Also, petition of Henrietta L. Monroe, president, and Annie M. | Trent, of Trenton, N. J.; Jane Knox, of Columbia, Tenn.; Hugh 
Clark, corresponding secretary, of the Woman's Christian Tem- | White, of Lock Haven, Pa.; George Rogers Clarke, of Oak Park, 
rance Union of Ohio, on behalf of said union, against war | Ill.; Jersey Blue, of New Brunswick, N. J.: George Taylor, of 
tween the two leading Christian nations, and for a settlement | Easton, Pa.; Molly Stark, of Manchester, N. H.; Ke Res Rick, of 
of all matters of dispute by arbitration—to the Committee on For- | Yonkers, N. Y.; Anna Wood Elderkin, of Willimantic, Conn.; 
eign Relations. Cumberland County, of Carlisle, Pa.; Wan-Wil-a-Way, of Hills- 
y Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Historical Society of Penn- | boro, Ohio; Raimer, of Seattle, Wash.; Sarah Ludlen, of Sey- 
sylvania, asking Congress to appropriate a sum of money sufficient | mour, Conn.; Minneapolis, of Minneapolis, Minn.; Fanny Ledg- 
to enable the Secretary of State to prepare the records and papers | ard, of Mystic, Conn.; Beverly Manor, of Staunton, Va.; Seneca, 
of the Continental Congress for publication—to the Committee | of Geneva, N. Y.; Liberty Bell, of Allentown, Pa.; Berlin, of Ber- 
on Printing. lin, Conn.; Molly Reid, of Derry, N. H.; Little Rock, of Little 
Also, resolutions of the Ohio Telephone Exchange Association, | Rock, Ark.; Blue Ridge, of Lynchburg, Va.; John Marshall, of 
representing 27 companies, with 8,v00 subscribers, urging Congress | Louisville, Ky.; John Perier, of Morristown, Tenn.; The Ogle- 
to appropriate a sufficient sum of money to enable the Attorney- | thorpe, of Columbus, Ga.; Sergeant Newton, of Covington, Ga.; 





General of the United States to prosecute the suit now pending | Thronatuska, of Albany, Ga.: Parkersburg, of Parkersburg, W. 
in the United States Supreme Court, wherein the United States is | Va.; Anderson, of Anderson, S. C.; Campbell, of Nashville. Tenn.; 
plaintiff and the American Bell Telephone Company et al. are | Susanna Hart Shelby, of Versailles, Ky.; Nancy Ward, of Eliza- 


defendants—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LINTON: Resolutions adopted by the citizens of Phila- 
de) phia, Pa., protesting against the placing of the Marquette statue 
in Statuary Hall—-to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of B. F. Winger, of Greencastle, Pa., 
praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of Washington Camp, No. 320, Washington 
Camp, No. 821, and Washington Camp, No. 346, Patriotic Order 
fons of America, of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the 


bethtown, Tenn.; Ketnah Moss Taylor, of Newport, Ky.: Cum- 
berland, of Nashville, Tenn.; Elizabeth Benton, of Kansas City, 
Mo.; Chickamauga, of Chattanooga, Tenn.: Jamesville, of James- 
ville, Wis.; Abigail Adams, of Des Moines, Iowa; Bloomington, 
of Bloomington, [l.; Astenrogn, of Little Falls, N. Y.; Mary N. 
Thompson, of Buffalo, N. Y.; Huron, of Huron, 8S. Dak.; Shelby 
County, of Memphis, Tenn.; Elroy M. Avery, of Cleveland, Ohio; 
Mary Ann Green, of ‘Providence, R. I.; Elizabeth Chandler, of 
Machias, Me.; Mrs. M. M. Pawner, of Omaha, Nebr.: Ma y C. 
Prince, of Santa Fe, N. Mex.; Sallie M. Ewing Pope, of Louis- 


Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and | ville, Ky.; Jennie B. Clark, of Austin, Tex.; Louie Upson Sims, 
Naturalization. State regent of Mississippi; Mary McK. Nash, State regent, of 


By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Papers to accompany House | Newbern, N. C.; Caroline F. Burlelegh, State regent, of Yankton, 
bill for a pension to Charles A. Rogers—to the Committee on | S. Dak.—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Invalid Pensions. By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petitions of the Pennsylvania State Grange, 
Mr. McEWAN: Memorial from the Direct Legislation League | Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of equitable protection—to the 
of New Jersey, on behalf of sundry associations, for the passage | Committee on Ways and Means. 
of resolution for a committee of inquiry on direct legislation—to By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Washington Council, No. 29, 
the Committee on Rules. Order United American Mechanics, of Haverhill, Mass., in favor 
Also, letter of the secretary of the Merchants’ Protective Asso- | of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Lnmigration 
ciation of Jersey City, N. J., asking for the passage of House bill | and Naturalization. 
No. 2569—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. By Mr. MORSE: Twenty-four petitions of sundry citizens of 
By Mr. McLACHLAN: Petition of citizens of California, for | the States of Ohio, Kansas, New Hampshire, New York, Penn- 
the en of El Moro Bay, California—to the Committee on | sylvania, Rhwide Island, West Virginia, Indiana, and Massachu- 
Rivers and Harbors. setts, praying for the recognition of God in the preamble of the 
By Mr. PATTERSON: Petitions of the following chapters of | Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
the Daughters of the American Revolution for the relief of the | ciary. 
ter of Francis Scott Key, Miss Elizabeth Key, and| By Mr. OTEY: Petition of the publisher of the Roanoke Times, 


mother, Mrs. Key, now objects of charity, the mother being | Roanoke, Va., for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
blind and almost helpless, neither being physically able to earn | postal laws regarding second-class matter—to the Committee on 
their bread: Watanga, of oe enn.; Abigail Phelps, of | the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Simsbury, Conn.; i , of , Il.; Dolly Madison, of By Mr. POOLE: Petition of W. F. Morris Publishing Com- 
Wi D. C.; Dolly Madison, No. 2, of Memphis, Tenn.; ny, Baldwinsville, N. Y., for favorable action on House bill 
Army and Navy, of Washington, D. C.; Shikelimo, of Leinsburg, | No. 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Pa.; Old Colony, of Hin , Mass.; George Washington, of | Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Galveston, Tex.; Atlanta, of Atlanta, Ga.; Caroline Scott Harri- Also, petition of citizens of Baldwinsville, N. Y., asking that the 
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sale of beer be prohibited at certain military posts—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Baldwinsville, N. Y., asking that 
the sale of beer and intoxicating liquors be prohibited on Ellis 
Island to immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of A. D. Bradford, of Jericho, Vt., 
praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, amending 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 405, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America; also petitions of Cincinnatus 
Council, No. 116, and Greble Council, No. 1, Daughters of Liberty; 
also petition of Columbia Lodge, No. 94, and Schuylkill Falls 
Lodge, No. 108, American Protestant Association, in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of L. H. Beyerle, of Goshen, Ind., 
urging the passage of House bill No. 4566, amending the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.SCRANTON: Petition of Fred. A. Wagner, of Scranton, 
Pa., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of Ohio Council, No. 9, Daughters of 
Liberty, of Dayton, Ohio, in favor of the passage of the Stone im- 
migration bill.—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 7 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of Washington Camp, 
No. 607, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Mount Jewett, Mc- 
Kean County, Pa.; also petition of Hopewell Council, No. 73, Jun- 
ior Order of United American Mechanics, of Hopewell, N. J., in 
favor of the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Aliso, memorial of E. Cowan's Sons, of Warren, Pa., in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE: Petition of Washington 
Camp, No. 497, Patriotic Order Sons of America; also peti- 
tion of Vine Cliff Council, No. 83, and petition of Waverly 
Council, No. 159, Daughters of Liberty, indorsing the Stone im- 
migration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Memorial and resolutions of faculty and sta- 
dents of Mount Union College, Alliance, Ohio, praying for the 
establishment of a permanent court of arbitration—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5812, 
relating to the pension of Ephraim Chalfant—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, rs to accompany House bill No. 4938, for the relief of 
Mary Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of G. Oliver Frick, of Youngs- 
town, N. Y., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: Petition of Yardley 8S. Brown, 
of Hamilton, Va., praying for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Petition of Common- 
wus Council, Order United American Mechanics, of Worcester, 
Mass., urging the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitions of George Harrison, of Hulme- 
ville, Pa.; also petition of Jesse O. Thomas, of Bristol, Pa.; also 
petition of J. R. Haldeman, of Harleysville, Pa.; also petition of 
Alfred Paschall, of Doylestown, Pa.; also petition of A. E. Dam- 
bly’s estate, of Skippack, Pa., ying for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
SS sees the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads, 

Also, resolution of Washington Camp, No. 600, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Tylersport, Pa., with a membership of 52, 
indorsing the Stone i ation bill and requesting its passage— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of Adolph Sumerlin, praying for favora- 
ble action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 

to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : 


By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of 2a No. 106, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Harris , Pa., consist- 
ing of 127 members, in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 5, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrusurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of 
the disbursements for the fiscal ae ending June 30, 1896, made 
in the States and Territories under the provisions of “An act to 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more 
complete endowment and support of the colleges for the benetit 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862,” approved 
August 30, 1890, as required by section 5 of that act; which, with 
the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. IRBY presented a petition signed by sundry citizens of 
Fairview, Cripple Creek, Fountain Inn, Walkersville, and Hig) 
Point, all in the State of South Carolina, praying for the adoption 
of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of tle 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of George W. Philli)s 
and 14 other citizens of Wick, W. Va: the petition of W. B. Evers 
and 4 other citizens of Martinsburg, W. Va.; the petition of John 
H. Crawford and 70 other citizens of Greenbrier, W. Va., and the 
petition of C. H. Taylor and 33 other citizens of West Virginia, 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of J. S. Davis and sundry 
other citizens of Laharpe, Ill., and the petition of Sarah J. Lynn 
and sundry other citizens of Illinois, praying Congress to submit 
to the States a revised preamble to the Constitution; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of W. D. Caulficli, 
editor and proprietor of the Valley rd, Gloster, Miss., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the post:! 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of awe of Nashville, 
Tenn., praying for the of the so-called Stone immigration 
bill; which was refe to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. VILAS presented the memorials of H. H. Johnson and 123 
other citizens of Milton; of E. M. Crandall and 113 other citizens 
of Milton; of James Murray and 193 other citizens of Berlin: of 
George Eldridge and 67 other citizens of Clear Lake; of J. W. 
Hancock and 157 other citizens of Ellsworth; of T. H. Frank ani 
110 other citizens of Oconto County; of Annie Fox and 238 other 
citizens of Flintville; of Mary T. Lawrence and 84 other citizens 
of Brown County; of H. F. Post and 95 other citizens of Sawy:r 
County; of O. F. Cole and 38 other citizens of Pound; of Rev. H. 7. 
Dirksen and 38 other citizens of Pound; of C. K. Ackley and 2.1 
other citizens of Westport; of Charles Smith and 94 other citize:s 
of Vernon County; of G. W. Sutherland and 150 other citizens 0! 
Vernon County; of I. B. Firman and 46 other citizens of Wow 
County; of A. F. Nunges and 50 other citizens of Madison; of M. J. 
Barthold and 20 other citizens of Rock County; of R. P. Nelson 
and 29 other citizens of Crawford County; of D. T. Bourdeau aid 
37 other citizens of Brown County; of R. B. Gri and 88 other 
citizens of Baraboo; of R. L. Bohn and 73 other citizens of Lime 
Ridge; of I. Sanborn and 33 other citizens of Monroe County: of 
Ea. R. Franklin, jr., and 58 other citizens of Shawana County, 
and of C. C, Gittings and 55 other citizens of Racine, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the tion of the 

roposed religious t to the Constitution of the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE —— a petition of the executive committee of 
the American Patriotic ee ying for the adoption of the 
poem amendment to the tution of the United States pro- 

ibiting the a of money for the use of sectarian schools; 

i erred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. CULLOM presented sundry cag of citizens of Davis, 
Sparta, Rose . Havana, Freeport, Oak- 
land, and aperville, all in the State of eee ing for the 
oo ert religious amendment to Jonstitution 
pb United ; which were referred to the Committee on 

Mr. P R presented the petition of Albert N. Whitelaw 
and 49 other citizens of Wells River and Ryegate, in the State of 
Vermont, praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 














Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
ment to the 


the Judi b 

a Cm TAD * presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
‘ng for the adoption of the an religious amendment to 

Fre Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the 
i e Judiciary. 
— ities ot oosented a petition of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the Shawmut Congregational Church, 
of Boston, Mass.; a petition of 47 citizens of Middlefield, Mass. and 
a petition of 82 citizens of Westhampton, Mass., praying for the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred‘to the Committee on the 
Jas RLSON presented the petition of FE. A. Werner and 38 other 
citizens of Gotha, and the petition of N. E. Bates and 48 other citi- 
zens of Winnebago City, Minn., praying for the adoption of the 
proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of Peter Cooper Council, No. 
196, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Newark; of 
Hope Council, No. 8, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Bridgeton; of Livingston Council, No. 125, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Atlantic City; of Peerless Council, No. 
218, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of High Bridge; 
of Colonel Vredenburgh Council, No. 210, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Turkey; of Anthony Wayne Council, No. 
159, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Newark; of Clin- 
ton Council, No. 18, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Jersey City; of Golden Rod Council, No. 136, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Rocky Hill; of Elberon Council, No. 85, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Oakhurst; of Sunset 
Council, No. 34, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Chatham; of Boonton Council, No. 188, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Boonton; of Metuchen Council, No. 59, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Metuchen; of Valley Forge 
Council, No. 2, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Jer- 
sey City; of Trenton Council, No. 80, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Trenton; of William Parker Council, No. 185, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Paterson; of Charter 
Council, No. 106, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Jacksons Mill; of Bayside Council, No. 107, Junior Order United 
American ics, of Belford; of Onward Council, No. 98, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics, of Red Bank; of Olive 
Branch Council, No. 21, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Paulsboro; of Success Council, No. 171, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Millburn; of North Star Council, No. 222, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Peapack; of Neptune 
Council, No. 217, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
North Long Branch; of Howell Council, No. 65, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Farmingdale; of Henry Clay Coun- 
cil, No. 95, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Newark; 
of Sherman Council, No. 61, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Roselle; of George H. Adams Council, No. 36, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Newark; of Arlington Coun- 
cil, No, 214, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Arling- 
ton; of Jersey Blue Council, No. 22, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Clayton; of Frame Council, No. 204, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Millville, and of Walter 
Burdge and 12 other citizens of North Long Branch, all in the 
State of New Ji , praying for the passage of the so-called 
Stone immigration bill; w ich were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

_He also ted the petition of Rev. Albert Reid and 24 other 
citizens of Bridgeton; the petition of Rev. J. L. Surtees, pastor, 
and 59membersof the Kaighn Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Camden; the petition of J. D. Flock and 58 other citizens of 
Hackettstown; the petition of Rev. Joseph H. Bradley and 98 other 
citizens of wn, and the petition of Charles White and 50 
other citizens of Cramer Hill, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the on of the proposed religious amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN ted a memorial of sundry miners and 
mine owners of Fremont County, Wyo., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation providing for the payment of assess- 
ment work on quartz lode ; which was referred to the Com- 

Mr. HARRIS presented s tion of the Baptist, Luth 
. presen a ition ptist, Lutheran, 
Methodist Episcopal Church ot and Presbyterian churches of 
ue oes Tenn., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 


of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 






He also ppeeticn of sundry citizens of Alaka, Tenn., 

anda of 111 citizens of Pioneer, Tenn., praying for the 

ot the religious amendment to the Constitution 

of the United ; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 
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Mr. GALLINGER presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 2884) for the relief of David O. Burleigh heretofore intro- 
duced by him; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the council of the Historical 
Society of Pennsylvania, praying for the preservation and publi- 
cation of the records of the Continental (¢ 
referred to the Committee on the Library 

He also presented a memorial of Washington Camp, No 


which was 


MmLrTess: 


345 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Philadelphia, Pa., rem vn 
strating against the appropriation of moneys for : sti- 
tutions; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enrollment and organization Naval 
Reserve forces; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the protection of American 
agriculture and shipping in the foreign trade; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 93 citizens of | ld County, 
of 90 citizens of Bethlehem, of 20 citizens of Juniata County. of 
125 citizens of West Middlesex, of 125 citizens of Mercer County, 
of 42 citizens of Willett, of 81 citizens of Moosic, of th« mbers of 
the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Darlington, of citizens 
of Emsworth, of 145 citizens of Knox, of 41 citizens of Saltsburg, of 
30 citizens of West Lenox, of 43 citizens of Youngstown, of 89 
citizens of New Park, of 108 citizens of Hoboken, of 105 citizens 
of McDonald, of 80 citizens of New Alexandria, of 26 citizens of 
Tarentum, of 51 citizens of Blairsville, of 54 citizens of Indiana 
County, of 69 citizens of Butler, of 116 citizens of Mercer County, 
of 92 citizens of New Brighton, of 33 citizens of Pottsville. of 29 


citizens of Taylor, of 281 citizens of York, and of sundry citizens 
of Lattimer Mines, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Milnesville, 
Pa.; a petition of sundry citizens of Lattimer Mines, Pa., anda 
petition of Washington Camp, No. 33, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of West Point, Pa., praying for the adoption of the pro- 
osed amendment to the Constitution of the United States, prohib- 
iting the appropriation of moneys for sectarian purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Greenwood, Del., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Sarah T. Miller and 
sundry other citizens of Sandy Spring, Md., praying for the en- 
actment of improved Territorial divorce laws, and for the enact- 
ment of legislation raising the age of consent from 16 to 18 years 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Shirley sundry 
other citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred te the Com- 
mittee on lImmigration. 

He also presented the memorials of A. G. Thon 
other citizens of Sandy Spring; of Rev. Alfred Sm 
Balderston, of Oxford; of Jonathan K. Taylor a 


and 


3 and sundry 
th and J. W. 
1d sundry other 


citizens of Baltimore; of James Carey Thomas and sundry other 
citizens of Baltimore; of Thomas 8S. Stone, of Aquasco; of George 
A. Davis, of Westminster; of Alexander Chaplain and sundry 
other citizens of Easton; of Henry Wingate and sundry other 


citizens of Chaptico; of W. W. Brittingham and sundry other 
citizens of Snow Hill; of Edwin H. Brown and P. B. Hopper, of 
Centerville, and of the school board of Baltimore County, all in 
the State of Maryland, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation providing military training in the public schools of the 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, praying for the 
establishment of an international court of arbitrat tween the 
United States and Great Britain. I do not know that the Senate 
can act in the way of appointing a commission, but the subject- 
matter of arbitration and the settlement of international diffi- 
culties by arbitration has my earnest approval. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition ot the faculty of Amity College, 
College Springs, Iowa, and the petition of N. G. Evans and 55 
other citizens of Atkins, Iowa, praying for the adoption of the 
eee religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 

tes; which were referred to the Cominittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Harman, 
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Colo., praying for the adoption of the a religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 2) providing for the 
adjustment of certain claims of the United States against the State 
of Tennessee and certain claims of the State of Tennessee against 
the United States, reported adversely thereon, and the joint reso- 
lution was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a joint resolution 

8. R.91) providing for the adjustment of certain claims of the 

nited States against the State of Tennessee and certain claims of 

the State of Tennessee against the United States; which was read 
twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 814) for the relief of John W. Gummo, reported it withont 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 2047) extending the time within 
which the University of Utah shall occupy lands heretofore granted 
> it, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2148) for the relief of Richmond College, lo- 
cated at Richmond, Va., reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8, 2187) to — Thomas F. Leahy, re- 
rorted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 1011) for the relief of Capt. James 
Regan, United States Army, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 88) for the relief of John C. Cutter, late first lieutenant 
Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill - 2367) to complete the 
military record of Dennis Whidly, to ask to be discharged from 
its further consideration, as it relates to the record of asailor, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1816) for the relief of Michael 
men reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2032) to grant right of way over the pub- 
lic domain for i lines, repo it with amendments. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (8S. R. 83) directing and author- 
izing the Secretary of War to appoint a commission to determine 
the cost of securing for the United States the channel in Atchaf- 
alaya Bay, Louisiana, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. DANIEL on the 7th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred, with the 
accompanying papers, to the Committee on Appropriations; which 
was agreed to. 


SECOND SPECIAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies, in cloth binding, of the ond Special 
Report of the Commissioner o' Labor, being a report of the Committee on 
Interstate and Fore erce of the House of Representatives, sub- 
mitted aly — 1 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 jes for the 
nse of the House o Representatives, and 2,000 oT for distribution by the 
Department of Labor; and the Commissioner of Labor is hereby authorized 
to revise said report to include the labor legislation subsequent to the year 
1891, and to annotate the report with reference to decisions of courts under 
the laws comprehended therein. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR COLQUITT. 

Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted yester- 
day by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon], to report it 
without amendment. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 

ved by the Senate (the House of Representati 


Resol ‘ves ing) 
eul Sabeed in upon the Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a 
Seaater teens tes Dinka of Ceceall: Go priutell Ga soqaived by tn. 





_Mr. HALE. The committee report favorably upon this resolu- 
tion as it was sent to the committee, but an examination of tho 
printing act of January 12, 1895, leads me to believe that in this 
and any case of the kind no action on the part of the Senate or 
House is needed. It is there provided that in the case of eulogies 
upon any member of either body there shall be a certain number 
es with the form and style given, the distribution provided 

or, and all. I believe that there is no necessity for this reso- 
lution. I think all that is needed is that the subject-matter of 
the eulogies shall be furnished to the Public Printer and that js 
will then print the volume as the law directs. So I do not wish 
this to be taken as a precedent indicating that the committee neod 
to intervene. . 

Mr. PASCO. With reference to this matter, I would state that 
the fact that no resolution of the sort had been 1 was urged 
as a reason why the volume vas not published. I called it to the 
attention of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDon] yesterday 
morning, and upon my suggestion he offered the resolution. Upon 
inquiry at the document room we were told that the volume had 
never been issued, simply for the reason that such a resolution as 
is now pending had not been passed. It may be well that those 
ae the direction of the matter should understand that such 
a resolution is not necessary, if the Senator from Maine is correct. 

Mr. HALE. I made the explanation in order that the Senators 
from Georgia, who desired to have the eulogies printed and (is- 
tributed, may understand how the matter rests at the present 
moment. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


EIGHTH SPECIAL REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Rejro- 
sentatives, repo: it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), 
That there be printed and bound in cloth 8,000 additional copies of the Fighth 
Special Report of the Commissioner of Labor, relating to the housing «of the 
working people; 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for distribution by the De- 
partment of Labor. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PRITCHARD (by pent introduced a bill (S. 2392) for 
the relief of J. U. Orr; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (og rege introduced a bill (S. 2393) for the relief of 
William E. Bond; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2394) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at em, Oreg.; which was read 
twice by its title, and refe to the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2395) to provide for the examina- 
tion and classification of certain lands in the States of Oregon and 
Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (5.2396) to increase the pension of 
Patrick O’Neal; which was read twice by its title, and with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2397) to amend section 2743 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the exami- 
nation of drugs; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2398) to refer the claims of Arm- 
strong and others to the Court of Claims; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. - 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2399) to increase the pension of 
Ann Catherine Hull; which was twice by its title, and, with 
the a i g paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BA introduced a bill (8. 2400) for the relief of James 
W. Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
company ing pene referred to the Committee on Claims. __ 

Mr. ON introduced a bill (S. 2401) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, of Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

ittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2402) to authorize the sale of a part 
of the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, in the Stateof Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
—, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8.2403) for the relief of 
George J. Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2404) defining and regulating proof 
in certain on cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2405) empowering fourth-class 
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tmas' administer oaths to pensioners; which was read 
twice ty ite dite, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2406) concerning the weight of evi- 
dence in pension claims; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2407) to supplement the act of 
June 27, 1890, as to pensions; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2408) to amend section 3 of an act 
entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing 
for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” 
approved June 27, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2409) for the relief of Charles 
Brewster, and to place him upon the retired list; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


as speedily as I could, when the Senator, without paying any 
attention tome, I having the floor, interposed an objection. If 
the Senator wants to insist upon that objection I am perfectly 
willing he should do so, but I warn him now that there will be 
no unanimous consent for any measure he may bring in as long 
as Lam here. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Maine says he does not object. 
Mr. HALE. I do not think the Senator understood how good 
| naturedly L-was interposing. Of course if the resolution was to 
go over the objection had to be made at once. I said if the Sena- 
tor himself believes there is good reason why he should submit 
some remarks now, I do not interfere, I do not object, I do not 
propose to object. I leave that matter entirely to him. I do not 

make any objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly supposed there was some reason for 
making the remarks or i woalll not have asked leave to make 
them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thought I heard the Senator from Ne- 
braska say—he will correct me if I am wrong—that unless unani- 
mous consent was agreed to there would be no other unanimous 
consent agreements during this session. Was I right in my 
apprehension? : 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator did not hear me say anything of 
the kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator state what 
he did say. 

Mr. ALLEN. I said to the Senator from Maine, who has now, 
I think, for the third time in two weeks objected to my address- 
ing the Chair, and who is himself constantly out of order here and 
asking unanimous consent, that if he persisted in objecting to my 
submitting observations on this occasion, so far as I was concerned 
he should not have unanimous consent while I stay here. 





Affairs. ; : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2410) to amend section 2502 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read the first 
time by its title. ; 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2502 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended to read: 

“Spo. 2002. A discriminating duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, in addition 
to the duties im by law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all goods, 
wares, and merchandise which shall be imported on vessels not belonging to 
citizens of the United States; and any and all clauses in existing treaties in 
contravention hereof, and all acts of Congress contrary thereto, are hereby 
abrogated and repealed.” 

Sec. 2. This act shall take effect fifteen months after its passage. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S.2411) granting a penaten to 
Adoniram C. Harper; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. CHANDLER. If the remark of the Senator from Nebraska 
Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2412) to make the city of Santa | was personal to the Senator from Maine the Senator from Maine 
Barbara, county of Santa Barbara, State of California, a subport | will take care of himself; but I certainly should not be willing to 
of entry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | give unanimous consent to any Senator to go on and make a 
Commi on Commerce. speech who prefaced his request or accompanied his request by 
Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2413) to increase pension of | the statement that unless his request was granted there would be 
Emily M. Tyler; which was read twice by its title, and referred | no other unanimous-consent agreements during the session. 
to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Hampshire is altogether 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2414) granting a pension to Mrs. | too suspicious. 
Mary E. Wyse, widow of Lieut. Col. F. O. Wyse; which was read Mr. CHANDLER. I only spoke from what I heard. The Sen- 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ator sometimes speaks very loudly; at other times he speaks very 
Mr. CHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 2415) for | feebly. It is not always possible to hear on this side of the Cham- 
the relief of B. J. Van Vieck, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, | ber exactly what the Senator says. 
; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Mr. ALLEN. I give myself credit for possessing sense enough 
Committee on Claims. not to make a statement of that kind. I think the Senator may 
Mr, CALL introduced a bill (S. 2416) to prescribe and limit the | give me that credit. , 
power of ju and courts of the United States to punish con- Mr. CHANDLER. I accept the Senator's disclaimer. 
tempts; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on | wish to say that I understood him that way. 
the table. Mr. ALLEN. I did feel incensed for a moment at the action of 
Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2417) to provide compensa- | the Senator from Maine, because I think this is the third time 
tion to the reporter of the court of appeals of the District of | within the last two or three weeks, when the Senator from Maine 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- | had just taken his seat from a violation of the rules of the Senate, 
compan ing De r, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. asking unanimous consent for the introduction or the passage of 
Mr. HIL . ere being now a comfortable surplus in the | measures that were not in order and receiving it, that he immedi- 
Treasury, I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill. ately rose and objected to the same request upon my part. It was 
The bill (S. 2418) for the erection of a public building in the | from my resentment at that conduct on th. part of the Senator 
city of Elmira, N. Y., was read twice by its title, and referred to | from Maine that I said to him, and I repeat (I have nothing to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. apologize for or to take back), that if this kind of treatment is to 
Mr. ALLEN. [introduce a joint resolution, and I ask unani- | continue, the Senator from Maine asking unanimous consent here 
mous consent to submit some observations upon it at this time. for the introduction or for the passage of measures and the consid 
The joint resolution (S. R. 92) authorizing and requesting the | eration of resolutions, and himself objecting when the same request 
President of the United States to issue a proclamation recognizing is made upon my part, I shall establish an equality between us in 
the political independence of the Republic of Cuba was read the | some ee objecting to his measures. 


a 


I only 





first time by its title. Mr. HA Now, let me say to the Senator from Nebraska, he 
Mr. . Let that go over, Mr. President. can not alone get up a vendetta between him and me. I shall 
Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to submit some obser- | utterly decline to be on relations with him that oblige me all the 
vations w the resolution at this time. time to watch him and pay him off for something he has done 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks | I think he and I could be in better business than that. 
unanimous consent to submit some remarks upon the joint reso- As to my being out of order in submitting a request for unani- 
lution at this time. Is there objection? mous consent to consider bills, I do not know that I have done 

; I will not object, but I call the attention of the | that except for the Committee on Printing, which from time im- 
Senator from Nebraska, who may be now considered an old Senator | memorial passes its measures in that way. They are matters of 
here, to the importance of observing the rule which requires im- | no great importance; they are generally for the convenience of 
peratively that upon objection any measure shall go over. Unless | members; they involve but little money and but few questions, 
the Senator believes himself that he has some distinctively good | and it is for the convenience of the Senate that measures from 
reason why he should submit remarks at present, I hope he will | that committee should be taken up and passed at once when re- 
not ask unanimous consent to break the rule. I will not myself | ported. They are mainly concurrent resolutions to be sent to the 


7 other branch. It is not done for the convenience of the committee: 
. ALLEN. I su the Senator from Maine would do | and when I, as chairman of the committee, ask that, I do whatall 
me the courtesy of me make my request before he objected. | chairmen of the committee have done for years and years, all the 


Mr. HALE. I do withhold my objection. time that I have been here; and I do not feel that I am putting 
Mr. ALLEN 


. My mouth was open, I was making the request | myself upon the mercy of Senators, because if the Senator should, 
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as he can at any time, object to every one of the printing resolu- 
tions that we report and send them to the Calendar, I shall be 
well content. So Ido not want the Senator, who, as I have said 
before when he and I have had perhaps some little controversy, 
is at bottom a good-natured man and does not want to be over- 
suepicious, to feel that lam watching for him. I am not. 

When this morning he submitted a request to make some re- 
marks, I called his attention,I thought ina kindly way, to the 
fact that it was an innovation of the rule; but I said to him that 
I would not object; that if he felt that he wanted to go on I was 
entirely willing that he should go on; and I can assure the Sena- 
tor that if any other Senator had made the same request I should 
have called his attention to it as Ididin his case. I think he 
ought to feel that in matters of this sort Senators may be allowed 
to invoke the rule in a pleasant fashion without there being car- 
ried with it anything whatever of a personal nature. I can assure 
him that I had nothing of that kind in my mind. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, just one word, and I will let my 
speech go. I did not stand in need of any suggestion from the 
Senator from Maine as to whether I regarded my remarks as im- 
portant or not. I had determined that in my own mind before I 
asked the unanimous consent of the Senate to deliver them; and 
it occurs to me that it came with entirely poor taste from the Sen- 
ator from Maine to suggest that I was violating the rules of the 
Senate when I asked unanimous consent, and did not propose to 
attempt to proceed without that unanimous consent,and make 
the suggestion to me that he would not object if I regarded my 
remarks as of sufficient importance to insist upon delivering them 
at this time. They may not be important to the Senator from 
Maine; they may not be important to the Senate; they may not be 
important to the mer. . President; but they are important 
to me, and I so regarded them when I asked for unanimous con- 
sent, 

The Senator’s interruption, his suggestion, his question fo me, 
was an insinuation of itself (whether it was designed to be such 
or not I do not know and do not care) that I was in some manner 
violating the rules of the Senate. I say to the Senator, and I say 
to him in all good nature, because I have no unkindly feelings for 
him, that the Senator has himself been in the habit of violating 
the rules of the Senate, as we all do from time to time, without 
anybody making a suggestion of a violation of the rules to him or 
calling his attention to it. 

I simply wanted to remind the Senator, and I want to remind 
him in kindly words and in kindly feelings, that if he persists in 
violating the rules of the Senate and then calling my attention to 
what I am doing when I ask to follow his precedent and follow in 
his wake, I shall see, if I am around, that he observes the rules as 
far as I know them. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I desire to say a word. 
through? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say a word to this effect: When 
the Senator speaks of a violation of the rules of the Senate by the 
Senator from Maine, I think he is mistaken. If he means that 
the Senator from Maine, like other Senators, frequently asks unani- 
mous consent to take up some measure of business which is out 
of order unless unanimous consent is given, then heisright. But 


Is the Senator 


‘the expression of the Senator is very broad. I do not understand 


that any Senators are in the habit of violating the rules of the 
Senate in the sense in which the Senator from Nebraska speaks. 
The business of the Senate is done, I am happy to say, so far as 
forms are concerned, very much as a body of gentlemen, such as 
we are mugen to be,do business in their own parlors, by mutual 
consent and conference, and with a great deal of mutual forbear- 
ance, in order to keep the peace. 

Mr, WOLCOTT. r. President, I desire to ask, if I may, what 
is the business before the Senate? This triangular interchange of 
mutual apology between the Senator from New Hampshire and 
the Senator from Nebraska and the Senator from Maine is of great 
interest, but I should like to know, if I may, what is the pending 
business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will answer the inquiry 
of the Senator from Colorado. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to address the Senate upon a joint resolution 
which he has introduced. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, let me suggest that I could have 
delivered my speech in about two minutes. The junior Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Turpie] desires to address the Senate upon 
another matter, and with the unanimous consent of the Senator 
from Maine, I withdraw my request for unanimous consent to 
address the Senate. Let the joint resolution be referred. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 92) auth and requesting the 
President of the United States to issue a recognizing 
the political independence of the —— of Cuba was read the 
ov time by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian opriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian irs, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIAL OF THE NATIONAL WOOL GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That ther 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 17 of the first se 
sion of the Fifty-fourth Con being the memorial of the National Wo.) 
Growers’ Association; of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senat.. 
and 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


REPORT ON SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed of the report of the speci: 
agent for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska for the year |. 
6,000 copies; 1,500 for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the use of the Hous« 
of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for the use of the Treasury Depart me: 


REPORT ON NICARAGUA CANAL. 


_Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following concurrent resolu 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That ther: 
be printed 12,000 additional copies of the report of the Board of Engin 
relative to the construction and paetee of the Nicaragua Canal, witho 
maps; of which 4,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 8,000 copics 
for the use of the House of Representatives. 


BOND REDEMPTION AND BIMETALLISM, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate th. 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. aoe) coming 
over from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A resolution by Mr. ALLEN, that under exist- 
ing laws all bonds and _legal-tender notes are redeemable in go)| 
and silver coins of the United States of the present ratio and fin: 
ness, and that any discrimination between such coins is in viol: 
tion of the statutes of the United States and the traditions of the 
Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution be passed over without ob- 
jection. 

and VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest tothe Senator from Nebraska that his 
resolution lie upon the table, subject to his call, so that the Chair 
may not be obliged to lay it before the Senate every morning. 


r. ALLEN. That course will be satisfactory. 
Mr. HILL. I simply su t that the Senator from Nebrask: 


had better call it up on one day’s notice. Others are interested in 
the resolution as well as the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let that be the order. 

Mr. HILL. On one day’s notice. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will call up the resolution after one day's 


notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis so ordered, in the absence of ob- 

jection. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 
THOMAS CHAMBERS. 

The bill (S. 306) for the relief of Thomas Chambers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Thomas Chambers, of Mackinac, Mich., $3,654.56, in full compen- 
sation for the additional expenses incurred by him in carrying 
the Canada mails, as contractor on route No. 24413, from Sau!t 
de Ste. Marie, Mich., to Mackinac, Mich., from July 1, 1875. to 
June 30, 1879, inclusive, he having contracted to carry Unit! 
States mails only. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order! 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passe. 

CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU. 

The bill (S. 72) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor 
of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, was consi as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to Ray to Charles P. Chouteau, sur- 
vivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, $174,445.75, in full satisfac- 
tion of all claims arising out of the construction of the ironcla‘! 
steam battery Etlah, constructed under the contract of Charles 
W. McCord. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere:! 
has for a third reading, read the third time, and passe. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out the preamble. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to strike out the preamble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of tati Mr. W. J. 


BRowninaG, its Chief eg nace ne eee had agree: 
to the amendments of the to the joint resolution (H. Res. 
98) directing the Secretary of War to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. 








1896. 






ith, Corps of Engineers, to submit a plan and estimate for the 
—_ im ao of Conneaut Harbor, in the State of Ohio. 
“Th . a also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 


currence of the Senate: 


ill 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Territory 
en eS cnn tonto for the construction of a court-house 
and jail atthe county seatthereof; _ sale al 

A bill (H. R, 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 and 
to repeal subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of 


‘nited States; and , 
te ak een (H. Res. 17) for the erection of a statue of 
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Francis E. Spinner at the Treasury Department building in Wash- | 


ington. a 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNE.). 
The m further announced that the Speaker of the House 


signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
es wall thereupon signed by the Vice-President: . 

A bill (H. R. 1691) to authorize the St. Louis and Oklahoma City 
Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian an Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3982) c v I 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Hope Valley, R.I.; Woman's 
Relief Corps, Taylorville, Ill., and town of Newton, N.J.; ' 

A bill (H. R. 4779) —s to the anchorage and movements of 

ssels in St. Marys River; 
er Soint resolution (8. R.54) authorizing the National Dredging 
Company to proceed with the work of dredging the channel of 
Mobile Harbor, under the direction of the Secretary of War; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) directing the Secretary of War 
to submit estimates for work upon Newtown Creek, New York. 

IMPRISONMENT OF EUGENE V. DEBS. 

The next business on the Calendar was the resolution introduced 
by Mr. CaLL Jan 23, 1896, and reported February 4, 1896, by 
Mr. Hit, from the Committee on the Judiciary, with an amend- 

ent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution originally submitted 
by the Senator from Florida will be read. 

The SecreTaRy read the resolution submitted by Mr. Cau. 
January 23, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, Thata committee of seven Senators shall be appointed, who 
shall be charged the duty of inquiring into the imprisonment of Eugene 
V. Debs for an alleged contempt of court, who shall report to the Senate and 
recommend such } tion as may be necessary for the just enforcement of 
the law and the protection of citizens from arbitrary and oppressive exercise 
of judicial power. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. 

Mr. CALL. There is no difficulty about the resolution with the 
amendment reported by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILu} 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, whichcovers the resolution 
I introduced for an apd into the Debs case as to his arrest and 
imprisonment under the order of the court. The amendment is 
satisfactory to me, and I hope it will be adopted and that the 
resolution as amended may pass. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask that it go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go over under the rule. 


Committee on the Judiciary had those two resolutions before 


nting condemned cannon, etc., to Lincoln 
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Army of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
with an amendment, to add to the bill the following proviso 






Provided, That the condemned cannon herein mentioned are available for 
the purposes stated, and can, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy. be 
spared without detriment to the public interests: And Tha 
the Government shall not incur any expense in ha S ting 
said cannon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEAR. I wishtoofferanamendment that two: ned 
cannon be also donated to Mathies Post, Grand Army of | 
public, at Burlington, Iowa , 

I wish to say in connection with this amendm that G l 
Mathies, of my State, was a German, and he wa irst man t 
offer his services to the Government during the civil war H 
lies buried in a cemetery in my town, where theré nument 
erected to his memo1 I do not know wh is a Gra 

| Army post that should have higher « lerat at the hand 
| the Senate in this matter than Mathies Post. It fore offer th 
| amendment which I send to the d 

Mr. BAKER. What is the amendment? 

Mr. GEAR. That two condemned cai b i to 
Mathies Post, at Burlington, Iowa 

Mr. BAKER. [ have n » objec tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment \ 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the or : 18 
amendment just adopted, it is proposed to insert 

And that two condemned cannon be also donated to M P Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read 

| the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill auth r and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate condemned cannon 


| 





to Custer Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Leavenworth. 
Kans., and Mathies Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Bur- 
lington, lowa.” 


JULIA A. HUMPHRIES, 


The bill (S.518) for the relic f of Julia A. H LN pre 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
an amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘ 
**10,000” and insert ** 5,215” 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. Juli 
in the Treasury of the United States not othe 
$5,215 as a full indemnification for property ta 
for hospital purposes at Fredericksburg, Va.. and fo. 
the hands of the Union forces, and for services rend 
during the war of 1361 


was con- 


on Claims 


to strike 


with 
sum of,” out 


; so as to make the bill read 


be, and he is hereby, 





The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amen 


| ment was concurred in. 


Mr. HILL. I will state to the Senator from Maryland that the | 


the Debs case, the other was a general resolution to investigate | 


the whole subject of contempts and to report by bill or otherwise. 
That is the resolution which it is now proposed to pass, and it is 


desirable that it should be passed, so that the committee may pro- | 


ceed. The subcommittee in that case has already been appointed 
and is awaiting action on this resolution. The Senator 
Florida does not press his resolution. 
Mr. CALL. No. 
Mr. HILL. However, if the Senator from Maryland desires the 
resolution to go over, it may do so. 
Mr. GOR . On the statement of the Senator from New 
York, I withdraw my objection. 
The VICE-PRES. ENT 
Senator from New York will be stated. . 
_The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the original resolu- 
tion by substituting the following: 


the whole sub of contempts of court as enforced by the 
— = report to ae ate eT ne a legislation 

‘or ; ,if so, to report 
euch lewis o righ ns; an 80, to repor 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
—— by the committee. 
amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON TO CUSTER POST, ETC. 


The bill (S. 1846) authorizing and ing the Secre of 
ts Haeytb Maia condemned connen to Post, Grand 


from | 


. The amendment reported by the | 


Committee is hereby directed to investigate | 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thi 


read the third time. 
them. One was to investigate the particular matter relating to | 


Mr. CHANDLER. Before the bill is passed, I 


have an explanation. Ido not like the sound of 
damages suffered at the hands of the Union forces.” It ha 
been customary in the few bills which have passed to use that | 
guace. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator that this is not 
damages in the ordinary sense. 


Mr. C¢ ICKRELL. Let those words be stricken out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There have been some bills passed for pay- 
ing money to colleges and literary institutions, which, on the de 
minimis principle, no one cares anything about; but I do not 
member the passage of a bill heretofore recognizing that principl 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New Hampshir: 
wait a little while, and let me make a statement of the 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not want the Senator to 
point until he knew what it was. 


re- 


worl 


answer ly 


Mr. TELLER. This does not fall within the rule stated at all. 
It is not for damages; it is for supplies taken and used by the 


Army. 

Mr: CHANDLER. It reads ‘“‘damages” in the bill 

Mr. TELLER. The damage was to a house which the Govern- 
ment used for a hospital. The bill is to pay for rental and dam- 
age to the house. We have disallowed all the other items and 
they have been cut out of the bill. That is the reason the bill is 


amended, reducing the amount from $10,000 to $5,215. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Damage done by military occupation? 

Mr. TELLER. The damage was done by the Government 
taking possession of the claimant’s store and using her groceries 
and provisions for the Army; and the bill is for rental and repairs 
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of the store which were required after the Government left it. 
The bill is strictly in accordance with the practice of the Senate | 
and of the Committee on Claims for the last twenty years. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will have the words read 
‘which I have criticised I should be obliged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


As a full indemnification for property taken by the United States Army 
for hospital purposes at Fredericksburg, Va., and for damages suffered at 


the hands of the Union forces, and for services rendered as hospital nurse 


during the war of 1861. 


Mr. CHANDLER. “Damages suffered at the hands of the 
Union forces” sounds to me very much like paying for war dam- 


ages. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator desires to have those words 
stricken out, very well. There was a claim made for damages in 
the proper sense, but we disallowed that for fear that intention 
might be conveyed. Nothing is allowed except for such things as 
the Government tock and used and for damage to the building 
by Government occupation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the amount is correct, and will 
not be objected to, but that clause is certainly objectionable. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out the word ‘‘ damages,” if 
the Senator objects to that word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. In line 9, after the name “ Virginia,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘and for damages suffered at the hands of 
the Union forces.” ; 

Mr.TELLER. The report will show that no allowance is made 
for damages. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 


ADDITIONAL MEN FOR THE NAVY, 


Mr.CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Mary- 
land, who has given notice of a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate passed the bill (S. 1404) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to enlist additional men for service in the United 


States Navy, and for other purposes, when it is his intention to | 36 0 , e , 
nae | an art commission, the duties of which are set forth in section 2 of 


have that motion taken up and considered by the Senate? 

Mr.GORMAN. At any time after to-day. I desire to submit 
some remarks upon the subject. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Is it the intention of the Senator to bring 
up the motion at an early day? 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes; at an early day. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senate to prose’ to 
the consideration of the privileged question touching the right to 
a seat of Mr. Henry A. Du Pont, of Delaware. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). The 
Senator from Oregon asks that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution named by him, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That Sonty A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and it is 
before the Senate. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope that motion will not be 


carried. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Mon- 
day next. [Putting the question.] In the opinion of the Chair, 
the ayes have it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. A few days ago I gave notice that to- 
morrow at 2 o’clock I should ask the consideration of a certain 
measure on the Calendar. If it is the desire of the Senate ic ad- 
journ until Monday, I have no objection, and will ask that the 
special order go over until Monday next. : 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . That will be the effect of the 
adjournment, the Chair thinks. 

he Chair has not yet declared the motion to adjourn until 
Monday carried. The Chair thinks the motion is carried. Inthe 
opinion of the Chair, the effect of the adjournment to Monday 
would be to make the matter referred to by the Senator from 
North Dakota the — order for Monday next. 

Mr. NELSON: the Chair decided as to whether or not the 
motion to adjourn over was carried? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has decided that the 


motion was carried, 


ART COMMISSION, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask the Senator from Oregon 
if he will not yield until I can ask unanimous consent for the ¢-on. 
sideration of a bill which I think will lead to no debate whatey.r? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I yield to the Senator from North 
Dakota, provided his bill does not lead to any debate. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I donot thinkit will. Lask unanimoys 


consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1922) creating 
an art commission of the United States, and for other purposes. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This bill has been read twice, and as J 
have an important amendment which is practically a substitute 
for the entire first section, I will ask that the substitute be read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 1 
and insert in lieu thereof— 

That there be, and hereby is, constituted and created a body which shal) 
be known and designated as the Art Commission of the United States. ; 


consist of five ——. other than artists or sculptors. who shall be citizens 

of the United States and eminently distingu’shed in literature and the tine 
he 
I 


0 


arts. Selections for membership in said commission shall be made in ¢ 
following manner, to wit: One member to be named by the President of the 
United States for a term of six years; two by the Senate, one for a term of 


m oO 
two years and one for a term of four years; and two by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, one for a term of two and one for a term of four years; and aft 


the expiration of the terms above prescribed the term of office of each « —J 
missioner shall be for six years. e said commission shall be invested with 
the duties and privileges hereinafter mentioned. 


The PRESIDING OFFiCER. The question is on the amend- 


nent. 
Mr. BUTLER. I desire to ask the Senator what is the neces- 
~ for this pro law, and how it will operate? 

r. HANSBROUGH. I think it must be evident to every Sen- 
ator here, certainly to every Senator who has served on the Com- 
mittee on the Library, that some such legislation as this is abso- 
lutely necessary. For my part, Ithink I should prefer not to bea 
member of the Committee on the Library if Iam to be constantly 
beset almost day and night by people who are interested in the 
Government’s purchase of works of art. 

The purpose of the bill, as explained in section 1, is to establish 





1 


the bill. 

The action of this commission will not befinal. The commission 
is simply advisory, and is to report to the two Houses of Congress, 
so that we shall have the benefit of their expert judgment in the 
purchase and management of works of art in this Capitol and in 
the new Library building. 

I stated, when I asked the Senator from Oregon to yield for the 
consideration of this bill, that I would not ask its consideration if 
it led to debate. I think I fully explained to the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] the other day the purpose of this 
bill, and sup that he had become reconciled toit. I hope the 
explanation I have now made will be satisfactory. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the bill be read in full, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
desire to have the bill read as originally reported, or as it will 
stand when amended? 

Mr. ALLEN. As it will stand when amended. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let us proceed to perfect the bill by 
amendment, and then we may have it read in full. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If thebill is going to lead to a long 
discussion, I must interpose. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will withdraw the bill if it leads to 
discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
for the reading of the bill as it will read if amended as now pro- 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let us proceed to have the bill amended 
first, and then it can be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That depends on whether the 
Senator from Nebraska withdraws his request. 

Mr. ALLEN, I withdraw the uest. Let the amendments 
first be acted upon, and then let the bill be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be pursued. 
The question is on the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. Hansprovenu], which has read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In line 6 of section 2, after the word 
‘* art,” 1 move to insert ‘‘ and valuable historical records and man- 
uscripts.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In line 11 of the same section, before 


the word “ * I move to strikeout the words “ and complete,” 
and insert word ** ” the words “ of their findings. 
The amendment was to. 








1896. 


HANSBROUGH. In the same section, line 12, I move to 
a out ney remainder of the section, and insert ‘‘ Senate and 


ntatives.” 
Hee PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 





eTaRY. Im line 12, after the words “ to the,” it is pro- 
aa unis out the remainder of the section, as follows: 


Presid nited States, a copy of the report to be submitted simul- 
tan teaident of the, report to the President of the United States to the Joint 
Committee on the Library of the two Houses of Congress. 


And insert: 
Senate and House of Representatives. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. At the end of section 3, after the word 
«‘ commission,” in line 6, I move to insert ‘‘ while the same is in 
session.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move to strike out section 4, as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 4. That all vacancies occurring in said commission shall be filled by 
appointment, as provided in section | of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now, if the Senator from Nebraska de- 
sires to have the bill read, it is perfected as the committee desire 
to have it laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Nebraske 
desire to have the bill read as amended? 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. FAULKNER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read as it has 
been amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Be it enacted, «'«.. That there be, and hereby is, constituted and created a 
body which shrdl be known and designated as the Art Commission of the 
United States, 19 consist of five persons other than artists or sculptors, who 
shall be citizens of the United States and eminently distinguished in litera- 
ture and the fin) arts. Selections for membership in said commission shall 
be made in the following manner, to wit: One member to be named by the 
President of the United States for a term of six Zam two by the Senate, 
one for a term o/ two years and one for a term of four years; and two by the 
House of Reprssentatives, one for a term of two and one for a term of four 
years, and aft r the expiration of the terms above prescribed the term of 
office of each commissioner shall be for six years. The said commission shall 
be invested with the duties and privileges hereinafter mentioned. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of said commission to convene semian- 
nually in the city of Washington for the purpose of examining the art col- 
lections in the Capitol and the Congressional Library buildings, and also to 
inquire into the condition and make inspection of the Congressional Library 
proper, and to examine all works of art and valuable historical records and 
manuscripts offered for sale or as a donation to the United States for use in 
the Capitol or onal Library buildings. U 
examination, inquiry, and inspection as aforesaid, its 
of the said commission to make annually a full report of their findings, with 
such recommendations as the commission may deem proper, to the Senate 
and House of Representatives. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Librarian of Congress to designate 
suitable rooms in the Library building as a permanent meeting place for the 
said coi and their successors. The Librarian shall also assign a pa; 
and a messenger to do duty in connection with the work and to be under the 
control of the commission while the same is in session. 


Mr. MORRILL. Ishould like to inquire what the compensation 


will be. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. No compensation whatever is to be al- 
lowed to the members of the commission. It is supposed that 
there are in this country gentlemen who have pride enough in art 
to pass in an advisory way upon these matters without compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should think it very objectionable perma- 
nently to set apart a room in the Library building for the commis- 
sion to meet only once or twice a year, when they might just as 
well meet at a hotel or in some committee room of the Capitol 


ee pe ome here else 


GH. I suppose as they will meet but, say, 


m completion of such 
ll be the further — 


twice a year, and there being but five of them, a room can be set | Members. 
Probably | 


aside for their temporary use for a short time at least. 
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FRANK J. BURROWS, 


Mr. QUAY. I shall be very greatly obliged to the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MitcHELL], if he will yield to me to secure the pas- 
sage of a bill. If it evokes one word of discussion I will with- 
draw it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
made the request of me prior to that of the Senator from North 
Dakota Ine HANSBROUGH]. He assures me that the bill is very 
brief and that it will lead to no debate. If it leads to discussion I 
shall be unable to yield. 

Mr. QUAY. If it creates any debate I will withdraw the 
request. It is the bill (S. 1183) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows. 
A similar bill once passed the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Postmas- 
ter-General to cause the account of Frank J. Burrows, late post- 
master at Williamsport, Pa., to be credited with the sum of $4,022 
on account of loss incurred by robbery of that post-office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Uregon. I ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution in relation to the Senator from Del- 
aware. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections February 18, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled toa seatin the Senate fr 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895 


Mr. MITCHE:..i, of Oregon. Mr. President, yesterday, before 
yielding the floor, I had attempted to demonstrate, so far asI could, 
first, that under certain express provisions of the constitution of 
the State of Delaware each and every citizen of that State is pro- 
hibited from exercising simultaneously in that State the offices of 
governor and State senator. I had further attempted to demon- 
strate, and I think I did, certainly to my own satisfaction, that in 
virtue of various other provisions of the constitution of the State 
of Delaware there is an inferential inhibition placed upon each 
and every citizen of the State of Delaware from exercising at the 
same time the two offices of executive and legislator, on the plain 
ground, as it seems to me, as these several provisions of the con- 
stitution would seem to indicate, that those two offices and the 
functions of those two offices, respectively, are incompatible, and 
therefore can not be exercised at the same time by the same person. 

I had then proceeded further to demonstrate, so far as | could 
before the adjournment of the Senate, that the question whether 
or not the governor of the State of Delaware had a right to enter 
the joint assembly of the members of the general assembly of the 
State of Delaware and vote for United States Senator is one that 
the Senate of the United States can inquire into, as claimed by the 
majority of the committee. I attempted to show, so far as I 
could, that that is a question that is not within the exclusive juris- 
diction of the Delaware senate; that whuie in the first instance 
the Delaware senate has the right,and not only the right, but 
there is impressed upon that body by law a duty to pass upon that 
question, yet the decision of the Delaware senate upon such ques 
tion, whatever it might be or may have been, if ever there was a 
decision—and I say there never was any—is one that is not binding 
on the Senate of the United States; but on the contrary it is a 
question that remains open, a question which the Senate of the 
United States has the right to determine for itself under the grant 
of power given it by that clause of the Constitution of the United 
States which declares that each House of Congress shall be the 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 


om the 


I then proceeded, before adjournment yesterday, to take up and 


the commission would not be in session more than a few days at | review and answer, so far as I was able, the contentions of the 


a time, and as the works of art upon which they would have to 
pass would probably be displayed in the new Library building, it 
will benecessary for them to be there more or less. 1 donot think 
there will be any inconvenience in that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the bill ought to go over and be considered 
some time when it can be debated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Auer) aeieos to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. RGE. Let the bill be printed. 
Mr. OU GH. I desire to have the bill printed as 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be printed as 
amended. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I shall not make further efforts to pass 

the bill at this time, but I desire to say that unless we have some 

of this kind I shall postively object in future to the 

tings or statuary whatever for use in this 
dings upon the say so of anybody. 


i 


bailing or other 





minority of the committee, as presented in the views submitted 
by them and attached to and made a part of the report of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and in doing that I had 
advanced so far before yielding the floor as to approach a consid 

eration of the three cases cited by the distinguished Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] in his views, and on which, I understand, 
he and those who agree with him rely in the attempt to satisfy 
the Senate of the United States that it is utterly without power 
to inquire into the question as to whether or not the governor of 
the State of Delaware had on the 9th day of May, 1895, while exer- 
cising every function of the executive of the State, a right to 
leave his gubernatorial chair and go back into the chair of the 
speaker of the senate, enter the joint assembly of the members of 
the legislature of the State of Delaware met for the purpose of 
electing a United States Senator, there be counted as one of those 
members, and there and then cast his vote, and that, too, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the casting vote, by which the election of a Senator should be 
determined, 





1896. 


————— a 


construction—I a have no ae be a S 
: iew that on accession of the speaker of the 
pene Fy ‘oe Gane of Delaware to the exercise of the office of 
vernor of that State, not only the office of speaker of the senate 
d by him, but also the office of senator held by him became 
; absolutely vacant. 
‘pee GEORGE. tinder the common law? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That undoubtedly is the result 
of the common-law rule. f \ 
bers of the committee and as one Senator, is the true and proper 
construction also of the Delaware constitution. 

Mr. FAULKN Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Allow me. But while that is 
true, while that is my deliberate opinion and judgment, I frankly 
confess that there is some room for doubt upon that question, 
going to ) 
become absolutely vacant, or whether only the right to exercise 
the functions of speaker of the senate and of senator is suspended 
and held in abeyance during the continuance in the gubernatorial 
office of the person who was speaker of the senate and who suc- 
ceeded to that office. ht 

I think, therefore, that that clause of the constitution and the 
two clauses which I have defined as the express provisions of 
the constitution, and all the clauses taken together, are subject to 
two constructions, and only two, the one being either that the 
offices of senator and speaker of the senate become absolutely 
vacant on the accession of the speaker to the exercise of the oftice 
of governor; the other, if that be not the proper construction, that 
the right to exercise the functions either of speaker of the senate or 
of senator is, by the plain and express provisions of the constitu- 
tion and inferentially by various other provisions of the constitu- 
tion, absolutely held in abeyance and suspended for and during 
the time that this person continues in the office of governor. 


doubtful 


But I hold further that there is no room whatever for the con- | 
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t,in my opinion as one of the mem- | 


this extent, however, only, as to whether the office does | 


| 


| 


struction, as claimed by the minority of the committee, to the effect | 
that when the speaker of the senate succeeds to the exercise of the | 


office of governor he notonly remains senator and speaker of the sen- 


ate, but that he hasa right, whileremaining in the office of governor | 


and exercising the office of governor, at the same time to continue 
to exercise the office of speaker of the senate and of senator. 


Now, I think the Senator from Mississippi understands my posi- | assembly to preside over that body. 


tion and the position of the committee. 


Mr. GEORGE. I do not. Will the Senator allow me just a | 


word? The state of vacating an office which leaves the office 
without an incumbent and the state of suspending the duties of 
an office ae ee inlaw. One leaves the office 
vacant so that it ay be filled, and the other leaves an incumbent 
there who can not do anything. I want to know, being funda- 
mentally different, whether the committee or the Senator has 
arrived at a conclusion as to which is the true meaning of the 
constitution of Delaware. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have endeavored, so far as I have 
the capacity, I frankly confess, to define precisely, fully, frankly, 
and fairly, without any mental or other evasion or equivocation, 
precisely my own opinion and judgment as to the construction that 
should be p on the constitution of the State of Delaware; and 
I have undertaken, also, in the same frank manner to define the 
position of the committee. 
rae It is either vacation or suspension. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I say it is one or the other. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes; all right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of m. And, so far as this case is con- 
cerned, it does not make one particle of difference which it is, be- 
cause in either event Mr. Watson, while governor of the State of 
Delaware, had no more right to enter the joint Seely and cast a 
vote for United States Senator than had the Senator from Missis- 
oes or the President of the United States. So what is the use 

up a en the Senator from Mississippi 


It can not 


an over a matter that is absolutely immaterial and which 
does not affect this case a icle, no matter which way it is de- 
cided? I do not care h way you decide it. I do not care 
whether say that the seat becomes absolutely vacant, or 


right to exercise the office of senator and speaker of 
the senate is merely suspended for and during the time that he 


a the office of governor. In either event he had no right 


Mr. GEORGE. But they can not both be true, and Ishould like 
for the committee to decide which it is. The position of the com- 
mittee seems to me about this: Heads I win; tails you lose. 

Mr. of —. Not at a, Mr. President. The 
Senator from ippi can make no capi ‘ore so intelligent 
a body as the Senate hee United States [ 


y any such s tion or 


argument. I say, and the Senator admits, that the constitution of 
the State of ware is open to construction. I contend that it 
1s open to two i and only two, either one of which 


constructions, 
makesmycase. Thatis all there is of it. The construction placed 





and de facto, he would not from these circumstances 
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there by the Senator from Mississippi and those who contend with 
him makes hiscase. Now, whichisright? If lam right ineither 
of my constructions, then Mr. Du Pont is entitled to his seat. If 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorar] and the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] and the Senatorfrom Indiana [Mr. TurPie] 
and the Senators who support them are right, of cou 


rse then we 
are wrong, and Mr. Du Pont should not be admitted 

But it makes no difference which of the two constructions we 
suggest is adopted. In either event Governor V n had no 
right to be in the joint assembly or to cast a vote for United States 
Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. In other words, if the Senator from Ore ll 
allow me, the Senator thinks he carries a dounble-barr | n, 
and whether he brings down the :rame with the right-hand barrel 
or the left-hand barrel makes no difference 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No, not a particle: call it double- 
barreled if you like. I accept this character f my posi- 
tion. 

Mr. THURSTON. Both barrels are loaded 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, that is the f 

Mr. GRAY. For bear. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now, Mr. President I may be 
allowed after this digression, to which I do no yject, L will pro- 
ceed with my argument. , 
THE JOINT ASSEMBLY HAD NO POWER TO ADJUDICATE UPON THE QUALI« 

FICATIONS OF THE GOVERNOR TO A SEAT IN THE STAT SENATI 

ATTEMPT TO DO 80, BUT PROT! rED AGAINST HIS RIGHT 

It will scarcely be contended by anyone, and I believe is not by 
the minority of the committee, that the joint assembly r the 


purpose of electing a Senator had any power to judge of the right 
of the governor to a seat in the State 


senate. 


No power whatever 


| resided in that body to judge of his qualifications; and hence his 


presence there, voting and presiding, could not possibly 
conferred any rights, even had there been acquiescence on the 
part of the joint assembly. AsI have already shown, however, 
there was no acquiescence, but, on the contrary, a vigorous pro- 
test from fifteen members of theassembly. Even though Watson 
had been senator and speaker of the senate on May 9, 1895, de jure 


have 


have had 
any preference right over that of any other member of the joint 
Even in such a case he would 
simply have had the right to be present as a senator to participate 
in the proceedings, without any authority whatever in virtue of 
any law, or in virtue of his position as speaker of the senate, to 
preside over such joint assembly, except by the consent of his 
associates. 


Mr. GRAY. And the custom of that body. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. Thisconsent was not given, 
as I have said, but vigorously protested against. 
THE DELAWARE SENATE NEVER ADJUDICATED AS TO THE RIGHT OF GOV- 
ERNOR WATSON TO EXERCISE THE OFFICER OF SENATOR WHILE EXERCIS 


ING THE OFFICE OF GOVERNOR 


Having demonstrated, as I believe, quite conclusively that it 
is wholly immaterial, so far as the question here is concerned, 
whether the Delaware senate did or did not, either actflly or 
constructively, adjudicate upon the question as to the right of 
Governor Watson to a seat in the Delaware senate and the joint 
assembly while exercising the office of governor, I shall now pro- 
ceed to show that the contention of the minority that it did so 
adjudicate has no foundation whatever in fact. And in deter- 
mining this matter of fact, the first question presented is: How 
shall it be determined—whether by the journal entries of the 
senate supported by other evidence, or by ex parte affidavits tend- 
ing to contradict the journal entries? 

l insist, as do the majority of the committee, that it must be 
determined by the record—that is, by the journal entries. And 
while ex parte affidavits in corroboration and support of such 
journal entries may be properly received, ex parte affidavits con 
tradicting such journal entries are absolutely inadm 
as they would be in any judicial court. 

It is by this latter process that the minority and others who op 
pose the seating of Mr. Du Pont seek to convince this Senate that 
the Delaware senate adjudicated inferentially or constructively 
upon the right of Governor Watson to exercise the sena 
tor while exercising the office of governor. And in support of 
this So amma they present and file certain ex parte affidavits. 

Before proceeding, however, to the question involved in this legal 
contention, I undertake to say that, conceding the right of the op 
position to offer ex parte affidavits tending to contradict the record 
of journal entries, which right as a matter of law I emphatically 
deny, and giving to these affidavits all the credence and effect of 
competent testimony, taken in connection with the other testimony 
in the case, they fall far short of demonstrating that the Delaware 
senate did at any time adjudicate the question, either actually or 
constructively, as to the right of Governor Watson to exercise the 
functions of senator on May 9, 1895. 
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THE WELL SETTLED RULE OF LAW REQUIRES THAT THE QUESTION AS TO 
WHETHER THERE WAS OR WAS NOT AN ADJUDICATION BY THE DELA- 
WARE SENATE, SHALL BE DETERMINED BY THE SENATE JOURNAL ENTRIES, 
AND THESE CAN NOT BE CONTRADICTED BY ex parte AFFIDAVITS. 


It is a well-settled rule, established, supported, and sustained 
by more than 120 adjudicated cases in the courts of last resort in 
more than 20 States of the American Union, asalso by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, that when a State constitution pre- 
ecribes such formalities in the enactment of laws as a record of 


the yeas and nays on the journal entries, those — are con- 
clusive as against not only a printed statute published by author- 
ity of law, but also against a duly enrolled act. The principle, 
however, I am now contending for does not go to this extent, 
but, though included in it, falls far short cf it. The question 
involved in the case we are now considering is not whether the 
legislative journals are conclusive against either a printed statute 
published by authority or a duly enrolled act, but simply whether 
they are conclusive as against ex parte affidavits by which such 
journal entries are sought to be contradicted. If the rule of the 
courts is as I state, and which I propose to sustain by numerous 
authorities, then a fortiori may it be said the rule for which I am 
here contending can not be otherwise than correct. 

In support of the doctrine that when a State constitution pre- 
scribes such formalities in the enactment of laws asa record of 
the yeas and ae on the legislative journals, such legislative 
journals are conclusive as against a duly enrolled act, I, without 
stopping to read, attract the attention of the Senate to the follow- 
ing fist of American authorities, State and Federal, which on 
careful examination will be found to sustain this doctrine: 


Alabama.-—28 Ala., 466; 43 id., 721; 48 id., 115; 54 id., 599; 57 id., 49; 58 id., 546; 
60 id., 361; 77 id., 597; 77 id., 608; 78 id., 411; 78 id., 517; 82 id., 562. 

Arkansas,—19 Ark., 250; 27 id., 266; 28 id., 317; 31 id., 701; 32 id., 496: 33 id., 17; 
85 id., 287; 40 id., 200; 41 id... 471; 44 id., 586; 48 id., 370; 49 id., 825; 51 id., 559. 

California,—8 Sawyer, 238; 54 Cal., 111; 69 id., 479; 80 id., 211. 

Colorado.—h Colo., 515; 1) id., 489. 

Florida,.—20 Fla., 407; 24 id., 298. 

Tllinois,—14 U1. 207; 17 id., 151; 19 id., 283; 19 id., 324; 25 id., 181; 35 id., 121; 38 
4d., 174; 43 id., 77; 44 id., 91; 45 id., 119; 62 id., 253; 63 id., 157; 68 id., 160; 70 id., 
166; 70 id., 659; 74 id., 861; 77 id., 11; 81 id., 288; 98 id., 191; 98 id., 156; 120 id., 382; 
122 id. , 420; 94 U. 8., 260; 103 U. S., 683; 103 U. S., 697; 106 U. 8., 667. 

Kansas.—12 Kans., 384; 15 id., 194; 17 id., G2; 24 id., 700; 26 id., 724; 28 id., 243; 
85 id., 545; 41 id., 200. 

Maryland,.—41 Md., 446; 42 id., 208; 48 id., 202. 

Michigan.—2 Gibbs. 287; 1 Douglass, 351; 2 id., 191; 18 Mich., 481; 16 id., 254; 
22 id., 104; 47 id., 520; 55 id., 04; 50 id., 610; 64 id., 385; 72 id., 446; 79 id., 59; 79 
id., 595; 80 id., 598: 83 id., 13; 84 id., 408. 

Minnesota.—2 Minn., 300; 24 id., 78; 31 id., 472; 38 id., 143; 45 id., 451. 

Missouri.—@ Mo., 33; 71 id., 266, 

Nebraska.—4 Nebr., 508; 9 id., 125; 9 id., 462; 17 id., 389; 18 id., 236; 20 id., 96; 
21 id., G47; 24 id., 586. 7 : 

Ohio.—-5 Ohio, 358; 8 Ohio State, 475; 20 id., 1; 44 id., 348; 45 id., 254. 

Oregon.—11 Oreg., 67,71; 14 id., 365. 

South Carolina,.—2 8. C., 150; 11 id. , 262; 12 id., 200; 13 id., 46. 

Tennessee.—3 Lea, 332; 4 id., 608; 6 id., 549; 86 Tenn., 732; 87 id., 163. 

United States.—04 U..,260; 108 id., 683; 103 id.,697; 105 id.,667. 

Virginia.—79 Va., 269. 

West Virginia.—b W. Va., 8. 

Wisconsin.—20 Wis., 501; 45 id., 543; 64 id., 323. 

Wyoming —1 Wyo., 85; 1 id., 96. 


The constitution of Michigan contained the following clause: 


No public act shall take effect or be in force until the expiration of ninety 
days the end of the session at which the same is passed, unless the leg- 
aaa. 11 otherwise direct, by a two-thirds vote of the members elected 

eac. ouse, 


In People vs. Mahany (18 Mich., 481,492) Mr. Justice Cooley, 
delivering the opinion of the court, said: 


As the court are bound judicially to take notice of what the law is, we have 
no doubt it is our right, as well as our duty, to take notice not only of the 
printed statute books, but also of the journals of the two houses, to enable 
us to determine whether all the constitutional ee to the validity of a 
statute have been complied with. The printed statute is not even prima facie 
valid, when other records, of which the court must equally take notice, show 
that some constitutional formality is wanting. 


The constitution of California contained the following provision: 


No bill shall become a law without the concurrence of a majority of the 
members elected to each house. 


In the Railroad Tax Case (8 Sawyer, 238, 293) Judge Sawyer, 
with the concurrence of Mr. Justice Field, said: 


On March 4, the house considered the senate amendment, and, upon a call 
of the yeas and nays, as required by the constitution, thirty-nine members 
voted for the amendment, and thirty-two nst it, there being four paired 
and not voting; thus the votes, in favor of the amendment, were two less 
than a majority of members elected to the house, and the bill failed. * * * 
All this appears upon the journal. * * * The bill, therefore, was never 
constitutionally passed, and never became alaw. Under the decisions of the 
courts, upon constitutional provisigns in all respects similar to that in the 
present constitution of California, it is settled that the court, toinform itself, 
will look to the journals of the legislature. 


In Spangler vs. Jacoby (14 Ill., 297, 300) the court said: 


The act in question was signed by the speakers of the two houses, and it 
received the assent of the executive. Prima facie, therefore, it became a law. 
But the journal of the house of representatives tails wholly to show that it 
was ever put upon its final passage in that house; in other words, it does not 
appear that it passed with the concurrence of a majority of the members- 

ect of that body. The act did nct become a law in pursuance of the pro- 
a of the constitution, and it is therefore null void. The judgment 

reversed. 


— 


In Berry vs. Railroad Company (41 Md., 446, 463, 465) Judge 
Alvey, delivering the opinion of the court, said: : 

The question has repeatedly arisen, in several of the State courts of ¢) 
highest authority, and in all cases, with but few exceptions, it has been }, 
that neither the printed statute book nor the ordinary authentication of ; 
statute after its pesetae would preclude the inguiry into the fact whet}; 
the statute, as published, had in truth passed the legislature ; and, as evi.) 
upon the question, the legislative journals and the bills as acted upon })y ; 
ve assemblies have been consulted. * * * Wecan have no dout 
whatever that the third section of the act in question, as that act was sealog 
and approved by the governor, is materially different from the third section 
of the act as it passed the two houses of the legisiature, and we must there 
fore declare that particular section of the act to be null and void. 

The constitution of the State of Delaware, Article II, section 
contains the following clause: 

No act of incorporation, except for the renewal of existing corporations 
shall be hereafter enacted without the concurrence of two-thirds of each 
branch of the legislature. 


This provision requires the yeas and nays to be recorded in the 
journals on the of every new act of incorporation. 

I do not think that the principle for which I am contending w]] 
be denied by any lawyer on the other side. I pass, therefore, to 
consideration of the disputed question of fact involved in this 
case. 

The Delaware senate did not, either actually or constructively, 

judge of the qualitications of Governor Watson to a seat in the 

— at any time subsequent to his becoming goveynor of the 
tate. 

It is conceded by those opposing the seating of Mr. Du Pont 
that whatever occurred in the Delaware senate subsequent to tle 
date when William T. Watson entered upon the exercise of the 
office of governor, upon which it is siabael tee senate adjudicated 
the right of Governor Watson to exercise the functions of a sen- 
ator, took place on May 9, 1895, the day on which Mr. Du Pont 
claims to have been elected. It is not claimed, moreover, that 
there was on that day any formal or express adjudication of such 
right, but simply an inferential, a constructive adjudication, 
arising out of the presence of the governor in the senate and 
acquiescence by the senate. Such being the claim, it becomes of 
a first importance to ascertain precisely what occurred on that 

ate. 

What did Governor Watson do on that day in connection with 
the Senate and the joint assembly, and what did the Delaware sen- 
ate and the joint assembly do? It is conceded by those favoring the 
seating of Mr. Du Pont, and I concede, that on May 9, 1895, a few 
moments only before 12 o’clock meridian on that day, he, Governor 
Watson, who from April 9, 1895, when he entered tpon the exer- 
cise of the office of governor, had not exercised or attempted 
to exercise any of the ctions or duties of either State senator 
or ker of the senate, entered the senate chamber, ani, the 
speaker pro tempore of the senate leaving the chair for such pur- 


ebEn S20 


1% 
Aly 


, resumed such chair, all the business for that day and in 
act for the entire session having been concluded; that he took no 
part in any of the legislative functions of the senate; that on 


taking the speaker’s chair he immediately made this announce- 
ment: 


The hour of 12 having arrived, the Senate will proceed to take part in the 
joint assembly. 


That he then proceeded with the members of the senate to the 
hall of the house of representatives, where the members of the 
two houses met in joint assembly to vote for a United States Sena- 
tor. In this joint assembly Governor Watson assumed to act and 
did act aschairman. Twenty-eight ballots were taken for United 
States Senator. Immediately after the last ballot was announced, 
Senator Alrichs, on behalf of himself and the 14 other members of 
the joint assembly who had voted for Mr. Du Pont, presented in 
said joint assembly the protest to which I have already called at- 
tention, and which I ask to mm insert in my speech for conven- 
ience at this point. It is as follows: 


After the last ballot had been taken in said final joint assembly and |>fore 
the two housesseparated I, on behalf of m and the ld4other senators voting 
for the said Henry A. Du Pont, arose presented the following challenge, 
protest, and demand: 

™ very respectfully challenge the correctness of the announcement of this 
vote and divers preceding votes, and do now most respectfully insist and 
demand that Henry A. Du Pont be now declared elected Senator for the unex: 

ired term of six years commencing on the fourth day of March. A. |). ! 

asmuch as it is now respectfully insisted that this joint assem)ly «0's! 
of twenty-nine members, the honorable gentleman now undertaking t. pre 
side and participate therein being governor of the State, and not now 4 


senator.” : 
ing challenge, protest, and demand, 






After the presentation of the fo: 
and without taking any further ballot, the joint assembly finally separated, 


with a declaration from W T. Watson that no person had been elote 


Senator in Congress for said term. : 
SAMUEL ALRICHS. 
These are the facts, as verified by the journal entries an( afli- 
davits filed on behalf of Mr. Du Pont and in support thereof. 
Those opposing the seating of Mr. Du Pont have presented the 
affidavits of Robert J. Hanby, a State senator; William T. Kec 
ords, speaker pro tempore of the Delaware senate; Charles A. 








1896. 


: the senate; John B. Pennington and Edward 
Hastings, Ceti os of Dover, Del.; Cyrus Cort, chaplain of the 
senate and Henry T. Watson, governor of the State. 

The p of these ex parte affidavits, contradictory as they 
all are of the senate journal entries, and therefore not proper to 
be considered, is to prove that Governor Watson, after resuming 
the seat of er of the senate on May 9, 1895, exercised certain 
legislative functions, the senate consenting thereto, and that thus 
his right to act was constructively adjudicated by the senate. — 

To these several affidavits I wish to call particular attention. 
First, I call attention to the affidavits presented on behalf of Mr. 
Du Pont. These are affidavits of certain senators and others 
who were present on that day, and who in their affidavits state 
what they understand to have occurred on that day. The first to 
which I will call attention is the affidavit of State Senator John 
M. C. Moore. After stating that he isa senator, etc., and that he 
was present there on that day—I do not desire to encumber the 
record by reading the whole affidavit—he says : 

ate convened in the said final legislative session at 11 
ovclock Mo onthe said 9th day of May, A. D. 1895— 0s 

It convened on that day at 11 o’clock a. m.— 


i T. Records, aker pro tempore, occupied the speaker's chair and 
va over the enanlem, received and put snotlons, and voted on bills; that 
the said William T. Records, speaker pro tempore, continued to occupy the | 
speaker's chair until near the hour of 12 o'clock, noon, and until the senate was 
ag about to p to . hall of the pouge # pepregeaastves to take part 

the joint assembly for the purpose of electing a United States Senator; 
te d William T. 


that ie the sai . Records, speaker pro tempore, occupied the 
aker’s chair as aforesaid, being from the beginning of the session at 11 
o clock until within a few minutes before 12 o'clock, noon, Governor William 


| 
T. Watson did not receive and put motions, and did not vote on bills then 

n before the senate, and did not in any manner participate in the legis- 
ative ‘unctions of asenator ; that on the day of the said last session of the 
senate of Delaware, while William T. Records, speaker pro tempore, occupied 
the speaker's chair, near the hour of noon on that day, being, so far as I can 
remember, about fifteen minutes of 12 o'clock, Governor William T. Watson 
came into the senate chamber and occupied a chair beside me at my desk. 

Now, according to this affidavit he came into the senate cham- 
ber 15 minutes or about that of 12 o’clock; he did not then resume 
the speaker's chair, but he came and occupied a seat beside Sena- 
nor Moore, who makes this affidavit: 

The conversation which occurred between us was as follows: Governor 
Watson said to me, “Mr. Moore, I want to talk with you. I believe you will 
tell me just as itis. Is Mr. Massey out of this thing? 

Mr. Massey was one of the candidates for United States Sena- 
tor. 

I said to him in reply, “Governor, he is; we are not going to cast another 
ballot for Mr. Massey nor no other man who has been balloted for except 
Henry A. Du Pont. He will be elected on the first ballot in the joint ses- 
sion.” To which Governor Watson replied to me, “If that be the case, I 
sha!l take my seat.” 

In other words, if this senator tells the truth under oath, ths 
question that was to determine the governor of the State as to 
whether or not he would resume his seat as senator and as speaker 
of the senate and enter the joint assembly was whether or not a 
certain man who had been voted for for Senator was in or out of 
the race. 

| 


Against this— 
I now continue the reading of the affidavit of Senator Moore— 


I remonstrated, and said to him, “Governor, I hope you will not do it. I 
think too much of you as a man for you to do it.” 
conversation. He eno reply to my remonstrance. He arose and went 
over to the desk of Geo: Fisher Pierce, a senator, and one of my colleagues | 
from Sussex County, where I saw him take a seat near Senator Pierce. 


It was only fifteen minutes before noon, it will be observed, | 
| 


That was the last of our 


when he came into the senate chamber, according to this affidavit, 
and took a seat beside Senator Moore. Then this conversation 
occurred. He did not then take the chair as speaker, but went over 
and took a seat beside Senator Pierce, one of Senator Moore's col- 
leagues, I read further from Mr. Moore’s affidavit: 

, That de t remembers that William T. Records, speaker pro tempore, 
just about the hour of 12 o’clock noon— 

“Just about the hour of 12 o’clock noon”— 
on the said 9th day of May, A. D. 1895, left the speaker's chair. 

He did not leave it at 11 o’clock, nor half past 11, nor fifteen min- 
utes of 12, nor ten minutes of 12, nor five minutes of 12, but ‘just 
about the hour of 12 o’clock noon.” 

Wherew Gov , © sai 

en ‘ ernor William T. Watson proceeded to occupy the said 

to this affidavit, then, it was about the hour of noon, 

and not until then, that Mr. Records, the speaker pro tempore, 
left the pm, and the governor of the State came in and took the 


chair of er of the senate. I read further from the affidavit 
of Mr. Moore: 


And this Geponent remembers that after the said Governor William T. 
Watson took his seat as aforesaid he took part in no legislative functions of 
the senate other than what related to proceeding to the hall of the house of 
by the senate, for the purpose of attending the joint assem- 
ited States Senator; that Governor Watson announced, 
12 are arrived, the senate will proceed to take part in 
assembly; that the said deponent attended the session of the legis- 
Delaware from the day on which it was convened, to wit, on the 


XXVITI—156 


= 


the joint 


bit cect 2b 
lature of 
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Ist day of January, A. D. 18%, until the day of its adjournment without day 
on the Ist day of May, A. D. 18%. : 


That is a misprint. It should be the 9th of May, 1895— 


excepting a period covering about a week occurring during the lifetime of 
Governor Marvil, and excepting about one day during the period following 
the taking the oath of office as governor by William T. Watson: that after 
the said William T. Watson took the oath of office as governor at the time of 
the death of the then Governor Joshua Marvil, he never took part in the leg- 










islative functions of the senate; that he never joined the senators in the dis- 
charge of their duties except on the last day of the session, as hereinbefore 
set forth; that during the session of the legislature of Delawar« red at 
Dover on the Ist day of January, A. D. 18%, and lasting until the 9th day of 
May, A. D. 1895, it was well known to Governor William T. Watson that this 
deponent had, with others, throughout the said session of the legislature, 


voted for George V. Massey for United States Senator. 

That, then, is why he went and talked to him, to see whether 
he was going to continue to vote for Massey. If he were going 
to continue to vote for Massey, then, inferentially from what the 
governor said, he would not go into the joint assembly; but if he 
were not going to continue to vote for Massey, but was going to 
vote for Henry A. Du Pont, in that case he would do it for the 
purpose of defeating Mr. Du Pontandanelection. I read further 
from this affidavit of Senator Moore: 


And your deponent was led to believe by the acts and words of Governor 










William T. Watson, and does believe, that he, Governor Watson ld not 
have undertaken to participate in the election of an United States Senator on 
the last day of the session as above set forth if he had not assured himself 
that this deponent would not continue voting for the said George V. Massey, 
and that the said deponent was led to believe by the acts and words of Gov- 
ernor William T. Watson, and does believe, that he. the said Governor Wat 
son, undertook to participate in the election of an United States Senator on 
the said last day of the session of 1895, to wit, on the 9th day of May, 1805, in 
order to prevent the election of Henry A. Du Pont as United Stat enator 


from the State of Delaware. 

I now call attention to the affidavit of Senator George F. Pierce, 
filed in the case and a part of it. The affidavit isin the third per- 
son, and not the first person. After stating that he is a senator- 
elect from Sussex County, that he took his seat, etc., he says: 

That he was present in the senate at its final session, which convened at 11 
a m. on Thursday, May 9, 1895, and after a session of one hour, ended at noon 
on said day, when the senate, without motion, proceeded to the hall of the 
house of representatives and took part in the joint assembly then convened 
for the election of a United States Senator; that during said hour—from 11 
until 12 o’clock—the senate was presided over by William T. Records, its 
speaker. 

The senator says that from 11 until 12 o’clock the State senate 
of Delaware was presided over by Records, the speaker pro tem- 
pore. Consequently it was not presided over from 11 until 12 
o'clock by the governor of the State, as contended. 

That about ten minutes before the hour of noon William T. Watson, gov- 
ernor of the State of Delaware, being in the chamber, came and took a seat 
alongside of thisdeponent, and said to him: * I am going intothe joint assem- 
bly and vote for a Senator." This deponent said: ** You are 


roing to do 


what?” He answered: “ [I am going to preside over the joint assembly to-day 
and vote for a United States Senator.’’ This deponent then said: ‘‘Do you 
think that is right?"’ Governor Watson answered: “No, I do not: but my 


arty has overruled me.” This deponent answered: “Then I suppose there 
is nothing I can say now that would change your mind?” to which Watson 
replied: “No; my mind is fully made up.” 


So, then, Mr. President, according to this affidavit, which cor- 
roborates the affidavit of Senator Moore, the governor of the State 
came into the senate and took a seat beside this affiant at about 10 
minutes to 12 o'clock, and that the speaker pro tempore, Records, 
occupied the chair from 11 to about 12 o’clock, when the governor 
took the chair. I will read further, however, from the affidavit: 

Throughout the hour 

That is, the hour from 11 to 12 o’clock— 


William T. Records presided as speaker, put all motions, and performed 
all the duties belonging to the office. Just as the hour of 12 arrived and the 
senate were about to proceed to the hall of the house of representatives to 
take part in the joint assembly, William T. Records left the speaker's chair, 
William T. Watson took it, and all he did, to the best of this deponent’s recol 
lection, as speaker, was to announce that, ‘‘The hour of 12 having arrived, 
the senate will proceed to take part in the joint assembly.” 

Senator Pierce further states in his affidavit: 

On the day following, between the hours of 11 and 12 
where we both reside, I met Governor Watson at the ¢ 
persons were present; among them I recollect Napo 
not remember who the others were. They were sittin 
used by commercial travelers for exposing their 


in the townof Milford, 
‘entral Hotel. Several 
n Gray, though I can 
gin a room generally 
| 


While the party 






was sitting there, William T. Watson took a paper out of his pocket, and 
without saying anything, handed it to me. I read it and handed it back to 
him without sayinganything. The paper, as I recollect it, to the best ot my 
knowledge and belief, read about as follows: ‘“ We, the undersigned, pledge 
ourselves to vote for John Edward Addicks, first, last, and all the tim: I 
think there was a line or two more, but Ican not recollect what it was. This 


pa er Was ee by Newell Ball, Charles Moore, John Robbins, and Robert 
. Hanby. he first three were members of the house of representatives, 


and Mr. Hanby was a member of the senate 

I next call attention to the affidavit of Senator Samuel Alrichs, 
a@ member of the Delaware senate, who, after stating that he is a 
member of the senate, says: 


That he was present at the final legislative session of the senate, held be 
tween the hours of 11 o'clock a. m. and 12 o'clock noon on the 9th day of May, 
A. D. 189; that this deponent was present throughout the entire session; that 
he presented, as chairman of the committee on judiciary, a number of bills 
during that session, and that he voted on all bills and motions that were be- 
fore the senate; that William T. Records was the speaker in the chair when 
the motions were put by this deponent on the bills aforesaid; that William T. 
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Watson entered the chamber shortly before the hour of noon, but did not 
take the chair until just after the levislative business was ended— 


I call especial attention to this statement. This affidavit states 
that the governor did not take the chair until after the legislative 
business of the senate was ended, which is precisely the same thing 
met dmg Moore and Pierce. I read further from this 


and just as tiie senate was about to to the hall of the house of rep- 
resentatives to take part in the joint canny Sor the election of a United 
States Senator ; that this deponent has no reco ion that the said William 
T. Watson presided, or undertook to preside, mee the senate during said ses- 
sion that morning, or that he put any motions, on any bills or other 
motions whatever as senator or speaker until ju just. as the senate was about to 
proceed to the hall of the house of representatives to take part in the joint 
assembiy, when he took the chair, and made the announcement that the hour 
~ by ya and proceeded at the head of the senate to the 
hail of the house of representatives. 

I now call attention to another affidavit as bearing u this 
= nestion, because it is claimed on the part of the minority—and 

t claim Iam endeavoring to answer—that in virtue of what 

took place in the Delaware senate between the hours of 11 and 12 
o'clock on May 19, 1895, the senate of Delaware adjudicated con- 
structively, if not. actually, upon the right of the governor of the 
State of Delaware to exercise the functions of a State senator, 
a claim which I deny, and which I am endeavoring to refute by 
the testimony to which I am now attracting the attention of the 


Senate 
Edgar T. Hastings was clerk of the house of representatives of 
the State of Delaware, and he makes an affidavit on the 14th of 
oe 1896, which is a part of the record in this case, in which 
says: 


Iam the clerk of the house of representatives of the State of Delaware, 
—_ been aes thereto at its organization on the Ist a A January, 


As clerk of the house, I recorded the he legislative 

sessions of that body, and the joint assem oN the io keueiae the 

ure of the State of ware, as conven: pine acter ae 8 Paton 

States Senator the State of Delaware. nta- 

ves and the senate held their last 1 SR emery 
lla. m Seasscerercs day of May, A. D. 1895. 


a il, 
tofore s ae Scene Nek Oe in its meetings, 
in said time that I was therein, nor did he take any in the 
legislativ: un til the reassembling of the mae ly for the 
ee tata he tates Senator at noon on the 9th day aforesaid, 
ee and presided un f,, + <, 1,t-- until he 


lared During the hour between 1! a. m. 
tea haroen eee Hag T hed cocesion frequently to pre- 


house 
ee Se oat the last time I was there previous 
to the Sas eeeey Sa see Governor Watson in the chair or 
acting as spoaker 


These are all affidavits of 


who were present and saw what 
took place in the Senate be 


nm the hours of 11 and 12 o’clock of 


* May 9,1895. There are some ade affidavits as to the declarations 


of Governor Watson, to which I shall attract the attention of the 
Senate after I shall have first called the attention of the Senate to 
the affidavit of Governor Watson himself, and other affidavits filed 
in opposition to the of Mr. Du Pont. 

I will say here, before up these affidavits, that every one 
of Guna Isay they are not proper to be considered in this case, 
becuuse they tend to contradict the journal entries—including the 
affidavit of Governor Watson, are entirely consistent with the 


the seat of epeaer of read as to the time ichen the governor took een 


"goa stop farther and doclare that the gor 


ons aud detiared passed one of more bills. 


ate on that day 
Sees avi relate to thos they are in absolute 
=n to be par cecidhomn not be 
conminenel the Senate of th the red Sat reverse 
the rule of courts. 
patra even if Voc ttadddecl. set enn © ay 
are so consi Soineeres rae 
of the statements hooters question as to whether 
the eee hile coounying pat motions or 
ng etek ust only ty tho rene i 


the 9th day of May, 1895. His affidavit is brief, Ske Wet reas 
the whole of it. t is as follows: 


STaTe OF DELAWARE, Kent County, ss; 


Be it remembered that on this 28th day of January, A. D. 1896, persona)! 
came before me, William E. ey FR SE wa 7 
ware, in Kent County, T. Watson, who, be by me duly 
sworn according to law, did and that he was ker of 
the senate on the Ist day of Jan’ “A.D. 1805, and on the 9th day o Apri of 
the same year, after the death of aesae Serve, See Suiy eected and qual 
ed governor of the State of Dela the exercise of the offi... 
l 


governor; that on the 9th day of May, A.D. 1805, between the hours of 11 « 
speake Caen cane tie teats ol he, thi on ., 
r pro vaca’ r s t, took 
the sane aad presided over the senate until the hour for the two hou - 
to ble announced 


ee panna Se bout 
the time the last was taken, w Alrichs read a written )- 
test against his right to so vote and preside;that while he led over the son- 
ote on that day in its ee are nee one bill at least, and annown +: 


by the senate; that he recei put motions made by sena: 3 
and was addressed as speaker of that body, and that no objection from 3:,y 
quarter was made to his acting iding officer of the senate and other- 
wise participating in the thereof while in session during ‘ho 
hour aforesaid. 


WILLIAM T. WATSON. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me the day and year aforesaid. 
(SEAL. ] WILLIAM E.'RIGGs, 31. ‘ 
otary Public. 

Mr. President, there is nothing in that affidavit from beginning 
to end which contradicts any one of the affidavits which [ have 
heretofore read as to the time on that day when Speaker Wats, ma, 
or Governor Watson, or whatever he may soe called, to 
the chair as r of the senate. The which I have 
heretofore y that he took the chair about the hour of non, 
and after all the lepislation had ended. What does Governor VW) at- 
son say? He says— 

Senn eee ee, 3. D. ee 11 and 12 o'clock 
m., this afiant entered the senate chamber 

“ Between the hours of 11 and 12 o'clock m.” Just when be- 
tween those two hours the governor does not state. Did he enter 
at fifty-five minutes to 12 o'clock, or at one minute before i? |i» 
might have done either, and still this affidavit be true as to that 
point. If, as a matter of fact, the or of that State did 
chair any of time before noon, 
then he knew it; meee knew it any better than he; and if ho 
knew it, and he oe known it, why did he not in this 
affidavit state the he took it—the time he took i 
whether it was sbouhiabtonn ghusuien binesd, or akelt hen be ties. 
or three-quarters of an hour before, or five minutes before’ 


He does not venture to state any time except between the hours 
of 11 and 12 o'clock. Not pt so, Mr. President, but what fur- 
, | ther does he state? 
That while he 


over the senate on that day in its chamber he voted 
upon one bill at and announced its passage by the senate. 


What bill, Mr. President? If he voted upon one bill, at least, 
then he, of all other people, ought to know what bill it was. He 
does not venture to state what billit was. In direct contradic 
wy to Moped affidavits, obi at Last he voted on no bi i 

says, ‘I voted upon one east,” without stating w 
bill it was or the character of the Furthermore, he says: 
aetna tle addressed as 

What motions did he put? He leaves us in the dark. So that, 
so far as the affidavit of Governor Watson is concerned in re{«'- 
ence to the time he took the chair, it is not in the lea ast 


the chair about the hour of noon, and after all legislative business 
took the chair 
he single announcement “the hour of 12 o'clock 


Admitting, then, all that Governor Watson in his affidavit states 
to be absolutely true, is there any member of the Senate who can, 
for one moment, hold that there was an ond ay ORES construct- 
ively or otherwise by the Delaware senate that he had a right to 

the functions of a senator? , 

"ortain of other affidavits are in on to the claim 
of the claim of the governor of the 

call to them. The first is State Senator 
or stating that he is a member of the senate of 


After taking six ballots for such senator without electing anyone the joint 
meeting separated to meet again at 12 o’clock noon of the same day. 












mows enum aoetnon pet f that day and 12 o'clock 

o, o" a. m. of tha yan oe noon, 
Some = = session in its own chamber attending to the regu- 
lar legislative functions imposed u 


it by the constitution of the State of 
Delaware, William T. Watson, er of the senate, and at that time exer. 
the office of 


rnor, entered the senate chamber and resumed the 
er’s chair, W' was thereupon vacated by William T. Records, who 


been elected speaker tempore of the senate during the absence of 
Sotinen T Watson, aon ay No ward of protest was heard from any senator 


uestioning right of William T. Watson to resume the speaker's chair and 
g exercise wine asasenator. William T. Watson continued to pre- 
side as 


of the senate until 12 o'clock noon of May 9, 1895, when he de- 
clared the time had arrived for the reconvening of the joint meeting of 


the two houses, etc. 

He continued to preside; but when does this witness state that 
Governor Watson took possession of the chair? He states it just 
as Governor Watson states it: 

Some time between the hours of 11 o'clock a. m. of that day and 12 o'clock 
noon. 

But what time? How long before 12 o’clock—fifty minutes, 
thirty, fifteen, ten, or one minute? He does not state. He states 
it just as Governor Watson states it, that he went there ‘‘some time 
between the hours of 11 o'clock a. m. of that day and 12 o’clock 
noon,” but all the other witnesses say he never took the chair until 
about the hour of noon, after all the legislative business of the sen- 
ate had been done; and the only thing he did was to say that the 
time had arrived to to the hall of the house of representa- 
tives, and every affidavit here in opposition to the seating of Mr. 
Du Pont is to the same vague, indefinite effect as those of this 
affiant and Governor Watson. 
Governor Watson entered the chamber and took the chair some 
time between 11 and 12 o'clock, which, of course, does not contradict 
the affidavits filed in support of the claim of Mr. Du Pont, in which 
it is stated ty when Governor Watson did take the seat, 
which was immediately before the hour of noon, a few moments 
perhaps before the hour of 12, about the hour of 12, and after all 
the business had been accomplished. 

In this connection, I call attention to the affidavit of Charles A. 
Hastings, who was clerk of the Delaware State senate. He, like 


u 


the balance of those volunteering affidavits in opposition to the | 


seating of Mr. Du Pont, states that William T. Watson entered 
the senate chamber on the 9th day of May, 1895, between the hours 
of 11 and 12 o’clock—just what time between these hours he, like 

é other affiants, does not state. This witness, however, makes 
this statement: 

That while the said William T. Watson so presided over the senate at least 
one bill was upon which a yea and nay vote was taken, and that 
Mr. Watson, _ the calling of the roll and the name “ Mr. Speaker,” voted 
in the 

This statement, Mr. President, of Charles A. Hastings is 
absoiutely contradicted by the record. The record produced, and 
which I hold in my hand, is a complete record of the proceedings 
of the Delaware senate from 11 o'clock a. m., May 9, 1895, until 
the final ment of the senate at 12 o’clock. That record 
shows that during this time there were six roll calls on the pas- 
sage of bills, the yeas and nays of senators being entered on the 
a single instance does the name of either 
William T. Watson appear; but, on the con- 
trary, in every one of them is the speaker pro tempore recorded. 
elites call a to co —_ of ores illiam T. ae 

, Speaker pro pore of the senate, in opposition to the 
seating of Mr. Du Pont. He, in this affidavit, after stating that 
he was a senator from Sussex a and had been elected speaker 
pro tempore of the senate April 9, A. D. 1895, says that— 

Between the hours of 11 and 12 o'clock on the morning of the 9th day of 
May, A. D. 1895, William T. Watson entered the senate chamber, the senate 
being then in session, and took the chair as speaker of the senate; that he con- 
tinued to — over the senate until 12 o'clock meridian; that while he 
con so preside he voted in the affirmative upon at least one corpora- 
tion bill and declared that the said bill had passed the senate, it having 
received the required constitutional majority. 

This witness, like all the others, refrains from designating the 

more oe ** between the hours of 11 and 

12 o'clock,” Governor Watson entered the senate chamber 
and took the chair of the speaker pro tem of the senate. This 
however, volunteers a statement not borne out by any 

and absolutely contradicted by the record of journal 


Watson, **continued to preside over the 
meridian; that while he continued to so 
he voted in the affirmative u at least one corporation 


a 
7 


il 


declared that the said bill passed the senate, it having 
received the required constitutional majority.” 
There is a provision in the Delaware constitution that a two- 


: 
is 
F 


all new corporation bills is required. 
necessitates a roll call, with yeas and nays entered 


as I have said, that Governor Watson, May 9, 
ee Sear canal votes in the seeatve, or in 

at least one corporation bill, or any cor- 
Ssact only act boone ond by ony other testi- 


free 
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mony, but is flatly contradicted by the record of journal entries, 
which gives the yea and nay vote on every one of the six bills 
passed the senate on that date, in not a single instance of which 
does the name of Governor Watson, Speaker Watson, or Senator 
William T. Watson appear; while in each case the ‘‘ speaker pro 
tempore,” and not Records, is recorded as voting, the latter's name, 
‘speaker pro tempore,” being called and recorded as the person 
last voting, and not being recorded in the alphabetical call of the 
roll, which would have placed his name between those of Senator 
Moore and Senator Pierce. 

The final round-up of the testimony in opposition to the seating 
of Mr. Du Pont is by Cyrus Cort, chaplain of the senate. He, like 
all the other witnesses, states: 








Between the hours of 11 in the morning and 12 o'clock noon William T 
Watson entered the senate chamber and resumed the speaker's chair, which 
was vacated by William T. Records, speaker pro tempor 


I now call attention to the affidavit of John S. Prettyman, jr., 
which bears very strongly upon the question as to the motives 
moving Governor Watson to leave the gubernatorial chair on May 
9, 1895, enter the joint assembly of the members of the legislature, 
and by his vote control the election or nonelection of a United 
States Senator. 

From this affidavit, as well as the affidavit of Senator Pierce, 
to which I have already attracted attention, it will very conclu- 
sively appear that it was not because Governor Watson believed 
he had any right to go into the joint assembly ; and, furthermore, 
that it was not from any sense of public duty that he entered 


result of pressure from political associates and of a partisan con- 
spiracy, and for the sole purpose of defeating the election of a 
Republican United States Senator. 

Mr. Prettyman states in his affidavit, sworn to Jannary 14, 1896, 
and to be found in the report of the committee, page 78, that he 
is 35 years of age and upward and resides in the town of Milford, 
Sussex County, State of Delaware. He further states that on 
Thursday, the 9th day of May, 1895, upon the arrival of the 6.45 
p. m. train—I now quote: 


I walked from the railroad station at Milford, Del.. into the center of the 
town, about one-quarter of a mile in distance, with William T. Watson, gov 
ernor of Delaware. This was the day the Delaware legislature adjourned 
after the contest for the election of a United States Senator, in which the gov- 
ernor presided in the joint assembly as speaker. During this walk Governor 
Watson said to me that when he went to Dover on the morning of that day 
he did not expect to preside as speaker of the senate, believing that he did not 
have a legal right toact as governor andsenator. After reaching Dover. in re- 
sponse to the influence of party leaders, he reversed this decision, and con- 
sented to enter the senate and claim his rights as speaker. In doing this, he 
said, he put aside his own judgment, and acted upon the judgment of those 
whom he regarded as well qualified to advise. He also said that if anyone 
would convince him that he had acted illegally in the matter that he would 
sign Mr. Du Pont's certificate of election. 

On Friday, following this conversation, I met Governor Watson. about 
11.30 a. m., in T. F. Hammersley’s drug store,in Milford. I said to him that 
the fact of the Speaker of the United States Senate abandoning his functions 
as Senator upon becoming President of the United States might have some 
weight with the Senate in considering the seating of Mr. Du Pont. He 
seemed indignant, and blurted out in an angry manner, “ What’s that got to 
do with it? If you would read a little you might know something.” I 
replied quietly that his remark was a very foolish one, that I did not know 
that he had ever been credited with superior wisdom or learning, and that 
neither of our opinions was worth very much in the matter. 
and excitedly drew from his pocket a folded piece of writing paper and said 
“Read this."’ Itookthe paper and readthe writingthrough. It wasanagree- 
ment between Robert J. Hanby. Newall Ball, Charles Moore, and John Robbins, 
members of the Delaware legislature, signed with their names and to the ef- 
fect that they would vote for J. Edward Addicks for United States Senatorand 
that they would not vote for anyone else, even though no Senator should be 
elected. As I passed the paper back to the governor he said, “‘ Wouldn't you 
have acted as I did under such circumstances?” 1 evaded his question by say 
ing, “Are the signatures genuine?” and he replied, “Of course they are; look 
again,” and he passed the paper to me for the second time. I read it 
through again and examined the signatures, remarking that 1 was not 
familiar with the autographs of these men, but that the names were in differ 
ent ane. He said that he was not familiar with the autographsof the 
men, but that he was sure the names were genuine. JVhe governor also said 
that this agreement was brought to him to induce him to take part in the last 
joint assembly of the legislature, and, influenced by it, through the udvice of 
others, he consented to preside as speaker of that body, and did so preside upon 
the day mentioned. He further said that the Republicans had every oppor 
tunity to elect a Senator and had failed to do so, and of course he preferred 
that the Democratic party should have a representative in the United States 
Senate from Delaware rather than the Republican party 

J.8. PRETTYMAN, Jr 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this Mth day of January, A. D. 1906. 

Witness my hand and official seal. 

[SEAL.] 





PHILIP 8S. GRAHAM 


Notary Public. 

From this affidavit it is made apparent to all that Governor 
Watson, so far from entering the senate and the joint assembly 
on May 9, 1895, from any sense of public duty or from any belief 
that he had any right under the constitution of his State to exer- 
cise the offices of governor and senator at the same time, he was 
induced to do so by reason of an agreement entered into by cer- 
tain members of the legislature to the effect that they would vote 
for J. Edward Addicks on/y for United States Senator and for no 
one else, even though no Senator should be elected, and through 
the advice and under the influence of partisan friends—for the 
sole purpose of defeating the election of a United States Senator. 

Not only so, Mr. President, but we have here the record of every- 


He then quickly . 
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thing that took place on that day, the journal entries of every 
motion that was put, of every bill that was passed, of every vote 
that was taken. There were several yenendacy votes, and that 
record discloses the damaging fact that Mr. Watson’s name was 
not mentioned once in any roll call on any motion made; not men- 
tioned as speaker, not mentioned as having done anything. It 
does not appear that he was there; and, so far as the record is con- 
cerned, he never was there. On the contrary, the record shows 
that the person who presided that day, and all of that day, was 


r 
Mr. Records, the speaker pro tempore of the senate, and not Mr. 


Governor Watson or Mr. Speaker Watson. 

So whatever view is taken of this case, Mr. President, whether 
we stand by the record alone—arml that is where we ought to 
stand—or whether we consider the affidavits only in support of 
the record, and they can properly be considered, or wale we 
go a step further, and break down all rules of Jaw, and consider 
the affidavits filed in opposition to the claim of Mr. Du Pont— 
which tend to contradict the record—whether we do the one thing 
or do the other, in -_ view and in every view, we can come to 
but one conclusion, and that is, that the governor of the State did 
not enter the senate chamber until about the hour of noon, and 
then, after all legislative business had been transacted; and that, 
therefore, in the very nature of things, there could not possibly 
have been any constructive adjudication by the Delaware senate 
of his right to exercise the office of senator while exercising the 
office of governor. I leave that branch of the case, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and come for a few moments to a consideration of the great 
American doctrine of the complete independence of the several 
departments of Government—Federal and State—which should 
not be lost sight of in the consideration of this case. 


THE UNION OF EXECUTIVE AND LEGISLATIVE FUNCTIONS IS ABSOLUTISM OR 
DESPOTISM ON THE ONE HAND, AND BLAVERY ON THE OTHER, WHETHER 
UNITED IN ONE MAN OR THE MANY. 

Dr. Lieber, in his work on Civil Liberty and Self-Government, 
says: 

A principle and guaranty of liberty, so acknowledged and common with 
the Anglican people that few think its magnitude, yet of really organic 
and fundamental importance, is the division of government into the three 
distinct functions, or rather the keeping of these functions clearly apart. 

It is, as has been mentioned, one of the greatest political blessings of Eng- 
land that from a very early period her courts of Featies were not occupied 
with “administrative business,” for instance, the collection of taxes, and 
that her Parliament became the exclusive legislature, while the Parliaments 
of France united a judicial, legislative, and administrative character. The 
union of these functions is absolutism or despotism on the one hand and 
slavery on the other, no matter in whom they are united, whether in one 
despot or in many, or in the multitude, as in Athens after the time of Cleon the 
tanner. The oe political philosophers have pointed out long ago the 
necessity of keeping the three powers separate in a ‘constitutional * govern- 
ment. ose, however, who have no other definition of liberty than that it 
is equality, discard this division, except, indeed, so far as the mere conven- 
ience of transacting business would require (pages 154, 155). 

The court of errors and appeals of the State of Delaware, in the 
case of Rice vs, Foster (4 rington, 485-487), drew with clear- 
ness and distinctness the line of separation between the three 
branches of the government established by the constitution of the 
State of Delaware, among other things, in their opinion, saying: 

If we consider the peculiar situation of the United States, and go to the 
sources of that diversity of sentiment which pervades its inhabitants, we 
shall find t danger to fear that the same causes shall terminate here in 
the same fatal effects which they produced in those republics. To 
—- these dangers and the evil tendencies of a democracy, our republican 

overnment was instituted by the consent of the people. e characteristic 
which distinguishes it from the miscalled republics of ancient and modern 
times is that none of the powers of sovereignty are exercised by the people, 
but all of them by separate, coordinate branches of government in whom 
those powers are vested by the constitution. These coordinate branches are 
intended to operate as balances. checks, and restraints, not only upon each 
other, but upon the people themselves; to guard them against their own rash- 
ness, precip’ 7. and misguided zeal, and to protect the minority against 

the injustice of the majority. * * * 

The legislative, executive, and judicial powers compose the sove: 

wer of a State. The people of the State of Delaware had vested the 

tive ree in a general assembly, a a senate and house of repre- 
sentatives; the supreme executive powers of the State in a governor, and the 
judicial power in the several courts mentioned in the sixth article. The 
sovereign power, therefore, of this State resides with the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial departments. Having thus transferred the so 
power, the people can not resume or exercise any portion of it. Todoso 
would be an infraction of the constitution and a dissolution of the govern- 
ment. Norcan theyinterfere with the exercise of any of the sovereign 
power. except by petition, remonstrance,or address. They have the power 

or alter the constitution; but this can be done only in the mode 


a by the perepens pes f ~~ —— todo ey an a —_— 
revolutionary. And ou e people have the power, in conformi 
its provisions Ssalier tive const! J 


tution, under nocircumstancescan they, solong 
as the Constitution of the United States remains the mount law of the 


land, establish a democracy, orany other than a republican form of govern- 
ment, It is equally clear, that neither the legislative, executive, nor judicial 
department, y, nor all combined, can devolve on the e exer- 


cise of any of the sove power with which each is inv The as- 
sumption of a power to do so would be usurpation. The department arro- 
gating it would elevate itself above the constitution, overturn the foundation 
on which its own foundation rests, demolish the whole frame and texture of 
our republican form of ——— and prostrate overyens to the worst 
pea tyranny and despotism, the ever-varying will of an irresponsible 
m ude. 

MR. WEBSTER’S VIEWS ON MAINTAINING CONSTITUTIONAL RESTRAINTS AND 

JUST DIVISIONS OF POLITICAL POWER. 


Daniel Webster, in his great speech in the Senate of the United 
States on May 7, 1834, on ‘‘The Presidential veto,” drew with 


clearness and power the distinctions to be observed between the 
several departments of the Government, and pointed out wit); 
great ability the necessity of maintaining just constitution,| 
restraints and just divisions of political power in order that 
liberty, the first purpose of a free people, should be preserved. [p 
that great speech he used the following language : 


The first object of a free people is the preservation of their liberty: anq 
Weerty is only to be peceerves by maintaining constitutional restraints ani 
just divisions of political power. Nothing is more deceptive or more day. 
gerous than the ——- of a desire to simplify government. The simplest 
goverments are despotisms; the next simplest, limited monarchies; but .)| 
republics, all governments of law, must impose numerous limitations and 
ape pepe | of authority and give many positive and et page rights. 

n other words, they must be subject to rule and regulation. his is the vy. y 
essence of free political institutions. 

The spirit of liberty is, indeed, a bold and fearless spirit; but it is als) a 
sharp-sighted spirit; it is a cautious, ous, disc inating, far-secing 
Sateiligunes: it is jealous of encroachment, jealous of power, jealous of wa) 
It demands checks; it seeks for guards; it insists on securities; it intrenchs 
itself behind strong defenses, and fortifies itself with all possible care against 
the assaults of ambition and passion. It does not trust the amiable wek- 
nesses of human nature, and therefore it will not permit power to overstep 
its prescribed limits, though benevolence, good intent, and patriotic pur- 

come along with it. Neither does it satisfy itself with flashy and 
mporary resistance to illegal authority. Far otherwise. It seeks {or 
duration and permanence. It looks before and after; and, building on tho 
experience of age that are past, it labors diligently for the benefit of ayes 
to come. This is the nature of constitutional liberty, and this is our |i). 
erty, if we will rightly understand and preserve it. Every free govern. 
ment is necessarily complicated, because all governments establish restraints, 
as well on the power of government itself as on that of individuals. [f wo 
will abolish the distinction of branches and have but one branch; if we wil] 
abolish jury trials and leave all to the judge; if we will then ordain that the 
legislator himself shall be that judge, and if we will place the executive 
power in the same hands, we ey readily simplify government. We may 
easily bring it to the simplest of all forms—a pure despotism. But a sepurd- 
tion of departments, so far as practicable, and the preservation of clear lines 
of division between them, is the fundamental idea in the creation of all our 
constitutions; and doubtless the continuance of regulated liberty depois on 
oe these boundaries. (Works of Daniel Webster, volume [V, page 


And still further Mr. Webster proceeded— 


Mr. President, the contest for has been to rescue liberty from the grasp 
of executive power. Whoever has en in her sacred cause, from the 
days of the downfall of those t aristocracies which had stood between 


the king and the poets to the e of our own independence, has struguled 
for the accomplishment of that single object. On the long list of the cham- 
pions of human freedom there is not one name dimmed by the reproach of 


advocating the extension of executive authority ; on the contrary, the un- 
form and steady purpose of all such champions has been to limit and restrain 
it. To this end the spirit of liberty, =—enere and more enlightened and 
more and more vigorous from age : been battering for centuries 
against the solid butments of the feu system. To this end all that could 
be gained from the imprudence, snatched from the weakness, or wrung from 
the necessities of crowned heads, has been areteny Gettened up, secured, 
and hoarded, as the rich _treasures, the very ewels of liberty. 

To this end popular and representative right has kept up its warfare against 
prerogative with various success; sometimes writing the history of a whole 
age in blood, sometimes witnessing the martyrdom of Sidneys and Russells, 
often baffled and repulsed, but s gaining on the whole, and holding what 
it ed witha grasp which nothing but the complete extinction of its own 

could wes it to relinquish. At length the great conquest over exec- 
wire power in the leading western states of Europe has been accomplished. 
e feudal system, like other stupendous fabrics of past ages, is known 
only by the rubbish which it has left behind it. Crowned heads have been 
com, to submit to the restraints of law, and the people, with that 
intelligence and that spirit which make their voice resistless, have }ecn 
able to say to prerogative: ‘Thus far shalt thou come, and no farther.” I 
need ly say, sir, that into the full enjoyment of all which Eur pe has 
reached on y through such slow and painful steps we sprang at once hy tho 
Declaration of Independence and by the establishment of representa- 
tive governments; governments borrowing more or less from the mode's of 
other free States, but eae. secured, nes etna in their symmetry 
and deepened in their foundation by those men of our own country 
whose names will be as to future times as if they were written on 
the arch of the sky. 

Through all this Nitors of the contest for liberty executive power has 

been rded as a lion which must be . So far from being the object 


of e tened pop trust, so far from being considered the natural pro- 
tector of popular right, it has been dreaded, uniformly always dreaded, as 
the great source 


of \ 

And now, sir, who is he, so ignorant of the history of liberty, at home and 
abroad; who is he, yet dwelling in his contemplations among the principles 
and dogmas of the Middle ; who is he, from whose m all original 
infusion of American spirit has become so entirely evaporated and exhaled 
that he shall put into the mouth of the President of the United States the 
a that = ne weg oy Angee or to meee’ pover -_ 

ts peculiar du Who generous and con ward powe 

where it is most and ious only of those who can restrain it; 
the — the state and penevine oe wane. -—s 
pyrami tical system upon apex o is he that, 
bverl with contempt t the of the representatives of the 
people, with equal contempt the anenes sper iinnstsp of the people them- 
selves: who is he t declares to us, t gh the President's lips, that the 
security for f om rests in executive authority? Who is he that belies the 
blood and libels fame of his own ancestors by declaring that they, with 
solemnity of form and force of manner, have invoked the executive power to 
come to the protection of liberty? Who is he that thus charges them with 
the insanity or the recklessness of putting the lamb beneath the lion's paw? 
sir. Oursecurity is in our watchfulness of executive power. |t 
of this department which was infinitely the most (ifl- 
cult part in the great work of creating con promat Government. To give to 
department such fower as make it useful and yet not 

such as should render 


strong, and ; to make it efficient, independent, and 
° f sweeping away everything by its union ‘ f 
military and civil ai 

favor; this, indeed, 


it 
prevent it 
uthority; the influence of patronage, and office, and 
was Vin, hat the work 
Seeeriane we see it; and if we 


cult. They who to do saw the 
wi maintain our system we shall act 
wisely to that end by 
tt.t'on has . 


every restraint and every guard which the 
done all that we can do and 


when we and those who come after us have 
that they can do, it will be well for us and for 
them if some popular executive, by the power of patronage and party, and 
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t ve ularity, shall not hereafter prove an over- 
mnateh for. wit citts branches of the Government. (Works of Daniel Webster, 
volume IV, pages 1:3, 134, 135.) 


Montesquieu, in his Spirit of Laws, volume 1, page 152, says: 


Whe ve and executive powers are united in the same person 
in aon F of magistrates there can be no sent because appre- 
‘oa arise lest the same monarch or senate should enact tyrannical 


y 
m inat ical manner. 

— to execate ‘no liberty f the a power be not separated from the 
tive and executive. Were it joined with the legislative, the life and 
er of the subject would be ex to arbitrary.control, for the judge 
would be then the legislator. Were it joined to the executive power, the Judge 

might behave with violence and oppression. 
ere would be an end of everything were the same man or the same body, 
whether of the nobles or of the ple, to exercise those three powers—that 
of enacting laws, that of executing the public resolutions, and of trying the 

uals. 


causes of 


In determining the question at issue in this case it is quite im- 
material what construction is placed on the language of Montes- 
quieu when in his “ Spirit of Laws” discussing the English consti- 
tution he declares: 


e legislative and executive powers are united in the same person, 
on in the same body of magistrates, there can be no liberty, because appre- 
hensions may arise lest the same monarch or senate enact tyrannical laws to 
execute them in a tyrannical manner. 


Whether the construction placed upon this grand epigrammatic 
sentence of this illustrious writer by Mr. Madison in the Federal- 
ist, who in giving it construction paid its great author the high 
compliment of stating that the British constitution was to Mon- 
tesquieu what Homer has been to the didactic writers of epic 
poetry, is correct or not, does not weaken its application to the 
case under consideration. 

Mr. Madison held that Montesquieu, by the use of the language 
quoted, meant this, and only this: That where the whole power of 
one department is exercised by the same hands which possess the 
whole of another department, the fundamental principles of a 
free government are subverted. Conceding this to be the mean- 
ing of the great author, is it not true that the executive of the 
State of Delaware exercises the whole power of the executive de- 
partment? No one, of course, will question this. And is it not 
also true that by virtue of various provisions of the Delaware 
constitution the whole controlling power of legislation is, or at 
least may be, under a variety of circumstances held, controlled, 
and exercised by a single legislator? If this can be so, evenina 
single instance, then the rule of Montesquieu, even as construed 
by Madison, applies, and a fortiori, is it not so when, as in the 
case under the Delaware constitution, there may be not merely 
one instance, but numerous instances, where this whole legislative 
power is in the hands, and under the control, and subject to the 
will of a single member of the legislature? To show this is so, 
it is only necessary to cite one or two cases—and there are many. 
For instance, the governor of the State may be impeached by the 
house of representatives. He must be tried before the senate. 
It requires a two-thirds vote to convict. That one vote of the 
governor, sitting as a senator and judge in his own case, may pre- 
vent the two-thirds vote necessary to convict. 

So, too, by the one vote of the governor as senator, as we have 
seen, jurisdiction may be conferred on the governor to remove all 


the judges of the State. 

Montesquieu just quoted, however considered, whether as indi- 

cated by Mr. m or otherwise, and also this further declara- 

tion of his, are directly applicable to the case under consideration. 
Montesquieu says er: 


Were the power of judging joined with the legislative, the life and liberty 
of the subject would be exposed to arbitrary control, for the judge would 
then be the legislator. Were it joined to the executive power, the judge 
might behave with all the violence of an oppressor. 


But no more apt illustration can be cited for the purpose of 
showing that, if the theory of the minority be correct, the whole 
goes not only of the executive, but of the legislature, is, or may 

uently, under the Delaware constitution, exercised by the 
same than the one presented by the very case under con- 
sideration. Governor Watson, it will be conceded, on the 9th 
= of May, 1895, exercised the whole power of the executive 
= He leaves that office, a Loe ego ne, ate 
chair nem, may to the joint assembly met for 
the ee ne a U; ted States Senator, and there, hold- 
ing the of control, with the will of a despot, he exercises 
qinanically and absolutely the whole power of the legislature of 
State and the joint assembly of the members of that legisla- 
ture, in whom rests the sole jurisdiction of the election of a 
United States Senator. 

Had he remained away, refrained from any attempt to exercise 
senator, as it was his duty to do, there would have 
members of the legislature in joint assembly, and Mr. 
having received 15 votes of the 29, was duly elected. 


Surely, Mr. President, the language of 
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The rule, therefore, of Montesquieu, as construed by Mr. Madi- 
son and as agreed to by the distinguished lawyers who have filed 
their briefs in this case in opposition to the seating of Mr. Du 
Pont, is directly applicable to the case now under consideration. 

But not only so. If the theory of the minority of the commit- 
tee be correct, then instances may occur, a situation may be 
brought about by the very vote and influence of the governor, 
if permitted to exercise the offices of senator and governor at the 
same time; wherein the governor may virtually exercise the whole 
power, not only of executive and legislative, but also of the judi- 
cial departments. This may occur under the provisions of the 
Delaware constitution, if the governor is permitted to exercise the 
office of senator, by his giving the casting vote that will enable 
him as governor to dismiss all the judges of the State—judges ap- 
pointed by a predecessor—and thereby place the judiciary of the 
State in the hands and under the control of judges of his own 
choice. 

CONCLUSION, 

In conclusion, Mr. President, and begging pardon for having 
trespassed so long upon the patience of the Senate. I confidently 
submit this case to the calm, deliberate judgment of the Senate, 
trusting and believing, as I do, that the judgment rendered will 
fully vindicate the integrity of that great American doctrine 
which recognizes the complete independence of the different de- 
vartments of the governments of the several States, and of the 

Jnited States as well; and the preservation and perpetuity of 
which, against all undue encroachments of executive power, are 
so essential to the preservation and perpetuity of political and in- 
dividual liberty in this country. If, unfortunately, the day should 
ever come when in an unguarded moment the Senate of the 
United States should give its sanction to a relaxation of the re- 
straints which hold in proper subjection the executive prerogative, 
and which in the interest of liberty and good government disunite 
executive and legislative powers, and give its consent to a unity of 
exercise in the same person of the respective functions of two or 
more of what are now and ever should be the independent depart- 
ments of national and State governments, then from that date will 
commence the decadence of political and individual liberty in this 
country. c 

The strife for the extension of executive power on the one hand, 
and for the curtailment of constitutional limitations and re- 
straints upon the power of the people and the people's representa- 
tives on the other, has been a contest longer in duration than that 
of any war of either ancient or modern times. It has been the 
contest of ages, extending into all nations, and spreading through- 
out all Christendom. It has been the contest of liberty against 
prerogative; of the struggle for legislative independence against 
the grasping tendencies and unwarranted encroachments of ex- 
ecutive power; a contest which at times, as we have been told. has 
‘written the history of a whole age in blood,” destroying with its 
consuming fires the brightest and best hopes of myriads of the 
hosts of freedom, and wrecking upon its devastating floods the 
worthiest and loftiest aspirations of the friends of individual and 
political liberty. 

To hold that the governor of a State can exercise simultaneously 
the functions of executive and legislator is, unfortunately, to 
array the Senate of the United States on the wrong side of this 
mighty contest. Such a decision would, in my judgment, be a de- 
yarture from one of the great fundamental principles of repub- 
ican and democratic government, an unwarranted concession to 
the ever-grasping claims of executive power over the rights of the 
masses of the people and the people's representatives, and a dan- 
gerous stab at the very vitals of the great doctrine upon which 
our Government and the governments of the several States rest— 
that of the complete independence of their legislative, executive, 
and judicial departments. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


During the delivery of the speech of Mr. MitrcHe ut of Oregon 
a message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, annownced that the House insisted 
upon its amendment to the concurrent resolution of the Senate in 
regard to the insurrection in Cuba; agreed to the conference asked 
for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hirt, Mr. Apams, and Mr. Mc- 
CrEARY of Kentucky managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Isubmita report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate in respect to Cuba. 

The report was read, as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate (Con. Res. 19, part 5), having met, after full and free con- 
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erence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
‘ouses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House, and agree to the same. 


JOHN SHERMAN, 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 
H. C. LODGE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ROBERT 8. HITT, 
JAMES B. McCREARY, 
ROBERT ADAMS, Jx., 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
question is on concurring in the report. 

Mr. HALE, I suppose the Senator from Ohio will not insist 
upon disposing of the report at this hour with so thin a Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN . Ihave no doubt that Senators are about the 
Chamber. It is important that the shall be acted mn as 
speedily as possible. It is entirely within the power of the 
and House as to when it shall be taken up, but I think it had bet- 
ter be acted upon thisafternoon, Senators areabout and can soon 
be called in. However, I do not wish to press a vote if the Sen- 
ator from Maine desires to make any remarks upon the subject. 

Mr. HALE. I presume the SenatorfromOhiodoes not. There 
are some Senators who have not been heard i this matter at 
all and who desire to submit some views to the Senate. They had 
no opportunity to do so when the resolution was originally passed. 
With the assistance of all of us, I may say, who were to 
the resolution, an ment was entered into on Th y night 
to take the vote at 4 o’clock the next day. Overnight the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations changed its ground and reported sub- 
stantially a new provision, which nobody i 
Imay state if it had been no unanimous agreement would 
have been entered into to close the debate. So, when the resolu- 
tion came up, as the Senator will remember (I am sta‘ this 
accurately), on Friday last, there were but few hours and 
they were nearly all taken up by the committee. The rest of the 
time had been preempted by one or two Senators, so that several 
Senators—I myself was one—who desired to make some state- 
ments and submit some remarks were cut off. 

I have not supposed for a moment that the resolution would be 
ettunatense Se ushed St deen I think I am ae 

using w crow , is hardly twenty min- 
utes since the announcement was made here that the 
agreed to the conference, and that in the minds of Senators put it 
entirely out of the idea or contemplation of its being 
throngh t. I did notsuppose it. I knowone Senator who 
wanted to be here and vote consulted with me. I told him what 
the situation was; that the House had only just agreed, not to the 
report, but had just announced its agreement to the conference, 
end that undoubtedly nothing would be done to-night. 

For one, Mr. President, if any reasonable iti 
the resolution over until there is an 
not now to that it = 


i 
if 


li 
7 


of at late hour. I am not ready 

marks that I desire to submit upon this most t subject. 

Jegislation that ib should be crowded through tonight. Feel 
on crow 

Sens tile taequse heneal Uisriagamagpetasiay, i t0deSpomne 
e ere aving an ; 

advisable, to submit some it d be attempted to be 

forced thro to-night. 

Mr. 8 . Mr. President, I have no desire at all to force 
this matter upon the attention of the Senate. Senator from 


full 7 

ence between the House resolution and the Senate resolution, 

after a careful examination the conferees that we mgiht 

take the statement of facts as presented by House of Repre- 

sentatives, and we agreed to that unanimously. 
If the Senator says he desires Soi subject and the 

eepest comet So gp one, ta 

I that upon a matter 

and the 


con 

Seankaes Still, if the Senator desires to speak, I will 
once. 

not cut him off, and therefore I am willing to 

made the special order, say, at 2 o’clock on Monday, if that 


will 
suit. 
Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that course. That will 
give ample opportunity. 


3 
3 
4 
B 
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Mr. SHERMAN. That would probably cover more time than | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio to the fact that one measure has 
already been made the special order for 2 o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This isa privileged question. At any rate, 
it can be called up even pending a special order. 

Mr. HALE (to Mr. SHERMAN). Announce that you will cal] 
it = at that time. 

rt. SHERMAN. Iwill call up the report at that time asa 
privi uestion, no matter what is pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio gives 
notice that he will call = report of the committee of confer- 
ence at 2 o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. SHELL of Oregon. In connection with this matter, | 
give notice that I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Du Pont case immediately at the conclusion of the 
routine oes nee on Monday. 

Mr. SHER . Ihave no objection to that, but at 2 o'clock 
on Monday I shall call up the conference report. It is a privi- 


matter. 
r. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam glad that the Senator from Ohio has con- 
sented to this delay. I would not carry it over until Monday but 
that we ee ee I understand, until Monday. He 
says the have given this subject very careful consider- 
ation. That is precisely what the rest of us have not been able to 
do in the press of business here, and it is several days since any- 
body glanced at the resolutions. I am very glad indeed that the 
Senator from Ohio has agreed to let the report go over. I voted 
for the Senate resolution, but I reserve the right to do as I may 
see fit in to this matter. 

Mr. . Mr. President, if I had known that this 
report was to be made to-day I should have opposed the adjourn- 
ment over until Monday, to which I very cheerfully assented. I 
can un that the request of the Senator from Maine under 
the circumstances is a reasonable one. If any considerable num- 
ber of Senators wish, or any Senator, indeed, wishes, a little delay 

so as this, the should be acceded 
es not speak on this 
Eom she Senator refrained from se ona former occasion. I 


y 
of the Unt 3. 
ag, although I was not satisfied 
strong enough,in my judg- 
am the United States 
for the recognition and maintenance of the in: dence of Cuba. 
If Icould have my way, and have such action ss and 
the President of the States as tomy mind is required by the 
interests of hsamanity and the enlightened interests the United 
States, gee country recognize and maintain, at the risk 

of war with preppy ee angles Py apelin 

Fran i olution, and it is an undying glory 
in the crown of honor of that nation that she | hg 
. a 18 
achieved, as I and believe it will be at no very distant day. 
nat us by gratitude growing 
at the risk of 
nation the independence of the 


the Senator from New Hampshire 
to us; that we shall annex it to the 


I do not think my words could be mistaken. 
attach with of gratitude to the United Stats 
eae for our timely and helpful action 


| 
: 
; 
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: 
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if 
| 
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i 
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itis 


taken up for consideration 1 
morrow It seems to me that if we have just'- 
fication, as I think we to interfereand prevent the wholes: ° 


dsm, we ought not today giving ample tn forever" 
dren, we ought delay time everyon: ° 
express his and to attempt to others to his view 
That we adjourn over Seat temnine to the 
its present condition undetermined, I is not to the 
Senate or to the importance of the question. 

I wish to say for myself that the resolution isnot strong enough 
I wish to see a the form of a law that will be incum 
bent upon all execntive officers of the United States. I be- 
lieve that there is and that the interests of Spain be: 
self as well as of the civilized world demand that the bloody and 
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i on human life, on property, upon free institutions, 
Gent po determined and put an end to by the action of the peo- 
of the United States. There is no question about that ac- 


n. i 
There doubt that the people of the United States, by a vast 
majori ao shocked at the condition of things in the adjacent 
Island of Cuba, and that it isfar ahead of the action proposed by the 
Senate and the House. I should be very glad if there were an op- 
ity without delay to consider the conference report, allow- 
ing time to all Senators to express their own judgment upon the 
on. 
Tr HAWLEY. Is debate in order? 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is the resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections on which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHEeLL] 
has addressed the Senate. ; ; 
As germane to this matter, I wish to say just 


a word RESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
wi thize in general and v 


If so, Ishould like to say 


Mr. HAWLEY. I sympa , ery warmly 
with the popular view of this whole question. I think that the 
conduct of the war against the insurgents is abhorrent to the 
common sense of humanity of the world. I think that the gov- 
ernment of Spain over Cuba, in which we can not —_ being 
interested, has been such as to provoke and deserve the very 

erest cri 
put there are some other considerations that make me stop 
and think y before voting upon this and similar mat- 


“Zour giving offense to a power that is not the most considerable 

rhaps, but we have been giving offense—and some of it offense 
Pnat we might rightly have given; I donot take it back—to many 
countries of Europe until we have involved ourselves in an un- 
friendly criticism. I do not wish to prophesy; prophets are with- 
out honor in their own country; but it is within the limits of 
possibility that we shall find ourselves involved in a war not with 
one nation, but with more than one. That is very possible. Ido 
not dwell upon it any longer. I have no sympathy with the peo- 
ple who when war is of say it will never come. It comes 
when you do not expect it. I have no respect for the judgment of 
those men who, when the defense of the country is spoken of, talk 
about the enormous physical power of this nation and the five or 
ten millions of freemen soldiers who are ready to come to its de- 
fense. What can they do without coast defenses? Will an army 
march down to the sandy beach of New Jersey and offer them- 
selves as food for the enemy’s cannon? They would be worth 
nothing else, and would not stop a bulet as well as a mule. 

I take it oh oes that those gentlemen who are so ready to 
talk or aw and eloquently and in many nae 
justly, and give offense so readily, will vote for the most liberal 


ons for coast defenses and for a very large increase of 
Navy and a reasonable increase of the Army. I suppose they 
will. not, I hope they will never have occasion to regret it. 


But they may have serious occasion to regret both their speeches 
and their refusal to so vote. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H.R. 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Terri- 
of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a court- 
jail at the county seat thereof was read twice by its 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

(H.R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 
subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Revised Stat- 
States was read twice by its title, and referred 
Committee on Public Lands. 

. 17) for the erection of a statue of 


i oe building in Wash- 
ington was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
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If Senators desire to give an hour to unobjected 
, | will make a proposition that the Senate 
our to consider unobjected cases on the Cal- 
minute rule. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. And that the business before the 
be informally laid aside. 

BERRY. Beginning with the Calendar where we left 


aA a - laying aside me setatnes busi- 
beginning Calendar where we left off, ng u 
business in its order. =" 
PRESIDING OFFICER (at 3 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m). 
from Maine asks that the business be infor- 
‘temporarily laid aside, and 
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be no objection. 
he gives way to the consideration of the proposition made by the 
Senator from Maine. 


Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turrie] repeated. 








|; me 


one hour to the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar. 


Is there objection? 


Mr. TURPIE. Before the unfinished business is laid aside, I 


wish to be recognized, that I may take the floor on Monday. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair presumes there will 


The Senator from Indiana is so recognized, and 


Mr. CALL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
agreed to adjourn over until Monday. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have the statement of the 


I could not hear 
him. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana has 
taken the floor tipon the pending question and yields tempor- 


arily to the Senator from Maine for the consideration of the 


Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Indiana will under- 
stand that at 2 o'clock on Monday I propose to call up the resolu- 
tion in respect to Cuba. I hope he will not desire to interfere 
with that notice. 

Mr. CALL. I have just been informed that quite a number of 
Senators have made engagements in view of the adjournment over 
for to-morrow, and I will not, therefore, press my motion to re- 
consider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 

Florida is withdrawn. The Chair now submits to the Senate the 
sroposition of the Senator from Maine that, the regular business 
1aving been informally laid aside, the Senate shall proceed for 
one hour to the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After conference with the 
Indiana 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana has 
taken the floor for Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is arranged that after the ordinary routine 
morning business on Monday [I shall call up the conference re- 
port made a few moments ago, and that after that he will take 
the floor. That is understood between us, and I hope the arrange- 
inent will be accepted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The notice given by the Senator 
from Ohio will be recorded. It is so ordered. The Senate now 
proceeds for one hour to the consideration of unobjected cases on 
the Calendar, commencing at the point reached this morning. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


The bill (H. R. 3265) donating one condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, No. 74, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULLOM, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘A bill donating onecondemned cannon and four pyramids 
of condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, No. 74, Grand 
Army c* the Republic, Sedan, Kans., and for other purposes.” 


ESTATE OF MICHAEL KNIGHT. 


The bill (S. 1464) for the relief of the estate of Michael Knight 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
yay to George Walker, administrator of the estate of Michael 

night, $7,714, in satisfaction of his claim against the United States 
allowed by the United States Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WOLFE. 

The bill (S.74) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Shelby County, Mo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated by the 
Quartermaster-General of the United States Army the circum- 
stances, character, and extent of the claim of William Wolfe, of 
Shelbina, Shelby County, Mo., for the loss of the schooner Anna 
Sophia, belonging to him, and for freight, while on a voyage from 
New Orleans, La., to Indianola, Tex., and proposes to pay the 
amount, if any, so found, and awarded, to be due him from the 
United States, not to exceed $9,262.29. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA M. COLMAN, 
The bill (S. 93) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 


Senator from 





cute a claim was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of Anna M. 
Colman, widow and sole legatee of Charles D. Colman, deceased, 
against the United States on account of the seizure by the United 
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States of certain moneys and securities in St. Louis, Mo., about 
February, 1865, held by the bailee as a special deposit theretofore 
made by Charles D. Colman. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC STEAMBOAT COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1085) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to the Potomac Steamboat Company $5,090, the amount 
paid by the Potomac Steamboat Company under a decree of the 
circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of Vir- 

inia, affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States, to the 
aker Salvage Company, for services rendered to the steamer 
Excelsior, belonging to the Potomac Steamboat Company, when 
she was sunk by the United States steam tug Fortune in pton 
Roads, Virginia, on the 4th day of December, 1882. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 


CALVIN GUNN, 


The bill (8. 92) for the relief of Calvin Gunn was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Calvin Gunn, of 
St. Louis, Mo.,$700, in full compensation for the amount due him 
as informer, and ordered to be paid to him by the United States 
district court for the eastern district of Missouri, in the year 
1868, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. 8. A. BROWN, 


The bill (S. 1573) for the relief of Dr. 8. A. Brown was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the “Vhole. It proposes to pay $485.47 
to 8. A. Brown, of Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., for services as passed 
assistant surgeon, United States Navy, during the years 1876, 
1877, and 1878, the account having been allowed by the Treasury 
Department. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FANNY B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L, STARK, 


The bill (S. 690) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora 
L. Stark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
s to pay to Fanny B. Randolph, or her legal representative, 
$3,280, and to Dora L. Stark, or her legal representative, $8,280, 
making in all $16,560, the same being in full for, and the receipt 
of the same to be taken and accepted in full and final discharge 
of, their claim examined, investigated, and reported favorably by 
the Court of Claims of the United States, under the provisions of 
the act of March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to afford assistance 
and relief to Cong and the Executive Departments in the 
investigation of claims and demands against the Government,” 
and the act of March 8, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
a the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
tates. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TOWBOAT ASSOCIATION OF NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


The bill (8. 862) for the relief of the receivers of the Towboat 
iation of New Orleans, La., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It pro s to authorize the Court of Claims of the 
United States to adjudicate the claims of the receivers of the Tow- 
boat Association of New Orleans, La., for the value of 50,000 bar- 
rels of coal, more or less, and for the value of other stores and 
supplies seized and taken — of in the year 1862 by order 
of Maj. Gen. Benjamin F. Butler, commanding the United States 
Army at New Orleans, and wholly used and consumed by the mili- 
and naval forces of the United States. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,and passed. 
RECEIVERS OF INTERSTATE CORPORATIONS. 


The bill (S. 331) providing that no person shall be eligible as 
ee or receiver of a bankrupt corporation engaged in inter- 
state commerce who shall have been a director, officer, or employee 
of such corporation at any time during the three years next pre- 
ceding such bankruptcy, was next in order on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported adversely 
and goes over under Rule IX. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. It is an adverse re- 


Pothe PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over under 
Rule IX, if there is no objection. It is so ordered. 


CHRISTOPHER ELLIS. 


The bill (S. 895) for the relief of Christopher Ellis was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion and grant an honorable discharge in the caso 
of Givttesher Ellis, who was a machinist in the United States 
Navy, and who is cha’ with having deserted from the United 
States steamer Nipsic February 7, 1872. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


The bill (H. R. 1712) granting to the First Regiment North 
Carolina State Guard two condemned cannon was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN ROACH, DECEASED, 


The bill (S. 1180) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 
ceased, $48,858.03, for labor and material furnished for the gun- 
boat Dolphin, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, after line 7, to strike out all down to 
and including the word “three,” the first word in line 9, and to 
insert ‘‘ $28,160.25”; so as to read: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That to carry out the provisions of the act 

ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending Juno 
30, 1884 (22 Statutes, page 477), to to the legal representatives of John 
Roach, deceased, the sum of $28,140.35, for labor and material furnished by 
the said John Roach in completing the dispatch boat Dolphin, under the advice 
and assistance of the naval advisory board mentioned in said act. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the bill, in line 13, after 
the word “‘act,” to insert ‘‘ which amount is hereby appropriated 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ainend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of John Roach, deceased.” 


E. R. SHIPLEY. 


The bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $440 for 
the payment in full to E. R. Shipley for moneys paid, by direction 
of Post-Office Inspector Edgerton, to parties having money in reg- 
istered pac stolen from the post-office in Springfield, Mo., on 
the 23d day of June, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOSES PENDERGRASS. 


The bill (S. 66) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It omoeee to set- 
tle and audit the accounts and claim of Moses Pendergrass, a3 
contractor in carrying the mails in the State of Missouri, from 
July 1, 1887, to May 6, 1888, upon the basis and amount of $517 

annum as his bid for such service, under the advertise:nent of 

felember 15, 1886, and of the orders of the Post-Office Depart- 

ment increasing the service thereon, and to pay him for such 

cnvics an amount not exceeding $379.56, in 1 satisfaction 
or. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


HELMUTH F, SCECKEL. 


The bill ee) to remove the of desertion and grant an 
honorable harge to Helmuth F. kel was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of 
desertion now standing the record of Helmuth EF. S:eckel, 
late private Company C, Sixteenth a Connecticut Volun- 
teers, and to grant an honorable ge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


SIDNEY W. MOSS. 


The bill (S. 538) for the relief of Sidney W. Moss, of Oregon 
dered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


City, Oreg.. was consi \ 
SS to pay $7,000 to Si W. Moss, of City, Oreg., 
compensation for lots Nos. 2, 3, 6, and 7, in block No. 6, 
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own as Pacific City, in Lewis County, then Terri- 
phn ee = now State of Washington, taken by the Govern- 
ment for tary p , and included in Cape Hancock Military 
Reservation, Pacific County, State of Washington. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ISSUE OF BONDS OF NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. BRICE. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement, 
which will take but a minute, to which I call the attention of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hii}. 

Yesterday, when the bill (H. R. 4052) aoyroving certain acts of 
the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, author- 
izing the issue of certain bonds of said Territory, was under con- 
sideration, the Senator from New York made the following state- 
ment: 

} , the Delegate from the Territory, was before the 
omen = a. very proper and just meneure and that it ought 
to be passed. 

I desire to say that, as I understand the facts, Mr. CaTRON, the 
Delegate from New Mexico, was before the committee. He heard 
the entire argument in favor of the amendment, but stated that 
he was present before the committee for the purpose of advocat- 
ing the bill which passed the House of Representatives, and had 
no controversy whatever as to the amendment. 

I state that in justice to the Delegate, so that he may not be 
misstated here, as though he had favored the amendment before 
the committee, which he did not undertake to state. 

Mr. HILL. I think the statement of the Senator from Ohio is 
substantially correct. My recollection now is that Mr. Catron 
spoke of the original bill, and stated that it was probably a just 
bill, but did not express any opinion upon the amendments pro- 









H. W. SHIPLEY. 


The bill (S. 532) for the relief of H. W. Shipley was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $2,487.38, in full 
compensation for work done and material furnished by H. W. Ship- 
ley in excess of that required of him by his agreement with the 
Indian Bureau in the construction of a gristmill and sawmill at 
the Nez Perce Indian Agency, in the Territory of Idaho. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL, POINT ARGUELLO, CALIFORNIA, 


The bill (S. 1820) for the establishment of a light-house and fog 
signal at or near Point Arguello, California, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to establish at or near Point 
Arguello, about 12 miles northwest of Point Conception, Cali- 
— a light-house and fog signal, at a cost not to exceed 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ART COMMISSION. 


The bill (S. 1922) creating an art commission of the United 
States, and for other , Was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING § ICER. The Chair understands that bill 
was y under consideration and was passed over. It will be 
passed over now without prejudice. 


KATE WINTER, 


The bill (S. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to repeal the provi- 
sions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act supplementary to an 
act entitled ‘An act to authorize the construction of the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia,’” approved 
January 19, 1891, so far as the same authorized the acquisition by 
the railroad of land for the business of the company in square 
No. 739, in the city of W and District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUPREME COUNCIL OF THE THIRTY-THIRD DEGREE OF SCOTTISH 
RITE MASONRY. 


The bill (H. R. 2800) to in rate the Supreme Council of the 
ae De of Scottish Rite Masonry for the Southern 
a _ of the United States was considered as in Committee 

Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ACCOUNTS WITH PUBLIC-LAND STATES. 
The bill (S. 474) fixing times when, regulating the manner in 
hich, and th : 


w e character of the accounts between the 
United States and several publio-land States relative to the 
net proceeds of the sales and other disposition of the public lands 
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made and to be made therein by the United States, which shall 
hereafter be stated and certified to the Treasury Department for 
payment, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BERRY. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule IX? 

Mr. BERRY. No; let it be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice, at the request of the Senator from Arkansas. 


EDWARD N. FISH AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 290) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for supplies fur- 
nished the Indian service was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to pay the amounts found due by the Court of 
Claims, as hereinafter set forth, for supplies furnished the In- 
dian service in 1873 and 1874, and reported to Congress by Senate 
Miscellaneous Document No. 165, Fifty-first Congress, first ses- 
sion, to wit: 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., $1,800. 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., assignees of W. B. Hugus, $2,400.20. 

To Bowers & Richards, assignees of James M. Burney, $3,534.76. 

To Sutro & Co., assignees of William B. Hooper & Co., $8,479.32. 

The payments to the assignees in each case being at the request 
of the original claimants as found by the Court of Claims. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CALL subsequently said: Mr. President, Lobserve that a bill 
passed a few minutes since making an appropriation of certain 
sums of money upon the findings of the Court of Claims. I should 
like to have an explanation of the bill if there is any Senator pres- 
ent who understands it. For myself, I do not like te: have a bill 
of that kind relating to the Court of Claims passed without any 
explanation. It is putting the Treasury practically into the hands 
of three judges. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
{[Mr. PLatT], who reported the bill, was in the Chamber at the 
time it was passed. He has gone out temporarily. 

Mr. CALL. I shall not ask that the vote by which the bill was 
passed be reconsidered, but I desire to say that I do not think this 
is a proper method of legislation. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘“‘An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, after the word “ defective,” 
of line 23, to insert: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall prescribe the amount 
of tolerance to be allowed by the sealer of weights and measures, and all 
weights, measures, and balances that do not conform to the standards for 
— and measures in this act provided for within the limit of tolerance 
so allowed may be seized by the sealer of weights and measures, and when so 
seized shall be destroyed by him, and a record of the 
entered on the books of his office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 32, after the words “ section 
or,” to strike out ‘‘ to pay” and insert ‘‘ the use of any weights, 
measures, scales, or other instruments described in this section, 
before the payment of”; in line 36, after the word “ failing,” 
to insert ‘‘or using”; in line 38, after the word ‘ recovered,” 
to strike out “in any court of competent jurisdiction” and 
insert “in the police court of the District of Columbia”; and 
in line 39, before the word ‘‘ court,” to insert “said”; so as to 
read: 

Failure to comply with the provisions of this section, or the use of any 
weights, measures, scales, or other instruments described in this section, be 
fore the payment of the fees fixed by the said Commissioners for examinations, 
shall render the person so failing or using liable to a fine of not more than $20 
and costs of prosecution for each offense, to be recovered in the police court of 
the District of Columbia; and the said court may make a further sentence 
that the offender be imprisoned in the District jail for any period not ex- 
ceeding six months, until the payment of such fine and costs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PIER-HEAD LIGHT AT MILWAUKEE, WIS. 

The bill (S. 738) authorizing the establishment of a pier-head 
light at or near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to establish a pier-head light at or near South 
Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, at a cost not to exceed 
$5,000. 

, . 


at the end 


same shall be duly 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | So as to make the section read: 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, That.all that portion of the State of Montana bounded and described as fo. 
INDIAN CITIZENS. lows: Beginning at a point on the national boundary line where the sanx 


would be intersected by the line between ranges 4 and 15 west of {! 
The bill (8. 265) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for | Montana principal meridian when projected (this line being the presen 
other purposes, Was announced as next in order 


ae : — the Helena _ 7a ea: Seance south 
. Y : said range line ween ranges a sou f town 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who reported that bill is not ween townsh 
present. Let it be passed over without losing its place. 


ship 2 north, hres 15 west; thence a township line between tow mshi 
21 and 2 north to the southwest corner o township 22 north, range 23 w: 
The PRESIDIN @ OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 


thence ‘north on 6S between cont rane 23 and 24 west to the sixth stan. 
Mr. CALL, I think the hour has expired which the Senator 


ard parallel nort os to the southwest 
corner of town ship 25 north, ae 26 west; thence north on range ~ be 
ey SSE Ee 
from Maine {Mr. Hae] asked should be devoted to the consider- 27 north to 
ation of the Sonedan ia I move that the Senate adjourn. aeiaeisneein cam aeeeieaention ta 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The recollection of the Chair is 
that it was twenty minutes past 8 o’clock when the agreement 
was made, and that it was to last for one hour. 
Mr. CALL. Verywell; I will not insist onthemotion. I think, 
however, there ought to be more Senators present when bills are 
being passed, 


























ee line between ranges 20 30 west to northeast corner of townshi)) :; 
30 west; thence west on township line between townships 27 an: 
Saahtethousslivens corner of township 27 north, range 31 west: then: 
north on range line between ranges 31 and west tothe seventh standar:| 
parallel north; thence west along the seventh standard parallel north to the : 
western boundary of the State; thence north on said boundary line tv 
northwest corner of the State on the national boundary line on the fo 
ninth parallel, oo latitude; and thence east on said national boundary | li 
to the 2 Semen of be Daening, be, be, —* the same is hereby, constituted a new Jan.) 
land district of the State of Montana, and th 
fund ufticefor enid district shall bo located at the town of Kalispell. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, is it nota little unwise to take 1 ip 
these bills without the authors of the bills or the chairmen of ¢)).. 


committees being resent to explain them? 
The PRESID OFFICER. The committee amendment has 
= adopted, the Chair will state. 
HILL. There might possibly be other amendments if the 
author of the bill or the chairman of the committee reporting it 


ere here. 
; 3 PLATT. It occurs to me that this is a good time to ad- 
journ. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The agreement was that the 
consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar should contin: 
for one hour, the Chair will state. Does the Senator from New 


Mr FILL, 
LL. Idonot object. Lonly make the suggestion, and 
a. it to the sense of the Senate. 


























WELLS ©, M’COOL. 


The bill 792) for the relief of Wells'\C. McCool was consid- 

ered as in ittee of the Whole. 

The bill 'was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in section 1, line 10, after the date ‘‘ 1863,” to 
insert ‘‘less any amount said ‘MeCool may have received for 

_ pay or allowances for such period”; so as to make the section 











Thebteentinstetiets, suameemtatets out of any money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise ted, the sum of $542.50, the 
——_-- of the pay and allowances of Wells MeCiol ee as first lieutenant of Com- 

-ninth lowa Volunteer Infantry, from December '1, A. D. — 
Bey ue t tea, less any amount said a may have received for 
allowances for such period, to be paid the proper officers of the nited 
States to the — Wells C. MeCoo hi execu administrators, or as- 
signees: Provided, That the same be accepted asin full of all claims against 
the. United States for the military services of said Wells C. McCeol down to 
the date of the passage of this act. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 























the third time, and passed. Mr. COOK . I suppose there is no danger in this bill : 
LICENSING OF BILLIARD TABLES. tabli a land office. 
: Mr. . Possibly not. 


The bill (8.1282) to license billiard tables, and for other pur- 
4s, Was announced as next in order. 
. Mr. PLATT. That bill had better ‘be passed over, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejurtice, 
ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICE IN MONTANA. 


The bill (S. 1748) to establish an additional land office in the 
State of Montana was considered as in-‘Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, in section 1, to strike out all after the word “ fol- 
lows,” as follows: 

Commencing on the forty-ninth pone teen of eee at a point where the 
same is intersected by the eo oO ot the Recky Mountains; 
thence in a southerly direction, f heuthagiopanmeant of said mountains, to a 
point where the same meets and is {s fntemmacted y the eastern boun oa 
of Missoula County; thence south along said bo’ line to latitude 
thence west along said line of latitude to meridian 11° 35’ west; thence 
along said meridian to the — standard lel; omen west andal 


Mr, PLATT. Ishould like to make an inquiry in regard to the 
pending ding bill. It proposes to establish anew land office. I show! 
ike to Inquire of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER}, wh) 
has been of the Interior, how many new offices have to 

= created when a new land office is established? 

Mr, TELLER. ae a register and a receiver. 

Mr. PLATT. Are they provided for in this bill? 

Mr, COCKRELL. No; they follow under the general law. 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe office is created, the general law authior- 
izes the appointment of those officers. 

Mr. PLATT. How long do they hold? 

Mr. TELLER. They are appointed for four years, unless a 
change of Administration occurs, and then they are sometimes 
sooner removed. 

Mr. PLATT. So that if we should get the Administration we 
should get the officers? 

Mr. TELLER. The officers can be removed after the 4th of 
next March. [Laughter.]} 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, re! 








































lel to meridian 115° west; thence n al said —— to -— 
eighth parallel of latis of eS weet ‘along said a the third time, and ae 
e is in summ or wa Socal 
eckaake and Clarks Slacks Peck of Columbia River, the same be: known as RESERVOIR SITES. 


the Cabinet range of moun eee thence in a northwesterly @ on, follow- 
ing the summit of said divide or watershed'to ‘the eastern boundary line of 
the State of Idaho; thence north alo ee Idaho line to the forty-ninth par- 
allel of latitude; thence east parallel to the place of beginning. 







The bill (S. 264) providing for ‘the location and purchase of 0!) 
lic lands a reservoir sites was announced not net order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who introduced and reported 
that bill is absent, and it is quite an important bill. Let ii |» 













And ‘isert: 
over without its on the Calendar. 
eenertegst a Saeed bounfiary Huo wien the same waild passed over without T bil ll be — 
Enenarumonn a jected (this being the present boundary | without prejudice, on the suggestion of the Senator from 





ASSIGNEES OF ADDISON C. FLETCHER. 


The ary 1380) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, 
= Addison 'C. Fletcher, was considered as in Committ: 


‘Whole. 
The Committee on Patents reported an amendment, to strike 
a oe clause of the bill and in lieu thereot to 













inte dhe ct pend is tips X,Y ates 
tees eee ae ‘etampe, ised to Addison 
the tse Kirk and others, for compensatio! 
Unitoa tse of said letters = om Y Ss cage peering described by the 
in'the collection of revenue.on distilied spirits 





and malt liquors during the years 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, and 1872, be, and is 





















of Claims, and said court is hereby vested with 


heret the statute of limitations, to hear, 


referred Court i 
ee ere elon, notwithetand-ng s 
etermine, and adjudicate the validity of said letters patent, the title of the 
assignees, res vectively, to same, and the amount of compensation. if any, 
which should in justice and equity be made to said claimants or any of them, 
vely, for the use of such invention by the United States as aforesaid, 
er final ju ent therefor. That upon the trial of the questions 
arising, said court receive as competent evidence the testimony in the 
case “Finletcher against United States, and the case of Solomon against United 
States, heretofore pending and decided in said Court of Claims and of record 
therein, with such other evidence as may be presented upon said 
hearing. d from the jud, nt of said court either party may appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the manner and within the time 
provided by statute for appeals from judgments rendered by said court. 

Mr. HILL. Is not that rather remarkable legislation? Is there 
anybody here to explain it? The bill prescribes in a case before 
the Court of Claims exactly what evidence shall be received, etc., 
which is unusual, it strikes me. 

Mr. PLATT. ere is nothing very remarkable about it, Mr. 
President. The committee have tried to do the best they could 
for some of the Senator's constituents, and if he does not desire to 
have his constituents taken care of [am sorry he did not make his 

lication before the committee, to be heard there. I believe, 
however, the bill was introduced by the Senator's colleague [Mr. 
MURPHY}. 

This a bill which has passed the Senate several times, and I 
think the parties are entitled to have the case decided in the Court 
of Claims. ; ; 

The reason of the provision that the evidence taken in 

‘certain cases mi be was to prevent the necessity of 
going all over with the taking of the testimony again upon the 
exact point which will be before the Court of Claims. The parties 
desire that the case might be adjudicated upon the evidence in 
those records, but the committee changed that so as simply to 
make the testimony taken competent evidence there; of course, 
it is for the court to give it such weight as it chooses, it 
being left open on both sides—the Unjted States and the parties 
plaintiff—to the production of such other evidence as they may 


sent. 
"I CALL. Other evidence is not excluded. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 
The was to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Perticgrew January 8, 1896, 
authorizing the Committee on Indian Affairs to continue investi- 
meg during the recess of Congress and to visit the several In- 

jan reserv. etc., was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

JENNIE M. HUNT. 


over. 
he resolution will be passed 
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EXAMINER IN CHIEF, PATENT OFFICE, 


Arthur P. Greeley, of Concord, N. H.,to be an examiner in 
chief in the Patent Office. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Lieut. Commander George A. Bicknell, to be a commander, 

Lieut. Nathan E. Niles. to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John A. Dougherty, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Theodore C. Fenton, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

P. A. Engineer Stacy Potts, to be a chief engineer. 

_Asst. Engineer Charles H. Hayes, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer. 

P. A. Engineer Henry T. Cleaver, 

Asst. Engineer Horace W. Jones, 
gineer. 

P. A. Engineer John R. Edwards, to be a chief engineer. 

_Asst. Engimeer Josiah 5. McKean, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer. 

Commodore Thomas QO. Selfridge, to be a rear-admiral. 

Medical Inspector Thomas N. Penrose, to be a medical director. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE 


to be a chief engineer. 
to be a passed assistant en- 


ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 
First Lieut. James Bradford Erwin, Fourth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain. 
_ Second Lieut. Guy Henry Preston, Ninth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant. 
Pay Department. 
Lieut. Col. James Price Canby, deputy paymaster-general, to 
be assistant paymaster-general. 
Maj. Frank Morrell Coxe, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- 
general. 


Infantry arm. 


| Second Lieut. William Alexander Campbell, Ninth Infantry, to 


be first lieutenant. 
POSTMASTER, 


George 8. Wilson, to be postmaster at Malvern, in the county 
| of Mills and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuHurspay, March 5, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
| Henry M. Coupen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


CUBA. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, a message came from the Senate yes- 
| terday that the Senate had disagreed to the House amendment to 


The bill (S. 674) for the relief of Jennie M. Hunt was announced | the concurrent resolutions of the Senate in regard to (Cuba. and 


as the next business in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the consideration of that bill. 
The The bill will go over under 


SOUTHWESTERN PRESBYTERIAN UNIVERSITY. 
The bill (S. 1648) for at of ee —_ a 
Southwestern Presbyterian University), located at Clarksville, 
Tenn., was announced as the next business in order on the 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to have that bill go over. There isa 

thin Senate present, and I do not like the wording of the bill. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
business. 


sideration of executive 
The order of the Senate has 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
been and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] 


moves that the senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 


The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sidecalian ah oumeative tacks After five minutes spent in oo 
sayie doors were and oo 

O'doal — Monday, March , , 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 5, 1896. 
CONSUL. 


ee Te Te, te bocenaal of the United State 


asking the House to agree to a conference. I move that tlie House 
insist on its amendment, and agree to the request of the Senate 
for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinois asks unanimous 
consent that the House insist on its amendment to the Senate con- 
current resolution in reference to Cuba and agree to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CONNEAUT HARBOR, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with amendments of the 
Senate, the joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing the Secretary of 
War to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of Engineers, to 
submit a plan and estimate foi the further improvement of Con- 
neaut Harbor. in the State of Ohio. 

Mr.NORTHWAY. Imovethat the Honse concur in theamend- 
ments of the Senate. They are merely verbal. 

The amendments of the Senate were read and concurred in. 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr.GROSVENOR. [ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
make certain uses of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National 
Park, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to obtain practical benefits of great value 
to the country from the establishment of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
National and its approaches are hereby declared to be a na- 

field for military maneuvers for the Regular Army of the United 
States and the National Guard of the States. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, within the limits 


of appropriations which may from time totime be available for such purpose, 





- ae re bi, et ies hes = 7} ° . as > 6 Preparers 
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to assemble, at his discretion, in camp at such season of the year and for such 
Wer cl tae unliiary Eevous of tho Uotned Wsten sn be any Waaae touk One. 
ceive military instruction there. The Secretary of War is further authorized 
to make and publish regulations governing the assembling of the National 
Guard of the several States upon the maneuvering grounds, and he may detail 
instructors from the Regular Army for such forces during their exercises. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
were read, making the first section of the bill read as follows: 

That in order to obtain practical benefits of great value to the country 
from the establishment of national military parks, said parks and their ap- 
Pho Romulan Atmy ot the United States and the National Gused of the States: 
Provided, That the said parks shall be = for such purposes only in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War and under srch regulations as he may 
preacribe. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? : 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like toask the gentle- 
man from Ohio a question. 

The SPEAKER. Reserving the right to object? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. Mr. Speaker, I ob- 
serve that in this bill the words ‘‘ National Guard” are used. 
Now, I suppose the manifest intention is to cover the militia of 
all the States. I would ask the gentleman from Ohio whether 
that is so? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This bill confers upon the Secretary of 
War authority to give permission to the National Guard to occupy 
this park for the ernceee designated. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is it not the intention to cover 
the militia of all the States? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then the objection I suggest 
is this: That the term ‘“‘ National Guard” does not cover the mili- 
tia of many of the States. In a number of the States the militia 
is not termed the National Guard; in some it is called the State 
guard. There are various designations applied to the State mili- 
tia. I suggest that the word ‘‘ militia” be substituted in the bill 
for the words ‘‘ National Guard.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave no objection to that amendment. 
This bill, however, has been drawn at the Office of the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have the report of the Secre- 
tary of War of last year on the militia of the various States, and 
that report says that in 17 States the militia is not termed the Na- 
tional Guard. I suggest the insertion of the word ‘“‘ militia” as 
being more generic. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
there is no force in his objection. The term ‘“ National Guard” 
is a designation which covers all the troops recognized under the 
laws of the United States. The militia of the country are recog- 
nized as belonging to the National Guard. They area part of the 
military force of the United States and under the orders of the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Can the gentleman show me 
the term ‘ National Guard” in the Constitution? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; and I can not show the battle of 
Bunker Hill in the Constitution. ames) The gentleman 
had better let the bill go through in its present form, and if neces- 
sary a correction can be made in the Senate. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to offer the amendment 
I have indicated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to propose an amend- 
ment, to insert the words ‘‘ militia and” before ‘‘ National Guard” 
wherever that phrase occurs. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; let ‘‘ militia” be put after “‘ National 
Guard,” in line 10. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Before or after will suit me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The word “or,” not ‘‘and,” should be 
used, because we do not want to recognize two classes of troops. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I assent to that sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to the insertion of the 
words ‘‘or militia ” in the tenth line, following the word ‘‘ Guard.” 
I presume the question will be first upon the committee amend- 
ments and then upon this. 

The SPEAKER. Should there not be a change also in the 
eighth line of the first section? 

r. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir; the same amendment should be 
made there after the words ‘‘ National Guard.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the ball. 

The amendments of the committee and the amendments pro- 
posed by Mr. BartLert of New York and Mr. GROSVENOR were 

to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 2003) for the relief og 
rs. A. C. Wagner, in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection, 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to hear the report read in this caso, 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I must object. 

Mr. ADAMS. I trust the gentleman will at least hear the 
report read before he makes objection. 

; r. DOCKERY. I think we had better go on with the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move that the House resolye 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
a for the further consideration of general appropriation 

ills. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
bd House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hersurn in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 4 of the bill has been read and ig 
now open to amendment. 

Mr. MILNES, Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute for section 4 
of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
it is notin order now to entertain a substitute. As I understand 
it, this is a substitute for the entire section. Amendments under 
the rule would be first in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. No vote can be 
had until the text is amended. 

Mr. MILNES. Very well; I will withdraw the matter tempo- 


rarily. 

Mr. SWANSON. I offer an amendment to this section of the 
bill. On page 8 of the bill, in line 2, Imove to strike out ** $4,000” 
and insert ‘‘ $4,500.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 8, line 2, strike out ‘‘ $4,000" and insert $4,500"; so that it wil! read: 
“for the western district of Virginia, $4,500.” 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I hope I can have the atten- 
tion of the committee, and especially the members of the Judiciary 
Committee, for a very few moments while I explain the purpose 
of this amendment. 

The hs ome of the amendment is to fix the salary for the mar- 
shal of the western district of the State of Virginia at $4,5/)), in- 
stead of $4,000, as pro by the bill. 

Now, I hope that this Committee on the Judiciary, as all other 
committees ought to do when they ascertain that they have done 
anybody injustice, will be willing to agree to correct it. | hope 
the committee, therefore, will give attention to the suggesti ns I 
—_— to make in support of the amendment, and I think they 

ill be content to agree with me that the marshal of the western 
district of Virginia is entitled to the increase I ask. as 

I am confident that the committee has failed to look at this dis- 
trict in fixing the salary of the marshal, and I am further cont 
dent that it was an oversight on their part. On yesterday in fi xing 
the salaries of the district attorneys we purposely discriminate: 
in some instances in behalf of the large cities, in view of the fact 
that important cases might arise which would demand a special 
degree of ability and local talent. But this does not apply to mar- 
shals. They execute writs. I wish to say that the marshal of the 
western district of the State of Virginia is equally with others 
entitled to $4,500, and I am willing for the House and Judiciary 
Committee to make the test by any rule that they see proper to 


apply. 

oo. take, in the first instance, the emolument account. I 
simply ask that the marshal for this district of Virginia shall 
have precisely the same salary that is by the committee assigned 
to the marshal of the southern district of Illinois, and I want to 
make a compari mn the two. In the southern district of 
Illinois (and it must be remembered thatthe great city of ‘ hi- 
cago is not situated in that district) there are practically the sam 
conditions existing as exist in the western district of the State of 
Virginia. We have cities equally as in that district, we 
have conditions similar to those existing in the district of southern 
Illinois, and in all respects these two districts afford a fair subject 
for comparison. Now, let us compare the two. Last year the 
total gross emoluments of the marshal for the southern district 
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inoi ,876.51, while for the western district of Vir- 
of a Sr they are $43,359.89. It will be seen that they 
all about double those of the southern district of Illinois. The 
total gross receipts of deputies, clerks, etc., for the southern dis- 
trict of Illinois were $16,018.90, and for the western district of 
Virginia $34,856.61, or more than double as much, and the two 
ene make the gross receipts of southern Ilinois $38,895.41 
and the 


justice, say what is fair between the marshal of the western dis- 
trict of Virginia and the marshal of the southern district of Mli- 
nols. 

Mr. MILES. Could you not prevent that discrimination by of- 
fering an amendment to reduce the salary of the marshal for the 
Illinois district? 

Mr. SWANSON. If they reduce that, they ought certainly to 
give more to the marshal for the western district of Virginia than 
1s given the mavrshal of the southern district of Illinois. If you 
will do that I will not complain. In the southern district of Mi- 
nois the criminal suits terminated last year were 343. That is, 
the marshal for the southern district of Illinois only had to serve 
processes and be responsible for 343 suits last year, while the mar- 
shal for the western district of Virginia had the responsibility and 
the work in 565 suits, or nearly twice as much work and respon- 
sibility. 

Now, the suits pending to be executed by the marshal for the 
southern district of Illinois next year, on the Ist of July, were only 
167. That gauges the work he has to do next year in the new 
suits. There were left of undecided suits for the marshal of the 
western district of Virginia to execute next year 318—twice as 
much work to do next year as must be done by the marshal of the 
southern district of Illinois; yet he is to receive a smaller salary. 
Now, I want to appeal to the fairness and justice of this House. 
Last year the emoluments of the district attorney for the western 
district of Virginia were $8,643.60, and the emoluments for the dis- 
trict attorney of the southern district of Illinois were only $6,857.48; 
so he received last year about 25 per cent less for work than the 
district attorney for the western district of Virginia, and yet 
they come in here and give him $500 more salary; and I ask this 
House to correct that inequality. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, is debate on this amend- 
ment exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- 
tion of this committee to certain matters relative to this bill not 
ry. The returns were carefully examined and they show a | particularly pertinent to thisamendment. I want also to address 
condition in that district which, as much as in any other district, | a few words relative to this amendment. I submit this: If there 
indicates the necessity for the passage of this bill. The western | is a district anywhere in the United States where you can not get 
district of Virginia took out of the United States in the year 1895, | a good man to act as marshal for the sum of $4,000 we had better 
in fees, the sum of $43,500, and it was to prevent this and other | abolish thedistrict. I want tocall your attention to another thing: 
things of this kind that this bill was introduced. That is all I | That the enormous fees named by the gentleman from Virginia as 
desire to say. having been piled up in this district may be the very reason why 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer a substitute | we ought to pass this bill; and if the bill is passed it will serve 
for my amendment, to insert “‘ five thousand ” instead of “ forty- | the purpose of cutting down this very business out of which these 


western district of Virginia $78,216.50. 

Now, look at the net salaries and emoluments of the two dis- 
tricts. Compare them. We find in the southern district of Illi- 
nois the total net salaries, $6,857.48; for the western district of 
Virginia, $8,643.66, or about 33} per cent greater than the south- 
ern district of Dlinois. Yet, taking the net returns from the 
western district of Virginia, they cut this salary down more than 
half, and they only reduce it for the southern district of Illinois 
about 25 per cent. : : ' 

Thus, if taken on the gross receipts, the western district of Vir- 

inia should receive more. If taken on the net emoluments it 
should have more. Let us apply it to the work they did last year. 
Last year there were terminated in the southern district of Illinois 
843 suits. That is, the marshal had to serve process and do work 
in that number of suits in the southern district of Illinois. In the 
western district of Virginia there were 565 suits, so that there 
was nearly double the work for the marshal for the western dis- 
trict of Virginia last year that there was for the marshal in the 
southern district of Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SWANSON. Just one minute longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 
have three minutes. 

Mr. BROWN objected. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will get the floor later on. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the pro- 
posed amendment, and I only desire a minute. The gentleman 
—_ we could not have looked at the returns when we fixed this 

a 








five hundred.” enormous fees are created. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. If the gentleman wishes to reduce the Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 
amount, we will accept his amendment. | Mr. NORTHWAY. Ihave not time. I submit this: If there 


Mr. SWANSON. I say, I offer a substitute proposing $5,000 in- | is any criticism that can be passed upon this section it is that the 
stead of $4,500. If gentlemen wish to accept that, I will agree to | committee has placed too large sums opposite the names of these 
it. I do not come here to ask for anything except fair, honest | various districts. I believe the sense of the House would be to 
treatment between different officials of this Government. Now, | cut down the figures instead of increasing them. I desire to call 


we pay the marshal for the work he does, or we should do so. particular attention to this fact: Here is a bill largely experi- 
. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. mental, passed, if it shall be passed, for the first time in the his- 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. tory of our country, if I understand it, entering upon a new course 


Mr. MILNES. The Chair ruled a few moments ago when I | of procedure, which has been investigated by one of the ablest 
offered a substitute that substitutes at this time were not in | committeesof this House. That committee has devoted unceasing 
order, energy to the consideration of this matter. Now, if we are to 

Mr. SWANSON. The gentleman offered a substitute for the | believe each of these gentlemen who have certain interests that 
whole section, but mine is simply a substitute for my amend- | they are seeking to protect, never did a committee make so many 
ment. blunders as did this committee. Everybody wants to amend the 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Michigan [Mr. MILNEs] | bill. Thisisa committee formed of able men, who have considered 
is mistaken. The Chair did not rule that his substitute was not | this bill with special reference to reform, and I submit it is our 
in order, but that action could not be had upon it until the text of | duty to stand by the committee. We can not take the statement 
the section was completed and until other gentlemen had had op- | of everybody here as against the statements of the committee, and 
portuni endment to perfect the text. I believe this Committee of the Whole ought to vote down these 

Mr. . Does not the same rule apply here? amendments just as fast as they come to them, and let us stand 

The CHAIRMAN. No; this is a substitute for an amendment | by the committee. I believe it is in the interest of reform. If 
to a part of the section. The proposition of the gentleman from | we venture to amend every section, we wipe away the effect of the 

was a substitute for the whole section. work of the committee. I therefore submit that we ought not to 

Mr. ANSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was going on to say | do that, but ought to stand by the committee and let this be 
that I have no desire to increase the salary of any official of this | executed into law. 

ent unless it is justly and fairlyduehim. If the marshal Mr. SWANSON. I withdraw my substitute and put the sum 
for the western district of Virginia is compelled, when he accepts | at $4,500, the same as it is in southern Illinois. 
that office, to do double the work that the marshal for the southern The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the amend- 
district of Illinois has to do, then if he should not receive more | ment. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
compensation he certainly ought to receive as much. Now, take | Virginia. 
the work that he has got to do next year. That isa fair test. | The Clerk read as follows: 
Take the processes that the marshal for the western district of | Insert “five hundred” after the word “ thousand " in line 2, of page 8, so as 
Virginia is compelled to serve next year, and see whether this is | to read, “ $4,500." 
fair and just or not. Whether I am potential in this House in| ‘The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ts or not, I am certainly entitled to appeal to | ayes seemed to have it. {Cries of ‘Oh, no! “ 
for fair, just, and honest treatment, and to prevent | “Mr. UPDEGRAFF and Mr. HENDERSON. 


Division. 
any or discrepancy in fixing these salaries; and | The CHATRMAN. The Chair was wrong. The noes see 
that is all T ack. Take the work which must be done next year haan wrod = 


put that test to it. Let every man, in a spirit of fairnessand| yr SWANSON. Division. 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 71. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, line 3, strike out the words “twenty-five hundred” and insert 
“three thousand,” 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, the effect of the 
amendment I sent to the Clerk’s desk and had read is to increase 
the compensation of the marshal for the district of New Jersey 
from $2,500 to $3,000. It is manifest that the feeling of the mem- 
bers of this House is favorable to the passage of this bill. Yet I 
do not for a moment consider that that feeling is so deep rooted 
that they would hesitate to favor an amendment that would take 
out of the bill an inequality, an error, or a mistake made by the 
committee. 

The district of New Jersey comprises the whole State of New 
Jersey, with a population of a million anda half. It may be truly 
stated that neither area nor population is the proper basis upon 
which to regulate the compensation of these officials, and I do not 
hesitate to say that a comparison of the business of the different 
districts in the United States would be a fairer basis upon which 
to ascertain whether the committee have acted equitably and with 
the fair hand of justice in fixing the compensation of the marshal 
of the district of New Jersey. By the report of the Attorney- 
General for 1895, containing a summary of the business of the dif- 
ferent districts in the United States, it is shown that in the district 
of New Jersey 40 cases were disposed of and $1,895 collected. 
The committee have fixed the salary of the marshal of that dis- 
trict at $2,500. 

Now, the same report of the Attorney-General shows that in the 
district of Nebraska only 24 cases were disposed of and $1,607 col- 
lected, yet the salary of the marshal for that district is put at 
$3,500. In the district of western Michigan only 18 cases were 
disposed of, the total reported collection was only $596, and yet the 
salary of the marshal for that district is put at $3,000. In the dis- 
trict of Maryland only 26 cases were disposed of, there was a re- 

rted collection of $5,380, and the salary of the marshal for that 
Ristrict is fixed at $3,000. In the district of Maine only 14 cases 
were disposed of, there wasareported collection of only $1,200, and 

et the compensation reported in this bill for the marshal of that 
district is $3,000. In the northern district of Florida only 25 cases 
were disposed of, there was a collection of only $1,807, and 
yet the compensation of the marshal is fixed at $3,000. In the 
southern district of Florida only 33 cases were disposed of, there 
was a reported collection of $1,196, and the compensation of the 
marshal is put at $3,000. The distric . of West Virginia shows only 
26 cases disposed of, with a reported collection of $2,048, yet the 
committee have reported the compensation of the marshal of that 
district at $4,000. the eastern district of New York only 24 cases 
were disposed of, the amount collected was $726,and yet the com- 
pensation reported by the committee for the marshal of that dis- 
trict is $3,000. In the district of North Carolina only 24 cases were 
disposed of, the total collection was only $517, and yet the com- 
nmsation of the marshal of that district is put at $4,000. The 
istrict of northern Texas shows only 10 cases disposed of and a 
collection of only $216, yet the compensation of the marshal of that 
district is put at $3,000. The southern district of Ohio shows only 
80 cases disposed of-—— 

Mr. MERCER. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MERCER. I wish to ask him from what part of the House 
he expects to get any support for his amendment, as he is criticis- 
ing every district but his own. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. — of the House where 
equity will reign. [Laughter.] I y want to show members 
that, according to the compensation reported by the committee 
for the of other districts, the compensation which they 
—— the marshal of the district of New Jersey is eminently 

air. 

— the hammer fell.] ‘ 

r. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to the amend- 
ment of my friend from New Jersey. If this bill be examined 
carefully, it will be found that we give to the marshal in that dis- 
trict gold more than we give to the district attorney. We did 
that for the reason that the income of the marshal was $3.400, 
while the income of the district attorney was only $2,200. This 
is one of the few exceptions contained in the bill where we gave 
the marshal more than the district attorney. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Let me ask the 


tleman a question. 
If the district ae 


’s on been $1,000, would 
you. therefore, argue $1,500 would be ample for the mar- 


Mr. HENDERSON. No; but the compensation of the two offi- 
cers in any given district is some guide to us in judging what is 
proper, and we gave the marshal $500 more in this case and in a 


Manca 5, 


few other exceptional cases. The general policy of the bill wa. 
to give the marshal about the same pay as the district attorn, * 
That rule was resisted by some strong men on the committee, w)\, 
believed that the district attorneys were men of a higher grade. ; 
ability, greater training, and that they ought to have a high; 
rate of compensation than the marshals; but while it was «,\. 
mitted that there were many men who could be marshals ani }))); 
few whocould be efficient district attorneys, yet the committee t., 
into consideration the other fact that the marshal is a bonded offic. » 
while the district attorney is not, and they offset that against ;)\. 
other consideration, and generally acted upon the rule of fixi;\. 
the compensation of the marshal and of the district attorney .;; 
the same figure. That was the rule except where some partic (1!,; 
reasons cropped out. In this case of the district of New Jers y 
such particular reasons did appear, so it was made an excp- 
tion. 

Now, I would like to say this to the committee while I am 5) 
my feet. In the battle of yesterday we settled upon the lines for 
the compensation of United States district attorneys, and I beli.-y. 
it would be wise on the part of the Committee of the Whol: io 
pass rapidly over this section and leave it as the committee report- 
ing the bill fixed it, the compensation of the marshals bein... in 
all but four or five cases, the same as that of the district attor- 
neys. Another thought: We have, as a committee, been sone 
what the butt of the witty and of those who were not satisfied 
with our work. We have taken that goodnaturedly; and we in- 
tend to do so. But I would like to impress upon the minds of 
our associates here that we have undertaken a work called for |)y 
this country—called for by ourselves. Nothing has been presse 
upon us more than the necessity for this legislation; and while 
we are doing a work which brings upon us the shafts of those who 
do not find the bill in just the shape that suits them, I trust they 
will remember that we are doing a work for them as their avents, 
and unless they find that in doing this we have made some 
grave oversight or mistake we should have their kind coopera- 
tion. 

They should realize that as a committee we are acting as their 
servants, irying to frame a measure for the benefit of the country 
and to enroll upon the statute books something that will be to 
the credit of every member of the House. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Lovupery- 
SLAGER, it was rejecte2; there ee 25, noes 55. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire for a moment the atten- 
tion of the chairman. of the committee and the chairman of the 
subcommittee, avd also of the gentleman from South Carolina | Mr. 
E..iottT]. This section as it now stands provides no salary for 
the marshal of the eastern district of South Carolina, or the mar- 
shal of the western district; but it does provide a salary for tlhe 
marshal of “the district of South Carolina ”—an office which docs 
not exist. Now, the committee t to agree either to an 
améndment like that proposed by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. McLAuRIN] yesterday, in the case of the d strict 
attorney—— 

Mr. JOHNSON) of California. I rise to a point of order. 
As the committee, i to the statements made here, 
have been so careful, they can not have made such an error as 
the gentleman is now endestabiens to point out; ne must be mis- 
taken. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isuppose that relieves the mind of the gentle- 
man from California, but it does not touch the question. 

Certainly neither the Judiciary Committee nor the House wants 
——- a mens op If this bill — ae lew in its pres - 

it provi ae or an 0} does not exis 
leaves unprovi with compensation an office that dors 
exist. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May I ask the gentleman a (\u~ 
tion? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. me 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. As I understand the matter, wh 
there are two districts in the State of South Carolina the service 
in both is — by the same district attorney and the sam 
marshal. that correct? : 

Mr. BAILEY. That is y true. The law provides that 
the marshal of the eastern of South Carolina shall perform 
the duties of the marshal of the western district. Thus the mor 
shal of the one district has ee a him the performance 0! 
the duties in both districts. t he is not an officer of the **«'s 
trict of South Carolina” and is an officer of the eastern district of 
South Carolina. ti 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then the legal title is marshal 
and district a of the eastern district? 

Mr. BAILEY. t is true. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. a a If that is the ~ Agnes ought to 
be no on to an necessary correction. 

Mr. DEGRAFF. ill the gentleman from Texas allow me 
a word? 
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Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. forms the duties of both. Now, in the bill before us we provide, 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. In all the reports and accounts of the | in section 4, ‘that the United States marshal for each judicial 
Attorney-General for years these two districts have been treated | district of the United States shall be paid an annual salary, as 
asone. The ——_, following these official documents of the | follows: ‘For the northern and middle district of Alabama, each 


Attorney-General, whic have treated South Carolina as a single | $4,000; for the southern district of the State of Alabama, $3,000"; 
district the provision in thisform. _ | and so on until we come down to line 17, on page 7, where it 

Mr. Y. Certainly I do not criticise the work of the com- | reads: ‘‘ For the district of South Carolina, $4,500." As a matter 
mittee, for I am partly responsible for that work. | of fact, there are two districts in that State, and but one district 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The addition of the letter ‘“‘s” will | attorney and one marshal. 
cure the difficulty. j Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. It has always been so since 
Mr. BAILEY. That will perhaps correct it. the formation of the Government, and why should the change be 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Then I offer that amendment. made now without proper examination or consideration? 
Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. One moment. Ihopegen-| Mr. CONNOLLY. Bat this does not change it. It still leaves 
tlemen will not act too hastily-——— é | the district attorney and the marshal for the ‘district of South 
The CHAIRMAN. This debate is out of order, as there is no Carolina,” although the law provides for two districts. 


emendment pending. = | Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. The language has been just 
Mr. BAILEY. e gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurTon] | as it is in this bill, for the ‘district of South Carolina,” for many 
has offered an amendment. years—ever since the formation of the Government. 


Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. If I can have the floora| Mr. CONNOLLY. The distric 
moment, I wish only to state—— attorney for South Carolina, but performed the duties for both 
The CHAIR. . Let the pending amendment be first read. | districts. But we have always recognized the plurality of the dis- 
The amendment offered by Mr. Burton of Missouri was read, | tricts in that State, and the addition of the letter ‘‘s,” as proposed 
as follows: in the pending amendment, simply recognizes the plurality of these 
Inline 1? 7, strike out “district ” and insert “ districts"; soas to read: districts just as they have been recognized since the Constitution 
“Por the districts of South Carolina, $4,500.” was framed. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I ask now, in order to make | Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. But if the matter has been 
the bill s etrical, that we turn to page 3, for the purpose of proceeding all of these years without any friction or difficulty, why 
6 0 Cogeco adh | Should we make a change now that may lead to some unforeseen 
— = OTT of South Carolina. I hope the gentleman will complication hereafter? 
- ae this matter pending, but that we may dispose of it now. Mr. CC YNNOLLY. But, my dear sir, it is not a change. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I understand the gentleman desires to be | Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. Oh, certainly it is. 
heard pending the amendment offered by the gentleman from | Mr. CONNOLLY. Not at all; it simply provides that this shall 


Missouri? conform to all those provisions that have passed heretofore in de- 

Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. Yes. scribing the two districts of South Carolina. 

I think it would be quite unfortunate, Mr. Chairman, to make Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. It has never been placed in 
an amendment of this kind in reference to the existing law on the | the plural before. The gentleman is mistaken. This is the first 
appropriation bill that may affect these districts in South Caro- | time the change has been proposed. 
lina in a manner not now contemplated. | Mr. CONNOLLY. Why, in 1790 the division was made of the 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, has consent been | two districts. 
given to recur to the preceding paragraph: Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. I know that; but the district 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that we had better | of South Carolina embraced the two districts, and that reference 
proceed with the pending amendment first and at the conclusion | was considered sufficient and satisfactorily descriptive. The ap- 
of the consideration of the amendment the gentleman can submit | propriations have always been made that way, and I do not see 
his motion to return to that portion of the bill to which he refers. | any reason for the change. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Very well. Mr. CONNOLLY. But we are fixing the salary for the district 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Of course we will have an opportunity to | attorneys and the district marshals in the two districts, and we 
offer amendments to this section. want to recognize the fact of their existence. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly; it is the pending section. Mr. BAILEY. 1! move asasubstitute for the amendment of the 

Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. r. Chairman, I was pro- | gentleman from Missouri—if the gentleman from South Carolina 
ceeding to say that I think it quite unfortunate to undertake in | has concluded 
this way to correct a matter that has certainly been proceeding TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina has the 
without the slightest difficulty from the earliest history of the | floor. 

Government up to the present time. I do not suppose there has Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. I think it very unfortunate 
ever been an iation made for South Carolina in reference | that the change should be made in this way. I think the judg- 
to judicial ma in that State that has not contained just what | ment of the gentleman from Iowa {Mr. HenpERSON| is better; 


we find in Maa) seageno bill. : as that the matter be passed over now and let the Committee on the 
I applied to aaionen. of the Committee on the Judiciary on 


1 Judiciary look into it and recommend such change as may be neces- 
y, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HenpERrsoN], with ref- | sary, if any change is deemed necessary. There is a bill pending 
erence to this very matter, and he said that in his opinion it had 


n 1 L before the committee, a special bill for this purpose, and I do not 
better be left as it is now until the committee could examine | know whether the change in the phraseology here might not have 


some effect upon the object desired in that bill. 
sary hereafter, corrections could be made as we proceed with the | So, Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will be withdrawn 

. : | and the matter left to the Committee on the Judiciary to make 
The law requires that all the duties of the two districts shall be | such recommendations as they shall deem necessary. 
performed by the district attorney and the marshal of the “‘east-| Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I discover from a careful reading 
ern district of South Carolina.” Here is the statute, if any gen- | of the section that my amendment may possibly iny lve us in some 
— be eA to ae ene — eee. law and ae | difficulties. In the beginning of the section it says— 

e preceden hereto reterence © payment 0 ese 2 United States marshal for each judicial district of the Unite: 
officials in South Carolina, I think it would be very dangerous to | States shall be paid deen ns fell _ canepeinaens 
ae change without a careful eee the facts | Now, it is contended by some gentlemen that if my amendment 

circumstances that are involved. I know that there are gen- | prevails it would give to each of the two districts $4,000. That 
tlemen here who are anxious to have two offices created, two dis- certainly is not intended. 
font cto two en Tone See og ainst | Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. That simply exemplifies the 
pending Sodor acheriat hetens the Committee thes ‘Niclare, force of the objection which I made. 
and aie cotton ne it hereafter on i odeamned Mr. HENDERSON. I hardly think a court would give that 
“ the J epee os many aes construction to it, but to leave no doubt, when the gentleman’s 
udiciary Committee should determine that the | amendment is disposed of I intend to offer the following: 
change should be made—that there should be two district attor- 


t attorney has been the district 








heys and two marshals—the in this bill thereby made ‘ To S00 ote Ge ord “‘te° in line iz, page 7, the words ~ me mare) 

necessary can be made in the of conference or in some or 3 so it will read: “for one marshal for the districts of South Caro- 
Mr CONNOLLY Let $n the sentleman from South Mr. BAILEY. Let me suggest to the chairman of the commit- 

Qual thet inde ere ee ve The - f tee [Mr. HENDERSON] that the easy way to do it is to say “for 

the of this officer in statute in the cAtetrict attor- the eastern district of South Carolina”; and I now move to amend 

ney for eastern district.” who shall also be eeiiehdebattorney by inserting the word “ eastern”; so that it will read: 

for the western district of South Carolina. The one official per-! For the eastern district of South Carolina, 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Is that the district in which the marshal 
lives? 

Mr. BAILEY. Itis. Icall the attention of the committee to 
the fact that section 546 of the Revised Statutes divides the State 
of South Carolina into the eastern and western districts. That is 
as old as 1823; and I will suggest to my friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. ELLioTT] that so far as I have been able to observe in a 
hasty examination of the laws every act relating to the judicial 
districts of that State does distinguish between the eastern and the 
western districts, and the fact that the committee was misled was 
due to the fact that the Department of Justice has heretofore 
been misled. 

Mr. HENDERSON. All their reports were made on the other 
theory. 
oy BAILEY. Certainly. Section 776 of the Revised Statutes 

rovides that a marshal shall be appointed in each district, except 
in the middle district of Alabama, the northern district of Georgia, 
and the western district of South Carolina. After providing for 
Georgia and Alabama, the concluding sentence of that section is— 

The marshal of the eastern district of South Carolina shall perform the 
duties of the western district of said State. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The gentleman’s substitute will 
cover it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think undoubtedly it does. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I accept the gentleman’s amend- 
ment in lieu of mine. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to my friend from South Carolina 
{Mr. EL.ioTT] that the vague fear that something might happen 
which he does not understand ought not to be a sufficient reason 
for asking either the Judiciary Committee or the Committee of 
~ a to agree to a provision that is plainly imperfect under 
the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri is withdrawn? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. eed is withdrawn, and I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BaILEy] that he write out his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to amend by adding the word “‘ eastern” 
before the word ‘ district,” in line 17 of page 7. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 17, page 7, before the word “district” the word “eastern,” 
so that it will read “eastern district of South Carolina.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
of the committee to return to the provision as to district attor- 
neys and make the same correction there. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. If my friend from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to make the same change in section 3, I have no objection. 
We do not want to open that section to go over yesterday’s per- 
formance again. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I recognize that. Iask unanimous consent 
to recur to that for the purpose only of making that change, 

Mr. HENDERSON. t us dispose of this amendment first. 

Mr. WANGER. I object to recurring to the other section. 

Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina. I have no objection to the 
adoption of the amendment. That is the amendment that I pro- 
~ to the chairman of the committee yesterday, and he said 

e would prefer to have it passed upon by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. I have no objection to the insertion of the word ‘‘ eastern.” 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment p 
by the gentleman from Texas, which has been read by the Clerk. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, what was the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent to return to section 3 
for the papas only of conforming it to the change just made by 
the House in section 4. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas Se BAILEY 
asks unanimous consent to return to section 8 for the p 
inserting the word ‘‘eastern” before the word “ district ” in line 
25. on 8. Is there objection? 

Mr. WANGER. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have sent an amendment to the desk which I 
wish to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in line 25, page 5, after the word “ thousand,” by inserting the words 
“five hundred.” 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to be heard for a few minutes on 
this. I hope the committee will give me its attention. I have 
offered an amendment to add $500 to the salary of the Delaware 
marshal. It has been reduced to $2,000. My amendment is based, 
first, upon the fact that the salary has been made comparatively 
too small. I do not contend for anything like a $3,500 salary or 
@ $4,000 or a $4,500 salary. They would not claim any attention 


from me in a contest on this floor; but when the salary has been 
reduced to $2,000, from the fact that was given to me yester|,y 
by the marshal himself, that that marshalship has been yieldj;,, 
$3,000 and even $4,000 sometimes, reduced to $2,000, my argue; 
is not simply that it has been made relatively too small, but a})so- 
lutely toosmall. That is the objection. Absolutely toosmall! | 
poor, little, measly, driveling salary of $2,000 for the Delaware 
marshal! [Laughter.] I suppose that suggestion was made )y 
the committee upon the basis of territorial extent. Why, I haye 
to acknowledge to-day that I live in a small State, but that does 
not make any difference with reference to the value of the peoyle 
who inhabit that State nor the work that has to be done. Our 
State is a great deal like Greece in the time of Pericles and Pales. 
tine in the days of the prophets—she is the home of statesmen, of 
honest men, and devoted heroes. a She ought not to 
be turned out to grass with a poor little $2,000 salary for her mar- 
shal who has been in the time past earning at least 33 500. 

Mr. POWERS. Will thegentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will not take up too much of 
my time. 

r. POWERS. Make your amendment so as to put Vermont 
on the same footing. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes,I would. Iwillinclude Vermont and I wil] 
include Connecticut in my amendment. Those salaries are abso- 
lutely too small. Now, I am not one of the kickers. I am a loyal 
man; there is none in this House more so; none who has more 
legitimate reverence forthe deliberations and conclusions of a 
committee thanI have. This committee, lacknowledge, his made 
a good bill. I recognize the diligent labors which they have be- 


stowed upon it, and yet, sir, Ican not look upon it as a revelation 
from heaven. po) I can not regard it as profoundly 
hilosophic as the Uponishads nor as perfect as the golden rule. 


here have been enough encomiums pronounced upon it to can- 


onize a saint. Ihave no such veneration for it as that. If it is 
one of the greatest creations of the wisdom of man, it was only 
made by man after all. However right they may be, when they 
touch a $4,500 or a $5,000 or a $3,500 salary; when they come down 


to a poor miserable driveling pittance of $2,000 for the Delaware 
marshal, who came here yesterday and told me that he had been 
earning from $3,500 to $4,000, it is manifestly not sufficient. I do 
not object to the relation between the fee system and the salary 
system: but when you cut a salary down to that standard I think 
it is going a littletoofar. Now,I beg of you to put this little $500 
on to that, and put iton to Vermont, and put it on to Connecticut, 
and then there will be more shapeliness in your bill, and more 
wisdom in your conclusions. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa, 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from Vermont. 

‘Mr. POWERS. I second the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Delaware. He has given very cogent reasons why that State 
should have a higher-priced marshal, and I feel very kindly 
toward him for having accepted the amendment to add the State 
of Vermont, so that the salary of the marshal of that State should 
be increased, and I want to add—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will my friend from Vermont allow me 

Mr. POWERS. If Delaware is entitled to this increase on the 

und named by the gentleman, to wit, that she resembles 
te in the days of Pericles, and the Holy Land in the time of 
the prophets, | want to add that Vermont is several times larser 
than Delaware, and several times better entitled to this increase 
on the ground he names than Delaware is. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will you permit me to state—— ; 

Mr. POWERS. In point of fact the salaries in our State ought 
to be increased to $3,500, but Vermont is always modest, and we 
will consent to accept an increase of $500, as the gentleman pro- 
poses. And I desire to see this amendment meet the approval of 
this committee unanimously. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. How much do you pay your governor: 

Mr. BAILEY. That was what I was going to ask. 

Mr. POWERS. The very reason why we pay our governor 4 
small salary is the fact that our people have waited for the time 
to come when they could increase the whole body of the salarics of 
Seat eee teat golden seman je hare and now. [Langht - | 

us y e proper compensation '0F 
his services, and a on no doubt that will be immediately 
followed at home by increasing the salary of our governor. 
[Laughter. . 
Mr. of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman—— | 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment 1s © 


hausted. 
The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman de 
und teen the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 57. 

So the amendment was rejected. 








Mr. HYDE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I send 
desk. 
the amendment was read, as follows: 
Strike out the word ** four,” in line 3, page 8, and insert “five” in lieu 


reof. 
“. HYDE. Mr. Chairman, with regard to this amendment I 


i the committee that the increase which it proposes 
sesin Pe a best possible grounds on which an increase could 
be asked for. In investigating this matter I visited the office of 
the Attorney-General, and in consultation with the experts there, 
includin jor Strong and Mr. Perry, who have had immediate 
charge of this subject and are familiar with the figures and facts 
showing the work done and the earnings and responsibilities of 
the marshal’s office, and found there the original bill, in typewrit- 
ten form, drawn by those experts, and which was submitted by 
the honorable Attorney-General to the House committee as a basis 
for the framing of this bill, designed to make these offices salaried, 
and I there found that the salary fixed for the marshal of the State 
of Washington, based upon the facts of the case, was $5,000. I 
am aware, of course, that afterwards the whole subject was sub- 
mitted to the scrutiny of the Committee on the Judiciary, and I 
can not say, and do not pretend to know, what considerations 
moved them in reducing the amount to $4,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I am familiar with the duties of the office of 
marshal of the State of Washington. In addition to what was 
said by my colleague [Mr. Doo.itTLE] yesterday regarding the 
office of United States attorney, I have to say that the business of 
the marshal and of the United States attorney of that district is 
large. There are thousands of miles of shore and coast line under 
the revenue laws, and hundreds of miles of boundary line between 
the State of Washington and British Columbia to be guarded under 
the revenue and the Chinese exclusion laws. I have known in- 
stances where $5,000 or $6,000 was received by the Government in 
one lump from the sale of opium which had been captured from 
smugglers, recovery of which depends upon the vigilance and the 
industry of the marshal and his assistants. 

Washington is a large State. The United States courts are held 
in four places. Seattle and Spokane, where courts are held, are 
500 miles apart. From Tacoma to Wallawalla is 400 miles. The 
marshal must maintain offices in all of these places, and be respon- 
sible for the business in each of them. Washington, although a 

oung State, does a great business. The maritime business is 
toon A greater tonnage passes through the custom-house at 
Port Townsend than any other custom-house in the United States 
save New York. There are 11 Indian reservations in the State of 
Washington, some of them a hundred miles across. The gentle- 
men who hold the offices of United States marshal and United 
States attorney, although I differ with them politically, Iam bound 
to say, are learned, capable, and zealous officials. 

Great executive ability has been shown in times past by these 
officers. During the term of the present marshal we have had the 
Coxey raid and the great strikes on the Northern Pacific and 
Great Northern railways. But a reason stronger, it appears to 
me, than any other, is that the marshal is required to serve all 
civil processes for private persons. He may be called upon to-day 
to libel a ship ond to-morrow to serve an attachment 100 miles 
away, next to make an arrest in a remote part of the State, and 
in every case acts at his peril. He and his sureties on his official 
bond are liable at all times, yet the fees and emoluments of this 
work - to be turned over to the Government; but the Govern- 
ment will not share in the risk and responsibility upon his bond. 
I find in a table of the report made by the Attorney-General that 
the marshal of the State has received $4,390.07 fees from individ- 
uals for work done in that office. Under this bill that will be 
paid over to the Government. Indeed, the net emoluments of the 
marshal of the State of Washington for the fiscal year 1895 were 
$11,064.57. Out of this he was paid $6,000. For all that business 
the marshal and his sureties are responsible upon his official 
bond, and I remember a case recently decided in the court of ap- 

at San Francisco, where he was mulcted in damages, under 

t responsibility, for nearly $10,000. Under my amendment, 
Mr. Chairman, the salary of the office will be reduced $1,000. I 
= that is fair and I hope it will be adopted. 


, LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, when the case was up for 
Som of-— ‘ 
e CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to oppose the pend- 
snail ‘? ge PPpo pe 
. DOOLITTLE. No, sir; I am in favor of it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not recognized for that 


7 Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume 
time in g this matter. This marshal gets $4,000, the 
same as the district attorney of the district; he is provided with 

for obtaining abundance of assistants and deputies; his 
expenses and subsistence are provided for; and I hope there will 
be no change made in the bill as it stands, 
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The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SPARKMAN, 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 4 by striking out “ tree thousand,” after the word “ each,” 
in line 2, page 6, and insert “ thirty-five hundred.” 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment be- 
cause, in my judgment, the amounts which the pending bill fixes as 
the salaries of the marshals of the northern and the southern dis- 
tricts of Florida will not compensate those gentlemen for the 
services which they are called upon to perform. The southern 
district of Florida, for instance, embraces 29 out of the 45 counties 
in the State, and extends from the southern line of the State of 
Georgia to the city of Key West, a distance of nearly 500 miles. 
There are in that district three places where circuit and district 
courts of the United States are held twice each year, Jacksonville, 
Tampa, and Key West. Those terms of court extend over a period 
of nearly eight months, usually from some time in October until 
the following June. Of course it is necessary for the marshal to 
be present during this entire time, because the United States 
statutes provide that he shall attend the sittings of the court to 
serve its mandates and execute its process. He has scarcely a 
moment at his own command during the session of the court, and 
even during its vacation, four months of the year 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 


r, he is kept busy 
the entire time. The same thing may be said to a certain extent 
of the marshal of the northern district of Florida. It is true that 
he has not the same extent of territory to look after; but the 
records of the courts in his district show that his duties are ec rally 


burdensome. Neither of these officers has any time to engage in 
outside business, or to earn a dollar except their salaries. They 
are therefore compelled to rely upon the emoluments of their offices 
for the support of themselves and their families. 

Now, sir, these officers earn more than $3,000 a year. A report 
of the Attorney-General, which I have before me, shows that the 
earnings of the marshal for the northern district of Florida for 
the year ended June 30, 1895, were $4,775, and of the marshal for 
the southern district, for six months of that year, $2,700, making 
more than $5,000 for the year. I submit, then, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the committee, that $3,000 is too small a salary in 
view of the amounts these officers are now receiving under the 
present system, the labors they are called upon to perform, and 
the responsibilities they assume. 

I am not opposed to this billas a whole. 1, on the contrary, sym- 
pathize with the motives which prompted its introduction into this 
House. No one could listen to the statement made on this floor 
by the gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the Judiciary Commit 
tee, and of the gentleman who has charge of the bill here without 
coming to the conclusion that a change in the law should be made: 
and while there may be some doubt as to whether it will, in its 
present shape, make any great saving, yet it will tend in that 1i- 
rection and will tend to remedy the abuses which have arisen un- 
der theexistinglaw. This measure is astep in the right direction, 


and if the necessary amendments are made, so that as little in- 


justice may be done as possible, [ should not hesitate to vote for 
the bill. lam under the impression that this committee has done 
the best it could under the circumstances. I know that it is not 
possible to perfect a measure embracing the features that this bill 
embraces in a day or a week or a month, because it is intricate in 
detail and far-reaching inits effects. ButIthink, when itis shown 
to the committee and the members of the House that injustice is 


being done or might be done by the bill as it stands, that marshals 
or other officers whose salaries are fixed in the bill will not re 
under it sufficient compensation for their services, ther 
be achange. I think the committee should be brave 
consent to the necessary changes. 

Whenever this question of salary has come up in my own State 
I have always been in favor of properly compensating officers for 
what they are called upon to perform; because I know that the 
Government, whether State or national, can thus 


lve 
should 


enough to 


obtain the very 


best: material to fill the respective offices. If salaries are cut too 
low, you can not obtain the best material, as the experience of the 
past has in many instances demonstrated. Hence, as 1 have said, 
I have always been in favor of paying a fair compensation for the 
services which public officers are called upon to render. 

I therefore hope that the amendment which I have just offered 


may be adopted. 
ere the hammer =! 
fr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, of course it is ungracious 

to oppose these requests for advances in salaries in the several 
districts. I will only say with respect to Florida that under this 
bill she receives above the average in the amount of compensa- 
tion accorded to the officers there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPARKMAN]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend section 4 by 
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raising the schedule of all salaries provided in that section 25 per 
cent. 

The amendment of Mr. POWERS was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Isuggest that there is a substitute now pend- 
ing for the section. 
Mr. POWERS. 

pending. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The substitute was read for information. 
There is no substitute formally pending. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is an amendment—not a substitute. It 
merely takes the section as it stands and raises the salaries. 

Mr. POWERS. Then it is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is not in 
order at this time. 

Mr. POWERS. I understand it is conceded that the amend- 
ment is in order—that the other proposition was simply read for 
information. The chairman of the committee [Mr. HENDERSON] 
80 states. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
ments first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is not in 
order in its present form. 

Mr.POWERS. Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry. Ifthe amend- 
ment is not in proper form, I beg to inquire of the Chair what 
would be proper form? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair scarcely thinks that is a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. POWERS. If the Chair excludes the amendment in the 
form in which it has been offered, I think the Committee of the 
Whole is entitled to some reason, so that the proposition may be 
modified. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the attention of the gentleman from 
Vermont is called tothe amendment, the Chair thinks he will cer- 
tainly see that itis not in proper form. Itreads: 

Amend section 4, raising the schedule of all salaries provided in section 4, 
25 per cent. 

Mr. POWERS. The substance may be bad; but I wish to in- 
quire what is the trouble with the form. 

The CHAIRMAN. How would the gentleman apply that? 

Mr. POWERS. I would apply it just as it reads. 


I was not aware that there was any substitute 


But let us dispose of the other amend- 
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The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to o({i 
at this point, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 4, by striking out, in line 21, page 5, the word “ four 
inserting “five,” so that it will read ‘‘ for the northern district of Calif 
$5,000." 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is inte: 
to raise the salary of the United States marshal for the nort 


| district of California from $4,000 per annum, as fixed by the cor 


tee, to $5,000. The committee has reduced the salary of th: 
shal for that district $2,000 per annum. It seems to me that 
is an unreasonable reduction. 

The office is one of the most important in the Union, an 
always made good the maximum salary of $6,000 per a 
allowed by existing law. It seems to have fallen a little 
that sum during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, pro} 
owing to the circumstances that have been so frequently ret 
to in this discussion. 

The marshalship of the northern district of California ra 
every respect with those for which the committee has al 
$5,000. 

The work of the marshal in that district is constant and ard 
He has charge of the United States circuit court, of which 
are now two judges, the United States district court, a1 
United States circuit court of appeals. He is under heavy | 
and has large responsibilities always resting upon him. [n 
tion to his ordinary duties, the great bulk of the work un 
Chinese exclusion act falls to his office. It requires a ima 
high order of executive ability to fill the position satisfa 

His maximum salary as now fixed by existing law is §6,(( 
annum, and when compared with the salaries paid to our « 
sponding State and local officers, even that salary appears | 
lowratherthanhigh. Forexample, wepay to the sheriff of th 
and county of San Francisco a salary of $8,000 per annu 
we pay the salaries of all of his deputies and clerks. The : 
per annum is the net salary allowed him, out of which lh: 
required to pay any of theexpenses of his office. 

This bill reduces the salary of the marshal, who performs 
duties and bears equal responsibilities, to $4,000 per annum 


ine! pt Nea 


The CHAIRMAN. Where would the gentleman put it? 
Mr. POWERS. I would apply it to every one of the salaries 
named in section 4. 


half the amount that we pay our sheriff. 
It seems to me that a cut of $1,000 in his salary—that is 
from $6,000 to $5,000—is all that can be reasonably asked a 


it 


time. 


ee nee 


ice 


Perce 


The CHAIRMAN. Then it would certainly be out of order, 
because there would be too many amendments pending at one time. 

Mr. POWERS. Itisa single amendment, going to the whole 
section. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is out of order. 


CUBAN AFFAIRS. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker announced as 
conferees on the resolutions relating to Cuban affairs, Mr. Hirt, 
Mr. Apams, and Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. HeErPBuRN in the 
chair, 

Mr. TYLER. 

int. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment at this 


Strike out in line 1, page 8, “ three thousand five hundred” and insert ‘‘ four 
thousand "; so that it will read: “for the eastern district of Virginia, $4,000." 

Mr. TYLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to detain the 
committee with lengthy remarks in support of the amendment I 
have offered. I simply base it on whatI claim to be just com- 
pensation to a faithful officer for work done for the Government. 

If you take into consideration the large area comprised in the 
eastern district of the State of Virginia, I think you will reach 
the conclusion that the marshal, if he has anything to do at all, 
has very much territory to cover. Under the fee system the com- 
pensation of the marshal there amounted to $4,500. At one fell 
swoop it is proposed by the committee to cut him down to $3,500, 
a cut of $1,000. I do not know how I can use stronger language 
in regard to the propriety of increasing the compensation fixed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary for the marshal in this dis- 
trict than has already been used in reference to other districts in 
other States. 

I think it would be only just under the system proposed by the 
bill of the committee, which system I heartily indorse, that the 
salary of this official should be estimated by the labor done, and 
when that estimate is made on the basis of the amount of work 
done in his office I am satisfied that the increase proposed will be 
granted. 

I hope the committee will look favorably upon the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia. 


Indeed, the suggestion of the committee was that i) 
purpose of this amendment to the appropriation bill was to. 
from the odious, obnoxious fee system to a salary systein. 
in accord with the change so proposed. I agree that 
should be substituted for fees as speedily as possible in all bru 
of the public service. But the committee, in addition to t! 
excellent reform, have proceeded, on a sweeping horizon 
to reduce the salaries of district attorneys and marshals on 
and I do not approve of that feature of their bill. It is s1 
a few exceptions have been made to this general rule of 1 
and the fact that those exceptions have not been satis! 
explained makes this bill less satisfactory than it would « 
wise be. Equality is the essence of justice, and the rule of e«: 
fairly applied would raise the salary of the marshal of the 1 
ern district of California to $5,000 per annum. 

All that I said on yesterday in favor of increasing the sal: 
the district attorney applies equally to the salary of the ma 
It has been sugges that the marshal’s salary should n 
higher than the district attorney’s. 
case should govern the other at all. I think both salaries s! 
be increased. But regardless of the district attorney's sa! 
$4,000 is inadequate for the marshal. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. A single word in response to the g«1 
man from California. 

The northern district of California received in net emoli 
$4,852. The net emoluments for the year ended June 3v 
reached that sum. The bill cuts that district to $4,000, and 
members of the committee will see at a glance that it is a sin 
cut than is ordinarily made with reference to the other distr 
and much less than that made in the southern district. _ 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I am speaking only of the northern dist: 
not of the southern. But are you not reading from the re‘ 
of the district attorney’s office? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. No; the net emoluments for the fiscal! 
named amounted to $4,852. Now, California is under the dou 
fee system. That is, this marshal, in order to earn this $/.>-, 
had to charge double the fees that are charged ordinarily by mar- 
shals, so that there is no earthly reason for changing it exce})! ‘0 
reduce the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the geut~ 
man from California [Mr. Macurre], to amend line 4, page 9, bY 
striking out the word “four” and inserting the word ‘five.’ 

The amendment was rejected. 


I do not think that t! 
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Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 


I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as ee soi : 

ine page 7, by striking out the word “three” where it occurs 

Amend line 1 setting in en thereof the word “four.” 
" Als trike out the words “ five” and “hundred” where they occur in said 
line 19; 80 as to read: “For the district of South Dakota, $4,000." 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment 
is to raise the salary proposed in the bill in the district of South 
Dakota from $3,500 to $4,000. It was my intention yesterday 
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when the amendment was offered by my colleague [ Mr, PICKLER] | 


raising the salary of the district attorney to ask the indulgence 
of the House for a few moments. On account, however, of what 
appeared to me at that time a somewhat arbitrary disposition in 
the committee to unfavorably consider any amendment, it seemed 
idle to obtrude my judgment and | refrained from speaking. I 
feel there are inequalities in regard to the salaries named in the 
bill, and especially as it relates to my own district, and believe, as 
well as others, it should be corrected. Mr. Chairman, I most 
heartily indorse the proposed legislation, and believe if enacted 
into law it will result in a great saving to the Government and 
will promote the due and orderly administration of justice. 1 
commend the wisdom and good judgment of the committee for 
— this bill for the consideration of the Committee of the 

Thole. 

Mr. Chairman, I do feel that something aside from population, 
something aside from geographical extent, should be considered 
in this matter when fixing the salaries of these officers. It 

aphical extent alone were considered the State of South 

akota, which I have the honor in part to represent, embraces an 
area greater than the whole of the States of New England, New 
Jersey, and Delaware combined. 

Being large in area, and as yet not fully developed, many locali- 
ties are inaccessible, and it requires the constant attention of an 
able and competent officer. In the many violent, just, and bitter 
denunciations and criticisms indulged in before the committee in 
regard to the conduct of many of these officers, I have heard no 
criticism against either the United States marshal or the district 
attorney for South Dakota. These officers have faithfully dis- 
charged their duties. Their returns are not padded, but repre- 


geo 





sent actual service to the Government, and their honesty should | 


not work to their prejudice as a basis in fixing their salary. | 
am free to acknowledge the wisdom of the committee, but I 
hardly think their report should be considered as absolutely in- 
fallible, at least so much so that every amendment proposed of 
necessity should be voted down. It occurs to me the Representa- 
tives from the different districts have as intimate an acquaintance 
as to the character of the duties to be performed and as accurate a 
knowledge as to what is a just compensation to these officers as 
the members of the committee who have reported this entire 
schedule, at least as far as they relate to their particular districts. 

I do not believe in too high compensation to officers, but I be- 
lieve in that character of compensation that will give us the best 
service and in the end result in economy to the Government. 

I would even go further in the reform, for which I believe there 


is the greatest need, than the measure proposed by the commit- | 


tee. I would have included clerks of the United States courts as 
well asthe marshals and district attorneys. 1 would also have re- 
quired, in cases where complaint is made before a commissioner 
maliciously and without probable cause, that the cost of prose- 
cution in case of the discharge of the defendant be charged up 
against the complaining witness. 

The duties of these officers in the district of South Dakota are 
very laborious. Their whole time is occupied. The area over 
which they have to travel in properly discharging their duties is 
very extensive. Diverse and varied conditions exist in our State. 
We have large and extensive Indian reservations, and the means 


of communication and travel in those particular localities are both | 


unpleasant and sometimes have been dangerous. Mauch time is 
consumed, and in traveling from the place where the court is held 
in the southern division to the western it requires a journey of 
nearly 700 miles. Asa rule the offenses for which prosecutions 
are brought are for the graver crimes, and not the trivial and less 
serious Offenses. Mr. Chairman, I believe the committee ought to 
recognize the justice of the claim made in behalf of these officers 
in this district and grant the increase which we ask. 

As I stated at the outset, it was my intention yesterday to in- 
dulge in a few remarks when the amendment was offered relative 
to the salary of the office of district attorney in this district, but 
I then felt delicate about obtruding my judgment,as I recognized 


the adverse position then taken by the committee. But observing | 


———- careful consideration and friendly disposition displayed 
to submit it tothe judgment of the committee. I wish simply to 
agai say that among the many charges made as to excessive 
and corrupt charges by United States marshals none have been 
made against the marshal of the district of South Dakota, who is 





, I feel constrained at thistime to offer the amendment, and | 


this measure to strike this compensation down and reduce it 
nearly $2,500, which I think, considering the c mpensation pro 
posed in other districts, is ine juitable, unfair, and unjust. Did! 
not believe it was right I should not make the sug ms and 
urge them in good faith to the committe This State is vet in its 
infancy, and has devel ped with remarkable rapidit 1 un- 
der the salary proposed by the amendment its on 
place the requit ments of the position beyond w I ‘ ned 
aS a just compensation for the responsibilities of i 
respectfully ask the favorable consideration of th« in 
behalf of the amendment. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. ILask fora 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendmer vl 
by the gentleman from South Dakota [M1 \ 
been read by the ¢ k 

The amendment of Mr. G EW ! ted 

Mr. POWERS. I offer the amendment wl I nd to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows 

Amend section 4, in 1 u 
sand” after the word ** Verm ‘ds 
“twenty-five hundred 30 that it nt, 

| twenty-five hundred « irs.’ 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman. every 1 t d 
his voice in respect t » this bill has been f s of 
this committee. I will not take the time to repea en 
so well said upon that subject. I feeli but with 
that feeling 1 have also the beliet at ne 
what every reform body are very apt t rt out 
upon a reformation. 

They swing the pendulum a little too far the Vay The 
principle of the bill is all righ » » of 
fees for United States officials, but in thei lto1 ‘al 
change which the bill proposes, they go a ether ) nd 

| put these salaries toolow. Now, tl every gel nost 
on this floor feels that in his respective district th eo has 
made a seriots mistake, that they have fixed the \ » low 
a figure. I can tell you, Mr. Chairman, how this: in be 
remedied, and that is for every member that feels th vay to 
vote for my amendment and then let them a tash iT amend 
| nent in their cases, and we will all vote for them ly . 
while the Committee on the Judiciary h i ne” 
to carry this bill through, let a 
combine” to correct the evils which y i l i Now, 
| then, gentlemen, all vote with us to put ul i, and 
you will every one get your salaries ra l as Lv m, 
| Laughter, and cries of ‘* Vote!” ** Vote! 

The question was taken on the amend it; and ( man 
announced that the noes seemed to have it 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire a divis 

The committee divided; and there were—ay 

Mr. POWERS. I am radically op) d to tl of 
legislation without a quorum of thé l 
precedent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlema le qu of no 
quorum? 

Mr. POWERS. Iraise the point that tl i ju mm J 
would like to see the Chairmat int. Pending the ) In 
deference to the wishes of my friends here, [ withdraw the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is wit n; the 
noes have it, and the amendment is rejected 

Mr. STRODEof Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I offer ana nt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 25, page 6, after the word \ 
five hundred "’ and insert the words “four t i t , 
read ** $4,000."" 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I 4 ot care to 
say anything upon this amendment. I know, of cours ut it 
ought to receive the support of the g l in m rn 

| district of Missouri |[Mr. Dockery], w! be 

these amendments. The marshal in his 
by this bill, and yet the net earnings of his office \ vat 
$4,000 a year, while the net earnings of the mat ct 
of Nebraska were more than $7,000 last year. provides 
for a salary of $4,000 for the wester t | ind for 
the marshal of Nebraska only $3,/0. quita 
ble and unjust. A comparison of the r the mar- 
shal of Nebraska with the sur iat it is 

| inequitable and unjust. The two dist in low 1 the east; 
the district of South Dakota. on ! nd the di f Col 

| orado, on the west of us, earn much less. The committ has 
fixed the salary at $4,000 in each of these, except South Dakota, 
and for the district of Kansas, on the south of us, $4,000. So that 
1 insist that this salary ought to be increased to $4,000, to mal 
equitable and just in comparison with district i] 


® most competent and able officer. Tho net emoluments of the ' in reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from Nebra 
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It is proposed by 


office for the past year amounted to $5,974.50. 





Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I feel called upon t 
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I have never suggested to any member of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, either directly or indirectly, what the salary of this 
marshal or any other marshal should be, or what the salary of the 
district attorney of the western district of Missouri should be, or 
any other attorney, or anything directly or indirectly in connec- 
tion with the preparation of this bill. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. 
Srrove of Nebraska, and it was rejected. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Will the Clerk please proceed with the 
reading? 

Mr. CORLISS. Before that is done, I have an amendment I 
desire to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 17, page 6, after the word “ Michigan,” the word “three” 
and insert the word “four.” 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I am very proud of the fact 
that I represent the district in which the committee recognizes 
the inequality of the allowance in this bill. It is shown by the 
report of the Judicial Department that the marshal’s fees for the 
five years immediately preceding the present amounted to $5,627 
each year. The salary of the district attorney has been fixed at 
$4,000, and there is no place in this bill in which the marshal does 
not get an amount equal to that of the attorney, and in some cases 
the allowance to the marshal exceeds that to the attorney. I have 
the assurance, I believe, of the committee that that should be 
corrected. I therefore ask that this amendment be adopted. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman,I just want to say a word. 
In the case of the Detroit district of Michigan the salary of the 
district attorney of Michigan was advanced a thousand dollars. 
That was done upon the advice of the Department of Justice, and 
the committee consented to it. The motion is now to make the 
bill symmetrical, and give the marshal an additional thousand; 
and that also I understand to be in accordance with the wishes 
of the Department of Justice. These wishes the Committee on 
the Judiciary have some knowledge of, but they do not entirely 
concur in them; but on the whole the committee thinks the De- 
partment of Justice was correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out, in line 6, on page7, the word ‘“‘ three” and insert the word “four.” 


Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment relates to the 
eastern district of New York. The eastern district of New York 
comprises the whole of Long Islandand Staten Island, and within 
its jurisdiction are the cities of Brooklyn and Long Island City. 
The population of the district is dense and amounts to one million 
anda half. In the city of Brooklyn are located 75 per cent of all 
the storehouses, both free and bonded, of the port of New York. 
Now, sir, it has been my pleasure, if I may call it such, to listen 
to the answers made by the different members of the Committee 
on the Judiciary to the various amendments that have been pro- 
posed by gentlemen upon this floor to sections of this bill, and I 
can only say that they remind me very much of a Wagnerian 
opera. Each member of the committee has been assigned to play 
a particular instrument, and while it seems that each instrument 
is out of accord with the other, yet, like the different parts of a 
Wagnerian opera, taken together they make up one harmonious 
whole, [Laughter.] 

When some gentleman has risen and asked that the pay of the 
district attorney in his district be increased upon the ground of 
the importance of the business of that office, the answer has come 
from a member of the Committee on the Judiciary that the dis- 
trict in question is not an important one, and upon that ground 
the amendment has been voted down. In the case of another dis- 
trict another member of the committee has risen and said that the 
fees of the office in question were large because of the pernicious 
activity of the marshal and the district attorney, who had built 
up a system whereby these fees had gone beyond legitimate lim- 
its, and that it was for the purpose of cutting down the excess 
and curbing this pernicious activity that the compensation in the 
bill had been determined upon. In one district they have claimed 
that there is much territory to cover but little business, and in 
another they have claimed much business but a compact and small 
territory to cover, and yet they give the same salary to each. 

Again, coming to the district which I have the honor in part to 
represent, we went on to show that the district was an important 
one and that the compensation — in the bill should be in- 
creased, and the members of the committee when approached 
individually agreed that it ought to beso changed, but that, it ap- 

rs, was ‘‘not forpublication.” [Laughter.] When we reached 

he question upon this floor, a member of the committee, assigned 
to play his particular instrument in the orchestra, arose and said 
that the earnings of this office were not large enough to justify 
the increase, andaccordingly the proposition tochangetheamount 
in the bill was voted down, Then came the gentleman from Mon- 


2 


an important city like Brookl 
of the eastern district of New York, is entitl 
in this respect than it has received 





i ed , who wanted the compensation in his district 
rai on account of t 

said, ‘‘ Yes; your district is larger than the eastern district of New 
York, but we must cut you down as well.” 


he earnings of the office, and the committee 


Now, to be honest in this matter, Mr. Chairman, we take it that 
, which a only a portion 
| to better treatment 
thus far in the pending bil], 
To show you how incorrectly the bill has been drawn with respect 
to amounts, I call attention to the fact that the committee has 
fixed the pay of the marshal in the northern district of New York 
at $5,000, and, apparently regarding the services of the attorney 
as of comparatively no value, they have fixed the marshal’s saj- 
ary at $1,000 more than that of the district attorney. The mem- 
bers of the committee have i some of these inequalities 
and have admitted that they ought to be changed, but, with the 
peculiar idea which committees sometimes a, that that 
which is done in the committee room ought not to be changed on 
the floor, they are not willing to admit their faults in public. 
engi pe The general tenor of this bill meets with the appro- 
tion of every member on this floor, but as I fear that some gen- 
tleman has already copyrighted that phrase, I think I shall omit 
it. [Laughter.] 

However, the bill is a good bill, though some faults have crept 
into it with re t to the schedule of salaries fixed. In the east- 
ern district of New York we have some of the best lawyers in 
this country, and I want to say to the committee now that it is 
false economy to fix the salary of the district attorney of that dis- 
trict at $3,000, because he may be called upon at any time to meet 
gentlemen who stand among the foremost lawyers in the land— 
men like Joseph H. Choate, James C. Carter, and others. It is, I 
say, false economy to fix the salary at this low rate, because when 
important issues arise the Government will be compelled to eim- 
ploy extra attorneys at enormous expense, when, by fixing a 
proper compensation for the district attorney in the first instance, 
the Government could secure the services of a man who would 
be competent to look out for its interests. Let me quote a few 
figures from the report of the Attorney-General. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
unanimous consent, the time of Mr, FiscHER was extended 
for five minutes. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Chairman, a gentleman behind me | Mr. 
Brown] who is solicitous about the affairs in the committee 
esi wants to know whether I am directing my remarks to 

e a of the marshal of the eastern district of New 
York. I have said something with regard to the district attor- 
ney’s compensation, to show how unfair it is in that district and 
to give me an opportunity to present the facts with regard to the 
marshal. The marshal of the northern district of New York and 
the marshal of the southern district of New York are each given 
$5,000 a year. That is as it should be; but the marshal for the 
eastern district, a district with more than a million inhabitants, is 
put at $3,000 a year. 

Now, the earnings are $8,200 in the northern district, $5,800 in 
the eastern district, and $5,200 in the southern district of New 
York. So thatthe marshal for the eastern district of New York, 
who earns $600 more per annum than the marshal for the south- 
ern district, is to receive $2,000 less salary. Now, Iask whether 
this is fair, just, and — That is an important jurisdiction. 
Our city is upon the harbor of New York. True,it may be but a 
small place in the imagination of the members from the city, and 
the cost of living trifling, but we think this needs some attention. 
Mr. BROWN. I wanttocorrect the gentleman in regard to the 
fees of the district attorney of the southern district. According 
to the report of the Attorney-General the district attorney for the 
southern district receives $10,000-—— 

Mr. FISCHER. Iam talking about the marshal. 

Mr. BROWN. Well, I will confine myself to the marshal. 
Now, for the southern district of New York the emoluments of 
that officer, as reported in the Attorney-General’s report, are given 
for —_ six mon 

Mr. FISCHER. Well, I will say to the gentleman I am not re- 

msible for the printing of this paper. It has been used here by 

e committee as a basis in fixing these salaries; if the committee 
now disowns it, I am perfectly willing. ; 

Mr. BROWN. But the report itself shows that the return is 
for oy six months. 

Mr. FISCHER. Iam peeking of the net results. 

Mr. BROWN. SoamI, 

Mr. FISCHER. I ask the gentleman to look at the end of the 
column. It is possible I may not be able to read these figures 
correctl;’; but Iam referring to this statement for what it is worth. 

Now, I appeal to gentlemen on this question in the interest of 

vernment, committee has this statement as the 


ce or its figures, and I am ing to t it. If the com- 
mittee now disowns it, I am also willing to do that. : 
As I was saying, the eastern district of New York is an impor- 












‘urisdiction, and I appeal to members of the committee in the 
or. a administration of good government. I ask the 
Committee on the Judiciary to remember that sometimes equity 
ma with law; let them wipe out the impression sought to be 

ean he the lines in Trial by Jurythat*‘if you can not get jus- 
fice ou may get plenty of law.” In this particular instance they 
should not ignore considerations of equity and rely on the law 
alone. My amendment asks simply that this salary be fixed at 
$4 000, which will still be $1,000 less than that paid to similar offi- 
cers in two other districts in the State of New York. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FiscHeEr, 
it was rejected, there being—ayes 25, noes 50. 

Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Chairman, I now ask that the substitute 
which I offered yesterday afternoon for the section be read. 

The CHAIR . Are there any furthér amendments to be 
offered to this section? If not—— : 

Mr. MILNES. I have a substitute pending for the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a prior substitute, which the Clerk 

ijl now report. . 7 : 
ieee. M . I believe mine was the first substitute offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thissubstitute of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. OGDEN] was offered yesterday. 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute of Mr. OGDEN, as follows: 

ted States marshal for each of the following judicial districts 

of nT tates shall be paid an annual salary of $4,000, to wit: | 

The northern district of the State of Alabama, the middle district of the 
State of Ala the Territory of Arizona, the eastern district of Arkansas, 
the western dis of Arkansas, the northern district of California, the dis- 
trict of Colorado, the District of Columbia, the northern district of Georgia, 
the northern district of Illinois, the southern district of Illinois, the district 
of Ind the northern district of Iowa, the southern district of Iowa, the 
tetrict of Kansas, the district of Kentucky, the district of Massachusetts, the 
district of Minnesota, the eastern district of Missouri, the western district of 
Missouri, the district of Montana, the district of Nebraska, the district of 
New Mexico, the northern district of New York, the southern district of New 
York, the eastern district of North Carolina, the western district of North 
Carolina, the district of North Dakota, the northern district of Ohio, the 
southern district of Ohio, the district of Oklahoma, the district of Oregon, 


the eastern district of Pennsylvania, the western district of Pennsylvania, 


the district of South Carolina, the district of South Dakota, the eastern dis- 
trict of Tennessee, the middle district of Tennessee, the western district of 
Tennessee, the eastern district of Texas, the western district of Texas, the 
eastern district of Virginia, the western district of Virginia, the district of 
Washington, the district of West Virginia, and the eastern district of Wis- 


“That the United States marshal for each of the following judicial districts 
of the United States shall be nn an annual salary of $3,000, to wit: The 
southern district of the State of Alabama, the southern district of California, 
the district of Connecticut, the district of Delaware, the northern district of 
Florida, the southern district of Florida, the southern district of Georgia, 
the district of Idaho, the eastern district of Louisiana, the western district 
of Louisiana, the district of Maine, the district of Maryland, the eastern dis- 
trict of Michigan, the western district of Michigan, the northern district of 
Mississippi, the southern district of aan, the district of Nevada, the 
district of New Hampshire, the district of New Jersey, the eastern district 
of New York, the district of Rhode Island, the northern district of Texas, 
the district of Utah, the district of Vermont, the western district of Wiscon- 
ein, and the district of Wyoming. 

Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Chairman, I am in thorough accord with 
the principle of this bill—that the expenses of the United States 
courts should be reduced by adopting fixed salaries for the United 
States district attorneysand marshals. But, sir, I think the com- 
mittee has = too far in extending classes, especially in reference 
to United States marshals. In this bill they provide for seven 
classes. In ten districts the marshals receive $5,000 each; in 4 dis- 
tricts, $4,500; in 26 districts, $4,000; in 6 districts, $3,500; in 15 dis- 
tricts, $3,000; in 4 districts, $2,500; and in 7 districts, $2,000, which 

including the amendment in reference to the western district of 
ennsylvania) makes the aggregate $262,000. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to have been the idea of the Committee 
on the Judiciary in framing this bill to base the salaries of the 
district attorneys and United States marshals upon the fees which 
have been earned under the present system. Following that line 
they provide for seven classes of United States marshals. The 
it which I propose divides the marshals into two classes. 
Those of one class will receive $4,000, and those of the other $3,000. 
This amendment will not add one dollar to the amount appropri- 
ated, for it out exactly the same result as the plan of the 
committee. seven classes inthe bil] foot up $262,000. Under 
my substitute ne for 46 marshals at $4,000 and 25 at $3,000 
the ite is $262,000. 

I this amendment cures an evil to which many gentle- 
men on this floor have objected. For instance, the marshals in 
the districts of Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
the western district of Texas, and the eastern district of Virginia 
under the classification of my amendment, receive $4,000, 
of $3,500. Those officers who are in the five-thousand-dol- 

will be reduced to $4,000. Those receiving $3,000 under 
will receive $3,000 under the substitute. ose receiving 


rere 


than $3,000 will be increased to $3,000. Practically this amend- 

two classes. It obviates the introduction in 
of bills providing for a change in the pay of these 
for a long time tc come the salaries of marshals 


or $3000, respectively. 
to the consideration of the committee. I am not 
assault on the Judiciary Committee for their action 


only 


i 


g 
mee 
= 


making any 
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in preparing this bill. But no three-thousand-dollar places appear 
on the schedule of this committee for the members of it. There 
are 17 members, representing 13 States, 4 States having a dua! 
representation. The committee have closed their ears to any ap- 
peal of gentlemen to change or modify in any degree the schedule 
that they have approved and brought in here with the exception 
of western Pennsylvania and Michigan. 

Now, I believe this amendment of mine will prevent future 
legislation. When a marshal is paid $4,000 a year, as the bill pro- 
vides, he is also allowed for necessary assistants, clerks, assistant 
marshals, and field marshals. His duties are in no wise increased: 








| and why not, therefore, dignify the office of the other marshals, 
| who give the same amount of time and labor, and who go into the 


field, bare their breasts to the work, and perform equal duties, per- 
haps often at the risk of their own lives if necessary? Why not 
dignify them? 

{ know that away up in New Hampshire they have probably 
little consideration; but New Hampshire is a prohibition State, and 
they are law-abiding citizens, and the same is also true of Vermont. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OGDEN. I would like to have a few minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the gentleman from 
Louisiana proceeding for five minutes? 

Mr. BROWN. I object. 

Mr. OGDEN. Then I move to substitute $3,500 for the 
of the marshals 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Unless this substitute is withdrawn— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the 
floor in opposition to the substitute. 

Mr. OGDEN. I will only say that I have listened to the gentle- 
man from Iowa, and he has occupied much of the time of the 
House, whereas I have not raised my voice in connection with this 
matter; and I hope I may proceed for five minutes longer. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The “ gentleman from Iowa” did not make 
the objection. And besides, having charge of the bill, it is his 
duty to be heard for the information of the committee. 

Mr. OGDEN. I expect the gentleman to be heard, of course. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The objection was made elsewhere. 
knew that you were laboring under a misapprehension. 

Mr. OGDEN. I bow to the objector, and yield the floor. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman,I only desire to say a very 
few words in reference to the pending proposition. 

The substitute proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana would 
seriously mar the bill, impair its value, and create such absurdity 
in the bill that all of us would be laughed at if we agreed to it. 

I can easily see how some man mistaking himself, or living in 
the State of Louisiana, might wish to have the substitute adopted, 
especially when in one of the districts of Louisiana the marshal 
earned, net, $1,166, whereas this classification would give him 
$3,000. There are other absurdities, too, when you consider the 
proposition, but I have not the time to explain them all. 

There are a few $5,000 salaries given in this bill. At Fort 
Smith, Ark., where they hang a man every morning for breakfast, 
pretty nearly, to which is attached a large portion of the Indian 
Territory, where there was at one time, as stated by the judge 
before the Committee on the Judiciary last year, 90 murder cases 
pending, where it requires a very superior man for marshal and 
to discharge the duties in such a place as that, as he takes his life 
in his own hands every hour in the day and every day in the year, 
a larger compensation was fixed. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman allow an interruption: 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. No; I decline to be interrupted in the 
short time I have. 

Mr. FLYNN. I only wish to say—— 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I decline to be interrupted, and when I 
say I decline I mean it. 

Again, in the eastern district of Texas, to which is attached 
also a portion of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, there 
exists a condition similar to that at Fort Smith, Ark. 

Now, the gentleman proposes to give to some State where the 


salary 





I 


attorneyship is a sinecure, where from 1885 to 1890 one of the best 
lawyers in New England could only earn $400—he proposes to give 
$3,000 a year, and reduce the marshal at Fort Smith, Ark., and 


the eastern district of Texas to $4,000. 

But I repeat I have not time to explain and do not think it nee- 
essary to explain the numerous inconsistencies in the proposed 
amendment. In one district, where the earnings last year were 
only $1,400, this classification would give the marshal $3,000. 
What an absurdity! I admit that it has the merit of simplicity. 
But so has capital punishment. We could make it even more 
simple by making all of the districts alike. But we would not 
accomplish justice thereby, nor make up a good bill or one that 
would be satisfactory to the people of this country. It is a little 
singular that the propositions for simple classifications come from 
places where those classifications would make the salaries double 
what they ought to be. 

. Chairman, how can we make an entire substitute for this 
classification in a five-minute debate in this committee? Is the 
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work of the Judiciary Committee of this House, extending over 
two or three months, to go for nothing, to be worked over here in 
a five-minute debate? I apprehend not. If it were to change 
some obvious mistake, if it were to change some simple matter in 
which the Judiciary Committee may have been mistaken, it would 
be quite a different thing; but this is a substitute for the whole 
marshals’ classification, a work of weeks of inquiry at the table in 
the committee room, where everything can be considered, where 
documents can be examined. This is a reclassification which 
would destroy the symmetry of the bill, rob it of many of its 
merits, and make it, in respect to this section, a langhingstock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. OGDEN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. OGDEN. Is not an amendment to the substitute in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will remember the position 
of this whole bill. It is in itself an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be allowed five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his proposition 


again? 

Mr. OGDEN. I move to amend by striking out the last word 
of the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman isin order. 

Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Chairman, I have no word to say in reply 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UppEGRAF?r] in regard to the 
wisdom of this committee. I would not set up my own unaided 
judgment against all the wisdom of this great Committee on the 
Judiciary; but they are the servants of this House. On yesterday 
I heard strange words fall from the lips, I believe, of the very 
gentleman who last addressed the committee, charging conspiracy 
upon various members because they thought they had not been 
fairly treated in the projet of this bill. hy, to have heard the 
honorable gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ee one might 
have thought he was a second Cicero come to earth again and 
launching maledictions inst some Catiline and his fellow- 
conspirators in this House instead of the Roman forum. And all 
this, forsooth, because some gentlemen in the far West, in Mon- 
tana, or Nebraska, or South ota, or perhaps in the jungles of 
eastern Virginia [laughter] got up and asked a fair consideration 
at the hands of this Judiciary Committee. Incharging them with 
conspiracy the gentleman made a serious charge. 

A man guilty of conspiracy is false to American principles. He 
is false to the people whom he represents. I admit that all of 
these gentlemen went down, and no one answered. My genial 
friend from Texas [Mr. BarLEy],a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, did not rise and repel this foul charge. My friend from 
Missouri [Mr. Burron], who is usually fair, did not rise in his 
seat. I looked around and did not see the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Barrett], who is usually quick to take down words 
that offend the dignity of this House. None of these gentlemen 
came to the rescue in defense of the charge of conspiracy made 
against these gentlemen. 

Now, Ishould like to investigate this charge of conspiracy, with 
the consent of the House. I feel that it is a foul charge against 
other members who have asked that this bill be fairly considered. 
I do not find any member against whom this charge could be laid. 
Then the — entered my mind, against whom are they con- 
spiring? Not against their constituents, not against the Ameri- 
can people, not against the members of this House; then it must 
be against the Judiciary Committee itself. 

The Judiciary Committee consists of 17 members, and we find 
that four States have a dual representation on that committee. 
We find in the project of this bill which they have brought in 
here that they have provided fairly well for their various States 
and districts. We find two members from Iowa on that com- 
mittee, and they provide for both districts of Iowa with salaries 
of $4,000. Going to New York, we find $5,000 and $4,000. Going 
to Kansas, they have provided $5,000. In Massachusetts they give 
$5,000. Going to Ohio, they give two places at $4,000. Going to 
Illinois, they give two places, one of $4,000 and one of $4,500. In 
Missouri they give two pee at $4,000. In Tennessee they give 
three places at $4,000. In Kentucky there is one place at $5,000. 
Texas seems to have got lost in the shuffle, but they have poor Lo 
down there, and they do give $5,000 in one place and $3,500 in 
another. Goingto Arkansas, they give $5,000 and $4,000, but there 
they also have poor Lo. Those two places are properly brought 
into this bill. 

The inquiry has naturally come to other members as to why their 
just claims had not also ~ emer and hence the 
man amendments offered to this bi 

In proposing this amendment, in the face of this charge of con- 


a against other members, and in nting it to the atten- 
of this committee, I do so because I believe that it will cover 
the case completely and will prevent future for 


tion aS a it planus sonashale at 8,008 and 
$4,000 a year. four-thousand-dollar marshals give no more 





of their time than the three-thousand-dollar marshals. They hays 
their clerks, their assistant marshals, their field marshals, aij paid 
by the Government. And in presenting this amendment in {}\, 
face of the report of the committee, I have done it with the utn)..«; 
deference to them and to this Committee of the Whole House, x), 
I trust it will be adopted. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, this is not the first time nor js 
my friend the first gentleman who has suggested a sort of *)))i1,j 
pool” in the Judiciary Committee to take for their States ang 
their constituencies what they have denied to other States an 
other constituencies. I think that I owe it to myself to repel t))\s 
charge so far as it might relate to me, and I leave the other me). 
bers of the committee to answer for themselves. More than | 
I have heard it whispered, as I was protesting against the incre... 
of salaries, that Texas was well provided for. The truth is, \\;. 
Chairman, that I opposed every salary in that bill that is over 
$4,000, for I believe that $4,000 is a fair compensation for the se; 
ice which any marshal or district attorney will render. The ).- 
cusation that I am seeking, or that I have sought, for my pe )\o 
that which I do not freely and cheerfully accord to other po 
is entirely without foundation. The fact is, that in the judicja! 
district which embraces two-thirds of my Congressional district. 
this bill fixes the salary of the marshal and district attorney a; 
$3,000, which is lower any similar district with similar })))<)- 
ness in the country; and yet I am drawn up in the presence of this 
House and char with entering into a conspiracy with my ¢o!- 
leagues on the Judiciary Committee to take for myself what [ am 
not willing to give to others. 

Mr. OGDEN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. OGDEN. I made no charge against the gentleman, ani if 
he will allow me to correct a statement, I will say that I listened 
to his speech yesterday, in which he said that he had voted e.n- 
sistently to reduce the salaries of all officials, and inadvertently 
that escaped my mind. I call attention to that fact, and after lis- 
tening to his speech fully, I give him credit for being one mem|r 
of this Committee on the Judiciary who has voted for and advocated 
the reduction of salaries instead of raising salaries. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is entirely satisfactory, and restores the 
a between my friend and myself. [{Laughter. | 

TheC MAN. Doesthe gentleman withdraw the pro forma 
amendment? 

Mr. OGDEN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The substitute was rejected. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I offer a substitute for the section 
just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is another substitute pending. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I desire to be recognized, tlien, 
when the other substitute shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. MILNES. Lask that my substitute be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of section 4 after the word “follows,” in the third line. and 
insert the following: “each three thousand dollars, except the districts of 
Connecticut, Delaware, southern i , eastern Louisiana, western 
Louisiana, Nevada, New Ham ew Jersey, Rhode Island, and Ver- 
mont, to whom shall be paid an annual salary of $2,000 each." 


Mr. MILNES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to take up 
buta moment or twoof the time of this House. ILoffer this ainend- 
ment in good faith, and I believe that it oughtto pass. The elect 
of the amendment or the substitute, if it should prevail, would be 
to fix the salaries of the districts or those fixed by the com- 
i per annum, and those districts fixed 
by the committee at a salary of less than $3,000 at $2,000. That is 
an entirely different substitute or amendment to that which |i:s 
been offered to this bill and would save to the Government tle 
sum of $60,000. The distinguished gentleman who has char: 0! 
this bill said upon this floor yesterday that he would consen' '0 
any reduction that might be made in the salaries, but would not 
consent to any imcrease. Iam heartily in sympathy with the gen- 
eral principles of the bill and have supported the committee upon 
all their owe but I believe that the bill might yet be | 
tered. I believe that $3,000 is ample compensation for Umic! 
States marshals. I believe they should be made as nearly uniform 
as possible. And where it is at $2,000 the districts are very 
small and the business done in those districts not important. | 
i rotel™} hope that thesubstitute will prevail. [Cries of “ Vote: 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
o How York, in Carmagle Hall, st religious meeting, the Pres 

ew in rn : ing, the Presi- 
dent of the United States gave utterance, or is reported in the 
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The President says: 


But it is not only it 
of your Gowur entire people, whose servant Iam, when I here testify to the 


received through home missionary effort and when 
Denete — eee to extend and strengthen that effort. * * * 
: SS aaaen alee be confessed that removal from old homes and associations to 
anew and more 


poe Sonia and elevating agencies. 
These conditions, if unchecked and uncorrected, fix upon the new commu- 


rimitive home has a tendency among honest and respectable | 
r scruples and to breed toleration of evils and indifference | 


nity by their growth and expansion a character and disposition which, while | 


dangerous to peace 
badly regulated 
sirable States. 


Mr. Chairman, whatever may be my individual opinion of the 
President 


proper for me to state it here. For the high office of President 


and order in the early stages of settlement, develop into | 
municipalities, corrupt and unsafe Territories, and unde- | 


of the United States matters not, and it would not be | 


of the United States I have a supreme regard. The legitimate | 


sti of that office are limited to those enumerated in our 
Semetitation and laws. Under the Constitution and laws, I deny 
the right of the Chief Executive to willfully and wantonly, in 
public address or otherwise, insult any of the citizens or any State 
of the Republic over whom he has been called to preside. I deny 
the constitutional authority of the President to give utterance, 
in public address or otherwise, to sentiments favorable or adverse 
to proposed legislation pending in either House of Congress. When 
the President made the foregoing remarks he knew there were 
nding in Congress bills for the admission of certain Territories 
to the Union of States. He had been advised that a majority of 
the citizens of those Territories were antagonistic to his peculiar 
financial and economic views, and, under the cloak of a supposed 


religious address, before a religious organization, and with gross | more. 


impropriety, and for the purpose of preventing the achievement 
inane of statehood to which they aspire and are entitled, 
he gave utterance, as Chief Executive, to this unfounded slander 
against those citizens and States of the Republic whose interests 
he is sworn to protect and uphold. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont rises to a 
question of order. 

Mr. POWERS. If there is nobody on this floor that is related 
to the President by ties of affinity or consanguinity, social or 

litical—— 

“>. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want the point of order 
stated. Ido not propose that my time shall be consumed in this 
way. 

Mr. POWERS. The point of order, Mr. Chairman, is that it is 
not permissible here to reflect upon a coordinate branch of the 
Government. The President is a coordinate branch of this Gov- 
ernment, and I think the language of the gentleman from Montana 
is not only —— 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iam not reflecting upon the President, Mr. 
Chairman, I am reflecting upon the sentiments which the Presi- 
dent utters, and I have a right to do it. 

Mr. POWERS. I want a ruling on the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not feel that he is called 
upon to rule on that point; that is to say, that the remarks of the 
gentleman from Montana come within the rule. 

Mr. POWERS. I do not propose, however, to be classed as an 
Administration man. [Laughter.] 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I make 





——— 
— 


ties are equal to those of any section of the Union, and if some of 


fellow-citizen, but as the Chief Executive Officer | the patriotism of the people of the West had been possessed by the 
I desire to speak, for I am entirely certain that I | President and his friends, the citizens of this Republi 


e would not 
have been called upon to witness the national humiliation of haul- 
ing down the American flag at Honolulu, of be ng the bankers 
of Wall street and Great Britain to s 


ave us from tinancial ruin, 

and, under the behests of the powers behind the throne, of deny- 
ing to the oppressed citizens of Cuba the n which the 
dictates of humanity and common right demand \ pplause. } 
lt is true we do not get our patriotism from Wall street, where 
the President gets his. [Laughter.] It is true none of our citi- 
zens have possessed that particular style of patriotism which 
would enable them to save, by thrift and strict omy, five 
times as much as their entire Income amounts to, and it is also 
true that the patriotism of these ‘‘ corrupt and unsafe Territories 
and undesirable States” have never yet been able to rise to that 
lofty plane of supreme wisdom and virtue 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Montana 
has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to substitute the 
word “two” for the last word in the bill. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that motion is not in 
order. 


Mr. HARTMAN (resuming). 
to oceupy it 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. MILES. In the interest of decency, | object. 

Mr. SULZER. I object, Mr. Chairman. There is another 
amendment pending. 


Mr. HARTMAN. 


Which enables those who claim 


I ask unanimous consent for one minute 

Several members objected. 

Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the Chair, and was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Montana with- 
draw his formal amendment? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Ido. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last two words, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr.SULZER. Lobject, as thereis another amendment pending, 

The CHAIRMAN. Theother amendment has been withdrawn, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman can not withdraw it with- 
out unanimous consent. 

Mr.SULZER. Can agentleman withdraw an amendment with- 
out unanimous consent? I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what does the gentleman object? 

Mr. SULZER. I object to the gentleman from Montana pro- 
ceeding. He is out of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He is not going to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has said that debate is in order. 
If any gentleman objects to the withdrawal of the amendment, 
that objection would be pertinent. 

Mr. SULZER. I object to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then let us have a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment to strike out the 
last word of the proposed substitute, it was rejected. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman,I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the last two words. I think, sir, that my friend from 


| Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] overlooks one very important fact. 


the point that the remarks of the gentleman from Montana are | 


not relevant to the matter pending before this committee, and I 
call for the reading of the rule on that subject. 

The CHATR . What rule does the gentleman desire to 
have read? 

Mr. MILES. I do not remember the number of the rule, but 
it is the one which requires that remarks on this floor shall be rel- 
evant to the subject under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Maryland that in the five-minute debate the largest liberty is 
accorded to gentlemen to discuss questions, and they are not held 
rigidly to the rule which he invokes. 

. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. This is a liberty which I do not believe 
has ever been countenanced in the American Congress before. 


[Derisive ter. 
The . Discussion isunn . Thequestion is, 
Shall the opinion of the Chair stand as the judgment o the Com- 


Thequestion being taken, the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
. The gentleman from Montana will proceed. 


TMAN (continuing). The mtage of crime in 
States and Torsiiocien will not eunuek hat found in the State 
ew York, where the President seems to think all virtue re- 

Ho ote eae wealth of the citizens of our State exceeds 
of any the Union, save one, Our educational facili- 


cine 


FF 


When we get on our feet in a deep religious frame of mind 
[laughter], and it is a new field; when we are plowing in virgin 
soil, as it were [laughter ]|—— 

Mr. SULZER. Lraise the point of order that the gentleman is 
out of order, because the other day he said on this floor that he 
had no religion. [Laughter.}] Having no religion himself, I sub- 
mit that he is incompetent to discuss the question of the religion 
of any other man. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [I never said that I had no religi 


n; but 
I would rather be without a very large modicum of relig 


ion than 
| Laughter. ] 


without the slightest intimation of common sense. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been so interfered with 

Mr. SULZER. Iam sorry for a gentleman who has neither. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is always unfortunate when a gentle- 
man is possessed of such a knowledge of his own failures that he 
constantly advertises them to the public. [Laughter.} 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been diverted from th 
ment that I was about to present [laughter]; and I 5 
ance of my time to the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. HARTMAN. And it is also true that the patriotism of 
these “corrupt and unsafe Territories and undesirable States” 
has never yet been able to rise to that lofty plane of supreme wis- 
dom and virtue—— 

Mr. ERDMAN., 
his time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
the five-minute debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is often done. The 
Chair recognizes the right of the gentleman from Ohio to yield. 

Mr. TMAN. And it is also true that the patriotism of 


ious argu- 
ield the bal- 


I object to the gentleman from Ohio yielding 


I believe it has never been done under 
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these ‘‘corrupt and unsafe Territories and undesirable States” 
has never yet been able to rise to that lofty plane of supreme 
wisdom and virtue which enables those who claim to occupy it to 
justify the sale of thirty-year Government bonds of a year ago for 
104 im that very day ten-year bonds were selling to 116. 

Mr. SULZER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. How many 
minutes has the gentleman left? 

The CHAIRMAN, Two minutes. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr, Chairman, on behalf of the citizens of 
the States and Territories thus slandered and maligned by the 
Chief Executive, I here and now repel the insult and respectfully 
suggest that the greatest need of this country for the work of the 
missionary, the schoolmaster, and the statesman will be found at 
the White House. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I append the extract from the President’s speech as published 
in the Post of March 4: 

But it is not only as your fellow-citizen, but as the Chief Executive Officer 
of your Government, that I desire to speak, for I am entirely certain that I 
serve well our entire people, whose servant I am, when I here testify to the 
benefit oar country has received through home missionary effort, and when 
I join you in an attempt to extend and strengthen that effort. 

IMPORTANCE OF WESTERN MISSIONS. 


No one charged with the duties and responsibilities which necessarily 
weigh upon your Chief Executive can fail to appreciate the importance of 
religious teaching and Christian endeavor in the newly settled portions of 
our vast domain. It is there where hot and stubborn warfare between the 
forces of good and evii is constantly invited. In these days the vanguard of 
occupation in a new settlement is never without its vicious and criminal 
element. Gambling houses and dramshops are frequently among the first 
establishments in a newcommunity. It must also be confessed that removal 
from old homes and associations to a new and more primitive home has a 
tendency among honest and respectable settlers to smother scruples and to 
breed toleration of evils and indifference to Christianizing and elevating 


vies. 

“eThese. conditions, if unchecked and uncorrected, fix upon the new cotn- 
munity by their growth and expansiona character and di tion which, 
while dangerous to peace and order in the early stages of settlement, develop 
into badly regulated municipalities, corrupt and unsafe Territories, and un- 
desirable States. These are serious consequences in a country where the peo- 
ple, or bad, are its rulers, because the conditions to which I have referred 
would certainly menace, within a circle constantly enlarging, the safety and 
welfare of the entire body politic, if we could not hope that churches and 
religious teaching would from the first be on the ground to oppose the evil 
influences that are - to pervade the beginning of organized communities. 

These churches and this religious teaching were never more needed than 
now on our distant frontiers, where the process of forming new States is 

oing on so rapidly, and where newcomers who are to be the citizens of new 
Btates are so rapidly gathering Sagpemer. 

For these instrumentalities at the outposts of our population, so vitally 
important in the view of the Christian men, as well as patriotic citizens, we 
must depend to a very great extent in home missionary exertion. How can 
we excuse ourselves if we permit this exertion to languish for the lack of 
proper support? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MILNEs rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Michigan {[Mr. MILNgs] rise? 

Mr. MILNES. I rise simply to say that it is quite evident that 
during the religious discussion which has been going on my sub- 
stitute has been lost in the shuffle [laughter], and therefore 1 
withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the informal amendment been with- 
drawn? The Chair understands that it has. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I offer as a substitute the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute for section 4: 

“That the United States marshal for each judicial district of the United 
States shall be paid an annual salary of $3,000." 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, after the diversion 
of this morning, now just concluded, and which may not be with- 
out its useful phases, I desire to recall the attention of this com- 
mittee to the section we are considering. My amendment proposes 
to place each of the marshals upon a salary of $3,000. Let me call 
the attention of members of the committee, and especially the 
lawyers of the committee, to the duties of these marshals. ile 
reasonably familiar with their practice and duties, I have never 
yet seen a marshal perform any other function than that of bring- 
ing a prisoner into court and having him plead, visiting in his office 

th callers, and doing political work, most useful, I admit, to his 
party, but of no sort of use to the country which payshim. I never 
yet have seen or known a marshal of the United States to perform 
any of the real work out on the field. This, as we all know, is 

rformed by deputies. If any one of them has ever risked his 
ife in the capture of some person charged with a criminal offense, 
I do not know the name of such an officer; Ido not know the color 
of his hair, or of his eyes. And I do not believe any gentleman 
on this floor can inform me, 

Now, the marshals when they do the duty contemplated by the 
law simply perform duties similar to those that an ondinaty sheriff 
performs throughout the country. Marshals are simply the ex- 
ecutive officers of the court. They are supposed, either by them- 
selves or by their deputies, to serve the processes or the writs of 
the court. They are supposed to devote their entire time to the 
business of the United States while e in its service. They 


can not engage in any other business. the objection made to 


a corresponding reduction of the salaries of the United States 
attorneys do not apply in this case. I urged on yesterday, when 
making an amendment as to the district attorneys, that their 
emoluments derived pom eee business were not reduced and 
need not necessarily be reduced while they held the office as dis- 
trict attorney, but that in a majority of cases they received sala- 
ries drawn from private business which in some cases were even 
greater than before they assumed official duties. Their salary js 
clear gain. 3 

Now, the marshals perform duties, as I have said, which are in 
no sense of the word of a higher order of ability than those per- 
formed by the ordinary sheriffs of our various counties. They 
are not required to possess an intelligence greater than that pos- 
sessed by the ordinary school-teacher. They are not required to 
possess intelligence or more skill or require a higher quality of 
personal courage than possessed by an engineer on any of the rail- 
roads of this country who pulls the throttle valve of a locomotive, 
Three thousand do is a splendid salary for any person per- 
forming the duties of amarshal. Theman who performs the duty 
of a mershal could not earn in the United States or anywhere in 
any other business requiring the same es ged of ability and appli- 
cation that his duties as a marshal would require more than the 
sum of $3,000. Indeed, it is doubtful if he could earn so much. 

Now, further, we find here 72 United States marshals, which, 
by the amendment, at $3,000 a year, would amount to $216,())0 
compensation annually, This bill asit stands carries for this pur- 
pose $262,000. In other words, my amendment pro a reduc- 
tion of exactly $46,000 from the salaries of the soneehals, and still 
pays them amply for every particle of work that they do and for 
the time expended by them in the service of the Government. 
Now, if gentlemen are bent on economy, if they propose to heed 
the petition in bankruptcy which has been transmitted to us by 
the President of the United States and his Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, this is a good time and a splendid place to accomplish this 
saving to which I have referred. We can save $46,000 right 
here; and we can do it without the slightest injury to any branch 
of the public service, and without st in any degree the 
efficiency of the men, who will perform the duties required of them 
by the law. No marshal will resign if this amendment becomes a 
law; and if he will, for every one so ane a thousand bank- 
rupt Democrats, but who are now capable men, knowing very 
—_ more than they did in November, 1892, will apply for the 
. Mr. Chairman, no gentleman on this floor can say that I am 
prompted by a desire to increase the salary of the marshal in my 
own district; for, as a matter of fact, that is fixed at $3,500 by this 
bill, and the amendment would reduce it. I want simply the fair 
thing to be done; that every man receiving the amount due to 
him by the Government shall render an equivalent service for it. 
There is no reason for saying that any marshal is of a higher or- 
der of ability than any other performing a similar duty, or that 
he performs more than his legitimate duty when he gives his entire 
time to the service of the Government for his pay. For he puts 
in no more of his time than is due, and all of his time may be 
claimed by and belongs to the Government if that time is de- 
manded. If he can not by devoting his entire time do the neces- 
sary work, the bill makes ample provisions for deputies. We all 
know that in actual practice, with but few exceptions, the deputies 
are e ted to and actually do the real work. 

So, from whatever standpoint = may view it, work done, the 
responsibility attaching to the office, the ability and the courage 
required, I submit that the amendment should meet the approval 
of the committee. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

e question being taken on the adoption of the substitute pro- 
posed by Mr. Harner of Nebraska, the committee divided; and 
there were—ayes 16, noes 77. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That when in the opinion of the Attorney-General the public inter- 


est requires it, he may, on the recommendation of the marshal, which recom- 
mendation shall state th 


© facts as disti 
necessity for the same, allow the 
_— and clerical assistance, u 


from conclusions, showing 
to sayy necessary office depu- 
salaries to be fixed by the Attorney-General, 
hereinafter vided. When any of such 
pted service of any writ, 
eae or when pocssnasity absent from the place of his regu 
employment, on official een Oe be allowed his actual traveling 
expenses only, and his necessa actual subsistence, not to exceed $ per 
day; and he shall make and render accounts thereof as he r provided. 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, 7 the amendment I send 
to the desk to this section of the 


The Clerk read as follows: 


{ie ee 

‘call rovided. however, That office deputies shall not be required to serve 
ts or do the work of field deputies, as provided in section 6 of this act, ex: 
cept in cases of emergency when there are no field deputies available for that 


P 

ee ee ee ee erie took Car 
e gen appears to me 

ought not to be any opposition toit. If we allow the office deputy 















be ordered out by the Attorney-General we will 
by be By work will be magpeetes. and, as I think, there will 
also be a constant irritation and row between the Department of 
Justice and the marshals as to whether certain writs should not 
have been served by men in the office or the field deputies. 

Men qualified to keep the books of account and attend to the 
work of the marshal’s office proper are not, asa rule, the most 
competent men for the work in the field, and the men best fitted 
to do work in the field are not, as a rule, able to do the work re- 
quired in the office. I think the amendment ought to be adopted 
so that the marshals would know just what to depend upon. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask whether there is not 
even a further objection to the clause as it stands, and a reason 
why it should be amended that the expense of the services of these 
men in the field and near the scene of action would be less by 
reason of the adoption of the amendment? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly; it would save mileage to send the 
writs to the field deputies. I intend to offer another amendment 
to reduce the compensation of a to $2 per day, and if we 
can adopt both, then the cost will be reduced to the lowest pos- 
ae UPDEGRAFF. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas could not be ac- 
ental by thecommittee. These deputies were denominated office 
deputies to a them from the field deputies in dealing 
with them in the law and in the Department of Justice. But the 
office deputies provided in the bill are in fact nothing but the gen- 
eral deputies of the marshals, and I know of no reason why an 
office deputy should be kept by a warm stove and the field depu- 
ties be required to do the work. All the work of the marshal's 
office is to be done by the marshal and his deputies, and none of 
them are too to do any part of the work when it is necessary 
to be done. ere is, therefore, no reason to my mind for any 
change whatever in the bill. It was carefully considered by the 

rtment of Justice, and is just as the Department of Justice 
wanted it in order to make the operations of the office efficient and 
convenient. [Cries of “‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” 

The CHAIR . Thequestionis onthe adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the —— from Arkansas |Mr. McRae}. 

The amendment of Mr. McRAE was rejected. 

Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment. 
I should like to state to the committee that it also involves section 
6. If itis in order, I will let the Clerk read the next section. My 
amendment goes to the two sections combined. It is to put field 
deputies on salaries instead of letting them have fees. 

“ir. UPDEGRAFF. Let the amendment be offered in regular 
order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman from Virginia has a substitute 
for the two sections I want to state that I have an amendment to 
the text of the next section which will take precedence over a sub- 


sti e 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Swanson] is a substitute for sections 5 and 6. 

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to ask the Chairman, if I permit this 
section to be and the next section to be read, will it still be 
in order to offer this as a substitute for the two sections? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would. It applies to 
both sections, and would not be applicable to either one alone. 
The Chair will suggest that the gentleman withhold it until the 
sixth section is —_. 

Mr. SWANSON. I was under the impression that unanimous 
consent was given that we should simply offer amendments to 
each section as we proceeded. I desired to know whether, if the 
fifth section was , it would then be open to amendment. 

The CHAIR . The Chair thinks that the gentleman's sub- 
stitute for the two sections would be in order after the sixth sec- 
tion is read. 

P a Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
ollows: 


Sec. 6. That at any time when, in the opinion of the marshal of any district, 

the public interest will thereby be promoted, he may appoint one or more 

marshals for such district, who shall be known as field deputies, and 

~ his enn, receive three-fourths of the gross fees, 
Ww, earn 


ee 


by by him, not toexceed $2,500 per annum, or at that 

for any part of a year; and ho shall hold his office during the pleasure 

of the marshal. The marshal, immediately after making any appointment 

or appointments under this section, shall report the same to the Attorney- 

General, stating the facts as ished from conclusions constituting 

the reason for such appointment, and the Attorney-General may at any 
time cancel any such appointment, as the public interest may require. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I have an amendment to that section. It 

is as follows: 
On 9, line 4, after the word “ year,” insert “And in addition shall be 
ye actual necessary expenses, not ex: $2 a day, while endeavor- 


to under charged crime: 

Provided, afield deputy may elect to receive Eaueiiiiuanees en any trip 
This A the Seotnent to wiiich I sefeered is my game re. 

in hint emntty w stated by the Attorney-Gene 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will allow the Clerk to re- 
port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


_ On page 9, line 4, after the word “ year,” insert the following words: “And 
in addition shall be allowed his actual necessary expenses, not exceeding @ a 
day, while endeavoring to arrest under process a person charged with or con 

victed of crime: Provided, Thata field deputy may elect to receive actual 


expenses on any trip in licu of mileage 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to propose a substitute 
for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
UPDEGRAFF}. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 
of the bill is perfected. 

Mr. McRAE. But this is a substitute for the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisis a substitute for the proposition just 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa, as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. McRAE. It is asubstitute for the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from lowa. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRae}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following words: “ Three-fourths of the gross fees, as pro- 
vided by law, earned by him, not to exceed $2.5 


A substitute is not in order until the text 












OU per annum, or at that rate 
for any part of a year’; and insert the foll g: “two dollars per day when 
engaged in the service or attempted service of any writ. proce rsubpoena, 
and when necessarily absent from the place of his official resid n official 






business he shall be allowed his actual traveling expenses only und his nece 
sary and actual subsistence, not toexceed $2 per day, and he shall make and 
render accounts thereof as hereinafter provided.” ~ 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
order. I understood the Clerk to read section 6 of the printed bill, 

The CLERK. Section 6 of the printed bill, but section 12 as it 
will be if this whole amendment is adopted. 

Mr. McRAE. I followed the numbers of the bill as they will 
be when the bill is completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order made 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 
explanation. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The present occupant of the chair may 
not have been in the Hall when we commenced the consideration 
of this matter; but by unanimous consent it was agreed that when 
we referred to sections in the printed bill we should refer to the 
sections as numbered in this printed bill for purposes of 
ment. 

Mr. McRAE. I thought it was exactly the reverse. My amend- 
ment is proposed asa substitute for the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Iowa [| Mr. UppEGRAFF], and it makes no dit 
ference what may be the number of the section. 
tion I want changed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman proceeds, I desire toask 
unanimous consent that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
in charge of the bill be now reported, and also the substitute, so 
that the committee can have both propositions before it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, both the amend- 
ment and the substitute will now be reported. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment of the committee and the substitute of Mr 
RAE were reported. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, in short, the difference between 
the amendment i ae by the gentleman from Lowa | Mr. Up- 
DEGRAFF] and that which I propose is that, under his, deputies 
would receive three-fourths of the fees earned—not to e 
$2,500 per annum—and expenses, while under mine they would 
only receive $2 a day while in the discharge of their duties in 
serving or attempting to serve writs. The annual compensation 
under my amendment could not exceed $730 and expenses. I 
think both*propositions allow the same subsistence and expenses. 
I think it is better that we should say just what these field depu 
ties, located here and there over the district, will get. and that 
we should pay them all the same for similar work and not : 
much power to the Attorney-General. You can get good men to 
do the business for $2a day and expenses. That isthe simplest and 
most equitable method of payment, requires less bookkeeping, and 
would, I think, be more satisfactory to everybody; certainly it 
ought to be tothe Department, for then all it will have to do is to fix 
the number necessary for each district. The plan proposed by the 
committee will produce inequalities and in the end prove expen- 
sive and unfair. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I see this trouble and this 
difference between the committee amendment and the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas: Under his amend- 
ment a deputy receiving a writ can take just as many days as he 
chooses to serve that writ, knowing theGovernment is paying him 
$2 every day and his subsistence at the rate of $2a day. I would 
not like to leave it to the discretion of the deputies to fix their own 
feesin thagway. Under the committee amendment it will be in 
the interest of the deputy to serve the writas quickly as possible. 
Under your amendment it is to his interest to postpone the service 


by the 


Iwithdraw it upon the gentleman's 


amend- 


This is the sec- 


Mc- 


xceed 


rive so 
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of that writ as long as he decently can, and thereby promote his 
own compensation. 


Mr. McRAE. But the gentleman from Illinois must remember 
that under my amendment no deputy can get more than about 
$700 per annum, while under the committee bill he may get $2,500. 
You certainly will not object to my amendment for the reason 
that it is not in the interest of economy, whatever else you may 
say about it. 


field deputies. 

Mr.CONNOLLY. Practically the difference between the work- 
ing of your amendment and the working of the committee amend- 
ment would be this: It would multiply these deputies who would 
be getting this $700, so that as to the aggregate amount it would 
cost the Government a great deal more to pay these salaries than 
the amount that would be wes under the committee amendment. 
Each deputy will take all the time he needs. 

Government must have its writs served, and if deputies procrasti- 


nate the service, deputies must be multiplied in order to get a | 


decent service of the writs of the Government. Gentlemen should 
remember that the effect of that very amendment will be to cripple 
the strong arm of the law, for if processes are not served the courts 
sit idle and crime will go unpunished. In our desire for economy 
we must not go so far as to practically close the doors of our courts 
and shut them up against the enforcement of the law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move to amend the substitute by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘ two” and inserting ‘‘ one.” ’ 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas. I do not think the reasons given by 
the gentleman from Llinois against the substitute are adequate. 
The other day, in his very able speech on this bill with reference 
to district attorneys, he said that the whole cause of the trouble 
had been at the head; that thecause of that trouble lay in the fact 
that the United States district attorneys did not attend to their 
business, and that if we would put them in a position where they 
would attend to their business we would have nomoretrouble. I 
can repeat the words of the gentleman and say that if you have 
a United States marshal who will attend to his business he will 
employ deputies and see that they attend to their business; that 
they will serve these writs with all due diligence. There is no 
necessity for undue delay in the service of these writs. Let them 
have the right man at the head, so as to see that they attend to 
their business; and if they do not attend to it, itlies in his power to 
discharge and remove them from their positions. The Attorney- 
General himself has the _— to remove them, so that if any one 
of these deputies is found to be unnecessarily delaying the service 
of these writs, so as to make additional compensation, it remains 
in the power of the head to remove the man and put one in his 
place who will attend to those duties. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN was recognized, but yielded temporarily to Mr. 
UPDEGRAFP. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. This provision for field deputies was in- 
serted in the bill with very great reluctance by the Committee on 
the Judiciary. The reluctance arose from the fact that it was a 
limited departure from the principle of this bill. But when we 
came to look the actual business of the country in the face, we 
found ourselves obliged, in order to perfect our measure, to per- 
mit this limited departure. When we had agreed to the field dep- 
uties, we applied to the Department of Justice to say whether or 
not the biji would weaken the arm of the Government in the en- 
forcement of the law, and the head of that Department said he 
could not conscientiously say that the bill, even with the field 
deputies in, without the amendment I have offered here, would not 
weaken the Government in the enforcement of the law and in the 
punishment of crime. Under such circumstances, the committee 
consented to the insertion of the field-deputy clause in the bill, 
and of the clause for their compensation for actual expenses in 
addition to the three-quarters of their fees. 

‘i Mr. TATE. May I ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
on? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TATE. I understand that your committee framed this sec- 
tion on the idea that experience had demonstrated that it would 
not do to put these deputies upon a salary. The question I wish 
to ask is this: Why is it that the deputy collectors of internal reve- 
nue, who receive a salary of from $1,000 to $1,200, are among the 
most vigorous and t officers in the revenue service? How 


does the tleman explain that fact if experience dem 
that it not do ¥ * gu ye mn upon a salary? 


a Die Tere] ‘ — <i tleman mae 
orgi r. TATE] does not correspon apes o 
the Department of Justice. The amendment which I recently 
offered is in the words of that Department. Writing on this sub- 
ject, the Attorney-General says: 
The committee ° at 
eae es resect Cae aera es 


You must also remember that I‘do not propose to | 
interfere with the right of the Department to fix the number of | 


Now, the fact is the | 





| 


——» 


necessity of this provision. B section 5. pegs 8. lines 15 to 21. this same ) 
vision is made for office deputies in addition to their salaries. There e - 
reason in natural oa why the same pro should not be made for 
field deputies in | tion to limited emoluments under section 6. [): 
the chief reason is the fear, which is justified by experience, that field di). 
ties will not be zealous in endeavoring to arres' ons charged with cri: 

if they have to risk not ~~ compensation, but also their expenses w},, , 
e in the attempt. e of the questions which will undoubted), 
— when the bill is a its passage is, whether there is any just reas 

ear a relaxation in diligence on the part of the officers concerned by r 

of the change made by this bill. Unless this assurance of actual ¢xp ; 
while honestly engaged in attempting to arrest criminals is made, [ a: »; 
CED say that the field deputies can be expected to display projur 
zeal, 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I think it well to try any ex. 
periment which even promises well, looking to a diminnticon ©? 
the vexatious prosecutions which are instituted and carried ; 
our Federal courts. I earnestly advocate reform in that ree; :\. 
I am not, however, one of those sanguine persons who can | 
brought to believe that the remedy —— ere will be ent 
efficient to accomplish the object desired. We already haye , 
large number of marshals and district attorneys, the receipt. .‘ 
whose offices amount to more than their salaries. I have in my 
hand a letter from the district attorney in the district in which | 
reside, Mr. Tully Brown. I think it is a clear statement, an 
well worthy of consideration, especially as this officer does 1.) 
desire to be classed among those who are r ible for the vexa- 
tious litigation that is instituted and complained of. Iwill asi 
that the letter be read at the Clerk’s desk. Let us strugele by 
every ible means to so frame this bill as to reduce the hard- 
ships incident to Federal court prosecutions, and to diminis) tie 
number of petty and frivolous ions. 

Mr. UPDEG F. Why district attorney's letter 
be published without reading 

r. McMILLIN. Some of the stions in the letter con- 
cerning mileage and other matters are, I think, well worthy of 
attention, and | prefer to have it read. Before the Clerk begins t\. 
reading, I wish to say that a the casual glance that Ihave been 
able to give this bill, not being a member of the committee whic 
framed it, oo ieuaeie — _ —_ the district attor- 
neys may, if they are di to do so, largely increase the coi- 
pensation proposed to be allowed by the bill. As will be seen by 
the letter which I send to the desk, there are fees now allowed ly 
law for which the officers do not ¢ I know the futility of 


offering any amendment ep ese salaries, because the 
half hundred already offered by ers have been voted down. 
The majority are determined to pass the bill substantially as re- 
ported, evidently. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
Nashville, Tenn., March °, 159. 
to call your attention to some facts connected wit! the 
his district bearing upon the pending |)il! i» 
change from the fee system to salaries in the payment of district attorneys 
and marshals of the United States courts. The salary of the district xtt\v 
ney is now $2 per annum, and he is permitted to earn by fees a maxim 
pensation of $6,000. In the two years of my incumbency, |)! «| 
reached in about $10,000, and in 18 about 
$12,000, and this without effort on my part to avail If of the opportuni- 
ties | y at my disposal to increase ; but, on the other hand, 
everything has been done by me to kee: down or restrain the constant; grow- 
ing business of the United States courts. In carrving out this desire. | | 
resorted to very stringent rules, such as to ve but one warrant ac 
the same party; req commissioners to into the character 0! suits 
t to be comme: and see if the proof to be offered is relial!e and 
shows probable cause of guilt; limiting the number of witnesses in cach: .-», 
and after trial before commissioners I carefully examine the proo? [i 
each case over, and where the same aj 8 frivolous or donb‘ fu 
conviction I with the sanction of the court, without docketiny 
saving much costs to the Government and depriving myself of the ou 
ments I could earn; t: dismissals in two years amounting to quite 
me to attend all commission- 
r diem of $5 and mileage of |) c 
per mile traveled. The mileage is embraced in the limit of $6,000, and in 
this district could easily be swelled to make it $7,500, thus making my ©" 
pensation annually $13,500, but in my two years’ service only two com 
sioner’s trials have been attended by me or my assistant, and no charg: \ 
made for either case. 
I recite these facts to refute, in so far as this district is concerned, tho “-"- 
marshals e e discussi0! 


prosecuti 
a let your 






will ; 
a a gn an | oar ate enn mee a he ar my 
incumbency several very importan cases, weeks e Tiai, Ol 
ies charged with national alihencntes compensi- 
has been claimed, and we have had alsoa number of cases for v1 
lations of the pension and for which no extra compensation: ues 
asked the emoluments charged for and allowed have been for cases ("\" 


At the last term of our court we had about 550 cases on our trial dork". 
docket. This entails a lars» 














this district has given his cordialaid. Another fact 
i. that should eK be overlooked is this: The cases 
trial, and the witnesses are summoned for the 
in the morning before the grand jury and in 


fire tendance. 

= othe country, so I am imformed, all witnesses are sum- 

day of the term and remain until the case is disposed of, 

tnstances that amounts toasmuchasthree weeks. 

you these facts, because I see in the discussion in the 
ion to include clerks of courts that it was said that 


and trial jury, and in that way rarely get 
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distri ttorn and marshals 
wis rit {care to stand branded 


on my » ‘S 
to the plan to make fixed salaries for these offices, but 
ge ere ti teeed upon the services rendered, or to be rendered, and if 
e to take effect June 30, 1897, instead of 1896, it would give time to adjust 
the machinery to the new order of things and lose nothing to the Govern- 
t. In the Stone bill, the instance is cited to show the bad workings of the 
pres nt , in so far as it applies to this office applies to the mileage 
charged. There is no necessity for the district attorney appearing before a 
commissioner, and if so, let him be paid actual mileage paid by him, as contem- 
Jated in the Stone bill, and it will remedy the whole trouble. Then the fees 
: ill be based upon the cases tried in court. with no “ extras,” and the district 
aatorney who the work to do, will get the pay for it, and the one whose 

office is a sinecure will be paid as all sinecures should be. 
Yours, most truly, etc., TULLY BROWN. 


From my personal knowledge I know the facts stated in the above letter 


—— JNO. W. CHILDRESS. 

Hon. Berron McoMILLiy, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I was originally one 
of those who voted in the committee to put all these deputy mar- 
shals upon salaries. The Attorney-General, however, came before 
the committee and argued, first, that as a matter of fact, judged by 
experience, that system would not do. He informed us that this 

icy had been adopted in the Indian Territory and had resulted 
fn the deputy marshals sitting down and absolutely failing to serve 
the process of the United States court. It was also stated that 
under the old system of spies and informers the deputy marshal, 
after he had spied out and worked up a case, would send word to 
the prosecuting attorney asking for an ‘‘O.K.,” whereupon the 
district attorney, knowing that the prosecution would put money 
in his pocket, would ‘“‘O.K.” it, and the prosecution would be 
instituted. Butwe have taken the teeth out of thatdragon. Now, 
there is no inducement on the part of the district attorney to 
“©. K.” the prosecution, and none on the marshal to father it. 

Mr. TATE. Iwillaskthe gentleman whether, in the first place, 
the informer or reporter does not get $10 for finding the distillery? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. He can not get that under this bill. 

Mr. TATE. He can; the bill does not interfere with it at all. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The gentleman is talking about 
the internal-revenue collection. 

Mr. TATE. I understand that. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Well, bring in your bill to amend 
that system. It has nothing to do with this bill. 

Mr. TATE. But my question is this: After the property is 
found and seized, and the reporter has his $10, why should he not 


are the fountain head of this corruption,” 
under the general charge without a protest 
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under this bill sit down, make out the usual affidavit, and forward | 
it by mail to the district attorney; and how is that officer going to | 


tell whether a warrant ought to be issued or not? 


When the in- | 


formation is furnished in that way, how is he going to determine | 


the character of the reporter? 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The gentleman from Tennessee, at 


the proper time, will introduce a committee amendment which | 


will ihilate all the matter which is now troubling the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Tare]. I ask for a vote. 

ne taken on theamendment of Mr. McRakg, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 41, noes 70. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of | 


the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to offer a formal amendment, so that 


where the text speaks of the calendar year it may be changed to 
the fiscal year. 
The amendment of Mr. DockERy was read, as follows: 
On 9, in line 2, strike out the word “annum” and insert “fiscal year”; 
and in line 4 of same page insert before the word “year” the word “fiscal.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I now wish to offer an amendment which I 
the committee will to. 
amendment of Mr. Dockery was read, as follows: 
After the word “ ” in line 11, page 9, insert: 
“No per eater een. on court shall be allowed to field deputies 
when impossible for such attendance to be by the 


it is ph y 
or his P : - 
office deputies; but this provision shall not apply to attend 


Mr. DOCKERY. I will only say in explanation of the amend- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, that this is s— by a very competent 
authority in connection with the tion of justice, and it 
seems to me, so far as I have knowledge of the amendment, to be 
a one and iu the line of reform contemplated by this bill. 
I therefore, the committee will accept it, unless there be 
some to it which has not come to my knowledge. 
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I do not see the necessity for the amend- 


Mr. CONNOLLY. 
ment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The point is simply this: The amendment 
requires the office deputies to attend upon the court unless it be 
eens impossible for them todoso. Now, if the office deputy 
q 


oes not attend upon the court the field deputy will do so, 
and his compensation will be increased to the extent of such 
attendance. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But the field deputies only: pen- 
sation for writs actually served by them, and get three-fourths 
of the amount of the fees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This amendment was prepared by a reliable 
gentleman and comes to me in this shape, and [| think 
there must be some mistake in the gentleman's suggestion tha 
it is unnecessary. Are not the marshals allowed compensation 


for attendance on court? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The marshal is, 
Mr. DOCKERY. Not the deputy 
Mr. CONNOLLY. No. The marshal 
trict attorney, but not the deputy. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


but not the d 


eputies. 


ets his pay, and the dis- 


But does not the exi 


sting law allow the mar- 
shal and the deputy that attend upon court compensation for that 
service? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Notatall. The law allows th rshal $5 
a day for attendance on the court. The marshal and th strict 
attorney are allowed this compensation; but no assistan the 
marshal or of the district attorney is allowed a ula 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I understand thé leman to claim 
that no deputy marshal is allowed anything nce on 
court? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No; noneatall. There niy one per diem 
allowed, and that is allowed tothemarshal. 1 offi- 


counting 
cers of the Attorney-General’s Department regulated this se 
of this bill, I will say to my friend from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, if the gentleman is corr 
not question his statement, of course there is no neces 
amendment. I am surprised that an officer o! 
should suggest an amendment of this character 
what inclined to think that ther 
reference to the matter. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This bill went through the] 


tion 


t.and I do 
sity for the 
the Department 
, and 
must be an error somewhei 


reei some- 


elm 


ands of the en- 


tire Department, and was pronounced to be satisfactory in that 
regard. 
Mr. DOCKERY. A competent officer made the statement on 


which the amendment was prepared, but in view of the 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois I will withdraw th 
ment. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_- 


amend- 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 


On page 9, line 3, strike ont “ $2.50" and insert in lieu thereof “$1.20 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, the whole theory of this 
bill is that fees shall be reduced where fees have been ree ad 
heretofore, in order to make the service more | ect and to save 
dishonest transactions and unnecessary annoyance of the peop 
by frivolous prosecutions. The marshals are put on salary on the 
theory that 1t will cut off present dishonest pri t which 
have been instituted in certain sections, but as I urlerstand the 
bill they will be able to institute these prosecut! hrongh the 

| aid of the deputy marshals. It i id in at to this that it 
can not happen, because the marshal and pn i ‘ officer are 
both on a salary. But aman who, working on fees; would pro 
titute his office and use it for the purpose of instituting prosecu 
tions which are frivolous and not founded in justice for the pnr- 

| pose of obtaining fees would be willing to secure that same result 
through other channels if the opportunity were afforded. 

The committee states to us that the average pay of the deputy 
marshals of the United States is about $100 per month. The 
amendment proposes that they may receive that amount provided 
they earn it. The original bill proposes that they may receive 
pay to the limit of $2,500, which is too much for the services of the 
men who, as a rule, hold these places. as compared with the salary 
and wages of men in other vocations. I am speaking, « : 
of the great majority of them when I say this, nor do I refer to 
them as dishonest in the performance of public di taken as a 
class, because they are not. But they do not come from the ranks 
of life that can compel $2,500 a year as compensatir and should 


not be allowed to receive it from the Government of the United 
States. 

I trust the amendment will therefore be adopted. in view of these 
facts. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Utah, to make the maximum 
compensation of field deputies $1,200 a year, I have but this to 
say: That this $1,200, for a large number of the deputies, would 
undoubtedly be a sufficient compensation, and more than they 
could possibly make under the bill, But there are many other 
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cases where deputy marshais of the right character could not be 
obtained if a salary of that limit is fixed. The purpose of the bill 
was to place it insuch shape that the Attorney-General would 
hold a check all the time over the field deputies. None of them 
can be appointed, their salaries can not be fixed—the maximum 
amount—except with the approval of the Attorney-General. The 
Attorney-General, who is in touch with the actual, legitimate 
business in every district in the United States, knows better than 
any one member of this House can know, better than all the 
members of this House put together can possibly know, at one 
session of Congress, what the business is of a legitimate character 
and what should be the legitimate earnings of a deputy in the proper 
service of the processes of the Government. 

Now, if you te it down to the limit of $1,200, you exclude the 

wssibility of obtaining the services of the right character of men 

n very many districts, but probably in the larger number of dis- 
tricts in the United States $1,200 will be sufficient. Who shall 
judge, who shall fix this maximum, and say how much they shall 
earn? You will find it practically the caze that, when a maximum 
is fixed, as the Attorney-General stated to the committee, he is 
clamored at from every district in the United States to give to 
those officials themaximum. He therefore desired that the maxi- 
mum should be put as low as it was safe to put it, and he was 
invited to suggest, from the experience of his office, containing 
gentlemen who have been there settling these accounts, some of 
them for twenty-five years, what would be safe, considering the 
interests of the Government and the Treasury and of the service 
of our process. He said $2,500 would be the lowest figure he would 
feel safe in putting it at; not that there would be very many 
deputies that would require the $2,500, but that there would neces- 
sarily be some, and he felt, as I feel, that the Department of Jus- 
tice, which controls and directs all the litigation of this great 
Government, is the safest place to lodge the discretion of saying 
to each of these deputies how much he shall have, provided the 
earnings amount to that much. 

Mr. LACEY. This does not seem to give that discretion, 

Mr. SHAFORTH. No; it does not. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Sections 5 and 6 must be taken together to 
determine the purpose in this field-deputy matter and the man- 
ner of paying them. Now, the committee strongly desired to fix 
a salary for these deputies, but we were met first with this diffi- 
culty: How many deputies are necessary in any given district? 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

fr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I move to substitute 
**$1,000” in the place of ‘‘$1,200.” Ido this for the purpose of ob- 
taining the floor. What the gentleman has so well said simply 
accentuates what I so poorly said. He says that there are a few 
districts in the United States where deputies ought to have more 
than $1,200 a year. If that be true, then provide for those dis- 
tricts in a proviso. You can obtain good men, able men, to serve 
the United States at $100a month. The Departments in this city 
prove it. Most of the men who are serving here receive not more 
than $1,200 a year, and the Government is well served, and it 
would be well served by men receiving that maximum compensa- 
tion in this calling. 

The gentleman says that this is within the control of the Attor- 
ney-General. There is not a provision in the fifth or sixth sec- 
tion of this proposed act which gives him that control. Itleaves 
the whole question open, and we shall have the same evil that we 
have had in years past. Deputies will be seeking to lift up their 
compensation to $2,500 a year. Gentlemen have started in here 
to reform this service. Why not strike it at the root? We have 
said that attorneys shall receive $3,000, $3,500, $4,000, and $4,500 
a year. Compared with their salaries, a salary of $1,200 a year 
for a deputy marshal is good. 

I withdraw the substitute. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in reply to the 
gentleman, relative to the matter of compensation of deputy mar- 
shals, that there is a very wide and emphatic difference between 
the services rendered—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend for a moment. 
Did the gentleman from Utah withdraw his substitute? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, he did. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I withdrew the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thendebate on this proposition is exhausted. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Utah. 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
ALLEN of Utah) there were—ayes 30, noes 56. 

Accordin * the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strikin| 
out the last sentence of this section. The Attorney-General, 
writing to the member of the committee [Mr. UPDEGRAFF] hay- 
ing this matter in charge, said: 

Detroit is an important point, and, for the reasons we spoke about, in Phil- 
— Boston, and other places, the district attorney’s salary should be 


Just why the Attorney-General recommended the increase of tho 
salary of the district attorney at Philadelphia I confess to not 
having understood clearly yesterday, when the matter of the pro- 

sed increase of compensation of the attorney for the western 

istrict was under consideration. I supposed it was probally 
upon the basis suggested by the gentleman from Massachuset{s 
r. GILLETT] , namely, the supposed higher standing of the Phil,- 

elphia bar. We who live in or near Philadelphia are always 
ready to concede that there is just as high an order of legal talent 
at Pittsburg as at Philadelphia, and therefore do not recovnize 
that proposed difference as being any reason for giving to the dis- 
trict attorney at Philadelphia a higher rate of compensation than 
to the district attorney at Pittsburg. But upon looking at the 
business of the office, as shown by the reports of the Attorney- 
General for the last five years, itis very apparent why the Attorney- 
General recommended that the salary of the district attorney At 
Philadelphia be increased and why a difference in the compecisa- 
tion of these two officials should exist. 

As this committee has done the right thing in raising the salary 
of the district attorney at Detroit, I take it that it will be entirely 
willing to follow in the same line when the facts are presented 
to the committee. Now, the committee was convinced yesterday 
that $4,000 was the right umount of compensation at Pittsburg, 
and in my judgment it was. Therefore | take the contrast be- 


tween Philadelphia and Pittsburg as the basis for an appeal to 
the members of the committee to permit a return to the third sec- 
tion in order to increase the compensation of the district attorney 


at Philadelphia from $4,000 to $5,000. 

I have a tabulated statement which, without objection, I shall 

rint in the REcoRD, showing the business done in the respective 

Districts of Pennsylvania, and I present this brief summary. The 
number of civil suits terminated during the last five years, 1491, 
1892, 1893, 1894, and 1895, in which the United States was a party, 
averaged per year, in the eastern district, 45; in the western dis- 
trict, 4. iminal prosecutions terminated in the eastern district, 
128; in the western district,79. Judgments obtained, the average 
amounts per year, in the eastern district, $40,559.59; in the west- 
ern district, $1,800. Fines, forfeitures, and alties imposed, 
average per year, in the eastern district, $5,108.80; western dis- 
trict, $2,272.40. Civil suits terminated in which the United 
States was not a party, average number per year in the eastern 
district was 335; in the western district, 69. So that we havea 
showing of somewhere in the neighborhood of from three to seven 
times greater volume of business in the eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania than in the western district; and on the basis of work 
done, as shown by the report of the Attorney-General, there is 
ample foundation for his recommendation, and for this commit- 
tee, following the precedent which it set in the case of the eastern 
district of Michigan, to make the raise of $1,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WANGER. I offer, as a substitute, to strike out the entire 


section. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can not retain the floor in 
that way. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I desire to submit an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to be a pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WANGER. I propose to ask unaninfOus consent. | shall 
also withdraw the objection which I made some time ago if I 
can have just a couple of minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman's 
amendment to be a pro forma amendment, to strike out the last 
sentence. Is it withdrawn? 

Mr. WANGER. Thatis what it was really, a pro forma amend- 
ment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it withdrawn? : 

Mr. WANGER. If the House will give me a moment tosubmit 


a request, 

Mr. SPALDING. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iam entirely willing to yield if it does not 
come out of my time. 

Mr. WANGER. The amendment I introduced was merely 4 
formal amendment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I am entirely willing to yield if it does not 
come out of my time. 

Mr. WANGER. I therefore ask unanimous consent to return 
to page 8 to offer an amendment, to strike out the word ‘‘ four,” 12 
line 23, and insert the word “five.” 

And in further support of this amendment, I beg to call atten- 
tion to the very im t litigation arising under the customs 
laws and tried at phia. The hat-trimmings cases con- 
ducted by District Attorney Read were of national renown, and 
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istri ey left a ition to become such in Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I object. 

= resent district otded been eaten him, if my recollection Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I am not animated by any 

which the 500 per annum. spirit of unfairness or desire for retaliation, and am entirely will- 

is correct SIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks | ing to withdraw the objection I made some time since to the re- 

The consent to return to page 8 for the purpose of offering | quest of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BarLey]. I submit the 
eee following table: 
























































i usiness in the district and circuit courts of the United States in the eastern and western districts of Pennsylvania, 
Tables showing b' 
{From the reports of the Attorneys-General. } 
EXHrsir A. 
CIVIL SUITS TO WHICH THE UNITED STATES WAS A PARTY. 
Terminated Terminated | - Terminated | Terminated Terminated 
|Pending | during fiscal | Pending} during fiscal | Pending| during fiscal Pending) during fiscal | Pending during fiscal 
District. July 1, | yearended | July 1, | yearended | Julyl,| yearended | July 1, | yearended | Julyl, | year ended 
1801, | June 30, 1891, 1892. | June 30, 1892, |} 1893. | June 30, 1895 1804. June 30, 1894, 1805. Ju w), 1895, 
jand appealed. | | and appealed. and appealed and appealed and appealed. 
<< LLhL!L!lLhCLCLUmrhEhhCUmd ee see Ck, mace , - 
Oct, ah eS 389 | 49 276 | 35 | 259 51 243 41 226 52 
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Western dis eoreenece 
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Exusir C. 
_————— - —— — 7 — wens 
Judgments obtained in civil suits to which the United States 
District was a party during fiscal yea ended June 
1891. 1so2 1803 1s94 1805. 
eee a — 
Eastern district .....----------------------- wo een ne weet ne anne ee eee ene wn eeee anes anacee merase ens $247, 694. 37 $3, 100. 67 $3, 008. 42 $30, 184.86 | $18,800. 59 
Weatern district. ... . .-..- ~~ --<-- ~---+- ~~~ 200 won se ee enn wn nnn nnn nnn nnn nnn nnn nnn wenn nenens wii », OOO. UO $000.00 
— es enti enema ee as 
Exuibit D. 
— ae —- motes = —— 
Fines, forfeitures, and penalties imposed during fiscal 
District years ended June WO 
Ss . 
1891. 1802 1893 1894 1805. 
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The CHAIRMAN. What the Chair wants to understand is The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
this: ips your amendment simply a formal amendment? mous consent that the committee return to page 3 for the sole 
Mr. WANGER. I withdraw my amendment. purpose of offering the amendment he suggests, which was ob- 
Mr. HENDERSON. Then I now renew the request of the gen- | jected to. 
tleman from Texas {Mr. BaiLey] for unanimous consent to re- The Clerk read as follows: 
turn to section 3 for the sole purpose of making that trifling On page 3, line 25, after the word “the,” insert the word “ eastern"; so as 
amendment by adding the word “eastern” in the case of South | to read: “for the eastern district of South Carolina, $4,000.” 


. and I send the amendment up. The amendment was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Now the gentleman from Colorado is recog- 
nized. s 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ deputy marshal,” in the twenty-fourth line, page 8, 
and in lieu thereof insert the following: ‘‘temporary deputy marshals for a 
period not toexceed one month, and, upon the certificate of the district judge 


of such district that the same is necessary, may appoint one or more regular 
deputy marshals.” 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amend- 
ment is to place a limit upon the power of the marshal to appoint 
deputy marshals. It gives him the power to appoint temporary 
marshals in case of necessity, but in the case of the appointment 
of regular deputy marshals it requires that the judge of the district 
court of that district shall certify that they are necessary. I sub- 
mit to the committee that, although there are safeguards in this 
bill, we can not be too careful upon this point. The marshal has 
now a stated salary. There is no incentive upon his part to limit 
the number of deputies. He is in a position to have as many dep- 
uty marshals as he desires. The number does not cut at all into 
his salary. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No; he can not have any except those that 
the Attorney-General approves. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The marshal has in the first instance the 
right to make the appointments. Since he is upon a salary and 
since his salary can not be increased in any way by the emolu- 
ments of the deputies, there is no inducement upon his part tolimit 
the number of deputies. Now, we all know that the marshal’s 
office is a political office. We know that the marshal obtains his 
appointment by influential people procuringitfor him. Weknow 
that he is under obligations to them, and therefore that when they 
desire the appointment of a deputy it is quite likely they will get 
it, especially if it does not diminish the marshal’s own salary. It 
is true that there is a limit in the bill, that the Attorney-General 
may cancel the appointments of deputy marshals, but the diffi- 
culty with that is that the Attorney-General is often 2,000 miles 
distant from the district and does not and can not know whether 
the deputy marshals are needed or not, as the judge of the district 
court knows. 

The judge of the district court does know the necessities of the 
office; he knows how many deputy marshals should be appointed 
to perform the duties, and consequently the safest plan is to vest 
in him the power to determine and certify how many deputy mar- 
shais are needed, With this power in the judge and with the 
power in the Attorney-General to cancel appointments, it seems 
to me that no abuses can arise. It must be borne in mind that 
when the marshal is provided with his salary he may desire to 
satisfy his friends by making numerous appointments, and in 
that way building up political power for himself. This unlimited 
power of appointment in the marshal, it seems to me, is liable to 
produce abuses which could not occur if the judge of the district 
court were permitted to indicate or to certify the number of the 
deputy field marshals that should be employed. 

This amendment provides that in the case of temporary depu- 
ties the marshals shall have power to make the appointments 
without the concurrence of the judge, because sometimes an 
emergency arises when the judge is not conveniently at hand, and 
in such cases the power ought to be vested in the marshal to make 
the appointments. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. . Chairman, I now move that all debate 
on this section be limited to one-half minute. 

A MemBer. There is a substitute pending. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I will ask consent that debate on this sec- 
tion be limited to one-half minute. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Then, Mr. Chairman, I make that motion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman in charge of 
the bill will pardon me, I desire to make a suggestion with refer- 
ence to perfecting the bill. Ihave been thinking and conferrin, 
with other gentlemen with reference to this maximum amount o 
=. I confess that it has tronbled mesomewhat, for thisreason: 

y experience with maximum amounts as compensation for any 
class of officials is that all or nearly all of those officials finally 
reach the maximum by various devices. Now, the suggestion I 
desire to make is this: Would it not be wiser to make the maxi- 
mum limit $1,500 and then to provide that in special cases the 
Attorney-General may allow an additional su:n, not to exceed in 
the aggregate $2,500, in cases where the public interest seems to 
require it? Inthat way you will have the maximum of $1,500 for 
the great body of these officials, and then there may be a few 
cases, probably there will be, where al r amount, perhaps even 
as high as $2,500, should be allowed, and in those cases you can 

ive the Attorney-General power to allow up to the maximum of 
£9500, the general limit being fixed at $1, In that way you 
will reach the few exceptions and avoid the difficulty of ha a 
neral pushing up of these salaries to $2,500. I know that the 
mmittee on the Judiciary have carefully investigated this whole 
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this section to half a minute be put. 


be taken off the floor by the gentleman from Iowa by a moti ¢, 
close debate? 


gentleman from Iowa interferes at all with the rights of the « = 


in Committee of the Whole debate can be closed only by 1 
mous consent; that the committee would have to rise and et ihe 


from Iowa is that I shall be given only half a minute up 
amendment, although I was recognized to offer that amendim. ut. 
with the right to debate it for five minutes. 


his substitute, and will then be entitled to five minutes. 


limit debate, it was agreed to. 
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matter, but it occurred to me that this view might not have |.) 
thoroughly considered by them, and therefore I have venture; ;, 
make the epee. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I am willing to adopt that sugges: 
Mr. Chairman. Now I ask that my motion to limit debat. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I have been recognize) :, 
offer my substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman, (o> 
that purpose. The question is on the motion of the genti. 
from Iowa [Mr. UppEGRAFF] to limit debate on this secti, 
one-half minute. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order, | 
have been recognized by the Chair to offer my amendment, »),) 
I am entitled to five minutes in which to present it. Now. ¢.) | 

) 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the motion . 


tleman from Virginia. The gentleman from Virginia will be poo. 
ognized for the purpose of offering his substitute. 
Mr. WANGER,. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order (}),+ 


House to close the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. SWANSON. My point, Mr. Chairman, is that the eff 
of my being taken off the floor by the motion of the gent! 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from jo 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF] does not affect the status of the gentleman : 
irginia [Mr.Swanson]a particle. He will be recognized ; 


Mr.SWANSON. That is all right. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. We have no objection to the gentleman 
from Virginia occupying five minutes. In seeking to limit 
debate, I am only acting in behalf of gentlemen who are im): 
and desire to proceed with business. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Uppecrarr io 


The CHAIRMAN, ape, senenne. from Virginia | Mr. Sw. 
SON] will now be recognized to offer his amendment, and will t)n 
be entitled to five minutes. 

Mr.SWANSON. I ask that my amendment, which has 
sent to the desk, be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out sections 5 and 6 and inserting: 

“Sec. 5. That the Attorney-General may appoint, on recommend! 
each United States marshal, one clerk and one chief deputy, whose 
shall not exceed $1,500 per annum each. Noclerk or chief deputy sh 
pointed in any district unless the United States district judge sha!l cer 
the Attorney-General be satisfied that such a intment is necessary f 
efficient performance of the public business. e Attorney-General! sh 

t, on recommendation of the marshal, such number of deputy m« 





appoin 
feteach district as he shall deem necessary for the efficient performan: 


public business, whose es shall not exceed $1,200 per annum anit! 
sonable and necessary expenses of travel and subsistence actually i 
while on duty, such expense to be approved by the United States distri 
of each district. But the Attorney-General shall in no caseappoint! 
trict more deputy mars than the United States district jude 1 
district shall cert ¥ to him as necessary for an efficient performance: \' | 
ublic business, and he may remove said deputies for canse or whe 
hinks there are more than the public business requires. In all cases 
criminal, where services are performed by marshals or their deput: 
the costs are taxed st other parties than the Unite? States, thea: 
of fees for such service shall be collected and paid tothe Treasurer «! | 
United States.” 
Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, this amendment abolish. «\ 
solutely and entirely the whole fee system in regard to mars) 
and deputy marshals. It is universally admitted that if th 
be done in a safe way, without increasing expenses and wi') 
impairing the efficiency of the service, it will doa great dc! | 
ward perfecting this bill. If the deputy marshals are to 
tinued on fees, we are going to have the same difficulties th«' 
oe Every deputy marshal, if his maximum salary is {1 
$2,500, depending upon the amount of fees that he earns, wi! 
to work and try and make that $2,500. My amendment prov!» 
that no deputy marshal shall receive a salary in excess of »!.-''’. 
These officers are to be appointed by the Attorney-General 01 \» 
recommendation of the marshal. order to prevent too mu 
deputy marshals from being —— the amendment pr: 
that the Attorney-General shall not appoint deputy mars! '- 
any district in excess of the number certified by the district jus" 
to be necessary for the ecompmical administration of the la 
that district. et 
Thus the marshal, being himself upon a salary, and havin. ' 
inducement to swell his own fees needlessly, not recommen 
the appointment of more deputies than may be required. As... 
the district judge, a nonpartisan officer, will look simply to the 
proper execution of the power of the court. Then the Attorney: 
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pervising the recommendation of the marshal approved 
Getto distuct jndge. will have the power to limit any excessive 
number of appointments. He can not appoint any greater num- 
ber than those recommended to him, though he may appoint a 
smaller number. And the salary may be limited, if it be thought 

roper, to $100 or $200, but it can not in any event exceed $1,200. 
? I believe that by this system we shall save money in the fees of 
the deputy ls, the fees of witnesses, and the fees of jurors. 
I believe that there will not be appointed any more deputy mar- 
shals than there are deputy collectors. | ct 
that under the salary system the deputies will not render efficient 
service, I refer to the experience in connection with deputy col- 
lectors in the internal-revenue service. A few days ago we made 
an appropriation for 992 
United States has a ee collector on a salary, and these ofiicers 
do their work efficiently and roperly. The same number of dep- 
uty marshals would suffice for efficient performance of duty in 
connection with the United States courts. 

The only reason as stated by gentlemen of the committee that 
induced them to change their first view in favor of the policy of 
my amendment was the experience in the Indian Territory. 
sir, there is an important difference between the administration 
of the law in the Indian Territory and its administration in the 
other districts of the United States. In the Indian Territory the 
United States courts administer the law with reference to al! local 
matters such as in the States are under the administration of the 
State courts. There might be difficulty, therefore, in the Indian 
Territory in securing under this system efficient service with ref- 


erence to all the local details in the administration of justice. | 


But no such difficulties can exist in any of the States of this 
nion. 

OT the Committee of the Whole will adopt this amendment, it 
will make this bill perfect up tothe present point. Reject the 
amendment, and you will pay as much for many jurors and wit- 
nesses next year as you have paid this year. The expense for 
witnesses and jurors in the United States courts during the lust 
year amounted to $2,600,000. 
in connection with the courts was for the payment of witnesses 
and jurors. 

Mr. Chairman, if you can not trust this matter to the marshal, 
whose action is to be approved by the district judge, and the 
action of both of them supervised by the Attorney-General, then 
there can be no efficient means of providing any check upon the 
appointment of any officials. It affords a safer system than the re- 
quirements thrown around the deputy collectors; it is safer than 
is thrown around the appointment of any of the officials to-day in 
connection with the Government of the United States. I believe it 
will give us good, honorable, efficient men; that it will be better 
for the people, the officers, and for the Government, and decidedly 
in the interest of the public service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we are going to do right, and to present 
legislation which is perfect, let us complete the bill at this time 
and make it perfect. When you come in here by piecemeal in the 
future and undertake to 
to-day can not do it. Mark me, if this bill becomes a law 
it will be years and years and years before further reforms can be 


usr And so, I repeat, if you want perfect legislation complete 
now. 


In reply to the objection | 


of these officers. Every district in the | 


But, | 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as I suggested an 
amendment to this section afew moments ago to the Committee on 
the Judiciary which would come in before the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas, I wish to state that amendment now, 
with the understanding that I snall not unde 


rtake to offer it un- 





less the committee in charge of the bill regards it as a wise pro- 
vision. I will read it for the benefit of the committee 

First, in line 3, page 9, amend by striking out ‘‘two thousand 
five hundred” and inserting *‘ one thousand five hundred.” so as 
to make that the maximum of the compensation allowed under 
the law to the deputy marshal. 

Again, at the end of the paragraph, or after the word ‘‘ year,” in 
the fourth line, insert this proviso: 

Provided, That in special cases, where in his judgment jus requires, the 
Attorney G nerai may n addi nal : I Vv 
case to make the aggre teal le nsa no ¥ field y in excess 
of $2,500, nor more than three-fourths of the gross fees earned by said field 
deputy. 

This is to carry out the idea I suggested a few minutes ago, that 
as to the great body of the field deputies the maximum allowance 
ought to be $1,500, arising from the fact that ordinarily, where we 

| fix the maximum of a salary of an official, no matter how it is 
guarded, by some process or other they always manage to reach 
the maximum. But the proviso declares that in ul the 
Attorney-General may make an additional allow n any 
case to make the total compensation in exc of $2,500, ree 
fourths of the gross fees earned 1 uch deputy 

I am not going to offer the amendment unless the committee re- 
garditas wise. They haveof course studied the bill, and understand 
its provisions in the light of th rcumstances surroun r them, 
They understand better than we do, who have not studied the 
matter, what is wise and proper in this regard. But it seems to 
me, on the superficial view I have been able to give to the ques- 
tion, that an amendment in this direction is alt ther a wise one, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will say tothe gentleman that we have 
cut the salary already from $3,000 to $2,500. It used to be $3,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to ask a question, or make 
a suggestion, rather, to t! rentleman from Maine inaddition to 
what he has stated, that the commissioner whoissnes the warrant 
places it in the hands of a deputy for service, and the very purpose 
of the bill might be defeated by a zealous and active dk y com- 
bining with the commissioner. I think the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman is a wise one, and that the amendment ought to be adopted, 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Maine will permit me. 
Of course I have no authority to speak for the committ: 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that this debate is pro- 


fect the legislation that we have begun | 


No objection can be urged against putting deputy marshals on | 


the salaried list except the fear that too many will be appointed. 


That, however, Ihave guarded against inthe amendment. Then, | 


again, you can not pay in excess of $1,200 and expenses for any 
; and the Attorney-General can designate in those districts 
where little business is done what the salary shall be, whether it 
be $400, $500, or $800. In every respect, therefore, the amend- 
ment is guarded so as to protect the interest of the Government, 
the interest of the people, and to secure the efficiency of the 
service. 
a the hammer fell. ] 
eCHAIRMAN,. The time for debate has expired. 
The question is on the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia for section 6. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Swanson) there were—ayes 28, noes 74. 
the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment as an 
t section, to be inserted between the last section read 
and the one following. 
r. Y. Ihave not understood whether the last sec- 
tion ence eernt by the committee or not. 
The - If there be no further amendment in refer- 
ence to section 6, the Chair will submit it to the committee. 
Mr. McRAE. 


air, This is not an amendment to section 6 or a sub- 
stitute for the section. 
section. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. McRAE. Yes 


I propose to insert it as an independent 
Following section 6? 


IE 





ee 


ceeding only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be understood for the present that the 
amendment is offered. I will withdraw it if it does not meet the 
approval of the committee. 


Mr. BAILEY. I was going to say that I presume the committee 
will disagree with me, but I fully agree with the ger i from 
Maine. I would much prefer, however, for |} to 


leave out the exceptional cases. 


I know and other gentlemen here 
know the character of the men who are usually employed as dep- 
uty marshals; and while many of them are good men, few of them 


could earn in private pursuits anything like a compensation equal 


to $1,500. And, moreover, I believe that if we leave the deputy 
marshals to earn as high as $2,500 a year, the expectation of good 
results to be derived from the bill will probably be largely disap- 
pointed. 

I should myself be glad to see the House adopt th: mof 
the gentleman from Maine, even without provision for the special 


cases. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this section is exhausted. 
Mr. McMILLIN. This, I think, is conceded by all to be a very 
important amendment, and I ask unanimous consent tha 


debate 

be allowed upon it, in order that it may be explained. I think it 
would meet with the approval of both sides of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Maine offered his 
amendment? 

Mr. TRACEY. for purposes of discussion, I ind he 
has. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine give the 
Chair his attention? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will offer the amendment ply for the 


purpose of discussion, merely remarking that I shall withdraw 
unless the committee in charge concur in the view that it is wi 
Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennes 
Mittin] asks unanimous consent that debate 


it 


» (Mr. Mc- 


may be allowed 


upon this amendment. Is there objection? 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I want to ask what is the amendment? 


Let us have the amendment read. 
to be any amendment or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move, with the conditions that I have sug 
gested, to amend the bill in the third line of page 9, by striking 


I want to see whether there 








2512 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 5, 





out ‘“‘two thousand five hundred” and inserting ‘‘ one thousand 
five hundred,” and to add a proviso after the word ‘‘ year,” in the 
fourth line, which proviso I have sent to the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, page 9, amend by striking out “two thousand five hundred” and 
inserting “‘one thousand five hundred,” and after the word “ year,” in the 
fourth line, insert: 

* Provided, That in special cases where, in his judgment, justice requires, 
the Attorney-General may make an additional allowance, not, however, in 
any case to make the aggregate annual compensation of any field Copety in 
feld dopa _ nor more than three-fourths of the gross fees earned by such 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] asks unanimous consent to rescind the order with refer- 
ence to debate, as far as it applies to this amendment. Is there 
objection? 

r. CANNON. How much debate is desired? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Upon this amendment only. 

Mr. CANNON. For how long? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will say fifteen or twenty minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent that debate may be allowed upon this amendment 
for fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I have so much respect for the 
ptomens of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] that I dis- 

ike very much indeed to disagree with the amendment offered 
by him; but experience has taught me that the amendment is in 
the wrong direction, and the bill as itis, having reduced the maxi- 
mum which a deputy marshal may earn from $3,000 under exist- 
ing law to $2,500 under this bill, is more than a sufficient reduc- 
tion. No harm could ever come, under the operations of this bill, 
if the maximum had been allowed to remain at what it is under 
existing law. It is impossible for any gentleman to _— out 
where harm can come in the practical workings of this bill should 
it become a law with the maximum fixed in it for the earnings of 
the deputy marshals in the field. On the other hand, the matter 
of economy, so to speak, may be carried entirely too far. 

Now, it certainly is desirable—and I am sure that the gentleman 
from Maine will agree with me in this proposition—it certainly is 
desirable that the work shall be done as effectively in the future 
as in the past. What it is sought to accomplish by this bill is not 
to reduce the effectiveness of the service, but it is sought to take 
out of the courts a large class of cases which have produced more 
or less scandal for years. That is accomplished, and you do not 
restore that feature, so much animadverted upon, by permitting 
these field deputy marshals to receive three-fourths of their gross 
fees earned in the service up to a maximum of $2,500. You do 
not restore that feature that exists under the present law, because 
it does not begin with the deputy marshal in the first place; and I 
want to say for these men that the deputy marshals of the United 
States are not the thieves that some gentlemen think them to be. 
I know a large number of them personally, and they are generally 
a fair class of men, so far as I have known them. The evil is not 
in the man or the men. The evil has been in the system, which 
began above the deputy marshals and not with them, There is 
= — we have taken that evil out of the law when we enact 
this bill. 

Now, a further suggestion. When youcome to employ deputy 
marshals under this bill, should it become a law, you want to 
employ an equally good class of men, certainly, to those employed 
at the present time, but unless you are able to offer the possibility 
of earning a fair compensation for the character of service per- 
formed you will not get that good class of men. This maximum 
fixed in the bill only offers the possibility of earning a fair com- 
pensation for the hardest service performed by any class of men 
in the United States outside of the Army in time of war. There 
is no other service performed by any other class of men in time of 
peace in the United States equal in severity and exposure and in 
arduous labor to the services performed by deputy marshals in 
the field. Therefore I say that it will be a most vital mistake if, 


when we have this bill almost perfected,a feature like this is in-' 


grafted in it. 

Gentlemen talk about this provision of the bill as though it left 
entirely open the door we are attempting to close; as though 
the deputy marshal in the field, having the same inducement as 
now, will continue to bring into court the character of cases it is 
sought to exclude. They evidently forget that the deputy mar- 
shal can not begin a prosecution. He can not begin it with the 
aid of the commissioner. He may file a complaint, but before a 
warrant can issue the ee of the district attorney must be 
had. When you have taken away from the district attorney the 
necessity to make cases in order to earn a fair compensation for 
his services, you have struck a very severe blow at the possible 
earnings of a deputy marshal. In addition to that, under an 
amendment to be offered by the committee, it will require the co- 
operation of an internal-revenue officer to begin a prosecution for 
@ violation of the internal-revenue laws. That removes from his 


possible earnings another class of cases. Then you make his ten. 
ure of office dependent solely upon the pleasure of the marsha] 
who has no interest whatever in the size of the court docket. [y 
spite of all these things, however, you regard him as so much the 
enemy of a decent dis tion of Federal justice, so arch an adept 
at breaking through legal restrictions, so conspicuous a success at 
the manufacture of fees without the raw materials, so skillful g 
maker ©. bricks without straw, that you propose to make it prac. 
tically impossible to earn more than fifteen hundred dollars per 
annum for a service that has no counterpart for severity of ox. 
posure or arduousness of labor. When you do this, in my judg. 
ment a will seriously impair the service and seriously interferg 
with the enforcement of the laws. 

You are not, as many gentlemen seem to suppose, offering these 
deputies $1,500 per annum, you are merely offering them a shadowy 
chance to earn that sum, surrounded by the restrictions to which 
I have called attention. The character of the men occupying that 


ition now, with a maximum of $3,000, is often complained of. 
ow, then, can you expect to improve their character by cutting 
the maximum in two and adding restrictions not now imposed. 
It should also be remembered that a large majority of the deputy 
marshals earn less than $1,500 per annum now. A few months of 
the practical workings of this provision would demonstrate the 
truth and justice of what I have said to the entire satisfaction of 
my distinguished friend from Maine, and all others who now dis- 
agree with me. If I had the same opinion of deputy marshals 
that I have heard expressed upon this floor, I would move t» abol- 
ish them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to differ 
with my colleague [Mr. Tracey], who has had a very large o-xpe- 
rience in the administration of the marshal’s office. Ordinarily 
in respect to such questions I would follow his judgment without 
hesitation; but [ cordially concur with the gentleman from Maine 
in the amendment he has offered, except it does not go far enough, 
The amendment should, in my judgment, fix the salary at $1,500 
per annum and, in the discretion of the Attorney-General, allow in 
eee additional compensation to the extent of $500. 
In other words, I think that under allcircumstances the maxiinum 
compensation of a deputy marshal should not exceed $2,000. Now, 
then, the issue is simply this, Mr. Chairman: What is the proper 
compensation for deputy marshals? In my judgment $2,')\\)) will 
be ample compensation for a field deputy ih any district of the 
Uni States. This as a maximum. nder ordinary circum- 
stances $1,500, as proposed by the gentleman from Maine, wil! be 
adequate compensation. I trust this amendment will prevail, 
because, as has been wel: stated and as the experience of the mem- 
bers of this House will vindicate, wherever there is a maximum 
fixed by the law in some way or somehow that maximum is 
always reached. I am opposed to the proposition now in t)\« }ill, 
because I do not desire to ze $2,500 to field marshals. That is 
the maximum fixed by the ill, and I believe it will be reached in 


every case if it is allowed to stand. I believe that $1,50) is an 


ample salary. 

r. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, the statement of the gentle 
man from Missouri that competent men can not be employed as 
deputy marshals at $125 per month, it seems to me, is erroicous. 
T hold in my hand the letter of the Attorney-General of the United 
States, showing numerous statistics concerning the fees of mar- 
shals in this country. There is a column which shows the total 
amounts earned by the deputies during the fiscal year ended June 
80,1895. There is another column that shows the total number of 
deputies employed. Dividing one by the other gives the amount 


of compensation that the average deputy received for that year, 
and by figuring that I find it is $557.13. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow ine to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. What is the highest and lowest 
amount received by anyone? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maine covers that. In extraordinary cases it gives the 
Attorney-General the right to fix—— 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. What is the highest amount te 
ceived by any one particular Soper’ : 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Thereis notableshowing that. Ihave tried 
to ascertain the highest amount, and I can not find that ther. are 
any receiving over $100a month. There may be exceptional cases. 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine rem iies 
thatcondition. If there is any extraordi duties to be rendered, 
the Attorney-General can fix the compensation of that yy y. tt 
seems to me, however, that the amendment ought to be for 5!-)4 
month instead of $1,500 a year, which would overcome the obj°c- 
tion of the gentleman to my left, which was to the effect that these 
men would accept the positions and serve for six months, get the 
$1,500, and then ; but if the deputy is paid $125 a month he 
would serve the wh yore devo his time to the duties of 
his office. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 
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The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 


one question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 


seem to have it. ae al 
8Yc8 SKOHNSON of California. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 7. 
endment was agreed to. ; 
0 MTGRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
gection which I offer as an amendment. : 
The MAN. The Clerk will report the section offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That of venire facias and of subpcena for witnesses sum- 
= ye at te at Se Unison States it shall be the duty of the clerk issu- 
Ing the same, so far as practicable, to ascertain and insert therein the post- 
‘ce address of each yey! named therein; and when the marshal shall 
receive any such writ, if the time’is sufficient for service by mail, as provided 
in section, he shall address to each person named in such venire or sub- 
whose post-office address is given or can be ascertained promptly by 
a notice requiring such person to be and appear at the time and place 
and for the mentioned in the writ. @ marshal shall sign such 
notice officially, mail and register it at the post-office, addressed to the person 
therein men on the envelope in the usual form 
for the return of tter to him if nut delivered within ten days. The 
postmaster to whom any such letter shall be delivered, inclosed in a Depart- 
ment of Justice ity envelope, shall transmit the same witnout charge for 
or feo. The receipt of such registered letter by the person 
Yo ‘whom the notice was addressed shall deemed valid service upon him 
of the subpoena or yenire, and the return registry receipt card, signed by 
such person, or proof of the delivery of such stered letter on his order, in 
writing, to any other person for him, shall be en as prima facie evidence 
of arta, and the marshal shall make return qocoediaaly- Whenever any 
such notice shall be returned through the post-office undelivered, the marshal 
shall serve it as other writs are served; and whenever practicable all such 
returned notices and all gecoes and writs, the costs on which would be 
ble to the United States, other than writs of venire facias and sub- 
poena for ‘witneanes, shall be sent by mail, directed to the deputy marshal 
residing nearest the locality where such writs, process, or returned notices are 
to be served or executed, or toa special deputy ap 
the same in such ty, and such deputies s make return of such 
writs, or notices to the marshal by mail; and in no case in which 
the U: States would be chargeable with costs for the service of an writ, 
— or notice of whatever character shall mileage be charged or allowed 
0} 
if 





S 


inted by him to serve 


issue to the place of execution or servic ereo 

Ee or aan have been cent by mail toa owe wormed = 
other suitable person in the neighborhood of the place of service.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, at the suggestion of the gentle- 
man in —— the bill, I ask leave to move this amendment as 
a proviso to the section which we have just passed instead of as an 

ent section. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. It refers to nothing but venires. 

Mr. McRAE. And witnesses. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee having passed away from 
the section, the Chair thinks it would require unanimous consent 
to make this in order as a proviso to that section. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I would like to see that amendment 


in Mr. Chairman. 
ae MCRAE. It has been in print four or five days. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. en Lask that it be passed over 
until it can be examined. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is not to this section or to this bill. 

Mr. McRAE. I would like to be heard on that, Mr. Chairman. 
oan CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 


Mr. McRAE. I would like first to hear what the gentleman 
from Illinois has to say in _—_ of his point of order. 
CHAIRMAN. Does 


The ° e gentleman from Ilinois desire to 
be heard on the t of order? 

Mr. CANNON. Ican state itin a moment. This is a bill to 
abolish the fee of compensating United States attorneys 
and marshals and to substitute the salary system. Section 6 pro- 
vides what the of these deputy marshals shall be, but this 

amendment is of a code which provides how sub- 
and writs and v shall be served. It seems to me that 


is not at all germane to this section or to the bill. If we go on 
in this way, the remainder of the session will be taken up in set- 
tling questions of practice. [Laughter.] The amendment 


is not fermene. It not come within the terms of the order. 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. , the section to which I have pro- 


posed this as an amendment provides for what it calls field deputy 
marshals. The duties of these deputies will be—if they have any— 
to serve these , unless some other method is provided for 
in this bill. bill appoints ties to serve venires, while my 
amendment provides another and a very economical and satisfac- 
Tan elegy ing the mails. I know that this can be done, and 
Tam that it is in order on this bill. As to these writs, it 
is ov difference in the method of service. 

If in charge of the bill really mean to economize, 
ony not to object to it. It deals directly with the subject 
we under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The section that we have just been consid- 


XXVIII—158 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. é 


2513 


ering is one relating to the compensation of these officials. The 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas provides a 
method of serving judicial writs, an entirely different subject, it 
seems to the present occupant of the Chair, from the one contem- 
plated by the section under consideration. Therefore the Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. McRAE. Would such be the judgment of the Chair if the 
amendment were offered as an independent section? I at first 
offered it in that way, but agreed to offer it as a proviso at the 
suggestion of the gentleman in charge of the bill, so as tosave him 
any confusion in the numbering of the sections, and I understood 
him to say that he would accept it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Offeringitasan independent section would 
not change its character. 

The CHAIRMAN. So far as the Chair is advised of the general 
purpose of this bill, he is inclined to think that the amendment 
would not be germane. The Chair, however, is not familiar with 
every section of the bill and possibly the amendment might be 
germane to some sections. 

Mr. MCRAE. [offer the amendment as an independent section. 
That is the way I proposed at first to offer it, but I agreed, at the 
suggestion of the genlteman from Iowa in charge of the bill, to 
present it as a proviso to section 6. Now I propose to offer it as 
an independent section. 

Mr. CANNON. But there is another wicked man who makes 
the point of order that it is not germane, no matter what may be 
the form in which it is offered. 

Mr. MCRAE. I will take the judgment of the Chair upon that 
without further argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not prepared at this moment 
to rule upon that point, as there may possibly be some section to 
which it is germane. 

Mr. OPDEGRAFF. There is no section in the bill that has any 
relation to the service of any process of any kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will sustain the point of 
order, 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 19, page 9, strike out the words “the principal place’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ one of the place<"’; so that th lanan will read: 

“ The marshal’s official residence shall be deemed to be at one of the places 
of holding court in the district,” ete. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8. That whenever in this act an officer is allowed actual expenses the 
account therefor shall be made out quarterly, in accordance with rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Attorney-General. When made out the account 
shall be verified on oath before an officer authorized to administer oaths 

The expense accounts of the marshals and their office deputies and the 





I offer the amendment which I send 


accounts of the field deputies shall be paid by the marshals; said accounts and 
the expense accounts of the district attorneys and their assistants when made 
out in accordance with this act shall be submitted to and examined by the 


circuit court or district court of the district and when approved by the court 
shall be audited and allowed as now provided by law. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida (before the reading was concluded). 
Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I rose and endeavored 
to offer an amendment to the seventh section, but another gentle- 
man was recognized. I have an amendment of some importance 
that I desire to offer to that section—an amendment touching 
civil services, which are largely affected by this bill. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. To what section does that apply? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Section 7, page 9. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That is already passed. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I rose and tried to offer my amend- 
ment. I brought this amendment to the attention of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. UpPDEGRAFF]. It is an important amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida was not 
recognized. He was not claiming recognition at the time that 
the reading of section 8 began, so that he is too late; and the 
Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. One moment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I think the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. UppeGRraFF] will permit me to offer my amendment. It is 
an amendment concerning civil services to which I called his at- 


tention. Itisvery essential tothe civil administration inthe United 
States courts. I rose and endeavored to offer the amendment in 
time. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Ican not overrule the Chair. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to offer this amendment. It relates to the civil business of 
the courts, which the committee in preparing this bill has not had 
in mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent to offer an amendment to the seventh section. Is 
there objection? 
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Mr. CANNON. Let us hear it read. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. If I may be permitted to explain the 
necessity of the amendment, the point of order being reserved, I 
am sure there will be no objection to recurring to it. 

The amendment of Mr. Cooper of Florida was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ Provided,” in line 18, page 9, section 
7, the following: 

“That in any civil case or proceeding to which the United States shall be 
a party mileage or traveling expenses and subsistence, as the officer may se- 
lect and as ores by law, shall be paid to the marshal or deputy making 
any service by the party to the litigation against whom the same shall be 
chargeable, and the same shall not d to the clerk of the court or coy- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States.” 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Now, permit me to occupy a moment 
. explaining the necessity of that amendment pending the point 
of order. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. That is covered by existing law. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Oh, no; it is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I understood that consent was given 
for me to make an explanation. This is an important matter; and 
we were assured that when the bill came up we would have the 
opportunity to ae it. 

he CHAIRMAN. Consent has not been given to revert to sec- 
tion 7 for the - of offering the amendment. 

Mr. WASH TON. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be allowed five minutes to explain his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent beingasked to offer the 
amendment, the right to object was reserved until the amendment 
had been read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman from Florida will proceed. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. r. Chairman, the first section of 
this bill provides that all costs and fees shall be covered into the 
Treasury. That provision applies to civil as well as criminal 
cases. erefore, whenever we want a civil writ served, we shall 
have to pay mileage, which will ge into the Treasury of the United 
States. Section 7 provides for the payment of traveling 
and subsistence to marshals. Now, in view of those provisions, 
one of two things is inevitable, either we must pay mileage into 
the Treasury as well as subsistence and ae expenses to the 
marshal, which makes us pay a double expense for the service of 
every civil process, or else there is no provision for paying to the 
marshal the necessary expense of travel or subsistence in serving 
a ene writ, and we shall have no means of having such process 
served. 

The attention of the committee was directed solely to the service 
of criminal process; they did not take into consideration the serv- 
ice of civil process. I have, I presume, as much civil practice in 
the United States courts as most men here, and I am not con- 
cerned with the marshals, but with the fact that we shall have 
a provision made for getting these civil processes 
served. 

This, gentlemen, does not changeexisting law. It only provides 
that as to the mileage and expenses for serving process in civil 
suits they shall be paid to the marshal or the deputy as now, in- 


stead of being covered into the Treasury and the party 
pay twice. 
t submitted this matter to the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. UppE- 


GRAFF, the gentleman from Texas, Ju CULBERSON, and sev- 
eral other members of the committee, and, as I understood it, none 
of them differed with me as to the fact that they approved some 
proposition of this kind, that they recognized the defects existing, 
and that they ought to be cured. Now, to object to some pro- 
vision at this time will not be a matter of reason or right, but I 
think will be unreasonable. I had understood the gentleman from 
Iowa in charge of the bill at least to say that he saw no objection 
to some such provision. If you pass bill without some such 

rovision I do not think you can make it into a law, because you 

terfere with civil processes all over the United States. 

I ask unanimous consent, therefore, to return to that section of 
the bill in order to move the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Consent has already been given to recur to 
the h in question. 

Mr. C ON. Let us have this amendment read again. 

The amendment was again reported. . : 

Mr. COOPER of Flori Now, if gentlemen wish to examine 
this amendment I hope it will be permitted to go over until to-mor- 
xow, and be printed in the RecorD, so that they can seeand under- 
stand its provisions. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Our theory is altogether different 
from that of the gentleman from Florida. We propose that all 
of these fees, whether they be fees inating in criminal or civil 
cases, shall be taxed and collected paid into the T: of 
the United States; and that the compensation in this bill be 
for all services both on behalf of the United States and private 
parties. That is the idea. 

Mr. BROWN, That is correct. 


Se ~ cg a 


‘i ate. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman allow me a ques. 
on 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me make a suggestion. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from 
Florida first. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I wish to ask the gentleman th), 

uestion: Are you going, by the bill, to make us pay mileage in;,, 
the Treasury of the United States, and then the subsistence an.| 
traveling expenses of the officer who serves the civil process, 1): 
make no definite provision whatever for the expense of servi) 
such civil process? You can not expect that the marshal’s salary 
shall be used by him to pay his traveling expenses, on the 01/5 
hand, or on the other you ought not to make a party to a ciy)| 
suit pay the mileage of the officer into the Treasury of the Uniii«j 
States and then pay again the expenses of the officer for traveling 
and incidental expenses in serving the writ. , 

I repeat, I think that if gentlemen will allow the amendment {o 
be pending until to-morrow and look at it they will find it to be 
necessary, and I am satisfied there will be no objection to that or 
some other adequate amendment. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who wishes to ask a question. 

Mr. A. STONE. No; Ido not wish to ask a ques- 
tion, but only to suggest that it is getting very late, and to know 
. it — intention of the committee that this matter shall run 

night. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The matter is in the hands of the 
chairman of the committee. 

_Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I move that the committee now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HepsBurn reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the legislative appropriation bill, had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


— bill (S. 167) for the relief of John O’Keane, of the State of 
Washington; 

A bill (8. 1767) to provide for subports of entry and delivery; 

A bill (8S. 772) to provide for the purchase of sites for puliic 
buildings in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn., a port of delivery; 

A bill (S. 2053) to provide better facilities for the Federal courts 
in New York City; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 79) directing the Secretary of War to 
furnish an estimate for ing the channel from Hampton 
Roads to the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., and also for improving 
the Western Branch of the Elizabeth River; 

A ——_ 490) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for moncy 
expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service by the 
governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 18; 

A bill (8. 75) for the relief of St. Charles College; 

A bill (8S. 717) for the erection of a public building at Fergus 
Falls, Minn. ; 

A bill (8S. 190) for the relief of J. M. Bi “ 

A bill (S. 728) to compensate Elihu Root for services rendered 
by direction of the Attorney-General; and 

A bill (8. 477) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, requiring the district judge for the south rn 
district of Florida to reside at Key West. ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H, R. 4052) approving certain acts of ‘he 


legislative assembly of New Mexico, authorizing 
the issue of certain bonds of said Territory; in which tho concur- 
rence of the House was req 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 3964) to reorganize the custoins 
collection district of ! 
The also that the Senate had passed with 


message announced 
amendments the bill (H. R. 162) regulating proof of death in cr- 
tain pension cases; in which the concurrence of the House was 


oo 
one also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment House concurrent resolution relative to printing ad- 
ditional copies of the Eighth Special Report of the Commission: T 


of Labor. 

The also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment concurrent resolution relative to printing «- 
ditional copies of Second Special Report of the Commissioner of 








1896. 









message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
a resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
u : 
Senate House of Representati ing), That th 

Resolved by the Senate Coress upon the Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a 
a a the State of be printed as required by law. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
ata ny ined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: e 

int resolution (S.R.24) for the return to the State of New 
wiegdiee of tho agof the Eleventh Regiment of New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry. : ; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 85) granting the county of Cole, Mo., per- 
mission to use ce rooms in the United States building at Jef- 
ferson oa Mo.; and ; ; 

A bill (8. * to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Chamberlain, S. Dak. 


RECONSTRUCTION OF ROCK ISLAND BRIDGE. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr.8S er, I desire to report a bill from the 
Committee on Appropriations covering an item of appropriation, 
and I should like Cecmestier it at once. ei 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to consider the following bill, which he reports from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

i That 000 is hereby appropriated, out of 
aa ter met ctkereies cunrenrinted. i the Senghenees: 
See iL Huey el Giptnaen of the Government for the Aeeel year 

sun 
eee hae 3, 0 approved March 2, 1895. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 

the bill? 

Oe CRISP. We should like to have some explanation of this 
before consent is given for its consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwillsay tothe gentleman thatthe Rock Island 
bridge has to be reconstructed. It passes over the Rock Island 
Arsenal grounds. The rights of the Government, as between the 
Government and the railway company that passes over the bridge, 
are settled by agreement of many years’ standing, each to pay half 
and half. In considering the last sundry civil bill, the railway 
company waived its rights, and agreed to pay 60 per cent, the Gov- 
ernment to pay 40 per cent. The whole matter was fully looked 
into. Thesum of $100,000 was appropriated, which leaves $96,000 


yet to be ted. This important work must stop, or else 
this i must be made. The gentleman from Texas 
r SAYERS} is thoroughly familiar with it, as are the other mem- 

of the ittee on Appropriations. 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
PROOF OF DEATH IN PENSION CASES. 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent that the 
there is a Senate amendment, be taken 


considered. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill (H. R. 162) regulating the proof ot death in certain 
read. 


pension cases was 

The Senate amendment, to substitute the word ‘‘act” for the 
word — was read. 

Mr. LE. Mr. , the amendment of the Senate is 


merely a clerical one. It does not affect the bill. Therefore I 

move concurrence in the Senate amendment. 

— ERDMAN. I object to the consideration of that at this 
e. 

_Mr. PICKLER. LI hope the gentleman will not object. It is 

Smey . Saeeet the word “act” where the word “proviso” is 


Mr. ERDMAN. The bill itself is a bad one, and I object to the 


consideration of it now. 
The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. The bill can be presented 


in the regular order to-morrow morning. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to suggest a correction as 
the reference of the bill (S. 1340) to in part and to limit 
section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 


s 


bill was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and should be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Without objection, 
that change will be made. 

There was no objection. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Livingston, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. McCiurg, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Rusk, for four days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Bowers, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

And then,-on motion of Mr. McCay of Tenn at 5 o'clock 
and 18 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Steamboat Channel, California, and from junction thereof with 
Sacramento River to mouth of said river—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
submitting an estimate of an appropriation for the purchase of a 
piece of ground adjoining the Puget Sound naval station, Wash- 
ington, for water-supply purposes—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, for the consideration of Congress, estimates of appropriations 
for the rental of the office now occupied by the agent of the Post- 
Office Department to supervise the distribution of stamps—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. WELLINGTON, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the 
maintenance of a free public library and reading room in the 
District of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 634); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm. (Report No. 628.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4481) granting an increase of pension to Patsey E. 
Broaddus, of Marion, Kans. (Report No. 629.) 

3y Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1890) granting a pension to Mary Martin. (Re- 
port No. 630.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 2373) grantinga pension to Elvin Brown. (Report No. 631.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. John- 
son. (Report No. 648.) 

The bill (S. 616) granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 
of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month. 
(Report No. 632.) 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Freeman. 
(Report No. 633.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 506) for the relief of Stewart & Co., A. P. H. 
Stewart, agent, Weed, Witter & Co.,and C. A. Weed & Co. (Re 
port No. 635.) 

The bill (H. R. 584) for the relief of Joseph H. Thompson, 
(Report No. 636.) 

The bill (H. R. 6529) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in case of James H. Dennis. (Report No. 639.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to Russell N. Reynolds, 
(Report No. 640.) 

The bill (S. 1493) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly. 
(Report No. 641.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to George W. Bagley. 
(Report No, 642.) 
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The bill (H. R. 8113) granting a pension to Margaret A, Kid- 
well. (Report No. 644.) 

The bill (S, 1522) granting a pension to Catherine Smith. (Re- 
port No. 645.) 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 3725) for the relief of Columbus F. Hayward 
and the executor of Charlotte G. Hayward. (Report No. 687.) 

The bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., Nash- 
ville, Tenn. ho ma No. 638.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Nathan Kim- 


ball. jae No. 643.) 

By Mr. DERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5050) for the benefit of and nting a pension to 
Ransom ©. Hazelip, late a private soldier of Company G, Eleventh 
Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, and first lieutenant of 
Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry 
Volunteers. (Report No. 646.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (8. 145) granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss, (Re- 
port No. 647.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
_ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6881) to prevent unjust 
discriminations in freight rates on agricultural products by com- 
mon carriers by amending section 16 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended by 
an act approved March 2, 1889—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 6882) to provide for the erection 
of a monument to Gen. Thomas Sumter—to the Committee on the 


Library. 
By Mr. DINGLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6883) to incor- 
rate the Convention of American Instructors of the Deaf—to the 
Yommittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6884) for the relief of home- 
steaders—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 6885) providing for the ad- 
justment and payment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Nr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6886) to provide for the com- 
mencement of increase of pensions for disabilities not permanent 
and specific, and to define the duties of the medical referee, and 
for ie u to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 6887) ae an aagee- 

riation for the improvement of bar and harbor of Tillamook , 
n Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 6888) to amend section 5137 of 
the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 6889) for the removal of the re- 
mains of Joel Barlow to the United States—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6890) for the relief of tobacco 
growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 6891) to amend section 1 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to army nurses,” approved 
August 5, 1892—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6892) to provide for the im- 
———- of Grays Harbor, in the State of Washington—to the 

‘ommittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6898) to pro- 
tect the first day of the week as a day of rest and worship in the 
— of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

on HICKS: A bill (H. R. 6894) empowering and directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned can- 
non, 2 caissons, and 24 cannon balls to the Grand Army of the 
——— post and the borough of Everett, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6895) empowering and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned cannon, 2 cais- 
sons, and 24 cannon balls to the Grand Army of the Republic post 
at Somerset, Pa., and the borough of Somerset, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS (by request): A bill (H. R. 6930) for restrict- 
ing the jurisdiction of courts of the United States in proceedings 
for co: ‘empt—to the Committee on the Judi ; 

By Mr. GRISWOLD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6931) to trans- 
fer the Life-Saving Service from the to the Navy De- 

vut—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. Res. 133) direc 
ing the Secretary of War to submit estimates for ——a 
at Cleveland Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
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By Mr. FENTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 134) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Memorial No. 3 of the Iowa legislature, 
favoring appropriations to insure the reconstruction and repair of 
the Muscatine Island levee—to the Committee on Levees and Imp- 
provements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, memorial No. 10 of the Iowa legislature, favoring the trans- 
mississippi exposition to be held at Omaha, Nebr., in 1898, and 
a aden money for a national exhibit at said exposition—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULICK: A memorial of the general assembly of Ohio, 
asking that certain lands in the county of Auglaize and State of 
Ohio be ceded to the State—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
& consideration of the following bills; which were referred ag 

ollows: 

Petition of the heirs of Alvin R. Baker, deceased, late of Walker 
County, Ala., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims—Comunittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5933) for the relief of William Norris—Commit- 
tee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were prese1.ted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 6896) mting an increase of 
pension to ere Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 6897) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H.R. ne pension to Mrs, 
Ellen H. Jones, of Howard County, .—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 6899) for the relief of Robert 
Longwell, of Earnshaw, Wetzel County, W. Va., late private of 
Company C, Twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN: A bill (H.R. 6900) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mary T. Young—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6901) to relieve Jacob H. Ris- 
= from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
y Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. 

ary A. Viel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

— JOY: A bill (H. R. 6903) for the relief of the heirs of 
William H. Finch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: A bill (H. R. 6904) toincrease the pension 
of iet E. Meylert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOR R: A bill (H.R. 6905) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to procure and present a suitable medal to John 
Coy'e—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Aion a bill (H. R. 6906) for the relief of Peter Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6907) for the relief of Patrick Gavin—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 6908) for the 
benefit of Alexander D. Hamilton—to the Committee on War 


aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6909 ting pension to Lydia Woner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 6910) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against James F. O’Sullivan—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. ME ITH: A bill (H. R. 6911) toincrease the pension 
of Mary Tato—to the Committee on Pensions. ° 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill tts R. 6912) for the relief of 
David Hogan—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H. R. 6913) granting a pension to 
TyAlso, a bill (HL 6014) granting a pension to James Grump—to 

, a bi . BR. a on to James Crump— 
the Committee on Tavalid ensions. : 
Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 6915) granting a pension to Julia 
D. be, widow of Frank D. Beebe, late assistant surgeon One 
hundred and fifty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. E 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. eee geentios a pension to 
James D. Gay—to the Committee on In Pensions. , 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 6917) ae  ompo to 
Charles Howard, late of Company F, -second Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


erick Johnson—to the Commit- 












By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 6918) for the relief of J. H. 


— Committee on War Claims. 

a at: B 6919) granting a pension to J. T. Burnham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6920 anne a pension to Isaac Dale—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. a g anting a pension to Henry Gross—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6922) to pension Cath- 
arine Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6923) to pension Frederica Kent—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6924) for the relief of Mary 


kson County, Ala.—tothe Committee on War Claims. 
Aa as blll (EL R. 925) to pension Mrs. Nancy Sandlin—to the 
i nm Pensions. 
Oe al (H. R. 6926) for the relief of James M. Hankins—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. , 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6927) to place the names of Capt. B. A. Phil- 
= and others on the muster roll of the United States—to the 


mmittee on Mili Affairs. — 4 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6928) for the relief of the 

La Grange Synodical College of Tennessee—to the Committee on 
ims. 

‘_ o WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6929) for the relief of Ami 

Simmons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6932) to grant a pension to 
Martha M. Helton, of Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6933) to grant a pension to Elizabeth H. Mel- 
ton, of Loudon County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 
. By Mr. GRISWOLD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6934) to provide 
for the restatement, justment, settlement, and payment of 
dues to army officers in certain cases—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6935) for the relief of the per- | 
sonal representatives of Mitchell J. Childress—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 











PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 


titions and papers | 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as foi 


llows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Petition of citizens of Kane County, 
Utah, and petition of citizens of Coconino County, Ariz., praying 
for the annexation of a certain portion of Arizona to Utah—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Remonstrance of S. R. Southerland and | 
156 other citizens of Wisconsin against the passage of the joint 


resolution Erne an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States “‘acknowledging Almighty God as the source of all 


power and authority in civil government, our Lord Jesus Christ 

as the ruler of nations, and His revealed will as the supreme au- | 

thority in civil affairs ”"—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, remonstrance of Charles Smith and 94 other citizens of 





Wisconsin, against the of the joint resolution proposing | 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judici 





Also, petition of August ele and 149 other citizens of Wis- 
consin, remonstrating against the passage of the joint resolution | 
as ays amendment tothe Constitution of the United States— 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, remonstrance of James Smith and 53 others, from Seneca, 
Crawford County, Wis., against the of the joint resolution 


an amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
e Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of A. S. Hearn, of Dodgeville, Wis.; Henry E. 
Roethe, of Fennimore, Wis.; M. P. Rindlaub, of Plattville, Wis., 
and W. F. Hill, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 
ae the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 


By Mr. BAKEK of Maryland: Petition of Samuel M. Roeder 
and 225 other citizens of Maryland, praying for the recognition of 
pg the tution of the United States—to the Committee 


ETT: Petition of W. J. Hanan andothers, urging 


the of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of F.S. Haughanant, of Gunga, 
Kans., and H. 8. of Highland, Kans., asking for favorable 
action on House 0. to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- 


Roads. 
Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 77 farmers of Lancaster County, 


Pa., fa’ the bill provi for bounty on agricultural 
I 

Mr. COFFIN: Petition of Council No. 150, Junior Order 
U American Mechanics, 


Baltimore, Md., favoring the Stone 
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immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, resolutions of the mayor and city council of Baltimore 
City, Md., asking for an appropriation by Congress to improve 
the Middle Branch of the Patapsco River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of F. D. Mills, of Lanark, ML, 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Petition of George S. Zeigler and 82 others, 
of Eagle Lake, Colorado County, Tex., against the passage of House 
bill No. 167—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petitions of Henry Heinz, of Musca- 
tine, and Swigart Bros., of Maquoketa, Iowa, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of W. B. Hearn, of Cadiz, Ohio, ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee 


| on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of St. Clair Council, No. 59, Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, urging the passage of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the District of Columbia, asking the appointment 
of a commission on arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Memorial from the Chamber of Commerce of 
Astoria, Oreg.; also memorial from The Dalles Commercial Club, 
of The Dalles, Oreg., asking for additional appropriations to com- 
plete the work at the Cascades of the Columbia River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of F. Melchers, 
of Charleston, S. C., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of John G. Shreve, of Atlantic 
City, N. J.,and James D. Flynn, of Bordentown, N. J., for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Reno Post, No. 84, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of New Jersey, in favor of the service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the New Jersey Library Association, asking 
for the republication of the catalogue recommended by the Amer- 
ican Library Association—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tuckerton, N. J.; also petitions of 
Lexington Council, No. 125; Pleasant Mills Council, No. 12; 
Jackson Council, No. 64; Salter Council, No. 202; Titusville Coun- 
cil, No. 128, Junior Order United American Mechanics, and Eagle 
Council, No. 18, Order United American Mechanics, all of the 
State of New Jersey, in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Trenton Council, No. 90, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of New Jersey, favoring the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petitions of C. C. Alford, 
of Bernardston, Mass., and Samuel Bowles, of Springfield, Mass., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 4566—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of Clark D. Eckels, of Cam- 
bridgeboro, Pa., praying for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of C. E. Peoples, of Pomeroy, 
Ohio, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of A. K. Stone, of East Strondsburg, 
Pa., and D. J. Godthaff, asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Resolutions of the faculty and students 
of Carleton College, Northfield, Minn., in favor of international 
arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Council No. 407, 
Order United American Mechanics; also Council 397, of Brook- 
ville; also Council 362; also Council 337, of Leechburg; also Coun- 
cil No. 410, all of Pennsyivania, praying for the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of J. M. Morse, of 
Windsor Locks, Conm, asking for favorable action on House bill 
No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petition of William H. Schmidt 
and 85 other citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., asking for the passage 
of House bill No. 5729—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Remonstrances of citizens of Roseburg, 
Oreg., and residents of Clackamas County, Oreg., against secta- 
rian appropriations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, memorial of Eugene City, Oreg., favoring legislation to 
secure the speedy completion of the Nicaragua Canal—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of M. A. Edwards, Thomas M. Jones, 
Samuel H. Rhodes, and 60 other citizens of Morrelliville, Pa.; also 
petition of L. E. Blackwelder, Levi Rondabush, officers, and 38 
members of Washington Camp, No. 394, of St. Clairsville, Pa.; 
also petition of Jerry Coy and J. W. Moore, officers, and 102 
members of Washington Council, No. 185, of Saxton, Pa.; also 

ition of Theodore Slack and A. J. Bowen, officers, of Washing- 

m Council, No. 421, Patriotic Order Sons of America, Schell- 
burg, Pa., for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, remonstrance of R. H. Overdorf, John Hancock, J. L. 
Rittman, and 10 other citizens of Johnstown, Pa., against the 
appropriation of public moneys for sectarian purposes—to the 

mmittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. 8. Davis, C, A. Dick, and 42 other citizens 
of Johnstown, Pa., asking the enactment of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of John E. Ott and J. D. James, officers, and 72 
members of Washington Council, No. 412, of Rainsburg, Pa., in 
favor of the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Barr Grange, No. 1121, of Cambria County, 
Pa., in favor of the passage of os bill No. 2626, relating to the 
—— of agricultural staples and export bounty on same—to 

he Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, — of A. J. Kaylor, of Hastings, Pa., and Amos 
Claar, of Queen, Pa., asking for favorable action on House bill 
No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Rey. A. J. Cromer and 160 others, 
citizens of Davis, Stephenson County, Il., praying for an amended 
form of the preamble of the mstitution, ee 
Almighty God as the source of all power and authority in ci 

vernment, our Lord Jesus Christ asthe ruler of nations, and 

is revealed will as of supreme authority in civil affairs”—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of Fenn & Weber, of Salamanca, 
N. Y.,and Ward Morton, of Franklinville, N. Y., asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of America Lodge, No. 13, Order 
United American Mechanics, in favor of the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 


ization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Three petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. J ENKINS. Remonstrance of E. 8. Doolittle, of Ells- 
worth, Wis., and 500 others, against the of the joint reso- 
lution pe soe an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States ‘‘acknowledging Almighty God as the source of all power 
and authority in civil government, our Lord Jesus Christ as the 
ruler of nations, and His revealed will as the supreme authority 
in civil affairs”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Seven petitions of citizens of 
San Joaquin County, Cal., asking gn ap riation for the im- 
provement of the San Joaquin River, in California—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of R. M. Pope, of Ufora, Minn., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of St. Croix Lumberman’s Board of Trade, of 
Stillwater, Minn., for the improvement of the St. Croix River 
and the lake front at Stillwater, Minn.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of Exchange Grange, No. 65, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, for the —— of agricultural 
staples— to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
oe os sage of — of ——— ae. —_— of 

nnsylvania, against the appropriation of public moneys for sec- 
tarian undertakings, and tions of same, urging the of 
ne amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 

the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, — of Patriotic Order Sons of America, viz: Wash- 
ington , No. 619, of Shamokin, Pa.; Washington Camp, No. 
684, of Mifitinvilie, Pa.; an amp. No. 139, of Seven 
Points, Pa.; Washi Camp, No. 864, of Danville, Pa.; Mon- 
tour Lodge, No. 167, United American Mechanics, of Dan- 
ville, Pa.; Camp 30, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Shamo- 
kin, Pa.; W Camp, No. 635, of Iola ; 
Camp, No. 116, of Mount Chowne. 
229, of Watsontown, Pa.; Washi 

, 


ayivania; Washington Camp, No. te, 


of Pa.; abengiee 
foe oe Ne Bt), of Pons . 
of Berwick, Pa.; Washing- 


ton Camp, No. 38, of Montandon, Pa.; Lodge No. 239, Order of 
St. George, of Shamokin, Pa., indorsing the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on i on and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Valley Free Home Leagus 
of Oklahoma, favoring free-home bill—to the Committee on tha 
Public Lands. 

Also, poe of Ralph Robinson, of Newton, Iowa, praying for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Resolution of Meade Post, No. 44, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, favoring the }a.. 
sage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of the following coun- 
cils, Junior Order United American Mechanics: Welcome Coun. ||, 
No. 45; Salem Council, No. 208; Abraham Browning Council, No. 
122; Newport Council, No. 199; Goshen Council, No. 91; Garden 
Council, No. 176; Jefferson Council, No. 138; Ateo Council, No. 
117; America Council, No. 183; Rescue Council, No. 151; Grebe 
Council, No. 112; Cumberland Council, No. 109; Pocahontas 
Council, No. 48; Perseverance Council, No. 30; Cedarville Coun- 
cil, No. 62; Aolian Council, No. 42; Batterworth Council, N\. 
183; Winona Council, No. 149; Protection Council, No. 145; Union 
Council, No. 82, for the passage of the Stone immigration il! — 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Snyder County, Pa., 
pessing for the passage of House bill No. 2626, for an export 

unty for the protection of agricultural staples—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Washi m Camp, No. 617, of Gapsville, 
Pa., Washi mn Camp, No. 603, of New Columbia, Pa., Washing- 
ton Camp, No. 605, of Warfordsburg, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, ey oy Soe passage of the Stone bill, restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of H. B. & C. F. Moyer, of Freeburg, Pa., asking 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Boston- 
iana Club, of Boston, Mass., favoring the of House bill 
No. 9 and Senate bill No. 301, restricting immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Papers toaccompany House 
bill for the benefit of Alex. D,. Hamilton—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLURE: Petition of W. H. Stoutt and Charles 
Dempster, of Uhrichsville, Ohio, asking for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petitions of Hudson Council, No. 175; Gar- 
field Council, No. 56; Industry Council, No. 35; Valley Forge 
Council, No. 2; Arli Council, No, 214; Clinton Council, 
No. 18; Greenville Council, No. 114, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Hudson County, N.J., favoring the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition containing 114 names from Fairhaven (Was!..) 
Fabian Society, asking the passage of House bill No. 184, favoring 
direct legislation—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Abe Lincoln Graham, of Jersey City, N. /., 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of E. A. Brown, of Nebraska City, 
Nebr., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to tle 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Resolution of the convention of tle 
Nebraska Beet Sugar Association, held at Fremont, Nebr., l\- 
ruary 5 and 6, 1896, for the passage of the transinississ'))))! 
—— bill—to the ttee on Interstate and Foreign 


mmerce. 
Also, petition of McNeal & Beebe, Wayne, Nebr., asking ‘or 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the 


y Mr. to accompany House bill No. 6862, 
for the relief of William t, of Garrisonville, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims 


uest): Petition of the mayor and «i'y 

Md., an priation to dredge, 

widen, and deepen the channel of the Middle Branch of the Pa- 

tapsco River, commonly called Spring Gardens—to the Comiit' 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also request), petitions of Athel Council, No. 8, also Marion 

Lodge, No. 6, Order United American Mechanics, indorsing the 

Stone bill—to the Committee on Immigration ani 


By Mr. MOODY: Petitions of Procter Bros., of Gloucester, 
Mass., Fred. E. Smith, of Newburyport, Mass., in favor of 








1896. 
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House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post Roads. _ saa . : ; 
RSE: Petitions of 59 citizens of Sheffield, Pa. ; 104 cit- 
By Mr. MO i of Tamarack, I1.; 19 citizens of 


: 85 citizens 
oe on ‘ain of Ruby, Ga.; 91 citizens of Swanton, 


5: 25 citi of Fair Grove, Mich.; 46 citizens of Kokomo, 
Wy a eee of Oakland, Ill.; 21 citizens of Lansdowne, Pa.; 
60 citizens of den, N. J.; 80 citizens of Hillsdale, Iowa; 279 
citizens of York, Pa.; 38 citizens of Pottsville, Pa.; 29 citizens of 
Taylor, Pa.; 35 citizens of Hendricks, W. Va.; 51 citizens of 
Cramer Hills, N. J.; 201 citizens of Westover, Pa.; 21 citizens of 
Brooklyn, N. Y.; 148citizens of West Lebanon, Pa.; 87 citizens of 
Edenburg, Pa.; 100 citizens of Ingraham, Il.; 64 citizens of Organ 
Cave, W. Va.; 39 citizens of ae N.J.; 29 citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; 111 citizens of Milroy, Ind.; 119 citizens of Atoka, 
Tenn.; 40 citizens of Freeport, Ill.; 30 citizens of Sante Fe, N. 
Mex.; 78 citizens of Cumberland, Ohio; 18 citizens of Roxbury, 
Mass.; 59 citizens of Hackettstown, N. J.; 93 citizens of New 
Brighton, Pa.; 55 citizens of Atkins, lowa; 46 citizens of Union- 
ville, Va.; 74 citizens of Washington, Iowa; 25 citizens of Bridge- 
ton, N.J.; 28 citizens of La Harpe, Ill.; 146 citizens of Apollo, Pa.; 

79 citizens of Rochester, N. Y.; 21 citizens of Syracuse, N. Y.; 33 
citizensof Gotha, Minn.; 42 citizensof Port Huron, Mich.; 49 citi- 
zens of Winnebago, Minn.; 46 citizens of Middlefield, Mass.; 30 
citizens of Millbrook, Pa.; 84 citizens of Fordyce, Pa.; 7 citizens of 
Boston, Mass.; 52citizens of Rose Hill, [ll.; 43 citizens of Barnegat, 
N. J.: citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y.; 90 citizens of. Keewaydin, 
Pa.: 109citizens of Rosedale, Kans. ; 69 citizens of Emporia, Kans. ; 
45 citizens of Shoustown, Pa.; 37 citizens of Socorro, N. Mex.; 43 
citizens of Hanna City, Ill.; 106 citizens of Fort Gay, W. Va.; 113 


citizens of Slate Pa.; 65 citizens of Baxter, Pa.; 143 citizens 
of New York City; citizens of Martinsburg, W. Va.; 12 citizens 
of Garrison, N. Y.; C. H. Taylor, Freemansburg, W. Va.; 92 citi- 


zens of Towanda, Ill.; 104 citizens of Boalsburg, Pa.; 38 citizens 
of Morristown, Pa.; 97 citizens of Luzerne, N. Y.; 99 citizens of 
Colesville, N. J.; 58 citizens of Atlanta, Ga.; 121 citizens of Naper- 
ville, Ill.; 87 citizensof Waterman, Ill.; Rev. George A. Tewks- 
bury, Concord, Mass., and others; 27 citizens of Everseth, Mass. ; 
108 citizens of Columbus, N. J.; 55 citizens of Harmony, N. J.; 39 
citizens of Trenton, N. J.; 96 citizens of Friesburg, N. J.; 20 citi- 
zens of Rose, Wayne County, N. Y.; 49 citizens of Bowmans 
Blaff, N. C.; 18 citizens of Frackville, Pa.; 77 citizens of Shenan- 
doah, Pa.; 25 citizens of Hummelstown, Pa.; 72 citizens of York, 
Pa.; 80 citizens of New Hope, Pa.; 196 citizens of Indiana, Pa.; 
81 citizens of Annville, Pa.; 258 citizens of Delano, Pa.; 83 citizens 
of Allentown, Pa.; 62 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.; 362 citizens of 
Deta, Pa.; 51 citizens of Tangier, Va.; 17 citizensof Crested Butte, 
Iil.; 32 citizens of Monston, [1l.; 83 citizens of Butler, Pa.; 126 
citizens of Venice, Pa.; 40 citizens of Midway, Pa.; 50 citizens of 
Monaca, Pa.; 23 citizens of Shavertown, Pa.; 47 citizens of Ho- 
boken, N. J.; 400 citizens of Leechburg, Pa.; 50 citizens of Botton- 
ville, Vt.; 40 citizens of Fairview, S. C.; 111 citizens of Pioneer, 
Tenn.; 39 citizens of Westhampton, Mass.; Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Taunton, Mass.; 55 citizens of Sewickley, 
Pa., praying for the recognition of God in the preamble of the 
a a of the United States—to the Committee on the 

udi , 

7 Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Jenny Jump Council, of Hope, 
N. J.; Warren Corncil, of Washington, N. J.; Monitor Council, of 
Hackettstown, N. J.; Port Murray Council, of Port Murray, N.J.; 
Liberty Council, of Oxford, N. J.; Sussex Council, of Lafayette, 
N. J.; Musconetcong Council, of Stanhope, N. J.; Milton Coun- 
cil, of Milton, N. J.; Boonton Council, of Boonton, N. J.; Paul 
Revere Council, of Pompton Plains, N. J.; Sunset Council, of 
Chatham, N. J.; Peerless Council, of Highbridge, N.J.; Hunter- 
don Council, of Junction, N. J.; Flemington Council, of Fleming- 
ton, N. J.; and Victory Council, of Frenchtown, N. J., all urging 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
and Naturalization. 

, petitions of William R. Caps, of Dovr, N. J., and Wil- 
. Grey, of Madison, N. J., asking for favorable action on 
bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


, petition of S. O. Rusley and 91 other citizens of Sussex 

County, N. J., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of R. E. Fleharty and 55 others, of 

, HL; also petition of J. H. Lewis and 24 others, of Illi- 

nois, asking favorable action on House bill No. 1, to reclassify the 

salaries of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Mr. REED: Petition of A. A. Melvin, of Westbrook, Me., 
pra, for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office — Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petitions of Windom Camp and Wash- 
ington Camp, P: ‘riotic Order Sons of America, in favor of the 


af 4 


wf 


Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of James B. Converse and 
others, asking for a Sunday law for the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of J. C. Colby, Kewanna, Ind., pray- 
ing for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to pa the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Globe Council, No. 358, Order 
United American Mechanics, Madisonville, Pa., in favor of the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Orrin C. Whitney, of 
Caledonia, Mich., asking for favorable action on House bill No, 
4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of members of Kennedy Post, No. 
490, Grand Army of the Republic, and citizens of Mount Holly 
Springs, Pa., in favor of a service pension to all veterans of the 
late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Bowmansdale Council, No. 331, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Bowmansville, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. Vrooman and sundry other citizens of 
Lewisburg, Pa., praying for an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of the Chicago Board of Trade, Mil- 
waukee Chamber of Commerce, and of the citizens of St. Joseph, 
Berrien Center, Benton Harbor, Cassopolis, and Berrien Springs, 
of the State of Michigan, and from the States of Indiana, Wiscon- 
sin, Minnesota, and Illinois, asking for the improvement of the 
St. Joseph Harbor, State of Michigan—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of G. F. Engelhauf, of Jeffer- 
sonville, Ind., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roada. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5813, 
granting a pension to Abner Welch—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph Doms— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of S. W. Rovdoll & Co., of Hampton, 
Va., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TURNER of Georgia: Petition of E. Z. Byrd, of Black- 
shear, Ga., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petitions of Samuel G. Sloane, of 
Charles City, Iowa; W. L. McEwen & Sons, of Rockwell, Iowa; 
F.G. & T.M. Atherton, of Osage, Iowa, and Dunlevy Bros., of Al- 
amakee, Iowa, for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Paper to accompany House bill No. 743, for 
the relief of Margaret J. Parks—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 614, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Pillow, Pa., in favor of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 6, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry M. CouDEn. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
PAYMENT OF PENSIONS BY CHECKS. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the immediate consideration of the bill H. R. 2921. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


A bill (H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled “An act to define the 
duties of pension agents, to prescribe the manner of paying pensions, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1870, and now being section 4754, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of an act entitled “An act to define the 

duties of pension agents, to prescribe the manner of paying pensions, and for 

other purposes,” approved July 8, 1870, and now being section 4744, Revised 

Statates of the United States, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 
Mr. ERDMAN. I should like to hear the report read, reserv- 
ing the right to object. 
ie report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 2021) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled “An act to define the duties 
of pension agents, to prescribe the manner of paying pensions, and for other 
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purposes,” approved July 8, 1870, and now being section 4784, Revised Stat 
utes of the United States, and report as follows: 

The only sections of the statutes that bear upon the method of payment of 

nsions are sections 4764, 4765, and 4784, Revised Statutes of the United 
tates, allof which sections were part of the law of July 8, 1870, which pro- 
vided tor the execution of vouchers, and the quarterly payment of pensions, 
throes h the established agencies of the Government. e three sections are 
as TOLIOWS: 

“Seo. 4764. Within fifteen days immediately preceding the 4th day of 
March, June, September, and December in each vear, the several agents for 
the payment of pensions shall prepare a quarterly voucher for every person 
whose pension is payable at his agency, and tr t the same by mail, di- 
rected to the address of the pensioner named in such voucher, who, on or 
after the 4th day of March, June, September, and December next succeed 
the date of such voucher, may execute and return the same to the agency a’ 
wane 5S was prepared, and at which the pension of such person is due and 

able. 

Pl pec. 4765. Upon the receipt of such voucher, propesty executed, and the 
identity of the qensiouer being established and proved in the manner pre- 
by the retary of the Interior, the agent for the [a fg oo of pen- 
sions shall immediately draw his check on the proper assistant treasurer or 
esignated depository of the United States for the amount due such pensioner, 
payable to his order, and transmit the same by mail, directed to the address 
of the pondonee entitled thereto; but any pensioner may be required, if 
though aps med by the Commissioner of Pensions, to appear personally and 

receive h a peesten. 

“Sc. 4784, Agents for the payment of pensions, and 4 clerks eqppointed 
by them and designated in wits for that purpose, which d tion shall 
be returned to and filed in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, are 
required, without any fee therefor, to take and certify the affidavits of all 

nsioners and their witnesses who may personaily ap before them for 

hat yarpen, in which case the check for the pension, when due and able. 
shall be given direct to the hand of the party entitled thereto, if d and 
not mailed to his address, as req section 4765." 

The evident intention of the law ex in section 4784 was to accommo- 
date those pensioners who resided in cities at which the pension ncies 
were located, and until the of the act of June 27, 1890, few, if any 
peationess not residents of such cities appeared at the agencies and obtained 

ent in person. 

7 tatistics furnished the committee, obtained correspondence with the 
18 agencies of the Government, disclose that but 10 per cent of all oners 
a themselves of this provision of the law and obtain their pene y- 
ment in person at the agencies, and that of such number all but about 2 per 
cent are pensioners under the act of June 27, 1890, a large number of whom are 
soldiers’ widows, who, influenced by the growing practice, seek the agencies 
in person, notwithstanding their expenses are largely increased by the neces- 
sity of two witnesses who must accompany them, at extra expense of trans- 
rtation, and in many instances of compensation for their services as wit- 


The custom of social intercourse that was at first occasioned by the meet- 
ing upon “ pey day has been displaced by the baneful practice of d 
men and women, who prey upon the weaknesses of the veterans and surroun 
them with pitfalls of vice and temptations, into which they frequently soon 
deposit the pittance which a grateful Government has provided for their 
—— and the maintenance of their families. 
e custom prompts thousands to visit the agencies from long distances, at 
ter expense than their incomes warrant, and leads to habits that are 
urious to their morals and ruinous to their . The desire to be early 
“in line” to receive their pay keeps hundreds upon the streets or in shelter in 
the corridors of the agency. After a night spent in cold corridors or upon 
the streets, waiting for the pay day of the morrow, many fall easy victims to 
those who for a 1 fee cash their checks, or by poisonous politeness lead 
them to drink and debauchery, from which they emerge penniless into the 


presence of the udge. 
ep Sepals ion will wholly abolish personal payment and estab- 
lish the unive rule of payment by checks transmit through the mail 
to the post-office of the pensioners, as now provided in section 4765, Revised 
Statutes United States, but in no disturb the business of the agen- 
cies as now established. The result will be that 100 per cent of the pensioners 
will be paid by check instead of 90 per cent. 
Theo oe Se peegewe hese “otection of the veterans and 
the protection of their ~~ sorely ‘ic .d the pension money of which 
they are too often robbed, and t protection of the honor of the veterans and 
their families, darkened as it is by practices an ab’ law has permitted. 
In view of the rot good that will result to those eae who now suffer 
the practices herein mentioned, and because such legislation will improve 
the s m of pension payments without in any manner disturbing the estab- 
lished methods of the pension ncies, and resulting in a saving of expense 
to the Government, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? If I caught the reading of the report right, this simply 
provides that all pensioners shall be paid by checks. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. That is correct. Instead of 90 per cent 
of the pensioners being paid in checks, 100 per cent will be so paid. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Is not this bill drawn in the line of the 
recommendation of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Reynolds, in his last annual report? 
. OV. TREET. It is in the line of that report. This bill 
receives the approval of the entire Pension ent. 
PEARER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being eugresed © Wapoces ly read the third time, and ‘ 
On motion of Mr. OVERS , a motion to reconsi the 
vote last taken was laid on the table. 


SOUTH CAROLINA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the sum of $50.90 be, and it is hereby. 
contingent fund of the Hewes tor tbe pupose of paying the ext 
incurred by the Committee on Elections No. from 
of state of South Carolina certified copies of the returns of the election 
ee held in the city of Charleston, 8. C., on the 6th day 
ovember, 1895, same to be immediately available. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. MILES. Has the report been read, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. There is no report. The Clerk will again 
report the resolution. 

e resolution was again reported. 
> The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. While this is a small sum, Mr. Speaker, tho 
expenditure seems to have been incurred without direction of the 
House, and I think it is due that the House should know why any 
expense is made without its approval. 

r. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would simply 
say that the Committee on Elections No. 3 found the record in 
one of the contested-election cases of South Carolina defective, 
and with the consent of both parties the committee unanimously 
decided that they should have certified copies of certain returns, 
The amount is small—only $50.90—but we thought the returns 
were necessary for us in order to properly consider the case, and 
oo therefore been requested by the committee to offer the res- 
olution, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tho 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM P, CARLIN, RETIRED, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
po consideration of the bill (H. R. 422) for the relief of Brig, 
n. William P. Carlin, re 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That Brig. Gen. William P. Carlin, retired, be, and he is 


hereby, relieved and are from any and all liability for the amount of 

os. expended by Capt. J. McE. Hyd , assistant quartermaster, by his 
irection, while in command of t of Columbia, for expensvs in- 

curred in the search for, and rescue of, a part; 

Bitter Root Mountains in a great snowstorm in 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I object. 

Mr. HULL. Before ~ wish the gentleman would wait 
one moment, for one word. It is a case where a party was lost in 
a canyon on the Bitter Root Mountains in a er 

Mr. McMILLIN. We can not hear a word that the gentleman 
is saying. 

Mr. HULL. The Regular Army was brought into service to 
save the lives of some —— students who were completely in- 
vested by snow, and without assistance from without they would 
have been lost. They were found snowed in in the canyon, entirely 
without food, without supplies, and without ability to still con- 
tinue the struggle to reach the outside world. The General of the 
Army recommended the War ent to pay it, and if it could 
not be paid under the law, that Congress should be called upon; 
and the Secretary of War and General Schofield, then commander 
of the Army, both recommended this to Congress. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


of citizens lost among the 
e autumn of 1893. 


him a gnome! 
Mr. HULL. One moment. General Carlin simply acted from 
the dictates of humanity; and in addition to the $1,100 expended 


by the Army, he himself expended over $1,500, because he had a 
son in the that was lost. Now I will answer a question. 

Mr. W. of Idaho. Is not this the e ition where a son 
of General Carlin and four gentlemen from New York went on a 
hunting tour in the Bitter t Mountains in Idaho? 

Mr. HULL. I think it is. ’ 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. And that same party deserted a citizen 
of Idaho whom they had taken along as a cook and left him there 
to die, leaving him in their health and strength and his misfortune 
to die in the mountains, and they came out : 

Mr. HULL. I donot know anything about that. The War 
Department does not submit any case of that kind to us. This 
was a party of students led by a essor, who, in the fall of 1593, 
were snowed in. Several e tions went out to rescue them. 
One expedition, forcing its way through the snow, rescued thie 
party from death. I want to say to the gentleman from Idaho 
= it is no unusual thing for the Government to help people in 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. But how about the statement that 
those young men had money deserted one of their comrades? 

Mr. . There is nothing in the record to show anything 
of that kind, and we know nothing of it. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. But it is a fact. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If that were so, how would it affect this 


case? 
Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I have not heard a satisfactory expla 


nation from the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. PITNEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Printing be discharged from the further consideration of the reso- 












; thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to dis- 
we ntow og and diplomas awarded by the World’s Colum- 
bian Commission to the exhibitors entitled thereto, and that the 
resolution be referred tothe Committee on Appropriations. Both 
committees consent to this change. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. rs 
There was no objection. 


DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. I ask to take from the Speaker’s table 
and immediately consider, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 477) 
to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
requiring the district judge for the southern district of Florida to 
reside at Key West. A similar bill has been favorably reported 
by the House committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
i vised Statutes, requiring the 
Be it enacted, ote, That ge for, the southern district of Florida to seat at 
Key West, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. A House bill corresponding in its pro- 
visions with this has been favorably reported from the Judiciary 
Committee by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER}. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. LIask unanimous consent that the bill 
H. R. 3742, corresponding in its provisions with the Senate bill 
just , be laid on the table. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


PENSIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 162) regulating proof of death in certain 

sion cases. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in line 10, the word “ proviso” and insert “act”; so as to read: 
“And any pension granted under this act shall cease,” etc. 

Mr. POOLE. I move that the House concur in the amendment 
of the Senate, which changes but a single word and does not affect 
the substance of the provision. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


ISSUE OF BONDS BY NEW MEXICO, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 4052) approving certain acts of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, authorizing the 
issue of certain bonds of said Territory; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that this bill and the amendments of | 
the Senate be referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. 
HepsvuRn in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill 

| 
j 


(H, R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial e of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 
CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is one offered by 
tleman from Florida [Mr. Coorer}. 
-. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on 
the Judiciary have consented to offer to a subsequent section of 
the bill an amendment which they think will meet the objection 
which I urged yesterday to the bill as it stands and which I was 


endeavoring to cover by my amendment. I therefore withdraw 
amendment. 


the 


the 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The oxpenee accounts of the marshals and their office deputies and the ac- 
counts of the field deputies shall be paid by the ; said accounts and 
accounts of the district attorneys and their assistants, when 
accordance with this act, shall be submitted to and examined by 
court or district court of the district, and when approved by the 
court shall be audited and allowed as now provided by law. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to put an inquiry to 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judi in reference to 
this clause of the bill: — ; 


The . 
ae apres ae tell be paid Se ba d office Gopatios and the ac 
In connection with this provision, the marshal of the western 


district of Virginia has suggested to me that it is not quite clear 
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from the language used whether the marshal must pay these ex- 
pense accounts before they are audited or allowed by the Depart- 
ment at Washington, or whether he must wait until such action 
of the Department. It is a serious question whether he must take 
the risk of their being favorably acted upon by the Department 
here at Washington. He requested me when this portion of the 
bill should come up to call the attention of the committee to the 
difficulties that might arise in connection with this language. I 
do not know whether the committee has considered the question 
or not. If not, I would like to offer an amendment, to add to the 
clause I have just read the words, ‘* when audited and allowed as 
now provided by law.” Without some amendment of this kind 
the marshal must take the risk of auditing and paying these ex- 
pense accounts himself, and then sending them tothe Department 
here, which might not allow them, in which event he must look to 
the field deputies and others to pay back what they have received. 

Now, I have not read the bill carefully enough to know whether 
that exception would lie or not, but I think it will. If it would, I 
can see how the marshal might be placed under a great disad- 
vantage and probably in a position that would involve a serious 
personal risk in these matters. So I offer the amendment, after 
the word ‘‘ marshal,” in line 5, for the purpose I have suggested, 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will allow me, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would like to make this suggestion: Some confusion arises 
in my own mind in respect to this paragraph, and for the purpose 
of determining the matter I called at the Department of Justice 
this morning for information. The understanding there is that 
these deputies will be paid as now provided by law. That is, that 
the marshal is a disbursing officer under the law, and will be able 
to advance certain sums of money, placed in his possession to cover 
these expenses, under the general authority of law. That is the 
view taken by the Department. 

I suggested that perhaps there was a little confusion and that 
the provision itself was not exactly clear, but the Department 
thinks that this will give ample opportunity under the existing 
law in all cases that may arise. 

But let me suggest to the gentleman from Virginia that the 
amendment he proposes ought not to be adopted in the specific 
form he presents it, for its provisions are not by any means clear, 
The amendment would require the accounts of the marshals and 
the deputies to be audited first. Now, these men are on salaries, 
as I understand the bill, and under the law there is no occasion 
whatever for salaries to be audited before being paid. 

Mr. TATE. But this refers to the expense account, not the 
salary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
feature. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, my objection to this provi- 
sion as it now stands in the bill is that the field deputies by the 
operation of this bill are to be paid 75 per cent of the fees. Now, 








That, of course, would present a different 


| the fees under the present law must be audited and allowed by 


the officers of the Department before they can be paid. This, 
however, would make it imperative on the marshal to pay them 
in advance. The marshal does not know under this provision of 
the law whether he shall pay them before or after their allow- 
ance. In that respect the bill is confusing, and for that purpose 
the amendment has been suggested with a view to making clear 
that which is not otherwise intelligible. If this amendment is 
adopted, it will make it entirely clear as to when these payments 
should be made. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, a word in reply, by way 
of explanation, to the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia. 
The expense accounts of the marshal and the field deputies under 
the provisions of this bill are to be paid by the coenabad. A sum 


| of money is to be advanced to the marshal for the purpose of 


their expenses, and he 
Mr. TATE. Right 
explanation? 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I prefer to finish my explanation first and 
then will yield to the gentleman. The bill provides as follows: 

The expense accounts of the marshals and their office deputies, and the ac 
counts of the field deputies, shall be paid by the marshals. 

He pays them their accounts. Now, then, the bill goes further 
and provides: 

Said accounts, and the expense accounts of the district attorneys and their 
assistants, when made out in accordance with this act. shall be submitted to 
and examined by the circuit court or district court of the districts 

But that is not final. It goes on and provides: 


And when approved by the court shall be audited and allowed as now pro- 
vided by law. : 
If the 


Now, these accounts are made out at brief periods. 
marshal in paying the deputies pays them more than they are 
entitled to, he is not credited against his advance for anything 
more than the law authorizes him to pay, and he must take these 
chances; because these accounts must pass the auditing offices of 
the Government before they are officially and conclusively settled. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, it 


pays the accounts of the field deputies 
there will the gentleman permit a word of 
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seems to me that this language is unfair, and that the responsi- 
bility put upon the marshals is unreasonable. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. {t puts no more responsibility upon them 
than they have now. 
Mr. SWANSON. The marshal, as I understand it, under the 


resent law makes no advances to the field deputies, but only pays 
jurors and witnesses when a specific sum is allowed and the 
amount of the account is made out and ascertained by the court 
and the clerk who gives a certificate of the amount. It is simply 
a cashing of what may be called an order of the court to pay the 
allowance to the witness or the juror. As the marshal of the 
western district of Virginia has said to me: ‘‘ There will be thou- 
sands of dollars that I will have to pay for the field deputies, their 
a accounts and other expenses involved under the din 
; I do not know whether I will get credit for a cent of it unti 
it is sent to the auditing department and allowed. I may be en- 
tirely out of all the amount I pay on this account.” Suppose, for 
instance, the marshal has paid the account and it is disallowed by 
the Department. He is compelled to bring suit against the field 
deputy and against other people to recover the amounts allowed 
them for their expense accounts. And so it seems to me that we | 
should allow the field deputies and those other parties, as now 
eee by law, to send, at regular intervals, the expense accounts 
Washington and have them andited and allowed, and then au- 
thorize the marshal to make the payment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it is true that it 
has been the regular, uniform practice among United States mar- 
shals to make advances to thelr deputies as they think prudent; 
but these accounts are always subject to the fina! auditing in the 
Department of Justice. at may involve a period of years, 
covering, in fact, the term of the marshal; and therefore he is 
compelled to so carefully scrutinize these accounts, and to take 
such action within his own office as will in all probability result 
in favorable action by the Department of Justice. All these ac- 
counts are dependent upon the final auditing in the Department. 
It has, within my knowiedge, been the practice of United States 
marshals to carry the accounts of their deputies within reasonable 
limits, so as to secure themselves in the final adjustment. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand the law, the marshal—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
The — is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There has been so much confusion, I ask 
that the amendment be again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

The amendment of Mr. SWANSON was again read. 

The amendment was rejected. 
om Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 

— 













































Sec. 12. That the foregoing sections of this act shall not be so construed as 
to prevent or affect the taxation of costs against the unsuccessful party or 
against defendants convicted of crimes or misdemeanors. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, to that section there is a 
committee amendment on page 10. It is as follows: 

On page 10, line 24, after the word “ the,"’ insert the words “amount of or.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 10, in line 24, after the word “the,” insert the words ‘‘amount of 

or ” 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Now, on page 11, in line 1, after the word 
**party,” I move to insert the words “in civil proceedings.” 

e amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 11, line 1, after the word “party,” insert the words “in civil pro- 
ceedings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ee Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 

ws: 


Bxc. 14. That the terms of office of all commissioners of the circuit courts 
one appointed shall expire on the 30th Gay of June, 1896; and it shall 
t district each udiclal district to appoint such 


he duty of the of 
num ber of persons, to be known as United States commissioners, at such places 
in the district as may be ted by the Attorney-General, which United 
commissioners shall have the same powers oad rform the same duties 
as are a u oners of the circuit courts. The t- 
ment of such United States shall be entered of 


commissioners 

district or rae = pein meng enenets 4 ok Dae their 

ces, respecti , for the term of four years, ey 8) any time 
subject to Snorer — district jndge: and no person shall at an time be 
a clerk of a United States court and a United States commissioner: . 
That all acts and parts of acts — to commissio 
courts, ex as to appointment and fees, shall be 
States oners appointed under this act. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. a I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Uppz- 
GRAFF]. 


ners of the circuit 
applicable to United 
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Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Ihaveacommuttee amendment to the sec- 
11, at the end of line 23, insert the woris 


‘“‘and notice thereo 1 at once be given by the clerk to the 


Attorney-General.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 11, in line 23, after the word “ courts,” add the words “and notice 
thereof shall be at once given by the clerk to the Attorney-General.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment whic); [ 


send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert in line 6, page 12, after the word “at” the following words: * W.» 


rants of arrest for violations of internal-revenue laws may be issued by Un: I 
States commissioners u t 
attorney, assistant Un 


the sworn complaint of a United States dist 
States district attorney, collector or deputy 
lector of internal revenue, or revenue agent, or private citizen; but no : 
warrant of arrest shall be issued upon the sworn complaint of a privat. 
zen unless first approved in writing by a United States district attorney 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. Is that amend- 
ment germane to this bill under the ruling made yesterday’ 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, this section of the bill pro- 


ides—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman froin 
Arkansas upon his point of order. 

Mr. McRAE. Under the decision of the Chair made on yester- 
day, nothing except matters that relate to salaries or the chanze 
from the fee to the sa system is in order. 

Mr. BROWN. In section 14, lines 19 and 20-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think that this so 
inheres in the duties of these deputy marshals that the point of 
order is not well taken. 

Mr. BROWN. The amendment, Mr. Chairman, is a committ:s 
amendment. It has been submitted to the Internal Revenue (om- 
missioner and a <= by him. 

Mr. SWANSON. What is the amendment? I should like to 
have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. [If there is no objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

he amendment was again read. 

Mr. McRAE. Ip a substitute for the amendment. 

The substitute was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

That no fees shall be paid to any United States commissioner on any war- 
rant issued, or any other fees, in tions under the internal-reve)ue 
laws, unless said fees have been taxed and co’ from the defend- 
ant, or unless the tion has been approved either before or after arr-st 
of the defendant by a circuit or district judge. or the attorney of the United 
States in the district where the offense is alleged to have been committe, 
and unless said prosecution shall have been commenced upon a sworn «m- 
plaint setting forth the facts constitu the offense and aiesing them to be 
within the personal knowledge of the t, or upon a sworn complain! by 
a United States district attorney or his assistant, a collector or deputy «lle- 
tor of internal revenue, or revenue agent, setting forth the facts upon infor- 
mation and belief. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
stitute. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that tle 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McRAE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 72. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment which I desire to offer. 

Mr. BROWN. Icall for a vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
New York is not now in order. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Brown was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be inserted after 
the word ‘‘act,” in line 6, page 12. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 6, after the word “‘act,”’ page 12, the words: * / 


The question is on the adoption of the sub- 


‘0- 
irt 


vided, That the of this section shall not y to the circuit « 
of the Uni for the southern district of New York, the distr t 
judge of the southern district of New York, the commissioners of th: 


cuit court, or the clerks of the United States courtsin or for the south rn 
district of New York.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer that 
amendment, to be inserted after the word “act,” in line 6, an ! 
ask unanimous consent that I be allowed ten minutes, on t!\° 
ground that I am a member of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman asks unanimous consent 


that he be permitted to the committee for ten minuirs. 
5 ee ee [After — The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ‘TLETT of New York. . Chairman, the object of 
the amendment which I have offered is to exempt the southern 
district of New York from the general provisions of this section. 
In other words, we in New York City to have our comm's- 
sioners of the circuit court remain of the circuit 
court; and we 


desire also to have the clerks of our district a1! 
circuit courts remain masters in chancery and committing magi 

















this Committee on the Judi- 


remember that on 
—, Tene aaliee from the city of New York, and the 
clery tative from another part of the State of New York natu- 


: umed, knows little about the practice of our 
vy; . ee district of New York. I think I can safely 
= rt that in this request I make I have the hearty indorsement 
—_ Federal judges in our city and county, that is to say, for the 
= le southern district of New ork, and that I have the approval 
bp ys members of our Federal bar. You must remember that 
th i mmissioners of the circuit court in our district are only 23 
ey ioe and the circuit court in the southern district of New 
¥. = is by express statutory provisions differentiated from the cir- 
nit courts throughout the United States; by special provisions of 
statutes in the chapters concerning the organization and con- 
‘ ning the sessions of the circuit court trial terms of that court 
pan the exclusive trial and disposal of criminal cases are provided 
to be held seven times a year within the southern district of New 
= BROWN. Isthe clerk of the circuit court also the clerk of 
the district court of the southern district of New York? f 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, sir. The clerk of the cir- 
cuit court is John A. Shields; the clerk of the district court is 
Mr. BROWN. He is a United States commissioner? _ 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The clerk of the district court 
isSamuelH. Lyman. Theyare both United States commissioners. 
Mr. BROWN. Then you are asking a change in the bill for 
as Ba BARTLETT of New York. Iam asking a change in this 
bill in the interest of the whol¢ city and county of New York, in 
the interest of our judiciary, and in the interest of our litigants, 
not in the interest of one or two men, but in the interest of hun- 
dreds and hundreds of thousands of men. Now, why should these 
commissioners in the southern district of New York remain com- 
missioners of the circuitcourt? It is because that court transacts 
all our criminal business. It is urged that a change should be 
made; that is, that the power of appointment of these commis- 
sioners, which has been vested in the circuit courts of the United 
States ever since February 20, 1812, should be taken away and 
given to the district judge. I care very little about that for the 
rest of the United States; but I say that it should be vested in our 
district in the court which has the transaction not only of the 
criminal business, but of the great volume of the civil business. 
Now, what is the other thing which I ask? And I must say that 
it seems to me to be only fair that we should have some voice 
about the matters within our own district. I wish to allude later 
for a moment or two to the mode of this report, and to show that 
it has been impossible for us to secure that full and careful con- 
sideration to which we are entitled, considering the enormous 
volume of business transacted in our Federal courts. There are 
special reasons why the clerks of the circuit court and district 
court for the southern district of New York should be commis- 
sioners. The reasons are based upon the necessities of our liti- 
gating community, upon the interest of the t mass of litigants 
who come before the district court or before the circuit court. 
The judges of those courts are in favor of the existing system. 
I call attention to the fact that you can not get a man of ftirst- 
class ability and of the requisite capacity who will take one of 
these positions without the additional emoluments of the other. 
The two gentlemen who hold these offices in New York, Mr. 
John A. Shields, clerk of the circuit court, and Mr. Samuel H. 
LS agaem! clerk Guioeh Gee ae hee — oe money ub- 
ic servants, y are ublicans in politics. Now, 
what is the reason that these clerks should be commissioners? It 
is because they act in a twofold capacity. They act either as 
masters in chancery, or as committing magistrates in extradition 
cases or criminal causes, and in civil cases it isa great convenience 
to have all the exhibits, cumbrous often, at other times frail in 
their nature and easy of destruction or liable to destruction—it is 
& great convenience to have those exhibits kept within the walls 
of our Federal Building and in the custody of the clerk, who at the 
same time has to act as a commissioner. -In criminal cases it is of 
vital that the committing magistrate should be in the 
same as the judge, and it is of general interest to the 
public of New York that we should have one or more commission- 
ers easy of accessin the Federal Building. The only way to secure 
that is to have the clerk of the district court and the clerk of the 
circuit court continued as commissioners. 





Now, Mr. , one word as to this mode of legislating. I 
think it is a very sad spectacle to behold this great Committee 
on the J peeeggensliet ending lawyers from ath postoct the 
country, asking this to legislate in a wrong and improper 
manner. I for one protest against salient changes in existing 
law being in tion bills. Gentlemen are 
aware that the on Rules, headed by the distinguished 


from Iowa {Mr. Henperson}, has enormous, arbitrary, 
coercive powers. Why did not that Committee on Rules bring 
rule providing that the Updegraff bill should be taken up for 


ina 
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consideration and considered immediately? Why did it not 
bring in that rule before the consideration of this appropriation 
bill? I call the attention of members of this committee to the fact 
that when, on the 1ith day of January last, we were considering 
the rules, when the distinguished gentleman from Iowa brought 
up the twenty-first rule for consideration, and when, in the House, 
we were considering the last clause of the second section, contain- 
ing the provision, ‘‘ nor shall any provision changing existing 





law be in order in any general appropriation bill,” the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. DALZEL1], also an 
able lawyer and one of the leaders on that side of the House, 
gave this reason for the adoption of that salutary rule. He said, 


In substance: ‘‘ If this House desires to legislate upon any subject, 
let it be done—how? Out in the open, and in a manly way,” so 
that the Senate and the Executive shall be free to consider the leg- 
islation without the burden which would be imposed upon them 
by being obliged to consider it in connection with an appropria- 
tion bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, is not 
ing 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask unanim nt to 
have three minutes more. 

A Memper. I object. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized for a few 
minutes upon the amendment offered by my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. In opposition to the 


amendment? 


the real motive for tack- 





us cons 


Mr. QUIGG. No, sir; in support of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon that side of the question is 
exhausted. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is there any procedure by which I can be recog- 
nized? 


The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. QUIGG. ThenIask unanimous consent that Imay be heard 
three minutes in support of this amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention, espe- 
cially the attention of gentlemen who are members of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, with whose bill, in the main, I am in 
thorough sympathy, to some passages of a letter that I have re- 
ceived from Judge Lacombe, of New York, bearing upon this ques- 
tion. Gentlemen will recognize the fact that the conditions of 
the public business in the courts of New York City are entirely 
exceptional, and it has been the policy of Congress and is the 
policy of this bill, as its author very well knows, to except the 
southern district of New York from many of its provisions. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The district attorney's office. 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes; I appreciate that fact, and am not in the 
least disposed to impose upon the kindness of the committee. I 
desire, however, to present these considerations which have been 
urged by Judge Lacombe, and they are so much better stated by 
him than they could be by me that I will read a portion of his let- 
ter. He says: 


It is essential, of course, to the proper and efficient dispatch of this vy 


of business—— 
Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman kindly inform me what he 

is reading? 
Mr. QUIGG. 


lume 


A letter from Judge Lacombe. 

Mr. SULZER. Ah! I have one of a similar natu 

Mr. QUIGG. Judge Lacombe says: 

It is essential, of course, to the proper and efficient dispatch of this volume 


of business with entire satisfaction to the litigants, who are, I conceive. the 
persons first entitled to consideration, to have the office of clerk filled by 


aman of more than ordinary capacity, industry, and application. It goes 
without telling that it is and always will be more practicable to secure such 
in incumbent of the office in this city, where the expenses of living in the 
most quiet manner are so high, if he be allowed to supplement his salary by 
the doing of some other remunerative work of a character which will not 
interfere with a thorough and efficient discharge of his duties asclerk. He 
can, of course, do nothing which will take him away from his oflice, where 
his constant attendance is required every day in the year, except a brief 
vacation in summer, from an early hour in the morning until late in the even 
ing. A narrow restriction of the hours when the office is open to outsiders 
for business is not practicable here, and has never nattempted. The cor 
ditions of practice at the bar are such that law yersand clerks from th: 
ent offices necessarily have frequently to present then s at ; 
office in the United States circuit court for the transaction of | 4 
as is necessary at an hour long subsequent to that at which the outer doors 
of most public offices are closed 

The clerk of the circuit court, however. can very well, and wit] tinterfer 
ing in any way with the discharge of his clerical duties, discharge as well those 
of a master in chancery or of acommissioner of the circuit court. Moreover, 
there are other circumstances which m¢ke it extremely desirable that in par- 
ticular cases such functions should be discharged by the clerk. There are 
no quarters available in the Federal Building in this district for a United 
States commissioner or for a master in chancery.as such. Nor will there be 


any, even should the bill which you have yourself so kindly introduced 
become a law. There are, however, very many causes in equity where it is 
extremely desirable that the testimony taken before the master should be 
given in the Federal Building. Expensive and cumbrous exhibits, and othe 

exhibits which are not cumbrous, but frail in their character and liable to 
destruction or material alteration by frequent transportation, are on file in th 

circuit court or int he circuit court of appeals (alse held in this building) and 
ought to stay here, as some branch of the case is still being considered by the 
circuit court or by the circuit court of appeals, while at the same time testi 
mony as to damages or profits under some interlocutory decree, requiring 
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the presence of the exhibits, is being taken before a master. Under these 
circumstances it would cause no end of delay, inconvenience, and trouble to 
litigants and counsel, and frequent embarrassments to the court itself, if no 
master in chancery could be found to whom the case might be sent except 
one whose office was in some private building, which might not bea fireproof 
structure,as this one is, and between which and this buil the exhibits 
would have to be repeatedly transported to and fro. Age, it isnot an infre- 
quent occurrence during the examination of witnesses for counsel, disagree- 
ing as to some line of testimony, to present themselves informally before the 
circuit judge, when he happens to be sitting in his private chambers, to settle 
some point of difference between them as to procedure or the taking of proofs. 
And this, of course,can be done with less interruption to the proceedin 
less waste of time to the counsel, and in consequence less expense to the iti: 
gants,if the judge is to be found in the same building as that in which the 
testimony is being taken. 

This a is also the principal focus of immigration, and, while I do not pro- 
fess to know anything with regard to other Federal districts, I infer that the 
number of extradition cases is larger here than it is in most of the others. 
And there is, of course, by reason of its large population, a very large num- 
ber of criminal prosecutions in which the commissioner of the circuit court 
sits asa committing magistrate. Past saqomenee has shown me, at least, 
that it is convenient for all concerned to have the commissioner near the 
chambers of the judge who is to sit in review of him. Repeatedly within 
my experience persons who have been held to bail by the clerk of this court, 
when sitting as commissioner, have, with their counsel, come at once to the 

udge’s chambers, and, with no delay or incarceration overnight, have had 
he amount of bail fixed at some sum sufficient to insure attendance at the 
trial and not in excess of their ability to procure. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat surprised 
at the gentleman from New York who first spoke on this amend- 
ment [Mr. BARTLETT], who announced that New York was with- 
out a representative on the Judiciary Committee—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman permit 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What I did state, if I mistake 
not, was that the city and county of New York, the southern dis- 
trict of New York, was without a representative on the committee. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, yes. It is in the same fix in that re- 
spect as Cook County, Ill., and the city of Chicago. That county 
and that city have no representative on the committee who fe- 
sides within the limits of the city or the county. In fact, Mr. 
Chairman, it would be practically impossible to constitute a com- 
mittee made up of one member from each city in the United 
States that — itself as entitled to be placed outside the pale 
of the law which applies to every other city and to all the rest of 
the cometer. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Not at present. From the letter of J —_ 
Lacombe, read by the second gentleman from New York [Mr. 
pesee, it is clear to me, as I suspected to be the case when the 

st gentleman was on the floor, that neither Judge Lacombe nor 
the first gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] understands 
the effect of this bill as prepared by the committee. Judge La- 
combe in his letter, which evidently furnished the basis of the 
argument of the gentleman from New York, says it is highly im- 
portant to the dispatch of business to the satisfaction of litigants 
that the master in chancery and the taking of testimony and hear- 
ings of causes in equity shall be in some office convenient to the 
court, and shall be conducted by some one learned in the law. 
Will the gentleman from New York undertake to say that the 
taking of evidence by a master commissioner or by a master in 
chancery is affected in any manner at all by this bill? 

Mr. QUIGG. I undertake to say so. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That may be; but the leading lawyer from 
New York will not undertake to say so. [Laughter.] 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Ihave nottime. I prefer to address myself 
to the leading lawyer from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. There are others. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will answer the gentleman 
if he will allow me. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have not time now. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I just want to answer the gen- 
tleman’s remark. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois declines to be 


interrupted. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York (to Mr. ConNOLLY). Will you 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If you want to ask me a question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No; I want to tell you some- 
thing about the law. [Laughter. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. | am too old to go to law school now. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, I ask the gentleman to 
allow me a moment to—— 

Mr. CONNOLLY. To instruct me as to the law, and I decline 
to allow you to do it. Nema agin 

The C MAN, gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask the gentleman to allow 
me to ask him a question. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Very well. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Are you not aware that in the 





original act of February 26, 1812, under which thesecommission ers 
of the circuit court were created, power in civil causesis given, anq 
also by various amendatory acts? So I am of opinion that if t);. 
bill were passed in its present form it might well interfere w;{), 
jurisdiction in civil cases. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Are you through with your question? 
Please mark it with an interrogation point, so that I may know 
where it ends. [Laughter. F 

Mr. BARTLE New York. Are you not convinced? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. [amnot. This bill undertakes to provide 
that these United States commissioners, whose business it ix to 
deal with criminals that are brought before them for violation of 
Federal law, shall be appointed by the district judge, the judge 
of the court that is given original criminal jurisdiction to try 
causes arising under the Federal law. It provides that thesa 
commissioners, who are to act as the fingers and hands of tho 
court outside of the court, shall be appointed by the district 
judge. They are appointed for the purpose of holding prelimi- 
nary examinations in criminal causes. 

r. SULZER. Will the gentleman kindly inform me—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yiel? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. If the gentleman desires to ask a question, 

and needs the information, I shall be glad to yield for that pur. 


pose py ~~ 

Mr. SULZER. y do you not provide in this bill that the 
circuit court shall have the right to appoint the clerk for the cir- 
cuit court? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. We do not do that because the law already 
provides for that. 

— the hammer fell. ] 

e question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Bartierr 

of New York, it was rejected; there being—ayes 16, noes 61. 

Mr..SULZER. I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘ commissioner,” in line 15, 12, insert: 

“That nothing herein contained shall cauir te the clerk of the United 
States circuit court for the southern district of New York.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The section to which this amendment ap- 
plies has not yet been reached, and the gentleman’s amendinent is 
not in order. 

Mr. SULZER. I will ask the Chair to recognize me when the 
proper section is reached. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, the present manner of paying fees 
to officers of the United States should be changed. If the objec- 
tionable reve nue laws}now in force are to{be retained to perplex 
and harass the people, they should not be rendered more o1ious by 
allowing fees to the officers who execute them. The present fee 
system is a direct inducement for the officers*to increase to the ut- 
most a criminal cases, so asjto make their fees as large 

as e. 

e unscrupulous deputy marshal has all the advantage under 
this miserable system over the marshal who will not resort to 
questionable methods to make fees. Petty prosecutions are insti- 
tuted by him, and persons arrested on frivolous charges taken for 
examination or trial by the longest route from their homes to the 
commissioner's court—and for what purpose? Solely, Mr. Chair- 
man, to make fees and mil , and to secure larger accounts 
against the Government. In this way the rights and liberties of 
our people are ou and dieregarted for the purpose of enlarg- 
ing the fees of the officers. 

e are told that it will not do to put these officers on a salary; 
that we must te this indefensible system so far as the 
deputy m are concerned; we are assured that putting the 
marshals and district attorneys on a salary will prevent frivolous 
prosecutions being instituted to make fees and put a stop to ar- 


rests for petty offenses. 
Under the present the district attorneys and marshals 
are powerless to ese abuses, and those who believe that 
utting these two officers in each district on a salary, and leaving 
eputy marshals and United States commissioners still on the fee 
system, will stop this abuse will find that the making of friv: lous 
cases for the sake of fees will continue to exist. 

It is — that deputy marshals, if put on a salary, will not be 
active in of their duty, and for that reason this sys 
tem, which is admi to be a , must be perpetuated. 
hy, Mr. Chairman, what officer is more vigilant than the deputy 
collector? He is paid a salary and in most instances he is more 
active than the a marshal. In a few instances, ! 
have wayne fee 4 set fire to and burn up every- 
thing in the they seize, thus violating the law them- 

, such a stretch of authority would cost 
But under this oppressive sys 
to submit. I refer to deputy collectors 


nothing in the argument that deputy 
their 


4 


i 


: 
; 


duties if put on a salary. 
commissioners’ courts 


and by the 








marshals, and to correct this much-abused system you 
OP, commence ‘where the ,.osecutions originate, for as long as 
ven fees to deputy marshals so long will every prosecution 
that rail make fees be brought forward, for the greater the num- 
ber of cases made the larger will be the fee account of the deputy 
marshal. 


Instead of apologizing 
the right — oh us 
deputy mar ; a n salaries. They are the men interested in 


po ; ; 
i ese idle or malicious prosecutions. 

ak ae pt these men $2 a day for hunting fora fellow and 
6 cents a mile while he is looking for him; you pay him $2 for 
arresting and 10 cents a mile for taking him to court, and mileage 
for the spy or reporter, that the deputy employs as a “ guard,” 
who is also, when he gets to court, used as a witness and paid as 
such; and do you expect to break up this system while you con- 
tinue to pay the deputy marshals by fees in this way? The spy 
or reporter gets his $10 for reporting, his pay asa guard, his fees as 
a witness, and the de oe his fees, as set out in the fee 
bill, and yet we are told that by merely putting the district attor- 
ney and the on salaries and leaving the deputy marshals 
to get their compensation by the same fees and to employ the same 
“ guards ” and spies and informers this miserable system is to be 
broken up. Youcannot breakitupinthat way. ; 

I grant you that, under the change made in this bill, the dis- 
trict attorney will probably attempt to stop some of these prose- 
cutions, as many of | them have heretofore done, by not approving 
warrants; but when a complaint is filed with him and when an 
oath is taken that a certain person has violated the law who may 
be living 100 miles away, how is the district attorney going to 
determine whether the person making the affidavit is a reputable 
citizen, or whether the complaint itself is well founded or not? 
The only way that you can cure these evils is by wiping out this 
whole miserable fee system. j 

There is no use in talking about ‘‘steps in the right direction.” 
Let us go to the bottom of the matter and abolish the entire sys- 
tem. It is this system, Mr. Chairman, which develops that crea- 
ture that has been and will continue to be the despised of all 
men—the reporter, the informer, the spy. The professional in- 
former is usually one who has violated every law known to the reve- 
nue service. Heisa daily attendant at commissioners’ courts and 
is never happier than when being used as a witness ora guard. He 
can not look honest men in the face. He has the appearance of 
the most hardened criminal, and a stranger entering one of these 
commissioners’ courts would invariably take him for the prisoner 
instead of a witness ora guard. All that is necessary to prove 
any desired fact is to intimate to him what evidence is wanted or 
needed and he can always be relied upon to giveit. To put dep- 
uty marshals on a salary will elevate these positions and remove 
those holding them from contact with such degrading influences 
as the professional informers. These officers, if put on a salary, 
will not be subject to the criticism of arresting and prosecuting 
po for the pornos making fees. Their testimony for the 

overnment in cases would not be questioned, because 
thei pay would not be increased by committing and imprisoning 
7 party they might testify against. 

. offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “act,” on page 12, line 6, the following: 

“ Provided further, That in all cases where a prisoner is brought before a 
United States oner charged with a crime punishable by fine and im- 


for less than one year, or when in the opinion of such commissioner 

facts in any case only make a crime punishable by fine and imprisonment 

for less than , such r may waive in writing atrial by jury and 
file a of guilty, which s' be entered of record, and in such cases author- 
by given United States commissioners to sentence such prisoner; and 

the event of im t such prisoner shall be confined in the nearest 
jail where such rcan be safely and economically kept, and all fines 
assessed and shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States.” 


Mr. BROWN. I make the point of order that this amendment 
is not ——_ to the bill. 
ATE. I trust I may be heard a moment on the point of 


Mr. 

. Chairman, this is a bill which, among other things, defines 
the duties of the United States commissioners. The fact, there- 
fore, that there is a law already applicable to circuit-court com- 
missioners does not have any application in this case. The very 
section to which I offer the amendment defines the duties of these 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think that the 
amendment isin order. The pending section contains this lan- 


for this bill by saying that it is a step in 
ut all these officials on salaries and stop 
ou can not do it unless you put the 


5 
& 


Ke 


i 


guage: 
Which United States commissione . 
form tye same duties that are now Tages tee cateicieceen ot chbels 
This language defines the duties of these officers; and the amend- 
— is go thas 4 vision of the aie ‘i 
. . ‘ an important matter, an 
ask that the amendment be again read. 
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The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on this 
section and all amendments thereto be limited to three minutes. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, I think I have the floor. I hope the 
gentleman will not undertake to deprive me of my five minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I modify my motion so as to close debate 
in five minutes. 

Mr. TATE. All right, if I can be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] that debate on the pending 
amendment be limited to five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TATE. I offer this amendment for two reasons. In the 
first place, it will relieve the district courts of a large number of 
cases, and, in the second place, it will allow a prisoner, if he so 
desires, to plead guilty and to enter at once upon the service of 
his sentence in his county jail without being sent to some distant 
jail. Every one familiar with the practice of these courts knows 
that at the opening of a term the court resembles very much a 

jlice court. Men are there in large numbers for the purpose of 
iling pleas of guilty. Under this bill commissioners are allowed 
75 cents for taking a bond and 50 cents for committing a prisoner, 
but if the case is disposed of by him under this amendment he 
gets neither of these fees. The amendment also reduces the fees 
of the deputy marshal, because if the prisoner is committed the 
marshal gets his fee for commitment and if he is carried to jail the 
marshal gets his mileage. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not the gentleman think that this amend- 
ment is likely to afford an opportunity for marshals or others 
interested in the prosecution to bring influence to bear upon ig- 
norant men who may be brought before the commissioner to 
induce them to plead guilty, thus depriving them of the right of 
trial by jury? 

Mr. TATE. Not at all. That can be done just as well by in- 
ducing the man to plead guilty in the district court as before the 
commissioner, and, besides, this amendment cuts down the fees 
of the marshals, and he would not likely use his influence against 
his interest and to reduce his pay. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the prisoner has then an attorney to rep- 
resent him. 

Mr. TATE. He may not have. 

Mr. TAWNEY. At any Tate, he has the court to protect his 
rights. 

r. TATE. There is no danger; the deputy marshal will have 
every reason to oppose a plea of guilty, for it cuts down his fees. 

Mr. BROWN. Will not this amendment dignify and make 
more important these cases before commissioners, instead of mak- 
ing them less important, as the bill undertakes to do? 

Mr. TATE. Well, suppose it does; it relieves the United States 
of the expense of paying a large number of witnesses for their at- 
tendance at court, and the expense necessarily involved in trials 
by jury and otherwise, and lets a poor prisoner plead guilty, be 
sentenced, as soon as he is arrested, if he desires to, and also allows 
him to serve out his sentence in his local jail. This will save the 
trial of many of these cases, and will be the cause of saving more 
for the Government than any other feature of this bill. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk the recommendation of the President, 
in his annual message, on this subject, which I ask him to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The report of the euaper Genenes contains the usual summary of the 

2 


affairs and proceedings of the Department of Justice for the past year, 
together with certain recommendations as to needed legislation on various 


subjects. I can not too heartily indorse the proposition that the fee system, 
as applicable to the compensation of United States attorneys, marshals, 
clerks of Federal courts, and United States commissioners, should be abol 
ished with as little delay as possible. It is clearly in the interest of the com- 


munity that the business of the courts, both civil and criminal, shal! be as 
small and as inexpensively transacted as the ends of justice will allow 
The system 1s therefore thoroughly vicious which makes the compensat 
of court officials depend upon the volume of such business, and thus cr 
a conflict between a proper execution of the law and private gain, which « 
not fail to be dangerous to the rights and freedom of the citizen and an irre 
sistible tempation to the unjustifiable expenditure of public funds. If 


i in 
addition to this reform, another was inaugurated which would give to United 


States commissioners the final disposition of petty offenses within the grade 
of misdemeanors, especially those coming under the internal-revenue laws,a 
great — would be made toward a more decent administration of the 
c w. 

Mr. TATE. There is the direct recommendation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, asking that an amendment similar to this 
should be adopted, and going further and recommending that the 
commissioners may be permitted totry persons in cases of this kind. 
If this amendment is adopted, this will allow certain persons to 
plead guilty before the commissioner and waive trial by jury, and 
thus avoid the expense of bringing witnesses, going through the 
form of commitment, and in other ways will save to the Govern- 
ment a great deal of expense that is now involved in keeping pris- 
oners who can not give bail and are forced to remain in jail until 
the courts convene. In addition to that, it will save a poor man 
from lying in jail two or three months waiting for court to meet 
to plead guilty. Hecan file his plea, if he desires, before the com- 
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missioner, and actually serve out his sentence in the same time he 
is required to remain in jail waiting for the district court to meet. 

I regret that this bill does not put both the deputy marshals and 
United States commissioners on salaries, for in this the commit- 


tee’s substitute differs from the bill introduced by me. 
be better for the people, better for the officers, and a saving to the 
Government. e expenses, under the present system, have been 
gradually growing until they have increased from $3,210,000, in 
1885, to the enormous sum of $6,461,600, paid last year, under the 
present fee system, to United States marshals, their deputies, dis- 
trict attorneys, clerk:, and United States commissioners alone. 
There were 2,750 civil suits tried in which the United States 
was a party, and 1,691 were decided for the Government and 1,061 
against the Government. During last year 25,949 criminal cases 
were disposed of in United States courts, and a conviction was 
had in 15,421 cases, while in 10,521 cases the Government failed 
to convict. This shows that almost half of these cases should 
never have been instituted, and that the Government, under the 
an fee system, paid the marshals, their deputies, district at- 
rneys, and commissioners $225 in each case tried, and for every 
conviction it cost the Government in fees to marshals, deputy 
marshals, district attorneys, commissioners, and clerks alone 


77.60. 

The President, Attorney-General Olney, and Attorney-General 
Harmon have recommen the abolition of this system in the 
following words: 


[President Cleveland's message to Congress, December, 1885.] 

The present mode of cumponetting United States marshals and district at- 
torneys should, in my opinion, be changed. They are allowed to charge 
against the Government certain fees for services, their income being meas- 
ured by the amount of such fees within the fixed limit as to their annual ag- 

ate. This is a direct inducement for them to make their fees in criminal 
cases as large as er Sees 0 Sane Se ane permitted. 
As an entirely natural consequence unscrupulous marshals are found encour- 


This would 


ng friv prosecutions, arresting people on petty c of e,and 
transporting them to distant places for examination and t for *he purpose 
of earning mileage and for fees. 
The district attorneys eselessly attend criminal examinations far from their 
laces of residence for the express purpose of swelling their accounts against 
© Government. The actual expenses incurred in these t are 
also charged acne’ the Government. Thus the rights and freedom of our 
citizens are outraged and public expenditures increased for the Repo of 
furnishing public officers pretexts for increasing the measure of their com- 


pensation. 
[Attorney-General Olney’s report for 1893.] 

The system by which United States district attorneys, marshals, clerks, and 
commissioners are by fees has been so often and so emphatically con- 
demned, is so indefensible in principle, and works such gross injustice in 
practice that its survival to this time is nothing less than a wonder and a re- 
proach. recommending its summary abolition I merely indorse a change 
of policy which has received the earnest advocacy of every Attorney-General 
for the last twenty years. 

[Attorney-General Harmon.] 
THE FEE SYSTEM. 

Great vigilance has been exercised and every effort made to keepdown the 
expenses connected with the Federal courts. Excessive and illegal char, 
can in some measure be avoided by watchfulness and laborious investiga 
but arrests and prosecutions on frivolous charges and fi , to which 

of these expenses is due, can not be prevented by Department. 

can be ——- only by abolishing the system which, by making 
the fees of com: oners, clerks, and attorneys the source of their 
compensation, presents a constant inducement to unnecessary arrests and 
ion. 


ithe 40 


r cent of unsuccessful tions during the , Which 
is less than usual, does not, of Eaoan, teats the cases Velo, 
arrested are d on those wherein the charges 
are ignored fees and 


Ff d juries. Not only do 

those of mars! ff and witnesses, with mileage, in these cases, cause a 

annual expense to the Government, but annoyance and loss of time are 

inflicted on those involved as parties and witnesses, which indirectly work 
material and moral injury to the public. Besides, a class of ‘es- 

informers grows up in many sections, to the scandal of 


a way to 

evils of fee These have been so often mentioned to 
by different Presidents and Attorneys-General that anything I say 
would be mere tion. I will simply refer to the report of A - 
General Olney for (page xxiii), w the subject is fully and forcibly 


Considerations of mere economy should not prevail when the tone of such 
an important branch of the public service isinvolved; but as such considera- 
Seabee sewage se weight, I wish to call attention to the fact that little if 
any addi be 


The Attorney-General says it is ‘‘indefensible in principle.” 
Soitis. It ee injustice in practice. 

That a law so indefensible er just should have so 
long survived is certainly a er and a ‘“ ,” and I 
appeal to this House to abolish it; and, I repeat, if you intend to 
continue the present objectionable and odious internal-revenue 
system, let the officers who execute this law be free from the 
criticism of using the power of the Government to enrich them- 
selves, and let them be paid a stated salary, so that, uninfluenced 
by fee reward or the hope thereof, they wil do equal and exact 
justice between the Government and ple. Thus the offi- 
cers and the people will be equally benefi 

Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this indefensible system, I 
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am carried back through the years of suffering, humiliation, .),4 
hardships imposed on a brave, honest, and true people. In ¢)}). 
name I appeal to this House to wipe out this system; a sys;.., 
under which innocent —— have been dragged from their }\ 
and robbed of their liberty by the testimony of the miser.),),. 
wretches used as reporters, informers, and spies. The tears of ;},. 
wife and the cries of the innocent children go unheeded ag ;),, 
husband and father is dragged from hishome. Under this sy.;. ),, 
prosecutions have been inspired by hatred and malice and «).. 
tained for the sole pu of making fees, while the honest , ,| 
just officer, who should be commended for his manly actioy \,, 
refusing to be a party to such utions, makes no fees, 

Mr. Chairman, why should this powerful and just Governy).-»+ 
longer tolerate this indefensible system; a system that has wri))_\); 
so many wrongs; 80 much misery, injustice, and terror; a sy<t.)) 
that encourages and frivolous prosecutions, pays a preniiiiy 
on perjury; b strife among neighbors and communities, 9))\j 
causes so much misery, want, and wretchedness? The people «e- 
mand that it be abolished. Let us respond to that demani j,y 
wiping out this entire system. [Applause 

e question was 


Le 


m; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
TATE) there were—ayes 41, noes 60. 5 

Mr. TATE. Iask for tellers on this vote. 

Tellers were ordered. 
an Chairman appointed Mr. Tare and Mr. Upprecrarr as 

ers. 

be ae again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 55, 
noes 78. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 


© . 

Mr. SULZER. LI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. Does the gentleman offer this amendment to 
section 14? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SULZER. As I understood it, a motion was made ani cr- 
ried that all debate on this section should cease at the expir.tion 
of the consideration of the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. ADAMS. That was only on a pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. The Chair un- 
derstood the request to be on the pending amendment. 

The Clerk will report the amendment proposed by the geiitle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk as follows: 

On page 08, in Newt, after the word “‘ commissioners,” add the words ‘and 
clerks of United States courts”; so that it will read: 

“ United States commissionersand clerks of United States courts are hore by 
authorized to administer oaths.” 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the con- 
mittee for a moment to the amendment. It carries nothing but 
simply an authorization to facilitate the ical operation of 
the law by allowing the clerks of United States courts to adinin- 
ister oaths generally. When litigation is on in the several 
courts anyone can understand how important itis that thes. \/- 
ficials shall be authorized to i oaths immediately — 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr.Chairman,|I rise toa question of orier. 
I thought the debate had been limited on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion was on the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HENDERSON, My motion was on section 14 and amend- 
ments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair did not so understand it, and the 
motion which was put to the House and adopted was to lim't ‘le- 
bate on the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. ADAMS. On the contrary, I made the inquiry at the time 
whether that would cut off debate on other amendments ani wis 
assured by the Chair that it would not. — 

This amendment, if adopted, would confer on the clerks of ‘/e 
United States courts authority to administer oaths generally. 0 
order to facilitate the litigation before the court. It carries not!) 
ing else with it. It is important that litigants before the courts 
shall not be to go outside of the court in order to secure 
affidavits or other documents necessary in the trial of a cause. 

I do not think the committee will object to the amendment win 
the is understood. 


question being taken on the amendment of Mr. AD \\s, 

there were on a division—ayes 44, noes 4. 

So the amendment was shopted. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I sen’ ‘0 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert inline 14, 11, after the word “courts,” the words “and all other 
United States ™ 


Mr. FLYNN. I desire to state for the information of the con 
mittee that the commissioners in the Territories are not «ire 
court commissioners. In Oklahoma we have 35 commission’, 
who drew last year $32,000. I assume that the intention is to reg- 











1896. 
niate all of these officers acting as commissioners. I have con- 


sulted with the Department of Justice in relation to the matter and 


: : al. 
. Mr. tS DEGRAFF. There is no objection to the amendment. 


adopted. 
= ine with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 


“— marshal or depu 
» 15. That no 
aun attorney orassistant attorne 


ty marshal, clerk of thecircuit or district 
of any district, jury commissioner, clerk 
anitor of any Government building, nor 


of mre Oe ary — of the Government, and no clerk or em- 
pe co of any United States justice or judge shall have, hold, or exercise the 
wis of the United States mer. , 

Mr. SULZER. I offer the amendment which I have sent to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: - ; 

i the word “ commissioner,” insert: “ But nothing 

ee shail apply to the clerk of the United States district court 
for the southern distri New York.” 


HENDERSON. A point of order. That has already been 
woial w = Action of the committee has been had upon it. 
Mr. SULZER. I 


p beg the gentleman’s pardon. T amend- 
been V on. 
eT MOCKERY. The substance of it has. 

Mr. SULZER. It is an entirely different amendment from the 
one which the gentleman from New York | Mr. BARTLETT] offered, 
and it is to a different section. —_ : ei 

The C . The Chair thinks this is not the same 
amendment. 


Mr. HENDERSON. In substance the same, as I understood it. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
just a few words in regard to this amendment. The United States 
circuit court for the southern district of New York does more civil 
and criminal business than any three other courts in the United 
States. It does the largest extradition business. It has the entire 
charge of a ryt ca number of intricate andcomplicated patent 


cases andcopyrightcases. Thereismoreimmigration to the south- 
ern district of New York than to any other port in the United 
States. The commissioner for the circuit court for the southern 


district of New York, Mr. John A. Shields, has been the clerk of 
this court and its commissioner for over twenty years, and there 
is not a man y in the country, in the judgment of many, who 
can take his place and discharge its duties in the same expedi- 
tious and sa’ way in which he discharges them. Besides 
that, I am inf the Attorney-General of the United States, 
or some one representing him, has recommended to the committee 
this amendment, and has asked that the clerk of the circuit court of 
the southern district of New York be exempted from the provisions 
of this bill, in accordance with the pro’ amendment I offer. 
The bill as a whole, in my opinion, is a good bill in many re- 
spects; but this amendment should prevail in the interest of the 
facilitation of business of that court. If it does, it will be a better 
bill. Thisis requested by the circuit judges. That request should 
command respect and consideration. It is requested by the bar of 
the southern district of New York, and it is requested by every 
man who transacts business in that office. The commissioner's 
office is adjoining the office of the judge. If this bill should pass 
in its present shape, and a new commissioner should be appointed, 
not by the circuit court judge, who should have the right to ap- 
nt his own clerk and commissioner, but by the district judge, 
would have no office in the Federal Building in the city of New 
York. It would therefore cause great waste of time, great delay, 


and t inconvenience to litigants, on and, in fact, to 


every ha business in that court. sides this, the clerk 
of the court has all of the models, all of the exhibits, and all of the 


ee in an iron safe in the Federal Building, which is fireproof. 
y can not be destroyed or taken from that building. 
If anew commissioner is appointed, with an office in some other 
buil in the city of New York, we do not know what will be- 
come of these valuable exhibits, all the models, and we do not 
know what will become of all the papers. Echoing the sentiment 
of the entire bar, echoing the request of the ju , echoing the 
wishes and demands of everybody who transacts business in that 
urt, I respectfully urge the adoption of this amendment. It is 
fair, it is honest, it is in the interest of economy, and it should 
prevail. If it is voted down, I say to you as a lawyer from the 
ne city of eran eee A senaiaing about he court, 
: practiced ; and its criminal administra- 
tion be crippled, and the cause fives delayed, hindered, 
a mame — amendment. 
e gentleman es @ misstate- 
= when he says that the Attorney-General came before the 
eT manitioo and recommended this change. 
Mr. § ¥ I said that the Attorney-General or some one 


. IN. Nobody representing him made any such 


3 x= ee ing it? 
Mr. BURTON 6f Missouri. No; he did not writs a letter re- 
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— anything of the kind. He simply said that the judge of 
the southern district of New York desired it, and we put the ques- 
tion to him, why should that judge be favored more than all the 
other judges in the United States? Whzy is it that one man should 
hold a multiplicity of offices in that particular circuit when it is 
not necessary in any other circuit? 

Mr. SULZER. Because there is more business done there. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. That is right, and you need more 
men to doit. Now, if my friend’s argument is true, if that para- 
gon of perfection should die, then they would have to shut up 
court in that southern district of New York. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
one question? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In reference to the matter of 
multiplicity of offices, is the gentleman not aware that by express 
provision of statute, in a number of districts in the United States 
the office of clerk of the circuit court and the office of clerk of the 
district court are held by one man? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
offices? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes, we have found some places in 
which the clerk of the circuit court is also clerk of the district 
court, is jury commissioner, is commissioner of the United States 
circuit court, is janitor of the building, is inspector of the bicycle 
brigade, and the Lord knows what, and he gets paid for the whole 
thing. Now, there is no more reason why the judge of that dis- 
trict should have a pet and put him in half a dozen places than 
there is why any other judge in the United States should do the 
same thing. Isincerely hope this amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I hope the amendment will be 
voted down. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
one question? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. No, pardon me; I will talk it over 
With you after we have voted it down. [Laughter. | 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, and 
the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SULZER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 50. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
section I desire to offer. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move to close debate on this section and 
all amendments thereto in five minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have the floor, I believe. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman will be recognized. 
will let the gentleman have five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that all 
debate upon this section be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move toamend that by making it one 
minute, as I understand the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
Chair had agreed to recognize me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry. How can the 
gentleman from Iowa take the gentleman from Georgia off his feet 
without his consent? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The committee accepts the gentleman's 
amendment. Does he want to debate it after that? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, sir; there are two amend- 
ments there. If the committee accepts them, I have nothing fur- 
ther to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

First. Amend section 15, page 12, by inserting after the word “clerk,” in 
the ninth line, the words “ or deputy clerk.”’ 

Second. Amend by adding at the end of section 15 the following words 

“ And it shall not be lawful to appoint any of the officers named in this sec- 
tion receiver or receivers in any case or cases now pending or that may here 
after be brought in the courts of the United States 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Both of these amendments are accepted 
by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make a correction. 
The gentleman from Georgia had been recognized, and the Chair 
ought not to have recognized the gentleman from Iowa to make a 
motion. The gentleman from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have nothing to say, Mr. Chair- 
man. Iam glad the amendments have been accepted. I intro- 
duced these amendments to correct an evil that exists in some 
portions of this country, and that in my district has cried ont for 
the relief suggested by me. I am glad that, as they are offered, 
they have been accepted. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”} 

e amendments were agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is not that a multiplicity of 


Will the gentleman allow me 


I have an amendment to this 


That 


I do not yield the floor. The 


Sec. 16. That each United States commissioner shall be entitled to the fol- 
lowing-named fees, and none other: Drawing a complaint, with oath and 
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ganas to same, 50 cents; copy of complaint, with certificate to same, 30 cents; 
ing warrant of arrest, 75 cents; issuing a commitment and making copy 
of same, $1; entering a return, 15 cents; issuing subpoena or subpoenas in any 
one case, with 5 cents for each necessary witness in addition to the first, 25 
cents; dvawing a bond of defendant and sureties, ow ent of 
same and justification of sureties, 75 cents; for administering an oath (except 
to witness as to attendance and travel), 10 cents; izance of all witnesses 
in a case, when the defendant or defendants are held for court, 50 cents; 
transcripts of proceedings, when required by order of court, and ti 

sion of original papers court, 60 cents; copy of warrant of arrest, with 
certificate to same, when defendant is held for court, and the original papers 
are not sent to court, 40 cents; order in duplicate to BY, all nesses ina 
case: For first witness, 30 cents, and for each additional witness, 5 cents, and 
for oath to each witness as to attendance and travel 5 cents; for h and 
deciding on criminal sang and reducing the testimony to writing when 
required by law or order of court, $3 a day for the time necessarily employed. 

Mr.UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, it will be more convenient, 
if there be no objection, to make a committee amendment in line 
14, just read, by striking out the word “three” and inserting the 
word ‘‘five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowaasks unanimous 
consent to offer an amendment at this time. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “ three,” in line 14, and insert the word “ five.” 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 13, 

So the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That not more than one per diem shall be allowed in a case, un- 
less the account shall show that the hearing could not be completed in one 
——— — additional per diem may be specially approved and allowed 

y oO . 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. There is another committee amendment 
at that point which it will be more convenient to consider right 
here. After the word “ court,” in line 19, page 13, insert the words 
“Provided further, That no more than one per diem shall be 
allowed for any one day.” 

The object of that amendment is obvious; so that a commissioner 
can not try a half dozen cases in a day and charge $5 for each. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that this amendment may be considered at thistime. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, in line 19, after the word “court,” insert the words: 

“ Provided further, That not more than one per diem shall be allowed for 
any one day.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That no ow diem shall be allowed for taking a bond or 
recognizance and passing on the sufficiency of the bond or recognizan 
the sureties thereon when the bond or recognizance was taken after the de- 
fendant had been committed to prison upon a final commitment, or has given 
bond or been recognized for his appearance at court, or when the defendant 
has been arrested on a capias or bench warrant, or was in custody under any 
process or order of acourt of record. For the examination and certificate in 
cases of application for a of poor convicts imprisoned for nonpay- 
ment of fine or fine and costs, and all services connec therewith, $1.50. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. There is another amendment =. by 
the Department of Justice,in page 14, line 5, which I unani- 
mous consent to propose now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to pro a committee amendment at this time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is that just as it is read through? 

The CHAIRMAN. The section has not been read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is a long section. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The amendment is, on 
after the word ‘‘ therewith,” to strike out ‘‘$1.50 

" ne amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 14, line 5, after the word “therewith,” strike out the words “one 
dollar and fifty cents " and insert the words “three dollars.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman explain the amendment? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The committee thought that $1.50 would 
be enough, but the Department of Justice, on examining the bill, 
said that we had already reduced the commissioners’ fees very 

ly, and te ee that ought to be $3 instead of $1.50. 
r. MCMILLIN. Does the gentleman think the Department is 
right in this? 
r. UPDEGRAFF. Ido. From the bestinformation that the 
committee could get they believed that it was right to make this 


$8 instead So a day. 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. rman, I hope the amendment will not 
a day for this service is 


be adopted. One dollar and cen 
sient the per diem for 


ample. You have, over my objection, just 
taking testimony under this bill from $3 to $5a day, and now it is 


ewe to increase the —— ial tlie on committee for 
service 100 per cent. dollar and cents a day, I re- 
peat, is ample; and if this bill is intended to be in the interest of 


page 14, in line 5, 
>and insert “$3.” 


folio; for each copy of 
oe ct for issuing an 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, cqnines 1 any 
crime or offense set forth in said article, $2; for issuing any warrant under 
the provision of the convention for the surrender of criminals | 

pane ae ae King - ee ae at Washington N 

r 9, ; for and dec upon 
with any crime or offense, and sapere 







ce and 





economy I hope that the compensation in the remainin 
it will othe eesti. ” & parts of 


The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For taking and cert g depositions to file in civil cases, 10 cents for each 

e same furnished to a party on request, 10 cents for 

warrant under the tenth article of the treaty og 

ie United States and the Queen of the United \ ing. 
any parties charged wit} 


1842, between 


vetween the 
case of any person chareed 
under the provisions ef said t re ate . 
of said convention, $3 a day for the time necessarily employed. , 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a ¢om. 


mittee amendment, as follows: In line 23, page 14, strike out 


“three” and substitute ‘“‘ five.” 
This is a committee amendment, proposed under the advice of 


the Department of Justice, and I think it ought to be adv pted, 


We have already cut commissioners’ fees very largely, and | haye 
no reason to believe that the Department is otherwise than in en- 


tire wn with the reduction of these expenses generally. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of this amendment at this time, [s 


there objection? 

Mr. McRAE. Ihave no objection to voting upon it now, but I 
am opposed tothe amendment. This is a proposition to increase 
the compensation of these officials from $3 to $5 a day, and | hope 
it will not prevail. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the 
amendment for this reason: The commissioners of the United 
States whose fees the committee now seek to raise by this amend- 
ment are, many of them, shown bythe official reports to be wetting 
$4,000 a year in fees. Men who under the fee bill can now make 
$4,000 a year, as much or nearly as much as a United States dis- 
trict judge receives, certainly have been getting ample compensa- 
tion for their services. This amendment would largely increase 
the ny ery of bsg who come into the Federal courts, and I 
think that $3 a day, the amount fixed by the committee, is sufi- 
cient compensation for men of the class of ability of these com- 
missioners. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Do gentlemen understand that this per diem 
relates only to hearings in extradition cases eee under the 
treaties with France and England, and that it may be five years 
before a single will be had under either of those treaties? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But it is the principle I am objecting to. 
Men who can make $4,000 a year under the fee system are, | think, 
amply compensated for that kind of service. 

. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say that 
this committee has already fixed eo diem for commissioners 
for hearingsin United States criminal cases at $5 per day. Now, 
here are two exceptional cases, hearings for extradition under the 
treaties with France and England, and why should not the com- 
missioners receive the same per diem for those hearings as they 
do for hearings under the criminal laws of the United States; 
especially when the probability is that very few commission:rs will 
have one such case in five ? Why should we discriminate 


against commissioners these cases? Why give the com- 
missioner $5a day for h under the general criminal law. and 
only $3 for er under the extradition clause of these treaties? 
Furthermore, it should be remembered that this provision affects 
only ee of the country. Probably the commission- 
ers in New York, Chicago, Boston, and New Orleans will !e all 


that will have any business of this kind, so that this provision 
will not affect more than a dozen commissioners in the whole 
United States. Itseems to me that we ought to be consistent. If 
we have fixed Snctpeneetion for hearings of cases arising under 
the criminal laws of the United States too high, it is done, and 
the same committee ought to give the same amount for hearings 


under these extradition es. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Such commissioners a complete record of all proceedings before 
them in criminal cases, in a -bound book, which record book shall be de- 
livered to and preserved by the clerk of the district court for such «istrict 
on the death, tion, or of term of the commissioner, 
for which record commissioner receive no compensation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: Dei 
Strike out all that part of section 16, with the word “entitled, 
i nap Srna inching ora employe a 

est as the “Genera 
from time to time Uoterntine, hick shall te ho case exceed $20 “on - 


exceedin r day, an 


d necessary traveling commissioners while absent from 
tering Ran ca nein fore say Gaied Seater rsa 
ore any a oO 


] 
accounts of marshals. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. the effect of the amend- 


: far as the United 
eS cea mp omchaet ph yanemy So sald 








1896. 






taken up the time of this committee once before on 
ae tal Ido yan desire to weary it, but I believe this is 
the most important paragraph in this whole bill. 
No scourge that can be laid on the back of a suffering people 


will inflict more torture upon them than a dishonest and corrupt 


jac ONNOLLY. Why does the gentleman want to give the 
United States commissioners mileage? They do not do any travel- 


es UNDERWOOD. These commissioners are required toleave 
their homes and go to the circuit court every time the court meets. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If so they go as witnesses and get witness 
fees. Their duties as commissioners do not require them to go. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Dill ae them to go and take 
their dockets, as I understand. But I donot care anything about 
that part of the amendment. I am willing to strike that out. 
wish, however, to say that this committee now has an opportunity 
to do justice where our present system has committed wrong for 
years to the ple of the United States. There is not a gentle- 
man on this aon who does not know that hundreds of innocent 
people are dragged before the courts of the United States and 
prosecuted, simply to put fees into the pockets of the commis- 
sioners and deputy marshals. Every gentleman here knows this 
fact. The bill in its present form will not remedy that evil. It 
still leaves in operation a premium to induce the commissioner 
to bind over persons who are brought before him. He receives 
more compensation if he commits a defendant to the grand jury 
of the circuit court than if he finds him not guilty. I do not say 
that all men would be influenced by such a consideration; I do 
not think that all these commissioners are dishonest; but we know 
that many of them are dishonest and corrupt. 

Mr. BROWN. Does the United States commissioner get any 
larger fee if he binds over the accused than if he discharges him? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir; he does, as I understand this 
bill. As I understand, he will, under this bill, get additional fees 
for issuing the commitment to the grand jury, That is the way 
I read the bill. 

o- the hammer fell. 

. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, we would have been glad 
to introduce into this bill all the reforms that the human mind 
might be able to suggest if we had had the time to prepare such 
a measure andif we had thought it could be passed. A bill to 
reduce the commissioners to the salary system will require long 
and patient tion. We have not been able in the time at 
our command to bestow — such a measure the necessary labor. 
As soon as there is a probability that we can get a hearing, the 
of reform will be continued. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I congratulate the gentleman on that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I believe this amendment would largely 
increase the expenses of the commissioner system. 


The question taken on the amendment of Mr. UNpDER- 
WOOD, it was re 
; of Georgia. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of section 16, on pogo 15, add the following: 
“ No person related toa justice or judge of the Uni States circuit or dis 
court within the fourth degree of consanguinity or affinity shall be ap- 


pointed to act as United States commissioner or to act as master in chancery 


or receiver in any case —.< hereafter brought in the courts of the 
United States in which j or judge to whom such person may be so 
re may 


Mr. BROWN. I make a point of order on that portion of the 


amendment rela to the appointment of receivers in certain 
civil cases. This does not relate to the appointment of re- 
ceivers at all. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not understand the gentle- 
man, 
Mr. BROWN. I make the point of order that this does not re- 


late to the section of the bill at all. 

Mr. of Georgia. I understand that the gentleman 
makes a of order. That is all I could hear. 
ae a . The gentleman from Georgia will be heard 


order, 
: 'TLETT of Georgia. I did not hear the point of order 
that the gentleman made. All I could hear was that he made 
some point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is that the amendment 
is not to the a. et is 
. TLETT Georgia. t certainly 
committee accepted an amendment that I off 
this, which ded that no one of the officers men- 
in that section act as a receiver in 
that court. That amendment i 
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provides that no person thus related to the judge shall be appointed 
receiver or shall act as master in chancery. Until the Chair rules 
this amendment out of order I insist that it is germane. I insist 
that the committee by accepting the other amendment is com- 
mitted to the proposition that this amendment is germane. 

Mr. Chairman, before this point of order is decided and before 
it shall be determined that the reform sought to be accomplished 
by the amendment shall not be accomplished, I desire to call the 
attention of the committee and the House to the fact that if the 
appointments in some of the United States courts of this country 
are examined it will be found that there exists a system of nepo- 
tism that ought to be corrected; and it is that system which this 
amendment seeks to correct. 

I could call the attention of this committee to a court where the 
father of the district judge is the standing master in chancery, 
and where references of cases in equity are made to him, although 
he does not reside in the district in which he acts as master in 
chancery cases pending before that judge; and parties and their 
counsel have to appear before the father as master in chancery to 
argue their cases, and then appear before the son, who isthe judge, 
to argue ae to findings of the father, who is the master in 
chancery, and the son passes upon and fixes the fees in such cases 
that are paid to the father. If the Congress of the United States, 
when that matter is brought to its attention, stand ready to sanc- 
tion such a practice as this; if, under the circumstances, the gen- 
tleman who has made the point of order stands ready to permit 
that condition of affairs to continue and keep out of the bill an 
amendment that will cure it, why, then, we must of course submit. 

But I appeal to him, when this statement is made, when the 
facts are brought to the attention of Congress, and when an effort 
is presented in this manner to correct such an evil, which must 
and does affect the proper administration of justice, and which can 
not be speedily corrected in any other way—lI appeal to him not 
to interpose and prevent by the technical rule of ‘‘a point of order,” 
but to at least permit the sense of the committee to be taken upon 
it. Iask him not to make the point of order now when it was 
not made upon a similar amendment which was offered and ac- 
cepted some time ago. Let us vote upon it, and I am satisfied it 
will be adopted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say to the committee that this reform is 
one that ought to be made and made promptly. We have had re- 
ceivers, receivers, and receivers ad nauseam in the country where 
I live, and in many parts of the country receivers and masters in 
chancery have been appointed who have been closely related to 
the judges of the United States courts by whom they are ap- 
pointed. I ask the House, therefore, now, when it is making a 
reform in this matter of abuses that are admitted to exist, to carry 
their reform a step further and relieve us from the conditions that 
exist to a very large extent in some of the courts of the United 
States. We should cure the abuse of judicial power wherever it 
exists. 

Mr. BROWN. I must insist upon a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks a portion of the amend- 
ment is clearly in order; the latter portion, however, is not, and 
under the rule, ‘‘ that when any portion of a proposition reported 
or submitted is out of order, either as an entirety or by way of an 
amendment, it is a sufficient ground for the rejection of the entire 
proposition,” the Chair is compelled to hold that the point of 
order is well taken. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I ask permission to modify the 
amendment and withdraw it for that purpose. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Will the Chair allow me just a moment—— 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, this is already an amend- 
ment in the second degree. There is an amendment pending, and 
I must object to it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask the Chair to have reported, for the 
benefit of the committee under the rule invoked by the Chair, 
that part of the amendment which is held to be not in order. I 
am not sure, if the Chair will permit me, that it is not all in order 
in view of the action of the committee heretofore. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment—that 
portion of it to which the objection refers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Or toact as masterin chancery or receiver in any case pending, or hereafter 
brought, in the courts of the United States in which the justice or judge to 
whom said persons may be so related may preside 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks consent 
to offer the portion of the amendment not subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. BROWN. [I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the Chair will withhold the ruling for a 
moment, I would like to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I ask to withdraw the amend- 
ment, and will endeavor to correct the matter to which I have 
referred in another way. 


No; it is an amendment to a sec- 
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The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made to the withdrawal 
of the amendment. 

The Chair will have to sustain the point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I thinkthe Chair, in that ruling, did not, per- 
haps, remember the fact that to this section there has already been 
made an amendment, by consent of the committee, which makes 
it a part of the bill, and which, I think, would make the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia in order in the following 
words: “It shall not be lawful to appoint any officer named in 
the section receiver or receivers in any cause or causes now pend- 
ing in that court,” etc. 

The bill already provides, therefore, for the appointment of 
receivers, and anything pertaining to that, it strikes me, the Chair 
will conclude is im order when we take into consideration the fact 
that the bill provides for them already. It is —s provided 
that one class of people shall not be receivers. It is legitimate, 
therefore, to hold that another class shall not be receivers. 

I send to the desk a provision I want to add when the amend- 
ment comes up again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already made his ruling on 
the point of order, and the amendment is not before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I withdraw the amendment. 































and actual and necessary traveling expenses of cach marshal and his offics 

deputies, and the number of field deput eae 

and the a —— of fees earned by and the compensa’ Ceeen 

ou suc. ees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as authority has 

been given the Attorney-General to make certain appointmen:, 

and incur certain e ditures, it seems that he ought to report 

his action under such authority to Congress each year. It is in 

the interest of efficient administration, and I hope the amendment 

will be adopted. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I shonld like to have that come in as 

proviso at the end of section 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 

oe offered by the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Dovx- 

ERY]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to a parliamentary in- 

quiry. Is this to come im as a proviso? ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it is offered as 

an independent section. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. We have no objection to that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I think it is better that it should 

be independent. 

The amendment of Mr. DocKERY was a to. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


. Sec. 17. That all acts and portions of acts inconsistent with this act are 
Mr. BROWN. I object. 2 hereby repealed: Provided, That none of the of this act shall apply 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment | to the Indian Territory or Territory of ; nor shall any of the provi- 


siens of sections 1, 3, 10, Ll,and 12 eine ¥ to the office of the United States 
district attorney and his assistants for the southern district of New York 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman,I want tooffer asubstitute 
for that section. I understand a new section has been added. 

The CHAIRMAN. An additional section, to be section 17. 
This will be section 18 of this bill. 
wa UPDEGRAFF. What section will it be of the legislative 
ill? 
The CLERK. Section 24. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I wish to offer this as a substitute for 
section 17 of the printed bill: 
Suc. 23. That all acts and sens foots Reset pith this act are 
both inclusi ve, of this act Shall apply to the Indian Territory or Territory of 
Alaska, and said sections shall effeet be in force on and after June 
930, 1896: Provided further, That none of the provisions of sections 7, 9, and 16 
of this act shall a: to the office of the United States district attorney and 
his assistants for southern district of New York. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa. 
The k read as follows: 
Sec. 23. That all acts aot portions of acts inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed: Provided, none of the provisions of sections 7 to %, 
both inelusi y 

of 


I send to the desk, to come in at the end of this section of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert the following: 
“That every person who carries on the business of a retail liquor dealer 
without ha paid the special tax as uired by law shall for every such 
offense be fi not less than one hund: nor more than five hundred dol- 
lars and be imprisoned in jail not exceeding six months. That the judges 


E 


may be req 

cient and economical execution of thelaws. All United States commissioners 
are hereby constituted inferior tribunals, with jurisdiction for final determi 
nation and judgment on any complaint for the offense of re liquors 
without payment of the tax a the laws of the Un States. 
The t of such cases by commissioners be without indictment, and a 
traverse jury of twelve men, when demanded by the defendant, shall be sum- 

ed stande of the commissioner 


misdemeanors by justices of the peace or other courts of 
ted jurisdiction, under the laws of the State where the complaint is 
be provided by la yy eee ide 
as Ww, cases 
they shall only be allowed i= eaning po atues and Fi or reson 
nizance or bond for cat eee vits of sureties acknow. 
Tie catia ataeendiatumantameiie adi edenainteeied 
oo ro and ti the same, -— for * services performed the sum 
, and no more, for each case, where two or more are pre- 
ferred ie 


t 

appl to the Indian Territory or Territory of 
Alaska, and said sections shall effect and be in force on and after June 
80, 1896: Provided That none of the of sections 7, 9, and 16 
of this act shall apply to the office of the States district attorney and 
his assistants for southern district of New York. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Dol understand this is im lieu of section 17? 
The CHAIRMAN 


Asubstitute for section 17 as numbered in 
the printed bill. 


r. BINGHAM. I desire to amend by striking out the last 
word. I simply desire to state that when the committee were 
considering section 2 of the bill, with reference to the compensa- 
thw scinenaadinn anaadeet ies ‘ai ee 
’ that compen- 
; g the temper of the House, I 
no desire at that time to make an amendment, believing that 
would a the compensativn 
either to $5,000 or $6,000, would a ‘owever, for future 
use, I desire that the Clerk may a letter which I send to the 
’ ted States attorney for the eastern district of 
incorporated as a part of my remarks. 
OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
Philadelphia, March 5, 13%. 
your telegram, that, in my jude- 
office at i Sais thee cocond of im- 
presen in the conmtey, Wamanes outside of New York, it is the most impor- 
tant port of entry United States. Tthink the statistics will show ‘hat 
than at Boston. Bi ctands to vencen. Saas © sonhoned part of requires 
ete week on Soseret the United pratee siboraey matters of greatest 
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a) rtation a attendance, | = shall 2 re bic be mite 
Habbo watdistiuwa< 
= UPDEGRAFF. Who offers that amendment? 
CHAIRMAN. 


The from ° 
Raz}, gentleman Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 


Mr. McRAE. All I desire to say about that amendment is, it 
will result in a t sa to the Government, and a con- 
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venience to people brought before the courts on Cea. to the revenue than could possibly be required from the same 
It is in the t direction, and I hope the amendment will be ate is a port of entry there naturally arises on 
; the criminal side of the a large number of cases connected with tho 
The amendment of Mr. MoRam was rejected, revenme why mph ST es 
. DOCKERY. . Chairman, I desire offer a separate the admiralty jurisdiction ‘whith the United States interested. In addi- 
section, to come in before section 17 of the printed bill. on * — = Gitrint of Penmeyivania the ordi 
The proposed new section was read, as follows: os eee ee Oe eancics, 
Sec. 17. The Attorney-General shall, in his amnual report to 
jn date oeens Se Qo pseiating & my term of office, had in charge 
number of assistant district amounts of money and im- 
Bumber of clerical assistants employed for each district attor derives from the oN em 
RT Sea ee era te thin, we bave 


a fee pores now 8 _— 


* 








mint the Gettysburg 
‘Path eautty filed by me 


1896. 





ae. rr 
against oe and am entirely 
district in the 


country outside of the southern 
to the Government or uires 


intelligent acti upon the part of the United States 


warranted in sa that no 
district of New York is of more 
more earnest and 
below Boston or Chicago would,in my judgment, be 
only an outrage, but a positive loss to the Government 
of sufficient ability to seek the office. I express my- 
this subjec soeeaaae my term of office expires this 
mocrat. 
request that you and all members of the Pennsylvania delega- 
earnestly revent the passage of any act which 
reduce the salary of the United States attorney in this district to any 
*% to be $6,000. It is poor economy in a great coun- 
States by cheeseparing a prevent mere of the 
first ability from acting for the Government in lit gations involving impor 
and ‘questions of law and vast amounts of money. 
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ELLERY P. INGHAM, 
United States Attorney. 
Hon. H. H. BryeHaM, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I offer an amendment to the 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. There is a committee amendment pend- 


CHAIRMAN. Is the pro forma amendment withdrawn? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I withdraw the _ forma amendment. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I offer an amendment, which 
Task the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On 15, line 11, after the word “Alaska,” amend by adding “or the State 
of New Jersey.” 


ter. 

eng WART of New Jersey. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that 
it was an inadvertence on the part of this committee to put New 
Jersey in as a fifth-class State. Now, we can not get a compe- 
tent attorney for $2,000 a year; and I think the committee 
will join in admitting that New Jersey was ne yamee 
over. New Jersey ought to be excepted with Alaska and the other 
Territories. [Laughter. 7 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The IRMAN. The question now recurs on the substitute 
offered by the committee. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment for the purpose of eens an error in the consular 
and ion bi 


Mr. . Before that is put, we will have to adopt 
oar 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment as 


amended. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. HENDERSON. A wise committee, and we thank you all. 
Mr. - I desire to offer an additional section, to cor- 
rect an error in the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
ving consulted with the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 


relief eet pectention of American seamen which 
Anact appropriations for the consular 

and Satoervne for the fiscal cor eating June 30, 1897,” approved Feb- 
in the printed copy of said act, on page 12, be 


American seamen: Relief and protection of 
American seamen in Ge and shipwrecked American 
the Territory of 


Alaska, or so much thereof as may be ——- 
Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to say that the word “ ship- 
wrecked ” was omitted in act sought to be amended. It was 


an oversight. The Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
desires the correction made. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McCALL of ee. so cEeana — ae over o 
original on page uring the consideration o 
the amendment of the Jud Committee; and I ask that we 
1 esteem , we to strike — lines 
on i on page 107. 
Cluck read as follows: 
pantie out lines 21, 22, 23, and 24 on page 106, and lines 1 to 8, inclusive, on 


was taken. 
. The ayes seem to have it; the ayes have it, 


is to. 
Mr. PICKLER. Teall for division, 
Mr. PICKLER. We ought to have av explanation of it. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I will explain it to the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late; the vote had been 


Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
report the bill to the House with the recom- 
that as amended it do pass. 

Was agreed to, 
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Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HepsurRn reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 6248, and had directed him to report the same back 
with sundry amendments and with the recommendation that as 
amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a separate 
vote on the amendment in reference to the pay of deputy United 
States marshals. It is the amendment introduced by the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DinGLEy]. I can not tell the exact 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose it could not be separated. 
an amendment to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The vote will have to be taken on the whole 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Am I not entitled to a separate 
vote on that particular amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On that particular amendment, yes. 

Mr. HULL. Is not that an amendment to anamendment? It 
was adopted as an amendment to the amendment pending to the 
bill; and does it not become a part of that amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there was a bill, No. 
6654, adopted as an amendment by the Committee of the Whole, 
On that there can be a separate vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Can there not be a separate 
vote on the amendment in reference to the United States deputy 
marshals? 

The SPEAKER. 





page, 


It was 


The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was an amendment to an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That was an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, then, I ask for a separate 
vote on this amendment, H. R. 6654. 

The SPEAKER. ,Is there a request for a separate vote on any 
other amendment? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Iask for aseparate vote on the amendment 
fixing the salary of the private secretary of the President at $3,500 
a year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is not an amendment. 
a point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask if the gentleman in charge of 
the bill asks for a separate vote on the increase of salaries in the 
Architect's Office. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the other amendments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the pending amend- 
ment, relating to the fee system. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
nays. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were refused. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestion is on agreeing tothe amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and : 

On motion of Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and res- 
olutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 1767) to provide for subports of entry and delivery— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (8. 772) to provide for the purchase of sites for public 
buildings in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn.,a port of delivery— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (S. 2053) to provide better facilities for the Federal courts 
in New York City—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 79) directing the Secretary of War to 
furnish an estimate for deepening the channel from Hampton 
Roads to the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., and also for improving 
the Western Branch of the Elizabeth River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

A bill (S. 490) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for money 
expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service by the 
governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 
1863—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 75) for the relief of St.. Charles College—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 717) for the erection of a public building at Fergus 

, Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 190) for the relief of J. M. Billings—to the Committee 

on Claims. 


It went out on 


I was not present and supposed it was an 


On that I ask for the yeas and 





co aoe Sere chiciems,-tepetbendieivebasagyes 
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A bill (S. 728) to compensate Elihu Root for services rendered 
by direction of the Attorney-General—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; and 

Concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


eulogies delivered in Copepess upon the Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a 
Senator from the State of Georgia, be printed as required by law— 


To the Committee on Printing. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (S. 806) for the relief of Thomas Chambers; 

A bill (S. 72) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 
Chouteau, Harrison & Valle; 

A bill (8. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans.; 

A bill (8. 518) for the relief of Julia A. Humphries; 

A bill (8S, 11838) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows; 

A bill (S. 1464) for the relief of the estate of Michael Knight; 

A bill (8S. 74) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Sheiby County, Mo.; 

A bill (8. 98) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim; 

A bill (8. 1085) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 


pany; 
A bill (8. 92) for the relief of Calvin Gunn; 
A bill (8. 1578) for the relief of Dr. 8. A. Brown; 
A bill (8. 690) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. 


r. , 

A bill (5.895) for the relief of Christopher Ellis; 

A bill (8.1180) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 
ceased, $48,858.03 for labor and material furnished for the gun- 
boat Dolphin; 

A bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; 

A bill (8.66) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 847) to remove the charge of desertion and grant an 
honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Sceckel; 

A bill (8.583) for the relief of Sidney W. Moss, of Oregon City, 


Oreg.; 

A bill (8.582) for the relief of H. W. Shipley; 

A bill (8. 1820) for the establishment of a light-house and fog 
signal at or near Point Arguello, California: 

A bill (8.789) for the relief of Kate Winter; 

A bill (S. 290) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the cases of Edward N, Fish and others for supplies fur- 
nished the Indian service; 

A bill (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 


urposes ”; 
. A bill (S. 788) authorizing the establishment of a pier-head light 
at or near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (S. 792) for the relief of Wells C. McCool; 

A bill (S. 1748) to establish an additional land office in the State 
of Montana; an 

A bill (S. 1880) for the relief of Hyland C, Kirk and others, as- 
signees of Addison C. Fletcher. 

The manana also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2300) to incorporate the Supreme Council of the 
Thirty-third Degree of Scottish Rite Masonry for the Southern 
Jurisdiction of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 1712) granting to the First Regiment North Caro- 
lina State Guard two condemned cannon; 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3265) donating one condemned cannon 
and four pyramids of condemned cannon s to Stone River Post, 
No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans.; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. . 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 

_ of considering general appropriation bills. 

to 


pu 
The motion was " 
T gly resolved itself into Committee of the 





he House 
Whole (Mr. Hutu in the chair). 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

_ en ig aa is in ——— Be the ae 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of consi g appropri- 
ation bills. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6614) makin riations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year eniling June 80, 180, 
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Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 


first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, the report that accompanies this 


bill explains in nearly every particular the substance of the bill, 
I will, however, briefly review some portions of it and state the 
motives that have governed the committee in changing from tho 


usual form, to a certain extent, the Post-Office appropriation }j)] 


now presented for consideration, and will at the same time briefly 
allude to the amounts of the estimates and of the appropriations 


made in the bill. The total estimates of the Department amount 
to $94,817,900. This bill recommends $91,943, 757.88, or $2,874,142. 19 


less than the estimates. Thc sum recommended by the committee, 


however, is $2,397,760.02 more than the amount carried by the ap- 
propriation bill for thecurrent year, afact which will help members 
to i magnitude of the increase of expenditures in the Post- 
Office Departm 


ent. 

Passing along to the item of free-delivery service—for that is 
the first item in which any change is made from the Post-Oftice 
appropriation bill as presented to Congress heretofore—your com- 
mittee found that the ent estimated $12,960,300 for the 
maintenance of that service. In the opinion of your committee 
that was too large a sum of money to be ey mane in bulk, be- 
cause the items could well be segregated. Ido not desire, Mr, 
Chairman, to cast any reflection upon the present administration 
of the Post-Office Department. On the contrary, I take occasion 
to say that I believe the De ent to-day is ed as well as 
it ever has been, and that, if possible, better business methods 
have been brought into play in the management of the First As- 
sistant’s office than have ever been adopted before. But your com- 
mittee thought it was dangerous to appropriate nearly $13,000,000 
in a lump sum which could be used at the will and discretion of 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General, and hence they have seg- 
regated the items so far as,in their judgment, was consistent with 
practical administration, as will appear by the following: 

For pay of letter carriers, $12,254,300. This is $41,017 more than the esti- 


mates submitted for 1896, and $6,000 less than the amount estimated for 1897, 


For horse hire allowance, $330,000. 
For car fare and bicycles, $100,000. 
For street letter boxes, $15,400. 


boxes, $10,250. 
For 12 mec _ in the 5 largest cities, employed in repairing, etc., at $900 


per annum, $10,800. 
For incidental expenses, repairs, etc., $24,000. 


Going on to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General’s Depart- 
ment we found, as we thought, some room for improvement there. 
We found that in the star-route service, for the increase of which 
our friends from the interior have fought so persistently and | 
might say constantly on this floor, there was no increase proposed; 
and there can not be ys cee An J increase in the star-route 
service, because that service is disappearing. But that service 
has been apparently increasing, because they had been diverting, 
and I do not know perhaps that I should use the word ‘‘ divert- 
ing,” because the expenditures were properly under the same 
head, but they have been using a large amount, some $67(),()00, 
for other (ey owe than what would be strictly star-route service. 
So that the increase in the appropriations for star-route service 
during the last five years has arisen from the fact that money 
was taken from that service and devoted to lation screen or 
other wagon service. In other words, while you gentlemen from 
the country have been tently increasing appropriations for 
the star-route service, of that increase has n used in the 
larger cities. We believed that the House should know where this 
money was being used. 

In the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General’s department we 
have also made some tions and some changes. We found 
that in the Fourth t Postmaster-General’s department 
we had been for years appropria some $300,000 under the 
head of ‘‘ Mail depredations and ce inspectors.” When 
we called for — of the.estimates, we found that only 
$180,000 was for salaries. That, of course, caused us to 
search farther; and as the result of our search we have presented 
to this House a segregation of items in that branch of the Depart- 
ment. We a certain amount of money for clerk hire, 4 
certain sum for per diem allowance, and other amounts for in- 
cidental expenses. We a that in this case, too, the Housé 
should know exactly where money is being used. 

In the item for transportation by railroad routes—— 

Mr. oan Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. QUIGG. § of the eetice of items under the 
Fourth Assistant should like to inquire 
whether the gentleman understands that his bill as now drawn 
will permit the continuance of what has come into ill fame as the 

the Department.. 
- LOUD. No, I do not think so. 
ill the gentleman say assuredly that he under 


aa 
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ment closely in relation to the First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 


etn QUIGG. I tried to do so. 

Mr. foun. He would have seen that there is only $24,000 that 
could possibly be used for any ‘‘spy” service, adopting the gentle- 
man’s designation. There is but $24,000 that could possibly be di- 
verted to such a purpose; and under that appropriation of $24,000 
the ent is compelled to cover all its incidental expenses, 
including rs, painting, freights, straps, twine, cards, maps, 
directories, iture, etc. SoIdo not think thereis much leeway 
there for the injection of ay — agents. ' 

Mr. QUIGG. I understand that part of the bill, but let me 
say—I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman in his argument—— 

. LOUD. The gentleman is not interrupting my argument, 
because I had gone through the main portion of it. 

Mr. QUIGG. What I wish to get at is precisely this: The Post- 
Office artment during the last two years has sent out spies in 
various directions to spy upon the letter carriers in the delivery 
of their mail, and has paid for that service from the lump sum 
which was heretofore appropriated to the First Assistant Post- 
master-General for the free-delivery service. 

Mr. LOUD. Thatis correct. But I hope the gentleman is not 
going to make a h now on that subject. 

Mr. QUIGG. No, sir; I shall not do so. I shall be very brief. 
The gentleman from California in this bill has, as it seems to me, 
with great wisdom and good sense segregated the items under the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General’s department, so that it is 
conceded that the continuance of the spy system under the appro- 
priations here made for the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
will be impossible. But when we come tothe Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General, concerning whose appropriation the gentle- 
man is now enlightening us, we find that while he segregates the 
items there also, he provides a sum considerably larger than the 
amount last appropriated—— 

Mr. LOUD. Thirty-two thousand dollars. 

Mr. QUIGG. Thirty-two thousand dollars larger, the last sum 
being .000 and this being $333,000. 

Mr. LOUD. In round numbers. 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes, sir; $333,000 for the post-office inspector's 
department. Now, asI understand the facts, the post-office in- 
spectors heretofore, until these spies were miscalled inspectors, 
were detectives engaged in the investigation of crime, and the 
office of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General sustained those 
detectives and paid them for their work. 

Now, the question which I address to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia is this: Whether under his segregation of items and by the 
processes that he now outlines for the expenditure of this money, 
any sum will be available to the Post-Office Department, whether 
under one Assistant Postmaster-General or under another, for 
the continuance of the spy system? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I will say that this is a phase of 
the question that I had not anticipated entering upon at the pres- 
ent time. ButI think the gentleman from New York is entitled 
to a fair answer, and I will give an answer from my own standpoint 
as fair and full as I ibly can. 

The gen course understands that we did not attempt 
to — any existing law or conditions that now surround the 
force of of the Post-Office Department. I assume that 
the force of i to-day can be used, as it has been used, for 
any legitimate service within the Post-Office Department to which 
the same may be directed. But I will enter further into the ques- 
tion and give the committee, as far as I can, the motives that ave 
a us to increase the amount of money allowed for the pes - 
oO inspectors. I had preferred not to enter upon that field, 
unless drawn into it, for I confess that I — be compelled to 
assume & position in the argument in which perhaps some of my 
friends may not agree with me. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I will state my opinions fairly and fully 
and as as Ican, and I trust without bias or prejudice of 
our committee did not believe that any officer of the 
Government should be allowed to embark in any new enterprise, 
if you may so term it; at least that he should not be allowed to en- 


pe ae in the ce service to perform ao not con- 
plated by law. These were the motives that first impelled us 
to segregate this item. 


Now, we found in that segregation $140,000 estimated for special 


agents in the First Assistant Postmaster-General’s department, 
and I am free to say, right here, sir, that in the principle enun- 
ciated I thoroughly and firmly agree with the First Assistant 


I believe that while the execution of the 


— may have been pernicious, although I will not admit that, 
that governed it were for benefit of the whole 
service. The ttee indeed had thought seriously of allowing 


the First Assistant Postmaster-General 


a sum of money, and pro- 


viding in this bill for the employment of special agents denomi- 
ts, Slenmee we have about 13,000 carriers 
they are such a class of 


them special 


men as would put them above all other classes of men engaged in 
business in this country. I will put them upon the same level, or 
on the same standard, but I do not admit that they are better. 
There is no business man in this country but exercises supervision 
over the men in his employ. 

It will be argued, eae as against my position that the local 
postmasters can supervise the carriers themselves. I am some- 
what familiar with post-offices throughout the country. I know 
that the principal motive that governs postmasters is, first, to give 
the greatest satisfaction to the greatest number of people, who 
may, perhaps, some time in the future, support him for political 
purposes, or possibly have already done so in the past. The aver- 
age postmaster can have no direct interest in reducing the ex- 
penses of the local post-office; and even if he had such interest 
the postmaster at New York, for instance, has not the time and 
can not properly supervise the carriers himself. 

Now I will return to the position where we had agreed to 
recommend, under the First Assistant Postmaster-General, the 
employment of special agents. We were then confronted with 
this condition: We found that there was a regular force of post- 
office inspectors organized under the Fourth Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General. We found that the services of these men might, in 
many instances, be engaged in delicate cases endeavoring to locate 
fraud and robbery at local post-offices, and while engaged on this 
work there comes another force of inspectors to the city or town 
where the first inspectors were working up the cases. The 
presence of the new set becomes immediately known to the par- 
ties pilfering or robbing the post-oftices, and the work ceases. We 
found that by having the two sets of officers engaged in this busi- 
ness we were liable to destroy the usefulness of both. 

Now, one of the motives that governed us after that, having 
admitted among ourselves the fundamental proposition which was 
sustained and constantly adhered to throughout, that the Post- 
Office Department, as well as every other branch of the service, 
should supervise its own service by the aid of carefully selected 
men for that purpose, we then determined to increase the force of 
inspectors. I will be frank to say that the principal motives that 
governed us was that there might bea sufficient force of inspectors 
to perform the supervisory work over the carriers. 

Now, let me say to the gentleman from New York and to every 
other gentleman here that this is no new departure. The post- 
office inspectors until two years ago had always performed the 
work and with satisfaction to all the people. The force of inspect- 
ors, permit me to say, is composed of a superior class of men. 
That Department is managed and governed to-day outside of any 
political influence that may be brought to bear, and the men are 
selected and retained for their eminent fitness for the positions 
they fill. 

The almost universal custom in the selection of post-office in- 
spectors is to take clerks in the Railway Mail Service or clerks 
in post-offices who have there become proficient in their several 
branches, who have shown by their industry and perception that 
they are particularly fitted for this promotion. They are picked 
out and given, as a rule, special examinations to become post- 
office inspectors. They are a class of men whol think have the 
confidence of the entire country to-day. Your committee inject 
nothing into that force. We proposetocontinue the force. That 
is, we do not touch it all; but in our bill the force will continue 
exactly as it has been continued in all the days gone by. Permit 
me to say that for a number of years there has been a demand for 
an increase of the number of post-office inspectors, and the result 
of our work, if it be adopted by this House, will give you 30 
additional inspectors under the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, and he must determine for himself what class of work these 
men shall be a in. 


Mr. QUIGG. ill the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 
Mr. QUIGG. If I understand the gentleman from California, 


he has aa prevented the employment of these spies by the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, but increases the sum at the service 
of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, so as to enable the 
employment of 30 more of them. Is that correct? 

r. LOUD. Thirty more inspectors. If the gentleman will 
add that to his question, I will say yes. That is the sum and sub- 
stance of the result of the provision, simply an increase of the 
force of post-office inspectors. They may be used for this purpose. 
I assume that they will be used the same as they were always used 
up to two years ago. When a post-office inspector went to inspect 
a post-office, he looked over the carrier service, and I assume that 
he will do that in the future. 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman from California will admit that 
this is a new departure, as he said a moment ago? 

Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman is mistaken if he under- 
stood me to say that this is a new departure. It is simply and 

lainly, permit me to say, an increase of the force of inspectors. 

gave the gentleman the motive that governed us in increasing 
that force. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow an inquiry? 

Mr. LOUD. are 

Mr. BINGHAM. AsI understand, the present appropriation 
for the force of inspectors for the current year is $300,000? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. These inspectors, as I further understand, 
are under the civil-service rules? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Your bill proposes to increase that force to 
the extent of $32,000? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will this increased force be under the civil- 
service rules? 

Mr. LOUD. We do not touch the law governing that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Post-Office Department can assign their 
inspector force for any line of work, can they not? 

r. LOUD. They can, yes, as they have always had the power 
to do. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know but what it is as well 
that that portion of this subject is off my mind and off my stomach. 
But I did not propose in my introductory remarks here to enter 
into a general discussion of that question, because I rather feel 
that we shall have to go over this ground again possibly before 


we oer through. 

¥. BINGHAM. There is one question further I want to ask 
the gentleman, for - own information. ‘Onder the act of March 
8, 1891, with which the gentleman is familiar, the allowance for 
foreign mail service is determined? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does this bill cover all the contracts of the 
Department under the act of 1891? 

Mr. LOUD. We have cut the estimate a little, I will state to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM, But have you cut the estimate so as to im- 
pinge upon existing contracts? 

. LOUD. Ido not think we have, Mr. Chairman. I think 
this will meet all the contracts in existence. But the gentleman 
of course understands that this is a contract service, which you 
can not pinch, because the contract runs for ten years. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no change in this bill that impinges 
upon those contracts? 

Mr. LOUD. No. We have, as usual, cut that fund off a little, 
but if there is a deficiency, which there never has been before, 
and I do not think there will be now, it will have to be met by a 
deficiency appropriation. The gentleman well knows, of course 
that we can not disturb these contracts that have been entered 
into for a term of ten years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


on. 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I find on e 2, at the head of the page, an 
item for compensation for clerks in post-offices. What I want to 
know is, whether a portion of that is available for the payment 
of clerk hire in third-class offices. The reason I ask the gentle- 
man is this: As I understand, the Department has recently held 
that clerk hire in offices of this class can only be allowed for the 
purpose of separation, and where there is but little of that, although 
the office may approach very nearly to a second-class office, for 
which they make an allowance of $1,000 or more for clerk hire, 
they refuse to allow anything except that which will compensate 
strictly for the labor of separation. In an office that I am familiar 
with, where the receipts very nearly reach a sum sufficient to con- 
stitute it a second-class office, they have cut down that allowance, 
which has been $800, to $80, because that would be oan a fair 
compensation for the mere work of separation. For an office of 
that character there — to be a clerical force supplied. Now, 
can ~~ on of this be used for that purpose? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman, Mr. Chairman, that 
of course we appropriate for clerical hire in 4 lamp sum, and the 
Post-Office Departmentis guided entirely by statutory law, which 
confines them in the case of third and fourth class post-offices to 
an allowance simply for a purposes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But if the gentleman will permit me, I do 
~ understand that to be statutory law, but simply a regula- 

onu—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is a statute. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Long ago adopted, but only en- 
forced recently. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. I 
understand that it is a statute, and if not, it is so old a regulation 
that it has whiskers, and must be accepted as having the force of 


a statute. 
Mr. HEPBURN. But it has not had observance until this Ad- 
inistrati 


on. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me say to the gentleman, in all candor, that 

he is entering upon another branch, and we shall have it opened 
when we come to it. 

. HEPBURN. I shall strive to open it when we come to it, 
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Mr. LOUD. The First Assistant Postmaster-General is rear- 
ranging the allowances for third and fourth class offices. I have 
taken great pains and great care to go over his list; and I find 
this condition has grown up under former Administrations. A 
Senator or Congressman who had the greatest influence here got 
the largest appropriation for separation p ses. That was an 
abuse of many years’ standing. There never been a change in 
the allowance until under the present Administration. Now this 
condition of affairs has grown up: Here was a town at the ter- 
minus of a railroad. It was a se ting office for many star 
routes. In the last twenty years changed conditions have coine 
over it, and it is no longer a terminal point. The terminal point 
is somewhere else. While the business of that office when t})> 
allowance was made was t, and probably it would proper!y 
have been allowed $400 or a — for this separation purpos:, 
in many instances the separating had entirely disappeared in th.t 
office and had been transferred to some other office that was either 
a a cent for separating purposes or the nominal sum 


of $40. , 

Now, then, the First Assistant Postmaster-General has entered 
in good faith on an effort to correct that evil, and I want here. on 
the floor of this House, to commend what he has done in that 
direction. He has taken those officers who had an allowance of 
$700 or $800 and did nothing in that service, and the money has 
been taken away from them and brought down to the nominal 
sum of $40, $60, or $80, and distributed to such officers as are per- 
forming the service. That, gentlemen, is the whole fact, which 
any of you can ascertain on investigation. While I understand 
he may cut down my friend’s constituent in his compensation, or 
some other gentleman in his, he is pursuing a course of justice and 
equity, and one which is not hurtful to the service. And I say that 

ter an investigation from the beginning to the end of what has 
been done in that direction. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLE. Is there anything in the bill under consideration 
which seeks to make any change in regard to the rates of postage? 

Mr. LOUD. There isnot. Asa matter of course, we can not 
oe matter up in this bill. It would be subject to the point 
of order. 

Mr. BARRETT. I should like to recur to the question of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. QuicG] and ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill in the same line of inquiry a different propo- 
sition. I understand that of those so-called spies he has reduced 
the number from 100, under the Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General, to 30. Now I will ask the gentleman if he will accept an 
amendment at the p time providing that these 30 extra in- 
— shall be appointed after civil-service examination froin 
the ranks of those who have served for five years in the Post-Office 
Department in some capacity? The reason I ask that question is 
this: However much may be said about the civil-service examina- 
tion, the fact remains that these inspectors, as gentlemen know, 
have been appointed from political considerations, and I ask the 
if he will accept an amendment so that no one here- 
after shall be appointed as an inspector who has not served five 
years in the +. 4 and in that way become generally ac- 
quainted with work and prepared to act efficiently as an 


tor? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say, Mr. Chairman, frankly, that I would 
not. I think the law is sufficient at present. These men can not 
enter the service except through the civil service. I would not !» 
= to accept any proviso of that character. I do not think 
there is any necessity for it. Let me here say that of the 100 in- 
spectors to-day 58 are known to be Republicans and 47 are known 
to be Democrats. Gentlemen, let us not raise a partisan issue 


ee , for there is nothing in it. 
Mr. SWANSON. ayher the superintendent of the inspecturs 


6 ? 
Mr. LOUD. The chief inspector is known to be a Republican. 
He has not denied that he is, and has no necessity for deuyiny 1. 
Colonel Wheeler is understood to be a Republican. 

Mr. BARRETT. The chairman of the committee will allow 1° 


to say that I made no reference whatever to any isan question, 
and politics was not mentioned by me, but was brought in by tho 


gen » p Po give force to his objection. I wish '» 

Pp politics out of ee oe that no man shal! be 
appointed an inspector who has not five years in the De- 
partment; and the reason I asked him the question is this: T)” 
people in my district, the letter carriers, object that they have bev! 
put under surveillance and have had tations made 

them by men who knew nothing absolutely about the 

the t, and that have been brought int» 
t and names held up for scrutiny upon mat- 
ters upon which the men who made the report no special 


Taek him whether, in the interest of civil-service re 


i 














1896. 
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ition to any partisan administration of the 

forme ce Cerne he is willing that these inspectors, in 
whose hands rests the fate of honest and honorable men, shall be 
, m 
eee en and therefore are qualified to pass judgment upon 
the work of those whom they are set to supervise. 
man will not accept this proposition, I give notice that at the 
proper time an amendment will be offered by which these inspect- 
ors be obliged to serve a certain length of time in the De- 
partment before they can be put over the heads and in control of 
men who have served many years and whose positions are per- 


they have in the world. 
haps TOU . Of course we can attend to that matter when we 
reach it. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Permit me a word. As I understand this 
proposition, it is simple and plain. The sum of $300,000 has been 
appropriated for the present fiscal year for the payment of the in- 
spectors’force. That forceexists to-day. It is the result either of 
continuance in the service or of vacancies filled under civil-service 
rules. The head of thatdepartment has been there many years and 
is a Republican. I know that the gentleman who, as the repre- 
sentative of that service, is in control of the whole of Pennsylvania 
and New Jersey is a Republican and has been in that service from 
sixteen to twenty years. The force to which the gentleman has 
reference is an appointed force that has been paid under what is 
called the lump sum of appropriation for free-delivery service. 
That force has numbered from 50 to 75 men during’ the present 

. Those men have made the inspections which have resulted 
in the removal, suspension, or reduction of many of the carrier 
force. 

Now, this committee by the provisions of this bill takes from 
that force the authority to do this line of work that it is now 
doing, and it increases the general inspectors’ force by an addi- 
tional appro riation of $32,000. The additional force will have to 
be appom under civil-service regulations. Now, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] proposes to incorporate 
in the bill a provision that, in addition to the other requirements 
of the civil-service regulations, the applicant shall have had five 
years’ experience in the postal service. I do not understand any 
reason for that. What the gentleman wants to reach is the wip- 
ing out of this temporary force that makes inspection of the car- 
rier forces in the cities of the country. 

Mr. BA . Let me answer the gentleman. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Chairman—— 

ona CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
ther? 

Mr. BARRETT. Just one sentence. 

Mr. LOUD. I think I have sufficiently embellished the speech 
Iam going to have printed by the injection of the speeches of these 
eminent gentlemen. — ter. 

Mr. B ETT. ill the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. LOUD. I willif the gentleman will confine himself toa 

uestion. These gentlemen are leading me away from the line of 
ussion which I was pursuing. 

. . dust this single remark in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BincHam]: Knowing that 100 
extra spies are going to be legislated out of office, I want to make 
it impossible for = one of them to be oor to any of these 
30 new ; and ee ose to accomplish this purpose by pro- 
viding no man receive any of these appointments who 
has not been yed five years in the postal service. 

Mr. BING No man can be appointed unless he passes 
the civil-service examination. 

. BARRETT. Nor, if my amendment be adopted, unless he 
has been five in the postal service. 

Mr. BING . Why makeachange of the general law which 
has been running for years and has been acceptable? The whole 
point is reached by this bill. These men can not be appointed 
upon the mere ipse dixit of the Postmaster-General or his assist- 
ants. The applicants for these positions must andergo the civil- 

tion. This addition of $33,000 is simply increas- 


service 
the ‘* mail-depredation ” fund. 
St BARRETT There is not a -school graduate in 


m State who can not pass these ci -service examinations. 
- BINGHAM. Good for your State, then. 
Mr. QUIGG. What possible objection can there be to requir- 
=s these appointees shall have had some experience in the 
administration 


service? 
Why not apply the same rule throughout the 
civil-service law? Why make it applicable 

here and now 
regard to 


else? Why not make a similar requirement 
cence tthe ent — 
other Department o vernmen 
Mr. QUIGG. Suuttlitenateaistteniiinn tengeatiomen trom 
We all feel that way. 
Mr. QUIGG. . 


- Lam glad you Se Te the exattemens 


: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


those who have served for a term of years in the | 


If the gentle- | 


2535 











Mr. BINGHAM. Let me be understood. I am not defend 
| the policy of the Department in this matter. 
| that this bill meets every possible objection. 


Mr. LOUD. I think I shall have to resm 


r 
s 
rr 
> 


I am simply sayin 


ne the floor 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is entitled to 

the floor. 
| Mr. LOUD. We shall have to go over this gr lagain,at any 
rate. 

Let me say that if I thought an amendment such as that sug 
gested would benefit the service I would accept it with pleasure; 
but I think the service is now abundantly protected. There is 
another item to which I desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee for a few moments. We have cut the item of transporta- 
tion by railroad routes one and one-half million dollars. On 
the one hand, it has become a custom that has grown up in this 
House to cut this item. I recognize that fact, but the committee 





in this instance have cut it with the object in view, sir, that this 
House, if it will diligently discuss the matter, can not fail to pass 
some measures now pending before Congress which will tend to 
reduce the expenditures of the Department in this respect; and I 
refer to a bill, to which many of you have no doubt had your 
attention called, known as House bill 4566. 

But this item of railroad transportation, permit me to say, is 
one of the most remarkable instances in connection with needed 
reforms in the post-office business that can be brought to the at- 
tention of the American people. It has grown or is growing to 
the extent of more than $2,000,000 a year, and the growth, let me 
say, isnot a normal growth, but an abnormal one. It is a growth 
arising from a class of matter which investigation must show 
was never intended to be transmitted through the mails. 

I will refer briefly to some of the figures, which, I think, will 
impress themselves upon your mind. When you realize the fact 
thatin 1887 but 126,000,000 pounds of second-class matter were trans- 
ported through the mail, and that in 1895 it had grown to 312,- 
000,000 pounds, any person whoinvestigates these figures must con- 
cede at once that that growth has not been a legitimate one. 
That growth, I shall attempt to show, and I think | can prove to 
the satisfaction of the House, is from a class of matter that was 
not intended to be transmitted through the mails at pound rates. 
Sometimes the enormity of an offense will appeal to the sense of 
justice of men where no other proposition or presentation of the 
case will have any effect. And permit me to say, Mr. Chairman 
and gentlemen, that we have donated to the so-called educational 
purposes—and that is the plea on which admission to the mails of 
second-class matter has been largely founded—more than $108,- 
000,000 in eight years. That is not a large amount, of course, 
to those who are in the habit of talking of and handling millions 
of doliars daily, but to the average man it is considered a pretty 
large sum, and is taken by direct taxation from the sweat of the 
faces of the masses of the people all over thiscountry. Thatis to 
say, the masses of the people in this country are supporting the 
postal service and paying for transmitting through the mail and 
handling four times what it costs in comparison to the second- 
class matter. 

Now, I desire to refer very briefly to these facts, which are not 
really pertinent to the subject at issue, but to sustain the position 
we have taken in reducing the amount appropriated for railroad 
transportation. 

Let us see now how the deficiencies have increased in this serv- 
ice, with what rapidity they have increased in the last few years, 
In 1887 we find a deficiency on transportation of second-class 


mail matter of $8,000,000, in round numbers, and in 18 this had 
grown to nearly $19,000,000. I have been asked to explain how 
this condition arises. In 1879 there was enacted the ‘‘ sample 
copy” law. In 1885 the pound rate was reduced to 1 cent, and 


from 1885 dates the abnormal growth of second-class mail matter. 
We did not begin to feel the full influence of these modifications 
of the law until two years afterwards, because the masses of our 
people who have since engaged in the publication of serials, nov- 
els, and a large class of advertising journals, which have no cir- 
culation and could have no existence except for the sample-copy 
law, could not get their business into operation until 1887, or about 
that time; and you can see how assiduously they have plied their 
vocation since. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I 
would like to make an inquiry just there. I would like to ask 
whether the committee had made any calculations as to the rate 
that would require to be placed on this class of matter to make 
its carriage naib oustainine? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, that is a question, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that is to a certain extent npn 
My own impression I can give. Many persons and many papers 
in the country have assumed to criticise our position on this sub- 
ject. I want to say to the House that the committee have not 
entered into the field of handling, but confined ourselves exclu- 
sively to the subject of transportation. When you enter the field 
It costs us as 


of handling you enter a field unknown to all of us, 
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much per pound to transmit a box shipped by the Department 
here, which has been done in some instances, weighing 1,7 
pounds—it costs as much per pound to transport that as it would 
a pound of letters. So we have confined ourselves exclusively to 
that subject; and my eminent friend from New York, in answer 
to my argument, has fallen right into that hole that I dug for 
him. 

They have, then, figured the profit on first-class matter, taking 
a basis of 8 cents, and assuming that oe above 8 cents 
per a was net profit, when, as a matter of fact, we dealt 
simply with the question of transportation. Any child 5 years 
old can figure that proposition out satisfactorily. In round num- 
bers there was transported in 1895, we will say, 450,000,000 pounds 
of rhatter. We know just the weight that was transmitted. 
That cost in round numbers $37,000,000, which we paid for trans- 
portation. Now, multiply the number of pounds by 8 and you 
will have within a million dollars of the result. So that is a 
clear, plain field to enter. But when you enter the field of han- 
dling you can not charge the proper cost to each class of mail 
matter, because we all must it that it costs more to handle 
first-class matter than it does to handle second-class matter, more 
to handle first-class matter than it does fourth-class matter; I do 
not think perhaps as much more as we anticipate, though, because 
fourth-class matter, as a rule, is very difficult matter to handle 
with rapidity. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is there anything in this bill changing existing 
law on the subject? 

Mr. LOUD. Nothing whatever. I simply entered into this 
field to define the position we have taken here in reducing the 
amount of money appropriated for the transportation of mails. 
If the bill to which 1 have referred shall not become a law, if it 
shall not pass this Congress, this amount that we have reduced 
here will Ss met by a deficiency, just the same as it has been met 
for the last twenty years. This present Congress has to meet a 
deficiency, handed down by the last Congress, of about a million 
and a half of dollars. Itis a legacy transmitted from one session 
toanother. It is asystem that I have always condemned, Mr. 
Chairman. I believe that we should be honest and frank, and 
appropriate the amount of money that we know the servicé is 
going to cost; but knowing average legislators as I do, I am satis- 

ed that when this subject is brought before them they will 
enact into law measures that will take from the second class suffi- 
cient to cleanse it, to purify it, and benefit that which remains, 
and reduce the amount paid to railroad companies by about 
$1,500,000 a year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow a simple inquiry? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman has referred to legislation that 
he has pe, but not a part of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Nota part of this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is it the gentleman's purpose to bring that 
ro up at this session of Congress? 

r. LOUD. I will state, in answer to the gentleman's question, 
Mr. Chairman, that it is my intention to press that bill to as early 
a conclusion as ible. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Without reference to any other postages or 
~~ other divisions of matter? 

r. LOUD. Ido not really understand the drift of the gentle- 
man’s question. I understand what he says. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Your onlyadjustment is going to be on second- 
class matter, without any reference to general newspaper matter? 

Mr. LOUD. That is correct. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all the gentleman proposes to do? 

Mr. LOUD. Of course we simply propose to revise the second- 
class matter privilege. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I had submitted several bills to the gentle- 
man’s committee covering other matters, and therefore I made the 


in , 

ir LOUD. I will oo’ to the gentleman that I should have 

liked to enter upon a complete revision of the whole subject from 
ning to end. 
r. BINGHAM. That is the only way you can do it. 

Mr. LOUD. But let me say to the gentleman thatone mancan 
not mplish everything, and neither can one session of Con- 
gress. was the most radicaland grievous evil that confronted 
us—that and the transmission through the mails of supplies for 
the Department and bulky matter. Those were the two most 
grievous conditions that confronted us, and we thought the 
sense of this Congress would grasp those questions and pass those 


bills. 
a Mr. Chairman, if it will not interrupt my 
end—— 

Mr. LOUD. Not at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not wish to interfere with the line of 
remarks which the gentleman pro making, and I realize the 
difficulties he has had to contend against. And I may say, too, 
that I have admired the courage that he has shown in entering 
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upon them. What I wish to know is, whether this bill is framed 
upon what will be required for the public service under existing 
law, if the other measure to which he refers is not passed. or does 


it apply to what will be required by the service if the measure 
which oe roposes is passed? - 


Mr. LOUD. I will state to the tleman what I thought I said 


as plainly as I could, that this is the only item we have cut whic), 
could ibly be affected by the bill to which I have referred, 


Mr. McMILLIN. And you make the cut with the view of pass- 


ing those bills? 


r. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman that that was the 


motive which satisfied my conscience. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Ihave no criticism to make of that. Now. 


what I want to know is, what is the amount that is thus cut that 
will have to be appropriated for hereafter, in the event that the 
ee bills to which the gentleman refers do not become 
aws? 


Mr. LOUD. Probably a million and a half, possibly more. [| 


will say, from my experience in investigating the figures of the 
Post-Otlice Department, that I think the weighing which is to 
take place this fall will astonish the 
will probably go away beyond the estimates of the Department, 
but, as I have stated, we have cut that item $1,500,000. 


ple of this country, and 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend state to the committee the 
ngress and the estimates submitted 


Mr. LOUD. The reduction in the last Congress? 
Mr. DOCKERY. The a for 1896 was $26,500,000, 


Now, what was the estimate 


Mr. LOUD. The estimate this year was $29,000,000. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Last year? 


Mr. LOUD. I can not give you the estimate without looking 


for it; but we appropriated $26,500,000, I think it was, for last 
year. Thatis my recollection. 


Now, there is but one other thought that I desire to bring to 


the attention of the House, and that is in connection with the 
very subject I was discussing. Of course Postmasters-General for 
a number of years have in their reports to Congress figured out 
the receipts and expenditures as approaching nearer to a point. 


Postmaster-General Wanamaker had a great deal to say, and 
showed easily that in a short time the receipts of the Department 
must necessarily exceed the expenditures. Postmaster-General 
Bissell did not take it up with the fervor of his predecessor, because 
I think he saw that it wasan impossibility. But Postmaster-Cien- 
eral Wilson, who is well known to you, brings these figures much 
closer together. Now, I am free to admit that I am not in a posi- 
tion to be as well informed as they are, but I want to present to 
the House this one condition, and from that I base my statement: 
Tn 1888 the deficiency, in round numbers, was $5,000,000. J am 
now speaking of the deficiency in the receipts in the whole De- 
partment and not relating to second-class matter. Now, in good 
times and in bad times, from 1888 to 1895, notwithstanding the 
argument of some of the ablest business men of this country, 
that deficiency has steadily and insidiously increased year by 

ear until we were confronted last year with a deficiency of about 
$10,000,000, Now, I make this .statement—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is, June 30, 1894. 

Mr. LOUD. June 30, 1895. I make this statement, and [ think 
I will demonstrate it as afact. Unless you change the conditions 
now existing in the Post-Office ent, you may argue re- 
ceipts and you may argue expenditures, but the deficiency will 
continue to increase from year to year. I have to sustain me 
simply the conditions that have exlated: and I assume that the 
future will show a greater p onate increase in this deficiency 
than it has been for the last eight years. Now, then, gentlemen, 
that is all I had anticipated saying in regard to the bill, and un- 
less some gentleman wants information upon some subject I have 
not touched on I will yield the floor. . 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman what is his pur- 
_ _ regard to closing general debate. Does he ask that it be 
closed 

Mr. LOUD. I will say that the gentleman from Arkansas { Mr. 
McRAE] asked for some time. How much time do you desire’ 

Mr. McRAE. I would like about ten minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. I donot desire tocut off debate atall. [will allow 
the gentleman from Arkansas to , and then I will yield 
— and see what arrangement can be made about closing (e- 
Mr. DOCKERY. There is an item in this bill I desire to dis- 
cuss. Possibly I may ask for twenty or thirty minutes, but may 
one h in less ‘han. 


7 GG. lask for order. 
The will be in order. 


-_ The committee ’ 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire twenty or thirty minutes when the 
item is reached. I do not desire to occupy any time in ae 
aa I desire the assurance that Ican have time when the item 











I desire to assure the committee that there is no 


an <— part of the committee to cut off legitimate debate on 
this bill. I will suggest before general debate is closed that it be 
not closed upon one or two propositions in the bill. ; 

Mr. KYLE. I suggest that general discussion on the bill be 
continued until the time for taking a recess this evening. 

Mr. LOUD. If any member of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads desires the floor I will yield to him; if not, 
why, I will yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move that general de- 
bate be closed at 5 o'clock? ; 

Mr. KYLE. No; I do not want to move that it be closed at 5 
o'clock, but I suggest that we let it continue until 5 o’clock, and 
probably we may want some general discussion of the bill in the 
morning, but I hardly think it probable we will. 

Mr. McRAE. Iask that the Clerk read the two amendments 
which I intend to propose at the proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i ords in lines 13 and 14, 1: “Sixteen millio 
two hundred and itty thousand dollars” and Saened “tevanteun salle — 
re 


lars. That t be allowed and paid to each postmaster of the fourth 
class $5 for each quarter in addition to the compensation allowed under exist- 


a out the following words in lines 9 and 10,on page 4: ‘Five million 
three hundred and fifty-four thousand ” and insert “six million.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I have had these amendments 
read at this time for information and as the basis for some obser- 
vations which I desire to submit (1) on the compensation of fourth- 
class postmasters, and (2) the inland transportation by star routes, 
including ey service to newly established oftices. When 
the bill is read for amendment I will offer them, and I hope no 
objection will be made to their consideration. 

e first amendment increases the appropriation for the com- 
pensation of postmasters so as to give the Post-Office Department 
the full amount estimated for, and also provides for a small in- 
crease in the com tion of those of the fourth class. The 

roposition gives them $5 a quarter or $20 a year each in addition 
© the compensation they now receive. There is no class of 
officials so poorly paid for the work performed as the country 
ter. The increase is proposed in a simple form that can 

easily put in eee by the Department. It does not inter- 
fere with the method of payment now prevailing; it does not in- 
terfere with the compensation based upon the percentage of 
cancellation; the proposition, in short, is to give $20a year in addi- 
tion to that now based on cancellations. To illustrate, if a post- 


master now gets $10 a year—and they are quite common in some 
a of the country—this amendment would give him $30 a year. 
he has heretofore received $30, he would under this get $50, 


andsoon. Inmany cases postmasters who receive from $10 to $50 
annum are required to open two mails each day except Sun- 
ys. The people in the country expect and the Department 
ulations oe that the postmasters shall deliver their mails 
when they call for them. It is no uncommon occurrence to have 
offices discontinued because no one will serve as postmaster on 
account of the meager compensation. These men deserve better 
treatment, and they will continue to make their appeal to Congress 
until some measure of relief is accorded them. € people expect 
aa of the postmasters and the Government should 
pay for it. 
© other amendment is to allow more money for our star 
routes. The yom are not satisfied with the present service in 
many parts of the country. On many routes where the people 
now have mail two and three times a week it ought to go six times. 
The practice of establishing “ speial offices ” ought to be abolished 
because it is worse than nothing. I believe that to every com- 
munity where the people will agree to maintain the office by 
f a competent postmaster the Government should carry 
the mail without regard to the cost. 

Mr. Chairman, there is nothing that Congress can do that will 
so much aid and promote the advancement and prosperity of a 
new and undevel country as good mail facilities. It identi- 
fies the a with the Government and arouses a spirit of in- 
q Se feeling. Newspapers follow the mails, and they 
are educators of the common people, and it should be a 
source of pride to us to know that a majority of all the news- 
papers of world are in the United States. Here isthe strength 
al os blic. I trust that Congress -< do nothing to ines 

cheap newspa rate, an t every facility wi 
be allowed their circulation. in . 

Congress should not refuse the people any reasonable demand for 
suchservice. The little schoolhouse and church follow soon after 
the mail route and the post-office. A patriotic feeling is aroused 

Government increased. Other people come, 
, railroads constructed, and cities in time are 
,and the revenue exceeds the expense. It is not sat- 
$2 the people to say to them that they have as good serv- 
as they had last year; they want better service. The country 
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is growing and its wants are increasing. I make no complaint 
against the present administration of the Post-Office Department. 
It is as good and in some respects better than it ever was, but there 
is still room for improvement in the remote settlements. We must 
not let the fast mails to and the free delivery in our great cities 
—— destroy, or weaken that part of our star-route service in- 
tended for the pioneers, who must and do suffer the hardships of 
frontier life in sections of the country where the roads are bad 
and comforts few. 

These people ought not to be required to contribute practically, 
as they do, to the postal fund of the Government for the purpose 
of securing mail facilities for themselves and their families. Our 
Government is too great and the mail facilities tooimportant to be 
deniedany community. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,I want to direct attention 
more particularly to the fourth clause of this bill, which will be 
found on page 2. There is there an appropriation of $10,350,000 
which will be used very properly to a great extent in paying 
clerk hire in first and second class offices. But I want to remind 
gentlemen that more than 50 per cent of the people of the United 
States receive their post-office facilities from third-class and fourth- 
class offices. When the last census was taken it was developed 
that a fraction above 36 per cent of the people of the United States 
lived in cities having a population of 12.000 or upward. The 
towns where the third-class offices are located have usually a pop- 
ulation of about 5,000; the average would be that or below it. So 
that I know I am not in error when I say that the great mass of 
the people are interested in the third and fourth class post-offices 
of the United States. 

Now, I want tocall attention to the fact that the Committee onthe 
Post-Office and Post-Roads seems to have lost sight of these offices 
entirely. More than two-thirds of the millions that this bill car- 
ries are to be expended in the interest directly of the first and 
second class offices that accommodate less than one-half of the 
people of the country. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is drawing that 
strong. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithink not. Ihave not figured it out care- 
fully; but I believe I am making my statement within proper 


rather too 


limits. Every improvement, every change that has been made in 
the last twenty years has been in the interest of this minority of 
the people. Every change in this bill giving additiona! facilities, 
in the street car railways, in the bicycle service, and in all these 
other proper improvements, with which | am not quarreling, is in 
the interest of these first and second class post-offices, and those 


alone. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman will allow me to say that in the 
matters he mentions we make no increase in the service, because 
those matters appear for the first time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman will not understand that I 
am criticising or carping at this bill; but lam calling the attention 
of the committee to the trend of legislation in late years upon this 


| subject. 


Now, I think it is time we should have some legislation with re- 
gard to the other classes of offices—those classes that the constit- 
uents of a great majority of the members of this House are inter- 
ested in—the third and fourth class offices. 

Mr. LOUD. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Doesnotthe gentleman know that the fourth-class 
post-offices, which cover a very large percentage of this country, 
retain every cent they receive from cancellations? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am not quarreling with that idea at all. 
Iam perfectly willing to agree that that isso. But I want to call 
the attention of the gentleman to the fact that Congress has never 
made appropriations upon the hypothesis that it was to get re- 
turns for this service. hat is not the basis upon which we legis- 
late in reference to the postal service. We recognize the necessity 
of making appropriations in this direction for the benefit of the 
people, whether that service pays in dollars and cents or not. 

r. LOUD. Now, will the gentleman permit me to call his 
attention to the fact that the appropriation for salaries of post- 
masters, 85 per cent of which goes to third and fourth class post- 
masters—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. That may be true—— 

Mr. LOUD. That the appropriation of seventeen millions for 
this purpose is not a little item. Let me remark also that third- 
class offices are not allowed clerk hire proper under the law, be- 
cause they retain nearly all their receipts; whereas in the larger 
offices no portion of their receipts are retained, but the officers are 
paid a salary. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That does not answer at all, in my judgment, 
the proposition lam making. This appropriation is made for the 
benefit of the people. The postal service is not an enterprise on 
the part of the United States to make money; it is not one of its 
sources of revenue. It is expected to be a matter of expenditure 
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of revenue raised in other ways; and I want to call the attention 
of the House to that fact. 
icularly 





Now, the point to which I want to direct attention 
is this: In this item there is an appropriation of $10,350,000 for 
compensation to clerks in post-offices. I do not claim that this is 
any too much for these offices. Heretofore a small portion of this 
appropriation—I think $500,000—has been by the action of the 
Department used in the payment of clerk hire in third and fourth 
class officesthat were separating offices. This allowance has been 
made simply for the duty of separating; that is, 1 suppose, making 
up or separating for the purpose of making up the star-route mai 
from the particular office. 

Now, in cases that I know—I think in every third-class office in 
my district—that allowance, comparatively little heretofore, has 
been by the present First Assistant Postmaster-General almost 
entirely cut off or withheld. He says that it is his policy to limit 
those payments to the duty of separating the mail—to pay clerks 
engaged in that kind of labor alone. For the ordinary duties of 
the clerk, the necessity for which we all know, he will not make 
compensatiou at all out of this fund. 

Mr. LOUD, Because, as the gentleman understands, the post- 
master is paid a sufficient to cover clerk hire. 

Mr. BURN. is the theory of pagenarnt Postmaster- 
General, but it has not been the theory of ers. These allow- 
, ances have been made from time to time and increased from time 
to time as the importance of the office grew and the necessity for 
additional clerk hire presented itself. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion just there? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. On what theory would you adjust the pa nt of 
these clerks? The postmaster is paid a salary, and the clerks em- 
ployed in a third-class post-office are simply there to distribute 
the maii sent out on star routes. Now, the First Assistant allows 
pay for that work already, and therefore what necessity is there 

making other provision such as the gentleman s ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, the gentleman from Mississippi has 
certainly never been in athird -class post-office. Heno doubt lives 
ina 5 district. 

Mr. KYLE. The gentleman is mistaken. I have some in my 
= district, and am thoroughly familiar with the workings of 

em, 

Mr. HEPBURN. These clerks do not do that duty alone, the 
gentleman must remember. It is only an inconsiderable portion 
of their duty. They perform all of the duties of post-office clerks 
that are required of them. In one case that 1 have in mind, where 
$800 was allowed for clerical services for many yeurs, three clerks 
are necessarily employed from 6 o'clock in the morning until 9 or 
10 o’clock at night to receive the mail. They do not ment | do 
the mere star-route business that enters into the making up of the 
star-route mail, but all the clerical duty necessary to the office. 
They distribute the mails that arrive, prepare the mails for depar- 
ture, gather it in, make it up in pac ges, and, in fact, perform 
al = the duties of clerks in a post-office, whatever the duties 
may be. 

Now, it is true that the postmaster might sompeate them 
for this service out of his own salary, but it would leave him a 
very small fraction, and these allowances for this service have 
been heretofore made. But in the opinion of the reformers, or in 
the effort to secure a so-called economy, the gentlemen in charge 
of this matter now propose to limit the payment for such services 
solely to compensate for separating the mail that enters into the 
star-route service. I do not think it right; I do not think itisa 
proper pian to pursue, and, Mr. Chairman, at the appropriate time, 
when this bill is open for amendment, I shall offer an amendment 
which I trast will commend itself to the chairman of the commit- 
tee, and to the members of this body, and to which I call your 
attention now—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Before the gentleman 
will he ee 0 RRS) Sieh Seppe an 

y. 


Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I agree fully about the - 
tion which the gentleman makes, Sep peery taper tpg sey eed 
able to get this additional a for 

I have not been to do 


his district? 
Mr. HEPBURN. 


- 
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ap petetien should not be limited in the way it is now propos: 
to limit it. 

He is doubtless willing to make the allowance as heretofore. 
and I am perfectly willing to trust his discretion in regard to th»; 
matter, but I want something in the bill that will instract })j;), 
that that is our will, that it is the intention of Congress that ¢). 
allowances should be continued as they have been heretofore, )),) 
wg they shall be made by him in the future as they have been jn 
the past. 

But, as I have said, Mr. Chairman, at the proper time I sha!] 
offer an amendment, which I will read for the information of the 
committee, to add at the end of line 2, on page 2 of the bill, tio 
words ‘‘five hundred thousand dollars of which, or so much as 
may be necessary, to be used in payment of clerk hire in third- 
class post-offices.” 

Mr. LOUD. Why, the Department now requires, under the 
present estimate, over $580,000 for that very purpose, and they are 
using more than that. The gentleman's Senapiesant, therefore, 
would cut it down. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me suggest to the gentleman from (ali- 
fornia that out of the appropriation that was heretofore made the 
Department has allo $500,000 for this purpose. 

Mr. LOUD. No; $580,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, have you not limited it to $500,000? 

Mr. LOUD. The amount is ing over $580,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That iseasily cured;and to adjust the amend- 
ment to suit the views of the gentleman from California, wheu I 
submit it I will make the amount $600,000. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I think this ought to be done. It is only 


justice that it should be done if we are to have an efiicient 


service. 

In no instance, allow me to state, in my own judgment, has 
there been an overallowance for clerk hire. is is true with 
reference to all the classes of offices of which Iam familiar. In 
all of these offices two, and in some instances three, clerks are 
essential to perform the services required. Of course, if their 
salary is paid out of the compensation of the postmaster, he would 
have nothing left. They are not as a rule very high-priced clerks. 
They do not get the compensation that is paid to clerks in the 
large cities who are performing the same service, and when they 
are efficient the largest sum any of them draws usually docs not 


Nr LOUD. What is th salary of ? 
\ 4 is the r? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Eighteen hun — 
Mr. LOUD. He has a pretty good job, too, has he not? 
Mr. HEPBURN. And he is required to pay more than the al- 
lowance of $800 to the clerks. 


Ar. LOUD. That is because he does nothing himself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I do not think the gentleman can say 
that.in view of the facts. 

. LOUD. What is the town? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thetown of Clarinda. But all of the county 
seats, let me say to the gentleman, in my district have been affected 
in the same way, and I am told by other gentlemen that the re- 
form wave has also struck the other towns, and affected them in 
the same way, thro t the State. 

I earnestly hope, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment when of- 
fered at the proper time will commend itself to the approval of the 
committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa that there 
is not a post-office in the country where the salary of the po»'- 
master is $1,800 but that one person can do all of the work in the 
office with sim oe eee ene. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted to svy 
it, that simply indicates the absolute unfitness of the gentleman 
for the high position which he now occupies; because if he had tle 
intimate knowledge that he says he has, he would know that that 
was a misstatement. I know of an office where men are required 
a to receive mail at 6 o’clock in the morning and at 
0" at night. That makes fifteen hours of service. Could the 
postmaster do that alone? Would 
that the measure of com 


F 


ho Mr. No; I know what I am ing about. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, T do not know 


about this, and I should like to inquire of the chairman of 
the committee if there is any classification of the’co tion of 


Semen eae system in reference to payment 
of clerks in bill? oe 
Oh, no; that would not be in order in this bill, I 


Wit. SETTLE There is separate bill pending vefore the com 
malttes covering Ghahgeinh.. 











Mr. JOHNSON of California. How is this money paid out? 


does i to the clerks? 
aS uD It gets to the clerk under statutory law. We 
could not ing law in this bill, and of course the statute 


now —— no 
change it upon 
ever Scsume tosay, on the Post 


receive. 
“a Cop E of Illinois. If the gentleman from California will 


or the payment of post-office clerks. We could not 
‘ost-Office appropriation bill. Neither do we 
ce appropriation bill, how much 


allow me, 1 should like to ask concerning the item for rent of can- 
celing i 000. The amount estimated was $60,000. I 
should like to if there is any other information before the 


committee which justifies the reduction of the appropriation from 
$60,000, as recommended by the Postmaster-General, to $40,000, 
as set forth in the report of the committee, except the statement 
of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, a portion of which is 
given in the printed of the committee? 

Mr. LOUD. I will state to my friend, in answer to his ques- 
tion, that the discussion of that would properly come up on that 
item when it is reached; but I will say to the gentleman that the 
argument of the First Assistant Postmaster-General arrives at but 
one logical conclusion, which is that he has made a saving of 50 
per cent, and hence we should have appropriated only $30,000 if 
we had followed that statement; but I will present this other fact 
to the gentleman, that I do not believe, and I do not think the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General himself to-day will claim, that 
business methods are now i as regards the use of cancel- 
ing machines. There are 40 machines now in the office at Bos- 
ton, for which the Government is paying $200 a yeareach. This 
canceling-machine business is yet an experiment. My city has 
not one. It had but two, and under the new system they were 
taken out. The main office in Boston has 40 canceling machines. 
lassume to say that that number is 30 or 35 more t Boston 
could profitably use. There are in the office at New York 29 ma- 
chines, for we are paying $200a year each. I sayif the De- 
partment will take those machines and distribute them over the 
country fairly and equitably, we have sufficient machines, under 
i of 


the a 000. 

Mr. KE ~~ is. I will oie ne whe does not 
recognize that in the cities, such as ton and Chicago, the 
amount of mail otter Landed is enormously out of proportion 
to that handled in the smaller cities? 

Mr. LOUD. Let me say to the gentleman that I recognize it 
well, but my own city of Francisco handles about as much 
as the city of Boston, and two machines did all the work in that 
office that could — be done by any machines. 

Mr. LACEY. that connection, I will ask the gentleman if he 
remembers that in the last appropriation bill it was provided that 
this money should be applied to the purchasing of canceling 
. LO 


Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes. 
Mr. LACEY. Has any attempt been made to carry out that 


provision? 

Mr.LOUD. No,andit would be injudicious. The machine has 
not been perfected. It is now, and must be for anumber of years 
amatter of trial, and no office can afford to discharge clerks, and 


depend machines. They have this great number of 
machines in an ollice because the machines break down; and I say 
that in the condition of the canceling machines, we should 


simply have a few in these offices until they have arrived at that 
stage of where they will do away entirely with clerk 
hire, and where they can be depended upon. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 


_—— 
. LOUD. Ido not know that I have the floor. 

Mr. BELKNAP. I would like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion forinformation. I note that under the head of ‘‘ Free-delivery 
service” for ‘‘car-fare and bicycle allowance” the amount appro- 
— is $100,000. As the gentleman no doubt knows, last year 
was for that $158,000; and, to well inform 

is a matter w. will affect the city which I in part 
would ask the gentleman what is the purpose of that 


Mr.LOUD. Iwill say, Mr. Chairman, in reply to that, that car- 
allowance is one of the most itaphtona peuviciens that have 
this if I may be permitted to use that word 
in its sense. Thecity which I have the 
represent has never had a cent allowance for car 
which we base our reduction of the esti- 
or propose to inaugurate an 
we propose when these street-car 
the mails on the street cars that 
and we have made that reduc- 
basis. Should that be adopted, I shall 
section and insert “ E 
I desire to know the committee have 
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retained in the present bill the past policy of providing for experi- 
mental free-delivery system in small towns? 

Mr. LOUD. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that we have not. It 
is not asked; but, on the other hand, is condemned as impract 
cable h a manner that 


, unless Congress desires to go into it in su 
it can make it practicable’ by appropriating several million dol- 
lars to demonstrate whether it can be made practicable. 

Mr. HERMANN. I am not referring to what is known as rural 
free delivery, but as to that experimental free delivery which was 
originated some few years ago, and which was confined t mall 
towns, probably in all 42 of them throughout the nation. I will 


ask my friend again in reference to that. 

Mr. LOUD. That system has entirely disappeared, generally 
on the request, and, if not on the request, with the unanimous con- 
sent, of the parties who were receiving this rural free delivery. 
They did not want it any more. 

Mr. HERMANN. Again, with regard to rural free delivery, 
of which we have heard much in discussion upon this floor, I 
desire to ask whether the committee have considered the policy 
of entering upon that? 

Mr. LOUD. We have not considered it practicable, unless 
Congress appropriates $5,000,000 or $10,000,000 for that service 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Have the committee taken into con- 
sideration the fact that the city of Chicago has a territory now 
covering 200 square miles, and that its delivery by carrier is so 
extensive that the service could never be performed if the letter 
carriers were required to walk long distances to get to their routes? 

Mr. LOUD. That can be obviated to a great extent by the 
establishment of stations. But, primarily, let me say to you here 
in all sincerity and honesty that the railroads did carry the car- 
riers free, the same as they carried the policemen. Chicago, I 
think, was the first city that got ‘‘hoggish,” if I may use the ex- 
pression, in this matter and demanded pay from the letter carriers. 
The practice has now, I am willing to admit, spread out almost 
over the whole country, except in my own city, where the street- 
car companies, I will say, carry the carriers free. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Does the gentleman know any way in 
which a street-car company can be compelled or induced to carry 
carriers free? If he does, we will be glad to know it in Chicago. 

Mr. LOUD. Under the proposition, when we enter into the 
electric car or cable car service, we would put it in the contract, 
and if they accept that service they would have to carry the car- 
riers free. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Would it not be time enough when 
they have accepted the contracts, instead of striking down the 
carrier system in this way in advance of making such contracts? 

Mr. LOUD. You will not strike down anything, I will say to 
the gentleman. 


Mr. BELKNAP. In Chicago $24,000 is spent for carrier car fare 
and bicycle allowance. 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


order that there isso much confusion that we can not hear gen- 
tlemen even at this distance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and gentle- 
men desiring to ask the gentleman having the floor a question will 
first address the Chair. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, we will expend during the 
year $24,000. In this distribution it would reduce the amount 
given that city 40 per cent, as it does every other, cutting down 
our amount $9,000, which would certainly cripple our service very 
seriously. As the gentleman knows, the carrier is allowed a car 
ticket when his territory is over 1 mile from where he receives his 
mail. Wecover there by our postal service 120 square miles, and 
it is absolutely necessary that we have this amount for the pur- 
pose of getting our men to their territories with dispatch. I say 
emphatically and without fear of contradiction that the Chicago 
post-office under the management of the present postmaster has a 
most economical administration, and I trust that when the time 
comes, when we reach that point, that the amount will be 
increased, and I will take the liberty of offering an amendment for 
that pw . 

Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Chairman, as Chicago is so persistent, 
I am free to say that I think there is no fear that it will not be taken 
careof. Let me say that,so far as Chicago is concerned, we have 
evidence in our possession that goes to prove conclusively, not in 
a single instance, but in more than one instance, that letter car- 
riers of the city of Chicago have paid street assessments with car 
tickets. I say that this is one of the most provoking and perni- 
cious questions that confronts us, and I hope we will not have to 
go over it until we come to it. 

R. What does the gentleman mean when he 

says that street assessments have been paid by car tickets? 
. LOUD. As a result of giving car tickets,I say that car 
tickets have been procured in Chicago, and have not been used for 
the purpose for which they were given to the carriers. The result 


is that the carriers get car tickets and do not use them for the 
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purpose for which they were given. That is the substance of the 
statement. 

Mr. LORIMER. What do you mean by the statement? What 
do we understand by the statement that street assessments are 
paid in car tickets? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the statement is correct as made, and the 
evidence is on file with the First Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. LORIMER. Does the gentleman mean that they pa their 

ial assessments for strect improvements with car tic. ots? 

Mr. LOUD. Not poe with car tickets, but with theresults. 

Mr. LORIMER. If the gentleman understands anything about 
street-car fares in the city of Chicago, he understands that a car 
ticket is worth 5 cents; and that if the letter carrier having to 
travel over a mile from the post-office undertakes to walk to his 
route and return three times a day,as he would be compelled to 
do under the rules of the department in Chicago, it would take 
him about four hours of his time to walk back and forth from the 
post-office. 

Mr. LOUD. Not four hours to walk 6 miles, I hope. 

Mr. LORIMER. Nine miles. And a great many of the dis- 
tricts to which the carriers are compelled to travel are 3 or more 
miles from the post-office. If the carrier fails to use his car ticket 
he must pay 5 cents for his fare. 

Mr. LOUD. Not necessarily. 

Mr. LORIMER. If he fails to ride on the street car he can not 
do the work required of him by the Department. So that it is 
impossible for him to save the car ticket, as the gentleman sug- 

sts, for the purpose of paying the special assessment required 
by the city of Chicago to improve the street in front of his house. 
Ido not Seltovs the gentleman, in the statement he has made, 
— to say that special assessments are paid with car 

ckets. 

Mr. LOUD. That is the evidence on file in the Post-Office De- 
partment. That is as far as I undertake to state. 

Mr. LORIMER. Will the gentleman give the names of any 
persons who have paid their special assessments with car tickets? 

r. LOUD. The names can be discovered. 

Mr. LORIMER. Does the tleman know the names? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not recall them now. I have seen thenames, 

Mr. LORIMER. Will the gentleman give his authority for the 
statement he has made? 

Mr. LOUD. Isaythe papers are on file in the office of the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask the gentleman from California 
whether the committee have made any provision for additional 
compensation in any way to fourth-class postmasters? 

Mr. LOUD. We do not appropriate for any particular class of 
postmasters. We simply appropriate a gross sum for the salaries 
of postmasters. 

Mr. PICKLER. But this matter, Mr. Chairman, has been gen- 
erally discussed, I believe, throughout the country, and the pro 
sition has certainly come to Congress—I presume to every member 
of this House—as to the propriety and the justice of Congress pro- 
viding some increase of compensation for fourth-class postmasters. 

Mr. LOUD. oe get now all that they collect. 

Mr. PICKLER, o not think thatis any answer. Asthe gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] has well said, the ce 
service is not run as a money-making affair, but for the accommo- 
dation of the people. 

As I understand, provision is made in this bill for electric-car 
service, for the enlargement of the city delivery service, for the 
extension of service to the suburbs of the cities. For these pur- 
poses large additional appropriations are made. For such pur- 
poses new features are added to this bill. But, as I understand, 
nothing is done for the rural districts; nothing for the fourth-class 
postmasters. Yet, Mr. Chairman, the fourth-class postmasters do 
more work for nothing than any other Government officials of 
this nation. There certainly ought to be some additional allow- 
ance to these officers. While gentlemen here are provi all 
these aa and improvements for the convenience of the 
cities it does seem to me that something ought to be done for the 

t body of our constituents, those who live in the rural dis- 
cts 


Now, I want to ask the gentleman further whether an is 
being done in order, for instance, to furnish the thic y ed 
oe with a free-delivery system? 

Mr. LOUD. No. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has the committee had that matter under con- 
sideration? 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is now branching out into the field 
of statutory law, over which this committee has no su n. 
Tf an — on that subject were introduced into our bill it 
woul subject to a point of order. That matter has never been 
presented in A ropriation bill. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. oes Se eee ‘ht to do. 


Mr.LOUD, Will thegentleman let meanswer his question? He 


has criticised us for submitting an item for electric-car service —__ 

Mr. PICKLER. I was not criticising the committee at all; jut 
I mentioned that as one of the new items. 

Mr, LOUD. It isanewitem; but it me to say that, thoueh 
we have submitted that item for $150,000, we have reduced tho 
aaa in the bill ,000, which amount we are satistiog 
will be saved by the introduction of the electric-car service. \Vg 
have provided for this, in the line of economy, not in the line of 
the extension of the service. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, that may be true, an [ 
would not for a moment criticise the committee or stand in the 
way of any new departure that —- may choose to make in the 
way of impro the mail service of this country. But the ven. 
tleman knows in his interest for economy how this bill will staryg 
the fourth-class postmasters. It is the old system that has becy 
pursued for many years. 

I do not know why it is, as was so forcibly presented to the com- 
mittee recently by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepruny|—| 
do not know why it is that the cities and the rural districts adj. jy). 
ing them should have the advan of all the money expended 


in the postal service and the people who happen to live in the 
country or in the villages shall have no senenatnttons. It seer 4 
that there is no effort to improve their service, and yet from year 
to year immense amounts of money are expended in the citirs in 


the way of improving the carrier service, getting new carricrs. 
opening new routes, employing street cars for the transmissivn of 


mails, bicycles, and all new appliances that seem practical. But 
n. thing is furnished to the people in the country, who must do 
with the old service that has been in existence among them ever 
since the Post-Office Department began its operations. Nothing 
is done to furnish the country people with better service or quicker 
delivery. We hear nothing of paying the fourth-class post iasters 


a dollar more for their services, although they richly earn on an 
average five times the amount paid to them. I do not think that 
is an extravagant statement. am satisfied that they do more 
work in proportion to the pay accorded to them than any other 
class of peuple in this country. It is in fact a low estimate, and 
the time is coming when we should take that matter up and see to 
it that Co shall begin and do something for the rural dis- 
tricts as well as the metropolitan. 

Thope the gentleman from California in charge of this bil!, when 
we come to pass upon the amendments to it, will not make a p int 
of order against an amendment helping to pay the fourth-class 

tmasters something like a fair compensation for their services. 
Jertainly since the passage of the last appropriation bill, where 
another committee brings in a bill of 16 sections anc attaches 
it to the appropriation bill, we ought not to be very particular 
about points of order, especially when it is a matter of simple 
justice to these people that the change shall be made. It isin the 
direct interest of the people of this country that something of the 
kind shall be done. 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, 

House bill No. 5473, on the Calendar, is a bill for the purpose of 
roviding rural delivery, such as the gentleman speaks of. That 
bill is pending now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ah, Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention 
of the committee to the fact that the Judiciary Committee of this 
House aie een, Sucamgy have had time to bring in the salary 
bill that we have m discussing here for the last four or five 
days, and yet it seems that they were not so certain that they 
could have oo = the = in ee I = — 

e as necessary a ruie rmit them to 
tteaoh dat bill to an tion a most unheard-of thing. 

Now, let me say to gentleman from Iowa that there are 

bably eighty outof one hundred chances that that bill will never 
Se acssied. Ithinkitalmostcertain that it will not be reached. It 
is the tendency in this House and in Congress, and we have sx! 1t 
exhibited d the sessions of , and it is more apparent 
tion we can expect is to be 
attached to the appropriation bills. There is no other way. «p- 
eooeey, of getting it through the House. And that is direct!y 
t here. There is no consideration of questions poss1!l¢ 
which will right the matters that are necessary to be modified in 
the pending bill. The only way we can do it is by amendments ‘0 
the bill itself. Our only hope, then, to do something for the 
fourth-class postmasters is to take the matter in our own hans 
and do it now, and make a a all events in the right direction 
of this and in favor of rural delivery. : 

Mr.CANNON. Does my friend want to increase the salaries of 

ane fourth-class postmasters throughout the country: 


Mr. PICKLER. ell, the from Arkansas [\Mr. 

. aanke ak toe the salary >) 4 
quarter; that amounts to $20 a year each. How many postimas 
ters did the gentleman say there were? 











1896. 


N. About 60,000. 

= CA KLER. Very well; that will amount to $1,200,000. 
Now, Iam emphatically in favor of that increase. 

Mr. C N. Is my friend also in favor of what is evidently 
to be done, so far as you can tell, some time either shortly before 
November or between next November and the 4th of the coming 
March, of putting all of the fourth-class postmasters under the 
civil-service rules agen. : * 

Mr. PICKLER. Ah, Mr. Chairman, ‘sufficient unto the day 
is the evil thereof.” I only know this much, and that is the only 
question that we are to deal with now, that these fourth-class 
post are not to be starved to death. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman from South Dakota allow me 
to ask him a question? 
PI . Lyield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. KYLE. The gentleman has intimated that there is some 
discrimination in this bill against the fourth-class postmasters. 
Now, I wish to ask him if this bill has not been drafted on the same 
lines with the bills heretofore passed with reference to the fourth- 
class ? And if there is anything in the bill that dis- 
criminates against them I hope he will point it out. 

Mr. PIC R. I will be glad to answer the gentleman from 
Mississippi. Iam satisfied that the gentleman has ten fourth-class 

offices, and perhaps twenty, to one of any other kind in his 
estrict, and he knows of these petitions which come up here with 
reference to salaries of these postmasters. The Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads has had these petitions which have 
been placed before the committee by the fourth-class postmasters, 
and they have had the same opportunity of investigating the 
matter as the rest of us. They have had letters, too, on the sub- 








ject. 

e Now, it does not do for the gentleman to say that there is no dis- 
crimination in thi If you let it go as you have reported it, 
it is a settled fact that they will get nothing more. You know the 
necessity of it, the justice of it, and it seems to me you ought to 
have reported a provision doing something for these fourth-class 
postmasters. Let the economy come somewhere else. Let the 
cities bear some of these economies. Let there be something done 
there to cut down the bill, if that is the great trouble about this. 
Let the economy come in somewhere else. 

Mr. . On the Pacific railroads, for instance. 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend think that for the last five or 
six years or longer the fourth-class postmasters have been paid 
altogether too small salaries? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. I think the gentleman from Illinois, 
with his fairness, will not for a moment insist, even when he is 
trying to keep down appropriations, that the fourth-class pe 
masters havereceived compensation enough. I think he will not 
state that. He knowsall about the fourth-class postmasters, and 
that yo tae required to exercise just as much care in regard to 
their o , that they are required to make the same reports, that 
they are liable to the Government for losses, that they get into 
trouble for omissions to make proper and prompt reports. In 
other words, they are liable to all the regulations, and it is neces- 
sary for them to beas careful in the administration of their offices 
as the on of other offices. But they get next to nothing 
for it in a large ority of cases. Now, it is a great accom- 
modation to the people to have these post-offices, and these post- 
masters ought to be paid something. They are paid scarcely a | 
pittance now. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, I do not know how 
it may be in South ota, but in Illinois, when a Republican 
Administration has come in, from time to time, touching these 
fourth-class rs, sometimes when there have been ten, a 
dozen, or per: 
times thought— 


twenty applicants for a post-office, I have many 


How ha could I be with either, 
Were t’ r dear charmer away! 


ter. 
fete, I am familiar with that delectable experience 


myself, but that illustration is one which the gentleman ought 
not to in here any more. I donot doubt that there are four 
or five hi gentlemen in his district who would be willing to 
serve the district in Congress at $2,000 a year. And simply be- 
cause the arm of the Government can be brought down 
upon these . because it can say to them, “‘ You can have 
no ” it is not fair to them to do so. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

for a moment? 


. es. 
Mr. SWANSON. The gentleman knows that a point of order 


lies ee ncn onan riation bill. Has the gen- 
tleman any separate bi 
forreh class pontmaastors? 


at this session for the relief of 
Mr 


Mr. SW te. Plenty of bills have been introduced. 


Have you done it? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2541 


Mr. PICKLER. 
this House. 

Mr.SWANSON. Have you everintroduced one such bill while 
you have been in Congress? 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman, who isa member of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, must know that a num- 


I have no ambition to introduce all the bills in 


| ber of such bills have been introduced. 


Mr. MILES. Have you been before the Post-Office Committee 
in. the interest of any one of these measures? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, I have not. A Post-Office Committee 
which has not heard from the fourth-class postmasters of this 
country and which pleads ignorance of the injustice that is done 
to them could not be enlightened, even by as able a gentleman as 
myself. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SWANSON. We should like to have the gentleman sug- 
gest to us on what line we should base their compensation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, that is a matter that should be 
formulated by the Post-Office Committee. The suggestion of the 
gentleman from Arkansas, to give them $20 a year additional, is 
better than nothing. That seems to me very small indeed, and I 
should like more, but it is a suggestion in the right direction. I 
do not want to detain the committee, but I hope, when we come 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas, the commit- 
tee will favorably consider it. Iam not criticising the commit- 
tee. I know this white street car, which runs up and down 
Pennsylvania avenue, looks very nice. I do not know how much 
good it accomplishes. It is a thing of beauty, and a thing of 
beauty isa joy forever. I know it looks well, and I am heartily 
with the committee in any improvement they may make; but, 
gentlemen, I do insist that it is not fair to leave out the country 
districts eternally. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I will now ask that general debate 
be closed on this bill, except as to the paragraph suggested by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry]}. 

Mr. SWANSON. I insist that the debate shall proceed in the 
regular order, and that when general debate is closed we proceed 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. LOUD. Then I will move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H.R. 6614) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Oftice Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now take a 
recess until 8 o’clock. 


GRANTING CONDEMNED CANNON TO NATIONAL GUARD, NEW YORK, 


Mr. HOOKER. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
unanimous consent to pass a small bill. It will not take more 
than a minute. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4468) to grant two condemned cannon and cannon balls to the 
Thirteenth Separate Company National Guard of State of New York. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to deliver to the Thirteenth Separate National Guard 
of the State of New York, for their armory at Jamestown, N. Y., two con- 
demned cannon and sufficient cannon balls: Provided, That the same can be 
spared without detriment to the service and that no expense is thereby in 
curred by the Government. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, the minority of the Committee 
on Elections No. 1 report their inability to file their answer or 
minority report to-night, and desire to do so to-morrow. I ask 
unanimous consent that they may have that time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the minority in the contested-election case of 
Aldrich vs. Robbins may have permission to file their views to- 
morrow morning. Is there objection? [After a pause.}] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LOUD. I move that the House now take a recess until 8 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman from 
California, the Chair desires to present a report from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
aenes of the following titles; when the Speaker si, the 


“A ‘ill (H. R. 8964) to reorganize the customs collection district 
of Alaska; 

A bill (H. R. 5359) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for the further improvement of Con- 
neaut Harbor, in the State of Ohio. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Manon, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. StTREvz, for ten days, on account of important business. 


To Mr. MAHANY, for ten days, on account of important business. ° 


To Mr. Srrair, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock, 

The motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The ihe will now take a recess until 8 
o'clock, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] will please 
take the chair at that time. 

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House was 
declared in recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 
o'clock Be ea be Mr. HeEPBurnN as § r pro tempore. 
jan at R pro tempore. e Clerk will report clause 2 
of Rule ; 


ae Clerk read as follows: 


2. The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 


o'clock, at which ovening session private pension s, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, oe bills vemnovinn ¢ charges of desertion only shall be 
considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o’ and 30 


minutes. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Skee, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
business on the Private Calendar under the special rule. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put, I desire 
to submit a remark or two, not, however, opposing the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota to go into Committee of the 
Whole, because I shall vote for it myself, notwithstanding the fact 
that there is not here now and there never has been here on a Fri- 
day night session a sufficient number to make up a quorum before 
going into Committee of the Whole. I do not propose to call a 
quorum upon any of these questions, but just to say that it — 
to me from the various — that are coming in here daily fro 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions that there is too much 
position at least to report favorably oe every claim without 
regard toits merits, without regard to information upon the claim, 
without to certificates, without to affidavits, without 

ard to the testimony, or anything of sort. 
judge of this from the reports wns teneas in here; not that I have 
any quarrel whatever with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I 
admire zeal and earnestness in this matter; but I just desire to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that it may be better, as 
the question has been raised by gentlemen on the en side of the 
House, by gentlemen not from a but from the North, that 
they are rushing in too great a hurry in passing claims suchas are 
not meritorious. For instance, on several nights we have passed 
claims here for widows who have remarried; and we have repeat- 
passed bills here to remove of desertion. Possibly 
some of them were just and the charges ought to have been re- 
moved, But I desire before we go into Committee of the Whole 
to call the attention of the House, especially gentlemen on the 


other side, to the fact that I think it would wy very much better if | and asks 


they would put in the background such claims as these and bring 
forward those which are meritorious. Istand readytosupportany 
meritorious claim, and I voted for every claim except one last 
week, and that was the claim of a remarried widow. I stand 

- to advocate what I think is a just and honest claim, and I 

a eee ere ae ene ne ee eee 
chairman committee and to gentlemen on the 

ale if it would not be better for them to put oeie. one 


Cetenn an Cane Seeeeee Sree eer a ee 

which are meritorious; and having said that, I po ory 

— the oe of no quorum, or to vote against the to 
eee ae eokaohe detache uiaeaatace 


fat wenn anja cats sean 


kota moves that s Howe > Steele into a of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering bilisen the Private Calendar. 


uestion was put; and the motion was to. 
ouse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of t)), 
Whale. Mr. C GROSVENOR o the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of 7 Whole 


for the purpose of considering bills under the special rule. 
ISAAC N. WILLIAMS. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, eae to the Pro Vis 
and limitations of the cameleon laws, the name of Isaac N. Williams, Comp.) y 
F, First Regiment Eighth Michigan Engineers, of Newburg, Mich., anu pay 
him a pension of $12 per month. 


ae THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case is yery 
licit. I ask that it be read. 
he report (by Mr. THomas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Williams, having carefully considere:| 4 
evidence, respectfull 

The re from records of the War Department show that this so}: dir 
wee in as Company 5 F, First Michigan Engineers and Mechanics, from Any 

21, 1864, to June 6, 1865, when he was honorably . On Nove nber 7 

m laws, alleging that 
aan. and that he « 


) 8 


tracted a disease of the skin. That April 6, 1892, on the 
ground of “ No record " and claimant's inabilit 1 examination to 
rove origin in the service and in line of du’ yeThe The soldier ca euppenied from 
The action of the Pension Office, but the re, by the Sec- 
reer the Interior. 

7, 1892, a claim was filed Leen sf sened. 1890. A med 


exam was made A’ 10, 1 bye ons t Ks ‘in 
mazoo, Mich., who sepertet that he was Banclchtomnthe inten Sr dine ; = 
of digestive system. fc ae by Sena six-eighteenths by d 


ease of the h d ten ma, making an an aggregate of 
ae a On this he was allowed a pension of 8 per i: th 
ted that he was with oto ating he was infor oh “di 


dissatisfied 
ils attorne that he could fie a new deciaredion. Having re ceived 
aaa or a twenty disa 


-four-dollar bility, he was naturally 
See to eobent matter again to the Pension O: and asks that he 
pensioned at a te to the degree of his disability by special a. = 


ve from the evidence as set forth m this report that 
recommend th at the bill be 


* and inserting 


Sty entitled m 
** pension ws,’ 
a line §, the words 1890,” and that as so amended ths 


he east by striking ae 42 
in lieu thereof the words * 
bill do pass. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be amended 
by striking out the word “ Eighth, *» in the seventh line, and insert- 
og the word “First,” as I believe there was no Eighth Regiment 
of Engineers in Michigan. It was the First. t seems to be 
an error. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that the bill reads : 


‘the 


First rat Michi ener. 

Mr. THOMAS copy I have before me reads *‘ the Eighth.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to strike 
out the word ‘ Eighth” insert the word “First.” Without 
objection, that ae be considered as agreed to. 

o 

The nn ge The question recurs upon the amendment 

pro by the committee. 


e amendment of the committee was 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Ee T also 
the words “ of Newburg, Mich 


The CHAIRMAN, The 
The C The question is on laying aside the bill 


with a favorable recommendation 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this is a bill that 
we ought to pass. I think Maoh Soreng shows it. If any- 
body has listened to the report trouble to read it, 
I think he ought to be pascal ey that this is not a bill 
for this House to take rama are on. A part of it reads: 


Having received a a twenty- eater Golle disability, he ’ 
was naturall reluc fat fos Y he matter _— to the Pension Off 
disability by ae act of vas oo es 


to the degree of hi is 
That is, the applicant, in a — fit, says, ‘‘I will not go to 
the Pension Bureau an more. I will go to another authority, and 


t General Bussey and General Raum were the offi- 
took special ees they seem to have so irri- 
tated him that he will ‘make no farther — at the Pension 
Office. Now, “ we are y of pensioning 
ple by acts when they can er ecchabiy be pensioned in the 
Sete Si 0 , the sooner we know that such is to be the policy 
the better. I trust that this bill will not be pressed, because if it 
is I er ae ae quorum vote for it. 
Mr. THOMAS. a. eee Be criticism made by the gen 
tleman from pi oh [Mr a on this case is haral y 
just, because, as remember, e ce was review 
{oe Dommaitine on Invalid’ Peasioné and showed that the board of 


eee stricken out 
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examining surgeons rated this man at $24 a month; that the med- 
— an officer of the Pension Bureau—not Colonel Bus- 
Colonel Bussey’s decision was not upon the amount of the 
ting, but upon the previous application which was rejected 
" rs before—the law of 1890 for this disability would have given 
This man $12 a month, but the medical referee in his wisdom saw 
fit to allow only $6 a month. o i 
Mr. ERDMAN. Who ruled upon the question on May 7, 1892? 
Mr THOMAS. That was no ruling. The application was 
simply rejected by the action of the medical referee of the Pension 
Bui, TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this is a very 
singular case. According to the report. the “full board of sur- 
ns” who examined this man’s case ‘‘ reported that he was four- 
eighteenths disabled by disease of digestivesystem, four-eighteenths 
by rheumatism, six-eighteenths by disease of the heart, and ten- 
eighteenths by eczema, making an aggregate of twenty-four 
eighteenths.” Certainly, as these figures show more than a total 
disability, the man must be dead; he must have gone clear over. 
{Langhter.] I think the bill ought to be passed so as to help pay 
his funeral expenses. [Laughter.] I shall vote for the pension. 
The CHAIRMAN. e question is on laying the bill aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
The question being taken. there were—ayes 67, noes 3. 
Mr. ERDMAN. No pm 
The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
the point of no quorum. [Cries of ‘‘Count!” “Count!”] The 






Chair su that there be a count by tellers. 

Mr. THOMAS. I[callfor tellers. [Cries of ‘Oh, no!”}] Well, 
I withdraw the call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to sustain the point of 
noquorum. The Clerk will call the roll. 


Several MemBers. Count! Count! 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not count members who are 
in the cloakroom. A count by tellers would probably have de- 
velo the presence of a quorum without any trouble. The 
Clerk will the roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. Since the adoption in this Congress of the rule 
making 100 a quorum in Committee of the Whole, it has been the 
custom when the point of no quorum has been made for the Chair 
to count and see whether there is a quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair counted, and there was not a 

norum in the Hall. Probably there would have been a quorum 
it members in the cloakroom had come in, and therefore the Chair 
suggested that there be a count by tellers. The Clerk will pro- 
ceed with the call of the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following-named members failed to 
answer to their names: 


Abbott, Hulick, Newlands, 
Acheson, Crowley, Hurley Noonan, 
Adams, Crump, Hutcheson, Odell, 
— Culberson, : oan om, = Ogden, 
jen, 0! son, ind. te L 
Allen, Utah Curtis, Towa Johnson: N. Dak. Otjon 
Anderson, Jones, Owens, 
Arnold, Pa. Danford, Joy, Patterson, 
R.L Dayton, Knox, Payne, 
Atw De Armond, Kulp, Pearson, 
} weeny : Kyle, Pendleton, 
Baker, Md. De Latimer, Perkins, 
Bankhead, Dingley, Lawson, Phillips, 
Barham, \ Lefever, Powers, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Dovener, * r, Price, 
Beach, Downing, wis, uigg, 
Belknap, Linton, gus 
er Va. . Reyburn, 
8. C. Loud, Richardson, 
Blue, be Low, Robbins, 
Boatner, Fool : Robertson, La. 
Boutelle, — y, Robinson, Pa. 
Bowers, Mahon, usk, 
Brewster. Gillet, N.Y Mars Russell, Conn. 
Bromwell, M Mass. Russell, Ga. 
Brosius, Grow, McCall, Tenn. Sayers, 
Brumm, Hadley, McCleary, Scranton, 
Buck, Hall, McC Settle, 
Burton, Ohio Halterman, MoCornslck Shafroth, 
Calderhead, Harmer, McCreary, Ky Shannon, 
Cannon, Harris, McDearmon, Shaw, 
Chickering Hart, M Kenney Shuford : 
° c. , , 
Gandy, Mclachlan, Simpkins, 
Clark, Towa ; McLaurin, Skinner, 
Clark, Mo. way, Me Millin, Smith, Til. 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, Meiklejohn, Smith, Mich. 
Cobb, Mo. Mercer 
Cockrell, Meredith, Southwick, 
Codding, M ‘ Sparkman, 
al milliken, * Spencer, 
Gover, Fa Minor, Wis. Stanie 
, Mondell, Stallings, 
Cocker’ Wis. Money, Steele, 
Moody, 8 
Morse, Stewart, N. J. 
Cox, Murphy, Btone, ©. W. 
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Stone, W. A. Towne, Walker, Va. Willis, 
Strait, Tracewell, Walsh, Wilson, N.Y. 
Strong, Tucker, Washington, Wilson, Ohio 
Strowd, N.C. Turner, Ga. Watson, Ind Wilson, S.C, 
Suizer, Turner, Va. Wheeler, Woodard, 
Swanson, Van Horn, White, Woodman, 
Taft, Wadsworth, Wilber, W oomer, 
Terry, Walker, Mass. Williams Wright 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BLUE] was called away 

The CHAIRMAN. Excuses are not in order on this call. 

The roll call being concluded, the committee, under the rule, 
rose; and Mr. Hersurn having resumed the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. GROSVENOR reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar having found itself without a 
cree, he had thereupon directed the roll to be called (which 
disclosed the presence of a quorum), and he now reported the 
names of the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The names of the absentees will 
be entered on the Journal. The roll call shows 111 members 
present. A quorum having been disclosed, the Committee of the 
Whole, in accordance with the rule, will resume its session. 

Mr. PICKLER. L[risetoa parliamentary inquiry. When will 
excuses be in order for members who are not present? 

A MeMBER. They ought to be here. 

The House, in accordance with the rule, again resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. Gros- 
VENOR in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Tuomas], that the pending bill be 
— aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like to know whether any remarks 
or an inquiry would be in order now before we take the vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that it is now 
too late for debate. 

Mr. PICKLER. The vote had been announced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote had been taken on the motion of 
the gentleman from Michigan to lay the bill aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make an 
inquiry, if it be proper atthistime. I should like to be permitted 
if possible to make some remarks upon the bill if now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it can only be done now 
by unanimous consent, but will submit the request of the gentle- 
man. Is there objection to permitting the gentleman from Ohio 
to address the committee at this time? 

Several Mempers. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to lay the 
bill aside with favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL BURRELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2320) for the relief of Samuel Burrell. 
The bill was read, as follows. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now on the r« ls of 
the War Department against Samuel Burrell, late first licutena: f Com 
pany M, Fifth Dlinois Cavalry Volunteers, and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge, to date from November 26, 1562 

The report (by Mr. Grirrrn) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (FL. R. 


23) for the relief of Samuel Burrell, having had the same under considera 
tion, report that a similar bill, with the proviso hereinafter mentioned and 
recommended, was reported favorably upon and passed the House in the 
Fifty-first and Fifty-third Congresses. 

In the Fifty-second Congress the Committee on Military Affairs submitted 
the following report: 

* The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
2517) for the relief of Samuel Burrell, having had the same under considera 
tion, beg to report that this applicant was mustered into the service in De 
cember, 1861, as first lieutenant of Company M, Fifth Mlinois Cavalry, and 
was dishonorably discharged for absence without proper authority by sen 
tence of a commission under date of April 3, 1863 3 

“The evidence shows that Lieutenant Burrell, being disabled. did, under 
the advice of the surgeon of his regiment, tender bis resignation in Septem 
ber, 1862, and at the same time received a leave of absenc« 

“ The leave of absence was renewed once and the surgeon's certificate for- 
warded. His colonel, from time to time, informed him that he need have no 
apprehension, that his resignation would be accepted, and that it was not 
necessary for him to return to his regiment. He, t ywwever, did return to his 
regiment as soon as he was able to travel, still suffering from extreme dis 
ability caused by chronic diarrhea, and he was again returned to his home, 
ee passes to go through the lines and an order for transporta 
tion, with the authority of the colonel of his regiment—said papers being 
still in existence. He again returned to his regiment, but was not placed on 
duty, the evidence showing that he was unfit for it, but no report had as yet 
been made upon his resignation. He was then called before a commission, 
which found that he had been technically guilty of being absent without 
leave, the authority derived from the colonel of his regiment not being suffi- 
cient under military law, and he was accordingly dishonorably discharged 
for absence without proper authority. 

“ Your committee believe that Lieutenant Burrell did all a man could do 
to avoid violation of military law, but was too ill to properly appreciate 
technicalities and avoid them, and that he evinced a desire to perform duty 
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and retain rank in the position he held; they therefore recommend the an 
sage of the bill, amended by adding that ‘he shall receive no pay or allow- 
ance by virtue of the passage of this act.’”’ 

Which report was adopted and approved by the Committee on Military 
Ae : e Fifty-third Congress, and which last committee further re- 

r “= 

**On the 12th of March, 1863, the officer in the temporary command of the 
regiment sent a report to the War Department stating that Mr. Burrell had 
absented himself without leave, and recommended his discharge, while on 
the 25th of March, 1863, thirteen days after making the above recommenda- 
tion, the officer in command of the regiment wrote Mr. Burrell at his home, 
stating that his resignation had not yet been acted upon and advising Mr. 
Burrell not to return until they received notice of the action of the War De- 
partasent; that during the time Mr. Burrell was absent he was advised from 

ime to time by the commanding officer that it was not omueny for him to 
return until notified, and that Burrell was acting in good faith during his 
absence; that he returned to his command of his own accord before he was 
really able to do militar duty, and was in the service at the time his dis- 
charge was ordered; that the evidence here presented has never been heard 
or considered by any commission.” 

The records of the War Department, as furnished to accompany 8. 3051, 
Fifty-first Congress, first session, show that the dismissal from the service 
was of date April 13, 1863, and that the bill should be amended accordingly. 

Your committee adopts and approves the reports of the several Commit- 
tees on Military Affairs of the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and Fifty-third con- 
gresses, and recommends that the bill H.R. do pass, with the following 
amendments, viz: 

Strike out all of line 8 and insert in lieu thereof the words: “ April 13, 
1863°’; also by onan ere the following: ** Provided, That he shall receive 
no pay or allowance by virtue of this act.” 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that 
this bill does not come properly before the committee to-night 
under the rule. I make objection to it because the bill states in 
substance that the man has been before a military commission or 
court-martial and has received a sentence of the court. I sub- 
mit, therefore, that it does not come before the committee under 
the rule. It says in the report: 

He was then called before a commission, which found that he had been 
technically guilty of being absent without leave. The authority derived 
from the colonel of his regiment not being sufficient under military law, he 
— dishonorably dischar, for absence without proper au- 

There is the sentence of a mili commission, which amounts 
to a sentence of a court-martial. submit, therefore, that it is 
not in order under the rule to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that this is a bill to removea charge of desertion 
and comes clearly within the rule. 

Mr. TALBERT. I know that it is a bill to remove the charge 
of desertion; but this man having been before a military commis- 
sion, amounting to a military tribunal, and having been sentenced 
under the authority of that commission, I claim that it takes it 


_out of the jurisdiction of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 


The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
committee. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JAMES P. HURLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8216) granting an increase of pension to James P. Hurley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ere re creed ogee et teen See Se ee 

y G, Twen en use olunteer A 
and Bor y C, Thirteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, to $00 pas 
month in lieu of that he now receives. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report in that case read, 
The report by (Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
one) ting increase of pension to James P. Hurley, have carefully consid- 
a oy a ep re 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, on October 8, 1861, toa was 


a 
A in 1802, and fourteen da — oka 
,» on ou 
coun “o disease of the heart, with reat debility and shortness of 
bege, e enees eer 2 ae his case. AS She Sate 08 ee 
enlistmen’ eteran Reserve Corps he was, according records 
oemering 08 ear ae ‘ever, contracted in line of duty,” and his dis- 
seer eealitys want for the V een bore” Si. o ‘ 
e ;u ‘or - 
cate further states that “said soldier has heen ot no use whatever since 
enlistment, and, in my never be." The evidence as to prior 
soundness is un 
=he queens made wraneeticn fer December 31, 3 
was rejected on no degree 
to ribs, back, and en heen aeaonen however, 
ities have rapidly been growing worse, and now, at age of 63, he 
totally disabled. He can get only on crutches; has an 
partial paralysis of right and passive congestion of 


but the claim 
from 


Hl 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


causing mental confusion and difficulty in articulating. His wife is 60 years 
old, and very feeble. His only child, a son of 26, is in the last stages of ¢..»,. 
sumption. They have no property of any kind, and are wholly dependen; , n 
vase of $12 granted the soldier for total incapacity under the act of J) 


n view of all the facts, commi wee ill back t 
the House <a that it do i Pere ene Mill back to 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, at the risk of being cy). 
jected to criticism, I want to offer a few suggestions with refoy- 
ence to this bill and with reference topensions generally. I want. 
to be heard on the other bill, re the gentleman fri) 
Michigan [Mr. Tomas], but under the rule could not obtain the 
floor at that time. 
Now, if it is to be the policy of the Committee of the Whole to 
venture on the consideration of bills where the claimant is ey. 
titled to obtain a pension or an increase of pension under the gey- 
eral law, and fails to make out his case to the satisfaction of the 
Department, and we are to introduce bills here to grant peusions 
or increase pensions for any such reason as that, then we mizht 
just as well resolve that this Congress shall be turned into a pon- 
sion bureau at once, for we will do no other business. [ haya 
written to at least a hundred constituents of mine since this (on- 
opened, in response to inquiries, that if a party is entitled tog 
nsion under the general law, even though he does not get what 
e desires to get, that Congress would not pass special bills for 
their relief. I believe that ought to be the yr. and I under- 
stand that to be the policy on which we have been acting. 

Now, take the case of a claimant who presents on his own |)e- 
half an equitable and a strong case, presents it under the general 
law to the Bureau, and receives some pension. He is not satis- 
fied with the rating allowed him and wants more, and can not 
get it under the general law, but comes here, asks some one tv in- 
troduce a special bill for his behalf, expects Congress to take ihe 
case out of the hands of the Department, and grant him that in- 
crease of pension. That is, he asks us to grant what was refused 
by the Department; or where it failed to a a pension according 
to the idea of the claimant, a pension bill is to be introduced and 
we are asked to give it our sanction and allow it to pass this House. 


Isubmit if that is to be the policy, we ought to proclainn it at once. 
But Ido not believe, Mr. , t this House will place 
itself in that position. I submit that we ought to define our 


status with reference to these bills clearly, that we should havea 
general rule of action with reference to them all, and stand on 
that principle before the House and before the country. If it 
becomes known that this Congress will undertake to pass bills to 
grant pensions simply because the Pension Bureau will not grant 
a pension, or where a claimant has failed under the genera! law, 
and where his only claim is under that law, then we will havea 
hundred thousand of them as fast as they can be introduced, and 
— one of us might just as well employ a clerk at once to write 
them. 

_ Private —_ ought to be granted only for technical reasons, 
when the Pension Bureau can not grant them under the law. 
We ought not to stand up here and say the Department and the 
administration of that Bureau is not of our faith, and that is the 
reason that we will pass these bills. I submit that I feel myself 
as much outraged as anybody can feel with reference to the action 
of the Bureau in pension cases. But that does not afford any 
poe for taking the position that we are to overrule the Bureau 
in 


cases, 

In the speech that I had the honor to make before this [louse 
some time I called the attention of the House to a case where 
a a —_ wing $27 - eseag ah for a ae e ee one was 
cut 0 the Department on groun t his proof did no 
sus claim. I submitthat if the bill which was just passed 
hereat the instance of the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. T1045] 
is rightly , then I re to introduce a bill to pension my 
man at the rate of $27, and I ought to introduce a hundred 
bills which I have declined to introduce at this session of (on- 
gress. I favor pensions as much as any human being can. The 
man or woman does not live who dares to challenge my loya!ty to 
pensions; but I submit that before I vote upon these matters | 
want some well-defined principle, some well-defined rule that we 
can stand by here and stand by before thecountry. I submit that 
the very question here is one where, although the Pension Depart- 
ment may have outraged the claimant, is case is under the 
law, and we ought not to take it out and make it special. 

I make these remarks, not because! think I will not be criticise(, 
but because I want to call the attention of the committee to th: fact 
there is some point at which we must stop. We must not pension 


every claimant who ts a private bill here on the princip!¢ 
that we are all. We should have some well-defined 


policy. Now, if this case falls under the rule for granting })" 
vate pensions, let us understand it, so that every member of Con- 

can pension his friends, if possible, although it will take on¢ 
fundred end fifty years to pass all the ‘ivate that might be 
introduced in cases just like this. I submit we ought to call a hal 
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atter. I submit we ought to adopt rules upon which 
end here and stand before the country, rules which we 
can urge upon our constituents and the hundreds of claimants 
who are all the time presenting their appeals to us to aid them in 

i tters. 

Pe PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. ness) does not feel it in consonance with 
his conscience to vote for this bill. Now,the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions are under obligations to all these gentlemen who 
have so much advice to give. We take it in good part. I think 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions always get a great deal of 
advice from Congress. , 

The gentleman wants a well-defined policy. I want to know 
how a case could present a more equitable appeal to Congress 
than this case? Note the last paragraph of the report. I willonly 
detain the committee fora moment. Here is a man who, having 
done the best he can at the Pension Office under the law of 1890, 
gets $12a month. This soldier made an application for a pension 
on December 31, 1879, but the claim was rejected in 1883 on the 

ound of no pensionable de of disability from injury to ribs, 
ooo and kidneys since discharge. In recent years, however, his 
infirmities have ra oot been growing worse, and now, at the age 
of 63, he is totally isa led. Hecan get around only on crutches; 
has an ulcerated limb, partial paralysis of right arm, and passive 
congestion of the brain, causing mental confusion and difficulty 
in articulating. His wife is 60 years old and very feeble. His 
only child, a son of 26, is in the last stages of consumption. They 
have no property of any kind, and are wholly dependent on a pen- 
sion of $12 granted the soldier for total incapacity under the act 
of June 27, 1890. The committee reported favorably on this bill. 
We reported in favor of $30 a month. That is what the law says 
any man who is totally incapacitated from earning a living by 
manual labor shall have. e man is 63 years old. His wife is 
60 yearsold. Theyhaveaconsumptive son. He gets $12a month, 
and yet the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NorTHway] criticises the 
Invalid Pensions Committee because we allow a pension in such 
acase as that. If the Republicans of Ohio are not in favor 
0, pensioning such a Man as that, I think they need a little 
education, and I hope my friend will go back and give it to 
them. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman answer a question? - 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Are there not tens of thousands of men 
who under the act of 1890 can get only $12 a month, and yet who 
are ween 

Mr. PI ER. No, I think not. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, I can count you hundreds of such 


cases, 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman has any such 
constituents—I know his fairness and I am not criticising him, and 
we want the views of the members of this House and their opin- 
ions on this ion legislation. We do not want to be bringing 
bills here if it is not the will of this House that such pensions shall 
be granted. We are only the servants of this House. But, Mr. 
Chairman, in my opinion the gentleman will not find five cases 
in his district like that of this man. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ican find you a hundred. 

. PICKLER. No, not where the manis sick and on crutches; 
where he is a old; where he is utterly we where he 
has an ulcerated leg; where he seems to be debilitated in every 
way; but if the gentleman has fifty such cases and will bring 
them before the committee, this House will say ‘‘Amen” to the 

tion to grant them pensions, and they ought to have them. 


mse. 
. NO. WAY. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. MILES. Will my friend permit me? 
Mr. PICKLER. I yield to the gentleman on my left. 
Mr. GILLETT of husetts. I want to ask the gentleman 
this question for information: I want to know when a man is 


ess, so that he can absolutely do nothing, and comes 
in law of 1890, as he does in this case, will the commit- 
tee raise it to $30? I ask that because I have several cases of that 


THOMAS. Not under the law of 1890. 
ro Rent That is the very law under which this 


BE 


THWAY. 


man come in. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, of course, gentlemen—— 

Mr. THOMAS. He was entitled under the other law. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the law of 1890, of course, gentlemen 
all understand they can but $12a month. As I understand, 
and as I have = it is the province of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid ons, when you find such a case as the 

tleman describes, that can not be helped in the Pension Office, 


especially a to Con ; and this is one of those cases, 
Now I to Be contenant ives: Iowa. 
Mr. I would like to ask the gentleman from South Da- 
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kota if there is not a reasonable probability that these injuries 
were the result of his service? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is practically conceded. 

Mr. HULL. I would ask if the committee has not in consider- 
ing these cases, where there is a simple lack of proof and the Pen- 
sion Office is not able to act, considered that a case for relief? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the way we have understood. 

Mr. HULL. There is another question I would like to ask the 
gentleman, and that is, if the Committee on Invalid Pensions would 
consent to give $30 toa man whether his injuries were received 
since the war or not? The act of 1890 relates to their condition 
since the war. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has no 
rule as to that. There may be cases where the disabilities have 
not perhaps been incurred during the war, and yet that a man is 
in a helpless condition, when he is on his bed, with his family 
dependent on him, where he has been a soldier in the defense of 
his country, and has everything to appeal to our hearts and hu- 
manity, when we do not think we can reject such a case as that; 
and this is a case of that kind. Now I will yield to my colleague 
on the committee for a question. 

Mr. MILES. Then hear me make one point. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MILES. Then address yourself to that, because I do not 
want to talk. I think I have done too much of that already, I 
just want to ask you if you have not jumped the main question, 
to wit, that there has never been anything to show that this man’s 
disease is of service origin? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is what the Pension Office thought: but 
we deny it. 

Mr. MILES. Now, just discuss that point. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thatis goingtoofar. The Pension Office does 
not deny, that I know of, and I do not know that they raise that 
question. They thought there was no pensionable degree of dis- 
ability in 1883, and possibly not in 1890, and this committee says 
that many years have passed and this man is probably in a great 
deal worse condition than when his claim was rejected in 1883. 

Mr. MILES. Would it not have been better to make an appli- 
cation at some time during all these years since 1883? 

Mr. PICKLER. He did make an application in 1879 and in 
1883, and was refused. 

Mr. MILES. But 1883 is thirteen years ago. 

Mr. PICKLER. But he made the application under the act of 
1890. Now, Mr. Chairman, if there ever was a righteous case in 
this Congress at this session, I believe this is one. 

Mr. FISCHER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FISCHER. An impression has gone forth, I know, with 
reference to the number of pension bills that have been reported 
and passed. Will you kindly tell how many bills have been in- 
troduced and how many have been favorably reported? 

Mr. PICKLER. Between 1,600 and 1,700 have been introduced, 
and I think about 100 have been reported favorably. I believe 
we are reporting what we ought to. Now, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, if he wants to say anything. 

I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT]. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, the applicant in this case, 
James Hurley, is personally known to me. This bill was intro- 
duced by myself. I can say that this man is injured to such a 
degree that he is, and has been for years, totally incapacitated for 
any manual labor. I have here a letter signed by the officers of 
the John Hancock Veteran Union and by Past Grand Commander 
of the United States J. H. Roberts of that order, of which no man 
is allowed to become a member unless he has served in some of 
the pitched battles of the war, stating that they know of their per- 
sonal knowledge that this man is and has been for a long time 
totally incapacitated from any manual labor. 

Mr. Chairman, twice he enlisted. When he first entered the 
Army his condition physically was as good as that of any man in 
the military service. Twice he was discharged for disability. 
From the time that he returned to his home in 1864 until the pres- 
ent moment he has been suffering, becoming gradually worse and 
worse until reaching his present condition. 

In regard to his application in 1883, I wish to say that he ap- 
plied then for a pension on certain narrow grounds which the 
examining surgeons found not to be justifiable; but if he had 
based his application at that time on the broader grounds given 
by the surgeons at the time of his discharge from the service, his 
pension would have been granted. 

Mr. Hurley is a proud man, an honorable man, a man who 
stands high in the community in which he lives. Heis nota man 
to apply for a pension which he does not deserve. He did not go 
to the front to serve for a short time. He was in the service of 
the country from 1861 up to 1864. I say that if any man or his 
wife or his household or those around him are deserving the re- 
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and confidence of this House, we have in the case of James 
urley one deserving of the highest consideration. 

I trust that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NortHway], how- 
ever much he may object to other cases less ne will not 
oppose the application of this man, who is entirely helpless and 
entirely dependent on the meager sum which he gets from the 
Government, who is to-day suffering for want of the necessaries of 
life because of his inability to work. I hope my friend from Ohio 
will spare the chastening rod in this case, and apply it in some 
direction more worthy and where less injustice wil done. 
oe justice to this man, and correct the general law, if need be, 


ter. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I should not feel at liberty 
to address myself to the committee again were it not for the fact 
that the chairman of the Invalid Pensions Committee has seen fit 
to go outside this case and speak of the loyalty of the members 
from the State of Ohio. Iam nota member of that committee, but 
in these matters I trust it is not necessary for me to file an affidavit 
to show that I am as loyal as the gentleman from South Dakota. 
I will not stand here and have my motives impugned because I 
honestly raise a question upon these pension cases. I care not 
what the gentleman from South Dakota may say, I am not here 
anes except on a fair consideration of the circumstances of 
the case. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] has seen 
fit to appeal to me because he is acquainted with this man and 
believes his claim to be equitable. Iam assuming that the claim- 
ant in this case is an honorable man and was a brave soldier. 
But when I say that, I must concede that there are many hundreds 
of thousands of men who in the service were as brave as he; and 
I will add that there are many, very many, thousands of men 
whose appeals to Congress upon the ground of humanity rest 
upon as strong ground as his. I can name two gentlemen in my 
own Village whom I hav: known for years, who are getting —_ 
$12 a month and who — to have as much as may be 
to this man. If this bill is to pass, I see no reason why I should 
not at once introduce bills to increase their pensions from $12 a 
month to $30 or $40 a month, I see no reason why hundreds of 
bills of that kind should not be introduced. 

There is one case of a man who lives at Norfolk, Va., a man 
absolutely bedridden and helpless, who is receiving only $12 a 
month. I do not see why he should not receive $72 a month, for 
he wasa captain. His case a strongly to the sympathies of 
the le and of Congress. Give me time and I could namea 
hun other cases making an appeal equally strong with that 
which this man presents. 

This is not a question of humanity ae It is not a ques- 
tion whether we shall now pay thirty, forty, or fifty dollars a 
month to a man to whom a previous Co: has seen fit to grant 
$12 a month. Ifsuch a man as that should have $30 a month pen- 
sion let us then pass a general law giving every man who can 
make the same Pg a pension of $30 then take the whole 
matter out of the House, where we will have trouble with it no 


more. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. Let me ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Did the persons to whom the gentleman refers have cer- 
tificates of Gocharge which certified that they were subject to that 
disability when di ? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ido not know whether they have such a 
discharge or not. Most soldiers have not. I know that in the 
case of one of those I named, ee a ee ee roe 
general law, he simply failed to show that the bility was of 
service origin, just as 200,000 other applicants are failing to show 

ay. Now, if we pensionone of these undersuch circumstances, 
where he can not show the service —— of the disability, I say 
let us pass a general law pensioning all of them. These men are 
now bled; and if under the law of 1890, although they fail to 
show that the disability was of service , they can have the 
penaion inerensnd $0 900 or $00 a month by I say if they 
can do that, let us have a general pension law; let the Committee 
on Pensions report a general act increasing the | 


cial exception in of some man? 
Mr. Chairman, I think that where we have a general act cover- 
pensions, and a man tS ens we ee 
0 


Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will permit me, the gentle- 
man himself brought in politics in connection with the matter. 
But I desire now to withdraw everything I said in reference to the 
gentleman. fee, I know that the Republicans of Ohio 
are loyal, and I had no idea of doing more than stirring the gen- 
tleman np on this ee . 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Buteven that, the gentleman will see, does 
not settle the matter. We ought, as reasonable, as sensible me, 
to advance some principle, to adopt some rule, that will reach tho 
largest number of cases, and ought not to place ourselves in a 
position before the country by special act favoring one or two men, 
giving them a pension of thirty or fifty dollars a month, where a 
general law could reach everyone who is entitled to it under t|,, 
same conditions. I repeat, I will vote for a general act coverin, 
all of these cases, but I am notin favor of passing special acts that 
are already covered by the general law. 

I do not believe that a pensioner ought to be permitted to go to 
the poorhouse or to be buried ia the potters’ field. I think this 
Government is t enough and strong enough and rich enough, 
and it ought to nerous enough, to take care of every man wl), 
served it in time of its need, and they should be so taken care of 
that no old soldier need ever be sent to the poorhouse or die and |)e 
buried in the potters’ field. But I submit that whatever relief wo 
give in these cases ought.to be done under some general act that 
would appeal to the sense of justice of our fellow-citizens, and 
not present what might be properly as special favoritisin 
in isolated cases. we are to pass ial acts we will never got 
through with the consideration of this matter. Only here aid 
there a worthy soldier will be pensioned, and the other thousai|s 
and tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands will go to pau- 
pers’ graves because they can not be pensioned by Congress for 
want of time. 

I am not here, Mr. Chairman, questioning the rights of our pon- 
sioners to a _— but I only insist that common justice de- 
mands that shall be regularity about the granting of pen- 
sions, and when we pass a general act covering all of these cases 
we can stand by our action, we can justify ourselves to our cuon- 
sciences, to our constituents, to the worthy pensioners throug) ut 
the country, and to all the claimants throughout the land who 
are agg 8 us for justice in these matters. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio, 
who has just taken his seat, seems to be seriously perturbed |.- 
cause a general law can not be framed, or has not m framed, 
to affect this particular case. To my mind, sir, this is just such 
a case as ought to be here. It is here for the purpose of correct- 
ing an error on the of the Pension Office, and this is the only 
tribunal in which t error can be corrected. I submit to the 
a from Ohio that this is the court of appeals from the 

ension Office, and of necessity it must be so, or else there can 


be no remedy for committed. [Applause. ] 

Is it true that all the blunders conatqee should go with- 
out repair or without remedy because there is no tribunal? | in- 
sist that if this was a case at law, and if that gentleman was sit- 
ting as the court of a upon it, he would not hesitate to say 
as a lawyer that the lower court had been guilty of a blunder, 
and that such a condition of things was disclosed by the record as 
demanded redress. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, if the gentleman will permit mea 
uestion. 


. HEPBURN. Certainly. ; 
Mr. ern: a _— true that every ent phe 
plies or a pension rejected because Depar men 
> no pensionable eee ean nn nee same grea’ to 
Congress and obtain a on on pr ly the same principle? 

HEPBURN. can. Every man can appeal 

here; but every man can not get relief unless he makes out luis 
case. Seventeen hundred cases are pending in that committe, 
and yet, after a lapse of three mon begets ral a hun- 
dred and fifty cases have been by committee so much 
criticised by the gentleman from Ohio; not one in ten of all those 
been considered by the commut- 
tee. Just let me your attention to the proofs that show s0 
Setd ‘cul that tale tthe talbcoal te arhich to trp cast appeal 
an Ww. appeal. 

‘ Mr. Chairman, that the committee ee 
oun 


faring part of Auger, 1862, the soldier 
was and reason hich took 
jive seer’ the tnom of heat by Zens of acai, which 


In the line of duty this hale man received these serious injuries 
after his enlistment. But that— 


% 











= fourteen days was discharged on account of ‘obscure dis- 
ona the heart, with great debility and shortness of breath." 


There a complete diagnosis of his case, but here it is in 
peer eSt Bae stalwart, able-bodied man was so diseased 
Mr . Will my friend answer a question right there? 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And diseased in such a way 
that we may well infer that it resulted from this collision, where 
he was injured in the ribs, back, and head. 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman has inadvertently stated that there 
was ‘‘no © record.” The statement in the report is: 

But the records show no diagnosis of his case. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Very well, but there is a certificate showing 
his disability, showing for what cause he was discharged, and 
that certificate was made undoubtedly by a medical officer, or by 
some competent proof to the discharging officer. That language 
could never have gotten into his certificate of discharge unless 
there had been a medical certificate there guiding the officer who 
gave him his discharge. But to go on a little further, Mr. Chair- 
man. He again went into the service, as many other men did, 
into the veteran reserve corps. It was made up of men who had 
suffered from disease, men who were not sound, not able to do 
duty in the field, but used for the purpose of garrisoning forts 
and performing other duty of that kind. His enlistment and 
kena reserve corps was almost a guarantee that he 
was unfit for the other duties of a soldier. e went into that 
corps, and at the date of his enlistment in the veteran reserve 
corps he was, according to the record— 

ering from “ the effects of fever, contracted in line of duty,” and his dis- 
pom of October 17, 1864, was because of ‘valvular disease of heart and 
general debility; unfit for the Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

Mark you, Mr. Chairman, there are the same diseases mentioned 
in this certificate of discharge as are found in the other. This 
hale, hearty man entered the service in the fall of 1861 and was 
isc twice for the same causes. But again: 
discharge aia Carer —_— that . said sx ation bee bom of no 

. in my opinion, neve Tag » evi- 
use whatever since Seipiiaeaity toll n, never wi e evi 

What better evidence could you have that a mistake has been 
made by the Pension Office—a mistake that ought to be corrected 
somewhere? And there is no other tribunal than this that can 
correct it. Gentlemen prate about their affection for the soldier, 
get up here and deliver homilies declaring how anxious they are 
upon all occasions to do justice to this band of veterans, and yet 
they indulge in these carping, petty, miserable criticisms when the 
occasion comes for them to vote, always asking for some impos- 
sible t -—a general pension law that they say they are the most 
earnest of all men to . I say that the time to support the 
old soldier is when his is pending. [Appiome. Then is the 

j support. Ifthe gentleman is so swift 
in his zeal, why does not prepare the character of bill that he 
wants? Why criticise the committee? Why put himself upon 
this of virtue and try to lecture the whole Re- 
ablican as represented here for fear that they will do some 
ustice In the way of favorable reports and favorable action in 


EE 


the old soldiers. en) 
Mr. Mr. Chairman—— [Cries of “‘ Vote!” Vote!”] 
Gentlemen, I you will be patient with mea moment. I ama 
member of this Invalid Pensions Committee, and I do not want to 


say anything that will damage this case. I hope I approach the 
— ial frame of mind, and I want to do justice to 
soldier. I want to ask the gentleman a question. I think 

up one branch of his case, at least to the 
the —— — oe ee . I 
appear from this report that there has 
for a pension which would entitle this man 
1 He applied, as I understand it, under 
1890 and got a pension of $12 a month. Now, does it 
occur to the gentleman and to the other side of the House 
thirteen during which time his condition has 
according to the report, and during which time he 
the higher court, he might have gone to 
Pension Office? t is a singular 


can say in response to that inquiry 
ero, and i enuscesstully he tried it ix 
ication under the act of 1890, 
old case that he had made before—— 


(continuing). 

the pension under the act of 1890 he might well dis- 
the tribunal. [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

- Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques 


sir. 
you 
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if you have had any experience in re- 


And to receive anything 
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gard to getting pensions through the Pension Department; and if 
you have, do not you think that the chances are in favor of this 
man dying before the pension will be granted? That is my expe- 
rience. 

Mr. MILES. I really do not know, sir. I have found the peo- 
ple of the Pension Office very considerate. I have found them as 
clever to me as the average Washington official. 

Mr. COFFIN. I think they are very deliberate, if considerate. 

Mr. MILES. Now, I want to say to my friend from Maryland, 


that is not a very weighty suggestion you have made. That has 
nothing whatever to do with what I want to impress upon my 
friend, who made a very able argument, and I congratulated him 


on it; and I here and now congratulate him upon his entire speech. 
Upon one branch of this case he showed great power of analysis, 
He analyzed one branch of this case to my entire satisfaction. 
With perfect candor and frankness, and in a spirit of fair play, I 
ask him to analyze another part of this case. It is not the prac- 
tice of the Pension Office to go back to a case that is thirteen years 
old and take the evidence in that case and apply it to the case of 
a man who applies under the act of 1890 for a pension under that 


act. 

Mr. BARRETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. MILES. I will, with pleasure, in a moment. What I 
wanted to say is this, that it does seem to me that if this soldier 
were to apply to the Pension Office, or had applied to the Pension 
Office, and had shown the condition that he has shown in this 
record, he would have gotten a pension of $30 a month. But this 
record does not show that he has ever done it. It is a bad prac- 
tice, it is a bad precedent for us to establish, if we fail to say that 
this soldier must first go to the Pension Office. That is the point 
I understand the gentleman from Ohio to make. There are thou- 
sands of soldiers in this category, and the remark of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HerpuRN] only shows that it is true that 
there are thousands of soldiers in this country who can not hope 
to get relief in this way. The fact that this Pension Committee 
have only reported 100 cases, as was stated by the gentleman from 
Iowa, only proves that these soldiers can not get relief in this way 
and is an argument on the other side of the question. It is abso- 
lutely impossible for the thousands of soldiers that are in the 
category of this man to get relief by Congress. Now I will hear 
my friend’s question. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Maryland that one reason why this man has not pre- 
sented his claim was that his son, who is 26 years of age and 
dying with consumption—in the years gone by this boy has 
worked for the support of this old man and his wife. Having had 
some experience in getting business through the Pension Office, 
and knowing how rapidly they got along through all these cases, 
and knowing the consideration they receive, under all the circum- 
stances I thought, while this claimant had this invalid son and 
this weak and decrepit wife, that I would try to see what justice 
and good feeling there was in the representatives of the Ameri- 
can people in this House when it was compared with the rapid 
speed with which I have seen cases of similar merit disposed of 
in the Pension Office. I state of my own personal knowledge 
that this man deserves a pension. I have here the recommenda- 
tions of the best officers who served during the war from the 
State of Massachusetts who indorse it, and because the man is in 
so bad a condition—— 

Mr. MILES. I yielded to the gentleman for a question, not for 
a speech. 

Mr. BARRETT. Because of the feeble condition of his wife, 
and because of his invalid son, I ask for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MILES. I was willing to yield to the gentleman for a ques- 
tion; I wanted to treat him kindly. 

Mr. BARRETT. You asked mea question, and I asked if you 
would allow me to answer it. 

Mr. MILES. I did not understand it that way. 

entleman wanted to ask a question. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”} 
ientiaeenais this fair? Of course I shall have to cease to under- 
take to perform my duty as a member of the Invalid Pensions 
Committee if I am to receive this treatment at the hands of this 
House. I must ask the Speaker to relieve me. Iam trying to 
apply. my best judgment as a man and as a lawyer to these cases; 
I am trying to do justice; but if Iam to be cried down with the 
demand, Wote! ” « Vote!” when lam endeavoring to get at the 
facts of a case like this, I think I had better get out of this busi- 
ness; that is all there is about it. 

Now, 1 want to say that in 1879 this soldier applied for a pen- 
sion, and in 1888 his application was rejected. Upon what ground? 
On the ground of no pensionable degree of disability. What be- 
comes, then, of this talk of this man's disability being of service 


I thought the 


igin? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. SinceI have beencharged with dragging in 
politics, and since it has been insinuated that I was trying to aid 
the present Administration, I wish to call attention to the fact 
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that the rejection in this case was under a Republican Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. MILES. It would not do for meto say that. The gentle- 
man can say it. [Laughter and applause.}] There is unfortu- 
nately in this House a spirit which makes it impossible—now, 
gentlemen, you will bear me out in this statement, those of you 
who have been here from Friday night to Friday night—there is 
a spirit in this House which makes it impossible for a man to serve 
on this Invalid Pensions Committee and at the same time keep his 
temper poe). for the reason that if he is a Democrat your 
treatment of him and his remarks on these Friday nights is such 
as to make him believe that by virtue of his politics he is unfit for 
service on the Pensions Committee. This is all I have to say. 

Mr. GARDNER. Allow me a single suggestion. [Cries of 
Vote!” ** Vote!” 

I simply want this case to be understood. Ihave supposed that 
this House meets on Friday nights under the rules to consider 
special pension cases—cases which are in the nature of appeals 
from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions. This case 
has beenjtried before the Pension Office and twice rejected. Now, 
this court of appeals oe torehear it. All the argument that 
the gentleman from Maryland presents, as I understand, is this 
question: Why do you not send the man back to the Commissioner 
of Pensions? [Applanse.} 

Mr. MILES. onot admit that this House is a court of a 
peals from the decisions of the Pension Office; but if I should 
admit that I would not admit that there is any precedent for 
entertaining an appeal when the party has waited thirteen years 
before presenting his case to the appellate court. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr.Chairman—— ([Criesof‘‘ Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. MILES. [I yield to the gentleman from South Dakota, o: 
course. I always want to be clever to him, because every Friday 
night he extends to me that same kind of courtesy which he has 
extended to-night to my friend from Ohio [Mr. NortHway]. 
andes) 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam very much obliged. Conger.) 

But I want to put this question to the gentleman: You 
like this man ought to have made a new application later on. 
Now, you know what the law is and the eager pe in the, Depart- 
ment is, and you have seen every one of the old papers from 1873 
to 1889 right there, which under the law must be taken into con- 
sideration for a pension under the act of 1890. Now, if you review 
the whole case, then why do not they allow the pension on that 
old claim? 

Mr. MILES. Iam sure I do not know. 

Mr. PICKLER. They had all the papers before them, and I 
claim that you ought not to send it back now. 

Mr. MIL But what I do know is that if he were to make 
a new application and go to the office and file his affidavit es- 
tablishing the facts set forth in this report he could have the 
case made a and could Pm it oe in thirty days. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; and they would find that he had no pen- 
sionable disability and grant him nothing. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
NortTaHway] has found his road no doubt a very rough and 
troubled way. Any gentleman on that side who will to 
speak his mind on this subject will be ostracized, and must ex- 

t to be ostracized or dragooned by an endeavor to bring him 
k into the fold. He has my sympathy. 

As to the remark of the gentleman from Massachusetts that this 
man did not make application tothe Bureau for a pension because 
he was proud, Isayno. Proud people never beg, and now he begs 
Con for something. Proud people take their right and due. 
— is right and his due to take what the Pension Office gives to 


Now, this rejection took place after a four-years consideration 
and in the days of President Arthur. Have you anything to say 
against that Administration? Are you here to say, as was said in 
the report made in the case that we have = upon, that the 
applicant is reluctant to apply in before that Administration? 

y do not you say so? hy did not I hear the other side de- 

t the Administration of Mr. Arthur as unfair and 

a to the old soldier as they do of the present Administration? 
is the distinction? 


Now, if this soldier had been disabled in a pensionable degree, I 
assert here that the Pension Bureau in the days of President 
Arthur would have said so and granted him a pension; but it re- 
jected his claim. You ow now without any evidence to over- 
rule the decree of the Pension Bureau made in 1883. It is true 


that the gentleman the rt says that he has been grow- 
ing vephdiy wanes. But w is the evidence of that fact? If he 
has been gro rapidly worse why has not he applied to the Bu- 


reau for relief and not to us? Fairness, justice, and equality are 
equity; law and -—_ are justice; favoritism in the legislative or 
the judicial branch of the Government isan inequity, and for one I 


to stand up here to protest against inequity. 
T want to ony to gentlemen on the Ctnor side of the House that 


if you posptee to come in here and endeavor to drive your })j!]s 
through the House—bills of this character—you will have to |iayo 
your quorum of 179 men here before you can go into the Com) jt. 
tee of the Whole at all. Iam willing to treat fairly with you. | 


am willing to vote for bills that are right and just; but if you are 
going to cut off legislation of the soldiers and for the soldiers. |... 
islation that is right and just, by endeavoring to get in bills of this 
character and legislation like that you now contemplate putting 
through this House over our protest, upon your own heads }« +} e 


penalty. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes. 


Mr. CROWTHER. Are you willing to vote, as I understand 
you to say, for every bill that is fair and just? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes; I am. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Then who is to be the judge of the fairness 
and justice of the bill—you or the 120 men on this side who dis- 


sent from your view? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will answer your question. If the other side 
stood here untrammeled, giving expression to their fair and honest 
os I would be willing to accept it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to lay the pil] 
aside with favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
ERDMAN) there were—ayes 96, noes 9. : 

So the bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

A. H. M’LAWS. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 5083) granting an in- 
crease of pension to A. H. McLaws. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. Mr. Chairman, I think that bill has 
already passed the House. I have a copy of it here signed by the 
Clerk as having passed the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a mistake in the Calendar. 
Chair understands that the bill has already passed the House. 


HENRY V. ANDREWS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, of Fulton County, 
Ill., a survivor of the Black Hawk war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed yt mya upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry V. Andrews, 
of Fulton County. Ill., and to pay the said Henry V. Andrews a pension of £5 
per month from the date of the passage of this act. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “twenty-five ” and insert the word ‘eight.’ 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Let us have the report read. 

_ The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 205) 
gran a pension to Henry V. Andrews, have considered the same, and re- 

report as follows: 

The claimant made application under the Indian war act of July 27. 1N@ 

that during the Black Hawk war of 1832 he lived in the family of 

. Barnes, by whom he was raised; that Barnes enlisted in Captain 

Sain’s company, Battalion Mounted Rangers Dllinois Volunteers, aid that 
—  meiataies served in the place of Barnes and answered to his name at roll 


The following is the report of the War Department relative to the clain- 
ant’s service: 


The 


“RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
“ War Department, December 27, 1594. 
“ Respectfully returned to the Commissioner of Pensions. It has this day 
been determined by this poarsseant that Henry V. Andrews was accepted 
into the service of Uni States on or about August 4, 1832, as 4 private 
in Captain ‘s company, Odd Battalion Mounted Rangers, Llincois Volun- 
teers (Black Hawk war); that he assumed the name of David W. Barnes. who 
was the service on or about the same date; and that he took 
Barnes's place in the company and was mustered out with it September 4, 


By authority of the Secretary of War. “Pp © SWORTH. 


“ Colonel, United States Army, Chief of fice.” 
The service is also shown by parol evidence of the highest character. and 4 
examiner of the ‘on Bureau, who investigated the case, reported 
and its allowance was recommended. 


e Bureau, however, rejected on the ground that enlistment is 4 

uisite condition of title to under the said act of July 27, 12, 

and the fact that he was into the service can not, under the rulings 
the Secretary of the In r, be as an enlistment. 

Mr. Andrews is now about 81 years and in the natural order of things 
can not ve as acharge w the bounty of theGovernment. There 
is no that he served as as it is a matter of record at the War 
Department andi conceted by the Office, and there appears to be no 


reason whatever why he should not receive the same pension as is allowed 
Hawk war survivors. The man Barnes, ' 
the claimant served, is shown the evidence to have died sev- 


eral years ago without ha’ drawn a ; 
Your committee return the Snanimous recemamen ire 4 
it do o_ern. bY out word “twenty-five, 
line 7Pand bstitu’ in lieu word “eight,” so asto allow 4 
pension rated ab §9 per month. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be reported to the House 


with the recommendation that it do pass. 








1896. 


EUNICE IDA RHOADES, 


msiness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
on ee the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


thorized ncrease to the sum of $50 per month the pension of 

r Eunice Ida Gallup Rhoades, widow of William W. Rhoades, late lieuten- 
a ecommander, United States Navy, said pension to be in lieu of pension 
numbered, 13083, now drawn by her. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Corrin) was read, as follows: 


Comm’ on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3749) grant- 
ing an ern pension emee I. Rhoades, have considered the same 
" rt as follows: 
“The Vis. The widow of the late Lieut. Commander William W. 
Rhoades, United States Navy, who died September 30, 1893, from disease orig- 
inating in the service and line of duty. 5 

Commander Rhoades entered the volunteer naval se ‘vice as an acting en- 
sign August 19, 1864, and served as such with great distinction aboard the 
Susquehanna and Nipsic until April 2, 1866, when he was promoted tothe rank 
of acting master. On March 12, 1868, he was —— ensign in the regular 
naval service, and was apteequently promoted through all the grades tocom- 
mander—be having attained the last-named rank on 
months before his death. % ; 

The following extracts from official reports on file at the Navy and Treas- 
ury Departments show the arduous nature of the services rendered by the 
officer, 
com: s 


ay 15, 1893, only a few 


and also the estimation in which he was held by his superiors in 
mand: 
“Unitrep STATES SQUADRON ON COAST OF BRAZIL, 
“ FLAGSHIP SUSQUEHANNA, First RATE, 
“ Harbor of Montevideo, January 10, 1866. 
“Srr: * * * Acting Ensign W. W. Rhoades, of this ship, -has been or- 
dered to the Nipsic to fill the vacancy caused by Mr. Pierce's detachment. 
“I take this ion to express my satisfaction with the conduct of Mr. 
Rhoades since he has been attached to this ship—now nearly eighteen months. 
“Whether under fire of the enemy or with the ~~ duties of the ship 
or service, he has always proved himself efficient, as I have previously stated 
to the Department. 7 aaa 
“T should be pleased to receive an order for his examination for advance- 
ment. : 
* , sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ew ved Ks. W. GODON, 
“ Rear-Admiral, Commanding Brazil Squadron, 
“Hon. GIDEON WELLES, 
“ Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 
“True extract from Admiral Godon’s letter. 
. “Beng. Micov, Chief Clerk.” 
Acting Ensign W. W. Rhoades, United States Navy, attached to United States 
Frigate Susquehanna, Battle of Fort Fisher. 


The hanna was most effective in her fire, and was fortunate enough 
to obtain the right ition, though much bothered by a vessel near her that 
had not found herright place. ( mber 24, 1864, David D. Porter; see Navy 
Reports for 1865, 7 he 

m my position on the wheelhouse, overlooking my entire battery, I had 
every officer and man under my observation, and I have sincere pleasure in 
test to the fine bearing, zeal, and ee of the division officers, viz, 
Lieutenant Bartlett and Acting Ensign Rhoades, of the first division, etc. 
(8. W. Godon to Rear-Admiral Porter; see Navy Reports, 1865, page 21.) 

On the 15th we drew into action at 11 o'clock, and fired slowly or rapidly, as 
occasion required. We landed in our boats about one hundred sailors and 
marines, under command of Lieutenant-Commander Blake. Lieutenant 
Bartlett, A Rhoades, and Acting Master's Mate Cooper com- 
manded detachments of sailors. I inclose Lieutenant-Commander Blake's 

and notice of Lieutenant Bartlett and Acting Ensign Rhoades, who, 
the repulse of our men, entered the fort withthe Army. (S. W. Godon; 


ore Rory , page 107.) 
The officers who accompanied me (in the assault on Fort Fisher, January 15, 
1865) were Lieut. J. R. Bartlett, Acting Ensign William Rhoades, and Acting 


Master's Mate M. with First Lieutenant of Marines William Wallace. 
Sent Mr. Rhoades 10 men to report to Lieutenant Preston, who was en- 
gaged at the front in digging rifle pits. Mr. Rhoades rendered most valuable 
service in the rifle pits, w were dug under the fire of the enemy's sharp- 
shooters, and onally a d of grape. When the Army made the 
comet, Stesenpanied one brave fellow, James Shannon, he followed into 
the f Shannon afl 


and placed it on the parapet. (IF. B. Blake; 
see Navy Reports, 1865, pages 107 and fos.) 


r TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFIce oF THE LiIGHT-HovseE Boarp, 
Washington, D. C., July 11, 1892. 
Sir: The Board takes this occasion, upon your being detached from duty as 
inspector of the Thirteenth lighthouse rict, to express its appreciation of 
the very and efficient manner in which you have performed the 
duties of during the last three years, and to state that, should it be 
ble for you to serve under the again, it will be most agreeable. 
PER ” JAS. A. GREER, 


Rear-Admiral, U.S. N., Chairman. 
Lieut. Commander W. W. RHoapes, U.S. N., 
Inspector Thirteenth Light-House District, Portland, Oreg. 
the wid are spuay precedents for the allowance of the increase of pension to 


i 


tact that, ae your committee is reliably informed: Mes Tehantes hes bor 
little aside anton, by which to caaintein herself in qoasert, ond os 
years and able to do but little to aid in her support, 
respectfully recommended. 
Mr. Chairman, as I stated last Friday night, it is 
por me ag aly Bn increases of pensions, but it seems 
that the 0 ren in Committee of the 
turtle should draw the — enews - epene of a pension to 
eg e duty and the increase of pensions 
to the widows of soldiers. There is a law that fixes the pensions 


of the of the different soldiers of the Army and the Navy. 
There can, in the very nature of things, be no special reason why 
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one widow should have a pension larger than another of the same 
class, under the law, unless we are ready to go into the business 
of increasing the pensions of widows on account of their disabili- 
ties or their poverty. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit a 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. On Friday night last, as I see by the 
RECORD, on page 2288, the following occurred: : 

Mr. HuLL. A widow is pensioned on account of the service of her husband. 

Should we not make some distinction as to what the service has 
been? 

Mr. HULL. I suppose that the members of the House will 
agree with me in this, that there are hundreds and hundreds of 
officers who fought during the civil war, who were of the rank of 
lieutenant in the army or ensign in the navy, who performed 
brave and distinguished services in their different ranks. There 
is nothing in the career of this soldier that is specially distin- 
guished over his fellows. I am willing to concede that $25 a 
month will not support any widow in comfort. Iam willing to 
concede that it will not even purchase the necessaries of life, as 
one in that position would consider the necessaries of life. But I 
want to say that even $25 a month is much better than $8 a month, 
and in considering the question of widows it is certainly easy, Mr, 
Chairman, for this Congress to pass a general law, if the pensions 
are not sufficiently liberal, by which all widows will be advanced. 
The proposition of this bill is to make this pension $50 a month. 
If it was the case of a soldier before Congress showing that he 
was suffering from the results of disease or wounds, I should be in 
favor of giving this soldier $50 a month; but I want simply to 
preserve my consistency and to say that I, as an individual mem- 
ber of this House, will oppose the granting of large pensions to 
widows, no matter what may be the circumstances of a widow. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the com- 
mittee will excuse me for making a reference to a case with which 
I am somewhat familiar and have personal knowledge. My 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] has stated what perhaps may be 
true as a general principle, and it may be worthy of the attention 
of the House, but in this case I think there is something to be 
said that will even justify the gentleman from Iowa in supporting 
this bill. This officer started out as a volunteer inthe Navy. He 
was, during the entire war, a volunteer officer, and because of the 
valor, skill, and ability which he displayed was appointed in the 
Regular Navy, but he had to start in the lowest grade in the Navy. 
If he could have had the advantage of his volunteer service, he 
would have reached a grade that would have satisfied my friend 
[Mr. HULL] as to the justice of this pension. 1 think those who 
served as volunteers during the war and went into the Army or 
the Navy after the war, ought to have consideration for their serv- 
ices as volunteers. I do not care to enter into any particular ex- 
planation of the general services performed by this officer, but I 
will say that I had an opportunity to observe his services on one 
particular occasion where it cost a man something to be there, 
and within reach of the enemy’s guns. He was one of the officers 
who led in the assault by the Navy on the sea bastion at Fort 
Fisher; and there has never been in the history of war an incident 
where men were under a hotter fire or where men displayed 
greater valor than on that occasion. I will not now speak of the 
Army, but of the Navy, as [ had an opportunity to observe it. 

Mr. KEM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. KEM. Is it not true that there were hundreds and thou- 
sands of privates in the ranks in hot places during the war? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think there were. And do you 
know of mae in the ranks making special headway without 
commanding officers? 

Mr. KEM. No, sir; and I never knew of any officer making 
special headway where there was not a good private. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. And privates rendered good service 
because officers did their duty. 

Mr. KEM. I will ask the gentleman if he proposes, or if it is 
the proposition of this House, to pension the widow of every sol- 
dier who did a meritorious act in the war over and above that 
which she is entitled to have under the law? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. That question is not before the 
House, and when it is I will give an answer. 

Mr. KEM. That question is before the House, and that is the 
only question before the House. 

Mr. MOSES. Will you allow me aquestion? In order to ascer- 
tain the views of the gentleman from Nebraska, .I would ask him 
this question: Under the general pension laws I understand that 
you would give the same pension to all persons, without regard to 
rank? 

Mr. KEM. Why, certainly. 

Mr. MOSES. Have you introduced any such bill as that? 

Mr. KEM. I have not. 





Mr. MOSES. Why do you not do that? 
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Mr. KEM. The gentleman is asking a question that is not at all 
pertinent to what we are discussing. I want to say, Mr. Chair- 


man—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iwill hearthe gentleman through. 

Mr. KEM. I want to say that it is well known to the older 
members of this House that in a service of five years here I have 
not objected to the passage of a pension bill. It is well known 
here that { favor just and equitable pensions, and that I have a 
record of attending these Friday evening sessions which will com- 

re favorably with that of any gentleman on this floor for the 
fast five years. But it seems to me we have reached a point in this 
pension legislation when in justice to the widows of the privates 
who served in the ranks during the war this sort of legislation 
ought to cease. And I want to say that in my opinion the widow 
of an officer in the Army who did his duty is no better and is not 
entitled to any more consideration than the widow of a private 
who lay in the trenches and slept on brush and faced the enemy 
and took his fire and his shot. 

I say that there should be no distinction made here, and that the 
widow of a private in the ranks who did his duty is entitled to as 
much consideration as the widow of an officer who did his duty. 
Yet, notwithstanding this plain statement of common justice, this 
House is passing bills of this sort, discriminating against the 
widow of the private and in favor of the widow of the officer. 
And I say that the Republican party, if it persists in going on 
record in this way, will have to meet the widows of the common 
soldiers of this country in the near future upon this proposition, 
because it is coming upon every hand, all over this country, and 
the widows and the common soldiers will not quietly and supinely 
submit to this sort of legislation. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


mn? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I think I have pre- 
sented claims which will be satisfactory to this House. The serv- 
ice which this officer rendered as a volunteer and then commenc- 
ing at the bottom of the ladder in the Regular Navy fully justifies 
the recognition that is now proposed, and this bill ought to pass. 
His services were of peculiar merit, and I hope the House will 
gard the bill with favor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the House os this bill and it becomes a 
law and the pension is allowed, the payment. as I understand, is 
not from the Treasury of the United States, but from the prize 
fund created for the benefit of the Navy. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. That is the fact, and this officer 
served in a squadron that captured more prizes than any other 
during the war. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HELEN A. JACKMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4968) granting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, dependent daughter 
of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment of Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to 


on the Fray roll the name of Helen A. 
Jackman, Sees daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company 
I, Fourteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month, 
subject otherwise to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr.McCLELLAN. Let us have the report read, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. SuLLOWaAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4968) granting a sion to Helen A. Jackman, have carefully examined all 
the evidence case and eT report as follows: 

iam Js late first lieutenant Company I, Fourteenth Maine Vol- 
unteer Infantry, enlisted February 24, 1863, and was killed in battle at Win- 
chester, Va., Septem , 1864. widow, Nancy W. Jackman, was pen- 
sioned at $17 per month from the date of his death to December 12, 1892, the 

shown by the records Offi She 


date of her death, as by of the Pension Office. also re- 
eS for four minor children from July 25, 1866, until they severally 
me 


ars of 
The petitioner, H. en A. Jackman, was never on the pension roll, and has 
no title under existing law, as she was 16 years of age at the date of her 
father’s death. She however, as shown the evidence before your 
committee, an invalid, more he and t than her younger 
brothers and sisters who were The evidence shows that she is, 
onl claps See toes, eee ee ee 
ture © spine, which produces great deformity, and to some extent im- 
pairs the functions of the organs of respiration. Bhe is frail, very much 
tie wena Ca Pies enk teideaair pat ae 
or earn er own h 

The testimony of the selectmen of the town where lives shows that she 
has no property, and that her only income or means of support is the small 
te, he G 
in battle 


of $8 per month, which her Sta its du’ 
oy Be een rel cian eee 
— for the U: allows her. 

fh. LF month, which is less than she would receive 
under the general law if she had title thereunder. 
Your committee consider case as an eminently meritorious one and 
earnestly recommend the 


E 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 

to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
MICHAEL H, J. CROUCH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late of Company \, 
Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here},y, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Michael H. J. Crouch, lat. :} 
Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, on the pension ro|! .¢ 
$30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MILEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
5140) granting a pension to Michael H. J. Crouch, respectfully report as {,)} 


lows: 
The soldier is pensioned at $8, under the general laws, for fracture of |»; 
elbow. February 6, 1890, he filed a claim for additional pension on account «f 
hemorrhoids, as of service _ is was rejected vember 23, 1805, on 
the ground of “ No record or other satisfactory evidence of origin, and ¢1: (1) 
ant’s inability to furnish the evidence to establish his claim for «ai 
disability." On the same day a claim which was filed under the act of Jun. 
27, 1800, March 14, 1898, was rejected on the unds of ** No ratable disability 
under the act of June 27,1890." This re, on was based on a medical exn:))/ 
nation made by the Princess Anne (Md.) board of United States examining 
surgeons in November, 1893, more than two years ago, and at that time |\o 
was shown to have, in addition to the fracture of arm, for which he is })-1)- 
sioned at $8, both internal and external hemorrhoids, with congestion and py.- 
lapsus of the rectum. This disease of rectum was rated by one of the Wash. 
ington (D. C.) boards at twelve-eighteenths as long ago as Yoo. 

r. E. 8. Miles, on May 20, 1895, testified as follows: 

“I made an examination for him about three or four years ago and treat «| 
him for hemorrhoids. ln = before me May 15, 1895, and [ made 
another examination. F. him suff from same trouble in an 

ravated form, which prevents him from doing any hard work at all.” 


Se ber 4, 1895, he again testifies: 

“I find from the present examination that he isin a worse condition than 
when I first made my examination. The claimant &@ very bad case of 
hemorrhoids, which gives him a great deal of trouble and incapacitates him 
from all manual labor.”’ 


Claimant is now in the Maryland University Hospital under treatment 

Your committee are con from a careful consideration that a fu!! 
measure of justice has not been done the soldier by the rejection of his lain 
under act of June 27, 1890, and therefore recommend that the bill be amended 
by striking out, in line 6, the words “ thirty dollars” and inserting in jien 
thereof the words nan subject to the provisions and limitations of the act 
of June 27, 1890,”’ and that the bill as so amended do pass. 


The amendment of the committee, stated in the concluding 


paragraph of the rt, was read and agreed to. 
Rag bul as amen was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOOKER. I have a request to make. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be reported 
may be considered out of its regular order. 
. GIBSON. I object. 
Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will not object. 


the mere is read—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. -Let us have the report. 

Mr. GIBSON. I object. 

Mr. HOOKER. If, when the report is read, there is a single 
objection I will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Let us have the report, the right to ob)e«t 
ing reserved. 
oo of aan P - byes sie yper 
m of proceeding is to go on in er Of the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN . Objection is made. 


When 


5 


MARY B. HOUK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 2. 
4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary B. Houk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hervhy, 
directed to Mary B. Houk, widow of Col. Leonidas C. Houk, late colon:! 
of the Third Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $8) per 
month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HH. 2. 

-= granting an increase of pension to Mary B. Houk, respectfully report: 
facts in this case are as " ; 

B. Houk is the widow of Hon. Leonidas C. Houk, late colonel of | 

Third t of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and who died in May, |*''. 


chronic diarrhea e the time of his 
years, uence ot 

e in this sapaition he 
liquid to get which out of his stomach an 


. his weakness was such that he died of heart {«.! 
from his vomiting, but indirectly from the de!il'ty 


under general law, but her claim was 

her husband's death did not eee Srect'y + 7m 

. ereupon &)) 

Li Eo 


without means of than her own y labor. ae 
Mr. Hout lett no property exc an average amount of house furnitur 

years old, and no means of support, as the 

these circumstances the committee feel am: ustified in recom 

mending the passage of the bill to increase her i. ffom $a month to 


sentria eet tcosnmine te strike out “ fifty” 
” and insert “ thirty” was read. 


: 


* 











1896. 


MAN. Mr. Chairman, this seems to be a rather ex- 
eins report, and I ask the gentleman in charge of this bill to 
give us a little fuller explanation of the causes of death in this 






case. : , . 

N. I will state for the information of the gentle- 
ot Ge haan’ of Mary. B. Houk was Leonidas C. Houk, 
long a member of this House. He was for many years a sufferer 
from chronic diarrhea. I am personally familiar with the facts. 
Judge Houk was my law partner. When he was very much 
debilitated he, by accident, drank the contents of a tumbler sup- 

ed to contain water, but which, in fact, contained some dele- 
teriousdrug. To avert the injurious effect of this drug, an emetic 
was administered, which of course brought on violent vomiting, 
and in Judge Houk’s debilitated condition from chronic diarrhea, 
he being at the time scarcely able to go around, the shock to his 
system Was 8( ¢ that he died that night from heart failure, a 
few hours after taking the emetic. The direct cause of his death 
was heart failure, but the indirect cause was his debilitated con- 
dition. If he had been a robust, healthy man he could easily have 
relieved his stomach through the agency of the emetic. 
Judge Houk entered the Army as a quartermaster of the first 
regiment of Union soldiers that was raised in the State of Ten- 
nessee during the war of the rebellion. He afterwards raised the 
Third Tennessee Regiment, of which he was colonel. All that his 
widow asks is a colonel’s een. $30a month. She is not asking 
anything extra, but just that pension which the law allows to the 
widow of acolonel. This House has time and time again voted 
$50, and often $100, to the widows of colonels. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to; and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. 

ELIZA WILSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the my isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Wilson, widow of the 
late Nathaniel Wilson, late of Company M, Second Regiment Iowa Cavalry 
Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Feasions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


4265) granting a to ilson, have had the same under consider- 
ation and su the f report: 

Claimant filed her — for pension as dependent widow of Nathaniel 
Wilson, late private in Company M, Second Iowa Cavalry, which application 
has been re. the Pension Office on the unds that there was no 
pathol between the cause of death, as set forth in the return 
of 4. a! “ physician to the district court clerk, and the disabilities of 
service 0; 

Nathaniel Wilson, late husband of the claimant, died at Maquoketa, Iowa, 


on April 5, 1893. At the time of his death he was drawing a pension of $17 

r month, by virtue of pension certificate 172154, on account of chronic 

rrhea and resulting dyspepsia and debility and disease of the rectum. 

Now, it a the physician, Dr. D. 'N. Loose, who attended the sol- 
dier at the 6 of his death, was not the family physician, and in making 
a return of the death to the clerk of the district court, in accordance with 
the laws of Iowa, attributed the cause of death to Bright's disease of six 
months’ standing, and to an injury that he had received to his left hip by a 
fall on the sidewalk. 

The records on file show that said soldier on his return from the Army 
was conveyed in an ambulance, and his condition was such that he had to be 


carried into the house. His disease then was chronic diarrhea and dropsy. 
Pag later other diseases appeared, and he was greatly troubled with 


and bladder, which continued up to the time of his 
death. ryense prior to his death said soldier became terribly emaciated, 
so much so that the greater part of his time was nt in bed. For years 
before his death he had no control of his urine, and had to be changed very 

n. testimony shows that his kidney (isease was brought on by 
chronic diarrhea and resulted therefrom. Owing to his feeble condition his 
eyesight failed, and for years before his death he was nearly blind. The last 
rt of his life he could but totter around, some days better and some days 

bed, and could do no work, and Seared constant care andnursing. A few 
days before his death he seemed better than usual and walked out. In doing 
so he fell and fractured the femur of his left leg. 

. D. N. Loose, on whose certificate of death hinged the rejection of 
claimant's pension case, and which certificate, by the way, is said to be a 
mere form intended largely to show the date of death, su uently made 
affidavits to correct the error he had made, stating that the causes set forth 
wa only a portion of the complications which resu!ted in said soldier's 


Your committee are of Ro cptuien that said Dr. D. N. Loose made omis- 
sions in filling out the certificate of death of said soldier. The widow is now 


70 years old and ; she has spent thi ears of the best of her life i 
caring for a soldivr who was an ievalia Saris Uisenoes commencaed in 
the service, and she has, at the best, but a few more years to live. They 
therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
MARIA E. WILSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Pennsylvania Cavalry’ ey te ee ee oer tae 


Whereas a vacancy existed in the rank of captain of said Com M from 
September 19. 1864, and said Lieutenant Wilkos wasnext in rank and entitled 
Commissioned from and after said date, and his commission as such 


=> 
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captain, to date from September 19, 1864, was issued January 18, 1865, a date 
subsequent to his death, and by reason of his death prior to the issuance of 
such commission the Pension Office can not recognize his widow, Maria E. 
Wilson, as entitled toa pension by reason of her husband's death as of the 
rank of captain: Therefore 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. su t to the prov ns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria E. W n, widow of 
Matthew Wilson, late captain Company M, Fourteenth Pennsylva Cavalry 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $2) a month in Lot her present pen 
sion. And the sum of $1,119 is hereby appropriated, out any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of } ry said Maria 
E. Wilson the’arrears of pension due her since the oth d f Novem! Ist. 


The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1181) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria E. Wilson, as the widow ofa captain 
instead of first lieutenant, having carefully considered the evidence, respect- 
fully report: 

In a communication addressed to Hon. Frep T. Dusors, United Stat 
ate, under date of June 18, 189, Colonel Ainsworth, Chief of R 
sion Office, in referring to this claim, said: 

“Tam directed by the Secretary of War to inform you that the records of 
this Department show that although a vacancy as captain existed in Com- 
pany M, Fourteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, from September 19, 1864, the date 
of the rank given in the commission of Matthew Wilson, as of that grade, to 
November 5, 1864, the date of his death, he can not be recognized as a captain 
for the reason that his commission was not actually issued until January 18, 
1865, a date subsequent to that of his death. This case is one in which no 
relief can be afforded under existing :aw.”’ 

In a letter addressed to Hon. EpGAR WILSON, House of Repre 


s Sen- 
cord and Pen- 


tativea, by 


Colonel Ainsworth, under date of July 19, 1895, referring to this su ct. it is 
stated: 

“All the conditions that are essential for the recognition of Lieutenant 
Wilson under the law appear to be complete, except that, having died before 
a commission as captain was issued in his name, he was not ‘duly appointed 
and commissioned,’ as the act in question requires. It will be seen, therefore, 
that the only source of relief in this case, which is evidently a meritorious 


one, lies in further legislation by Congress.” 

The following affidavit by Col. James M. Schoonmaker, of the Fourteenth 
Pennsylvania Cavalry, with regard to this bill, is self-explanatory and shows 
the justness of the claim: 


‘COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Allegheny, ss: 


“James M. Schoonmaker, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: That 
Matthew Wilson, late of Company M, Fourteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry Vol- 
unteers, entered the service as second lieutenant in said company in 182; 
that December 31, 1862, he was made first lientenant: that August 27, 1863, he 
was taken prisoner at the battle of White Sulphur Springs, Va.; that there 
from until November 5, 1864, the date of his death, he was a prisoner of war 
in the enemy's hands; that I was colonel commanding the Fourteenth Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry at the battle of White Sulphur Springs, and prior thereto; 
that [ was well acquainted with Lieutenant Wilson and knew his record in 
the Army; that this record was first-class in every respect; that he rendered 
distinguished services on said battlefield, and was complimented therefor in 
the report of General Averell, who commanded the Union forces, as ‘amon 
those who particularly distinguished themselves in action for gallantry oak 
ability." (See War Records, volume 29, series 1, pages 38 and 30 

“That said Lieutenant Wilson served ten months in Libby Prison, was 
afterwards in prison at Macon, Ga., and Charleston, 8. ‘ that he escaped 
from prison at Charleston on the 30th day of October, 184, and died in the 
house of a colored man in the city of Charleston on November 5, 1864; that a 
vacancy existed in the rank of captain of said Company M on September 1, 
1864, and Lieutenant Wisson was next in rank and entitled to be commissioned 
ascaptain of said company on said last-mentioned date; that owing to no fault 
of Lieutenant Wilson's, but owing to delays incident to the issuance of haid 
commission, the same was not formally made out and executed until Janu 
ary 18, 1865, but that when it did issue said commission dated from Septem- 
ber 19, 1864, a date prior to the death of said Lieutenant Wilson; that said 
unfortunate delay in the issuance of said commission denied Lieutenant Wil- 


son his proper rank as captain and his widow the pension of that rank; that 
this has occasioned a manifest wrong and injustice to a worthy, valiant, and 


faithful officer, and denies to his widow that which in equity and good con- 


science is her due; that a bill (H. R. 1181) has been introduced by Mr. W1Lson 
of Idaho in the House of Representatives intended to correet this error and 
right this wrong. I have read said bill and am familiar with the contents 


thereof and know the equities which exist in this case, and 
nestly recommend the passage of said bill. 
“JAMES M. SCHOONMAKER 
“ Late Colonel Fourteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, 


therefore ear- 


“ Subscribed and sworn to before me this 6th day 
“ (SEAL. ] 


of January, 18% 
ROBERT C. MOORE 


Votary Public.” 


Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out all 
between the title and enacting clause. 

Strike out all after the word * pension,” in lin 
lowing: 

“ And that her pension be rated from the date of the soldier's death as the 
widow of a captain instead of first lieutenant.” 

That so amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, a word only in addition to 
what appears in thereport. I desire to read an extract from a let 
ter from Colonel Ainsworth, received since the report was prepared, 
and which adds some new evidence to that already in possession 
of the committee. He says: 

This case appears to be one that is peculiarly meritorious, because a cap- 
tain’s commission was actually issued for Lieutenant Wilson, who had been 
captured by the enemy, and he would undoubtedly have been mustered into 
the service as a captain if he had lived. 

It is shown further that he died inside the Confederate lines, in 
the State of South Carolina, while in hiding from the Confederate 
authorities, from whom he had made his escape. He died while 
in the house of a colored man in Charleston after his escape from 
the Confederate prison. 

The bill contemplates a correction of a mistake, and gives the 
widow what she would be entitled to receive as the wife of a cap- 
tain if he had lived to return to the Union lines. 


» 9, page 2, and add the fol 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this bill pre- 
sents several peculiarities, to which I desire to call the attention 
of the committee. 

In the first place it proposes to pension the widow of an officer 
at a rank that the officer never held and to which he was never 
commissioned, and to grant her a pension at a rank to which he 
was never mustered. Secondly, it makes the pension retroactive, 
making it date from the time of the soldier’s death instead of the 
date that this bill may possibly become a law. 

Certainly, in these several respects, the bill is contrary to any 
legislation which has ever been enacted by this House, or any other, 
so far as I know, in any previous Congress, and no reason has been 
given why these exceptions should be made in this case, or why 
either of the things proposed by the bill should be done. The 
soldier was unquestionably a good soldier; he did faithful serv- 
ice, and died while a prisoner of war; but there is nothing any- 


where in the papers to show that his command had the number of | 


gen, the maximum number, permitting him to be mustered; and 
as a matter of fact he never was mustered and never held the 
commission which it is claimed under this bill ought to regulate 
the amount of the pension to his widow. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman permit a single remark? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes. 

Mr.ANDREWS. The communication from Colonel Ainsworth 
states that he would have been mustered had it not been for the 
unfortunate circumstances connected with his death, dying as he 
did virtually a prisoner of war. And in view of all the facts set 
forth in the reports of the War Department, it occurs to me that 
the case as presented is so strong and so plain and the equities so 
great that any man who desires to do justice to the widow of a 
worthy soldier must give his voice and vote in support of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I thank the gentleman very 
much for his criticism, but there is nevertheless that state of 
affairs to which I have already referred. While Mr. Ainsworth 
points to the one reason mentioned in Colonel Schoonmaker’s 
affidavit, he does not state that the facts exist, and that this man 
could have been mustered as captain at any time. 

Again, this is not a very singular case; it is not a peculiar case. 
Hundreds of such cases exist allabout us. There were thousands 
of officers in the Army who were not mustered for identically the 
same reason, because their commissions were not issued in season 
for them to be mustered. Then, again, this pension makes it re- 
troactive, which is contrary to —— legislation in this House 
or in any previous Congresses, so far as I know. 

Now, ‘while on my feet in regard to this matter, I wish to state 
that I have had some calculations made in respect to the pensions 
and the pension bills pending before the House, and I find up to 
this date that there have been 446 bills introducad in the House 
to pension widows and women in some way related to soldiers, 
and that there are pension bills introduced to pension soldiers to 
the number of .679, making 1,125 in all; that the committee have 
reported bills in favor of pensioning widows to the number of 94, 
and soldiers to the number of 49. In other words, seven-twelfths 
of all the bills introduced here have been in favor of old soldiers, 
= two-thirds of the bills reported have been in favor of 
widows. 

Now, that is a state of affairs which Ido not believe this House, 
or the old soldiers, or the people of this country will justify. Out 
of the 679 cases of soldiers, there are unquestionably very many 
who present righteous claims, and I appeal to the committee to 
pick those out and bring them before this House. 

Mr. TALBERT. I understood the gentleman to say that no 
commission had ever been issued to Lieutenant Wilson as captain? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I said that no commission 
had ever been issued to him during his lifetime. 

Mr. TALBERT. There is an affidavit here of Colonel Schoon- 
maker, of the Fourteenth Pennsylvania Volunteers, which says 
that a vacancy existed in the rank of captain on September 19, 
1864, which was prior to the death of Lieutenant Wilson. As I 
understand, this bill only asks for the arrears of the difference be- 
tween the pension of a widow of a captain and a widow of a lieu- 
tenant. ow, it seems to me it has justice and merit in it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will look at 
the report he will see that the commission was issued in January, 
and dated back to September, while the soldier died in November, 

Mr. ANDREWS. That was the fault of the Government, 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BakKER] comes in with his weekly installment of advice to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. e is complaining now that the 
committee are reporting a large number of bills in favor of widows, 
and he wants to know why we do not bring inthe others. Letme 
inform the gentleman that the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
through the subcommittees into which it is divided, consider and 
bring in exactly the bills that the members of the House ask them 
to consider and bring in. We take up such bills as members say 
they want presented first. The members of the House make the 
choice of what bills shall be presented, 


| 


Marcu 6, 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman—— [Crieg 
of *‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

You will not get a vote any sooner when I have the floor by 
crying ‘‘ Vote!” This case comes exactly within the criticism 
which I have made, and shall continue to make so long as I at- 
tend these sessions of the House, and that is, that it is not based 
upon justice or right to the Union soldier or to the people; that 
it is contrary to all the precedents of the past in this, that it 
makes a pension retroactive; and that is done by the special 
amendment of the committee itself. As to the statement that 
these bills are passed upon by the committee at the request of 
members of this House, I wish to say that it seems to me that the 
Pensions Committee should adopt some rule which it can stand 
upon in regard to the consideration of these cases, and withstand 
the importunities of those who try to get special cases passed in 
a special way. I hope you will proceed in a straightforward line, 
and get the pensions of the old soldiers who deserve them passed 
as quickly as possible. There is not an old soldier who knows 
me who does not know that I am his friend. I stand here upon 
this floor as a friend of the pensioner, and I simply ask of the 
Committee on Pensions that they bring in bills to pension these 
old soldiers and let doubtful, unmeritorious cases remain in the 
committee, where they ought always to sleep. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon the motion that the 
bill be laid aside, to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I want to say that I am going to vote for this 
bill, but I want to call the attention of the other side to the fact 
that they are voting indirectly to grant back pensions here, some- 
thing that they have never done. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think not. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjectio .. the bill will be laid aside, 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, this measure— 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thereis no question beforethe House. The 
bill has been laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

And then, on motion of Mr, PICKLER, the committee rose; and 
Mr. HepsurnN having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 
Mr. Grosvenor, Chairman of the Committee of the Who!e House 


/on the Private Calendar, reported that that committee had had 


under consideration the bills H. R. 1104, 2320, 2605, 5140, 4606, and 
1181, and had recommended said bills to be favorably reported to 
the House with amendments thereto; also that the committee 
had had under consideration the bills H. R. 3216, 3749, 4968, and 
4265,and had directed him to report the same favorably to the 
H 


ouse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o'clock and 30 
minutes having arrived, under the rule the Chair declares the 
House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock m, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs proposing cer- 
tain legislation in behalf of certain Chippewa Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Benjamin F. Owen against The United States—to the Committce 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. ve 

Aletter from the a Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of State asking for an appro- 
priation for the employment of a watchman to care for the monu- 
ment now being erected at the birthplace of Washington—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ' 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting additional estimates of appropriations for the use of the 
War Department for the ensuing Fiscal year—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a report 
of the disbursements for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1596, under 
the provisions of the act of Congress of July 2, 1862—to the Com- 
mittee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the Inspector-General, with appendixes thereto, of an inspection 
of several branches of the National Home for the Disabled olun- 
teer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, 
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F COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
SarcEts < RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 20f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: | ; 

Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 818) to provide 
for the care and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
649); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1708) to establish a mil- 
itary post at or near Des Moines, Iowa, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 655); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PITNEY, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5563) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate and improve the civil 
service of the United States,” reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 664); which said bill and re- 

rt were referred to the House Calendar. 





Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1448) to 


withdraw from the Supreme Court jurisdiction of criminal cases | 


not capital and confer the same on the circuit courts of appeals, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 666); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5682) | No. 85, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, 


to prevent the purchasing of or speculating in claims against the 
Federal Government by United States officers, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 671); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bil! (H. R. 997) for the relief of Michael Kries. (Report No. 650.) 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 3582) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Henry H. Bailey. (Report No. 651.) 

The bill (H. R. 1175) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Nicholas Swingle. (Report No: 652.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Commitee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer 
C. McCuskey. (Report No. 653.) 

The bill (H. R. 365) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 
Johnson. (Report No. 654.) 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 3514) granting an honorable discharge to John J. 
Johnson. (Report No. 656.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R.3152) granting a pension to Charlotte A. 
Welton. — No. 657.) 

By Mr. LE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3890) granting a pension to George William Hodgdon. 
(Report No. 658.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6808) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd. (Re- 


port No. 659. 

By Mr. DREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill = R. 3306) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy. 
(Report No. 660.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 6466) to increase the pension of George V. 


Barnard. cnaken No. 661.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3877) granting a pension to Henderson Marple. 
(Report No. 662. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 3671) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
cae of Anthony O’Grady, alias John Davis. (Report 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: The bill (S. 1106) to place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. 

der Stewart Webb on the retired list of the United States 
Army. ( No. 665.) 

B a - _—— the Commitics on Ravens Pensions: a 

. R. 435 nting a pension to Mrs. Mary Goulc 

Carr, widow of the late Bri vt 5 


United States Volunteers, deceased. 


(Report No. 667.) 
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of Louisville, Ky. 





. and Byt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, 
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The bill (H.R.4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh. 
(Report No. 668.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 4721) granting an increase of pension to Orleina J. Clark, 
' (Report No. 669. ) 

By Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The Dill 
(H. R. 1599) granting a pension to Phoebe M. Woolley Palmeter. 
(Report No. 670.) 


>) 


wt 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 6937) granting a con- 


demned cannon to McPherson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 


No. 4, Independence, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6938) to permit the Home 
Telephone pee and of Washington, D. C., to install, maintain, 


and operate a telephone and telegraph plant and exchange in the 


District of Columbia, and for other purposes 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 6939) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for the care of dependent children in the 
District of Columbiaand to create a bourd of children’s guardians,” 
approved July 26, 1892—to the Committee on the District 
lum bia. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6940) to provide for the improve- 
ment of the Tennessee River and some of its tributaries in Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H.R. 6941) donating 
a condemned cannon and some shells to the John S. Marsh Post, 


to the Committeé 


of Co- 


at Redwood Falls, Minn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 6983) to grant all of the 
public lands in Alabama to the State for the use of the State nor- 
mal schools, University of Alabama, and agricultural experimental 
schools in Alabama—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6993) for the improvement 
of Grays Harbor, in the State of Washington—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 26) to print additional copies of Bureau of Education cir- 
culars of information relating to Thomas Jefferson and the Uni- 
versity of Virginia—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 27) to print 
additional copies of Bureau of Education circular of information 
relating to Benjamin Franklin and the University of Pennsylva- 
nia—to the Committee on Printing. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 6632) to increase the pension of Mrs. Matilda 
Johnson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4856) granting an increase of pension to John 


| Walters—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 6942) granting pension to Sarah 
Crippen, as dependent mother—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ALDRICH (by request): A bill (H. R. 6943) for the relief 
of Sarah Friedman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H.R. 6944) granting a pension 
to John J. Lockrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6945) for the relief of G. W. Seaman, late post- 
master at Red Mountain, Colo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H.R. 6946) granting a pension to 
Maria Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6947) to remove _ charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles H. Rdllins—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. } 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6948) |for the relief of H. T. Cox— 
to the Committee on War Claims. / 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6949) granting a/pension to Mary Chambers, 
of Scott County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6950) for the rdlief of the heirs of W. H. H. 
Price, deceased—to the Committee/on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6951) to grant a pension to Dicy Jones, of 
Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Ales, a bill (H. R. 6952) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E.Cox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLLLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6953) grant- 
ing a pension to Edmund C. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 6954) granting a pension to 
Lucinda Andrews, of Essex, Vt.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 6955) for the relief of Sergt. 
James W. Kingon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6956) to complete the 
military record of William S. Russell, late fifth sergeant of Com- 

y C, Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the 
ea mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HERMANN. A bill (H. R. 6957) increasing the pension 
of Charles D. Miller, of Company D, Capt. W. H. Rodgers, Pow- 
~ 's Battalion, Missouri V olunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ersions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 6958) for the relief of Michael 
Naugle—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R.. 6959) for the relief of William M. Schrock— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 6960) for the relief of Don 
Carlos Buell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill >. R. 6961) to pension Cecilia Dougherty, 
widow of John Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIRKPA RICK: A bill (H. R. 6962) granting a pension 
to Dennis B. Sanford—to ~— Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6963) a cae to Deborah Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6964) ease om a t pension to Zebediah Robert- 
son—ito the Committee on Invali 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6965) erngendente®. B. Limbocker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6966) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. March—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6967) ) gran ting a pension to William T. Buck- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6968) granting a pension to John Carr—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6969) to remove the charge of desertion 

—— George C, Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 





‘ia a bill (H.R. 6970) granting a persion to James W. Dot- 

son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6971) nting a pension to Mary E. Buck- 
lew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 6972) granting an increase of 
pension to David J. Neuman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill = R. 6973) granting a pension to Mrs. ‘Sarah A. 
<2 on—to the Committee on —_— Pensions. 

y Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 6974) granting a pension to 
Amanda E. McQuiddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief of Benjamin 
J. Roberson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Benjamin J. Roberson— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 6977) granting a pension to Isa- 
dora N. Towle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 6978) mting an increase 
. pension to Mary Von Kusserow—to the ittee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 6979) for the relief of 
JM. Carney, of Franklin County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 

ims. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 6980) ting a pension to 
Bettie W. Pace—to the Committee on Invalid P Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill a R. 6981) for the relief of 
Kate Winter—to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


record of John Sn: Suyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
oe BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 6984) to corsect the mili- 
ee a rR a Ey 


‘a bill (H. R. 6985) to correct the naval record of Robert A. 
mined te the Committee on Navai Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6986) for the relief of the trustees 
of Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Syracuse, Mo.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. ae @ pension to 
Wi ee ee Pensions. 

By Mr. G N: A bill H. R. O08) for the relief of Sarah E. 
Massey, of Sevier County, Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. WOOD: 5 &. R. 6989) to increase the of 
thin BARTHOLDE. Committee on Invalid 


Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 6990) granting a pen- 
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sion to Henrietta Gottweis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen. 
sions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A eos . R. 6991) to pension Mary E. Dau} 
erty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6992) for the relief of R. A. Driskill—to th 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following iene and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of John M. Wakley, asking for fay ;r- 
able action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, ADAMS: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Bee Keep. rs 
Association, in favor of the passage of a joint resolution to appro- 

riate money to print 5,000 copies of Mr. Frank Benton's Honcy- 

book—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petitions of T. W. Sinithson & Co.. E. J. Ban- 
man, and Davis D. Thorp & Son, asking for fav orable action 
House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. AVERY: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Sarah Crippen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensivys, 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Remonstrance of John T. Wood and 51 
other citizens of Town Bluffs, Wis.; also remonstrance of Genous 
Evans and 103 others, of Star, Wis.; also remonstrance of R. L. 
Bohn and 73 others, of Sauk County, Wis.; also remonstrance of 
R. P. Nelson and 79 others, of Crawford County, Wis.; also re- 
monstrance of W. H. Pearsoll and 53 others, of roy, Wis.: also 
yon nin hapa of R. ae ee and 88 others of Baraboo, W is., 
against the passage of t oint resolution proposing an amend. 
ment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, 13 petitions, containing a total of 173 names of citizens of 
Washington, D. C., urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ [\, 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and opposi 
the extension of the tracks of said company until its existing |i: 
are modernly — and operated—to the Committee on th 18 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of C. J. Ninman, asking for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pos t- 


Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions su ted by Albert P. 
Schack, of Denver, Colo., for Cuban independence—to the (o1- 
mittee on Foreign ‘Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Ouray, Colo., respecting the treat- 
ment of the Armenians by the Turkish Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

— petition - ——— of Pueblo, re ome: avor- 
ing the ° Stone immigration —to the Committee 
on Rondimalion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of E. A. Gullion, asking for favoralle 
action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Uttice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Bee Keepers’ Assovia- 
in of Philadelphia, Pa., asking ess to appropriate the 
necessary funds to pa, for the issne of 5,000 copies of Mr. Frank 
Benton’s book on the Honeybee—to the Committee on Printing 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of Perry L. Powers, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Pos! 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Papers to accompany House bill to re 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Charlvs 
H. Rollins—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bi nting a pension to 
Maria —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 36 citizens of Lancaster, Pa.. in 
favor of amending the preamble of the Constitution of the Unite! 
States—to the Committee on the casein 

Also, petition of Bain om. 0. 231, Order United 
American Mechanics, indo: the Stone immigration bill—to 


Immigration and Naturalization. 
| Mr. BULL: Petition of the Providence Washington Insur- 
re Providence, R. L.; also resolutions of the Board 
of T Trade of vidence, 


R. L, asking for ms appropriation for 
wilsning the stone teeigveme Seaconnet ode Island- 
the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Protests of certain citizens 0! 
’ - Janesville, State of Wisconsin. 
to the Constitution providing f.' 
the United 


oO 





on 
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asking vorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Com- 
mittee = Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOVENER (by request): Petition of George W. Phil- 
lips and 14 others, of McKim, W. Va., proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
7 Mr. EDDY: Resolutions of the Civil Engineers’ Society of 
St. Paul, Minn., asking for the appointment of a civil engineer on 
the commission of public architecture—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of H. M. Gwan, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 


and Post-Roads. ee 2 
Also (by request), tion of Paul M. Moore, asking for favor- 
An ill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post- 


able nm on House 
Office and Post-Roads. a! 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of Harmony 
Council, A.O. U.M., of Springfield, Mass., in favor of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 

ion, 
my Mr. HARMER (by request): Twelve petitions of citizens of 
Washington, D. C., urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, rel- 
ative to the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of 250 members of Lodge No. 100, Order Sons of 
St. phia, Pa., indorsing the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of Horace L. Martin and Buya P. 
Smith, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN: Memorial of Grace Council, No. 147, 
Daughters of Liberty, unanimously indorsing the Stone immigra- 
tion the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Petition of Carleton College and stu- 
dents and citizens of Northfield, Minn., relating to the Turko- 
Armenian question—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lesueur County, Minn., praying for 
the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICE: Petition of Tom C. Pettit, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of H. E. Reeves, E. E. Sanderson, B. F. 
Grove, Harvey Abbott, J. C. Stapleton, W. S. Cremer, and 60 
other citizens of Saxton, Pa., praying for restricted immigration 
and the enactment of the William A. Stone bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of E. P. Harn, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of C. Y. Smith, P. H. Davis, and 19 
other citizens of Elkton, Todd County, Ky., for the relief of the 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

S: Remonstrance of F. F. Morgan, of Cumber- 

200 others, against the passage of the joint reso- 

an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
ittee on the Judiciary. 


States—to the 
By Mr. KERR: Petition of F. A. Rowley, asking for favorable 


action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. KULP: Resolutions passed by the Shamokin (Pa.) city 


council, in behalf of the belligerent rights of Cuba—to the Com- 

citizens cf Rebuck, Pa., against the sectarian 

Indian appropriation bill; also petition 

the amendment to the Constitu- 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petition of Engle & Son and George W. Friend, 


House bill No. 4566—to the Com- 

on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
C. Johnson and 100 other citizens of 
passage of the free-home bill—to the 
Petition of Beacon Light Council, No. 52, 
of the passage of the Stone immi- 
ttee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


of Post, No. 451, Grand Army 

Bluff City, also of McGorney 

356, Army of of Clear Water, 
petition of citizens of Barton County, Kans., asking 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the ittee on In- 


Mr. LOUD: Petitions of W. Thomas Thom- 
G. E. Taylor, O. P. Finthowser, We i uy Wek Finch, 


Err tes 


Ee 
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and others, publishers, praying for favorable action on House bill 
No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of (ieorge W. Schoch, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of T. F. Poynter 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of Edward Meagher, John J. Boe- 
ger, Charles Dana, Andrew S. Sine, R. M. Sanders, and Peter 
Meagher, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of Andrew Tesdall, Walt. 
Older, and 75 other citizens of Brunswick, Nebr., for the construe- 
tion of a railroad from Sioux City, Iowa, in a southwesterly direc- 
tion to a point on the main line of the Union Pacific Railway at 
or near North Platte, Nebr.—to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petitions of 38 citizens of Clio, Ohio; 158 citi- 
zens of Ray, Ind.; 33 citizens of Steuben, N. Y.; 63 citizens of 
Burtville, Pa.; 60 citizens of Lenoro, Tenn.; 18 citizens of Boston, 
Mass.; 54 citizens of Livermore, Pa.; 33 citizens of New Orleans, 
La.; 104 citizens of Rosemark, Tenn.; 17 citizens of Congonity, 
Pa.; 32 citizens of Sparta, [ll.; 102 citizens of Kingman, Kans.: 42 
citizens of Roxbury, Mass.; 50 citizens of Hillsdale, lowa; 165 citi- 
zens of Fairpoint, Ohio; 50 citizens of Gaithersburg, Md.; 34+ citi- 
zens of Vernon, Wis.; 68 citizens of Harmon, Colo.: 30 citizens of 
Mount Jackson, Pa.; 64 citizens of Pinehill, Ohio; 116 citizens of 
Theakleville, Pa.; 45 citizens of Knoxville, Ohio; 36 citizens of 
Canonsburg, Pa.; 69 citizens of Butler, Pa.; 253 citizens of Etam, 
W. Va., and 505 citizens of Armstrong County, Pa., praying for 
the recognition of God in the preamble of the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTEY: Resolutions of Randolph-Macon College, urging 
the establishment of a permanent court of arbitration between 
Great Britain and the United States—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petitions of Liberty Council, No. 15, Newton 
Council, No. 20, and Dover Council, No. 6, Order United American 
Mechanics, of the State of New Jersey, in favor of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of the White Ribbon Women, 
signed by Frances E. Willard, president, L. M. N. Stevens, vice- 
president. at large, Katharine L. Stevenson, corresponding secre- 
tary; Clara C. Hoffman, recording secretary, Frances E. Beau- 
champ, assistant recording secretary, and Helen M. Barker, 
treasurer, asking for arbitration between England and the United 
States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petition of 35 members of Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., asking for favorable 
action on the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, in favor of the construction of a new custom-house in 
New York City on the present site—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RANEY: Petition of citizens of the Thirteenth Con- 
gressional district of Missouri, asking certain immigration legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Thirteenth Congressional district 
of Missouri, asking certain pension legislation—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petitions of Fredonia Council, No. 41, and 
Rehef Council, No. 47, Order United American Mechanics; also, 
petition of West Philadelphia Lodge, No. 4, A. P. A., in favor of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolutions of Francis S. 
Long Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Willimantic, Conn., 
in favor of a service pension of not less than $8 per month to all 
honorably haved soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Protest of M. F. Stillman and 76 
citizens.of Madison, Wis., against the joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of [lion Lodge, No. 56, Order 
United American Mechanics, for the passage of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Rowell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Waterville, N. Y., relative to a design for the American flag—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Frankfort and Verona, N. Y., protesting against the sale of beer 
to ete the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization, 


, asking for 
to the Committee on the 
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Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Verona, N. Y., protesting against the sale of beer at certain mili- 
tary posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Clark Briggs, the Utica Deutsche Zeitung Com- 

any, and J.B. & H. B. Sykes, asking for favorable actionon House 
Bint o. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 4758, to 
correct the military record of William R. Cox, private Company 
> so etna Indiana Regiment—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Commer- 
cial Club of Superior, Wis., relative to reorganizing and adjust- 
ing the affairs of the Union Pacific Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Also, protests of 56 citizens of Spencer, 19 citizens of Merritt, 
82 citizens of the State of Wisconsin, 51 citizens of Halder, 110 
citizens of Loyal, 87 citizens of Knowlton, 86 citizens of Dancy, 31 
citizens of Wausau, 40 citizens of Moon, 168 citizens of Lena, 111 
citizens of Underhill, 75 citizens of Pound, and 55 citizens of 
Eland, all of the State of Wisconsin, against an amendment to the 
Constitution to recognize Almighty God as the source of all power 
and authority in civil government—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. A. & H. H. Hartson, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of Esser & Schaal and 
J. W. Barnhart, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHAnLES W. STONE: Protests of citizens of Mount 
Jewett, Pa., — the sectarian appropriations of the Indian 
appropriation bill; also, petitions urging the passage of joint reso- 
lution amending the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TURNER of Georgia (by request): Petition of John A. 
Cox and 52 others, of Irwin peer Ga., praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution acknowledging Almighty God—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of John W. Greer, asking for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of farmers residing in the vicinity 
of Brighton, Mo., asking for seeds from the Agricultural Depart- 


ment—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VAN VOORBHIS: Petition of T. B. Mendenhall and 49 
other citizens of Ohio, asking favorable consideration of House 
bill No, 2626—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Valley Council, No. 78, Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, located at Cumberland, Ohio, urging the 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Henry J. Martin and 20 citizens of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the recognition of God in the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of E. B. Hutchison and John M. Amos & Sons, 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Washington Camp, No. 267, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, located at bridge, Pa., hav- 
ing a membership of 48, indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of citizens of Dewitt County, 
Tll., praying that a law be enacted granting each Union soldier, 
sailor, and marine held by the enemy as a prisoner at any time 
during the war of the rebellion a per diem pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 6489, to grant a pen- 
sion to Samuel L. Busick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 6488, for the relief of 
John B, Ford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, March 7, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. Covupen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
on from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
‘ollows: 
A bill (8.306) for the relief of Thomas Chambers—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


MARCH 7, 


A bill (8.72) for the relief of Charles P. Choutean, survivor of 
Chouteau, Harrison & Valle—to the Committee on War Claims 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of th, 
a. to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8. 518) for the relief of Julia A. Humphries—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (5. 1183) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows—to the Com. 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1464) for the relief of the estate of Michael Knight—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (8. 74) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, Shelby 
County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1085) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8.92) for the relief of Calvin Gunn—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1578) for the relief of Dr. 8. A. Brown—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 895) for the relief of Christopher Ellis—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1180) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, deceased, 
$48,858.03 for labor and material furnished for the gunboat /ol- 
phin—to the Committee on Claims. 
on bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley—to the Committee on 

aims. 

A bill (S. 66) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8.347) to remove the charge of desertion and grant an 
honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Sceckel—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (5.533) for the relief of Sidney W. Moss, of Oregon City, 
Oreg.—to the Committee on Claims. 

‘A bill (8. 532) for the relief of H. W. Shipley—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 1820) for the establishment of a light-house and fog 
signal at or near Point Arguello, California—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes ”’—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (8S. 738) authorizing the establishment of a pier-head light 
at or near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 792) for the relief of Wells C. McCool—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1748) to establish an additional land office in the State 
of Montana—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill(S. 1380) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, as- 
signees of Addison C. Fletcher—to the Committee on Claims. 


DISTRIBUTION OF MEDALS AND DIPLOMAS OF WORLD'S COLUMBIAN 
COMMISSION. 


Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to report Senate joint resolution 78, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to distribute the medals and 
diplomas awarded by the World’s Columbian Commission to the 
exhibitors entitled thereto, and to ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the poenenry be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to distribute the medals and diplomas of the World's Columbian 
E tion to the several exhibitors entitled thereto, as designated and certi- 
fied by the report of the executive committee on awards to the Bureau of 

vi Printing and the Bureau of the Mint, and to this end the Sec- 

method, owen cay end = agence, 

‘or ribution of sai 

and diplomas. But in case any of the exhibitors can not be found who 

may be entitled to medals and di then, in every such case, such meals 

di shall be retained by the tary of the Treasury until they 

for by the exhibitors entitled thereto, or by persons authorized to 

ve the same. And the said Secretary in the distribution of the meals 

and diplomas may transmit the same through the mails free of Charge. And 

the sum nf $15,000 is hereby apereertens, out of any moneys in the Treasury 

not oth appropriated, for of out this resolution, 

and for the hereof the ma porarily employ, 

under such Aegulations as he peat poceerms, the force now engaged in the 

Bureau of meer Printing in connection with the preparation of said 

dipl or so m of said force as may be necessary, said appropriation to 
be tely available. ; yf 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? fo ge a pause. e Chair hears none. 
The question is on the of the Senate resolution. 
has been engrossed 


by the Senate and the engrossed copy is not at 
the desk. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. S , I would say that that resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, and on yesterday the 
reference was changed. I have that resolution in my committee 
room, if it is desired, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please send for it, as it is 


copy. : 
Or ITNEY. Is there any objection to considering it and hav- 


ing the RECORD changed if any error is found in the printed copy? 


posed the engrossed copy was upon the table. 
7 e SPEAKER. Peenage the matter can be suspended until 


qromet copy is founc 
oe AYERS. I ask that the matter be suspended until the 
resolution can be found. 

e SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the joint resolution 
will be laid aside informally until the engrossed copy is found. 


uently, 

The SPEAKER said: The engrossed copy has been found, and 
the Clerk will now report the resolution. 

The resolution was again awe . 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PITNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


FREE AND ACCEPTED MASONS OF INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5633) to en The Most 
Worshipful Grand Lodge of Ancient Free and Accepted Masons 
of Indian Territory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Joseph Samuel Murrow, of Atoka; Patrick Joseph 
e, of Muscogee; Harvey Lindsey, of Checotah; Edmond Henry Doyle, 
of South McAlester; Florian Haraden Nash, of Fort Gibson; John Rennie, of 
Lehigh; Leo Edmond Bennett, of Muscogee; Andrew Hardy, of Ardmore; John 
Coyle, of Bailey; Silas Armstrong, of Grand River; Henry Clay Nash, of Ant- 
lers, and James Jackson McAlester, of McAlester, all in the Indian Territory, 
being permanent members and officers of The Most Worshipful Grand Lodge 
of Ancient Free and Accepted Masons of Indian Territory, and their success- 
ors, be, and they are hereby, incorporated and made a Prat politic and cor- 
rate in the Indian Territory, by the name and title of ** The Most Worship- 
Fa Grand Lodge of Ancient and Accepted Masons of Indian Territory,” 
and by that name it may sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded,in any 
court of law or equity,and may have and use a common seal and change the 
same at pleasure, spa be entitled to use and exercise all the powers, rights, 
and priv within the Indian Territory incidental to fraternal and benev- 
olent corporations within the State of Arkansas, as provided by sections 1023 
to 1034, inclusive, of chapter 29 of Mansfield’s Digest. 

Sec. 2. That the said corporation shall have the same power to take, acquire, 
and hold real and personal estate, not exceeding in value $100,000, which shall 
not be divided ome Se members of the corporation, but shall descend to 
their successors for promotion of the benevolent and fraternal purposes 


on. 

SE. 3. tall claims, accounts, debts, things in action, pr other matters 
of business of whatever nature now existing for or against the present 
Grand catee ot Ancient Free and Accepted hMesene of Indian Territory, 
mentioned in section 1 of this act, shall survive and succeed to and against 
the body corporate and politic hereby created: Provided, That nothing con- 
tained shall be construed to extend the operation of any law which 
provides for the extinguishing of claims or contracts by limitation of time. 

Sec. 4. That said corporation shall have a constitution, and shall have 
power to amend the same at pleasure: Provided, That such constitution or 
amendments thereof do not conflict with the laws of the United States now 
or hereafter we bayet in force in said Territory. 

Sxc. 5. corporation shall have power to provide in its constitu- 
tion for, and to organize and charter constituent 1 x thereof within the 
Indian Terri , which ee shall be branches of the parent body, but 
without power in themselves. 

Sxc. 6. That said corporation shall not engage in any business for gain, the 
purposes of said corporation being exclusively fraternal and benevolent. 

Sxc. 7. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause. } e Chair hears none. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Insert the word “same” before the word “ power,” in line 1, section 2, and 
the words “as citizens of the United States " after the words “ power afore- 






The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
aoe -° Gees tee to be Sarees Oe a third 
g; an , it was accordingly read the third 

time, and passed ee 


On motion of Mr. STEPHENSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
WILLIAM B, ISAACS & CO, 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 1524) to execute the 
of the Court of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs 


F 


& Co. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit etc., That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay to William B. Isaacs & Goan of any sneney 
in the not othe: appropriated, the sum of $16,987, the same be- 

the amount found by the Court of Claims to be the proportionate part 

when taken by the United States, to the Bank of gina of cer- 

coin taken ion of by the United States on or about the 23d 

st August, A.D. and which coin has ever since been, and now is, held 

Petes States, and to which moneys, by the of said court, the 

said B. Isaacs & Co. are now, in law and justice, entitled as as- 

the said of the Court of Claims having made ina pro- 

thold day of Janvary AD. Inst (roleme oe Untied Bone ston eae 
to in said court against the United States. 
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The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
what this is. 

Mr. SWANSON, I will make a statement in regard to it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want to interpose an objection 
to considering this bill at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


I reserve the point of order until I can hear 


THE DEATH PENALTY. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Speaker, moved by the pressure of 
many eminent gentlemen here, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 878) ‘‘to reduce the 
cases in which the penalty of death may be inflicted.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases where the accused is found guilty of 
the crime of murder or of rape under sections 5339 or 5345, Revised Statutes, 
the jury may qualify their verdict by adding thereto “ without capital pun- 
ishment”; and whenever the jury shall return a verdict qualified as afore- 
said the person convicted shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor 
for life. 

Sec. 2. That except offenses mentioned in sections 1542, 1624, 5539, and 5345, 
Revised Statutes, when a person is convicted of any offense to which the 
ponienenens of death is now specifically affixed by the laws of the United 
States, he shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for life, and when 
any person is convicted of an offense to which the punishment of death, ora 
lesser punishment, in the discretion of the court, is affixed, the maximum 
punishment shall be imprisonment at hard labor for life 

Sec. 3. That the punishment of death prescribed for any offense specified 
by the statutes of the United States, except in sections 1342, 1624, 5339, and 
545, Revised Statutes, is hereby abolished, and all laws and parts of laws 
inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 4. That nothing herein contained shall apply to or in any way affect 
any proceeding or indictment now found or pending or that may be found 
for any offense committed before the passage of this act, and all offenses 
committed before the passage of this act shall be punished under the laws 
then in force: Provide Z That juries may return qualified verdicts in such 
cases according to the provisions of section 1 of this act, and the sentences 
shall be imposed as therein provided. 


The SPEAKER, 
tion of this bill? 
Mr. BARRETT. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Committee on Agriculture, 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Agriculture beg to report back to the House the Agri- 
cultural appropriation bill with the recommendation that the House concur 
in the Senate amendments numbered 3, 7,8, 11, 12, 16,18, 20,21, 22, 25, 27, 28, 20, 30, 
81, 32, 36, 42, 44, 45, 47, 48, 49, 51, and 52and nonconcur in all the others, and ask 
the appointment of a committee of conference with the Senate. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments indicated in the report just sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if it will not inconvenience the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, I should be glad if 
he would make an explanation of the amendments that we are 
asked to concur in. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will give the gentleman the details if 
he desires them. The first amendment, numbered 3, im which we 
recommend concurrence, is simply a correction of a typographical 
error. The word ‘‘four” was left out by inadvertence. The 
amendment is found on page 2, line 23, of the printed bill. The 
next is on page 4, line 13, which is a mere change in the wording 
of the bill. On page 6, line 13, the amendment numbered 11, we 
agree to an increase of the amount for the Division of Chemistry 
from $5,000 to $10,000, making the total appropriation for that 
division $17,000 instead of $12,000. On page 7, line 22, we agree 
to one assistant chief for the Bureau of Animal Industry, at a sal- 
ary of $2,500. That is the item that was stricken out in the House 
on a point of order. For botanical investigations we agree to an 
increase from $10,000 to $15,000, and in the laboratory department 
of the agricultural Division of Chemistry we agree to an increase 
of $2,500. We agree to a change in the phraseology of the bill in 
the Division of Forestry Investigations, adopting the wording of 
the old bill instead of the language in the bill as reported by the 
committee. Theother agreements are notatall important. They 
relate to changes of language and not of amounts, until we reach 
the irrigation item on page 17, amendment 38. The House in- 
serted an appropriation of $15,000 ‘“‘to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to continue the collection of information as to the best 
modes of agriculture by irrigation.” The Senate strikes that out 
and inserts a provision to enable the Director of the United States 
Geological Survey to continue gauging the streams and determin- 
ing the water supply of the United States, etc., $4,500, to be 
immediately available. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I get from a member of the 
committee near me the purport of the amendments, so I do not ask 
the chairman to continue his explanation further. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to know what they propose to do 
with that irrigation item, 


Is there objection to the present considera 


I object. 
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Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Under this amendment, if the House 
agrees to it, will any part of the money be spent for irrigation 
investigations in western Kansas, or is it left wholly to the Geo- 
logical Survey to determine where the money shall be spent? 

r, WADSWORTH. I will read the gentleman the language 
of the Senate provision. It is as follows: 

Geological Survey: To enable the Director of the United States Geological 
Surver $ continue gauging the streams and determining the water supply 
of the United States, including the investigation of underground currents 
and artesian wells in arid and semiarid sections, to June 30, 1896, $4,500, to be 
immediately available. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I understand from that it leaves the 
matter wholly to the discretion of the Geological Survey? The 
House amendment provided that the $15,000 be spent in behalf of 


irrigation. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is left to the Geological Survey. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the House agree to that? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The committee recommend agreement 
to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Would it not be advisable to recom- 
mend nonconcurrence and have a conference on the subject? In 
that way the House amendment may be restored. While we have 
no objection to the Senate amendment, yet we should insist on the 
restoration of the provision placed in the bill by the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will say to the gentleman that, as I 
understand it, that item as passed by the Senate was satisfactory 
to the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. BLUE, and also to the gentle- 
man from Kansas, Mr. Lona..: 

Mr. BLUE. Not with the House provision left out. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I think the gentleman will find that 
the Kansas delegation are not satisfied to have it take the place 
of the provision placed in the bill by the House and stricken out 
by the Senate. 

Mr. LONG. Iwas not willing that that Senate provision should 
be adopted in place of the House provision, but I did not object to 
it in addition to the House provision. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ibeg the gentleman’s pardon, I thought 
the members from Kansas were satisfied with the provision as 
amended by the Senate. 

Mr. BLUE. If the gentleman will permit me to interru _, 

re- 
Sn 
along the lines of 


I will say that what we wish in this matter is that there 
main in this bill a distinct recognition of the right of the 
tural Department to continue to investigate 
—— whatever may be added. 


| KLER. That is right. 

Mr. BLUE. This Senate amendment leaves out irrigation en- 
tirely. We are willing that that Senate provision shall stay in 
the bill for the purpose of enabling the ye pres Survey to con- 
tinue the gauging of the waters that fall and flow into the streams 
in that region and elsewhere, as we understand that this appro- 
priation of $4,500 is necessary to — that work. But we 
wish, in nee - ~ some @ tion that ee eee 
recognize the right of the Agricultural Department i 
ther continue the investigation of the subject of irrigation. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, I suggest tomy that we have 
no assurance that one cent of this money will be spent in Kansas. 
= is likely some will be, but the House provision would be better 

or Kansas. 

Mr. BLUE. Well, I do not knowin regard to that; possibly 
some of it will be. As I understand, the are gauging the waters 
of the streams in Kansas as well as else in the United States. 

But what we wish in this matter is that the whole item for irri- 
gation shall not be stricken out. In preparing the bill this pro- 
vision was left out by the committee upon the estion of the 

of iculture; but it was inserted in the bill by the 
action of the House. Now, rather than dispute about the matter 
while the present remains in office, we might consent to 
a less appropriation than $15,000; but we will not consent that this 
provision shall be wholly eliminated. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as there seems to be some 
question about this matter, I will ask that the rt be amended 
so as to propose that the House disagree to amendment 38, so that 
the ma will go to conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, as this matter is incon I 
want to call the attention of the gentleman to this inserted 
by the Senate: 

Geological Survey: To enable the Director of the Geological Survey to con- 
ue the streams in 4 the water of the Uni 
Seiieling toda ee ee ee Ol 

Does not the gentleman think that on a bill of this kind the 

tions Committee of the Senate had better content itself 
amendments with making 
yoen, saa that, in addition to pu 


a not put in 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I will sa 
not a deficiency. The clause which 
continue the work; the 
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Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But there is no money to continue this 
work. They should be allowed to continue the work till June :;) 
of the nt year, or else we should stop it altogether. 

Mr. CANNON. can be no deficiency in the sense which 
the gentleman implies without a violationof the law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well. They do not propose to vio- 
late the law, as I understand. 

Mr. CANNON. A deficiency bill is merely a bill covering ap- 
propriations for the remainder of the current year. We hays 
already at this session passed one such bill, an urgent deficiency 
bill, carrying $6,000,000, the largest ever passed in the history «¢ 
— and that is to be followed by the regular deficiency 

ill. 

Now, if we are to keep track of these bills we shall have to o))- 
serve the rules of the House; and if the Senate will not obsery. 
its own rules and has no regard for the rules of the House, I want 
to call attention to the matter, so that this bill, in addition to 
being an Agricultural bill, and a highway bill that does not im- 
Nie the national highways, may not become also a deficie)cy 

vill, I think we had better observe proper parliamentary rul-s 
in the preparation of these bills. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ihave moved a modification of the report 
80 as to di to this amendment and send it to conference. In 
conference this matter will be taken up and considered. 

Mr. CANNON Wecan notin the House get rid of an improper 
Senate amendment upon a point of order; and I merely mention 
this matter now to emphasize it, hoping that I may strengthen 
the arm of the gentleman from New York in demanding of the 
Senate that they observe their rules. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I amsure that my arm is much strencth- 
ae hae Beane ntleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. It should be understood that if the Senate will 
not observe its own rules it will not prevent us from observing 
ours, 

Mr. PERKINS. May I be permitted a single observation? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. S , there is one Senate amendment 
creating an additional chief of bureau. As to the necessity for 
this officer I know nothing; I only know in a general way that tle 
disposition of Congress is to wr these chiefs of bureans. 
Now, when we come to the printing for _—— we find that 
the expenditure is constantly increasing. of these chiefs of 
bureaus must print, and a large part of thee of the creation 
of these offices is in the additional es ich results, because 
much of the technical and difficult work that goes into the Print- 
ee these ange Repeater this fact we find 
very largely the explanation constantly increasing expen«i- 
ture on account of the Printing Office, and unless Congress wi!! 
maintain a guard on this matter we must to make increas- 
ing expenditures for the Printing Office. is expense runs not 

in the mere ting, but we find that the building accom- 
snolatie ns and facilities at the disposition of the Public 
Printer are proving far short of being adequate, and we are 
obliged to make a provision in large iations for the exten- 
sion of the Printing Office is a matter deserving the 


serious consideration of Co: 
Mr. DOCKERY. Is it essen that the House Committee 


on iculture recommends concurrence in the increase of force 
has been — 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is not, I will say to the gentleman, an 
increase of force. The man has been employed under a lump ap- 
propriation; the provision under consideration simply makes t)e 
place poe That is all. 

a. — Y. Will the gentleman state the duties of the 
officer 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as there seems to be somo 
question in to concurrence in a number of these amen- 
ments, I will ask to modify the so as to send all the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the committee of conference. : 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will save time if he will run 
through these amendments and let us understand what they are. 

The SPEAKER. The present motion of the gentleman from 
New-York [Mr. WapswortTs#], as the Chair understands, is that 
the House nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. to move concurrence in three amend- 


ords “to be immedi- 
ie Printor”; so that it will 








1896. 





That, Mr. Speaker, is an amendment the 
to concur in. 
Mr. PICKLER. But I move to concur in it now. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
OT PICKLE! OE The amend- 
ment simply makes the money immediately available and to be 
ene the Public Printer. et 

Mr. WADSWORTH. [ have no objection to that. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. PICKLER. I now move to concur in the next amendment 
on the same page, amendment No. 45. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. . ‘ s wi DO o Miscases of 
For the Fale ceding. of which ther Se De > Rime ot 
and 40,000 copies for the House, $40,000, to be immediately available, and to be 


disbursed by the Public Printer. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. That is an amendment the committee | 


re recommended concurrence in. 
have aPICKLER. I do not understand the gentleman. He has 
moved to nonconcur in all of the amendments, I understand. 

The SPEAKER 
matter of convenience. ae 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, it will take no more time to concur in 
it now than to let it go to the conference. Our committee under- 
stand that we want the books. 1 move concurrence. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask a question before that is done. 
This seems to be an appropriation of $40,000 for 60,000 copies of 
this report. Now, when was the report made? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Several years ago. 
tion of the old report. 

Mr. CANNON. How many volumes? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Twenty thousand for the Senate and 
40,000 for the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand. But how many volumes are 
there in the publication? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Only one volume. 


The Chair will suggest that that is merely a | 
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among us—and that those breeds we have would never be known by the pi 
tures in this book, so much have they improved since this book was published, 
nearly ten years ago 
Respectfully, CHAS. W. DABNEY, Jr., 
1 fa Secretary 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say that in 
my judgment this letter ought to be sufficient warrant to the 
House to settle this proposition at once. At the same time this 
illustrates, in my judgment, the heedlessness with which re- 
quests for printing are made in both branches of Congress, in- 
volving enormous expenditures of the public money. I can say 
further, that I do not know of one single, solitary request from 
any quarter that has reached the Committee on Printing for this 
document. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I con- 


cur most fully in what my colleague on the committee, the 


ren- 

tleman from Iowa, has said. This book was published eight or 

ten years ago ina large edition and distributed, and I am quite 

sure that the facts stated in the letter w hich has een read from 

the desk are sufficient to satisfy the members of the House that 
| the document ought not to be again printed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment was debated in 
the Senate at length, and the economists there took the same po- 
sition and talked just as they do here upon the subject 

Now, | want to read the testimony, in a short paragraph, with 
reference to this book that is worth a hundred such documents as 


This is a republica- | 


| it and making it a book from the Agricultural Depa 


the oneread from thedesk. They want another book. They want 
to edit another book over at the Agricultural Department. They 
want to get up some other book, and have the credit of editing 


! ment. ‘hat 
is what that letter shows. 
Now, I want to read the statement of Senator KNutr NELSON, 
| of Minnesota, a man who knows as much about this business of 


Mr. CANNON. Ihave understood from members around me | 


that there were two or three. Now, which is correct? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is only one. 

Mr. CANNON. How large a volume? 

Mr. PERKINS. About the size of the Agricultural Year Book. 

Mr. CANNON. Do you regard this as a wise publication? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ido. Itis important for the interests 
engaged in this business throughout the country. 

Mr. CANNON. And it was made four or five years ago? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; two or three years ago. 

Mr. PITNEY. It was published in 1892. 

The question being en on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ialso move concurrence in the next amend- 
ment, No. 46. Iask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(46) For the publication of 25,000 copies of the Special Report on Cattle and 
Dairy Farming, of which there shall be 8,000 copies for the Senate and 17,000 
copies for the , $65,000, to be immediately available and to be disbursed 
by the Public Printer. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have some explanation of this matter. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This is an amendment that the commit- 
tee do not want the House to concur in, and I send to the desk a 
letter on the subject from the Department of Agriculture, and ask 
to have it read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Unirep STares DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1896. 

Str: Permit me to call your attention to the pending proposition to reprint 
a book entitled Cattle and Dairy Farming, which was issued as a public 
document the Department of State about ten years ago. 

_This work, which is of great size, is simply a collection of reports from 
United States consuis in various foreign countries upon the subject at large, 
thrown together in geographic groups, but without editing or revision of 


any kind. 
Some of these consular reports were made men acquainted with or, at 
least, interested in the subject, and are very vy of their kind. With these 


few exce’ . the mate: composing the k is crude, inaccurate, very 


much and obsolete. 

The only feature of vanes which the book has at the present time, and 
which renders it attractive, is a number of tinted plates of cattle, etc. 
About one-third of these are very fair drawings, but as to the rest, breeders 

the stock thus ted would be very loath to rest their reputations 


ublished without revision of a heroic 
money w a small new edition 

it to very much better use in the compilation and pub- 

accurate data upon the same general subject. 


Very respectfully 
; HENRY E. ALVORD, 
Hon. CHARLES W. DAByey, Jr., _ 
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture. 
I concur in above opinions. 
D. E. SALMON, 
Chief, Bureau of Animal Industry. 
referred to Hon. James W. WApswortH, chairman Commit- 


tee on House of tati 
lam informed that tenths of the dairy breeds illustrated a 
insignificant and unknown in country—moreover, will never be now 





dairying and farming as any man in either branch of this Congress, 
and a great deal more than the gentleman who wrote this let- 
ter for the Department. Now, I call your attention to Senator 
NELSon’s testimony about this book. It is on page 2379 of the 
RECORD: 

Mr. Nevson. I desire to say, with the permissior 
Dakota, that I have examined that book and I 
bill in charge that the book referred to in this amendment was issued 
years ago. I do not recall at thismoment whether it was published u 
order of the Senate or the House, but it isa most 
umes upon dairy farming in the United States, and also in foreign countries 
It is a work in great demand know that all the agricultural interest of the 
country will be immensely interested in the work and that we could not 
lish a work at this juncture when grain farming is so depressed that w 
be more interesting and more appreciated by the agricultural classes 
therefore trust that the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Who signed that letter? 

Mr. PICKLER. It is the statement of Senator KNutr NELSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood it was a letter. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; it is his speech in the Senate. I know 
that you can not suggest printing a page in this House but that 
you have the Printing Committee on your back in a minute and 
a half. Now, there is the evidence of Senator Knute NELSON, 
a man who is better qualified to speak than any other man with 
whom I am acquainted in either branch of Congress. He isa 
practical farmer, a practical dairyman, and knows what-he is 
talking about. He says that it isa very valuable work and a work 
in great demand. 

Now, gentlemen, I am especially interested in this at this time 
for the reason given by Senator NELSON. Our grain growing has 
been paying so little and we have been getting such a small 
amount for our grain under the present Administration that our 
people are looking for other branches of farming in which to en- 
gage, and especially dairying. We have a country especially 
adapted to dairying. Dairies are being established all over that 
section of the country west of the Missouri River, and the atten- 
tion of the people is attracted to it at this time. Now is the time 
when we want these books, and if you put this matter aside and 
shove it out on the recommendation of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment the result will be that you will get no books; you will get 
nothing on dairying. 

Let me say to the members of the House that there was an exten- 
sive debate in the Senate on this book. The objections which have 
been made here were brought up; but after an extended debate the 
Senate adopted this amendment without a division, and it seems 
to me we ought to concur init. We want these books for distri- 
bution, and on the best authority that can be brought here, as | have 
read from this REcorD, it is reported to be a valuable work. Has 
there been any great change in dairying in the last seven years? 
What are the changes? This is a book concerning dairying in 
this country and in foreign countries, and I want to say to gen- 
tlemen, especially those who have no great amount of literature 
to distribute, that here is something valuable to your constitu- 
ents, and inasmuch as it is provided that it shall be immediately 
available, the book will be published at once, and you will get 
it in time for distribution, much earlier than you will get other 
matter. 


1of the 


sav to the Senator 


Senator from South 
having this 
some 
nder an 
valuable report in two vol 
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Now, one word generally in regard to printing. I admire the 
economy of my friend from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS], the chairman of 
the Committee on — and I respect his judgment. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, RICHARDSON] is a veritable watch- 
dog of every syllable that we try to print anywhere. Butitisa 
strange notion to me that, after the Government has gone to the 
expense of all these investigations, after it has expended a large 
amount of money for the original publication of the work, we 
should hesitate in the small expense of a new edition. Here we 
publish the ConGREsSIONAL RecorpD day after day, and I have 
a resolution introduced and before our friends of that committee 
asking for a few more copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for 
distribution. 

The plates of all these publications are down there, ready 
for tho printing, and the cost would be nothing more than 
the paper and the sewing the sheets together. I say it is beyond 
my comprehension, after we have gone to great expense to pre- 
pare these plates—the results of these investigations along all 
these lines and in different scientific investigations—why the 
— in charge of §this matter should object to printing 

em. 

Why do they refuse our constituents what they want and what 
they are entitled to? It is a matter of economy, it is something 
we owe our constituents, to distribute this knowledge. We have 
a great demand for these things. You are talking about helping 
different a of the country. Here is a chance to prac- 
tically help the men who are studying dairying and seeking 
to embark in that enterprise as they are now, extensively, in my 
State. 

It was shown in the debate in the Senate and by other evidence 
— this which I have produced here that this is a valuable 
work. 

I move to concur in this amendment, because I think the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture [Mr. WapsworTH] in the 
House, judging from an intimation I had from him the other day, 
is not very much in love with this book. I believe it is the busi- 
ness of the House to concur now and let us have these publi- 
cations. 

This will give us a fair supply, and you can say to your farmer 
constituents that you have tried todosomething. Here you have 
the horse book for distribution, the cattle book for distribution, 
and now let us have this book on dairy farming. Why should 
they not have it? 

I want it for my constituents. "We have the richest grasses and 
the finest facilities for dairying that can anywhere be found in this 
country. Our people are recognizing this, engaging in the busi- 
ness, and I want this book to aid them in their labors. 

Mr. TERRY. What about the book on the honeybee? [Laugh- 
ter.] That is a valuable publication that my people are very much 


interested in. 
Mr. PICKLER. We do not engage in that kind of dairying in 


my State. 

Mr. —* But my people want that book and I want them 
to have it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman is 
through 

Mr. PICKLER. I will yield to the gentleman. 


How much 
time do you want? [Laughter.] I believe I am entitled to an 
hour in my own right, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the gentleman is en- 
titled to an hour in his own right. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ifthe gentleman has not concluded, I will wait 
until he does. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ireserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 
How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
South Dakota has been pleased to refer to the discussion in the 
Senate. I chanced to be on the floor of the Senate when this de- 
bate took place, and while I would not reflect upon the wise and 
reverend Senators, although they are not supposed to possess en- 
cyclopedic knowledge on all things, on this particular matter they 
certainly are in error. As a practical dairyman, I know that this 

ublication is of no value—no present value to the dairymen of 

or Any gentleman can obtain the book down in the 

fileroom. It is a compilation of consular reports, made some ten 
— ago, with the smallest possible amount of practical 
nformation. It comprises | sae or prints of the different b 
of cattle illustrated, as my friend from South Dakota has said, by 
many fine cuts. 
- PICKLER. It is the Agricultural Department that says 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The book speaks for itself. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? Does he not 
believe if this book was published ———- cut out and frame 
and hang up some of these pictures if they wanted to do so? 


MARkcu 7, 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. That is all there is of y. 
the publication. The consular reports are obsolete. The (air 
information is really of no value. There is more practical] tate 
mation to be obtained in one single bulletin published int). j,s¢ 
~~ by the Agricultural Department than in this whole pubjica. 

on. 

It is a most foolish expenditure of money; and, persona)ly 
I never would circulate my own quota of the books. f should ba 
ashamed to send such a book to those of my constituents who arg 
practical dairymen. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him g 


question? 
Certainly. 


ilue in 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has the gentleman examined this book? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I examined it to-day and yester. 
day afternoon, and also at the time of its publication. ; 
tor from my State sent me a copy of it at that time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Your examination is of to-day? 

‘ = HENRY of Connecticut. I have a copy of the book in my 
esk. 
Mr. PICKLER. If it is such a large book, how could you have 
examined it this morning? : 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I examined it yesterday. 

Mr. PICKLER. The witness changes his answer. —~ 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I stated I examined it yesterday 
and to-day and at the time of publication. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman says these consular reports are 
obsolete. We publish consular reports in regard to trade, com- 
merce, and everything else, and do not we take these consular 
reports to be the best literature we have in any of the De- 
partments? Why does the gentleman reflect on the consular 


reports? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. There are plenty of them, tons 
of them, of ancient date down in the basement of the Capitol, of 
value equal with those, and the gentleman can get them for cir- 
culation. 

_ Mr. PICKLER. Bynomeans, Thatshows thatthe gentleman 
is not posted on documents. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I am certainly posted on dairy- 


ing. 
"Nir. PICKLER. And I am posted somewhat on documents. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. And I can assure the members of 
this House that there is nothing of value in this book. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the trouble with the book? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. There is nothing of practical 
value in it. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman says that this book has no in- 
formation in it. That is too radical. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I still make the assertion that it 
is of no practical value. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. PICKLER. I wanted about five minutes of my time. 
[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is sorry to say that the entire forty 
minutes has departed. [Laughter.] The question i< on concur- 

ing in the amendment which has just been read. 
e question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 

noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 73. 

Mr. PICKLER. The yeas and nays. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-three gentlemen have risen—a suffi- 
cient number. 
aa DOCKERY, Mr. RICHARDSON, and others. The other 

e. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Ninety-nine gentlemen 10 
- a ent number, and the yeas and nays are 
oO 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. WapsworT!] 
will please take their places as tellers. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. WADSWORTH said: I withdraw the demand for tellers 
on the yeas and nays. ’ 

The SPEAKER. The demand for tellers is withdrawn; the 
ayes have it, and the yeas and nays are 


The Sena 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 118, not 


voting 129; as follows: 


Allen, Miss. 
Allen, Utah 
Andrews, 
Arnold, R.L 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. HL 
Barney, 
— 

Op, 
Broderick, 
Brumm, 
Burton, Mo. 


Calderhead, 
Catchings, 


Goma, , 
Connolly, 
Cook, Wik 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper. Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crowley, 
Crowther, 
Crump 
Curtis, Kans. 
Danford, 
De Witt, 


Abbott 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Barrett, 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, N. ¥. 
Bell, Colo. 
Berr 


Burrell, 
Burton, Ohio 
Cannon. 
Chickering, 
Clardy, 


YEAS—108. 


Doolittle, 
Dovener, 
Eddy, 
Elliott, S.C. 
Ellis, 
Fenton, 
Fletcher, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Gibson, 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 


Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Howell, 
Hunter, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Kendall, 
Kerr, 


Kiefer, 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knox, 

Kulp, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Leisenring, 
Leonard, 
Linney, 
Little, 
Lockhart, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Marsh, 
McCall, Tenn. 
McLachlan, 
McRae, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Miller, Kans, 
Ogden, 

Pit ney, 
Poole, 

Pugh, 
Reeves, 

Re yse, 


NAYS—118, 


Crisp, 
Curtis, lowa 
Daniels, 

De Armond, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Downing, 
Erdman, 
Evans, 

Faris, 
Fischer 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Griswold, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Hanly, 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hooker, 


Johnson, Ind. 
Jones, 
Joy, 


Kem, 
Kyle, 
acer. 
eighty, 
Lester, 
Linton, 
Loud, 
Maddox, 
McCall, Mass, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
MeMillin, 
Meyer, 
Milnes, 
Me mey, 
Moses, 
Mozley, 
Neill, 
Noonan, 
Northway, 
Odell, 
Overstreet, 
Owens, 
Patterson, 
Pendleton, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Price, 
Prince, 


NOT VOTING—129. 


Fairchild, 
Fitzgerald, 
Foote, 
Foss, 
Fowler, 
Grow, 
Hall, 
Halterman, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Heatwole, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Henderson, 
Hendrick, 


Huling, 
Hurley, 
Hyde, 
Lawson, 
Lewis, 
Livingston, 
Loudenslager, 
Low, 


v. 


Mahon, 


McCleary, Minn. 


McClure, 
McCormick 
McCreary, Ky. 
McEwan, 
McKenney, 
McLaurin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Miles, 

Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Minor, Wis. 
Mondell, 
Moody, 

Morse, 

ureby 
Newlan 
Otey, 
Otjen, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 


Ray 
Reyburn, 
Rusk, 
Shannon, 
Sherman, 
Shuford, 
Skinner. 


So the amendment was nonconcurred in. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague 


Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Settle, 

Smith, DL 
Sorg, 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Stallings, 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway, 
Talbert, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, 
Walsh, 
Watson, Ohio 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Wood, 
Woodard, 
Woodman. 


Quigg, 
Raney, 
Richardson, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Sauerhering, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Shafroth, 
Shaw, 
Simpkins, 
Spencer, 
Seneneen, 
Stokes, 
Stone, W.A. 
Strowd, N.C, 
Taft, 

Tate, 
Tracey, 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Wellington, 
Wright, 
Yoakum. 


Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 
Stahle, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stone, C. W. 
Strait, 
Strode, Nebr. 
Strong, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson. 
Turner, Va. 
Underwood, 
Van Horn, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woomer. 


[Mr. WASHINGTON] be excused on account of sickness. 


was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
one CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation of the 


The Clerk recapitulated the vote, and several members changed 


votes, 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I dosire to vote. 


The SPEAKER. W. 
when his name was called? 


XXVITI—161 


the gentleman present and listening 


Mr. MONDELL,. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman's 
request. 

he following pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. Hupparp with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. ANDERSON, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion to re- 
consider. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Several MemMBERS. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [| Mr. 
PICKLER] moves to reconsider the vote by which the House non- 
concurs in the amendment, and the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. WADSWORTH] moves to lay that motion on the table. On 
that the gentleman from South Dakota calls for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire a vote? 

Mr. PICKLER. I want a vote on the question. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 34. 

So the motion was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on nonconcurrence in 
the remaining amendments. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a committee of 
conference. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a question 

The SPEAKER. No debate is permissible, the previous ques- 
tion having been ordered. 

The question being taken, the remaining amendments were non- 
concurred in. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
of conference be asked. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. WapswortnH, Mr. WARNER, 
and Mr. WILLIAMS. 


I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, 


Mr. Speaker, I move that a committee 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, by unanimous consent, obtained 
an order for a reprint of House bill No. 58. 


ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS. 


Mr. DINSMORE filed the views of the minority in the con- 
tested-election case of Aldrich vs. Robbins. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of further considering the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
Before that motion is put, however, there are one or two matters 
that I would like to have adjusted in the House. I> give notice 
that I shall ask consent or move to close general debate on this 
bill at an early hour, but I desire first to see whether we can not 
arrive at some agreement as to the time. Before proceeding with 
that, however, I ask unanimous consent that a reprint of this ap- 
propriation bill be ordered, as Iam informed that the file is en- 
tirely exhausted. 

There was no objection, and the reprint was ordered. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate on this bill be closed in forty-five minutes. 

Mr. SWANSON. How does the gentleman propose to divide 
the time? 

Mr. LOUD. The object of our committee is to accommodate 
everyone, within the bounds of reason. I do not know that we 
can suggest any division except such as the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole may see fit to make. I have suggested 
forty-five minutes because that covers all the time that has been 
asked for. 

Mr. SWANSON. I understand that at least one appropriation 
in this bill will be fought; and if so I think gentlemen who favor 
it as reported in the bill ought to have equal time with those who 
antagonize it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California that general debate on this bill close in forty- 
five minutes? 

Mr. SWANSON. 
ment as to time. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent that general debate be 
closed in one hour, and that the time be equally divided. 

Mr. QUIGG. An hour on both sides? 


I object, until we can make some arrange- 
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Mr. LOUD. Half an hour on each side, if there are two sides. 
I was not aware that there were. 

Mr. QUIGG. I think if the gentleman will state frankly 
whether he intends to attack any portion of this bill—— 

Mr. LOUD. I have exhausted my time upon this bill, and I 
am now simply seeking to accommodate other gentlemen who 
desire to debate it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from California that general debate on this bill be limited to 
one hour? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Loup was then agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. HuLu 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this bill general debate has been limited 
to one hour. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Loup] to control the time on the one side, and would 
like to know if there has been any arrangement as to who shall 
control the time on the other side. 

Mr. LOUD. I suggest that the gentleman from Virginia — 
Swanson], if acceptable to the rest of those gentlemen, control the 
time on that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the 


mtleman from California and 
the gentleman from Virginia wi 


be recognized to control the 


me. 

[At this point Mr. Loup conferred with several gentlemen in 
regard to SoonpTEne time in debate. ] 

Mr. LOUD, r. Chairman, I reserve my time. I can not find 
anyone who wants to speak in favor of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 1e Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia {[Mr. SwANsON | 

r. SWANSON. As I am in favor of the general provisions of 
this bill, I do not desire to dispose of my time now. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
give me a few minutes upon a part of the bill which is probably 
not so much in controversy—— 

Mr. LOUD. I have agreed to yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DockERy] fifteen minutes. There:nainder of the hour 
I will ee to ibute among my friends as equitably as 

ossible. 
. Mr. BROMWELL. If the gentleman from California and the 
gentleman from Virginia are both in favor of the bill, it seems to 
me that some time ought to be given to those of us who wish to 
criticise the bill. As a member of the committee, I should like 
to have ten minutes for some general criticisms on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, not knowing who were in favor 
of the bill or against it, appealed to the chairman of the commit- 
tee |Mr. Loup] to suggest who should control the time; and it 
was that the time should be controlled by the gentleman 
from California and the gentleman from Virginia. The chairman 
of the committee unquestionably controls the time. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Iam not objecting to that; but I am ob- 
jecting to the gentleman from Virginia, who is on the same side 
as the chairman of the committee, saying he does not care to dis- 
pose of his time. The other members of the committee may want 
to say something on the bill. I for one wish to occupy a few 
minutes; and it does seem to me that the division of time ought 
to be between the gentleman from California and myself or some 
other member who is not heartily in sympathy with the bill in all 
its features. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia yield? 

Mr. LOUD. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dockery}. 

Mr. ERY. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to the gentleman 
in charge of this bill for his courtesy. 

1 have always ~ pa the special facility item which has here- 
tofore been carried in this bill. I am yet opposed to that appro- 
Se and also to the new items which appear for the first time, 

t Ido not desire at this moment to enter upon a discussion of 
the merits of these propositions. I will say, however, that if the 
policy of special appropriations is to be ina ted, my district 
should receive proper recognition. The consideration of this bill 
will probably not be concluded until Monday, and I desire there- 
fore to submit some facts in order that gentlemen may reach a 
proper conclusion in respect to the proposed special facility service. 

Paragraph 274, on page 8 of the bill, provides: 

For necessary and s facilities on trunk lines from Boston, Mass., by 
way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22. 

That provision, or a provision in substantially similar terms, 
has been carried in the Post-Office appropriation bill since 1877. 
It first made its appearance on that in the form of a Senate 
amendment carrying $250,000, which was reduced in conference 
to $150,00.. This a is in addition to the statutory 
compensation allowed to railroads for the transportation of mails. 
I now desire to state the expenditures from this fund for the last 


fiscal year. On page 20 of the report of the Second Assista): 
Postmaster-General I find the following: 


The annual rate of expenditure for this service on June 30, 1895, was $17].- 
238.75, and the sum was expended as shown in the following statement: 


No. of : | Pay per 

route. Miles. | an 

New York, N. Y.,to Phil-| Pennsylvania 90. 65 
adelphia, Pa. | 

Philadelphia, Pa.,to | Philadelphia, Wilming- | 137.53 | 17,19) » 
Washington, D. C. ton anc ltimore. : 

Washington, D. C., to | Southern 3.15 21.755 
Lynchburg, Va. 

Lynchburg, Va., to Dan- 5. 5 8,217.5 
ville Junction (n. 0.), 


Va. 

Danville Junction (n. 0.), 
Va., to Charlotte, N.C. 

Charlotte, N. C., to At- ‘ 
lanta, Ga. 

Atlanta, Ga., to West | Atlantaand West Point. 
Point, Ga. 

West Point, Ga., to | Western Railway Co. of 
Montgomery, Ala. Alabama. 

Montgomery, Ala., to | Louisvilleand Nashville 
New Orleans, La. 


MET ivetecnitckasel 


Termini. Railroad company. 


109004 
113001 
114002 
114016 


$11, 331.25 


114088 
121001 
121003 
124001 
124012 


DD succtcntentdecnivias- 33, 463.75 
| 10,790. 
10, 800.( 


318.72 | 39,840 


; | 171, 238 % 





Mr. Chairman, it will thus be seen that the total amount ex- 
nded during the last fiscal year from this appropriation for the 
sin aeeeens at New York and terminating at New Orleans was 

ii, in 

Now, if I remember aright, this appropriation was originally 
made on the theory that it would subserve the interests of the 
postal service to establish a line from New York to Tampa, Fla., 
which was originally the southern terminus of this line, with the 
view of expediting the mails to Cuba and the West Indies. 

I come now, Mr. Chairman, to the next items in the bill, which 
are newitems. The first carries an appropriation of $81,700 “for 
necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Kansas City, 
Mo., to Newton, Kans.” The next item is “for necessary and 
special facilities on trunk lines from Chicago, I]., to Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, via Burlington, $100,000.” In connection with these 
paragraphs, use I do not propose at this moment to discuss 
them, I want to call the attention of the committee to the coin- 
pensation now allowed by law to railroads, inasmuch as an ad- 
ditional appropriation is proposed to be given to certain roads. 

This question, Mr. Chairman, is a very important one, and as 
preliminary to its proper solution it may be well, as I have ai- 
ready stated, to know what compensation the law now provides 
for railways carrying the mails of the United States. The rail- 
ways are now paid on the basis of weight, on the basis of space 
occupied, and on the basis of distance run. These are the three 
elements that enter into the compensation allowed under existing 
laws. On the basis of weight the compensation is regulated as 
follows: To railroads ing 200 pounds of mail matter the com- 
pensation per mile per annum of $42.75 is allowed; carrying 5(0 
pounds, they receive $64.12 per mile per annum; carrying 1.()) 
pounds, they receive $85.50 per mile per annum; carrying |.}(0 
pounds, they receive $106.87 per mile per annum; carrying 2.) 
pounds, they receive $128.25 per mile per annum; carrying 3.5) 
pounds, they receive $149.62 per mile per annum; and carrying 
5,000 pounds they receive $171 per mile per annum; and for every 
additional 2,000 pounds over and above 5,000 pounds they receive 
$21.57 per mile per annum, 

Then, in addition to this, there are intermediate weights, which 
entitle the companies to receive $1 additional per mile per annum. 
The weight is ascertained by reweighing the mails. The Unite: 
States is divided into four geographical divisions for this purpose, 
and in each of the four divisions the mails are reweighed every 
four years; so that at the ning of each four-year period the 
railroad com: receive pay allowed by law on the basis o! 
the ine weight during the preceding four-year period. 

The railroads are also paid for car service, in addition to the 
compensation for weight. The pay for that service depends upon 
the length of the car as well as the number of miles the car 1s 
hauled. Railway post-office cars 40 feet in length are paid for at 
the rate of $25 per mile per annum; cars 45 feet in length. 5°: 
50 feet in length, $40, and from 55 to 60 feet, $50 per mile per 


annum. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, let us look to the net result, so far as \' 


as a charge against the public Treasury. In 1893 th: 
vernment paid the railroads for the transportation of mails. 
including paneae cars, $66,181,228. In 1894 the amount pai! 
was $28,710,000; in 1895, $29,435,000. In 1896—that is, for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1896—there was appropriated $29,705.00". 
It was stated, however, ane chairman the Post-Office Com- 
mittee on rday that t will be a probable deficiency on ac- 
count of this service fur the current year of from a million toa 












million and a half dollars. So that the cost of the transportation 
of mails for the present fiseal year will exceed thirty millions. 

Mr. LOUD. bably thirty-three millions. _ 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thirty-three millic ms, the chairman suggests, 
and it is probable that he is correct in this opinion, as he usually 
is in respect to matters of which he speaks. a 

Let me say further that the amount estimated for this service for 
the fiscal year 1897 is $82,411,000, and there is recommended by 
the pending bill $30,900,000. I have now briefly given, Mr. Chair- 
man, not only the beneficiaries under the special facility items, 
but have also stated the rates of compensation under the statute 
for the general transportation of mails by railroads, and the total 
cost of that transportation. Relatively, the most expensive serv- 
ice of the Government is the transportation of our mails by rail- 
wavs. In this view the question becomes material in considering 
whether or not we are to inaugurate the new departure proposed 
by the pendin. bill. If these propositions are to receive the ap- 
proval of the House, I must insist that the —_ I have the honor 
to represent shall also be beneficiaries under the new system. 

Mr. Chairman, in connection with these remarks, I wish, in 
conclusion, to submit the following printed schedule of rates for 
railway mail transportation: 


Schedule of rates for railway mail transportation. 
a 
Pay per mile per annum. 
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Rates ae mile per annum for use of railway ee cars 
when authorized: lway post-office cars, 40 feet, $25 per daily line; railway 


ffice cars, 45 feet, per daily line; railway post-office cars. 50 feet, $40 


Lony"= line; railway post-office cars, 55 to 60 feet, $50 per daily line. 

To constitute a “ ” of railway post-office cars between given points, 
sufficient ne pee ease cars must be provided and run to make a trip 
daily each way ween those points. 

Mr. LOUD. I will reserve the balance of my time for the pres- 
ent, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes of my 
time to the frora Ohio [Mr. BromwEL1]}. 

Mr. LOUD. And I will state that I will yield five minutes of 
my time to the gentleman, in accordance with my agreement, so 
that he can for ten minutes, if he so desires. 

Mr. BRO . Mr. Chairman, that is a very convenient 

because I think I am about equally divided in my 
support of bill and my objections to it, and it is perfectly 
proper that I should get time from both these gentlemen. 

I first, and with a great deal of reluctance, too, as a mem- 
z of the ae od = so to those features of this 

ae w object. 

» and the other appropriation bills which have been 

Saitension « id horriedl; need Sane Guay tat this 

and hurriedly , on the theory that this 

1 has nothing to do but to the appropriation bills and 
vil must 


¥ 


and upon the further t that every appropriation 
cut down—not only to the lowest legitimate point, but 
the legitimate point—the expenditures of money for the 


to me, comes here prematurely. It comes 
which should first have been considered by 


Zi 
i 


bills 


the Post-Office Committee, reported to this House, and acted upon 
So that we intelliger tly make the a iation for the en- 
suing nie Post- appropriation bill, 


an illustration of that, I want to call the attention of the 
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House to the fact that there are now bills before the Comm 


ittee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads—bills for the reclassification of the 
railway-mail service, the postal clerks, and the mail carriers. It 


is impossible to say what the result of the action of this House 
will be upon those bills. It is estimated that if all three of them 
pass in their present form they will involve an additional ex- 
penditure of $4,000,000. This appropriation bill makes no provi- 
sion for that. It assumes that none of t bills will pass this 
if they do there will be a deficit of $4,000,000 
propriation. 
Another thing. The so-called Lond bill, for the pu 
creasing the rate on postage on certain second 8S matter, has 


nh this ap- 


been reported back to this House and awaits its action. Im the 
preparation of this appropriation bill the asswmption has been made 
that tre Loud bill is going to pass this House, and that as a result, 
in the imcrease of the postage on certain portions of the second- 


additional revenue, 


’ ' 
ith that in ‘+ 


is framed w it in view. 
In other words, there have been two assumptions which will very 
materially affect the expenditures for the Post-Office Depart nent. 
one to increase it and the other to decrease it. An increase of 
$4,000,000 will be necessary if the reclassification bills pass, anda 


decrease might be necessary if the Loud bill should be 
I want to enter my protest against the theory 


, 1 
pMiSSed, 


on which this 


House seems to have been acting upon these appropriation bills. I 
do not believe that it is our sole duty to cut down the legitimate 
expenses of the Government. I do not believe that we were 


elected to this House for that purpose. I believe that every legiti- 
mate expense that will assist in the proper carrying out of the 
functions of Government will be satisfactory to the people of this 
country, and as Republicans I believe we are making a great mis- 
take on this side of the House in cutting down the absolutely 
necessary expenses of the Government in order to keep within the 
income which has been furnished to us by our Democratic prede- 
cessors in the shape of the Wilson bill. 

I believe that we ought to expend judiciously and carefully, not 
wastefully, but prudently; but at the same time I believe that nota 
dollar ought tobe taken away from any department of this Govern- 
ment as the result of which its usefulness will be impaired; and I 
believe as Republicans we ought to stand upon the platform that 
we propose to give this Government enough income to pay these 
expenses legitimately. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are one or two items of this bill to 
which I shall offer my opposition at the proper time, and which I 
think, as a member of the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post- 
Roads, [I ought to explain now. 

One of the items of this bill provides for the compensation of 
30 additional inspectors. To that I am opposed. It developed 
in the investigation of the items of this bill that the First Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General’s Office had been detailing, for the pur- 
pose of spying upon letter carriers, a force of men who were not 
under the civil-service rules, who were political «ppointees, for 
political purposes largely, it was claimed, and whose duty it was, 
without warning and without any responsibility, to report upon 
alleged derelictions of duty upon the part of mail cezrriers. As a 
result of that, carriers have been suspended, in many instances 
without fault on their part. 

They have had no opportunity to make defers; and these men, 
these so-called *‘ confidential agents,” have been nothing more than 
a political machine used for the political benefit of that Depart- 
ment of the Government. Now, it is proposed that instead of 
calling them “spies,” instead of calling them “spotters,” to call 
them ‘‘inspectors,” and put them upon the regular force of in- 
spectors. Now, I would not object to the expenditure of money 
for the appointment of these additional inspectors if it could be 
shown to me that the services of these additional men were neces- 
sary for the legitimate work of mspection; but how should it 
come that, when the work of inspection heretofore has been 
thoroughly and satisfactorily done—that is, the legitimate work 
of inspection—that all at once, in this year, there should be a 
demand for 30 additional men. It seems to me that a much less 
number would be a legitimate increase, if these men were to be 
used for legitimate purposes; and until it is shown to me that 
these additional men, or any part of them, are necessary for 
actual work of inspection of this Department I shal! y 
the appropriation which calls for these men. 

The gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. Dockery] has referred to 
another feature of this bill to which I wish to call attention, that 
is the subsidy which has been granted to the Coast Line, or the 
Southern Railroad, I believe, and its connections with other lines. 
I shall not at this time express my views upon this question of 
subsidy, but I do want to call attention to the fact that there are 
other cities in this country to which a subsidy of this kind, if any 
is granted, is of as much importance to them as to the cities 
favored by subsidies reported in this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit me to congratu- 
late him upon the use of the word “‘subsidy”? That is what it is. 
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Mr. BROMWELL. Well, that is what it is; we all understand 
that. I live in acity in this country which also has important 
manufacturing and commercial interests, which would be perhaps 
helped by a subsidy for a fast mail train down south from Cin- 
cinnati. I shall at the proper time offer an amendment providin 
for a fast mail train south, or rather for a subsidy for a fast mai 
train south, from the city of Cincinnati to the city of New Or- 
leans, and an additional one from the city of Washington to St. 
Louis by way of Cincinnati. If it is to the interests of the country 
that this Coast Line should be subsidized $196,000 to bring fast 
mails from New England and New York by way of Washington 
to New Orleans, it seems to me that itis important to our Western 
interests that a fast mail should be sent over what is really the 
shortest route from Washington to New Orleans by way of Cin- 
cinnati railroads. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. SPERRY]. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Chairman, the remarks which I shall make 
here this afternoon concerning this bill are on that portion which 
refers to the so-called inspectors, or additional inspectors, claimed 
to be for regular inspectors’ work, when in fact it is the spy sys- 
tem continued. Mr. Chairman, I remember the time when we 
had but six inspectors in the United States; and I do not know 
but what the work was as well performed then as now; and if 
there is anything in this idea that we are to send publications 
over the country at pound rates, that we are to send supplements 
everywhere at the cost of millions to the Government for the pur- 

»se of enlightening and Christianizing the people of the United 

tates, tell me where, in heaven’s name, have we been benefited, 
if it is now found after this large expenditure, that 30 additional 
men are needed to catch alleged criminals in the postal service. 

We started with a force of six or seven men. To-day we have 
110, with about 90 in the field, and now we are asked to add 30 
more to that service. I say to you as one who has had some ex- 
perience in age affairs for about thirty years that I never saw a 
time in my life, when I asked for an inspector, that I could not 
get one within twenty-four hours. There is no person so good an 
inspector as the postmaster himself. There is no man who can 
tell when wrong is being done within his own domain so quickly 
as the postmaster himself; and when wrong has been done, if any, 
that postmaster can call the clerks and call the carriers before 
him and ask them what is the cause of the trouble. I could settle 
that matter in ten minutes. I never have had an average of one 
inspector a year during the time that I was postmaster of New 
Haven. Aye, and I had time not only to inspect my office and 
run my own office, but the Postmaster-General would say, ‘‘ Mr. 
Sperry, look over the offices in your county, and see how things 
are goingalongthere. Whatthesemen wantiskindness; what they 
want is proper instruction how to perform their duties. Go to 


them as an experienced postmaster may, and where no wong 
been committed, if they are not properly transacting their busi- 
ness from lack of knowledge or experience, kindly teach them and 
kindly tell them how.” Do not send down a myriad of men upon 
the poor letter carriers as they are going from door to door, carry- 
» ing messages of business, love, and mercy, as spies and detectives, 
and put an assassin’s dirk, so to —_ in their official backs, 


I tell you, gentlemen, it is un-American; it is unworthy of the 
name of the American Government to have men acting as spies 
upon employees against whom nocomplaint has ever been made. 
I know these men, at least some of them. Why, the postal clerks, 
the clerks in the t-offices, the carriers, are fit to sing to-day in 
the choir of the New Jeruselam as compared with the spies that 
are put upon their backs to destroy their character and occupa- 
tion on frivolous charges and pretenses. And I say to you, hav- 
ing had for years 110 men on my pay roll, a purer, a more honest 
set of men than these same clerks and carriers and postal em- 
ployees never trod the face of God’s earth. And now it is pro- 
posed to have 30 additional so-called inspectors—really spies—to 
continue such work as was done last fall, when they went about 
seizing upon this man and that man and hanging them up with- 
out letting them know for what reason it was done, keeping them 
for weeks and for months deprived of their pay, and leaving them 
to-day, so far as I know, without any reason to expect that they 
are to retain their tions. And it was done to intelligent men, 
honest men, American citizens, who were doing their duty. If, 
forsooth, a carrier stopped a minute with a letter in his hand to 
wave an adieu to the girl to whom he was delivering the letter 
[laughter], that was an offense which was punished by suspen- 
sion or removal. 

Let us do justice tothesemen. Let us treat them as they ought 
to be treat This abuse is one of the worst, one of the most un- 
American that can exist, and, in my ent, it is one of the 
most efficient methods of demo e force. I haveobserved 
these men in the service for years as clerks and car- 
riers, and I repeat it, sir, that a better, a more faithful, a more 

,@ more efficient set of men as a whole never trod God's 


green earth. Now, do you propose to put this stigma upon them 
and permit what was done last fall to be continued? I do not 
believe this House will consent to it. I do not believe this Hovsea 
will do anything that will aid in the infliction of such an outrage 
upon one of the most earnest, faithful, and honest bodies 6¢ 
workers in the public service. i“ plause. | 

Mr. QUIGG, Mr. Chairman, I desireto congratulate the gent]. 
man from California [Mr. Loup] and the Post-Office Comittee 
upon what seems to me to be the most intelligent Post-Office })j\| 
that [have ever read, and I have had occasion to examine the Post- 
Office pens bills very carefully for the last ten or fifteen 
years. This segregation of items is the point to which I partic- 
ularly refer as an intelligent, orderly, useful proceeding; and as a 
result of that segregation of items it may be conceded that this 
detestable spy system is to a slight extent affected for the better, 
That is to say, the inspectors who are to do the spy business wil] 
now have to os under the civil-service rules, and thus 
a guarantee will be afforded that they can at least read and write. 
But that is all there is in the way of an improvement. 

The gentleman from California admits that he proposes in this 
bill to increase the force of spies. Now,I want to tell you, gentle- 
men, how these spies work and how they will work even after they 
are put under civil-service rules. A force of them is sent without 
the knowledge of the local postmaster into a given city, and of 
course without the knowledge of the letter carriers; they swoop 
down upon the city and proceed to “‘spot” theletter carriers. Let 
me give an illustration, which I undertake to say is a fair illustra- 
tion of nine-tenths of the complaints that have resulted in the dis- 
missal or suspension—not the temporary, but the indefinite sus- 
pension—of letter carriers. In my neighborhood a letter carrier 
called at a house to deliver a letter, ith the servant who an- 
swered the bell came a woman who was visiting at the house and 
whose husband was absent in Europe. She began to inquire of the 
letter carrier as to the departures of the European mails. Of 
course, if he had been a learned lawyer as well as a gentleman he 
would have told her that the place for her to get the information 
she wanted was at the post-office, but being simply a gentleman, 
he proceeded to reply to her question, and he remained on that door- 
step in conversation with this lady about the departure of the 
European mails for several minutes. Six weeks later an informa- 
tion was lodged against this carrier for dereliction of duty, in that 
he had “ loitered upon his route” in or aboutsuch a neighborhood. 
The carrier was suspended and for a period of nine weeks he lost 
his salary. Subsequently he was reinstated, but the outrage upon 
him was infinite none the less. He denied the offense. He did 
not remember the occurrence; and it took all those nine weeks to 
straighten out the facts in the case, ultimately to the vindication 
of the carrier. Now, I want to say that that is the general way 
in which this system operates, for the reason that these ‘* spotters” 
sent to a city are under the necessity of proving that the letter car- 
riers do not do their duty. That is what they are sent there for. 
—— are ‘‘inefficient” if they do not bring “ results.” 

. LACEY. Does not the postmaster when he desires to get 
rid of a Republican subordinate make complaint and then send for 
one of these inspectors to look the matter up? 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh, yes; there are partisan phases of the matter, 
but I do not care to allude to them now further than to say to my 
Democratic friends that of course this is a kind of game which, if 
people are mean enough to indulge in it, whether they are Demo- 
crats or Republicans, can be played by both sides. But I prefer 
to overlook that phase of the subject now and to assume that the 
Postmaster-General has not been guilty of that kind of offe nse, and 
that his men have not been guilty of it, although 90 letter carriers 
were dismissed as a result of this kind of investigation in the city 
of New York, and I believe it is almost true to say that the ‘) 
were all Republicans. That, however, is an incidental phase of 
the case. e injustice is done, whether they are Republicans or 
whether ae Democrats; and the sense to which I am appeal- 
ing here in this committee is the sense of justice of every member 
of it. 

Now, I submit to the gentleman from California that if, in his 

inion, a system of inspection is required different from that 
which has already been maintained by the local postmasters in «ll 
the cities, which I undertake to say has always been efficient and 
sufficient, for if a man is competent to be a postmaster in any of 
our large cities he is competent to take care of the letter carriers 
and see that they do their duty; that is what he is there for, and 
if he is not competent to do that without a force of foreign spies 
and he is not fit for his job; but independently of that 

m, if a scheme of inspection is required, in the opinion 

of the gentleman from Coleen, Se adopt some such system 
as is — in all the great cities for the supervision of the fire 
department and the police t and all other such depart- 
which will provide a system of 

Roundsmen would be the P abioe: 

This is a system that can be devised 

ease; and if the purpose of the Department in this 
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kind of spy business was not simply that of getting rid of men 
without the responsibility of saying how it got rid of them or why, 
it would adopt such a system of roundsmaninspection. _ 

One moment more. This bill increases the force of spies. I 
pro to offer an amendment by which the sum ane in 
this bill for this business of inspection will be reduced to the 
amount provided in the old act. I hope the gentleman will agree 
to this, and that between now and Monday he will so segregate 
the items or will so apply the $300,000 to the various items of ex- 
penditure under the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General as to 
make my amendment — equitably among all the items. If 
the gentleman will do that there will be no objection whatever to 
the force of i tion, and there will be every praise to the gen- 
tleman from California for his excellent scheme of civil-service 
appointment which he has embodied in this bill. 

‘committee of the Whole for its indulgence. 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN}. 

Mr. Mc IN. Mr. irman, so much has been said by the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat and by the distinguished 
gentleman who preceded him concerning the appointment of in- 
spectors in the Post-Office Department that I think it but proper 
and just to give to the Committee of the Whole what has been the 
result of the work accomplished by that force. In order that the 
statement of the Department may go out along with the charges 
which have been made in regard to the employment of this force, 
L ask the reading of a portion of the report of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 


SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS. 


Before submitting a detailed statement of the results that have been ob- 
tained during the past “gt months by the investigation of the free-delivery 
service at a number of offices, it is proper to review the special conditions 
that made closer departmental scrutiny of the service necessary, and the 
disclosures that compelled the employment of confidential agents. 

When the present Administration assumed charge of the Post-Office De- 

ment it found in the files of the free-delivery division of this Bureau 

lly 4,000 overtime claims of letter carriers, aggregating over $1,500,000, and 
overtime accumulating at the rate of $250,000 perannum. Five years have 
passed since the enactment of the eight-hour law, May 24, 1888, and the appro- 

riations for the intervening years, notably that of the fiscal year 1888-89, 
had been especially inc to enable the rtment to meet the require- 
mentsof the law; yet no appreciable decrease in the annual accumulation of 
overtime had been made. The efforts made by former administrations to 
obtain a strict compliance with the law resulted in its evasion. This alarm- 
ing condition at once attracted the attention of Postmaster-General Bissell, 


I thank the 


who, on April 4, 1893, issued the following order prohibiting overtime and 


on ters to strictly comply with the eight-hour law: 


“APRIL 4, 1898. 

“Sir: In relation to the subject of overtime services and claims of letter 
carriers under the act approved May 24, 1888, you are advised that the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims, rendered March 7, 1892, construing certain 

hases of that law, has been affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 

tates, from which it appears that ‘the carrier is entitled to eight hours’ 
work 4nd to his pay if work is not furnished to kim. For any excess on any 
day heisentitledtoextra pay. The only offset that can be maintained is when 
he is absent from dut thout leave. The Department is at liberty to keep 
a carrier employed eight hours every day, but not to give him a deficit of 
work one day and an excess another.’ 

“Tt appears, further, that for any ‘overtime’ actually made by a letter car- 
rier on any day in the penance of any kind of duty in connection with 

service to which he may be assigned by the postmaster he is enti- 
tled to additional pay pro rata. 

“Under this di on a full day’s pay is allowed for not exceeding eight 
hours’ service in any one day. service may or may not be in consecu- 
tive hours. It isnot to be construed, however, as deciding that overtime 
meee Be allowed in any case unless for an excess of eight hours’ actual service 


. 
we 


will pay no claims for overtime services until they shall have 
been submitted to and approved ae this Department. 

“The accumulation of vast indebtedness for overtime services in the face 
of liberal allowances for free-delivery service isan evil which must be abated. 

“Section 614 of the Postal Laws and Re 
ruary 2, 1893) prescribes the duties of letter carriers, and no deviation what- 
ever from this rule will 
overtime. 

= Moreover, any letter carrier found loitering or unnecessarily consuming 
time on his route, or absent from duty without permission in the absence of 
justifiable excuse, will be at once recommended for removal ( postmasters can 
deliveee it, remove, yelustate, or promote letter-carriers ), end at every free. 

ice where any carrier is working over ei ours a day, anc 

the Department u application refuses the allowance of additional carriers, 
the postmaster at once rear his free-delivery service so as to bring 
his carriers’ time within the eight-hour limit, either by curtailing the ex- 
terior of his free-delive 


boundaries districts or by reducing the frequency 
terest re 1 ape or collections, as in judgment may seem best for the in- 


any postmaster who permits overtime to be made by any letter car- 
rier, in the performance of work prohibited by the Postal Laws cad Regula- 
a or in Violation of this order, after May I, 1893, will be liable to removal 


“Very respectfully, W. 8. BISSELL, 


“ Postmaster-General.” 

Even after this order had been sent to all rs a disposition was 
discovered on the pert of a number of them to require iether’ carriens to 
record hours y for any and all service performed, regardless of the 
correct One office might be mentioned in which letter carriers were 
required to work in excess of eight hours per day, and were threatened by 
one of the su officers with dismissal from the service if they made 
& correct entry of time on their trip reports. 
tlp soporta or ficial time recordn with thee approval of their isinedias 

e a of the 

superiors, was dispelled soon after the Post-Ofice Department, acting in 
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gulations (issued under date of Feb- | 


beallowed at any office where any letter carrier makes | 
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cooperation with the Department of Justice, began a systematic investigation 
of overtime claims. Prior to the beginning of this Administration practically 
nothing had been done toward a settlement of these claims, although the 
letter carriers, through theirassociation and attorneys, had persistently urged 
official action of some kind. Early in 1894 the Postmaster-General selected 
two competent persons, experienced in the free-delivery service and familiar 
with the duties of letter carriers, to visit free-delivery offices, and, in the 
capacity of commissioners of the Court of Claims, to personally examine the 
time records and receive oral testimony of letter carriers and others for 
the purpose of expediting the settlement cf claims for which suit had been 
commenced. 

From the very first the commissioners reported that no reliance 
placed on the letter carriers’ trip reports and official time record 


1 mer 


could be 


i ause they 
did not show the facts; that the Government could build no defense on them; 


and that the carriers, by their oral testimony and that of oth« could im- 
peach the very records made by their own hands and prove their claims for 
overtime in spite of the official records. I quote extracts tou 
from some of the commissioners’ reports: 
“An examination of the time records of the station during this period (May 
24, 1888, to April, 1893) discloses the same condition of affairs as existed at all 
oo at this time, diminishing the value of the records as evidence 
of the exact overtime made by the men.” 
Also: 
* * « 


hing t) 


s point 


“But the records do not show the time « 
before and after each trip.” 
Again: 
of * oo 


msumed in routing mail 


“The imperfection of the records prevents any exact test of the 
witnesses’ statements. 

‘In addition to the time shown upon the records, the carriers at this sta- 
tion claim they made overtime which did not appear record 

And from a recent report: 

“The time records were found to be in the usual defi in respect 
to showing the entire daily service rendered. The following witnesses were 
relied on as to showing the deficiency of the time records,” ete 

It is fair to presume that if the practice of uniformly recording eight hours 
daily had concealed overtime at some offices, it also prevented the Depart- 
ment from knowing that at other offices much was being lost in “ under- 
time’ or unused time within the eight hours 

For the purpose of making carriers’ trip reports records of facts which 
would stand in the Court of Claims, and to give the Department full knowl 
edge of the exact time daily consumed by carriers in the performance of 
their official duties, I issued the following order, dated August 23, 184 


cient state 


“AUGUST 23, 1894, 
“ Postmaster, 


’ 

“Str: Investigations recently conducted at several post-offices show that 
it has become a custom among letter carriers to enter on their daily trip re- 
ports schedule time, instead of the actual time consumed by them 
reason to believe that this practice has become general f it prevails at 
your office it must be stopped at once. The daily trip reports and carriers’ 
time record must show the exact time consumed by them in the performance 
of their duties. 

“You will forward to this office, as soon as practicable, a statement show- 
ing the actual time consumed by each of your carriers on each day during a 
period of ten days following the date of the receipt of this letter 

“Yours, very respectfully, 


| have 


F. 


tmast 


JONES, 


r-Cie 


“First Assistant Pos 


The suspicions of the Department were fully confirmed, for the 
statement showed overtime at some offices and a 
time” at many others. Careful computations show 
losing at the rate of $500,000 per annum in “ undert 
riers. Add to this the amount of annual overtime 
estimated as the annual unnecessary cost to whi 
subjected. 

The saving of this enormous annual loss could be effected 
enforcing the eight-hour law and so reorganizing the service as 
the force of letter carriers, reducing here, increasing there, an: 
ner obtaining for the Department more nearly a full return f 
sum annually expended for free delivery 

To this end the order of April 4, 1895, was renewed o 
a copy of it transmitted to every postmaster in the folk 


neral.” 

ten-day 
large amount of inder- 
that the Dey nt was 
me *’ and superfluous car 
und $750,000 may safely be 
h the Department had been 


irtm 


y properly 
qualize 
Shat Inan- 


lmmense 


“05, and 


* JANUARY 3, 1895. 
“Postmaster, 


“Sir: Theattention of postmasters at free-delivery offices is directed tothe 
order of April 4, 1893, respecting overtime of letter carriers. It is betieved by 
certain officiais of this Department that in some of the post-offices evasions 
of this order are in contemplation; that overtime isin fact b e by let- 
ter carriers, not recorded at the post-offices, and no claim is made for the same 
at present, but itis supposed that such overtime will perhaps be made the 
subject of claim at some futuretime. It is not supposed that the po 
are cognizant of this fact, but it can hardly be the fact and escape the know! 
edge of the superintendents of free delivery 

“The order of April 4, 1893, has been and will remain in full force and effect 
and I shall hold postmasters officially accountable for any omission to enforce 
it. The distinct purpose of that order was, and is, to prevent overtime being 
made, and not merely to prevent or postpone the 
time. 

*T inclose a copy of my order of April 4, 1893, herewith. 

“Very respectfully, 


Ing mar 


tmasters 


making of claims for over- 


“W. S. BISSELL, 
** Postn fer-¢ 


Postmaster-General 
following special instructions at the same time: 


“ JANUARY 1, 1895. 


eral.” 


To aid tmasters to effectually enforce the s order, 
the 


I issued 


“ Important 
“To postmasters at free-delivery offices: 

“Immediately upon receipt of this notice you will post in a conspicuous place 
in the carriers’ working room at the main office and at each of the stations 
copy of the following rules: 

*“]. Carriers are strictly prohibited from reporting prior to schedule time, 
either for morning arrival or for the beginning of any subsequent trip during 
the day. 

“2? Carriers must not remain at their desks or in the working room of the 
office during any interval or “swing” between trips or during the dinner in- 
tervals; nor must they remain in the post-office after reporting from the last 
trip of the day. 

“3. Cerriers must record the exact time consumed by them each day, speci- 
fying the beginning and closing of each trip and the time spent in routing 
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mail and looking up and marking undelivered matter. Only the actual time 
employed is to be recorded, but all service rendered must be recorded. 

“4, Carriers will continue to make their daily trip reports, making their 

tries at the beginning and end of each trip. ractice of filling out the 
Satire report at close of day must be discontinued, and any carrier found 
continuing such practice be promptly removed. 

“5. Under no circumstances must cee or superintendents conceal the 
fact that overtime—even to the least extent—is beingmade. Any attempt to 
do this will result in the removal of the offender re of his rank. It 
will be equally contrary to this order for any carrier whose route requires 
less than eight hours to expand the actual working time thereon, or attempt 
to record unnecessary time in order to have his trip reports show eight or 
approximately eight hours’ work per — 

“6. Where collections are made prior to morning report, the first entry to 
the left on the trip report must cover the time so expended,and be accom- 
panied by this note: ‘ Including collection.’ 

“7. Men detailed exclusively in collection service should not be allowed to 
enter the workroom of the office except to deposit their collections. 

“8. The performance of clerical work by carriers is absolutely prohibited. 
Their Seoul waa be confined to the collection and delivery of , the rout- 
ing of their mail for delivery, the anes ¢ p or ‘} g’ of undelivered 
matter, and the facing up of mail by collectors upon their return to the of- 
fice. All other work, except the duty at the delivery windows, must be dis- 
continued by carriers. All other work is clerical, and must be performed by 
clerks alone. 

“ Special. 

“All carriers, superintendents, and assistant superintendents of carriers, 
superintendents of stations, and all clerks charged wholly or in part with re- 
cording carriers’ time will be expected to acquaint themselves with these 
rules within one month from date or within one month from date of their re- 
spective appointments, so as to be able to quote them substantially to any 
agent or inspector of the Department, or to anyone delegated by the post- 
ees, Failure of ability to do this will be considered sufficient cause for 
removal.” 

In order to ascertain if these orders were understood and properly en- 
forced, and to obtain exact information relative to the condition of the serv- 
ice at each office, that this office might poured intelligently in the work of 
reorganization and readjustment, I requ each postmaster to answer fully 
certain questions in a letter of January 1, 1895, hereto subjoined: , 

“1. Population of your town, acco to the latest State, school, or po- 
lice census. 

“2. Estimated peas served by carriers. 

“3. Number of square miles within the corporate limits, according to 
municipal records. 

‘4. Number of square miles served by letter carriers. 

“5. Does the free-delivery service extend beyond the city limits? 
give the extent of territory, estimated in square miles. 

“6. Number of carriers assigned exclusively to delivery service. 

“7. Number of carriers assigned exclusively to collection service. 

“8, Number of carriers mounted. 

“9. Number of delivery trips made daily. 

“10. Number of collection trips made daily. 

“11. Do the letter carriers record actual time made by them? (See order 
of August 25, 1804.) 

“12. Are the letter carriers, or any of them, making overtime? 

“13. Have you, your assistant, or superintendent of carriers, ever tested 
the carriers’ routes to ascertain if the territory is ly ted and 
the carriers distributed to the best advantage, and if they are performing 
their work properly? 

“14. Do any of your carriers perform clerical work of any kind? If so, 
state fully the class of work performed and the time daily consumed in such 
work. H section 614, Postal Laws and Regulations. ) 

“15. How many substitute letter carriers are employed at po office? 

“16. Have carriers discontinued the use of twine since straps were fur- 
nished for t. up mail for delivery? 

“17. Are the carriers properly uniformed and numbered? Do they wear 
complete uniform? 

“18. How many street letter boxes in use at your office? 

“19. Are the street letter boxes supplied with time cards showing the 
hours of collection?” 

The replies to these searching inquiries enabled me to genpite very exhaust- 
ive data (such as had never before been secured) relative to the entire serv- 
ice, namely, to compare the service of one office with that of another, to point 
out to postmasters irregularities disclosed by their own statements, to sug- 
gest to them methods by which the service could be improved and made to 
conform more closely to the tal laws and regulations, and in that way to 
establish amore uniform system throughout the service in so far as the topo- 
megneen. and other conditions of the various offices would permit. 

After ames one Week received from all postmasters I called for a state- 
ment, early in February, 1 showing the time consumed = carrier 
during a period of ten days. This statement differed from the ten-days state- 
ment of September, 184, in that it showed the time daily consumed in the office 
as well as upon the carriers’ routes. The information afforded by this last 
statement disclosed an unexpected lack of system, great aereneue anyon 
ing in the time allotted for office work at the various offices. For nce, 
at one office three-trip carriers would require but two hours per day for office 
work, while at another office, similar in most respects, three- carriers 

ld consume nearly four hours in the same class of work. 

ht be cited of a post-office ——— of 10,000 le in an area 
of 4 square miles maintaining four deli per day in the ess and two 
in the residence ons of the city, with five letter carriers working eight 
hours per day, while another office with a er population ina smaller area 
could provide only three business and two residential trips daily with an equal 
number of carriers. 

There appeared to be no reason why the service at these offices should not 
be equal in every respect, and steps were promptly taken to effect the desired 
changes. Similar cases were d with in the same manner. All this led to 
correspondence which betrayed on the of many postmasters a lack of 
knowledge of the eae, the req ents of the service, their own 
duties and those of letter carriers. The attempt to correct irregularities by 
correspondence, however, did not prove effective or satisfactory, and it was 
decided to begin a systematic inv: of the service through special 


nts. 
“fThe agents obtained a record of the conduct of each carrier, the manner in 
which he performs his duties, take account of the exact time consumed by 
him on his route, test the efficiency of the collection and the 
meget She coniien ¢ tthe Seane ee ere eae oe 

ees Se ees and, in short, collect information that can 
gathered in any other way. When they are detailed for serviceina 
are supplied with the letter carriers’ schedule and route cards so 


they 
may have no trouble in locating carriers at any on their 
routes at any time during the ssheduale FF each Seeman 

requirements of the serv- 


Ee cats sears Wiese 


and 
an increase of force is necessary or a decrease 


If so, 


en a case 
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The ence and 
in’ ty, man ce. They 


are not permit to are especially 


warned against interf with or pting to entrap letter carriers, a); 
are required to re ae the Bo yen of the letter carrier in Me 
delivery of mail, giving the record of the fait and efficient carrier as w..)| 
as that of the negligent and slothful. In all cases ‘ting upon the condn:; 
of the letter carrier force each carrier is h a verbatim copy of 
the charges and given ample ouporennity to submit such explanation es jo 
may have before final action is taken by the Department. 

A letter carrier's efficiency record is now mates prepered from the data sup 

lied by these agents as well as rs. n completed it will conta!y 

© individual record of each letter carrier in the service. 

The work of the agents has been come prosecuted during the past 
eight months. The results of the work ——— period may be found in 
the following statements, the first dealing the personnel of the ser, 
ice, the second showing the actual saving to the De nent, and the third 
gi vo number of offices at which improvements have been made wit); 


Personnel. 


Whole number of offices investigated -..... .... .-....--......-+--.----.--- 
Total number of carriers employed at these offices ...................._.. 
Carriers repriman‘led for various irregularities.......................... 
Carriers suspended for falsifying wip re 
Carriers suspended for failure to collect from street letter boxes___. 
Carriers suspended for drinking while on duty and loitering 
Carriers dismissed for drinking while on duty and loitering 


The personnel of the carriers’ force at 0 of the 151 offices examined was 
found to be above the average, the being faithful and energetic. 


Savings effected. 


Reductions of the force at first-class offices between January 1, 1895, 
and October 1, 1895, equal to 157 carriers, at $1,000 per annum, mak- 
ing a saving at the rate per annum of 

Reductions at second-class offices between January 1, 1895, and Octo- 
ber 1, 1895, equal to 61 carriers, at $850 per annum, making a saving 
at the rate per annum of 


Total reduction of 218 carriers, at 
eyo for additional carriers refused 


Under the practice in vogue before the establishment of the secret 
service, and dependin ugen Seneenes data at hand, the Depart- 
ment would have e additional appointments upon the 
showing submitted by the 


From this amount deduct the cost of the secret service from the date 
of its establishment, February 1, 1895, to October 1, 1895 


And the service may be credited with a net saving of --. 


oe on 
iiecceoe £18,000 


proper uniform at...............- a. 
‘ Sees © Seat nena tn t 

Besides ving effected, improved cien the service in 
the offices investigated must be credited to this service. Rt every office the 
discipline of the wee ay ee the service have been much improved, 
the work more equally distribu among the carriers, and at many 
offices extensions made and facilities increased without additional cost. 

Several postmasters have in letters to this office that they 
have been able to make the improvements and extensions su ted by the 
Department without the additional carrier or carriers previously quested, 
and several cities might be named in which the patrons of the _< ee have 
Scnasie ane for providing a better service than hey nave ever 

‘ore enjoyed. 

About one-fourth of the 604 free-deliv offices have been investigated, 
and by the close of the current fiseal year two-thirds will have been ex 
amined. Tam confident that the restilts to be obtained will be even better 
than those ng ny herein, for the service is now more perfectly organized 
than it was at first, and its work more effective and pment 

The benefits derived from these investigations summed up as fol- 


may 


ows: 
Securing the data and details of the service to enable the De- 
end justl 


as understandingly y to consider all applications for incress” 
orce. 
To weed out the habitual loiterers and drinkers who bring discredit upou 


the service and upon 


the 
To secure eight hours’ honest work, win oy delivery of mail. 
Saving of overtime claims at the rate of ,000 or $300,000 a year. 

Saving, by =, Go a yea and preventing the employment of super- 


fluous \ aaa, 
Establishing the fact that the continuance of carriers in the service |- 


toe themasives and ores discharge of their duties, without 
Mr. McMILLIN (before the reading was concluded). There is 
of the entire statement which I wis! 

; but I will ask that the remainder be pub- 


reading 
The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, that order will be made. 
Mr. McMILLIN. What I may have to say on this subject, Mr. 
I will say in the course of the five-minute discussion. 

Mr. LOUD obtained the floor. 
Mr. SWANSON. Before the gentleman from California [’. 
Loup} I want to yield to him the remaining five minutes 
ir LOUD. Mr. I do not think I shall use more 
nutes; I think I have about ten minutes of my 
. I believe the general debate has gone about 


friend from York (Mr. Quice] for 
he has so kindly St tbe ins elation t0 


New 








1896. 


this bill; and I am thankful that he criticises only one portion of 
_ velation to the remarks of the gentleman from Connecticut 
r. Sraaay] om a portion of the remarks of the gentleman from 
ew York [Mr. Quiee], I can understand, of course, that such 
remarks sound well at home; but they are not relevant to the bill 
which the House is now about toconsider. Of course, Mr. Chair- 
man, most of us have played whist; and most of us have anticipated 
the pleasure of “ post-morteming” every hand after it is played. 
ly, this is a post-mortem of the spy system—a system which 

this bill absolutely wipes out. I do not desire particularly to dis- 





cuss and rediscuss a question which is dead. But it seems that | 
some gentlemen are so full of this subject that, even though we | 


have (if I may be permitted to use the expression) strangled it 


beyond any possibility of resurrection, they must in the fullness | 


of their h ur a little of their sentiment upon this House. 

This bill carries no spy system. Istated frankly in my opening 
remarks the considerations which had guided and governed the 
committee in the preparation of the bill; and I may say I am sur- 

rised to hear the objections raised by members of the commit- 
tee on this floor, because it is substantially the first time I have 
heard them, and this bill was considered in our full committee 
for two days. ; - 

Let me repeat what I said yesterday, that a supervision over 
every Department of the Government is actually necessary, and 
over the carrier service more than over any other branch of the 
service to-day. While I know, Mr. Chairman, that I shall give 
utterance to some remarks which will not, perhaps, sound pleas- 
antly upon the ears of some gentlemen, I will state the views 
which have been gathered by me during months and months of 
close investigation and examination. 

Now, while I am willing to admit that there may have been 
abuses in the spy system, as I said on yesterday, the result of that 
system has been not only to greatly benefit the carrier service 
itself, but has been of great benefit to the people of the country, 
who have some — as well as the Government employees. 

I may say here, Mr. Chairman, that in my humble opinion the 
American people have run free-delivery mad. I will repeat it, 
that the American ple have run free-delivery mad. e are 
now in the great cities of the country, in the business portions of 


them, giving six and seven deliveries daily to business men. | 


There is not a well-regulated business house in the country hav- 
ing its box at the post-office that will assume to go to that box 
and collect its mail more than four times a day. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island. What proportion of the busi- 
ness men avail themselves of the free-delivery service in the cities? 

Mr. LOUD. That I can not say. 

Mr, ARNOLD of Rhode Island. Do you think that more than 
one-half of them do? 

Mr. LOUD. Now, so far as the residence portions of the cities 
are concerned, we are giving them, as a rule, four and five deliv- 
eries a day; and I say that it is the most absurd of the absurd. 


This — was inaugurated for the very purpose of cutting | 


down the free-delivery service, which has run on from an insig- 
nificant sum a few years ago to an expenditure of $13,000,000. 
The deficit in the Post-Office Department has constantly been in- 
creasing, and I believe the fact that the Post-Office Department 
to-day is run by the Government is the most serious menace to our 
republican institutions. It is the most extravagantly managed 
Departmentin theGovernment. The spy system was inaugurated 
to put the system as far as possible on business principles. I as- 
sume, and I will undertake to make the statement, Mr. Chairman, 
that there is not a good, practical business man in this country to- 
day who could not, if he were to have the contract for ten years 
to run the Post-Office Department with the present appropriations, 
— from thirty to forty millions of dollars clear by the opera- 


n. 

Mr. SPERRY. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr, LOUD. I will yield for that ree. 

Mr. SPERRY. Does not the free-delivery system to-day, as a 
whole, more than py for itself? 

Mr. LOUD. I do not think it does. 

Mr. SPERRY. Then it did. I do not know what it does now; 
but it once did. 

Mr. LOUD. In 1892, I will say in response to the gentleman. 
itdid pay; but we have been running into extravagance ever since. 
I believe that if that service were curtailed and brought within 
its legitimate intent, if you were to give the people of the large 
cities such ivery service as justice demands, that the free- 
delivery service would not only pay for itself, but would return a 
— ame to sae Government, 

. TERRY. me ask the poate s uestion. 

Mr. LOUD. I _— not to yield 4 or Seaseumntions. 

Mr. TERRY. I only want to reenforce the point the gentleman 
is making by suggesting that the ivery service cuts off the 

om and thereby decreases the revenues of the Gov- 
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Mr. LOUD. Well, that is outside of my point. I desire to get 
back to the statement of the gentleman from Connecticut. He 
| has condemned a system to which I have already referred in this 
| debate. But your committee, and the chairman of the commit- 
tee, I will say, was not willing to put the inspectors under the 
First Assistant Postmaster-Ge Lomal For reasons advanced on 
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yesterday I do not think that advisable. 


| Now, we have proposed to increase the force of inspectors, not to 
| spy on the letter carriers, because you use that word in an offensive 
| sense, but for the purpose of providing some supervision not alone 
| over the letter carriers themselves, but over the whole Post-Office 
Department in the country. 
Permit me to say that there are some 70,000 post-offices in the 
| United States—correctly stated, the number is 70,014—and besides 
those detailed for service in the Money-Order Department, to be 
paid out of the money-order fund, there are 75 post-office inspectors 
| to examine and supervise the work in the various post-offices. 
| Mr.SPERRY. What are the auditors for? These men were 
| not sent around to make inspections until the last few years. 
| They were employed for other purposes. The auditors did that 
work. 
Mr. LOUD. What ‘‘men” does the gentleman refer t 
Mr. PICKLER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
Mr. LOUD. Well, I think the gentleman is probably going into 


the rural, or free-delivery service, and I do not want t: 
that field just at the present time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know [should not have any help f 
gentleman, anyway. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; you would. Iam always ready and will- 
ing to help the gentleman when he is in a just cause. 

Mr. PICKLER. Unfortunately we do not agree as to the just- 
ness of it. Now, what is the complaint against the letter carriers? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say that there is the same complaint against 
letter carriers that there would be against this very body of men, 
| if they were hired to perform certain service. The natural desire 
of the average man in this world is to do no more than he is com- 
pelled todo. That is humannature. Now, with these 12,000 men 
there is no supervision. Of course the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. SPERRyY], when he was postmaster, did supervise not 
alone his own office but the whole county. But you must re- 
member, Mr. Chairman, that we have very few men in this country 
who are imbued with those high principles and who have that 
activity and honesty and earnestness that the gentleman from 
Connecticut has, so we are dealing with the average honest man, 
I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this is the last that will be heard dur- 
ing the consideration of this bill relating to this so-called “spy 
system.” 

Mr. QUIGG. Well, it is not the last that will be heard of it. 

Mr. LOUD. For, permit me to say—and I will not say it inany 
offensive sense—this tirade against the ‘‘spy system,” which is 
not carried in this bill, is nothing in the world but the merest 
buncombe. 
The CHAIRMAN, General debate is exhausted. 
| will report the bill by sections. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 

lows: 


» get off into 


rom the 


| 





The Clerk 


OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Third. For compensation to postmasters, $16,250,000 

Mr. McRAE, Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas offers an 
amendment to paragraph 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words in lines 13 and 14, page 1: 





ion 
two hundred and fifty thousand dollars,” and insert in lieu t f en- 
teen million dollars; that there shall be allowed and paid to ister 
of the fourth class $5 for each quarter, in addition to the comp n allowed 


under existing law.” 

Mr. LOUD. I make the point of order against that, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is new legislation. I will withhold the point, if the 
gentleman desires to speak upon this amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. I yield to my colleague [Mr. Terry}. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, it is not often that I consume 
the valuable time of this House, but I rise to support the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague |[Mr. McRae]. I have conferred 
with him upon this subject and I think this amendment is one 
that is eminently just and proper. I agree with the statement 
made by the chairman of this committee, that a great number of 
the people in our great cities seem to have run crazy upon the 
question of *‘ free delivery.” Year after year we are asked to spend 
millions of the people’s money to increase the efficiency of that 
branch of the ceoatal service. It is now costing the Government 
many millions of dollars. I read from the report, which states 
that for the free-delivery service the expenditure is $12,139,092. I 
am not opposed to free delivery within reasonable limits. In some 
of these great cities of this nation the letters and papers are car- 
ried five or six times a day and dumped into the laps of the patrons 
of the office, 
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Now, here is a proposition to make a small increase for that 
class of the American people who realize less benefits from the 
appropriations made by this Government than any other class of 
individuals in it. The so-called ‘ business interests” of this 
country are constantly looking out for themselves. They are con- 
stantly clamoring for legislation in their particular interests. 
The golden streams of the Treasury are constantly going out to 
them. But the people who live in the rural districts of these 
United States, who constitute the bone and sinew of our popula- 
tion, rarely have their interests looked to in making the adjust- 
ment of these appropriations. 

I propose to submit to this committee a few facts upon this sub- 
ject, and if Ican not finish in five minutes, I hope I shall be 
allowed five minutes more in order to complete my remarks. 

To show you some of the expenses of this system, and how it 
operates, I submit the following facts and figures: 

The total number of Presidential post-offices in the United 
States is 3,504. The average salary paid to these Presidential 

tmasters is $1,689. In addition to that, on account of the free 
elivery, there is paid out for letter carriers $12,139,092. The 
compensation of clerks in post-offices, most of them in the Presi- 
dential offices, amounts to $9,414,135. For salaries, Presidential 
pos. $5,897,200. Then for lights and fuel in these Presi- 
ential offices there is expended $1,324,695. Total for this branch 
= the service, $28,775,122, that is, for the sums paid out in that 
ine. 

Now come to the fourth-class tmasters: The total number 
in the United States is 66,560. 6 amount paid to them is, in 
round numbers, $10,182,308, or an average of about $152 each. 
Many of them, however, in our Southern and Western country 
are paid only five or six dcllars, and some of them as low as $3 a 
year; and the great trouble that I have in my district is to get 
men to accept these ffices and perform the duties. From 
time to time these offices have to be abolished; and what is the 
result? The people complain, and then we have to go to work to 
find some man who is willing to take the office, at such scanty 

ay, and then be hauled up by some red-tape post-office inspector 

or not keeping his office in first-class shape. Time and again, 
Mr. Chairman, I have had to appoint as many as half a dozen 
men in a year for one of these post-offices. 

Tho war be rmitted to conclude my remarks. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I hope the gentleman’s time will be ex- 
tended for five minutes by unanimous consent, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TERRY. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee and the 
committee for their courtesy. Mr. Chairman, many atime I have 
been called upon to recommend, and have appointed as many as 
five or six persons in one year in one of these fourth-class post- 
offices, because a man could not afford to conduct it at what is 

id. Pretty soon the office is abolished, and straightway I am 

ieged with petitions from the patrons of the office to reestab- 
lish the office. It means a great deal to those people out in the 
country. They do not write many letters, it is true; but when 
one of those people dogs write a letter it isa very important mat- 
ter to the man who writes it, and he wants to mail that letter and 
get an answer without —- or 15 miles to do it. 

Now, while we are spending many millions of the people’s 
money for free delivery and fast mails, and everything else, in 
God’s name let us do something for those people. They are the 
men who, after all, are the basis of our national wealth and our 
national glo From their ranks came the hardy pioneers that 
have pushed the outposts of your civilization across the plains and 
beyond the mountains. They are the men, sir, who swung their 
axes in the unbroken forests and blazed the pathway and leveled 
down the highway along which the chariot of your civilization has 
been rolled. [Applause.] Let us dosomething for them, sir, and 
let us not raise these petty points of order every time there is a 
—— to do something for the plain people of these United 

tates. 


ee} : ; 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire just a few minutes to ex- 

epee my approval and hearty support of the amendment offered 
y my colleague from Arkansas [Mr. McRakr]. I did hope that 

my friend from California in charge of this bill would forego the 

point of order, but of course he must be governed by what he sees 

to be his duty in this matter. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not hope to express to this House in as 
forceful and I ae as eloquent a manner as has been done 
by my colleague [Mr. poe ee preceded me the reasons which 
in my judgment should impel this House to adopt these amend- 
ments. It is sometimes said that the Post-Office Department 
ought to be self-sustaining. I heard that ent when I was a 
boy-—that those who used the post-office ought to pay. for it. 

ell, Mr. Chairman, if thatrule wereapplied all the way through, 
then the people who use the and the Navy and for whose 
benefit we maintain the Army and Navy should be taxed with the 
expense; hut that is not the case. The ie of the whole Union 
pay the tax in proportion to their ability, if we have just taxing 


laws. There is no class of servants of the people of the United 
States so poorly paid as are the fourth-class postmasters in the 
rural districts of this count I know full well—as I have had 
some of the experience of which my colleague has spoken—of t}\o 
difficulty in keeping postmasters in the small offices in the rural 
districts. The people there need post-offices. The rising genera- 
tion—the boys and girls, young men and young women—need 
these post-offices for the dissemination of knowledge. They are 
the sons and a of the pioneers, they who carried the do- 
main of empire of this country westward, across arid deserts, over 
streams and mountains, and who planted the American flag on the 
Pacific Coast. 

They are ple, Mr, Chairman, who do not get very much at 
the hands of the American Congress. I have been told that to 
adopt this amendment will cost $1,500,000. An increase of a mil- 
lion and a half dollars for postal facilities for the patrons of the 60) ,()0 
fourth-class post-offices in the United States isa small sum. My 
only objection to the amendments of my colleague _ McRae] 
is that a do not go far —— I would prefer the bil! intro- 
duced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] to regu- 
late the salaries of these fourth-class postmasters. The postmasters 
at these small post-offices should be paid more, so that competent 
men and women could afford to give more time to them in the 

roper discharge of the duties of those offices, which are for the 
nefit of the people who live in the rural districts of this country, 
Those people are entitled to this amount of consideration at the 
hands of the American Congress. It is not a matter of grace and 
S wate we are asking in their behalf at your hands; it is a matter 
of right. 

We are asking in these amendments what it is said would in- 
crease expenditures a million and a half dollars, which is held 
up as a piece of amazing extravagance, and yet the report of the 
Postmaster-General shows that over $12,000,000 was paid for the 
maintenance of the free-delivery system in the cities of the coun- 
i. last year. 

believe the present temper of this House is to grant this in- 
crease if allowed to vote on the subject, and I again appeal to the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to 
withdraw the point of order. 

ng the hammer fell. } 

r. LOUD. [insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is clearly a change of ex- 
isting law, and would be clearly out of order. That part of the 
amendment which increases the appropriation, if offered as an 
amendment, would be in order. 

Mr. McRAE. I will take the judgment of the House on that 
portion of the amendment increasing the en m. If we 
get the money now, perhaps we can get the other hereafter. 

Mr. LOUD. That is a new amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. [ insist upon that part of my amendment which 
the Chair holds to be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That part which increases the appropria- 
tion would clearly be in order if introduced as a new amendment. 
The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words in lines 13 and 14, on 1, “sixteen mil- 
i two hundred and fifty thousand dollars” and insert “seventeen million 

ollars. 

Mr. LOUD. I will just say that I hope that that amendment 
will not be adopted. t can not accomplish the object that the 
gentleman has in view. 

Mr. McRAE. But is not that the amount the Department asks 
for this p ? 

Mr. LOUD. It is. , 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the items in 
this bill that I think I give my approval to in the shape in which 
it comes from the committee, and in connection with it I desire 
to call attention to the gradual increase in the amount of expen i- 
tures for this purpose, as shown at the bottom of the first page of 
the rt. e statement shows that the expenditures for 1590 
for this purpose were $13,761,749.72, and then follow the figures 
of the expenditures for each succeeding year. There has been a 
gradual growth from year to year, not following any definite rule, 

ut each year ——s by a little the expenditure for the preced- 
ing year. The expenditure for 1891 exceeded that for 1890 by 
$812,000; 1892 exceeded 1891 by nearly $676,000; 1893 exceeded 1892 
by nearly $648,000; 1894 exceeded 1893 by only $20,000, while 1595 
enema 1894 by only $61,000. : 

Now, assuming that the increase for the next year will follow, 
approximately, the increase for the year p g, the expendi- 
ture would be less by nearly $100,000 than the amount recom- 
mended in this bill. other words, if we let the appropriation 
stand, as recommended by the committee, at $16,250,000, we are 
provi for an increase over the ditures of the preceding 
year of about $170,000, which is nearly three times what the in- 
crease was for the year before. It seems to me, therefore, that 
the allowance made by the committee in this item of the bill has 
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been liberal enough to prevent any deficiency if we appropriate 
$16,250,000, as recommended. | : 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say only a word. 
While I come from a city, I agree entirely with what the gentle- 
men on the other side [Mr. Terry and Mr. NeIL] have said about 
these fourth-class postmasters. I have lived in country districts, 
and I know these postmasters. I knowthat they are a worthy, 
sturdy class of men, and I believe they ought to receive this addi- 
tional compensation. So I trust that the amendment will pass. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
read, x. 

The amendment was read, as above. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How would this amendment give these post- 
masters any more compensation than they are now receiving? 


Their compensation is fixed by law, and simply increasing the | 


appropriation would not increase their compensation. 

Mr. McRAE. If we get the money for the salaries we will trust 
to Congress to give us the legislation necessary to pay them the 
additional compensation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it would be as well to wait until we 
get the legislation before we vote the money. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McRAE. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 55. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In Ines 13 and 14, page 1, after the word * postmaster,” strike out the words 
“sixteen million two hundred and fifty thousand” and insert the words 
“seventeen million,” and add the following: “That there shall be allowed 
to all postmasters where the pay under existing law does not exceed $100 per 
annum the sum of $10 per quarter, which shall be paid them quarterly, in 
addition to their present compensation.” 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that that 
amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. LITTLE. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the 

int of order. I desire to make a brief statement. 

Mr. LOUD. This ground has been fully covered already, but I 
will withhold the point of order for a few minutes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Of course I understand, Mr. Chairman, that this 
amendment is open to the same objection as the prior one, so far 
as the point of order is concerned, but I want to say to the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill that I hope he will find it consistent 
with his views of public duty to withdraw the point. I want to 
say to him—and I suppose I voice the sentiment of almost every 


gentleman who represents a rural district—that in my district, as | 


in all such districts, there are a largenumberof postmasters whose 
compensation does not exceed ten or twelve dollars, and some who 
do not get more than three or four dollars. 
settled; a post-office has perhaps from ten to twenty-five patrons, 


and it is impossible to get a farmer to devote his time to attending | 


to the office for the small pittance that he receives. It would not 
pay a man to do the mere clerical work for the amount of money 
some of these ——— get. 

Lhave put this amendment at the very lowest point to which 
I think it ought to go, so as to embrace none whose salaries ex- 
ceed $100, but if the gentleman will not accept that, I would be 
willing to reduce the limit to $50, or even to $25. Now, I do ap- 
peal to the gentleman in charge of this bill, without buncombe or 
anything of that kind, to consent that this change be made. We 
can not expect a farmer to give up a corner of his house for post- 
office purposes without some compensation, and in many cases 
they have to go 3 or 4 miles and carry the mails upon their backs 
simply for the accommodation of their neighbors. This amend- 
ment would not increase the appropriation very largely. I do not 


unless it is found necessary. 


I say to the gentleman, in all candor and sincerity, that it seems 
to me a simple matter of right to adopt this amendment. If we 
want to serve these people and give them their mails at least once | 
a week, we —s ought to provide means whereby they can 

t 


have postmasters. should be remembered also that these post- 
masters, even in the most remote districts, aré required to file 
quarterly statements with all the accuracy and precision that 
would be required of a man in a Presidential office. They can 
not be e , it seems to me, to do this without compensation, 
although many of them do so. Almost daily there comes to me 
information of the resignation of some one of these fourth-class 
postmasters, whose salary is perhaps $10; and there come to me 
applications from people wanting the office continued; but no one 
is willing #> assume the responsibility of the position. People of 
that class are as much entitled to their mails as the best man in 
the largest city in the country. They are just as good citizens; 


oe their taxes; they are patriotic in their devotion to the 
country, . 


Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be | 


The country is sparsely | 
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I see that in this bill the appropriation for the free-delivery serv- 
ice is increased nearly $5,000,000 above the amount appropriated 
last year. If my amendment be adopted, it will not raise this 
appropriation above the amount recommended by the Postmaster- 
General, 

I do hope that if it is in the heart of the committee to help this 
service in the least they will do so. The Postmaster-General is 
powerless without legislation of this kind, which I believe he 
would welcome. In conversation with me the other day he said: 


Our Department is overrun with these matters. As quickly as we appoint 
& man as fourth-class postmaster and he finds out the duties incumbent upon 
him he resigns, and thus we are forced frequently to discontinue the offices 
and deprive the people of the service. 

I do appeal to the chairman of the committee to withdraw his 
point of order and let us at least take the sense of the Committee 
of the Whole on this question. I believe that it is in the heart of 
this Congress to give the pittance which my amendment asks. 
The amendment is to apply only to postmasters who under the 


present law receive less than $100. I urge and beg the gentleman 


| trom California, out of consideration to those plain, honest people 


who under existing circumstances are deprived of proper mail 


| facilities, that he withdraw his point of order and let us take the 


sense of the Committee of the Whole upon my amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is reserved upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order; there is no need of 
taking up time in this discussion. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the matter has been sufficiently discussed. 
I state emphatically that I shall not accept any proposition of this 
kind. If gentlemen want that sort of legislation, let them bring 
it before the House in the regular way. I insist on the point of 
order, 

Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. LOUD. 


I hope I may be allowed a few minutes. 
The gentleman can make his remarks on the next 


| paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order on 
the ground that it is new legislation. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment which puts the 
matter in a somewhat different form. 

The proposed amendment of Mr. PICKLER was read, as follows: 

Add to the appropriation these words: 

“Of which amount there shall be allowed to all postmasters whose pay 
under existing law does not exceed $100 per annum the sum of $10 per quar- 
ter, which shall be paid them quarterly, in addition to their present compen- 
sation.” 

Mr. LOUD. That amendment is subject to substantially the 
same point of order as the one just ruled out. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to explain my 
amendment? 

Mr. LOUD. I dislike to insist upon the point of order; but let 
me say tothe gentleman that he will have ample opportunity be- 
fore this bill is concluded to get in his speech on this subject. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam not anxious to make a speech. 

Mr. LOUD. I state emphatically that I shall not accept any 
amendment of this character. 

Mr. PICKLER. This amendment is in different form from the 
last. 

Mr. LOUD. I know it is; but I shall not accept it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California, the Chair 
understands, insists on the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the gentleman to say, then, that 
these fuurth-class postmasters shall have no show in this bill if he 
can avoid it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order. 


In the opinion of the Chair the point of order is well taken, 


| This amendment proposes new legislation, the provision being in 
en _ what the increase would be, but the money need not | 


substance the same as that of the two amendments already ruled 
out. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
word, 

Mr. Chairman, I regret, as I said yesterday, that it seems impos- 
sible to do anything in this bill for the fourth-class postmasters or 
for the country districts. It appears that the chairman of the 


I move, then, to amend by striking out the last 


| committee, in his wisdom, has found it necessary to insert in the 
| bill a great many innovations, involving large expense, for the 


benefit of the city districts; yet he absolutely refuses the appeals, 
in whatever shape they may come or from whatever source, of 
gentlemen who want something done for the rural districts. 

I do not wish to detain this committee by saying anything fur- 
ther in favor of the claims of these fourth-class postmasters. The 
gentleman from California well knows the merits of this matter; 
but he lives in a city district, and 1 know that he has no sympathy 
with the men who live on the prairies and away from the larger 
post-offices. I know that he has no sympathy with the fourth- 
class postmasters or their patrons. I know that he has no sym- 
pathy with the people who have to go a long distance for their 
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mails because they can not get anyone to serve as fourth-class 

master without pay. The pene in every way possible 
eon his antipathy to the interests of that class of people. 
It seems to me I have neverseen a more just appeal made toa gen- 
tleman in charge of any bill than has been made to the gentleman 
from California this morning for help in this bill for the fourth- 
class postmasters. If the nae will even concede the right 
of this Committee of the Whole to express its judgment on this 
question, that is all we ask. Let us take the sense of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Let us see whether the majority of members 
on this floor are not in favor of helping these fourth-class post- 
masters, 

The amendment which I offered, and which the Chair has just 
ruled out of order, did not propose one dollar of increase in the 
appropriation; yet the gentleman in charge of this bill, represent- 
ing a city district, and having no syinpathy for our people in the 
rural districts, having no sympathy for fourth-class postmasters, 
having no sympathy for the people who are so unfortunate as to 
live away from the large cities, like San Francisco, refuses, stolidly 
- refuses, to listen to any measure of relief for these people. 

I regret the action of the gentleman very much. I regret that 
while this bill is loaded down with innovations there can not be 
something done for the rural districts. It seems to me that when 
so much is done for the city districts, at least this little bit might 
bedone for the rural districts. Even here, this morning, the House 
refused to take a step to help the farmers of the country. Now, 
here is a proposition which must be slaughtered also, because the 
gentleman takes the same position on it that was taken with ref- 
erence to the other. I regret it very much. 

I withdraw the formal amendment. 

~ TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I wish to say that I am in favor of the amendment just offered, 
According to my information and knowledge an ees 
was made in the Fifty-second and also in the Fifty-third Congress. 
A sum of money, I forget the exact amount, but I think about 
$20,000, was cupmogrintes for the p of experimenting in the 
matter of free delivery in the rural districts of the country. This 
amount was not expended as it should have been dene. The 
Postmaster-General, in his annual re at the inning of the 
Fifty-third Congress and Fifty-fourth Congress, I eve, stated 
that he found it impracticable to establish such aservice. In this 
opinion I do not concur, but such are the factsin the case. There- 
fore, Mr. in view of the fact thatit is impracticable, ac- 
cording to the opinion and ruling of the Postmaster-General, to 
establish a free delivery in the rural districts, it seems that it would 
be nothing but simple justice and fairness that thesame result might 
be accomplished in some other way, and these advantages ought 
to be accorded to these people; and in view of the fact that the 
House can not do this in any other way it should increase the sal- 
aries of fourth class postmasters, a majority of whom are in the 
rural districts—at least we ought to p in some way to give 
the people in the country the benetit of this mail service. 

In be of the district I represent, which is almost entirely an 
qgeenane district, and of course a rural district, an increase in 

e salary of these fourth-class postmasters is the only way that 
we can reach the class of people who live throughout that region 
and secure for them the advanti which the t-office is sup- 
a to secure for the people of this whole country. It does seem 

me that if the House stop for a moment and consider this 
question, and not seek to override and vote down or destroy by 
points of order every measure that is brought in here for the inter- 
est of that class of people—I say that if they would stop to reflect 
for a moment, after that reflection I am convinced they would be 
willing to do this small act of justice to this class of people in the 
rural districts. They can not be reached in any other way, and 
unless we afford them relief in this manner in many parts of the 
country it would be utterly impossible to reach them at all through- 
out the whole of the country districts. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I am entirely in favor of the proposi- 
tion of the tleman from South Dakota, to increase the salary 
of these , and indorse the eloquent words spoken by the 
gentleman from Arkansas and the gentleman from South Dakota 
with reference to them. I see no reason why the people in the 
country should not receive thesame privileges with people of cities 
and towns. 

I withdraw the formal amendment. 
oe The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

first aud second lass post offices including furuivure, $1500, Provided, 

secon ; u : 

¢ the Postmaster-General, in his discretion. under such tions as he 


rescribe, may authorize any of the postmasters of said offices to expend 
¢ fund ho ‘ow them for such purposes without the written consent 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 


ment I send to the desk to this paragraph of the bill, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after line 16, of page 2 of the printed bill, the words: 


miscellaneous and incidental items directly conmected with 


* For necessary 
third and fourth class post-offices, including furniture, $100,( 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the point of order 
be considered as pending upon this amendment for the preset, 
I will look the matter up. I do not think it is authorized by law. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I agree entire|y 
with what has been said by gentlemen around me, both on tho 
left and right of the House, in reference to taking care of tho 
third and fourth class postmasters of this country. I understand 
that points of order have been raised on all the provisions of thi, 
bill which have been offered here in the shape of amendments 
looking to the increase of the salaries of fourth-class postmasters. 
because it was an increase of salary and not authorized by exist- 
ing law, and therefore that it could not be done legitimately oy 
the appropriation bill. . 

But this amendment does not raise or interfere in any way wit): 
asalary. It is an appropriation in the exact terms of the bill its«)| 
and relates to necessary and miscellaneous expenses in the thir| 
and fourth class post-offices; whereas the paragraph in the })i|] 
just read refers to necessary and miscellaneous expenses in {| 
first and second class post-offices. If one is germane to the il] 
the other certainly is. 

Now, if we have a right to expend $150,000, as the bill provides, 
for these necessary and miscellaneous items, including furniture, 
without naming them, for first and second class post-offices wo 
have an equal right to expend a hundred thousand dollars for 
third and fourth class post-offices; and that amount will ena})le 
the Postmaster-General, in the exercise of his discretion, to take 
care of these poor places in the country and accomplish that whic): 
we are all anxious to a namely, to assist the country 
districts in the matter of mail service. 

I live in a city myself, but in my district there are a large nuin- 
ber of country post-offices also. I have means of knowing tho 
amount of work done in the country post-offices, and Iam aware 
of the fact that the allowance made by the Post-Office Department 
for carrying on that work is not enough. This will enable the 
Postmaster-General to allow a reasonable amount of miscellane: 1s 
expenditures, items of furniture, and other matters of that kin 
connected with the work of the offices, and will meet the point 
argued so ably by the gentleman from South Dakota, the gentlo- 
man from ‘Asuna, and the ae sac from South Carolina. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted, because it is just what 
we have been saying we wanted to do. If a man is getting onlya 
small salary, and in addition to that gets some money to pay thio 
expenses of his office, it is the same as an increaseof salary. You 
give a man §20 a year and then you provide a sum for the 
expenses of his office. It is equivalent to raising his salary, for 
at the time you are keeping him within the salary fixed by the 
law you allow him something for the rent of his office, for fixing 
it up and other matters of that kind, which involve an expense to 
him, and this would practically amount, in the long run, to an 
increase of his j 

I hope my amendment will prevail, because it is simply an act 
of justice, and certainly these third and fourth class postmast«rs 
need justice at our hands. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point of order. 
This is an item that has never been anttioh before, and I am sat- 
isfied that it is not warranted by law, even if the other one is. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I understand the gentleman to 
say that it has never been in the bill before, and that that isa 
reason why it is amenable to the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. , 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. As I understand, the approjris- 
tion for bicycles is something new, and according to that it woul 
be subject to the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. e gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, it has not been very lone: 
it is since the gentleman and I were born, and that was only a! 


ago. 

Mr. LOUD. This is an expenditure not authorized by law. _ 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I submitthat the mere fact 0! ® 
point of order being raised does not of itself make the point \! 
order good. The mere fact that it is said to be opposed to existiny 
law does not of itself make the point of order _ If this is 
amenable to any law or any rule I hope it will be pointed ou! 
because it is an app: on in the exact language of the item 
in this bill, found 


in ihe 9 to 16, inclusive, in which the moncy 

is a for first and second class post-offices. If we havv 
a ae money for first and second class post-office. 

in the name of Sas Nee SOR ENEA, SET NATO we Oe 

money for third and fourth class post-offic:s: 
of What is the point of order? 

The gentleman states that '' 


t to a 
Mr. JOHNSON of 
of order; that it is subject to a point of order, and that 
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r, LOUD. There are some gentlemen in the House who un- 
derstand what they say, perhaps, as well as the gentleman from 
California, my colleague, understandsthem. I raised the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman—and if the gentleman did not hear me I will 
repeat it—that this is an appropriation not authorized by existing 


“ae JOHNSON of California. Where is the law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Jounson] to be discussing the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Cali ornia. Yes, and I will ask, where is the 
provision of law with which this is in conflict? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Where is the rule? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. \ ’ 
I yield to no man in my respect for the intelligence and learning 
of the gentleman from California, my colleague [Mr. Loup], the 
chairman of this committee; but at the same time I am in the con- 
dition of the gentleman from Missouri the other day when he said 
that precedents were sometimes bad. Now, I should like to know 
where the law is. The very fact that this has never been in an ap- 
propriation bill before does not of itself prove anything. Is it pos- 
sible that an appropriation bill in this House is tied down to the 
narrow rule that nothing can be put into it except what was in the 
appropriation bill of the preceding year? Are we carrying on the 
business of this Government upon that rule? I thought this 
country increased in size, in wealth, and population—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And in Treasury deficiencies. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And,as the gentleman’ from 
Pennsylvania says, in deficiencies. I do not know exactly what 
he is referring to, but it must be a good thing or he would not 
call my attention to it. [Laughter.] Now, I understand that 
this House has a right to appropriate money to carry on the post- 
office business of the United States, and we have a right to appro- 

riate money for anything necessary to carry on the Post-Office 

partment. If we find it necessary to hire or buy a bicycle or 
a canceling machine, we have the right to do it. If we find it 
necessary to ap riate an immense sum of money—$12,300,000— 
to have a free-delivery service in the cities of the United States, in 
the name of equity and justice, why have we not the right t#ap- 
pro riate $100,000 to assist the third and fourth class postmasters 
in doing their work, for the benefit of the farming population of 
the United States? 

Mr. SPERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Why, certainly; a hundred of 
them. 

Mr. SPERRY. My point is that in places where the free-deliv- 
ery system is established the citizens pay for their own delivery 
2 cents for every letter that they mail, while the farming towns 
pay only 1 penny for some classes of letters. 
selves pay enough for the delivery of those letters to make free 
delivery self-sustaining. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Of course, if the gentleman from 
Connecticut says so, it is so [laughter]; but I always understood 


until this moment that-it cost 2 cents tosend a letter, whether you | 


mailed it in San Francisco, in Hartford, or in Red Gulch. 

Mr. SPERRY. The gentleman needs further instruction. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Certainly, certainly! 

Mr. SPERRY. Speaking now of the 2 cents which is paid on 
the delivery of the letter in the town where free delivery exists 

Mr. PERKINS. Drop letters. 


Mr.SPERRY. On whatare called in post-office parlance ‘‘ drop | 


letters,” and it is these drop letters in the cities where their letters 
are delivered that pay the expenses of these drop letters and the 
free delivery. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. DoI understand, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman means that when you mai! a drop letter in a 


city p= pay 2 cents on it, and ona drop letter in the country you 
cen 
r.SPERRY. That 4s it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. So far as I have ever been ad- 
vised there never yet was a drop letter ee into any country post- 
office. a) The farmer sends his letters through the 
ones because he wants to send them to his relatives and to 


business 


on. 
Mr. SPERRY. If the gentleman will allow me a word? 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Why, a dozen. 


Mr. SPERRY. I will tell him that any letters dropped in the 
country post-office for a part of that country town where it is 


dropped pays but 1 cent. 
Me JOHNSON of California. Well; if that be true—— 


Mr. SPERRY. I merely stated that to the gentleman because 

I saw that he needed information. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, if that be true, then I have 
something; and I am going to move to the country so as 
from 2 cents to 1 cent. oe] Here- 
Tha swindled by Uncle Sam, and I propose to intro- 


a ' bill for my own benefit before this session closes. 


Where is the provision of law? | 


| their stamps as adjusted quarterly, each year determines it. 
The cities them- | 


| ter. | 


| Section 1415 0f the Postal Rules and Regulations cov 
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Mr. SPERRY. I hope the gentleman will not do that until he 
has destroyed his use of the franking privilege. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. You will vote for my bill, will 
you not? As I understand the franking law, I can only frank my 
official business. If the gentleman from Connecticut can tell me 
how I can frank letters to my relatives and friends I will be obliged 
tohim. I have been paying postage and swindling myself again. 
[Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. SPERRY. ° I will be glad to inform you that you can frank 
those letters according to law; and the law is very plain, I think 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then I have learned something 
‘* Never too late to learn.” [Laughter.] As I was saying, when 
interrupted in a very pleasant and instructive manner by my ver) 
pleasant and instructive friend from Connecticut, I see no reason 
on earth why we can not appropriate money for giving postal fa- 
cilities to the poor as well as to appropriate money for the rich 
people. We should legislate for the farmers as well as the banker 
and the speculator on Wall street, as I think we are spending alto 
gether too much money at the wrongend. They have got money 
enough to pay for their postage if it was $100 a letter, while the 
farmer needs to be given all the advantage he « 
saying it does not make any difference how this money is to 
spent. If it is spent for the benefit of the Post-Office Department 
it is certainly legal. Would it be out of order to have a paragraph 
in this bill providing for the purchase of a new kind of canceling 
machine? I have read in the newspapers something about mail 
bags and how people were injured or demoralized in making mail 
bags. Would it be ont of order if I introduced an amendment to 
appropriate money here to buy a patent self-acting double-exten- 
sion mail bag that would cure itself of all injuries? [{Laughter.] 

Now, [ repeat, Mr. Chairman, that if it is out of order it must 
be ont of order because it interferes with some law; and I respect- 
fully ask the chairman to call our attention to the part of the law 


an And I was 
be 


| or the section of the law that this amendment violates, because if 


it be true that we may not legislate and can not appropriate money 
in a bill to pay the éxpenses of the Post-Office Department except 
for the first and second class post-offices, the sooner we find it out 
the better, and then commence to pass bills that will enable us to 
legislate for the poorer post-offices that really need legislation as 
well as the rich and powerful post-offices. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire to state that 
the gentleman’s amendment is not germane to this paragraph. 
This paragraph is distinctively for the compensation of postmas- 
ters. That compensation is positively fixed by law with reference 
to the first, second, and third class postmasters, and with reference 
to the fourth-class postmasters the amount of the cancellation of 
The 
amendment is not in any wise germane to this paragraph. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course the gentleman from California [| Mr. 
JOHNSON] is a good enough lawyer to know that in a case of this 
character the onus of proof should be upon him 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD (continuing). But I will cite the authorities for t 
gentleman, if he will possess his soul in patience for a moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I never could do that. 


he 
| Laugh- 
Mr. LOUD. Try; and if you fail, try, try again. [Laughter. 
rs this ex L¢ 
It is as follows: 

The Postmaster-General may allow to the postmaster at New York City: 
to postmasters at offices of the first and second classes, out of the surplu 
enties of their respective offices—that isto say, the excess of 
commissions over and above the salary assigned to the office t 
for the necessary cost of rent. fuel, light, furniture ion 
clerks, and necessary incidentals, to be adjusted on a satisfact exh 
the facts; and no such allowance shall be made except upon the orde1 
Postmaster-General. 

That is as far as the law goes, and we have no power to appro- 
priate beyond the first and second class post-offices. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Is that the law, or is 
tion of the Departinent? 

Mr. LOUD. That is the Revised Statutes, section 3866 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from California, like all men from California, is a good man and 
an able man [laughter], but, as I understand, he is not a lawyer 
and does not practice law, and he has fallen into the error, which 
I think is common among men who are not lawyers, of citing a 
law that does not apply to the case. This statute says that: 

The Postmaster-General may allow to the postmaster at 
and to postmasters at offices of the first and se« 
revenues of their respective offices—that is t ess of box rents 
and commissions over and above the salary assigned to the office—a reason 
able sum for the necessary cost of rent, fuel, light, furniture, stationery, 
printing, clerks, and necessary incidentals, to be adjusted on a satisfactory 
exhibit of the facts; and no such allowance shall be made except upon the 
order of the Postmaster-General. 

Now, that does not, in express terms, provide that the United 
States Congress shall not appropriate any money for third and 
fourth class offices, and it is a well-known rule of law that when 
a statute is legislating upon a particular subject it exhausts itself 


subject. 
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upon that subject and does not inhibit or prohibit legislation upon 
other subjects. This is simply an expression of opinion by the 
legislative department that for that particular class of service and 
for that particular class of t-offices certain money may be 
used out of a certain fund. ut, Mr, Chairman, if the gentle- 
man’s law is good, then his whole paragraph is amenable to a point 
of order and is without any warrant of law, because the paragraph 
does not confine this expenditure to the surplus revenues of the 
respective offices, but takes it out of the Treasury of the United 
States, and this law that he cites—— 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will read a little more carefully— 
of course I understand that he is a good lawyer and I am a shoe- 
maker—but nevertheless if he will read the law a little more care- 
fully, he will find that in no case canthis allowance be made under 
that statute unless it be made out of the surplus revenues of the 
office. Now, the fourth-class post-offices have no surplus reve- 
nues, the postmaster absorbing the whole revenue in his salary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, again the gen- 
tleman is incorrect in citing a proposition of law, because this 
bill does not appropriate any money out of any surplus revenue, 
but does appropriate it out of the Treasury of the United States, 
and if his point of order is good, then this whole paragraph is 
amenable to that objection, because it says that you can pay this 
only out of the surplus revenues. But, Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for citing me this law. The very next paragraph 
reads as follows: 

The Postmaster-General may hereafter allow rertit, light, and fuel at offices 
of the third class in the same manner as he is now authorized by law to do in 
the case of offices of the first and second classes. 

That would certainly permit the amendment so far as third- 
class post-offices are concerned. 

Mr. LOUD. So far as the law og to the third-class offices, 
if the gentleman will peruse it a little more carefully, he will find 
that it applies only to rent, light, and fuel, and we have no power 
to go, in third-class offices, beyond those three items of light, rent, 
and fuel, for which we provide in a preceding section of this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. But you do not make any pro- 
vision for rent, light, and fuel. 

: Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes, we do. We have already passed that 
tem. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. It does seem to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the law cited by the gentleman from California does 
not apply; that it does not in any way show that this amendment 
is out of order. I hope the Chairman will overrule the point of 
order, because I believe that in so doing he will decide in exact 
accordance with the law and as he would do if he were a judge 
hearing and acting upon argument in this matter. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The iris ready to rule upon the question. 
The law which has been cited by the gentleman from California 
{[Mr. Loup] authorizes the Postmaster-General to make allow- 
ances for rent, light, fuel, etc., to tmasters in second and third 
class offices; and the act passed March 3, 1893. provides for the 
payment of first-class postmasters. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. JoHNson], even if in order, would 
not be germane to the pending paragraph, but if offered to the 
preceding paragraph, in connection with which this subject was 
under consideration, it would be liable to a point of order, be- 
cause it changes ng Se it proposes a radical departure 
from the law now upon the statute book—both the act cited by 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] and also the act ap- 
plying especially to fourth-class postmasters, which provides for 

etermining their compensation entirely with reference to the 
cancellation of stamps. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent— 
and I address myself especially to the chairman of the committee 
{[Mr. Loup]—that we may # back to the fourth paragraph. I 
was necessarily out of the House when that paragraph was read 
and had not opportunity to offer an amendment which I very 
much desire to offer. 

Mr. LOUD. At present I think I must decline to accede to the 
gentleman’s pogo but perhaps later on—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me say to the gentleman that I do not 
expect to be in the House on next Monday, and if I can not a 
forward my proposition now I can not do it at any time. It 
be a favor to me if it may be Jone now. 

Mr. LOUD, Isu the gentleman from Iowa is aware that 
there is another gentleman pressing a similar request in regard to 
another amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, this is not very much of a favor. It 
is almost always granted when requested. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that we may go back to that paragraph, so that I may offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked to return to 
paragraph 4, 


ns 


a DINGLEY and others. Let the proposed amendment bg 


read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is made that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa be read; which will be done, if therg 
is no Oo — 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 2, page 2, after the words “ for compensation to clerk« 


t-offices, $10,350,000,” insert ** $600,000 of which shall available and sh il 
»e used in payment of clerk hire in third and fourth class post-offices.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would be new legislation and subject to 
a point of order. 

r. HEPBURN. I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole return to paragraph 4, 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to call attention—— 

aes LOUD. Does the gentleman from Iowa offer an amend- 
men 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. Let it be understood that a point of order is pend- 
ing upon that. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California reserves q 
point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,I want to call the attention of 
the Committee of the Whole to the fact that this amendment can 
be adopted without any increase of the appropriation. I suppose 

ntlemen are aware of the fact that it has been the habit of the 

irst Assistant Postmaster-General to apportion a large sum— 
$580,000 last year—to the payment of the clerical service named 
in my amendment. He has stopped that; and now he allows only 
a sum sufficient to compensate for the labor of separating at sep- 
arating offices. That will probably require $80,000; so that $500,- 
000 that has heretofore for years been used for clerk hire in third- 
class offices will not be used for that purpose unless some such 
provision as that which I offer be adopted. 

. Chairman, I notice that the appropriation, notwithstanding 
this curtailment of the service, is increased nearly $300,000; and it 
is increased in the face of the fact that the committee report a 
saving in 1895 of $285,000, the sum which was not expended from 
this eS which in that year was but $9,700,000. Now, 
this bill increases the riation some $250,000 above the last 
appropriation, so that there is in the bill, available for this pur- 
pose, even if this were a new use or purpose, $535,000. I submit 
that this isan important matter—important to all of us who have 
a large number of third-class offices in our district. 

I want to repeat what I said yesterday, that the whole trend of 
improvement in the Post-Office Department is in the interest of 
that fraction of the = that live in the large cities. There is 
no proportionate expenditure made or proposed for that class of 
— living in the villages. Yet more than half of all the people 
of the United States that are served by the Post-Office Department 
are served by the third and fourth class offices. 

Let me your attention, as a proof of this, to one or two facts. 
For compensation of clerks in post-offices the amount asked for by 
the Department is $10,500,000. This bill provides for $10,°)50,0000. 
Now, all of that, save and except about $100,000, is to be appropri- 
ated and used in the first and second class offices, and only about 
$100,000 or less will be used in the second and third class offices, 
where the great masses of the people receive their mail. 

Again, let me call your attention to another appropriation here— 
that is, for letter carriers. There was appropriated—and I can 
not find in the report now the exact amount—something like 
$10,000,000 for this purpose. Every dollar of that wi!! be ex- 

ded in the first and second class offices. But, Mr. Chairman, 
am not complaining of this. 1 believe it to be absolutely right. 

I want to see the improvement of the mail facilities continued and 
extended to the third and fourth class offices, but I do not want 
to see the curtailment that the Department is engaged upon in 
reference to any of these third and fourth class offices, for it 18 
just as important that at the third and fourth class offices mails 
should be expeditiously distributed as it is in the first and second 


class. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. oo ae ask ee - epee t that i gentleman from 
Iowa be perm: to ee or five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. an 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman in charge of this bill on yes- 
terday said that there was not a postmaster who had a salary of 
eighteen hundred a at a third-class office who could not do 
all the work of the himself. He is mistaken in that. 

Mr. LOUD. That statement was qualified to a certain extent. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). e gentleman was mistaken 
in his statement. But suppose that it could be done; suppose it 

that the postmaster at such an office could perform 
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suppose that from 6 o'clock in the morning to 9 
o'clock at night some office had to be kept open to meet at any 


all the work; 


: ing those hours the arrival and departure of the mails; 
came a postmaster could, in the fifteen hours, perform the 
labor of distributing the mails. Is it not also true that when the 
mail comes in the people of the third-class office are just as anxious 
to have it distributed as they are in the cities? They do not want 
that the whole day shall be consumed by the postmaster in per- 
forming alone the duty of receiving the mail. They want it dis- 
tributed as well. re ; 

And, Mr. Chairman, it is not right that men should be com- 

sled to do this work. It is the purpose of the Government to 
facilitate the business of the people by the rapid movement of the 
mails and the rapid handling of the mails. Werecognize the right- 
fulness of this service, and there is no member, I take it, who 
grudges to the business man the superior facilities that are ac- 
corded to him in some of these places. Now, here are $23,000,000 
that are appropriated for this service, and yet all of that, with the 
exception of $0,000 or $100,000, will be expended in the first and 
second class offices. All we ask is that out of one of these appro- 
priations of more than $10,000,000 there may be reserved $600,000 
to be used, as heretofore it has been used, in facilitating the deliv- 
ery of mail matter to people who live at third and fourth class 
offices. Itis justice that it should be done, and I urge on the mem- 
bers the proposition I have submitted with the hope that this will 

done. 
7 thank the committee for its courtesy. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. Chairman, it may appear to be a work of 
supererogation to add a word to what has been so well said this 
afternoon along the line of this discussion. I doubt not that it 
is “‘love’s labor lost,” but still it is in the line of progress. 

What the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Heppurn] has said and 
what the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LitTLe] has said are in 
the line of progress to demonstrate the true principles of the postal 
service of the United States and the relation of the legislation of 
this body toward that service. It is not aservice for the purpose 
of raising revenue for the Government, any more than your appro- 
priations for the Army, for the Navy, or for any other Department 
of the Government. It is an appropriation for educational pur- 
poses, if it may be so expressed. Itis for the purpose of cissem- 
inating throughout the rural districts those opportunities for 
quan information that by liberal appropriations are now ac- 
corded to the urban populations. There is no line of thought 
suggested nor is there a line of thought entertained by me or by 
my constituents that would antagonize appropriations of the most 
liberal character for the urban population. 

Iam in full accord with the principles and with the purposes 
e and conveyed by sue amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], as also other amendments along this line, 
although I doubt not it is all lost, as the chairman of the commit- 
tee hason this floor enunciated the fixed determination to ‘‘ ruleout” 
such pro changes, and states that such changes and reforms 
as we seek for the benefit of third and fourth class post-offices can 
— accomplished by direct legislation. But where will the gen- 
eral legislationcome from? It will never come from out the burial 
chamber of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I say 
that without casting any reflection upon them or impugning either 
their patriotism or their sincere interest in all classes alike of the 
American people, but make the assertion based upon results of all 
such efforts tending toward innovations or remedial legislation. 
I doubt not but what every word that has been said this after- 
noon apparently be lost. But it will not be really lost. 

_All efforts toward remedial legislation is accomplished by agita- 
tion and by such discussion as this, attracting the attention of leg- 
islators and the —- at large toward a true interpretation of the 
mail s and its possibilities for general welfare and for the 
upbuilding of rural populations. It only accentuates that record 
that was made thousands of years ago, when it was stated that 


“the may eat the crumbs that fall from the children’s table.” 
With all due deference, the dogs of fourth-class post-offices are 


deprived of the crumbs that might fall from the table that is spread 
oe bountiful profligacy for the children of the urban dis- 
cts. 

I contend, and shall contend, not only in this Congress, but 
wherever I may have an opportunity, for the improvement of fa- 
cilities in and fourth class post-offiees,and am in full accord 
with the remarks of the gentleman and with the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn]. 

Mr.KYLE. Mr. Chairman, in order that the House may under- 


stand exactly what we are voting on, I ask the Clerk to report 
the amendment n. . , 

The amendment w: again read. 

Mr. LOUD. I suggest I do not think the point of order would 
hold in this case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I insist upon the point of order. This pro- 
vides that $600,000 shall be used. I understand that as the law 
stands now that would not be used. 


Mr. LOUD. 
existing law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will ask unanimous consent to modify the 
amendment by substituting the word ‘‘may” in the place of the 
word “shall.” I think if we have this declaration in here on the part 
of the House, that it will be used as it has been used heretofore; 
so I shall be glad to modify the amendment by substituting the 
word ‘‘may.” 

The CHAIRMAN, 
may be used.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. But does not that change existing law? If 
the law as it exists now does not allow the use of so large a pro- 
portion for this purpose the word “may” does not change the 
relation of it to the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to suggest to the gentleman 
from Maine that for years the money has been used in the way I 
am seeking to have it used. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Maine insist on 
the point of order? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam taking the statement of my friend from 
lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] that this would allow a larger proportion to 
be used for third-class offices than the law now provides for them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The law, aslIam advised, does not in any 
Way separate this gross sum in its application to offices of a par- 
ticular class. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not. 

Mr. LOUD. With the modification which the gentleman from 
Iowa suggests, I do not think this is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The law is this: 

That the Postmaster-General may designate offices at the intersection of 
mail routes as distributing and separating offices; and where any such office is 
of the third or fourth class, he may make a reasonable allowance to the post 
master for the necessary cost of clerical services arising from such duties 


If the word “shall” is in there, it does change 


So that it will read ‘ the amount of $600,000 


Oh, yes, it does. 


That is the act of July 12, 1876, upon which this appropriation 
has always rested and been disbursed. Now, he has the discre- 
tion under this act, but his discretion is confined to distributing 
and separating offices, and under that he has disbursed the 
amount. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam perfectly willing to meet that by a mod- 
ification of the amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My judgment is that the distribution of this 
large amount, upward of $10,000,000, is far better left in the hands 
of the Post-Office Department, which is always in sympathy with 
a good administration of the service, than to be left in the hap- 
hazard judgment of Congress as to whether the amount used for 
this purpose shall be five hundred, six hundred, or seven hun- 
dred thousand dollars. You have no right to make it obligatory 
upon the Postmaster-General that he shall take so much from this 
fund, unless those offices, under the statute, are distributing or 
separating offices. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [have said to the gentleman, and I say again, 
that Iam entirely willing to modify my amendment in harmony 
with his views. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
offices. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
offices. 

Mr. KYLE. I will ask the gentleman from Iowa, if he modifies 
his amendment in accordance with the suggestion he has made, 
then the only effect of it is to increase the amount of this appro- 
priation, is it not? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; it does not increase the amount of the 
appropriation. I ask to insert the word ‘‘ separating ” before the 
word * offices”; so that it will read “ third and fourth class separat- 
ing offices.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
Department. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The law says ‘“‘distributing and separating.” 

Mr. KYLE. Then, if I understand the gentleman, the effect of 
the amendment will be to limit the amount that the Postmaster- 
General is to use in this distribution to $600,000. Is that the effect 
of it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That would be the effect of it. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say something with ref- 
erence to the merits of this amendment, and to call the attention 
of the House to this fact: The Post-Office Department when the 
estimates were made up for the amount necessary to carry on 
this department of the postal service put it at $10,500,000. This 
bill appropriates $10,350,000. The law as it now is permits the 
Postmaster-General, at his discretion, to take whatever is deemed 
an amount sufficient to pay whatever may be necessary for the 
distribution of the mails for these offices about which we are talk- 
ing. Now, I submit that if there is anything in the gentleman's 
amendment except to increase the amount of the appropriation it 


I have no antagonism to fourth-class post- 


I see you have not. 
Because they are the feeders of the great 


Distributing also? 
‘Separating ” is the word they use in the 
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is to take away from the Postmaster-General that discretion which 
he now has; and I submit to the good judgment of this House 
that that ought not to be done. e of all officers in the Post- 
Office Department knows better, and keeps up with whatever is 
necessary to be done in these offices. He knows the amount of 
work. He knows the number of the different offices. He knows 
the amount of work and the number of clerks needed to carry on 
the distribution. He knows where the mail is to be sent ont to 
the star routes, and is fuily informed on that subject; and I say 
again if there is anything in the gentleman’s amendment except 
to increase the amount of this appropriation it is to take away 
from the Postmaster-General that diseretion. 

Now, as to the merits of the proposition to increase this appro- 
riation, The committee took this item and went carefully over 
t when we had an opportunity to sit down in our committee room 

and carefully consider what was necessary. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman says that they had an oppor- 
tunity to carefully consider what was necessary. Did you observe 
the fact that there was an unexpended balance of $285,000 from 
the appropriation of 1895. Ithink the appropriation was $9,700,000, 
or $650,000 less than the ee of to-day. So that you have 
appropriated $650,000 and $280,000 more than was expended in 
1885. Now, will you account for that? Why did you do that? 
Here is substantially a million dollars more appropriated this year 
than was used in the year 1895 for this very same purpose. 

Mr. KYLE, The answer to that, Mr. Chairman, is that the 
service of the Postal Department is growing. It is true that we 
appropriate more money than was appropriated in the preceding 
year. We do not appropriate, however, as much as was asked by 
the Department; but we do appropriate $250,000 more than was 
appropriated in the preceding year, and we propose to leave this 
matter in the sound discretion of the Postmaster-General to dis- 
tribute this money where his judgment dictates it is necessary. 
That is all there is about this proposition. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does not my friend think that $10,000,000 is a 
very large sum of money to be left to the discretion of anybody to 
distribute? Wasnot almost every member of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee during the argument on the clerks’ classification bill in 
favor of taking the distribution of this money out of the hands of 
the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. KYLE. In reply to that, Mr. Chairman, I will say that 
this does not change the discretion that has been left in the Post- 
master-General heretofore. 

Mr. QUIGG. I know. 

Mr. KYLE. There has been no criticism along that line. 

Mr, eo That is what we have been objecting to all the 
time. It is an enormous sum to leave within the discretion of 
one man to distribute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If Ican have the indulgence of the House 
one moment more, I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
who has just spoken in regard to the discussion in the committee. 
Why is it—— 

Mr. KYLE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr HEPBURN. It was not to ask a question. Why is it, and 
what does your committee have to say in regard to this matter? 
Here they have ge $300,000 of an appropriation more than is 
used. Ido not know how it is for this year, but they had $285,000 
for the last fiscal year. Now, then, why is it that they are insist- 
ing upon this change in the use of this money, a use that has been 
go ng on for very many years and that Congress has acquiesced in 

rom year to year by making the needful appro iation? What is 
said upon that subject by the Department? hat is the Depart- 
ment going to do with this money? Here is a sum sufficient, and 
more than sufficient, for them to continue these expenditures. 
You have increased the sum that was sufficient by $250,000. What 
is to be done with the money? Now, the Postmaster-General will 
not use it in the way that it has been used heretofore. I insist 
that if $500,000 is to be saved, then this item is $500,000 too much. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask how this ques- 
tion stands and whether a point of order is pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was in doubt whether the gentle- 
man from Maine made the point of order or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I made the point of order, but the amendment 
has been modified since; and I would like to hear the amendment 
read as it stands now. 

The amendment as modified was reported. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not think the point of order will hold. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think as the amendment has been modified 
it is not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
ba it is that he would not limit it to 000? 

r. HEPBURN. Five hundred and eighty thousand dollars, I 
think, was what our friend from Calif told us. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then the gentleman means that they may 
not need it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman apparently does not under- 
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stand its purpose. The Department, as I understand, desires +, 
limit to a very inconsiderable extent the sum which has her::,. 
fore been used in the payment of clerk hire. 

Mr. BINGHAM. at I did not understand. Then the 1.. 
partment has changed its policy? 

Mr. HEPBURN. For example, take an office where $800 w. 
allowed, they have cut it down to $80, and where $400 was .) 
lowed, to $40, and that amount of appropriation can not be us.) 
for any purpose under this clause, except to compensate for | 
labor engaged in the actual separating for star routes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman think his amendme¢; 
will reach that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithinkso. Ithink that if there is an aie). 
ment of this kind adopted, expressing the will of Congress in ¢)\o 
matter, the old allowances will be continued. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman designs this as a mere indi:.- 
tion of the wiil of —— 

Mr. HEPBURN. at is alllask. Under the rule I can yt 
get the legislation I desire. If I could, I would like to mak 
imperative. 

r. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s amendment, jf 
adopted, can only result in injury to his case,if it can result iy 
anything. There was expended in 1894 for this service $57». 
It is a service as to which the Department is restricted. All iw- 
ances can be made only for ting purposes. I haveno figures 
since 1894, but I should say that for the year ending June 30, (497, 
they would probably need more than $600,000. Now, permit me 
to say that the gentleman is seeking to accomplish something th:.; 
he never can accomplish by this method. I think his intent is 1 
defend the ae at Clarinda and to secure this clerk-lir, 
allowance of $800, but I want to say in behalf of this service—and 
I would like the attention of the committee on this point—that the 
Post-Office Department is not pursuing the course of reducing 
this allowance. There has been no revision of this systein for 
fourteen years. The amounts allowed to distributing offices four 
teen years ee being allowed to-day, and the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General has sent to every separating office in this 
country a strip, such as I hold in my hand, requiring them to sn 
back to the Post-Office Department the amount of work they ) -r- 
form under these heads: Number of routes—times per week. niu- 
ber of offices pouched on; indirect service—number of routs, 
times per week, number of offices ched on; separating labor 
pieces of mail separated daily, registry transmits handled montiily, 
amount paid per annum for clerk hire. 

On the return of these slips the First Assistant Postmaster-Gion- 
eral readjusts these allowances. There are several offices which 
have become large distributing offices that have been heretofore 
allowed no clerk hire whatever, and when the First Assistunt 
Postmaster-General sought to investigate this matter he fii 
there was a condition of things existing that ought to be remediv 
Let us take the office at Clarinda, to which the gentleman from 
Iowa refers. Of course,it may be that the postmaster there has 
to work until 9 o’clock at night and he may have to be up at? 
o'clock in the morning. For argument’s sake, I will admit t)at. 
But under the amendment which the gentleman has offered he can 
not get any money for that office except for separating purpos-s. 
Now, let me tell the gentleman what business of separating is 
at the office of Clari 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, there is no possible contes! 
between the gentleman and myself on that point; but he does 1. 
appear to understand the situation. 

r. LOUD. Well, that is probably owing to my dullness: !ut 
I hope the gentleman will not take up all my time explaining it (» 
me. [Laughter. : 

Mr. URN. If the gentleman understood the subjec' he 
would know that under this authority to employ clerical labor «| 
separating offices they have made allowances far beyond the | 
mands for simple or ‘ 

Mr. LOUD. Perhaps not beyond the demands at the time w)ion 
they were made. 

. HEPBURN. There are a couple of star routes that take 
40 or 50 letters out of that eral mail, and the Postinas 
General does now make an allowance of $80, which is sufficient! to 
cover that service, but the point is that the Department her’ 
fore, exercising its. discretion, has allowed for ‘‘ separating “25111 
of money that has been applied in the general clerical mana.’ 
ment of the office. That practice has been universal, It is foun 
in every one of your second-class offices now, and it is to secure 
the continuance of that system that I offer this amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. We want that continued. - Be 

eo a Mr. Chairman, have not my five minutes aout 
e 

e CHAIRMAN, have — [Laughter. | 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iyieldthegentieman my time. (Laughter. | 

Mr. LOUD. I ask unanimous consent that I may have f\- 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 3 

Mr. LOUD, Now, let me say to the gentleman from Iowa that 












i ndment prevails he can not help his postmaster at 
an — the quesunt Administration, I think, is going to 
nforce not merely the intent, but the letter of the law. Let me 
- Jain to the committee how much work there is now being done 
hie post-office at Clarinda and why this allowance for clerk 
hire is being cut off. This is what the Department says: 

Oa January Jaa te Jee trom these ota” routes ond raiirceta, which 
pe sty take him robably thirty minutesa day, and also has 54 registry trans- 
wits mont y; t is, du the month 5+ registered letters will come into 
wr office for other points and he is obliged to make a record of it and send it 

> “This would be an average of a little over twoa day forthisservice. For 
= the postmaster at Clarinda has been drawing for several years 
February 3, 1896, I reduced that amount to $80 a year, in the be 
fet that he was not entitled to any more under the law and to make it fair 
and just to other offices that do more work, etc. 

There is the milk in the cocoanut so far as Clarinda is con- 
— let me cite another office where there are 2,377 pieces of 
mail handled daily, and peer transmits per month 645 in num- 
ber, and where the clerk-hire a lowance is only $480. Now, then, 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General is endeavoring to equalize 
this matter. This office was allowed only $80 under the conditions 
stated. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General did not desire 
to run this appropriation for clerk hire beyond a reasonable 
amount, and he sought to cut down such offices as Clarinda. 
He has endeavored to expend a reasonable proportion of the appro- 
priation upon the offices where it properly belongs. I beg to say 
that his course in this direction meets my hearty approval, as | 
think it meets the hearty approval of the people of the country. 
It is business, Mr. Chairman, that the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General is trying to do. : ; 

As to the gentleman’s amendment, he can accomplish nothing 
by it. If the amendment should accomplish anything, it might 
be in the direction of injuring the very interest that he is seeking 
to advance, because the effect of the amendment is to limit the 
appropriation, which would perhaps necessarily cut down some 
of these amounts below those which would be allowed under 
proper conditions without the amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of saying to the gentleman that he has 
entirely misapprehended the purpose which I have had in view in 
this matter. I have tried my best to enlighten him, but for some 
reason or other the effort seems to be unsuccessful. 

I have not claimed for one moment that the compensation for 
the labor of distribution was not ample. The gentleman has read 
correctly the returns from this particular office in regard to the 
labor of separating, but he has not read the returns from that 
office showing that there are eight or ten mails received daily, that 
there are thirty or forty sacks of mail matter daily, that there are 
hundreds and hundreds of packages received there for distribu- 
tion, so that the services of three persons are required. 

Now, this $800 has been appropriated heretofore for that clerical 
labor, and this is what I want continued; this is what every gen- 
tleman here who is interested in this class of offices wants to have 
continued. The Postmaster-General, however, proposes to limit 
the expenditure in such offices to $80, which, while it might be 
sufficient for the labor of distribution, allows nothing for in- 
creased facilities and more rapid distribution; and the money 
saved in this direction the Postmaster-General would expend in 
— the business of the great cities. That is what I do not 
want. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa withdraw 
his pro forma amendment? 
r. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hepsurn, 
it was to; there being—ayes 59, noes 15. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 

Eighth. For pay of letter carriers, $12,254,300. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it will save the time of the Committee 
of the Whole if the gentleman from California will indicate what 
we is of new legislation in the provision for the free-delivery 

vice. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, there is a desire on the part of 
several gentlemen that the House should now adjourn. [I shall 
give the fullest explanation in reference to this matter; but it is 
& question whether at this hour we had better go on with the bill 
or accede to the wish of many members that the Committee of 
the Whole should now rise. is a question which is liable to 
cause us @ great deal of discussion; and I think the House is 
uneasy, or it would not have determined as it did on the last vote. 
I move that the committee rise. 

I Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, I believe. I wish to say that 
FP not be here on Monday, and I desire now to enter a point 
order against any new legislation that there may be in the pro- 
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visions with reference to free-delivery service. 
of order to be pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota raises 
a point of order. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
moves that the committee rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose: and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera 
tion the bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Loup (at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p.m. ), the House adjourned. 


I want that point 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive 

nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and r 
lows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 

mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in tl! 


commt- 
ferred as fol- 


e case of 

G. S. Curtin, administrator of Lewis Curtin, deceased, against 

The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 

ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 

submitting an estimate of appropriation for the printing and 


binding of the Eleventh Census reports—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, transmitting a 
copy of a letter of the Surgeon-General of the Army 1 { 
increase in the number of copies in the edition of th 
logue of the library of his Bureau—to the Committee 
and ordered to be printed. 


wecti in 
index cata- 
on Printing, 


OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bill and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk. and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum 
bia, to which was referred House bill No. 3344, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District 
of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. 672); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public 
which was referred House bill No. 6348, reported in 1 
a bill (H. R. 6999) authorizing towns and cities in the Territory 
of Oklahoma to purchase certain reserved lands for county and 
educational purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 673): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS BILLS AND 


Lands, to 
i thereof 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RANEY: A bill (H.R. 6995) to grant the Gulf, Colo- 
rado and Santa Fe Railroad Company the right to acquire depot 
grounds at the town of Davis, Tishomingo County, Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. T.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 6996) to authorize the con 
struction of a wagon and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee 
River at or near the city of Columbia, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by reqnest): A bill (H.R. 6997) to provide 
for the appointment of five police magistrates for the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6998) to provide for completing the system of 
sewage disposal and protection against floods in the District of 
Columbia; and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 7000) granting condemned cannon 
and balls to General James L. Bates Post, No. 118, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Swampscott, Mass.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R.7001) to provide for the dredging 
and widening of Wallabout Channel, in the State of New York 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 135) in refer- 
ence to the employment of enlisted men in competition with local 
civilians—to the Committee on Labor, 
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By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 28) directing the Secretary of War to proceed to make 
plans, profiles, and estimates for the building of a ship canal, pur- 
suant to the report of the special board of engineers, between Ma- 
een Ohio, and Lake Erie—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Memorial of the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, relative to veterans of the Mexican war—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Memorial adopted by the 
legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of increasing the pension of 
veterans of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Memorial of the governor and legis- 
lature of the State of Utah, praying for the adoption of the metric 
system of weights and measures by the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 519) granting a pension to Ira Harris—Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 3165) granting a 
Committee on Pensions discharg 
on Invalid Pensions. 


nsion to Henry W.Schroder— 
,and referred to the Committee 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 7002) for relief of William H. 
Copehart, of Warren County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pen- 
s1ons, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7003) for relief of James M. Grubb, of Meigs 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7004) for relief of William Miller, of Walker 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7005) for the relief of the estate of 
William A. Nally, dece —to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7006) for the relief of the estate of Adelaide B. 
Stewart, widow of Edward 8S. Stewart, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7007) granting a pension to Charles 
Wilson, alias Mike Noonan-—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7008) to pension Rhoda L. Day—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. RK. 7009) for the relief of Roland 
Burnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7010) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Bird, of Fox, Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7011) for the relief of P. C. Culvahouse—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7012) for the relief of Samuel E. Gass—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7013) for the relief of Philip Schlosshan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7014) for the relief of the personal representa- 
tives of Horace L. Bradley, deceased, of Knoxville, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7015) for the relief of Miller E, Rosier—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7016) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of Robert McIntyre, deceased 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7017) to restore the name of Pleasant Sharp 
to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7018) for the relief of James H. Bunn, of Oli- 
ver Springs, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7019) for the relief of D. H. Rosier—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7020) for the relief of Henry B. Jones—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill - 7021) increasing the pension 
of A. Marcellus, Company F, ty-nin ment New York 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7022) granting a 
—— to John P, Sinsher—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 


Also a bill (H. R. 7023) nting a pension to Spotswood Fos- 
ter—to the Committee on Eval Pendioas. m 


By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 7024) granting increase 4 
pension to Henry Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, 

= Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 7025) for the relief of the estate 
of William I. Way—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. nin the record of 
Daniel McGraw—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A. bili (H. R. 7027) for the relict og 
Michael Kries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 7028) to authorize the payment of 
the accrued pension due Sarah E. Knapp, deceased, to her |ega) 
representatives—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

y Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7029) granting an increase pension 
to Nathaniel Bates, late of Company H, Fourteenth Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7030) granting an increase of 
pension to John M. Berkey, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committeg 
on Invalid Pensions. 

ree SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7031) to award a 
m of honor to John 8. Carpenter—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 7032) for the relief of Fannie 
Solari— .o the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 7033) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen. 
sions. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 7034) to increase the pen- 
sion of Robert O. Lehman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7035) to restore Peter Hembaugh to the pen- 
sion roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H.R. 7036) granting an increase of 
pension to 8. P. Brockway—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 7087) for the relief of Samuel 
T. Morris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7038) to refund to cor- 
porate authorities of Frederick City, Md., the sum of $200,000 
exacted of them by the Confederate army in 1864—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7039) for the relief of Jeremiah Everly, of 
Cumberland, Md.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 7040) to increase pension of 
James A. McGaughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON; A bill (H. R. 7041) forthe relief of R.S. Wil- 
shire, of Anderson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Sund titions of citizens of Ogden, 
Utah, praying for the passage of House joint resolution No. 11, 
pa gan amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Press Publishing Company, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Protests of Joseph Benton, J. b. Logue, 
Benjamin Judson, and others, all citizens of Richland County, 
Wis.; also protests of C. Crary, J.J. Butcher, Walter Sidman. and 
other citizens of Vernon County, Wis.; also protest of Clinton 
Cardey and others, of Grant County, Wis.; also protest of W. 
Bigham and others, of Adams County, Wis., against the passage 
of the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, eleven petitions of citizens of Washington, D. C., contain- 
ing 101 names, urging the of House bill No. 5220, or some 
similar measure os e gton and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company to om rapid transit on its lines, and opposing the 
extension of the tracks of said er its existing lines are 
modernly equi and operated— 
trict of Colum / 

Also, petition of A. Carter, asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roals. _ 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of ex-soldiers of the Union 
Army residing in Franklin County, Mo., in favor of a service-pea 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : f 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of Anna M. Sweet, for increase 0 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Thaddeus Stevens Lodge, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania, favoring the pa 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Imm 
gration and Naturalization, 


e Committee on the Dis- 















By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of the Border News Publishing 
Company, J. P. Bass & Co., and C. C. Harvey, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 

d Post-Roads. 

“ Mr. BULL: Petition of Waldron, Wightman & Co., of 
Providence, R. I., for an appropriation to widen and deepen the 
drawway at stone bridge, Seaconnet River, Rhode Island—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Letter of David Holbrook, pastor 
of the Congregational Church of Fond du Lac, Wis., together with 
petition indorsed by said church and congregation, numbering 
600 persons, asking for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia equal to the most efficient State Sunday 
law—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: Petition of S. Powers, praying for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Resolution of students of Tarkio College, 
Missouri, respecting the formation of a permanent court of arbi- 
tration between the United States and Great Britain—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): Petition of citizens of 
Davenport, Iowa, against more stringent immigration laws—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Philadelphia Bee Keepers’ As- 
sociation, in favor of joint resolution No. 92, for the printing of 
The Honey Bee: A Manual of Instruction in Apiculture—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Glenshaw Council, Daughters of Liberty, of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on a and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAN : Petition of J. B. Rodgers and 36 other citi- 
zens of New York, asking for special admiralty terms in Buffalo, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DANFORD: Remonstrance of the Ohio Yearly Meeting 
of the Religious Society of Friends, against the spirit of war and 
some of its modern manifestations—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of Irvington, Iowa, 
favoring the establishment of an international court of arbitra- 
tion—to the Cominittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Resolutions of Pride of Wheeling Council, 
No. 2, Daughters of Liberty, indorsing the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions adopted by 
the New England Historic Genealogical Society, in favor of an 
appropriation for publishing the records and papers of the Conti- 
nen to the Committee on HO 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of J. F. McMahon, praying for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of 1,500 members of the Woman’s 
Christian ep mein Union of Oregon, by the State officers of 
said union, pro’ g against the passage of any law for compul- 
; ‘military training in public schools—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 


Mr. HARMER: Memorial and communication relative to 
House bill for the relief of Mrs. Olivia Betton, widow of the late 
Thomas 8. Betton, surgeon in the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of citizens of the State of New York 
and representatives of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
protesting against the sale of beer at Bedloes Island and at Fort 

adsworth, on Staten Island—to the Committee on Military 


Also, petition of citizens of New York and representatives of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of New York, pro- 
against the sale of beer at Bedloes Island and at Fort 
Wadsworth, on Staten Island—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Thomas Mason and Stephen Ber- 
mington for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the laws relating to second-class matter—to the 


ee Falls, Wis., against appropriating directl 
or pu moneys for sectarian mpene, and also mer 
swale 

aA oy oman under eccl cal control—to the 
on udiciar y . 
oe bat KIEFER: Petition of the Civil eering Society of 


on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By ae ne Remonstrance of H. G. Chichester and 80 
for the of joint resolution No. 11, to 
of the United States, = further 

Engin : 
Minn., for the amendment of House bill No, 1470, intro- 
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duced by Mr. ALDRICH, relating to the architects for public build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of E. P. Gilger and 46 other citizens of 
Pennsylvania, protesting against sectarian appropriations, and 
urging the passage of the proposed amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Washirgton Camp, No. 186, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, of Pennsylvania, in support of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of J. P. Davidson, D. P. Stark, R. 8, 
McBride, N. B. Deford, W. A. Ward, and many other citizens of 
Oklahoma Territory, for the passage of the free-home bill—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Pescadero Grange, No. 32, of Pes- 
cadero, Cal., urging the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the 
protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to the 
Comunittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of publisher of the Upholsterer, Choppell & Hale, 
T. W. Broudgurt, Charles Hutt, W. Stearns, L. M. Gurnsey, pub- 
lisher of Evening Journal, Gazette Printing Company, Eagle Pub- 
lishing Company, Kansas City Publishing Company, A. M. Louis, 
J. L. Staker, the Akron Democrat Company, B. C. Simmons, J. R. 
Jolley, Frank Crichton, and the American Silk Journal, asking 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the New Eng- 
land Historic Genealogical Society, in favor of the publication of 
the Revolutionary records—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolutions of the general court of Massachusetts rela- 
tive to veterans of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McEW AN: Petition of the Central Labor Union of Lock- 
port, N. Y., asking for the passage of House resolution No. 184, 
relating to direct legislation—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Three petitions of citizens of Antelk ype 
County, Nebr., asking for the construction of a railroad from 
Sioux City, Iowa, in a southwesterly direction, to connect with 
the main line of the Union Pacific Railway at or near North 
Platte, Nebr.—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads 

Also, resolution from the Congregational Club of Doane College, 
Crete, Nebr., praying for the recognition of the belligerent rights 
of the Cubans—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Hammond Bros., B. W. Wood, and J. H. Loh- 
mann, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the publishers of the Sentinel, Indianapolis, 
Ind., the Daily Post, Houston, Tex., and others, for a transmissis- 
sippi international exposition—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Protests of 96 citizens of Saw- 
yer, 96 citizens of Seymour, 236 citizens of Flintville, 58 citizens of 
Portage County, and 47 citizens of Wood County, all of the State 
of Wisconsin, against any amendment to the preamble to the 
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi 
ciary. 

‘Also, protest of the Commercial Club, of Superior, Wis., against 
any reorganization of the Pacific roads by the Government unless 
proper relief is afforded the Northwest, as was originally contem- 
plated—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Also, petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association 
of Milwaukee, Wis., asking for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of H. L. Fontaine and Frank Long, praying for 
favorable action on House bill 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 20 ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the late war who 
are now residents of Greenleaf, Brown County, Wis., asking for a 
pension of $8 per month to all soldiers and sailors who served in 
the late war for a period of ninety days—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of marine engineers of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., asking 
for sage of Senate bill No. 735—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Wesbors. 

Also, remonstrance of 23 owners and masters of steam vessels 
residing in Green Bay, Wis., against the passage of House bills 
No. 1 and 5813, providing for the better manning and equip- 
ment of lake vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petitions of 133 citizens of Thompsonville, 
Conn.; 113 citizens of Huntingdon, Pa.; 19 citizens of Long Island 
City, N. Y.; 26 citizens of Bryan, Ohio; 81 citizens of Oberlin, 
Kans.; 14 citizens of Independence, Mo.; 58 citizens of Almont, 


Need 
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‘N. J., in favor of 


island and Fort Wadsworth, 
Affairs, 
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Mich.;: 21 citizens of C , Miss.; “58 citizens of Salem, N.J.; 183 
citizens of Airville, Pa.; 97 citizens of Nelson, Nebr.; 50 citizens 
of Mount Pleasant, Pa.; 46 citizens of Bernardston, Mass.; 156 
citizens of Wilkesbarre, Pa.; 324 citizens of Uniontown, Pa.; 182 
citizens of Amesville, Ohio; 42 citizens of Foosland, I11.; 66 citizens 
of Mount Clare, Nebr.; 51 citizens of re N, Y.; 16 citizens 
of Johnstown, Ohio; 64 citizens of New Philadelphia, Ind.; 40 citi- 
zens of Carbondale, Ill; 90 citizens of Ramseys, N. J.; 84 citizens 
of Mayville, N. Y.; 61 citizens of Richmond, Pa.; 230 citizens of 
Utica, Ohio; 76 citizens of Sandifer, N.C.; 116 citizens of West 
Alexander, Pa.; 90 citizens of Siloam Springs, Ark.; 47 citizens of 
Ewing, Nebr. ; 60 citizens of ae Ind. ; 82 citizens of Montgomery, 
Ohio; 35 citizens of Baltimore, Md.; 72 citizens of Sterling, Kans.; 
47 citizens of Ryegate, Vt.; 47 citizens of Monmouth, I1L.; 39 citi- 
zens of Alexandria, Pa.; 61 citizens of Rosemark, Tenn.; 65 citi- 
zens of Cross Fork, Pa.; 72 citizens of East Liverpool, Ohio; 103 
citizens of Goodland, Ind.; 117 citizens of Stafford, N. Y.; 92 citi- 
zens of Newcastle, Pa.; 86 citizens of O’Kean, Ark.; 30 citizens of 
McCains, Tenn.; 156 citizens of Reading, Pa.; 59 citizens of Bir- 
mingham, Mich.; 83 citizens of Marion, Iowa; 36 citizens of Kas- 
bur, I11.; 82 citizens of Hill City, Kans.; 184 citizens of East Liver- 

901, Ohio; 117 citizens of New Wilmington, Pa.; 68 citizens of 
Hollisterville, Pa.; 37 citizens of Whinchendon, Mass.; 54 citizens 
of South Denver, Colo.; 25 citizens of Veblen, S. Dak.; 21 citizens 
of Barton, Miss.; 115 citizens of ne, Pa.; 32 citizens of 
Mouston, [1l,; 80 citizens of Verona, Pa.; 183 citizens of Mount 
Auburn, Iowa; 7 citizens of Jamaica Plain, Mass.; 38 citizens of 
Pardor, Pa.; 61 citizens of Bloomington, Pa.; 52 citizens of Dun- 
bar, Nebr.; 255 citizens of Gibson County, Ind.; 120 citizens of 
Crisfield, Md.; 24 citizensof Mohns Store, Pa.; 205 citizensof New 
Athens, Ohio; 101 citizens of Traer, Iowa; 96 citizens of Blairs- 
town, N.’J.; 36 citizens of Hobart, N. Y.; 41 citizens of Spencer 


“Wis.; 16 citizens of Blue Rock, Pa.; 51 citizens of Calumet, Pa.; 


220 citizens of New Galilee, Pa.; 22 citizens of Indianapolis, Ind.; 
21 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; 86 citizens of Cotton Plant, Miss.; 5 
citizens of East Smithfield, Pa.; 18 citizens of Canterbury Depot, 
N. H.; 43 citizens of Cave , Mo.; 52 citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa.; 95 citizens of Kendall , Pa.; 120 citizens of Adams, 
Nebr.; 40 citizens of Annapolis, Ohio; 44 citizens of Prairie Farm, 
Wis.; 112 citizens of Aimeda, N. Y.; 17 citizens of Boston, Mass,; 
40 citizens of S Ill; 72 citizens of White Cottage, Ohio; 86 
citizens of y, W. Va.; 121 citizens of Martin, Mich.; 62 citi- 
zens of Garfield, XN. J.; 44 citizens of Leemon, Mo.; 176 citizens 


of College Springs, Iowa; 67 citizesof Roslyn, Wash.; 103 citizens 


of Memphis, Ind. ; 26 citizens of Grady, Ark.; 47 citizens of Bona- 
parte, lowa; 33 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y.; 65 citizens of Arm- 
ot Iowa; 68 citizens of Centerville, Pa.; 48 citizens of Aspin- 
wall, Pa.; 44 citizens of Markletown, Pa. ; 86 citizens of St. Andrew, 
N. Y., and 28 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 

nition of God in the ble of the Constitution of the United 
States—to the ttee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Climax Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechzenics, State of New J ; also petition 
of Charles L. Seri and 42 other citizens of Norris Gounty, 

immigration 


Stone bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also pa of 8. 8. Garrison and John Carpenter, asking for 
favorab e action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Oe i BUG Pion of cinetoprentng vero char 

y Mr. : on represen’ ous 
denominations and other interests in the city at Brookville Ky., 
sveriog Ge pemene of bill for the relief of book agents of the 
— t Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

Also, petition of B. H. Rutl , asking for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566, to amend postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of New York and resent- 
atives of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of _ 

. Y., protesting against the sale of beer at Bedloes Island 
= oor Wadsworth, on Staten Island—to the Committee on Mili- 

y Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York and representatives of 
the Woman’s Christian Tem Union, protesting against the 
sale of beer at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

, petition of officers of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
, N. Y., against the sale of beer at Ellis 


ying for the recog- 


ttee on Immigration and Naturaliza- | Stone 


mo 
Also, tion of officers of the Woman's Christian Tem: 
cae eae Goon N. ¥. against the sale of beer a Bedloes 
N. .—to the Committee on Military 


BF nay tion 2 officers of ye Christian Tem ce 
on Deposi > Broome Coun ’ . or) pro mst th 
sale of cider, etc.—to the Committee on Alco ois TAquor 


Traffic. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Protests of H. D. McQueen, S. Scrib- 
ner, W. R. Pierce, A. C. Allen, A. Anderson, and other citizens 
of Columbia County, Wis.; also test of L. B. Green and 
other citizens of Hebron, Jefferson , Wis.; also protest of 
William Edwards and other citizens of Watertown, Wis.; also, 
protest of Ernest Siggelkow and others,of Dane County, Wis. , 
against the joint resolution ——— an amendment to the 
ya soma of the United States—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of the United Labor League 
of Philadelphia, concerning the interests of seamen—-to the o1n- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Bee Keepers’ Association, 
reg ey, the printing of Benton's publication on the honey bee— 
to the Committee on visemes 3 . 

Also, petition of Thomas Boundy, asking for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
oon matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Resolutions of the New England Historic- 
Genealogical Society (through George A. Gordon, secretary). fa- 
voring the preparation and publication of the records and papers 
of the Continental Con, the Secretary of State—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Society of Architects, urging the 
passage of House bill No. 1470—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of the 1 of Massachusetts, urging in- 
crease of pension to veterans of the Mexican war—to the Com- 
mittee on ons. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of John F. Kline and 12 other 
ex-soldiers and ex-sailors, requ the grant of $8 per month 
for every man who served not less than ninety days in the Army 
and Navy during the rebellion, and a pension of not less than $1 

ws of such who have died—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. SMITH of : Petition of 82 citizens of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill No. 354, for the 
= of a national university—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

Also, petition of citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., favoring the 
eg of joint resolution No. 11, amending the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Phe tw STAHLE: ae of the — ra phia — Keepers’ 

on, praying for the passage of joint resolution No. ‘2, 
for an appropriation for the publication of a book on the honey- 
bee—to ttee on , 

Also, petition of Washi p, No. 309, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, located at York, Pa., urging the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of No. 263, Order Sons 
of St. George, of Norway, ' 67members, favoring 
the of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Tribune Publishing Company, James L. 
Knight, Charles Brebum, and Charles E. Mason, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
os second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

a ae W. STONE: Protest of —— of Empo- 
um, against sectarian appropriations of public moneys; 
also, ition urging the of the aeaposed amendment to 
nstitution of the United to the Committee on the 


Mr. TYLER (by request): Petition of J. E. Booker, asking 
for favorable action on Tons bill No, 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. YOAKUM: Petition of J. E. Rawlins, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No, 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Uffice 


GTON: Petition of the Junior Order of United 


the of the 
land, a: yo eee A 


By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of the Herald Publishing Com- 
pany, asking for favorable action on House bill No. to amend 
laws to second-class matter—to the ttee 

on 
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SENATE. 


Monpay, March 9, 1896. 


Rev. Ea meme Zz D. a 
Secretary to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. Harris, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


jon from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from 
oa of he teterioe of the 5th instant, submitting an 


mented estimate of appropriation for rent of buildings, Depart- 
ment of the Interior, year 1897, contained in the legislative, 


tive, and judicial ap riation bill now pending, increasing 
tho tem for on for the ndian Office from $6,000 to $6,500, and 
reco ing that the $500 additional be made immediately avail- 
able; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Ap’ intions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
December 31, 1895, a statement containing a copy of each obliga- 
tion issued by the Government since March 4, 1789, with a refer- 
ence by title and date to the laws respectively authorizing such 


issues, and the amount of each issue and the amount now 
outstanding, y classified, and including Treasury notes of 
every kind. , and certificates for currency, silver, and gold; 
and also a letter from the Register of the Treasury, dated Feb- 


ruary 25, 1896, upon the subject; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 


tary of War. itting a letter from the Surgeon-General of the 
Army, dated F 28, 1896, respecting an increase in the num- 
ber of copies in the edition of the index catalogue of the library 


of that Bureau; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 

of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs proposing legislation in behalf of certain Chip- 
pewa Indians, permitting them to retain the lands upon which 
they haveresided for many years, and upon which they have made 
improvements, instead of baing compelled to remove to the dimin- 
ished Red rey . ation, a. ea . of on of 
Congress aj anuary 14, 1889, inclosing a of a 
bill in behalf of these Indians and recommending its e; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and o to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a joint communication from the 
Secretary of the and the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 2d instant, the originals 
of the sworn statements of the 65 persons in the State of Arkansas, 
made between August 4, 1804, and February 22, '395, as to the 
value of the public lands in their respective counties, which affi- 
davits accompanied a report of Burton T. Doyle, representing the 

of the , and George C. Ross, representing 
of the Interior, under the act of Congress approved 
4,1 entitled ‘‘An act to authorize and compromise a 
with the State of Arkansas”; which was read. 
BERRY. I ask that the communication be printed and lie 
table. Senate bill No. 502, to which it relates, has a 
has been mae the special order for the 16 


t. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will lie on the 
be printed. 

POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
‘commie supreme court of the District of Columbia, 

pursuant to an act of Congress approved August 5, 
supreme court of the District 
oF corporation ilar te ts Sontghete and pent let 

and paramount right 
the U: erten ma totense River flats; w hah wascrdered 
with accompanying papers, referre the 

on the District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
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Mr. CHAPELL, 
to the 
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The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 162) regulating proof 
of death in certain pension cases. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 477) to repeal section 558 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, requiring the district judge for the southern 
district of Florida to reside at Key West; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to distribute the medals and diplomas awarded by the 
World’s Columbian Commission to the exhibitors entitled thereto. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certain uses of national military parks; 

A bill (H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled ‘An 
act todefine the duties of pension agents, to prescribe the manner 
of paying pensions, and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1870, 
and now being section 4784, Revised Svatutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 4463) to grant two condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to the Thirteenth Separate Company, National Guard of State 
of New York; 

A bill (H'_ R. 5633) to incorporate The Most Worshipful Grand 
Lodge of Ancient Free and Accepted Masons of Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6936) for the reconstruction of Rock 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker had signed the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 636) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Chamberlain, 8. Dak.: 

A bill (H. R. 3964) to reorganize the customs collection district 
of Alaska; 

A bill (H. R.5359) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 24) for the return to the State of New 
Hampshire of the flag of the Eleventh Regiment of New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 85) granting the county of Cole, Mo., 
ermission to use certain rooms in the United States building at 

efferson City, Mo.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing the Secretary of War 
to submit a plan and estimate for the further improvement of 
Conneaut Harbor, in the State of Ohio. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the faculty and 
students of Guilford College, North Carolina. and a petition of 
the faculty and students of Randolph-Macon College, of Ashland, 
Va., praying for the establishment of a permanent court of arbi- 
tration between the United States and Great Britain; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Council No. 75, Amer- 
ican Protective Association, of Youngstown, Ohio, remonstrating 
against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Cumberland, 
Annapolis, Montgomery, Clio, Fairpoint, Johnstown, Utica, Knox- 
ville, Pinehill, Amesville, Milnersville, Sugartree, and New Ath- 
ens, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of the pro- 

osed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
tates; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Maine, through its officers, praying for the 
establishment of a permanent court of arbitration between the 
United States and Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 183 citizens of Mount Auburn, 
Iowa, praying for the adoption of the proposed religions amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, acknowledging God 
as the source of all power in civil government, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Amherst, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation for the protection 
of Americans in Turkey and extending sympathy to the suffering 
Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation increasing the 
pensions of the few remaining veterans of the Mexican war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petitions of Rev. W. H. Steck, pastor of 
Trinity Lutheran Church, of Coatesville, Pa.; of Gensor Corbett 


an 
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and 7 other citizens of Jamaica Plain, Mass.; of Duncan Ritchie 
and 102 other citizens of Boltonville, Vt.; of Rev. Lewis Philips, 
yastor, and 84 members of the Methodist Protestant Church of 
Sordyes, Pa.; of George F. Jewett and 21 other citizens of Rox- 
bury, Mass.; of Susan 8, Fessenden, president of the Massachu- 
setts Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and 12 other citizens 
of Massachusetts; of Rev. George A. Tewksbury, of Concord, 
Mass.; of Isadore L. Montgomery, president, and 120 members of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Taunton, Mass.; of 
Elizabeth Gray and 126 other citizens of Pennsylvania; of Simon 
Ball and 17 other citizens of Massachusetts, arid eight petitions of 
sundry citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the adoption of the 

roposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
Btates: which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of Bayard Post, No. 8, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, praying for the 
passage of the bill to revive the grade of Lieutenunt-General in 
the Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He alsopresented petitions of Rockaway Council, No. 195, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Rockaway; of Admival 
Farragut Council, No. 16, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of Jersey City; of Ringoes Council, No. 165, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Ringoes; of Royal Council, No. 139, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Monmouth Junction; of 
Vigilant Council, No. 155, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Kearny; of Windsor Council, No. 108, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Windsor; of George A. Halsey 
Council, Ne. 192, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Newark; of Eureka Council, No. 54, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Hamilton Square; of American Eagle Council, 
No. 190, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Little Falls; 
of Ivanhoe Council, No. 72, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Somerville; of Climax Council, No. 124, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Warren Paper Mills; of General 
Custer Council, No. 130, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Newark; of Wallkill Council, No. 144, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Hamburg; of Allentown Council, No. 51, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Allentown; of Passaic 
City Council, No. 147, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Passaic; of Lincoln Council, No. 1, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Camden; of Wenonah Council, No. 178, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Wenonah; of Social Council, 
No. 213, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Fairton; of 
Bayonne Council, No, 119, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Bayonne; of Diamond Council, No. 14, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Swedesboro; of General U. 8S. 
Grant Council, No. 168, Junior Order United American Mechan- 
ics, of Jersey City; of Franklin Council, No. 41, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Plainfield; of Raritan Valley Council, No. 
150, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Raritan; of Wil- 
liam G. Holton Council, No. 55. Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Dunellen, and of General John A. Dix Council, No. 
215, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Newark, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Stoneimmigration bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Austin, 
Tex., pa for the adoption of the —— religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, ee 
as the source of all power in civil government, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRAY nay se a petition of 84 citizens of Wilmington, 
Del., —, or the adoption of the peern religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Delaware Peace Society, of 
Wilmington, Del., remonstrating against the adoption of milita 
training in the public schools of the country; which was refe 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS presented petitions of 30 citizens of Belfast, of 60 
citizens of Shelby County, of 68 citizens of Rosemark, and of 104 
citizens of Rosemark, in the State of Tennessee, praying for 
the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Alexan- 
dria, Bruning, Burchard, Stromsburg, and Ewing, all in the State 
of Nebraska, praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of M. C. O'Ham, of Bloomfield, 
Nebr., ak the petition of Vickers Goodwin, of Madison, Nebr., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. _ 

He also presented a petition of the Congregational Club of Crete, 
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Marcu 9, 
Nebr., praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of ;}), 
Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was orde>. d 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a letter and affidavit of Col. Milo Smith. o¢ 
Clinton, lowa, to accompany the bill (S. 2119) for the relief of Joi), 
Breitling; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a letter signed by John A. Davies, mayor, )),4 
sundry other citizens of South Sioux City, Nebr. , acknowledzin« |\;s 
action in regard to the amy een of their petition for the pro- 
tection of the bank of the river at that point; which was refer. 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY presented the petition of J. N. Cardwell and 94 
other citizens of O’Kean, Ark., praying for the adoption of tho 
sroposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 

tates; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of F. Lanenstein, publisher 
of the Democrat, of Evansville, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a —— of sundry citizens of New Philade]- 
phia, Ind., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of J. M. Miller and sundry 
other citizens of Indiana, remonstrating against the establis)- 
ment of a bureau of military education, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented the petition of W. R. Thompson and 
71 other citizens of Whitecottage, Ohio; the petition of Hiram 
Moore and 147 other citizens of Salem, N. J., and the petition of 
A. G. Thompson and sundry other citizens of Whitecottage, 
Ohio, praying for the adoption of the proposed religious ainend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the J ae 

Mr. PASCO a the petition of J. 8. L’Engle and 8 other 
citizens of Jacksonville, Fla., praying that the St. Johns River 

roject be placed on the continuous-contract list of river and har- 
improvements; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Post No. 396, Depari- 
ment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Harlan, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Jennie A. Wilson and sundry 
other members of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of the First Presbyterian Church of Port Huron, Mich., 
praying for the recognition of God in the preamble of the Consti- 
tution of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. . 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the of Senate bill No. 1186, requiring 
the ickington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt 
rapid transit on its lines, and remonstrating against the extension 
of the tracks of that company until its existing lines are modernly 
equi and o ted; which were referred to the Committee on 
the rict of Columbia. 

Mr. WOLCOTT ee the petition of Willis H. Clark and 
124 other citizens of Greeley, Colo., and the petition of H. A. Nor- 
ton and 49 other citizens of South Denver, Colo., praying for the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Consiitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Commandery of the Loyal 
Legion of Minnesota, praying for the establishment of a military 

vark to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of Vicks- 
urg;' which was referred to the ittee on Military Affairs. 
e also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Stillwater, 
Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for the prote tion 
of the harbor and lake front of that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and 
its Tributaries. ; 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
at a meeting of the Board of Trade, Business Men’s Union, (hain- 
ber of Commerce, and Jobbers’ Union, of Duluth, Minn., praying 
that there be incorporated in any measure looking to the reorsan- 
ization or adjustment of the affairs of the Union Pacific a prov 
sion for the relief of the Northwest by the construction of a north- 
east and southwest connection in su tial accordance with the 
ori plan and = Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. io a 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Minneso", 
remonstrating against the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 02 
“eae = alueee orials of itizensof Minnesota 

e presen wo mem sundry c eo 
remonstrating against the adoption at the proposed religious 











amendinent to the Constitution of the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the legislature of the 
State of Utah, praying for the en of House bill No. 2758, to 
fix the eames’ of weights and measures by the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, would 
ropecttelly petition your honorable y to pass H. R. No. 2758, a bill to fix 
e standard of weights and measures by the adoption of the metric system 
of weights and measures, introduced by Representative HURLEY December 
a superiority of the metric system over the old system of weights and 
measures is as tas the superiority of the United States system of coin- 
age of dollars, Sime, cents, and mills over the British system of pounds, shil- 


, and pence. 

ine. Sivemtagesct asystem of such simplicity as the metric system are too 
well known torequire to be enlarged upon; but in addition to the natural ad- 
van’ of such a system (advantages that have caused its adoption by. all 
the enlightened nations of continental Europe), it has to the Government and 
people of the United States the additional advantage of furnishing them with 
a system already adopted and in use or required to be used during the present 
year by every other ublic in both North and South America. 

All governmental action within the lest one hundred years has been in the 
direction of the adoption in all accounts of the decimal system of notation, 
which is the underlying principle upon which the metric system is established. 

The framers of the constitution of our new State incorporated in said con- 
stitution an article requiring the metric system to be taught in the public 
schools of the State, and the people will gladly welcome such action of Con- 

as will allow the entire Union to require by legislative enactment the 
use of the system with the knowledge that such legislative enactment is in 
line with the teens of Congress on the same subject. 


And, as in duty bound, your memorialists will ever pray. 
* ’ GEORGE M. CANNON, 
President of the Senate. 
PRESLEY DENNY, 
Speaker of the House. 
Approved March 21, 1896. 


HEBER M. WELLS, 
Governor. 
Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 419 citizens of Illinois, 
raying for a revised preamble of the Constitution of the United 
tates; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of Rev. J. K. Freeland and 
sundry other citizens of Wessington Springs, S. Dak., the peti- 
tion of sundry. citizens of Aberdeen, S. Dak., and the petition of 
45 citizens of Huron, S. Dak., praying for the adoption of the pro- 
posed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
recognizing the Deity; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the State corresponding secre- 

of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Woonsocket, 
8. ., remonstrating against the establishment of military train- 
ing in the public schools of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Miss Frances E. Willard 
and sundry other members of the White Ribbon Society of the 
United States, praying for the appointment of an international 
board of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAKER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oberlin, 
Kans.; a petition of 130 citizens of Olathe, Kans., and a petition 
of sundry citizens of Hill City, Kans., praying for the adoption 
of sere amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, acknowledging Almighty God as the source of all 

wer and authority in civil government; which were referred to 


e Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. PROCTOR presented the memorial of F. H. Smith and 7 


other citizens of Waterbury, Vt., remonstrating against the intro- 
duction of military training in the public schools of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 148 citizens of Vermont, praying 
for the tion of the sespoees religious amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER presented a tion of the Ministers’ Alliance of 
Denver, Colo.; a petition of sundry citizens of Lajunta, Colo., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Denver, Colo. pra ing for the 
——e of the religious amendment to the Constitution 
Seu 


; which were referred to the Committee on 


presented the petitions of Mrs. Jennie M. Mc- 
other citizens of Fairgrove, Mich.; a petition of 
of northern Indiana and southern Michigan; the ae 
tition of Thomas and 120 other citizens of Martin, Mich.; 
the petition of Rev. O. N. Hunt and 38 other citizens of Edwards- 
the tion of Rey. J. McCracken and 58 other cit- 

BT ee es ‘f 
mts of ‘* 

Raa eee 


tition of Rey. Luther 
tch Settlement,” near 
for the adopticn of the proposed religious 


amendment to tution of the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. PEFFER presented the petitions of Rev. Samuel Ward and 
78 other citizens of Emporia, Kans.; of Rev. C. A. Hendershoot 
and 57 other citizens of Kingman, Kans.; of Rev. H. B. Spears 
and 74 other citizens of Springhill, Kans.; of Rev. Joseph Kohout 
and 35 other citizens of Cuba, Kans.; of Rev. Orin A. Chapman 
and 28 other citizens of Ransom, Kans.; of J. W. Quay and 87 
other citizens of Kingman, Kans.; of Smith Curry and 53 other 
citizens of Winchester, Kans.; of H. A. Pasley and 62 other citi- 
zens of Jackson County, Kans.; of C.S. Freark and 111 other cit- 
izens of Rosedale, Kans.; of James T. McCaslin and 49 other cit- 
izens of Hoyt, Kans.; of A. M. Mitchell and 88 other citizens of 
Dunavant, Kans.; of C. N. McKee and 20 other citizens of Lane 
County, Kans., and of Charles Moline and 50 other citizens of 
Oklahoma and Kansas, praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States, 
‘‘acknowledging Almighty God asthe source of all power and au- 
thority in civil government, our Lord Jesus Christ as the ruler of 
nations, and His revealed will as the supreme authority in civil 
affairs”; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have here a matter that I wish to call the 
attention of the Committee on Finance to. All the petitions—and 
I will state who they are from in a moment—pray for the enact- 
ment of Senate bill 239, which is a bill to prohibit the collec- 
tion of special liquor taxes from persons other than those who 
are duly authorized by State laws to traffic in intoxicating liquors 
in the several States. 

First, I present the petition of A. H. Vance and 393 other citizens 
of Topeka, Kans., including the governor of the State and other 
State officers, the county officers, prominent citizens of the place, 
professional men, business men, and all classes of the people. 

Second, from the officers of the State Temperance Union, which 
recently held a session. Then I present petitions of a number of 
ministers. Here are the petitions of Rev. M. E. Goddard and 55 
others, of Lowman Hill; Mrs. Rev. L. Blakesley and 57 others; 
Rev. M. F. McKirchehan and 42 others; William Frederick and 
35 others; Rev. Harry J. Bodley and 22 others; Rev. Edward 
R. Smith and 24 others, and a mass meeting of 200 persons of 
Kincaid. 

Then I have a number of petitions from preachers and others 
who have taken a vote upon the subject. They present their pe- 
titions in the form of a vote of their congregations. Here are the 
petitions of Rev. F. Durham and 21 others, of Girard; of Thomas 
J. Thompson and 41 others, of Girard; of Rev. D. C. Smith and 
48 others, of Axtell; of Rev. H. W. Chaffee and 192 others, of Gi- 
rard; of S. E. Pendleton and 90 others, of Doniphan County; of 
Rev. W. E. Jenkins and 47 others, of Cuba; of L. R. Elliott and 
288 others, of Manhattan; of J. F. Briggs and 24 others; of Mrs. 
Mary Mullins and 67 others; of Rev. O. L. Utter, of Axtell; of 
Rey. Edith Hill, of Pittsburg; of Rev. P. B. Knepp, of Neosho 
Falls; of Rev. R. P. Hammons, of Baldwin; of J. C. Bernhard, of 
Beattie; of Rev. J. I. Hughes, of McCune; of Rev. Edward Gill, 
of Manhattan; of Rev. J. J. Caldwell, of Virgil; of Rev. M. F. 
King, of Iola; of J. M. Milligan, of Clay Center; of Rev. John 
Endacott, of Leavenworth; of Rev. James Boicourt, of Glenwood; 
of Rev. Fred. 8. Allman, of Okelo; of Rev. Thomas Field, of Stan- 
ley, and of George D. Mitchell, of Ottawa. 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of W. T. Dick and 46 other 
citizens of Bonaparte, Iowa, praying for the adoption of the pro- 
posed religious amendment to the Constitution of the UnitedStates 
recognizing thesupreme authority of Almighty Godin civil affairs; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of John Spallin and sundry 
other citizens of Glenwood, Minn., and the petition of Mrs. Phebe 
B. Elsey and 98 other citizens of Glenwood, Minn., praying for the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Healso presented the memorial of A. T. Hoffmanand sundry other 
citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the adoption of the 
proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He-also presented the memorials of Robert Anderson and 61 
other citizens of Bath, Minn.; of S. C. McClellan and sundry other 
citizens of Minnesota; of Mrs. P. D. Getty and sundry other citi- 
zens of Minnesota; of Lysander Cook and sundry other citizens of 
Good Thunder, Minn.; of W. L. Nesbett and sundry other citizens 
of Minnesota, and of H. J. McReady and sundry other citizens of 
Minnesota, remonstrating against the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Business Men’s As- 
sociation of Duluth, Minn., and resolutions adopted at a meeting 
of the Board of Trade, the Business Men’s Union, the Chamber of 
Commerce, and the Jobbers’ Union, of the city of Duluth, Minn., 
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relative to the reorganization of the affairs of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company; which were referred to the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads. 

He also presented a a pee of the Minnesota Commandery of 
the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a military park to commemorate the 
campaign, siege, and defense of Vicksburg; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE presented the petition of Allen Cowan and sundry 
other citizens of Morgan County, the petition of A. J. McCall and 
sundry other citizens of Morganville, and a petition of sundry 
citizens of East Liverpool, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the faculty and students of Mount Union College, Alliance, 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a permanent court of arbi- 
tration between the United States and Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fultonham, 
Ohio, ex-officers and ex-soldiers of the war for the Union, for the 
a of a service-pension law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr.MARTIN presented a ke sates of sundry citizens of Char- 
lottesville, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; 
which was ref to the Committee on Ciaims. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a large number of petitions from citi- 
zens of Randolph, St. Clair, and Washington counties, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States so as to recognize Almighty God as the source 
of all power and authority in civil government. These petitions 
are all of the same nature, and I move that they be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of J. W. Moffatt and 

7 other citizens of Marshall County, Miss., nee for the adop- 
tion of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 
Mr. CALL presented a — of sundry citizens of Florida, 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. BROWN. I present resolutions adopted by the Utah 
Society, Sons of the American Revolution, approving the efforts 
of the United States Government to secure the rights of belliger- 
ents to the revolutionary —e in Cuba. I move that the resolu- 
tions lie on the table and be printed in the Recorp. 
The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolutions passed by the Utah Society, Sons of the American Revolution. 


Whereas we, as descendants of the men and women who submitted to 
every hardship and sacrifice in order to secure for themselves and their 
children civil inde -government, have noted eee 
that many patriotic societies have extended sympathy to the patri party 
in Cuba, whom we believe to be now e in a desperate but honorable 
struggle to wrest from the Spanish Government those same rights w 
our ancestors deemed so precious; and 

Whereas we believe that the Government of the United States, born out 
of the necessities of a similar struggle, and now become 
most powerful exponent of government by the people, owes 
civil liberty ee its read way and the utmost 
oe is con nt with the demands of justice as between nation and 
nation: 


tates; which was referred to the 


Therefore, 


Be it resolved, That we do hereby express our earnest thy with the | mi 
tun cn best wishes: and. 


patriots of Cuba, and extend to them our sincere ; 

Resolved, t we wiil give to the cause of Cuban independence all the aid 

and comfort consistent with our duty as law-abiding citizens of the United 
States; and 

Resolved, That we onrtily « approve the efforts gt the United States Gov. 

belligeren revolutionary 

s and that we earnestly hope that our authorities at Washington. neg 

find it possible to extend to them other and more effective tothe 

oo civil liberty and self-government may be speedily es’ in 


Resolved, Thata copy of these resolutions be sent to the secretary of each 
tate society of the Sons of the American Revolution and to the Senators and 
Representative of the State of Utah, at Washington. 


22, 1896. 
EDWARD H. SCOTT. Secretary. 

tition of R. L. Warnock and 132 
other citizens of Thompsonville, Conn., praying for the adoption 
of pred gm nee religious t to the Constitution of the 
Uni ee ee ty God as the source of all civil 
ae etc.; which was to the Committee on 
uw 


Mr. URSTON presented a petition of the 
<eihe Dahan patricks ta Teo eheugee See eens, 
‘or ; Ww 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. PLATT ted the 
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ts 
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He also presented opetien, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Northeastern Nebraska Press Association at its semiannual 
meeting held at Randolph, Nebr., and a petition, in the form of 
resolutions adopted by the city council of Omaha, Nebr., Marc}; 
8, 1896, praying for the enactment of re giving national 
recognition to the pro transinississippi and international ex- 
position to be held at , Nebr., in 1898; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. L. Proudfit, pastor. and 
51 other members of the United Presbyterian Church of Dun- 
bar; a petition of 65 citizens of Mount Clare; a petition of sundry 
citizens of Adams, and a petition of 97 citizens of Nelson, al! in 
the State of Nebraska, praying for the adoption of the proposed 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable 
discharge to F. L. Taylor from December 2, 1864, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 559) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2262) to provide for the further distribution 
of reports of the Supreme Court and of the circuit courts of 
ap , reported it with amendments. . 

6 also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1944) to provide for the further distribution of reports of 
the Supreme Court, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8S. 2034) to ee for the distribution of the official edition 
of the United States circuit courts of appeals reports, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was peeeee. indefinitely. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 319) for the relief of telegraph 
operators during the war of the rebellion, reported it with ameni- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred. the bill (S. a pais» to Eliza Craig Heck- 
man, widow of Brig. . Charles A. Heckman, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 589) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1938) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Den- 
ver, Colo., ten years within which to make a final homestead en- 


certain land, reported it with amendments. 
Se ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted himself on the 
i i to the Indian oe bill, 
an appropriation for the support and 
‘onca Indians, etc., it with amend- 
thereon, and moved that it be referred 
priations with the accompanying re- 
port; which was 


;W 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred th» 
amendment submitted by himself on the 27th ultimo, concerniny 
the Indian school at Genoa, Nebr., intended to be proposed to thie 


Indian appropriation bill, veported it with an amendment, su)- 


26th 


tted a thereon, 27d moved that it bereferred to the Com- 
mittee on tions, with the accompanying report; which 


was ‘ 
Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1317) to certain lands to the city o! 
with amendments. 

: ’ on Commerce, to whom ws 
referred the bill (S.2039) to authorize the prorat te of water 
power of the Coosa River, in the State of , submitted an 
adverse thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill wis 


Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 

. R. 5882) to authorize the Kansas City, 
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Indian Territory, and tet other purposes, reported 
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Territory, and for other ses, reported adversely thereon; and 
the bill was ned indefinitely. ; 
Mr. PLATT. From the same committee I report favorably an 


amendment submitted by myself on the 27th ultimo, in relation 
to payments to freedmen, Shawnee citizens and Delaware citizens 
of the Cherokee Nation, intended to be proposed to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, with various documents attending it, which I ask 
may be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The docu- 
ments need not peated: the amendment is already printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered,in the absence 
objection. 
“= McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1468) extending the time allowed the Blue 
Mountain Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construc- 
tion of its reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Oregon, reported it without amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed ‘to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (for Mr. GALLINGER), from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, 
reported them severally without amendment, and submitted re- 

rts thereon: 
Ps bill (S. 2408) to amend section 3 of an aet entitled “An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for 
the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to 
widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved June 
27, 1800; 

A bill (8. 2407) to supplement the act of June 


o” 
27, 


1890, as to 
sions; ” . 
A bill (8. 2406) concerning the weight of evidence in pension 


claims; 

A bill (S. 2405) empowering fourth-class postmasters to admin- 
ister oaths to pensioners. 

Mr, HAN UGH (for Mr. GALLINGER), from the same com- 
mittee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1052) increasing the pen- 
sion of Luvicey J. Summers, widow of William H. Summers, late 
captain of Company E, Fortieth Regiment [linois Volunteers, 
and also a soldier in the Mexican war, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. GALLINGER), from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1880) to increase the pension of 


Thomas J. y, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a eon. 
He also, the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 1609) for the erection of a statue of Commodore 
John D, Sloat im the city of Monterey, Cal., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. — to aid in the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Gen. Wi Smallwood and the soldiers of the Maryland Line 
in the war for American indepen 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 75) providing for the dis- 
position of certain now in the hands of the receiver of 
the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, reported it with 
an amendment. 

TOWBOAT ASSOCIATION OF NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. CAFFERY. On Thursday last the Senate passed the bill 
(8. 862) for the relief of the receivers of the Towboat Association 
of New Orleans, La. The bill is still in the ion of the Sen- 
ate and I wish to correct a clerical error. Fae exser consis in 
the claim to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the Bowman Act instead of under the provisions of the Tucker 
- owe soln oo owe votes by which the bill was ordered 
a 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate and 


In line 6of the bill I move to strike out “‘ three” 
insert “seven”; so as to read: “the act of March 


to. 
same line, after the word “‘ to,” I move 
and relief to Congress and the 
in nae my er of a and de- 
Government,” insert “‘ vide for bring- 
the United States.” es, . 


What is the ? To 
the Government of the United Stecen? "Tt t not to go through 
understanding it. It Iam justified in 
saying that there is no member of this body who knows what that 
means except the Senator who has offered the amendment. 


dence, reported it with an 
the 


bring suits against 
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Mr. CAFFERY. I will state to the Senator from Massachu 
setts that the Committee on Claims authorized me to report this 
bill to the Senate favorably, referring the claim of the Towboat 


Association of New Orleans to the Court of Claims under the 
Tucker Act. By a clerical error the bill was reported favorably, 
referring it to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act. 
The amendment is to change the reference under the Bowman 
Act to a reference under the Tucker Act. The bill passed the Sen- 
ate with this clerical error, and I simply move to correct the error 
in the body of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of the 
receivers of the Towboat Association of New Orleans. La., provid- 
ing for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States.” 

OFFENSES ON THE HIGH SEAS, 

Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1871) to provide for the punish- 
ment of offenses on the high seas, to report it favorably without 
amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. That is an important bill, and it ought to be acted 
upon promptly. It has been reported twice in the Senate and in 
the other House unanimously by the Judiciary Committees; it has 
passed both Houses; it went to the President, and it was recalled 
on account of a clerical error, but recalled too late to be enacted 
into law in the last Congress. I ask unanimous consent that it be 
now acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I make no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill, but I desire to state that hereafter 
until further notice I shall object to the present consideration of 
any bill reported from a committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine what is 
the meaning of the words used in the bill as to vessels *‘ owned in 
whole or in part” by the United States. Does the United States 
own vessels in copartnership with anyone else? 

Mr. FRYE. No; it does not. 


The bill will be read for information, 


Mr. MILLS. I do not understand that expression in the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not notice what the expression is. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts reported the bill from the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Texas will allow me, I will 


read the phrase, and I think the reading will satisfy the Senator 
from Texas. It reads, ‘‘ on board any vessel belonging in whole 
or in part to the United States or any citizen thereof.” Of course 
the words “in part ” would be applicable only to the last clause— 
to vessels belonging in part to citizens. 

Mr. MILLS. It seems to me it would be better to say “* belong- 
ing to the United States or in whole or in part to any citizen 
thereof.” Thé words there would seem to imply that the United 
States is owning vessels jointly with some other Government. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think it is open to that construction. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill has passed the scrutiny of four Commit- 
tees on the Judiciary in both Houses. 

Mr. MILLS. I make no objection to the bill. I simply called 
attention to the phraseology because I did not understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis a bill that has passed both Houses in this 
shape, and I think it is better to leave it as it is. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall not object to the passage of 
this bill, but I wish to state for myself, whether anyone agrees 
with me or not, that I dissent from the enactment of laws carry- 
ing with them imprisonment and fines which deal in general terms 
without specifying particular acts, but which submit to the dis- 
cretion of a judge, a single individual, the personal liberty of the 
citizen. There are various phrases in this bill which submit it 
entirely to the discretion of a judge as to what shall be the offense— 
what act is aiding, abetting, encouraging, inciting to an assault, 
or to violence, or to a breach of the peace, or to any of the offenses 
enumerated here. 

It was not the policy of the law in former times to submit tothe 
discretion of a judge the question of the criminality of a partic- 
ular act, but to specify it so that every man might have notice 

he violated the law that a particular act wasacrime. This 


bill really submits the entire liberty of the citizen to the discretion 
of the judge. The man may be perfectly innocent and unron- 
scious of committing any violation of the law, and yet he may be 
adjudged to have aided, abetted, incited, or encouraged the act. 

is a eens practice, because the judicial power is most 
despotic and absolute, and most dangerous to the liberties of the 
citizen, 
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Mr. HOAR. If this bill were liable to the criticism which the 
Senator from Florida has made I trust no member of the Senate 
would vote for it. ButI think the Senator in hearing the bill read 
misapprehended its terms. 

U “a the existing law the crews of vessels plying to and from 
ports in the United States or to ports in the United States from 
any other country, owned in whole or in part here, are liable for 
the offenses described in the bill, which are mutiny, disobedience 
to lawful commands, assaults, and other breaches of the peace. 
There is an existing statute of the United States which covers all 
that, but there is no provision of law punishing passengers who 
do the same thing or who aid or incite the crew to do the same 
thing. The consequences is that, especially on the eastern coast, 
where excursion parties, parties of sporting characters, sometimes 
persons of dissipated character, go on little excursions along the 
coast, from Nova Scotia or New Brunswick or the islands of the 
British provinces to Maine or Massachusetts or New York, there 
is no law by which any disorderly passenger can be punished. 
The intent of the proposed statute is to extend to the passengers 
the existing law which applies to a crew. It does not, as the 
Senator from Florida supposes, leave to the judge to determine 
what the offense is. It describes the offense in the ordinary com- 
mon-law phrase which describes accomplices—that is, persons who 
aid, abet, or incite the action, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It uses the precise words that are 
used in the present law as to persons who are members of the 
crew. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; it uses the precise words used in the old law, 
as the Senator from Oregon suggests, applicable to persons who 
are members of the crew. If this were a common-law offense, 
everybody who aids and abets a misdemeanor is a principal. There 
is no question of principal and accessory in common-law offenses of 
this class, and persons who did what this proposed act describes 
would be punishable, as of course, asprincipals. But there is not 
any United States common law, and there is not any offense of 
this kind at common law, if there were. So this proposed statute 
merely says that a person who would be a principal offender in 
one of these misdemeanors, if it were a common-law misdemeanor, 
committing it on the high seas, shall be punishable as the princi- 
pal now is punishable, and it does it by extending the old law to 
this description of persons. 

I can not myself conceive of any legislation which could more 
carefully limit the discretion of the court and describe more 
carefully and perfectly and exactly a crime beforehand than this 
soapeaek statute does. The penalty, as was suggested in the 
committee in its consideration, is possibly a little severe, butthere 
is no mipimum penalty in the act at all. So if it is a trifli 
affray a man may be fined a dollar or 50 cents, in the discretion u 
the judge. But that is true in regard to all assaults. You can 
not make a legal definition which will distinguish accurately 
between every degree of assault and battery or breach of the peace, 
from the man who touches the cheek of another in hostility or by 
way of insult to the man who commits an assault which brings 
the victim to the point of death. That must be left to the discre- 
tion of the court in the matter of punishment, as in cases of all 
assaults the discretion exists with the judge. I thinkif my friend 
will read the bill, he will see that it is not liable to his objection, 
he having heard it read hastily at the desk. 

Mr. SALL. I do not wish to prolong the discussion, but I 
would ask the Senator, whose opinion is very valuable on this 
subject, what is “‘ inciting a person to an assault?” What is the 
limitation upon it? What is ‘‘ encouraging a person to assault?” 
ae of circumstances or facts may be included in those 

rases. 

. Mr. HOAR. Itis the same thing which has prevailed from time 
whereof the memory of man runneth not to the contrary. Incit- 
ing or encouraging murder makes a man an accomplice before the 
fact. That is the legal definition under which, from time as old 
as the common law itself, men who are accomplices before the 
fact in murders have been punished capitally. It is the old 
common-law phrase. 

Mr. CALL. Accomplices before the fact and principals are not 
in question here. The question is, whether the discretion of a 
ase an unlearned one, perhaps an arbitrary one—ma 
not improperly construe the phrase ‘‘ conspiring or encouraging.” 
If I remember aright, all of the commentators upon the common 
law, the law of England, charge and caution against the use of 
vague and indefinite terms in criminal acts. 

wish to say that there is in the western — of this country, 
in the State of California, three men who have been confined for 
eighteen months upon the opinion and judgment of a single judge 
for alleged contempt of court for which, so far as my opinion 
concerned, there was no sufficient era 


Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Florida permit me to cor- 
rect him? 
Mr. CALL. Certainly. e 


Mr. WHITE. The three parties to whom the Senator alludes 
are imprisoned on the verdict of a jury. 

Mr. CALL. Iam not informed; it may be so. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will consult the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, recently rendered, he wi!) 
there find that statement of fact, which I myself now make from 
personal knowledge. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. That, however, does not concern the 

int to which I was referring. I had not that impression. But 

owever that may be, the thought I had in my mind was in re|,- 
tion to ‘* conspiracy,” to crimes which rest on acts undefined in the 
law creating the offense, but which the judge may construe and as 
to which he must chargea jury. These words conspiracy, encour- 
age, incite, aid, abet, and contempts, are all of this character—un- 
certain and resting in the breast of the judge. 

Mr. HALE. If the pending matter gives rise to further debate 
I must a ng 

Mr. FRYE. I should not have asked for unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill, if I had dreamed of debate. I hope 
the Senator will let the bill pass now. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. Otherwise I must object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Seia- 
tor from Maine to object to the consideration of the bill at this 
time? 

Mr. HALE. With the understanding that it will not give rise 
to further debate, I will not object. There are other mi:tters 

ressing. If, however, the bill gives rise to further debate, | must 
insist that it go over. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Florida has withdrawn further 
op tion. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there obiection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1871) to provide for the 
punishment of offenses on the high seas. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARIZONA SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I am unanimously directed by the Committee 
on Public Lands to report the bill which I send to the desk. I 
will not ask at this time unanimous consent for its consideration, 
but will do so at an early day. It isa bill meeting the objections 
of the President of the United States and citizens of Arizona toa 
bill recently passed, which was vetoed by the President. [| shall, 
on an early occasion, ask for its consideration. 

The bill (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for educa- 
tional purposes in Arizona was read twice by its title. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2420) to regulate the pay of 
noncommissioned officers in the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2421) granting a pension to Helen 
Booth; which was read ce by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2422) for the relief of 
rare B. Mann; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2423) for the relief of Elias M. 
Gibbs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2424) to pro- 
vide for the appointment of five police magistrates for the District 
of Columbia, and for other p ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 2425) to authorize genes of lot 
for dispensary and hospital in District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2426) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the care of dependent children in the District 
of Columbia and to create a board of children’s guardians, “)- 
eee July 26, 1892; which was read twice by its title, and, with 

he accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (8. 2427) granting a pension to 
Martha A. McWhorter; which was read twice by its title. and, 
ee accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


neo rom , : TT introduced the following bills; which were 
7 Denn ice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


ll Dill (8. 2428) granting an in f ion to Jacob P 
. an increase of pension , 
Fletcher; 

















(S. 2429) granting a pension to Charles R. Collins; 


8 
S. 2430) granting a pension to James W. Whitney; 
S. 2481) granting a pension to James Craven; 

2482) granting an increase of pension to Augustus Eck- 
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(S. 2483) granting a pension to William F. Gowdy; 

$. 2484) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl; 

S$. 2435) granting a pension to Adam Kemper; 

$. 2486) granting a pension to Henry H. Richards; 

(S. 2437) granting an increase of pension to Ambrare 
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(S. 2488) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Brown; 
(S. 2489) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus; 
§. 2440) granting an increase of pension to George West; 
§. 2441) granting a pension to George D. Noble; and 

ill (S. 2442) granting a — to Daniel Cressman. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. — to correct the military 
record of Daniel Coonan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2444) to provide for com- 
pletin, the system of sewage dis land protection against floods 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2445) increasing the pen- 
sion of Celia A. Jeffers to the sum of $30 per month; which was 
read twice byits title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2446) to restrain and regu- 
late the sale of vinous and spirituous, malt, or brewed liquors, or 
any admixture thereof, in the Territory of Alaska; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2447) to establish the department 
of commerce and manufactures; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill was recommended unanimously by the 
National Board of Trade, lately in sessionin Washington. I move 
its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 2448) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Mrs. A. Shirley; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2449) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Wells; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2450) granting a pension to John C. 
Fitnam; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Jacob 
D. Walter; which was read twice by its title,and, with the accom- 


panyi referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (3.2452) for the relief of cer- 
tain enlisted men of the Twentieth Regiment of New York Volun- 
teer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 2453) granting two townships 
of land to State normal colleges at Florence and Troy, Ala.; which 
— — twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 

ic i 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2454) restoring the Santee 
Sioux Indians of Nebraska and the Flandreau Sioux Indians of 
South Dakota, formerly known as and being a confederacy of 
the Medawakanton and Wapaykoota Sioux Indians, to all rights, 
privileges, and benefits enjoyed by them and their ancestors under 
the treaties of 1837 and 1851, and for other purposes; which was 
ae eennne its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2455) granting to the incorporated 
town of re in the county of Cherry and State of Nebraska, 
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certain lands, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2456) granting a pension 


to Oliver P. Gooding; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 2457) granting a pension to 
E. Bierer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2458) granting a pension to Thomas 
B. Roark; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying Paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

introduced a bill (S. 2459) for the relief of Lieut. William 
P. Hogarty, United States Army; which was read twice by its 
pres with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 

Mr. TU introduced a bill (S. 2460) increasin 
pension x! come co anand veterans of the United 
- + read twice by its title, 


the rate of 
tates Navy; 
and referred to the Committee 
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Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 93) an- 
thorizing the wearing of the distinctive badge adopted by the Sons 
of Veterans, United States of America, upon all occasions of cere- 
mony; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
94) to provide for the purchase of the painting by J. Walker, rep- 
resenting the capture of the City of Mexico, September 13, 1847; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MANTLE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim S. 2304, granti: 
Coonan, referred to the Committee on Pensions, be, and 
withdrawn, and the said papers be referred to the Com: 
Affairs 


ynsion to Daniel 
are hereby, 


on Military 


ray 
the same 


CONSIDERATION OF CUBAN RESOLUTION. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie over and be printed: 

Resolved, That the consideration of the report of the cont 
tee on the Senate concurrent resolution 19, relating to Cuba, be postpone 
until Monday, April 6, and that the Committee on Foreign Relations be di 
rected before that time to report to the Senate the facts which, in their opin 
ion, justify the passage of said resolution, together with the evidence thereof 


AFFAIRS IN CUBA, 
Mr. HOAR. I offer a resolution, to which I hope there will be 


no objection. I ask for its immediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


commit 


erence 


Resolved, That the President be requested, so far asin his opinion may b 
compatible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate al! facts 
which may be in his possession relating to the existing conflict in the Island 
of Cuba, and sapecially such as affect the interests and duty of the United 


States in the premises. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it go over. 

Mr. HOAR. It is merely a resolution asking for information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT COMPANY. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Mr. CALL. I ask leave to present a resolution, by request, re- 
lating to the Washington Gas Light Company, which I ask may 
be printed and go over under the rule. 

he resolution was read and ordered to be printed and lie over, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, 
and is hereby, directed to obtain from the Washington Gas Light Company 
and report to the Senate a statement under oath showing the amount of cash 
on hand on the Ist day of January, 1895, including money on deposit in banks 
and elsewhere; also astatement of the money received from consumers of 
gas; also how much money received from other sources; each to be given 
separately; alsothe disbursements of money,and for what purpose; also the 
amount of money at the close of business on the 3lst of December, 1805, in- 
cluding money in bank and elsewhere. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. MORGAN. I offer a resolution of instructions to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, which I ask may be printed and lie 
on the table. Ata future day I shall call it up and submit some 
remarks upon it. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to be printed and lie on the 
table, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 
Senate bill No. 1131 was heretofore referred, are instructed to report the 
same tothe Senate, with such amendments,if any, as they choose to offer 
thereto to carry out in better form or toaccomplish more effectually the 
purposes thereof. Said bill is as follows: 


“A bill relating to the jurisdiction of the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia. 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia is here yy given jurisdiction over any on all suits that may be 
brought by the United States to enforce or obtain other relief upon any lien 
or liens on any railway or railways or on any property belonging to one or 
more railway corporations, wherever such property may be situated. 

“Sxc. 2. t separate liens upon different railways or railway properties 
may be enforced by the United States in the same suit when such railways 
constitute or were intended to constitute together a through line, or are part 
of or connected with a through line or general system of railways. The 


court shall have power to make such orders concerning the sale of said prop- 
erty as may be just and proper for the protection of the interests of all par- 
ties concerned. 
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“So, 8. That said court shall have power to issue process, mesne and final, | a citizen of the United States, a competent accountant and business map 
which shall ras into an pow Boy ana ne genes as —_ =_ poccaen by the = ne Th re eee wy bm Dyes =~ ch pe and the other a! 
marshal of such district, and to enter proper orders, decrees, and man- ma ebr. e ve and } gach 
dates, including orders, decrecs, and mandates for the payment to the United | amount as the a Pavable ia such 


the ¥ shall prescribe, such as other a... 

States of any deficiency arising upon a sale under such lien. ve, and they sha 
“suo. 4. That holders of liens on any such prasers & pronrey may be | each be under the direction of the board of directors, within the powers - 
e 


made parties to such suit, or may intervene if not les, and said | ferred by this act upon said board, as to all money, or rights, c ts, or other 
court may order any and all proceedings by any pew or parties in other | assets ot the comaeny for which each of them is appointed, as such gener.) 
courts having jurisdiction of part only of the property involved to be discon- | treasurer: Provided, however, That as to any money that either of said ov... 
tinued or stayed until the termination of such suit by the United States." eral treasurers shall be liable to account for or to pay to the United Stat, 
And said committee is further instructed to report, in connection with said | under this act, they shall their duties in that under such 
bill, an origina: bill, or amendments to the foregoing bill, which will embody | rules and regulations as the of the eon shall prescribe. - 
substantially the following provisions: Thirteenth. The fenerel direction and the control of said railron 
First. A provision fer refunding the outstanding bonds, held by bona fide | companies and of all the p rty thereof is confided tothe board of dire: 
owners who are not indebted to the United States on legal or equitabie de- | instituted under this act, who shall manage the same as one through line ./ 
mands, that have been heretofore issued by the United States to the Union | t " uading all branch roads belonging to.sither company, 
Pacific Railroad Compeny ang of the branch railroads of said company, or | between the easternand western termini of said And for this pur. 
to the Central Pacific Railre Company or any of its branch railroads. said board of directors shall have power, subject to law, to fix and row). 
And also for refunding the first-mo: bonds, held and owned in like on any part of said lines of railroad a:: | 
manner, that are a first lien upon the railroads or the said branches thereof, | to apportion companies, according to just 
and upon ws her yronert of either of said railroad companies. is freight or Guameported to. 
Second. That said bonds lbe refunded in the bonds of the United States f said line oF the other. The board of «(/- 
rectors shall 


ot 
bs and concerning curr: 
at any time after ten years, to be in and by the United States; and the use [oe — 
and to bear interest, payable quarterly by the States, at a rate not ex- d railroad compa- 
omens ope cent oo annum. the stock thereof or 
Third. That the bonds so refunded shall be taken up and held in the Treas- | has the right of control 
ury of the United States and shall be registered as the same are so substi- 


of directors rates of freight 
tu by bonds issued under this act; the said bonds to be exchanged, dollar | they shall 


rata allot —— 
for — of their face value, not to include interest thereon that may have all adjndge to be _ A 


accrued. The each road com ies d re- 
Fourth. The bonds so taken pp. to remain secured by and attended with ds acquired Sy omer of said Gemanmies and ev 


ail the liens and priorities by which their payment, or the ment of the nde equita right, either of > Or pos 
interest ueveen 7 are now nat and b BYother ene et net be created ~ ee | 


to mature after thirty years, at the option of the Government, and subject. 
U 


session, not use, convenience, or advan thereof 
by law to secure the same, as statutory liens pas petestiine in favor of the thereof when sold or leased s all et, 

nited States; to all of which liens now existing United States shall be | tute a fund to be of the said railroads, or to the 
fully substituted as each of said bonds is exchanged for bonds issued under as Congress shall authorize to be 


is act. ructed the said railroads. 

. A sinking fund will be provided for the payment of the principal of Six holder or owner of any stock 
the bonds issued under this act, at the rate of 6 per cent shall register such stock 
payable quarterly, to be paid into the Treasury of the in books t, to be set forth in 
vested and reinvested in good interest-bearing securities. The sinking fund . percentage that it bears 
to be raised from the income of said companies, respectively, over and above company, and tothe whole 
the actual current expenses of Peet Kaw respective railroads, theinter- |}: b The entire prop- 
ost om bento isvued under Shis : and sums Lauesteriy Syed companies shall 
sala officers, w current expenses shall u December, 1896, and sha!] 
lay for repairs of the railroads and tl heir z 


ky ame eee and outstanding by said com. 
or repair of rolling ipaks wet shall not include the pa: ; stock aaa aaa pail ad 


debt or dam claim: egetnes either of said panies, with the whole value of its prop- 
wing to the United States. 80 ascertained and determined. Wh.n 
Sixth. If the interest on the bonds issued under this act is not out of ed are surrendered, new stock sha!! bo 
the income of said railroads or sources of revenue derived from the the holder is entitled under this act, and no 

assets of either of said railroad companies, as the same falls due, it shall be being valid for any purpose. 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not Se ae, f and treasurer. as 
Seventh. The treasurer of each of said companies file in the Treasury as to the present in- 
Deperqnens of the United States within the first five days of each quarter of the board of di- 
secon tn is cophodsy think ta spp tboie Go tees eiating fawn saed on ties moter. ~~ 
money in his cus app ° r- or by the by-laws 
est J vabie on bende issued under this act for the ing quarter, and sai ents or treasur 
shall pay the same into the Treasury of the United States, and the interest em) to alter said 
on said bonds for such preceding quarter shall be payable on the 10th day of | by-laws. other officers of said companies ap- 
‘Rickth, And te provide farther directing that the Secrotary of the Treas and ere contend 
~ ° 9 au erived from 
ury, in aocordames with section 5 of the act approved July 1, 1 entitled act; he: decterd is empowered to remove 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and aph line from the | any officer in either of said companies except the 

Pacific Ocean, and to creenenens the | directors and am treasurers. - a is 
“shall take posses- books, papers, documents, and letters ging to the busi- 
o telegraph, together _— the roll- direction of each of said railroad een contracts or deeds 
every kind description in possession notes, drafts, exchange, or 
oad pany and also of the Central Pacific Rail- an See quate’ y of or under 
rend Cespens., Suangens t0-cr a part of each of the railroads, and asa of either of said 
ments cf every sort, were under the - turned over to the president 
eas, or any amendment thereof, together ee ee a: ee company to whi h 
unities, and appurtenances thereunto belonging. . who shall willfully refuse so to deliver such 
panes to and belonging to either of said railroad Re eer oe 8 misdemeanor. and on conviction 
which taken y court of the U: 8 ee of like offenses 
be fined in not less $500 and be imprisoned for not less 
if any such who has in his or 
officer either of companies, any book. 
or as belonging to said company, 
or the same, he shall suffer 
those who alter or deface or de- 
ts on file or belonging to any 
the United States. 

under this act shall have al! 


rs 


c 


i 


aon te rake win tee oeeatel and purposes for wh said 
uses w 
companies paimeg he. 3 and under the laws and con 
said companies, respectively, as the same are in this act, or may be 
hereafter amended. ‘ 
dieall gd cnet cekell esta ome ae if Beoemnary ry, oc or. conferred upon the directors of either of said i 1 
: S . So as companies uncer 
graete fats nt pe ye board of directors tocontrol and manage - poe Se Tacs chall poe said railroad com- 
said companies, who shall supersede existing boards directors or shall rve the corporate 
of said railroad companies, and shall be scbstituted for each of said and the and all expend- 
directors, in the full direction and control thereof, in the exercise account from the other. They shal! have 
heretofore conferred such directors, not inconsistent soueeate apioueue of accounting, and separate repor's 
shall consist of nine citizens of the c United States the charters 
the Usicn Posies Company and ne 
> except as game are repealed, ered, 
; and nothing herein tained shall be 
stion which is not 
of any court 
either of them, 
rs o 
Governmen choose t 
cae cases hal have juris- 


of the District of 

BSED economies chall be ap- 

sonore for any debt created or 

the Union Eecife Haltroad’ Compan ie ee 

hereafter not vide or 

ae ae cake 4-4 stich debts, the linbiit of 

is regulated by the terms and this act, and is 
and of payment and security that is herein ex 
No stockholder in either of said railroad companies shall 


ite 


i 
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dividend on his stock until the dubts of such company the pay- 
receive ahich is not secured by this act shall have been paid, nor anal 
= ‘kholder receive any dividend on his stock in either of said compa- 


; interest is ee falls due, as provided in this act, upon all 
ae which the United States or the company that issued such stock is 
Hable, and until the sinking fund is fully paid for the fiscal year in which or 
for which such dividend is declared. fi 

Twenty- The Government of the United States hereby declares that 
it stands and in its own right of all the property to which 
this act relates, the control and administration of which is provided for in 
this act and in the laws which are herein amended; that it holds said property 
as a means and instrumentality of National Government and of interstate 
and international commerce: t a it a ppeene : = the pene gE mae of 

: ‘or execution of the original purposes of the grants o 
Sean Peerenite, and powers to the Union Pacific Railroad Cmmeny and the 
Bentral fic Railroad Compeny these said companies should ereafter 
consolidated and conducted asa rough line from the eastern terminus of 
the Union Railroad to the Pacific Ocean, and in such manner as Con- 
gress shall hereafter provide; that it is necessary for the accomplishment of 
these of Government and for the welfare of the ple that the 
authority of the United States over said through line of railway should be 
maintained as it has heretofore existed and is enlarged and confirmed by this 
amendatory act; that the Government will preserve, as far as is consistent 
with justice welfare, this property for the p»yment of all 
lawful demands of the creditors of either of the said railroad companies, and 
when the same is from debt, will admit the owners of stock in each 
compan oon their with this act, to share according to the just 
value of 


and in proportion to the stock held by each share- 
holder, after the same has been adjusted in the manner provided in this act; 
and that when the said companies are consolidated equal Justice shall be done, 


as far as may be, to all shareholders in each of them. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
Prupen, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 4th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. 108) skin g to final proof in timber-culture entries; 
and 

An act (S. 879) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to grant to the 
Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right 
of way through the Indian Territory.” 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 6th instant approved and signed the foliowing 


acts: 

An act (8.141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill; and 

An act (8.259) granting to the Columbia and Red Mountain 
Railwa y a right of way through the Colville Indian 


y, ? 
Reservation, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the Agricultural appropriation bill may be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

m.. 'S Seaiaeieives laid before the Sere action of the 
couse 0) ves agreeing to some and disagreeing to 

other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.5061) making 

appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
ear ending June 30, 1897, and asking for a conference with the 
nate on ng votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. COLLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
— a to by the House and agree to the conference 

or. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CuLLom, 

- Quay, and Mr. Cau were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certain uses of national military parks was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled ‘‘ An 
- to define the ee oe agents, to prescribe ~ momenes 

pensions, er purposes,” approv uly 8, 
187) “otuee section 4784, Revised Statutes of the United 
a was read by its title, and referred to the Committee 


— two condemned cannon and can- 

ow Company, National Guard 

twice by its title, and referred to 
Affairs. 


Accepted Masons of Indian Territory 
and referred to the Committee on In- 


tions for the legislative, 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
1897, for other purposes, was read twice 
Committee on Appropriations. 
(H. R. 6986) for the reconstruction of Rock Island 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


REPRESENTATIVES OF LIEUTENANT FOULKE. 


which was read, 















































and, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie o 
and be printed: 













To the Senate: 

I transmit herewith, in answer to the resolution of Senate of the 24th 
ultimo, a report from the Secretary of State in relation to the claim of the 
legal representatives of Lieut. George C. Foulke against the Government 


of the United States 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 9. 1898. 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST AMERICAN PRODUCT 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the llowing 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

To the Senate: 

I transmit herewith, in response to the Senate's resolution of February 6, 
1806, addressed to the Secretary of State, copies, in translation, of the d 
or orders of the Governm ff Germany, France, Belgium, and Denmark, 
placing restrictions upon the importation of certain American preducts 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


; 









‘ 













crees 
‘ 








EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 9, 18 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of conference on the 
concurrent resolution in relation to Cuba. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to make an an- 
nouncement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; but I would say that the motion 
to proceed to the consideration of a conference report is always 
privileged. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is always in order, and I am not objecting 
to it; but I simply wanted to say to the Senate that it would be 
exceedingly agreeable to me if I could have the privilege to-morrow, 
immediately after the disposition of the routine morning business, 
to address the Senate upon the question of the amendment of the 
revenue bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Missouri will be noted. 





















WAR IN CUBA, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the report of the committee « 
on the Cuban concurrent resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio, to proceed to the consideration of the confer- 
ence report indicated by him, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


f conference 


CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent r lu 


tion of the Senate (Con. Res. 19, part 5), having met, after full and free « 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House, and agree to the same. 


tive 


JOHN SHERMAN, 

JOHN T. MORGAN, 
H. C. LODGE 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ROBERT R. HITT 
JAMES B. McCREARY, 
ROBERT ADAMS, Jx., 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report is before the 
— and the Senator from Maine {[Mr. HALE] is entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I was one of the few Senators whoa 
week ago last Friday voted against the Cuban resolutions then sub- 
mitted by the Committee on Foreign Relations. Ihave seen norea- 
son since to regret my action, and I will to-day, or whenever a vote 
shall be taken, vote against adopting the report of the committee 
covering the resolutions which are reported by the committee of 
conference. All of the reasons which at that time seemed to me 
pressing and conclusive against any such action as was then con- 
templated and as is contemplated here have grown in strength in 
my mind since that day. 

i did not feel then that upon so important a matter, closely in- 
volving relations with a hitherto friendly power, the Senate pos- 
sessed information to justify a recognition of belligerency against 
a friendly government and in favor of the insurgents upon the 
Island of Cuba. I did not believe that the inflammatory appeals 
that were made to this body by Senators in favor of the proposi- 
tion, based upon alleged statements of atrocities and horrors on 
the Island of Cuba, were sufficiently backed up as facts for the 
Senate,to act upon; and that feeling, Mr. President, has becorne 
greatly strengthened by events that have occurred and other in- 

ormation which has been brought to light since the day when the 
resolutions were passed. 

I voted ‘‘ nay” also because the question of the treatment that 
shonld be given to insurrection in the Island of Cuba against the 
Spanish Government is no new subject. President Grant once 
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alluded to these outbreaks as “‘ periodical,” and I well remember 
that in the Forty-first Congress, in my early service in the other 
House, in the year 1870, a condition of affairs largely like the pres- 
ent was then brought before Congress, and a deliberate p 

made known and urged to involve this country in possible conflict 
with the Government of Spain by recognition of belligerency to 
the then Cuban insurgents. 

The matter was before both Houses of Congress. In the House 
of Representatives it had been considered at length = the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of that body, presided over by General 
Banks, a Representative from the State of Massachusetts, and that 
committee stood ready to report, and did report, the conclusion 
which I hold in my hand in a document coming over from that 
Congress, going almost as far as the resolutions now before the 
Senate. 

Fortunately for the country, fortunately for the interests of 

ace, there was then in the President’s chair a man whose love of 

iberty and whose patriotism certainly were equal to those pos- 
sessed by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations and who 
knew a great deal more about belligerency and war than they do, or 
thanany of usdo—General Grant. On the 13th of June, 1870,Gen- 
eral Grant from the Executive office sent to Congress the message 
which is in the book that I have before me. I shall ask the Secre- 
tary to read from it, not the whole text, for I do not want to pro- 
long the debate, and my part in it will mainly be citing certain 
pers, communications, and documents bearing upon this most 
important question. It will be interesting to Senators who listen 
to the utterances of General Grant in 1870 upon the question now 
before this body, as to recognizing the belligerency of the insur- 
ents in Cuba, to notice how that message sounds as though 
it had been written for to-day, as though all the considerations 
that then presented themselves to General Grant were considera- 
tions upon a condition of affairs that exist in this year 1896 in- 
stead of the year 1870; and the application of law that he makes 
to the circumstances is just as pertinent, is just as directly in the 
line of international law upon the subject, as — the message 
had come in to-day from the President and lay freshly written 
upon our desks, 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Maine what was the 
action of the House or of the Senate or of both bodies at that time 
with regard to the resolutions of which the Senator speaks? 

Mr. HALE. I proposed to state that as a result of them : 
I will say now in answer, before having the message read, that the 
whole recognition proposition in the presence of the message from 
the President fell to nothing, came to nothing. The manana was 
so clear and distinct in its statements of the situation and pro- 
pounded such an unanswerable proposition of law that, subordi- 
nated to the utterance of the calm-browed man who sat in the 
Executive office, all the excitement disappeared, and the resolu- 
tions reported to the House of Representatives went for nothing. 
I ask the Secretary to read from the message the parts I have 
marked, though the whole document is worth careful considera- 
tion. I ask the attention of Senators to this message. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Duving the six months which have posnet since the date of that m 
the condition of the insurgents has not improved, and the insurrection itse 
although not subdued, exhibits no signs of advance, but seems to be confined 
toan irregular system of hostilities carried on by small and illy armed bands 
of men, roaming, without concentration, through the woods and the | 
pulated regions of the island, attack from ambush convoys an onall 
ds of troops, burning plantations and the estates of those not sympathiz- 
ing with their cause. 
ut if the insurrection had not gained ground, it is equally true that § 
has notsuppressed it. Climate, disease, and the occasional bullet have worked 
teres » soldiers of § ; and ohhongs % oe oe - 
es have on of every seapor ev wn on the F ve 
not been able to subdue the hostile fee which has driven a aioe 
number of the native inhabitants of the d to armed resistance against 
Spain and still leads them toendure the dangers and the privations of a roam- 
life of guerrilla warfare. 
either side a contest has been conducted and is still carried on with a 
lamentable disregard of human life and of the rulesand practices which mod- 
ern civilization has prescribed in mitigation of the necessary horrors of war. 
The torch of Spaniard and of Cuban is alike busy in carrying devastation over 
tertile regions; murderous and revengeful decrees are issued and executed 
by both parties. Count Valmaseda and Colonel Boet, on the ~s of Le 
have each startled humanity and aroused the indignation of the ci 
world by the execution, each, of a score of prisoners at atime, while General 
uesada, the Cuban chief, coolly and with soperess unconsciousness of aught 
else than a proper act, has admitted the slaughter, by his own deliberate 
order, in oneday, of upward of 650 prisoners of war. 


Mr. HALE. Now, will the Secretary read what is within the 
next bracket? 


The Secretary read as follows: 


During the whole contest the remarkable exhibition has been made of large 

numbers of Cu escaping from the island and avoiding the risks of war; 

congregating in this country at a safe distance from the scene of me and 

endeavoring to make war from our shores, to urge our le into t fight 

waect the avoid, and to embroil this Government in complications and 
e ostili 


ties with Spain. It can scarce be doubted that this last 
the real object of these parties, ae carefully covered under the decep- 
as and ap: Sar demand for a mere tion of belliqorency. 

is stated, on what I have reason to regard as authority, Cuban 


— 


large amount, whose ent is made 
the United States of either Cuban hn. ¢* 


“er 
their value thus contingon¢+ 


bonds have been prepared 

pendent upon the recognition b: 
The object of making 
upon the action of this Government is a subject for serious reflection 


toa 


ency or independence. 


Mr. HALE, AsI have said, if an ionate man were to- 
day to make a review of present conditions in the Island of (\y)), 
the flight of the Cubans to this shore, avoiding participation i; 
danger there and seeking to foment and increase the war feelin g 
no language could be selected that would portray the situation 
better than that which has been read from the message of Genera] 
Grant written in 1870. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate by having the entire 
message read, although there is nothing in it that is not good 
sound, ponctionl sense. The message is stamped with the ood 
sense, the patriotism, the discernment characteristic of General 
Grant, and at last he lays down the proposition touching belli ver. 
ency that is as clear a guide for us to-day, or ought to be, as it was 
then for Con , Which accepted it without question, an the 
subject seatol Sur the time being from the consideration of men 
in or out of Congress. 

I ask the Secretary to read President Grant's conclusion upon 


the subject of belligerency, on page 801 of the message. 
Mr. GRAY. Is that a special message or an annual message? 
Mr. HALE. A ial message. 
Mr. WHITE. hat is the date of it? 


Mr. HALE. June 13, 1870. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The question of veiereney is one of fact, not to be decided by sympathies 
for or prejudices against either party. The relations between the parent 
State and the insurgents must amount, in fact, to war in the sense of inter- 
national law. Fighting, though flerce and protracted, does not alone con- 
stitute war; there must be military forces acting in accordance with the 
rules and customs of war, flags of truce, cartels, exchange of prisoners, ete., 
and to ime a recognition of ey there must be above al! a de 
facto political organization of the insurgents sufficient in character and re- 
sources to constitute it, if left to itself, a State among nations capable of dis- 
c the duties of a State, and of meeting the just responsibil 

incur as such toward other powers in the discharge of its national duties. 
Applying the best information which I have been enabled to gather, 
whether from official or unofficial sources, including the very exaggerated 
statements which each op to all that may prejudice the opposite or 
give credit to its own side of uestion, Iam unable to see, in the present 
condition of the contest in Cuba, 


ities it may 


ose elements which are requisite to con- 


stitute war in the sense of international law. 
The insurgents hold no town or city; have no established seat of govern- 
ment; they have no prize courts; no organization for the receiving and col 


lecting of revenue; no seaport to which a prize may be carried,or through 
which access can be had by a foreign power to the limited interior territory 
and mountain fastnesses which t' occupy. The existence of the legisla- 
ture representing any pop constitaency is more than doubtful. 

In the uncertainty that hangs around the entire insurrection there is no 
palpable evidence of an election, of any delegated authority, or of any gov- 


ernment outside the limits of the camps occupied from day to day by the rov- 
fag ectipenies of insurgent t: : re is no commerce, no trade, cither 
internal or foreign, no man 


Mr. HALE. That 


in is an exact picture of the condition of 
the insurrection in Cu 


to-day. The insurgents have no gov- 
ernment except on paper. They have no legislature. It is not 
pretended that they have. They have no courts to administer 
ustice. That is not claimed. ey hold no ports. Their power 
ea General cece it a. — the straggling 
occupy stragg camps, an the present day not 
only has the insurrection not won a battle, but it has hardly 
fought what deserves the name of battle. It is, as suggested by 
the Senator from Connecticut io Piatt], a case of clean, out- 
right guerrilla warfare. I ask ators who voted for this resolu- 
tion before, or what is nearly the same resolution, to contrast 
ot = ee the —— of the oo ganrr g - a " > 
titling i a recognition of belligerency, wi e status of the 
great rebellion in the South, when European nations in most 
ed fashion, and not = <eomaee resolutions, but simply 
orders which established neutrality, saw fit in that modified form 
to accord a kind of ae to the Southern Confederacy. 
At that time when was accorded to the Southern Confed- 
eracy that Confederacy was in undoubted jon and occu- 
on of more than a million square miles of territory. With 
ree or four exceptions, there was not within its confines or on 
its coasts a single post held by the Federal Government. Kesv- 
lutions of secession pre to the establishment of the Con- 
federacy had been after the test of popular elections and 
after the deliberate actions of State legislatures. The sentiment 
which had for a time prevailed for Unionism against secession 
had apparently been utterly destroyed and the States had set up @ 


new government. They had met er and established a Con- 
federacy with legislative powers in full force, with a department 
of the army and the navy. with gageler officials recognized at 
the capital, with great armies in the field, and with courts of jus 
tice es’ ed throughout the whole length and breadth of the 


Confederacy. Not one detail that I am giving as applying to the 
Contoheenny in the early months of 1861 oat aakeed for or 18 
claimed for the insurrection on the Island of Cuba. And yet, 
notwithstanding that, the European powers hesitated yong, s0 

the State Department, presided over by Secretary Seward, import 





1896. 


Neen ee nee UE UEEEEETENEEEEEEEENEEEEEEE EERE 


ingly, entreatingly urged upon European powers the injustice of 

even so limited a recognition as was then proposed, and never 

ceased, after that limited recognition, to insist, as the volumes of 

diplomatic correspondence show, upon the rescinding of that rec- 
ition. 

oer. MITCHELL of Oregon. Spain did not hesitate. 

Mr. HALE. Iam glad the Senator from Oregon has said that, 
because it will be worth the while for him or any Senator who be- 
lieves that Spain at that time was less favorable and less friend!y 
to us than were other powers, to read the volumes of diplomatic 
correspondence as I have read them within the last week. 

There was no European power that through the early years of 
that war, when these questions came up and when other nations 
were on the point of proceeding from recognition of belligerency 
to recognition of independence, showed the friendliness to us that 
the Kingdom of Spain showed. Spain never allowed a British 
built an uip privateer to remain in her ports for one hour 
beyond stringent and necessary supplies, and when the British 
built and equipped privateers with prisoners taken from Union 
yessels entered the ports of Spain, those prisoners were at once 
released by the Spanish authorities. The diplomatic correspond- 
ence shows that after this limited recognition, far less than what 
is sought by the Committee on Foreign Relations now, had been 
acount by certain European States, the labor, the anxiety, the 
tremendous strain that fell upon those who were at the head of 
the Government to prevent further recognition did not apply to 
Spain, and there was no danger from that source. The corre- 
spondence with our minister at Madrid shows this most clearly. 


e danger came from France and from England, and I am glad 


that the Senator from Oregon interrupted me by calling attention 
to the action of Spain. I had forgotten, before reading the corre- 


ndence—as the Senator has evidently forgotten—that the record 
iscloses that no European power, excepting Russia, gave us less 
trouble during the war than Spain. 

Now, Mr. President, if this be so; if there is so little basis for 
the action now sought to be taken by the committee; if so little 
reason exists, in the light of precedents, in the light of the lawas laid 
down by General Grant, I have said to a how is it accounted 
for that there is so much apparent public sentiment in favor of 
action on the part of the United States—some such action as the 
veteran Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has reported to this 
body? Why is it that such a portion of the newspaper press of the 
country is continually urging and seeking to drive Congress for- 
ward to inflammatory action? Why is it that when the question 
came up last Friday week so large a vote was found in this body 
and in the other body for the belligerency resolutions, and so 
m a vote inst them? I have asked myself that question, 
and I have concluded that more than anything else which accounts 
for the apparent sentiment of so man people, so Many newspa- 
pers, and so many members of this body and of the other branch 
of Congress is the fact that the country and Congress have been 
impressed falsely and mendaciously with a condition of things in 
the Island of Cuba that does not exist. 

When the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], on the day when 
the vote was taken here, read, from what he supposed was an 
authority, recitals of Spanish atrocities that would make the 


blood of any natural man leap =e | in protest, it did not fail to 
have its influence hy og this body. It did not fail to have its influ- 
encein the other body. In the hurry and the clamor of the debate, 


almost all upon one side, Senators lost sight of the fact that here 
was an ingenious attempt not to show excesses and murders and 
outrages at present characterizing the conduct of war upon the 
part of Spain in Cuba, but to connect the Spanish authorities of 
to-day and the commanding general of the island with atrocities 


or all atrocities that took place fifteen or twenty — ago. 
The tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] read from a book, giving 
the name of the author— 
Mr. SHERMAN. I read from a newspaper translated. 
Mr. The Senator read from what he believed and we 


believed to be a contemporaneous account of certain almost inde- 
scribable atrocities committed by the Spanish military authori- 
ties in the old insurrection, and of barbarities on the part of the 
commander, and the direct allegation was made that 
e present commander, General Weyler, was then and there the 
— oo finisher ——s those . atrocities; that they were commnitto’ 
er eye. y t the impression, as I believe every 
other Senator here did, that the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign was reading to us from a document, with some pre- 
tense to authority, statements which involve as a part of that docu- 
ment = = that Se ge the ae, nies ie eave g 
hand commandin mn 0! nish affairs in 
Cuba in the old revolt. ne ee 
Now, Mr. President, I know there is no man in the Senate who 
would resent such an imposition being played upon him more 
would the Senator from Ohio. His long experience and the 
the country has in him as a conservative leader ought 
him sensitive under such imposition. I know that the 
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Senator himself supposed he was reading from good authority. 
It turns out that a newspaper assumed this most remarkable state- 
ment that General Weyler was the author of the atrocities in the 
old rebellion and responsible for them, and that for that reason he 
had been selected by the Spanish Government to put down the 
insurrection now, which in itself implied a desire on the part of 
the present Spanish Government to return to the outrages and 
atrocities which the Senator had read here. 

Now, Mr. President, it turns out that the book by the author 
given by the Senator, who, by the way, had the wrong name, was 
only a pamphlet of about 40 pages, written by a fugitive from 
the island, opposed to the Spanish Government, and that even he 
did not claim that in any way General Weyler was responsible 
for or connected with or present when the alleged outrages were 
committed. 

I am glad that for one, not knowing things to the contrary, but 
believing that there was another side, I voted ‘‘nay” against the 
resolution. If I had voted ‘‘yea” for the resolution last Friday 
week, in view of what has been disclosed since, the facts that have 
been brought to light, the manner in which they have been brought 
to light, and the impositions disclosed and open to the light, I 
would be most glad to change my vote and vote ‘‘nay” now. I 
would do it, as the lawyers say, and gladly do it, upon the newly 
discovered evidence. 

Mr. President, I*-have here the very moderate, respectful, and 
dignified statement of the minister of Spain, brought out by the 
recitals which so swayed the Senate when this subject was before 
them, brought out most properly, brought out most naturally. I 
do not wonder that the representative of that Government, finding 
his people and his administration and his nation arraigned in the 
manner that they were in this body, thought it advisable and right 
and fitting, and even diplomatic, to present the facts in this case 
to the American people, so that they might consider them and Con- 
gress might take advantage of thisnewlight. IasktheSecretary to 
read from what I send to the desk, the Spanish minister's statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

I read with the deepest regret the statement made in the Senate by some 
of the most influential Senators of the United States, knowing that the facts 
which were stated by them were incorrect; that their good faith, of which I 
have no doubt, had been imposed upon, and that it would be very easy forme 
to prove with a little time that the Senators had been misinformed by persons 
interested in bringing a misunderstanding between the two countries. 

Mr. DAVIS. I object to a communication from a foreign min- 
ister on any matter of international relations, especially one censur- 
ing the Senate and the members thereof, being read in this body. 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, this seems to me a most re- 
markable objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. Remarkable in what respect? 

Mr. HALE. In the first place, there is nothing whatever in the 
language of this communication that in any degree censures any 
member of the United States Senate. The language is singularly 
guarded. It imputes no malice, no falsehood to any Senator, but 
it is accompanied by expressions of profound respect. The whole 
tone of the communication is deprecating and not defiant. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Maine 
a question? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The question I desire to ask the 
Senator from Maine is if this communication is not in direct con- 
travention of the well-understood and well-established rule that 
no foreign minister shall discuss in the country to which he is 
accredited in the public press any of the political questions then 
agitating that country? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; I do not understand anything of the kind. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is. 

Mr. HALE. It is not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senate. Objection is made by the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis]. The rule is as follows: 

When the reading of a paper is called for,and 
termined by a vote of the Senate, without debate. 

That is Rule XI. 

Mr. HALE. Iam entirely willing that the question (and I will 
not say another word) shall be submitted to the fairness and good 
sense of the Senate whether this statement of the Spanish min- 
ister, couched in this language, shall be forbidden to be cited here 
in this body. . 

Mr. GRAY. Published in the newspapers and not addressed 
to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Not addressed to the Senate at all, as the Senator 
says, but simply published in the newspapers. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not understand that the objection goes to 
the point that the matter is offensive in any way, but upon the 
general principle that we are not to listen here to any communi- 
cation, directly or indirectly, from a foreign Government, except it 
comes through the regular channels. That, I understand, has ever 


objected to,it shall be de- 
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been the rule in the Senate, and since I have been in the Senate this 
is the first time I have ever seen an attempt made to violate it. 

Now, I do not o bject: the objection, as i understand it, is not 
made on the ground that it is disrespectful or that it attacks any- 
one, but upon the general we geome 4 that we shall have no com- 
munication with them; that we will not listen to anything from 
them. If they have an me communication they desire to send to 
the public they must send it through the State tment. That 
+ wv hich we have to act. 

I was about making the same point that was 
made by the Senator from Colorado, that a question of order lies 
behind the question of the reading of the paper. That is for the 
Chair to decide. Whether the ye: is in order and can be read 
here i = the first question. Then = a would be upon 
the objection made to its reading, whether the Senate desire to have 
it res I think the first question in the case is one that the Chair 
must decide; that is to sa , that the paper either is or is not in 
order. I make the point that the paper is not in order. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, if this had been a communication 
sent by the minister from Spain t to the Senate and not to the office 
of the Secretary of State re is no doubt whatever that there 
would be force in the point, but is it asserted that I can not bave 
read here as furnishing facts in the discussion the statement that 
the Spanish minister has made in the Laan, not pretending 
to approach us thr diplomatic channe 

r. HOAR. Officially. 

Mr. HALE. Not pretending to uem us by the avenues in 
any , as the Senator from husetts says, officially; 
not claiming to be official, but simply as an indignant citizen of 
his own country filing a statementof facts. It is a most remark- 
able fact that Senators here are so sensitive, after having occupied 
days and days, and I may say weeks, in every form of denuncia- 
tion t the Spanish Government and its course in Cuba, that 
when I, almost the first in the debate, have broken ao upon 
= other side, are so sensitive that they will not let the facts 

from this source—-which is undoubted and unimpeachable, 
be put before the body. I am willing for the Senate to decide the 
question of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator Massachusetts will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. HOA™. My point of order is that this is not ——. for the 
reading of a paper contemplated by the rule. That applies toa 
case where a tor demands to have a bill read over in or a 
resolution or a report. In this case the Senator from e is 
= reading something in the course of his remarks and askin 

Ss read it merely to relieve him from the ph sical 
peor of reac oe it. So the rule which has been called to the at- 
tention of the Senate does not a apply to this question at all. The 
Se is whether the Senator from Maine is in order in citing 

newspaper communication as a part of his remarks 
when such communi have been cited on the other side a 
hundred times. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator if this paper is addressed 
to any oe of the Government or any official connected with the 


Mr. HALE. None whatever. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Is it not in the nature of a résumé of the his- 


= of 8 gt ‘Precisely 
rr. 


Mr. LINDSAY. hit there any greater reason for objecting to the 


reading of this pa os there would be if this gentleman in his 
private omneelr written a history of the events to which the 
paper refers? 


. HALE. It would be precisely like that. The Senator from 
Kentucky has struck at the root of the matter. It would be P al 
cisely in order as it would be if I asked to have read a 
some current history of events, or a page from t, ho 
McMaster, or from a newspaper, or from the message of President 
Grant on this subject. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the point of order will be withdrawn, and 
that after this is read the reply to it which was contained in this 
— *s Post —— a prominent Cuban will also be read. 

, after I eee Sa es 
eociber Mivamaeie read what my colleague is 
the ae the Spanish a? —— I not ‘cue 
have read it myself and I am entirely willing that it 
shall go for what it is worth here, itt the Dink. is insisted upon 
by the Senator from Minnesota, [ can read this myself. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will withdraw 

his point of order. 


. DAVIS. I will withdraw the point of order in deference to 
the wishes of Senators. 


_ HALE, Now i Se eee Ste acne 
VICE-PRESIDENT will read 
Secretary read as follows. 
sree a Now Yor pine napor f apor of Sanday. 


article published ine a 


Gent he bn eeeeeae 


ent commander-in-chief of the eiconeny 8 Cube. the tettowin t 
brary, written by a Spaniare ame very anera © can not Na 


estes thevere! lhe” 
and w 4 
crimes that he saw committed that he‘... 


eet ns his manuscript. Telling is this 
yler,”’ ete. 


oo hexenneliighen 
= the United States, and there 
ae, and it shows soneees 


ve ean about that book, and I have found that th 
name of the author is not ted, but Enric jue 


eae originally 
Donderis. For this reason probably the Senator was unable to find : 
in the 2a Library. Should he have found it, he would have s..), 
that in {General Weyler'ementined a single time the 


other persons. ani 

to the ar iards 
affiry 

one single time. I bs 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senator from Maine to 
yield to me for . moment, as the hour of 2 o'clock an arrived. 

Mr. HALE. ield to the Senator from Oreg 

The VICE PRI IDENT. The hour of 20 lock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, whi.) 
will be read by title. 

The Szecrerary. A resolution re by Mr. Mirenei. of 
Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, th at 
Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from the S 
of ware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I that the resolution just 
read, as well as the conference | which is discussed by 
the Senator from Maine, are questions. [am of cours: 
— to with the — Co ell election case 

A / hope eonference report may be pro- 
ceeded with. : 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to understand what 
is the intention of the chairman of the Committee on Forvign 


Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This Cuban matter has been debated three or 
four days, and I hope Sit will be dlasened. of tac I take it as a mat- 
“yi ven belneeer “Wetce- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT is the request of the Senator 


Mr. CHELL of oa Lask that the unfinished business 
be the present, subject to call at any 
time. 


Mr. GRAY. Without losing its place. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That it shall not be displaced, and 
with the understanding that I am at liberty to call it up at any 

, however, that the matter may be brought 
to a close within some reasonable 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. GEORGE. I make a modified objection. I am very wit 
ing for the business to be laid aside to enable the Senaty 
from is addressing the Senate to conclude his re 
— batt object ect to it any further. 

question. It is a conference 


re ae an eps 
. HOAR, The Senator-elect from Delaware has a right to 


be here and vote on this —- His title to a seat is 
a matter of of 

Mr. FRYE. are pri 

Mr. are 


VICE- The question is not presented to the 
Chair in a wa to be submitted to Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I modify my est, and ask that 
the unfinished business be laid aside ily until the Sena- 
tor from Maine shall have concluded his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request \{ 
oer from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and it is 50 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish it understood that at the close of the 
remarks of Se eee sees aes wgen this ma 


ter 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has submitted to tho 
Senate the request of the Senator from Oregon. That is all the 
ee oe ee ena 

Mr. HALE. ht yy proceed with the reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Secretary will continue the read- 
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; mander-general of that jurisdiction, but he has never had in Cuba 
— position than that of a subordinate officer: - 3 
o i my im [have read many pamphlets written by Cubans durin 
a from 1888 to 1878, with all the natural bias when a contest is - 
have failed to see the name of General Weyler recorded as responsi- 
ing. and beforrors that now, when he is at the head of the army against the 
rebels, are attributed to him. 


MR. MORGAN AND HIS AUTHORITY. 


RGAN, in the sit of February 24, said that, according to offi- 
oa sores eae tanto waren eas Seite a sles 
up es ers, 

Cabane bee minister admitted to have been put to death." 
Feenator Honcaw said that his authority was the American Cyc A 
friend of mine Messrs. D. Appleton & Co., publishers of the cyclo- 


edia, inqui as to the authority of the book quoted ty Senator MorGay. 
n reply to his , Mr. Rossiter Johnson, associate editor of the Ameri- 
can Cycl thearticle was written by Mr. Antonio Bachillery 


Juban, whoewasa decided and partial enemy of Spain, and that he 
Morales, oat it will be to get access to the official reports in the De- 
Present of State at Washington. I have accepted the advice, and in the 
Beate t the following answer has been given me: “ minister 
of the United States to on the date of A A Sen rem the 
Imparcial, described as a cial journal of Madrid, of which the colony 
minister was the director until he entered the na cabinet, the following: 


‘From the begaieg, 2 hostilities in Cu 0 insurgents have been 
killed in battle, and tairen prisoners,’ the minister adds, ‘as it is believed 


risoners of war taken are shot or garroted.’”’ 
s that the American minister, who was General Sickles, read the 
statement in a paper. The paper (El Imparcial) was owned by a cabinet 
minister (Setior Uasset ). General Sickles said, in a general way, 
that it was believed that the mers were all shot or garroted. Of course, 


that is not true; that o=ny a belief, an opinion. From the expression of 
a belief an : the statement ina news: r that 
he eeneeeeee EL email wen the properey, of « misiower of the cabinet ths 

was the property of a m r e cabinet.the 
nen that a cabinet officer admitted that they have been put 
to death. That has been said in the United States Senate and indorsed by a 
yote of that high body. 


MR. LODGE AND A GARBLED INTERVIEW. 


Senator CanoT Lo in a speech made on the 2th of February, quoted 
"Madrid, an interview sent by telegraph from Oedtiz in 
‘Weyler ombarked for Cu The translation 
= = the Senator from ny is a fraud. My 
ntion a from Mr. vull, corresponde: 
the United States of the Madrid, and a former member of the 
Cortes. This gentleman wired to me: “General Weyler never 
said, in any interview or conversation published in the Liberal, that he would 
exterminate the filibusters. What he said was that he would clean out the 
western provinces of Cuba of filibusters, and that he would exterminate the 
small bands of bandits." I have now before me the text of that interview. 
I will not stop to discuss the historical importance of a nonauthorized inter- 
view. But,even taking as granted that General Weyler said what is printed, 
the words the who furnished documents to Senator CABor 
are not exact. The exact translation 
is: “On my arrival to Cuba I iepare in the 
busters the provinces of Habana, del Rio, 
well understood that I refer for the moment to the large 
them. Then will remain the small bands of ban- 
Nobody can believe that General Weyler in the word “exterminate *’ meant 
to put to death; but even if that sense is ed to his words, it is necessar 
would like to know the opinion that the American planters, respectalie, I 
ie, law- 
oe heen working for their own interests and for the pros- 
perity,f Cube, Dimon ieee nos Sins be done in this count 
who have been and 


ns the honest toil- 


ORUELTIES OF WAR. 


T can not understand how all rules of war that have been given by all civil- 
so cruel, and so tyrannical when they are applies 

of ¢ of inhumanity in con- 

nited States to both sides, taken 


. 5 only as an 
and for the sake of t what I see in that tot fest un- 

people who are familiar with those necessary evils of war have 
been able to use harsh, anjust, and offensive language against Spai 


eyes a 
nection with the war of the rebellion in the 


pain. 
Mr The Secretary may read the extracts which are 
cited there from contemporaneous literature about the struggle 
oe Ti, Suen Show bow unreliable these are. 
The VI Secretary will read as indicated. 





Soe... 


done and has not been 
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deemed necessary in other countries when at war. It would be possible and 
easy for me to quote many facts not different from those which now arouse 
public sentiment against Spain. I will only ask persons wanting an impar- 
tial and honest opinion to read what the coummnnndons in chief of the Ameri- 
can armies on both sides and what those of the armies of France and Germany 
have deemed necessary for the protection of their soldiers and the carrying 
out of the war. r- & 


Mr. HALE. 
tion 

Mr. MORGAN. 
for a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HALE. I will yield for a question. I do not 
thread of my remarks broken into by anything. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I will state to the Senator what I want 
him to yield for. Under the unanimous-consent agreement just 
entered into, I understand that this debate is to close with the re- 
marks of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; not at all. 
ment made. 

Mr. HALE. There will be ample opportunity, of course, for de- 
bate. 

Mr. MORGAN. My purpose was to ask the consent of the 
Senator in his time, while he is on the floor, to read the reply of 
some of the representatives of Cuba here to that statement. — 

Mr. HALE. That may well come in when any Senator on the 
other side chooses to discuss the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator declines tolet it come in now, then? 
I wanted it to go along with the accusation. 

Mr. HALE. As bearing upon the actual condition in Cuba, I 
have here a piece of testimony not concocted in the offices of the 
organ or organs of the insurrection, but coming from the Cuban 
correspondent of a great newspaper whose sympa hies have been 
pronounced from the beginning im favor of the imsurgents. That 
great metropolitan newspaper is the New York World, and here 
is the last utterance of its well-known correspondent. Some Sen- 
ators here and others know the writer well. He is Mr. William 
Shaw Bowen, and writes from the Island of Cuba, and his com- 
munication appears in one of the last issues of the World. This 
is to be said for the World, that in its desire to make a great and 
complete newspaper it admits statements and testimony from both 
sides. Here is the last statement of Mr. Bowen, written to the 
World from Cuba, bearing upon the situation there, and I ask the 
Secretary to read it carefully. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

Mr. HALE. This is a witness taken from the other camp, who 
is compelled by his character and his duty to his newspaper to tell 
the truth. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

General Weyler has, in my opinion, been grossly traduced. I should add T 
feel confident that it is owing to misinformation, to an erroneous prejudice 
to systematic attacks on him personally by interested enemies that the pe: 
ple of the United States and their public representatives have formed a mon 
strously erroneous opinion about the governor-general. The question of 
loyal politics does not enter into the subject. No matter whether a mau isan 
ultra-Spanish Monarchist, a Liberal,a Home Ruler, or a Separatist rebel 


there is no occasion to speak untruly about an individual who is in opposition 
to his views. 

Campos spoke kindly of Gomez personally and I have yet to hear that Gen- 
eral Weyler does otherwise. I see that the American newspapers publish 
charges that prisoners are ill treated and killed by summary execution. Here 
again is an incorrect representation of facts. have been striving for au 
tonomy for many years. I have ardently labored in the Cortes to secure a)! 
— e reforms and benefits that could ameliorate the condition of Cuba. I 
ove my country, Cuba, and I will do all in my power to advance her inter 
est. When I speak as I do I think I do so disinterestedly and fairly 
Iam astonished to perceive how unacquainted with the true conditions 
the public men in Washington. When Cuba lies so close to the borders of 
the United States it would be supposed a much wider intelligence con 
cerning the internal affairs of the island would exist. If the book said to 
have been quoted in Congress against General Weyler was by Enrique Don- 
deris, I never heard of itsauthor. I fancy it is a nom de plume 

WILLIAM SHAW BOWEN 


Mr. HALE. Iwill i” that testimony, from a witness in Cuba, 
and its statement of the lack of real information that we have on 
the subject, against anything that was written or will be produced 
here by any Cuban who is at present in Washington seeking to 


Mr. President, as bearing upon the actual condi- 





Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 


want the 


There was no such agree- 


are 


answer @ fair, cool, calm, and dispassionate statement of the 
Spanish minister. 


Mr. MORGAN. Is the dispatch just read from Cuba? 

Mr. HALE. From a correspondent. 

Mr. MORGAN. From Cuba? 

Mr. HALE. Sent from Cuba. 

Mr, MORGAN. That does not appear from what has been read. 

Mr. HALE. It went through the New York Worid, as the 
Senator knows very well. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know how they get there, of course. 


Mr. HALE. There isa great deal that pretends to come from 
Cuba of a different kind. This is the utterance of a conserva- 
tive, well-known man, who does not strain his statement through 
the authorities, but sends it direct to his newspaper, and the paper 
publishes it. 





































2592 


Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator whether it came by 
telegra yh or by mail? 

Mr. HALE, I do not remember the date. I think it came by 
telegraph, though I am not certain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If it came by telegraph it would be under 
censorship; if it came by mail it would not. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know. It is a late communication se- 
lected from the World. I have not the least doubt that it is 
exactly as the correspondent of that enterprising paper wrote it. 

Mr. President, while a large part of this creation of excesses, 
outrages, and atrocities on the side of the Spaniards and the Span- 
ish Government has fallen, I have here a piece of testimony, taken 
from a Cuban sympathizing newspaper in New York, giving what 
purports to be—and giving it exultingly—an account of certain 
operations by the anne on their side. I ask the Senate’s 
careful attention to it when a little later I will have it read. 

Mr. President, I do not suppose that any warfare is conducted 
on the Island of Cuba as it would be in the United States. I do 
not suppose that either side is guiltless. I know that the provoca- 
tion to the constituted authorities is great. The raids of the in- 
surgents, the destruction of me , their wanton disregard of 
every rule of law is such that it undou ie provoked extreme, 
urgent, forcible, severe action upon the other side. If my friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. ee who is in the habit of reading good 
history, and brings the wealth of its illustrations into his speeches 
here, will read anew the history of the insula campaign under 
the conduct of Wellington upon the British side, and one and 
another of the defeated marshals of ee on the other side, he 
will find constantly all the way through this guerrilla warfare on 
the part of those whom France considered guerrillas and insur- 
= —— the existing Spanish Government. It was after 

oseph Bonaparte had been crowned at Madrid and ized as 
King on a throne upon which he would have remained as firmly 
seated as the Hapsburgs, or the Brandenburgs, or the Romanoffs 
if it had not been for the war between England and France and 
the English army, which did the real fighting. The Spanish guer- 
rillas would never have made headway against the French. 

I do not claim that everything on in the Island of Cuba 
and in the conflicts there as it would go on under an Anglo-Saxon 


















people. We are dealing with another race, and I now come to the 
piece of testimony showing the manner in which the insurgents 
are doing their fighting, if indeed it can be called legitimate fight- 


ing, struggling for liberty—if that is the phrase—taken from the 
New York Journal. The heading is: 


Maceo's t raid—The insurgent general has devastated the whole of 
Pinar del Rio. —s 


That is the name of a province. The next heading is: 

Thirteen towns burned—All the tobacco crops destroyed and people 
wandering about without clothing. 

What is the next heading? 

Spain beaten everywhere. 

That is the method, Mr. President, that the insurgents are taking 
to beat Spain everywhere—‘‘thirteen towns burned; all the to- 
bacco crop destroyed ""—‘‘ people wandering about without cloth- 
ing.” Here is the report in full, with er heading: 

The true story of the result of the raid made by Antonio Maceo into Pinar 
del Rio is beginning to ap out. So effectual was the work of the pepe’ 
general that 13 towns held by the Spaniards have been destroyed the 
rich tobacco lands tpronghons the province have been laid waste. Practi- 
cally all of the island west of Habana is a wilderness. This news has here- 
tofore been suppressed by the S censors, and it is believed that 


matters are much worse than the news depicts. 


HABANA, March 5. 
The reopening of teleereghic communication with the region of Pinar del 
= brings the first detailed information of affairs in that province for sev- 
eral weeks. 


This is where the insurgents had been with their bands in pos- 
session of this territory for several weeks, and were at last driven 
out, when the Spanish troops occupied the territory, and then, as 
this Cuban organ says, for the first time light was let in on the 
situation. Now, let us see how these patriots in their struggle 
for freedom dealt with this province: 


The condition of affairs disclosed is little less than oqo . The rich 
Vuelto Abajo tobacco district seems to have been put to the torch and is 
ess. 


towns uced toa heap of ashes, and their 
inhabitants are wandering helpless over the face of the country, without a 
ee lay their heads or wherewithal to be clothed, and many of them 
starving. 


TOWNS DESTROYED. 
The villages and towns of Cal San 
Gants Crusis lou Pinos Los Palacios Piso Real de Bai 
de los Ban own to be reduced to ashes, and reports of others w 
brin, up to thirteen. All of these were important 
and Sion aueh enane, 


ts’ torch is San Juan y 
vos ore ae oe 

people of the district large commerce in the town 
mn to over 1,000 


uan de Martinez is, however, no more. 
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WAITING FOR HELP. 


When the first column of 8 arrived on the site of the ¢.. 
they found only débris and ee ee all around a eta y limit 
less sea of fire. A hundred desolate families had taken refuge in poor huts 
outside of what was once the town and were waiting helplessly for ,,.., 
sistance that would save them from starvation. They were without «|,,:) 


and ¥ without food and saw no prospect ahead in their despair of s..,,,,° 
e r. kas 
San Juan y Martinez is erased fromthe map. The adjoining town «; San 


Luis had alnarrow escape from the same fate, but esca: almost by a miracle 
The inhabitants had creety fled outside, seeking a a from the flames 
which the torch was ready to apply, when General Cornell, at the head «/ a 
detachment of troops, made his appearance on the scene, and the insu; 
evacuated the town. 

Such is the result of Maceo’s raid. 

A committee euqrensnsing Se Chamber of Commerce and the Spanish 
sino called upon Captain-General Weyler to-day and assured him «/ 
patriotic adhesion to him in his policy. . 


WEYLER’S PROCLAMATION. 


In consequence of the distribution of a circular containing Genera! Woy. 
ler’s proclamation requiring the concentration of all country people within 


gents 


a- 
their 


the ts of the towns for protection, there have been many delegations of 
farmers coming to Santiago de Cuba to gy of the niilitary authorities 
how far the requirement applies to them and for an interpretation of its pyro. 
visions. The consuls of foreign governments are seeking the same informa. 


"Tile Bernal and Vicuna have arrived here for a conference 
tain-General Weyler. 
That is announced bya Cuban organ as the way in which “Spain 
is beaten everywhere.’ 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to ask my friend just there. if 
it does not interrupt him, whether that is not a state of belliger- 


with ( ‘ap 


ene? as stated in the resolution? 
r. HALE. I am coming tothat. I knew what the Senator 
would say. ; 
That recital of the wayin which ‘‘S is beaten everywhere,” to 
use the language of this communication and of this organ, is some- 
horrible. I donottakeit froma hostile paper; I take its exult- 


ing details, w.th the headings, from a paper sympathizing with the 
insurrection and ing reports from its own correspondents. 
Mr. President, liberty does not fight its battles in that way. 


But it does not rise from the horror and conflagration and devil's 
work that is recited by this Cuban organ. Men turn from this 
with disgust and shame. The blood that is stirred, the pulse that 
leaps, at the story of Bannockburn and Sempach and Worcester and 
Bunker Hill and Yorktown turn with loathing from this mass of 
horrors. 

Mr. President, it is not even war; it is not even battle; it is 
incendiarism; it is the torch of destruction; it is pillage; it is mur- 
der; it is outrage. It is what Fau!conbri calls ‘‘ the wildest 
stroke of savagery.” If I vote alone, I 1 vote for no resolu- 
tion which gives aid and comfort to the red-handed foray of this 
guerrilla leader whose exploits are so exultantly chronicled as I 
have read them here. 

I had in the headings or catch words of what my remarks fol- 
low, for I have no written , the very point suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] just now—‘ Is this bel- 


igerency, and ought fae na Mo wapprose it?” That is s 
fair question. I antici it would be asked. It is in my notes 
asa to be answered. 

Senators will say, with this condition in the {Island of Cuba un- 
suppressed, une ted by Spain, how long shall the ( nited 
States wait and allow it to goon? That very question was put to 
the United States over and over again by the diplomatists of Eng- 
land and France during the years of our war for the suppression 
of the rebellion, and there; Mr. President, was the real danger line 
which the t men who stood at the head of our affairs always 
dreaded was no end to the men that we raised; our credit 


was illimitable; our commanders discl and developed tactics 
and mastery of strategy in the battlefield that entitled them to 
rank with ck and W. and Napoleon; in all these 


get Of fore ay Baedin A. 5 t all % ~~ —_ a a 
atl recognize e ependence 0 
Southern eee upon the d that ‘a Condition of war- 
sa and that it the duty of the United States to mp 
the rebellion; and if it did not, these powers woul 
terfere. Early and late—I have the volume of correspondence 
here, and it is most interesting to read—the foreign offices at Pars 


and at London, any reverse attended our arms, at once 
asked question which the Senator from Ohio has asked me, 
the news which had come by telegraph across the occa! 


, unconquerable resistance, 
to say whien it would 


ppress bellion. Mr. President, was what 
rested most heavily the heads of those who were at the front 
of our affairs at teen tes. It was this danger which gave that 


added stoop to the tall form of Abraham Lincoln; it was this that 





1896. 


used the optimism 
cver had before; 





of Seward to take on a sadder turn than it 
it was this danger and the vigils depending upon 
it that broke down the lion-hearted Stanton and left him a wreck 
when peace came; it was the anxiety lest foreign powers, asking 
the same question the Senator from Ohio has asked me, would in- 
terfere, and the answer is found in the dispatches that Secretary 


Seward sent to the French foreign office and to the British for- 


office. 
“Str SHERMAN. If my friend will allow me, before a single 
battle was fought in that civil war of ours Spain, England, and 
France acknowledged the belligerency of the Confederacy in the 
very la contained in this resolution. 
“Nr. HOAR. Were they acting rightly? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I do not think they were acting rightly. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think they were. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But we have waited year after year and seen 
this t y and ee almost on our shores, and have never 
yet raised a single ay omy nor said a single kindly word to 
the struggling people of Cuba. 

Mr. HALE. I am not talking about belligerency now; I am 
talking about what the Senator suggested by his question, of the 
d in 1861-1865 that foreign powers wouldinterfere further; and 
they asked the same question. The dispatches sent from the for- 
eign office at Paris through Lord John Russell and the communi- 
cations with Lord Lyons and Sir Frederick Bruce, and those of the 
French office to its minister here, are full to teeming with the 
statements that the war was being so prolonged and had continued 
oma ears, as og pac says about oa eae that human- 
i upon uro powers to further recognize the in- 
ul fenneet the Seutelartor. 


twas the answer? It is found in this volume [exhibiting]; 

it is found in more than one place; and it amounts to simply this: 
The answer that Secretary Seward made is the answer that I now 
make to the Senator from Ohio. Mr. Seward said: ‘‘The United 
States is engaged in the herculean task of attempting to suppress 
the test rebellion in the history of man; it is able to do it.” 
But he said further to our minister in Paris, Mr. Dayton, and our 
minister in London, Charles Francis Adams: ‘‘I desire you in the 
most respectful manner to communicate to the foreign office this 
attitude of the American Government upon this question: The 
United States will suppress the rebellion; but it must do it in its 
own way. The method under which it shall be done must be 
selected by us, and no matter what complications may arise, no 
matter what dangers may environ us from further complications 
with f wers, no foreign power will be allowed to interfere 
with the States in their method of suppressing the rebel- 
lion.” Andthatis theanswerto-day. This must be left to Spain. 
She sent troops there by the thousand and tens of thousands; she 
sent skilled commanders. She has to deal with the most difficult 
guerrilla warfare the world has ever seen. The condition of the 
island, its topography, everything in relation to it, is such that it 
Ts goerrila warfare. As we waited, and as Europe 
waited, the United States, by every precedent set by our Govern- 
ment in its relations with European powers, must let Spain have a 
fair % of suppressing this rebellion. It is not the first 
one. t said they were ‘‘periodic.” They are. The 
message which I quoted from General Grant, in 1870, was followed 
ones message just like it in 1875; and we are taught there 
self-restraining lesson that in some of these things we must do 
what the European powers did when Mr. Seward answered that 
the United States would settle the rebellion in its own manner. 
The British diplomatists and the French diplomatists retired 
—— and mutteringly; but they kept hands off, Mr. Presi- 


With ons and otherwise, I am taking more time than 
L intended, but I should like to address myself briefly to Spain’s 
attitude in this matter toward the United States in this present 
matter. I have here—and it is another instance of the New York 
World's communication from the premier, Castillio 
del oa which he announces the Spanish policy. He does 
not hide in darkness and lurking places of cabinet closets, but 
he comes forth boldly, manfully, and bravely, and announces to 
world, to Congress, to the Senate, what the Spanish policy is. 
I have rarely seen a more composed and self-respecting statement 
than this, ion in view of the denunciations to which Spain has 
he lnieet here and elsewhere, the Spanish minister preserves 


his self- ; and the communication which I hold 
here is to the credit of the Spanish Government under sore temp- 
tation to be ous and comp . and to use retaliatory 


is nothing of it here. He says: 
THE POLICY OF SPAIN DECLARED. 4 
Cable message from the prime minister at Madrid to the people of America, 


To J MADRID, Mar ch 6. 


We 
mi 


no official notification of the intentions of the American 
therefore, take cognizance 


can not, 
XXVIII—163 


of or protest by note 
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against any of the proceedings of the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States. We have taken no official notice whatever of the pro- 
ceedings and speeches in Washington during the past week 

Nor 1ave we sounded the European powers or courts regarding their sup- 
portinanyform. All we have done is to show to the American Government 
and to Minister Taylor that we have endeavored to enforce respect for the 
American legation and consulates, repressing so sternly the disturbances 
that we have ordered the Madrid, Granada, Barcelona, and Valencia uni- 
versities closed, and we will close all universities, schools, and establishments 
whose students dare to make demonstrations hostile to the United States. 
We will send to prison and prompt trial all the authors and promoters of 
such disturbances. We believe they are prompted by the advanced repub- 
licans. 

Nothing will be omitted on our side to show our desire to preserve 
relations with America. And I am convinced that we 
means to quell any hostile demonstrations. 


That is what Seward told the minister of Louis Napoleon and 
the British cabinet in the years between 1861 and 1864. 

The Government of Spain regrets and has made all the amends possible for 
the manifestation already made of the indignation which the speeches at 
Washington naturally excited among the ever-loyal people of Spain 

Does any Senator desire more? One can understand the pas- 
sionate outbreak of Spanish blood on finding their country de- 
nounced as it has been and the emeutes and risings that took 
place, not significant, indeed, and which were at once put down 
by the Spanish Government in a friendly spirit to the United 
States. 

The situation— 

Says the prime minister— 
now is one of extreme delicacy. Indeed, Ican not define how far it is possi- 
ble for the Government of Spain to permit amicable and careful mediation of 
a foreign power, however honorable and disinterested it may be, without in- 
curring the grave risk of being accused of submitting to outside interference, 
pressure, and @ictation in the midst of a civil war 

There are portions of Mr. Seward’s dispatches to the foreign 
offices of England and France using almost exactly the precise 
language used here by the Spanish premier. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator observe that the prime minister 
apparently admits a state of public war when he talks about a 
“civil war”? 

Mr. HALE. Of course the phrase ‘‘civil war” 
phrase used, descriptive, 


cordial 


possess sufficient 


a general 
pamere. of a conflict that entitles to bel- 
ligerency, and quite as likely to a conflict that does not entitle to 
belligerency. It is conflict; it is outbreak. I have shown what 
form it takes in Cuba. 

The United States— 
says the prime minister— 
are a eet power, and until they recognize the object and encourage the 
aims of the insurrectionistsin Cuba they are friendly toSpain. After the rec- 
ognition of the belligerents in Cuba by the United States it would be impos- 
sible for the Government of Spain to accept the good offices of President 
Cleveland, or to permit any interference whatever. 


There, Mr. President, is the danger of these resolutions; there 
is where the Senate should have called a halt when it voted before. 
Therein lurks the ever-present danger. 

Says the prime minister further: 


Nevertheless, I still hope some means will be found by the Pres 
avoid alienating the friendly relations with the United 
has shown this week that she prizes highly 

Iam fully alive to the significance and the possible consequences of the 
vote of the United States Congress to the rebels as well as to Spain in her 
relations with the United States, especially in connection with the right of 
search on the high seas and in the matter of privateers and filibustering 
expeditions. 

The only new and seemingly warlike preparations yet made by Spain are 
made simply with a view to equipping a fleet of war ships and transatlantic 
steamers to chase filibusters and to guard the coasts of Cuba. That is the 
sole object in view. General Weyler having said that he has had enough 
troops, only the usual reliefs will be sent to Cuba until autumn, and no nayal 
demonstration is contemplated. 

Theelections will not interfere with the action of the Government, as it 
intends to conduct them in a tolerant spirit for all parties, fair representa- 
tion being arranged for even the West Indian constituencies. Besides, in 
every imperial and international question the Spaniards have always shown 
a patriotic spirit. 

he misapprehension concerning General Weyler’s character and methods 
asa soldier originated ina misstatement of facts in his career and of his 
assignments and instructions. Both in Cuba twenty years agoand in the 
Philippine Islands since then Weyler has only carried out the orders of his 
chiefs. 

Before he left for Cuba the last time I saw and spoke to him and approved 
his views. Consequently, he hassimply acted in harmony with the require 
ments of this war, in which the insurgents have not only set at defiance the 
rules of civilized warfare, but have violated the proree ms of the treaty of 
17% between Spain and the United States, and of the protocol of 1877, respect- 
ing the lives and the property of all real and alleged American citizens in 
Cuba. 

I am determined to carry out the administrative political reforms already 
voted by the Cortes as soon as the pacificaton of the island permits, and even 
such economical tariff reforms as may be consistent with the interests of 
both the colony and the mother country. 

But it is impossible to attempt reforms during a civil war or under any 
foreign pressure in the present condition of the island 

When Marshal Campos was sent to Cuba as governor-general the Govern- 
ment would certainly have allowed him to institute the reforms if he had 
deemed them advisable. But hesoon discovered that it was impossible to do so. 

We can not admit that the slightest ground exists for the recognition of the 
belligerency of the Cuban insurgents, whose so-called President, the Ma rquis 
of Santa Lucia, avd the members of his executive council are nomads, like 
the rebel bands, ever —— move. Wer testanes, Sew were meas! y surprised 
and captured this week a Spanish column in the province of Las Villas. 

o ” CANOVAS DEL CASTILLO. 
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1 have no admiration for many things that have taken place in 


the course of Spain’s history. Iknow that history is deformed b 
rsecution, by bigo The world knows that; but itis an old, 
Pich-s irited, resentfu! nation; and the utterance there made can- 
didly by the prime minister ought to give us pause before we pass 
resolutions deciaring in terms the Saitomeney of the insurgents 
and their equality with the Spanish Government before the law. 
There is one man in Spain, Mr. President, who has held a warm 
place in the affections of the American le and in the affec- 
tions and respect of civilized og ne throughout the globe. He 
has made effort and suffered for freedom. He is in politics a re- 
publican and not a monarchist. He has been connected with sig- 
nificant events in Spanish history, representing and leading the 
patriotic republican movement. He is Emilio Castelar, and this 
emergency is such that it has brought him from his private life. 
The heart of this old man is warm to the present danger of the 
situation, and he has felt that, from his place of retirement, where 
had gone, as he believed, forever from public affairs, and it 
may be from public notice, he should address a fervid but candid 
remonstrance. 
Numberless Americans— 


He says— 
have cabled to me asking my opinion, as you have done. I beg that all of 
them will consider this as an answer in reply to your questions. 

I may say that I consider any negotiations respecting Cuba between Spain 
and the United States would be impossible from the moment that the bellig- 
erency of the insurgents should be declared. 

Mr. GEORGE. Whose language is that? : 

Mr. HALE. Castelar’s, the great Spanish republican. 


I judge the situation serious, but if the insurgents are not recognized as 
bell nts the Spanish can do nothing in- 


revolutionary republican 
ternally, as oe completel Ginocennined, but In case an international 
a shc ald : provoked, I should give all the assistance in my power to 

© Government. 


The old man becomes earnest in his appeal. 


You say America hears me. I believed so once, but advancing age has dis- 
pelled the illusion. 

There is something pathetic in this old lion of republicanism, 
who had retired from public life, with all his great record of serv- 
ices to the cause of liberty in eres and the sacrifices that he 
has made, saying that he bel once that the American people 
would listen to him, but under the light of the events that have 
taken place in the last fortnight here, that belief, he says, has fled 
from his breast. He touches upon what has been alluded to in 
the debate—the failure of Spain to put into effect the provisions 
of the treaty ting reform to Cuba. 

With ion of the Senate I will insert a further portion 
of the address in my remarks, and it will follow here: 

You do not, and I affirmed uld not, recognize the insurgents. 

oy Presiiont Oleweland will not doco, and that you will ex him. 

You will not violate international law, as your Parliament has done, with 
a declaration for recognition of be y, which attacks the principle o* 
nonintervention proclaimed pF hag traditions. 

It is impossible to nie to your rule, as Cuba is fevered with the 
spirit of in . It would be impossible for you to keep Cuba, for she 
is as democratic as Spain. I say this—I, who belonged to the ae ee 

the slave trade, slavery, religious intolerance, old colonial 
e, and proclaimed the liberties the world admires. 

e Gubau insurrection broke out at the instant when the unanimous vote 
of ail ned 2 oe Cuba liberal laws, and we were pre to give 
her wide decen ion, nes goversmnens, and all possible free . 

You were born to clear theskies of the thunderof war. Let us have peace. 
You can not ¢ _ from America Srongh 
subme rv the ocean, the wakes of the caravels our 
would shine across the waves and the winds would forever sound eternally 
the name of the creatrix—Spain. 

EMILIO CASTELAR. 


Mr. HALE. I will not contrast the tone of these communica- 
tions of these great men ting Spain, with the interest and 
fate of her Government her future i 
temptation a —— of —- ee 

age in whic are couc or spirit pervades 
om with cortedn other declarations to which some of us have 
listened. I say that under all conditions, under nt cireum- 
stances, the attitude of Spain, as disclosed by all the communi- 
cations that I have brought before the Senate to-day, is one of 


and self-asserting respect. 
Tun ete bc euat onetietees an easy task to stand up 


and , or even question, the conduct of any le or any 
cause that claims to be acting under the sacred desire for human 
pees A So et I am fully aware how natural it is, 
especially for the people of the U: States, to with 
struggling communities seeking to go free. I are me 
that this will never be changed. I hope that the - 
can breast will beat responsive to the real cause of any 

people who essay to accomplish freedom. 

But, Mr. President, I can not being possessed with 
gravest doubt as to whether the in Cuba to-day 
any such struggle. The sacred name of freedom, the desire 
liberty are of course invoked. I do not that there has been 

Cu i is not applied toand 


misgovernment in Cuba, but ni: 
is not localized alone in Cuba. There is the gravest mismanage- 


| 


i 


8 
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ment and misgovernment in all South America, in Central Am.,. 
ica, in Turkey, and in other States, and we are not wholly free 
from ernment in the United States. There are comm ):)- 
ties, there are municipalities, there are States that furnish j:- 
stances of misgovernment, and the United States, great and pow- 
erful as it is, not yet assumed the mission to go forth )\| 
correct every form of human ernment. Much of that 
must be left to the curative effects of time. 

Out of this imperfect presentation of thecase I discover one re] 
danger, and that, Mr. President, is ible war. Iam not ready 
for war. I deprecate it. I donot believe the people of the Unit. 
States desire war. While there is a great deal of what is ca}).q 
war sentiment pervading the country, occupying it, possessin« :|,¢ 
columns of newspapers, and ing utterance here and in {19 
other branch, the sober common sense of the American peo) 
depend upon it, sir, is not for war. I do not think we are prepar: 
for war. I hope we are sufficiently for war to command 

, but I do not think that in case of actual conflict, war eine 
eclared within three months from now, the United States cou) o¢ 
into war with an advantage. I am not in favor of seeki:, 
opportunities to ir friendly powers even under the attein)t 
to establish a belligerent condition of a people who are said to bye 
struggling for liberty. Iam not in favor of inciting war, and [| 
do not think the American eg Sati me 

Mr. President, the le of the American Revolution and tho 
successful emergence of the colonies from that Revolution and tie 
oe —~ of a of the — States gave to this 
country eig years of peace accompanied by a rity that 
was the exemplar and the wonder of the world. The mincr con- 
flicts that took place in those eighty years were so light that they 
never touched life of the or its conditions and do not 
need to be mentioned. ,» it was a time of pro- 
found peace that we had the ican Revolution of 
1776. At the end of that period of peace there fell upon the United 
States a conflict so vast, so appalling that the sceptics who dou)ted 
whether the Government could maintain itself almost overc:une 
in numbers those who believed the United States could maintain 
the ee of the Republic. But out of four years of destruc- 


tive devastating war at last the Republic emerged with its 
standards floati over successful battlefields and a 
rebellion crush That most mighty and superhuman effort 


mer sence 9g United — ake oe, roe eaten’ 
peace a ° ish, no gi eater benediction 
could be invo upon us than that there should follow, as did 
follow the American Revolution, this period of nearly three gener:- 
tions of and the thrift and prosperity that come with pea oe 
for the United States. 

I for one have been disturbed and made anxious by the growth 
what I may call the aggressive spirit as shown particularly 
within the last year, not only elsewhere, the desire to 


i 
5 


ee ee meee Sitical tice 
with foreign powers, dealing discussion, the imagery 
of ene satan than of peace, the turning aside of the plowshare 
and the pruning hook and one me attention to the sword 
and the rifle. It is what the call “militarism,” and I for 
one deprecate it. It is unsound in itsfoundation. It is a danger- 
ous plant. It has but one result. When militarism takes po-+s- 
sion of the mind and of the imagination of a great, powerful, 
chivalric there is but one result—it absorbs all ot)«r 

interests and the arts of peace become neglect«d, 
and the attention and the ambitions of men are directed in another 
line, and some day or other, no matter whether it be a Republic or 


| 


what it by militarism are open to the 
wee the strong hand of some great military chieftain. 
I do not believe enna danger 


certainly the events of last few months were well described 
ond senior Senator from r. Hoar] in one of 
trenchant phrases with which he is in habit of entertain- 


when he said that “every morning somebody feels tht h« 
eee be te 0 Seer eee amen oemaneay ole’. Out of 
it catove Teak geenensenet Wes Reeesaemn people will severt i2°° 

not war. 0, 


it loves people—and 
notwithstanding the danger that I am trying to avert, notwit! 


‘ 
‘ 
| 


standing war stands in my mind asa possible danger, I bx !1'\° 
that we shall come out of it without war, and that there will !» 
of peace and ity that we deserve. 


s 
aE 
i 
i 


e many things that Congress should turn its attention t» 
besides foreign affairs. Under the leadership of some of the oli=* 
and hitherto most conservative Senators we have given larye ‘\'- 
tention to forei in the present Congress. I do not 
believe that is to obtain in the future. I believe that 
the American honor always be asserted. I believe ors ry 
is necessary for our preservation as a atio 
which is necessary to patriotism and to love of liberty will be 
asserted and maintained with a calmness and serious h that 


will impress every wer so that there never will be new! 
for war, Tas nol empect to ose, ox that anyone here will see, Wat. 








. President, in looking at this bright future as I forecast it for 
en Gaited States, I think of that magnificent apostrophy to peace 


ich Shakespeare puts into the mouth of Archbishop Cranmer 
a predicted the future of the royal babe, she who became 
England's great ory: Elizabeth. ‘ 
Ican but hope that the glowing words will apply to this b- 
lic in the years to come as they were meant for Elizabeth and for 
England: 


She shall be lov’d and fear’d; her own shall bless her: 
Her foes shake like a field of beaten corn, 

And hang their heads with sorrow; good grows with her; 
In her days e man shall eat in safety, 

Under his own vine, what he pnts; and sing 

The songs of peace to all his neighbors. 

God shall be truly known; and those about her 

From her shall read the perfect ways of honor, 

And by those claim their greatness, not by blood. 


Mr. President, when the last of us shall close his eyes in death 
I hope and believe that those eyes will rest on a scene such as the 
greatest of ish poets has thus so loftily pictured. 

Mr. SHER. . Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the unfinished business 
be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
unfinished business will be considered as being laid before the 

nate. 
~~ SHERMAN. I wish to consult—— 

Mr. TURPIE. I believe I am entitled to the floor on the unfin- 
ished business. 

The og le a — Ohio was rec- 
ognized reference to the order of business. 

Mr. ‘TECHELL of Oregon. If theSenator will allow me—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will do anything the Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. Turpre) desires. If he wishes to speak this evening I will 
yield to him, ae do think it is not exactly according to the 
ordinary course of iness, because the report of a conference 
committee is especially privileged and overrides even the claim to 
a seat in the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the Senator from Ohio not to insist upon 

ing with the Cuban matter this evening. There are some 
others who wish to discuss it. I have something to say myself, 
I should like to be heard to-morrow. 
. SHERMAN. I yield to the Senator from Indiana, and will 
retain the floor on the Cuban resolution. 

Mr. MiTCHELL of Oregon. I will state that so far as Iam 
concerned I am absolutely indifferent as to which of these privi- 
— questions is proceeded with for the remainder of the day, 
whether 
course 


| 


E 


F 


it be the Delaware case or the Cuban matter. Whichever 

is agreeable to the Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] and 

the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre] will be satisfactory to 
me. If they can arrange the matter to suit themselves, I shall be 


Mr. HOAR. There are some Senators who would like to speak 
the Cuban question who do not wish to proceed to-day, and 

I hope, therefore, that that question will not be further proceeded 
with to-day. I should like to have read—though I do not under- 
noe oe is now to be decided, as the Senator from Ohio 
to what he considers to be the parliamentary law—the 


rule in to ne with a claim to a seat. 
=~: —e G OFFICER. The first paragraph of Rule VI 
The Secretary read as follows: 7 
Rowe VL 
PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS. 


. The presentation of the credentials of Senators-elect and other questions 

shall be in order, except during the reading and correc- 
while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pend- 
Senate is d ; and all questions and motions arising or 
7 presentation of su credentials shall be proceeded with until 


SHERMAN. I ask to have the other rule read. 
HARRIS, Let Rule XXVII be read. It refers directly to 


is question. 
MILLS. Isu that the Senator from Indiana be per- 
e are all willing to allow him to proceed 


_ to proceed. 
his remarks, 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Rule XXVII will be read. 
Secretary read as follows: i 
Ruiz XXVIII. 

REPORTS OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEES. 
presentation of reports of committees of conference shall alwa 


the Journal is being read or a question of order or a 
is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and when 


eemedisnie pet onl onal to ane of the report, if 
put, shall be determined without debate. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 
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The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MircHe.u of Oregon from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled toaseat in the Senate from the 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the minority of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections have taken the position, and will main- 
tain it, that the claimant im this case, Henry A. Du Pont, was not 
chosen a member of this body, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 
The majority of the committee have the affirmative of the 
They have the burden of proof. The record in the case 
tained in the journal, both of the senate and the house of the 
State of Delaware, shows that on the day and date when it was 
claimed the petitioner was elected a United States Senator there 
were 30 members of the legislature of Delaware present in joint 
convention who took part therein; that there were 30 votes cast 
for United States Senator; that the claimant received 15 votes; 
that an equal number, 15 votes, were given to other gentlemen 
named at that time as candidates, and that there was no election. 
Such is the record 

The claim of the petitioner in this case is a contradiction, clear, 
unequivocal, of therecord—arecord which imports absolute verity. 
The pretension in this case is an impeachment of the record, which 
in its very nature is capable neither of denial nor impeachment. 
Such is the position of the claimant, and such is the burden of 
proof which the supporters of his pretension in this case have 
assumed. 

It is set up as a reason for maintaining the position of the major- 
ity that Mr. William T. Watson, asenator of the State of Delaware 
from the county of Kent, and speaker of the senate, voted and 
acted in joint convention; and it is alleged against his right to 
do so that some time before, about a month before that time, 
the governor of the State of Delaware had died and that the 
éxercise of the duties of the office had devolved upon said William 
T. Watson, speaker of the senate and a senator from the county 
of Kent. It is claimed by the majority that by reason of the 
devolution of the exercise of the office, by the death of the governor, 
upon this member of the State senate and speaker of the State 
senate, he ceased at that time either to be a senator or speaker of 
the senate, and was not, therefore, entitled to act and vote as a 
member of the joint assembly. 

This temporary provision for the exercise of executive authority 
is found in section 14, page 29, of the edition I have of the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware. It reads as follows: 

Uponany vacancy happening in the office of governor by his death, removal, 
resignation, or inability, the speaker of the senate shall exercise the oflice 
until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. If there be no 
speaker of the senate, or upon a further vacancy happening in the office by 
his death, removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the house of rep- 
resentatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by the meegle 
shall be duly qualified. 

Now, sir, I think if any man of ordinary understanding or intel- 
ligence (and the constitutions of our States were made by such 
men and forsuch men) were asked upon whom devolved the exer- 
cise of the executive office of the State upon the death of the 
governor, he would answer upon the speaker of the senate. If he 
were asked how long this.devolution lasts, he would say until a 
governor was elected by the people and qualified. If he were 
asked on the first day of this temporary period, the day the gov- 
ernor died, who ig to exercise the executive office, he would answer, 
the speaker of the senate. If he were asked in the middle of such 
temporary interim who is to exercise or does exercise the office, 
he would answer, the speaker of the senate. And if at the very 
close, on the day before the new governor was inaugurated, such 
person were asked who was exercising the office of executive now, 
or who is entitled to exercise it, he would answer, the speaker of 
the senate. 

The future expression in this phrase “‘shall exercise” demands 
special attention. The phrase is not only imperative, but it isa 
future imperative looking beyond the present, and especially when 

ou use the next word in the collocation, ‘shall exercise until,” 
it will be seen that the whole scope of the temporary power—of the 
exercise of the power—of him who is speaker of the senate is in 
the future. 

Necessarily, then, the speaker must be and continue for that 
future period the officer as he is first designated. The speaker 
must remain speaker; he does remain speaker. It is because he 
is s er and remains speaker that he exercises the executive 
authority, for if, as is contended for by the other side, at the very 
beginning of the exercise of the executive authority he ceases to 
be speaker or is suspended from the office of speaker or the office 
of senator, how can the speaker, be said to exercise the office for 
the future? How can it be said of him in any way he “shall 
exercise”; the speaker must exercise eo nomine for that future 
period the office of governor. If he ceases to be speaker, if he is 





issue, 


con- 


suspended from his functions as speaker, he would then be no 
longer the officer designated by the constitution ipsissimis verbis, 
he would no longer be the official designated in the words and 
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letter of the constitution to make the temporary supply in the 
exercise of the executive office. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will not interrupt the Senator 
at all if he dislikes it or if it disturbs him, but if it does not dis- 
turb him I wish to ask him a question right at this point. 

Mr. TURPIE. 1 heard the Senator for six hours—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I shall not interrupt the Senator 
from Indiana if it will disturb him. I concede that the Senator 
did not interrupt me once. 

Mr.TURPIE. And I never interrupted the Senator. I do not 
pone that interruptions lead at all to a correct discussion of a 

nestion. 

. Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. TheSenator will bear me out, how- 
ever, in the statement that I was interrupted a great many times 
by his colleagues. 

Mr. TURPIE, That maybe; butif the Senator wasinterrupted 
he permitted it. 

r. MITCHELLof Oregon. Iwill notinterrupt the Senator. I 
will answer what he has to say later on, if I can. 

Mr. TURPIE., That was my course. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. AndI think it is the proper course. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; I have no doubt the Senator can inter- 
rupt the Senators who interrupted him in discussing this question, 
but as I am to open the discussion it will be seen that it ought to 
be made as plain, as clear, and as consecutive as possible upon 
our side, I will read the section again: 

Upon any vacancy happening in the office of governor, by his death, 
removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the senate s exercise 
the office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 

I ask now, is there any limitation of time in this section, and to 
what does it apply? think I can answer the question very 
clearly. There is a limitation of time. The limitation applies to 
the temporary exercise of the office of the governorship. It is 
said that it sha!l continue until a governor elected by the people 
shall be duly qualified. Is there any limitation upon the time 
of the a Is there any limitation of time upon the 
speakership? Is there anything said about a limitation of time 
upon either of those offices, upon either of those positions? The 
constitution is entirely silent. The term of aspeaker is unaffected 
by this section. The length of time for which he serves oe 
is unaffected by it. The term of Senator Watson is unaffected; 
it is unchanged, He remained speaker, he remained senator; 
there is no limitation either upon the power or upon the time as to 
the speaker or senator; there is no suspension of the power; there 
is no limitation of the time. The limitation of the time plainly 
expressed in the section is upon the temporary exercise of the 
governorship. 

I do not think the mere silence of the constitution can author- 
ize construction. What in tion can there be; what expla- 
nation can there be; what construction can there be of the total 
silence of the constitution; its failure to make any limitation 
upon the term of the speakership or of the senatorship? There is 
no room for a ere is nothing to explain; there 
> een Se interpret; theinterpretation of the claimant becomes 

rpolation. ; 

Now, Mr. President, I ask again with reference to this con- 
struction. The constitution in its text in this section 14 does 
not provide that the speaker of the senate or the speaker of the 
house in either instance shall be or become governor of the State. 
Neither officer is anywhere called in this section the governor of 
the State. Let us look now at the different clauses: 

Upon any vacancy happeni in ffice of 
rotor rlalpoation, cr Ribaiy, ha epee of tf comme eka ares 
the office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 

He is there called the speaker of the senate who exercises the 
office; he is not called governor. He is distinguished in the most 
emphatic manner from governor, as I shall show in the future. 

e next clause refers to bap gr of the house, and in that 
case the officer designated is ed the speaker of the house of 
representatives exercising the office of governor. 

he next clause provides that— 

If upon a vacancy happening in the office of governor there be no other 
Serena ec ae wes Gl seater et 
general assembly. 

There is a solid sentence; no comma, no semicolon, no stop at 
all, The secretary of state shall exercise the office untii the meet- 
ing of the general assembly. There is a plain limitation on the 
time he shall exercise the office. It is shorter than the other time; 
until the meeting of the general assembly. There is no limitation 
on how long he shall be of state. 

But I ask with reference to single sentence in three lines. 


where the temporary power is conferred upon the of | and 


secretary 
state, how could the of state exercise it unless he was 
of state, and where is there the slightest intimation, the 
most intangible hint, that he does not continue to be secretary of 
state while he is in the temporary exercise of the executive au- 


thority? But he is not called the governor; he is called the seo. 
retary of state, who exercises the executive authority. 
Again, there is another contingency: 
If upon a vacancy happen in the office of governor th ‘the 
rson who can exercias paid office within the provisions of the ee = 
e secretary of state shall exercise the same until the next meeting of ¢}, 
neral assembly, who shall immediately proceed to elect, by joint ballot ot 
th houses, a person to exercise the office until a governor elected by tha 


people shall be duly qualified. 

There is another person designated to exercise the office by a very 
high method in van h manner, selected in the same manner 
as the members of 


y, by a joint ballot of the general assem. 
bly. Is he governor? Is he led and designated governor? 
No, sir; he is called a person to exercise the office. That is all hoe 
is called. He is not even named byinference the governor. How 
easy it would have been to have said, ‘“Who shall proceed to elect, 
a ballot of both houses, a person to exercise the office untij. 
his successor shall be elected by the le.” That is interpola- 
tion. Until a governor shall be elected by the ple is the lan- 
guage of the constitution. Is not this person who exercises tho 
office a governor? No; heisnot. He is not called such. He js 
not in the gubernatorial succession. He is not in the rank, order, 
and dignity of governor. He is a person who exercises the office 
of governor by virtue of the choice of the joint assembly of the 
State of Delaware. 

Who, then, may be governor? The constitution is perfectly 
plain upon that subject: 

The supreme executive powers of the State shall be vested in a governor, 
The governor shall be chosen by the citizens of the State. 

Is it possible, then, that a governor of Delaware should be any 
other person than one chosen by the citizens of the State? Cer- 
tainly not; he cannot bé. No person can be governor of Dela- 
ware unless he be chosen by the citizens of the State. Can not 
the senate choose a governor? No, sir. Can the house of rep- 
resentatives choose a governor? No,sir. Can both houses choose 
the governor? No, sir. Both houses put together can only select 
“oe to exercise the office of governor.” 

ow, it may be said, and —— by anticipation it was said by 
my honorable and learned Prien from Oregon, that these are re- 
finements. They are refinements of a very classic and eWvated 
character. They are not mine; they belong to the text of the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware. Hereare five clauses in section 
14 relating to temporary dispositions of the executive authority. 
In each of these clauses the person so designated is not once called 
vernor. For five times ex industria, with exceeding care, the 
ers of this constitution and the people who adopted it have 
avoided calling the temporary occupant of the chair governor. 
They have refused to recognize him as governor. They have de- 
clared that he should not be known or ized as governor, and 


recognize: 
have taken most extraordinary to see that in the text of the 
law he is not known, ,or governor of the State. 


declared 

1 was very much surprised then by the statement of the learned 
Senator from Oregon with reference to whathe claims to be a well- 
known maxim of common law, that the acceptance of one office, 
an incompatible office, vacates an office formerly held by the same 
man. Iam not now questioning that law, though I might «ues- 
tion some construction put upon it by the honorable Senator; I 
will not do thatir passing, but the question I askis, When did he 
accept the second office of governor? How couldheacceptit’? A 
man —_ accept a ——o. is offered to him. He may even ac- 

ecline a thin 


cept or t is offered to him. A person is elected 
by the citizens of ware governor of the State. That person 
can accept, that candecline. Was Mr. Watson ever elected 
by the citizens of the State to the office of governor? No. The 
maxim of common law has nothing to do with the question in the 
case. There was indeed no office and no acceptance of any 
second office. ; 
But, Mr. President, I pass now to the case where it is claimed 


that the speaker of the house may under certain conditions become 
a governor, to show also the same contrast, that in the exercise of 
the office of governor he can not become a governor, and that he 
never does become a governor. is the next section: 


If there be no ay ng the senate, or upon a further vacancy happening 
eS by th, or inability, the speaker of 
ce. 


The To of the house of representatives is a very hich ‘ig- 
: ry to a very high order, both in the law and in the 
ry of the State. But the speaker of the house of represent- 
atives is not the governor; he is not called or declared to be the 
Governor. He is a pis aller; he is only a makeshift, he 1 
only a substitute for , and he is only that substitute 
until a governor be by the le. The speaker of the 
senate is a substitute until a governor be elected by the people, 
— his , who is chosen on joint ballot, is simply 

a substitute to whom the temporary exercise of executive author: 
in direct contrast with him, distinguished 

from him, different from him in rank and in order, and especially 
in the method of his choice until a governor can be elected, the 
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only way & governor can be made, until a governor can be chosen 
by the citizens of a State, the only way in which a governor can 
come into existence. This substitute exercises the executive office 
until there has been such an election by the people of a governor. 

Mr. GRAY. The election can only come from the people? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. Now I pass on to another section 
which we of the minority think bears a great deal upon this 
question. I am going to read the sections consecutively, both 
together, because in t way I think we can get a better inter- 

retation, a more perfect interpretation, a closer interpretation. 
he are now separated in the text by reason of the collocation, 
but if they were both together they would read this way: 


any vacancy happening in the office of governor, by his death, 
an y tion, or tnability, the speaker of the senate shall exercise 
the office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. If 
there be no er of the senate, or upon.a further vacancy happening in 
the office, by his death, removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the 


use of mtatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by 
sor people shall be duly qualified. 
= . . 


* * * * 

Each house shall choose its agesher and other officers, and also each house 
whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor may choose a speaker 
pro tempore. 

Those two sections belong together. They are to be interpreted 

er. en needed no a on to a the 
election of a speaker pro tem , upon the construction of the 
claimant that the speaker alventy elected had ceased to be a 
senator when the exercise of executive authority had befallen 
him, because this very first clause of this section says ‘‘ Each 
house shall choose its speaker and other officers.” 

It is contended on the other side that the speaker so chosen when 
theexecutiveauthority has devolved upon him ceases to be speaker 
and ceases to be senator. Then the first clause of the section is 
ample; all they have got todo is tochoose another speaker. What 
was then and is the office of the second clause in section 5, ‘‘ and 
also each house, whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor 


may choose a er pro tempore?” That is an additional au- 
thority. Thatis a very necessary authority, because the speaker 
being absent and continuing speaker while he is absent, and being 


the one speaker of the house duly chosen, it not being possible 
that there could be two, it is provided in the constitution of Dela- 
ware that a speaker 
whose speaker may be so engaged in the office of executive service 
pro tem for the time during which such speaker may be ab- 
sent. regular speaker elected were no longer asenator, he 
could not be a speaker. They could immediately elect under the 
. “each house shall choose its speaker and other offi- 
.” It was because the speaker first chosen still remained 
speaker and still remained senator, and because there could not 
two speakers, that authority became ae to elect a speaker 

pore, & er for the time during the absence of the 
, like a President pro tempore of this body. The speaker 
ypore is a constitutional officer. It is named in the con- 
of the State of Delaware. It is a permanent provision 
porary occasion for any and all occasions when the 
is not nt. 

My honorable friend from Oregon lays a great deal of stress 
upon the word ‘‘may;” may choose a speaker. He insists that it 
shall have an imperative construction; that it shall be construed 
to mean “‘must.” Well, I do not think so. I think it means just 
exactly what it says, to give the discretion to the house or senate 
whether they elect « speaker pro tempore or not. There 
might be circumstances in which a permanent officer for this pur- 
a would not be need 
time 
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ed. For instance, the governor might die 
day before they adjourned, three days before, or a very short 
before they ed. Without any constitutional provi- 
sion at all, without either of these provisions, the house or the sen- 
ate of Delaware, as well as of every other State in the Union where 
free government obtains, would have the right to make a presiding 
officer for the day to call some one to the chair, to move him to 
and take the sense of the house upon it. This ‘‘ may” 
inserted here so that when circumstances are such that the leg- 
islature do not wish tomake a permanent appointment of a speaker 
on that occasion they may from day to day call in 
op oa aga chair and so proceed in the brief and 
a . 
But why, I should like to ask my honorable friend from Oregon, 
shiuld we discuss the ‘‘may” at allin thiscase? ‘May choose.” 
for discussion? There would be some room if 
the subjunctive, if it were all in contingency, all in 
inesse. But what dothe facts in thecase show? 
whole discretion has disap . The con- 
senate of Delaware traveled over from the 
condition Pale ant into the province of actual fact. Itis not 
do, but what did they do? They did elect a 
on is the a of Ro mighe fee it ~ 
a permanent speaker, he absent. 
the speaker might not return until the term 
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for the exercise of the executive authority expired, or it would be 
inconvenient for him to return; and therefore, when he was pres- 
ent, by both the sections his right to preside is recognized, be- 
cause you cannot have two permanent speakers—his right to pre- 
side is recognized, because there has been one speaker and one 
speaker pro tempore. Whenever he is present, or might be present 
or might return, he is recognized as speaker, and continues to be 
recognized as the regular speaker by the fact, not that they might, 
but in this case that they did, choose a person to act as a tempo- 
rary substitute in his absence. 

There has been a good deal of discussion about two general 
propositions in the constitution—one, section 12 of Article I, and 
another, section 5of Article III. One provides that no person hold- 
ing an office under the State shall be a senator. No person hold- 
ing any office under the State shall beasenator. I admit that the 
governor is an officer of the State, but I say that Watson never 
was governor and never could be governor. He may be sometime, 
but when he becomes governor it will be after he is chosen by the 
citizens of the State to that office, in the language of the consti- 
tution. - He will never become governor before that time. He can 
not be governor before that time. No other power can choose 
him. No other constituency can elect him. The governor of Del- 
aware is chosen by the people. Watson was holding no other 
office under the State then—none whatever. He is a senator, and 
continues to be a senator. 

I admit that the governor is an officer, but, for sufficient reasons 
already given, it is plain that Watson never was governor, and 
could not be governor. The right devolved upon him only to ex- 
ercise the office. Thatis the extent of his authority; but this right 
was not an office, it was simply aright; it was not an office; it was 
simply the exercise of an office; it was a right appurtenant, not to 
Watson, nor to any person; it was a right appurtenant to the 
speakership, to the senatorship. It wasa right inherent in no per- 
son, appertaining not to Mr. Watson; but it was a right inhering 
in and pertaining to the speakership of the senate of Delaware, 
and to a member of the senate of Delaware, by consequence. 

Then there is another provision, a second of these sections, 
which provides that no ‘‘ person holding any office under the 
United States, or this State, shall exercise the office of governor.” 
I wish to turn to that section. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is section 5 of Article ITI. 

Mr. TURPIE. It provides: 

No member of Congress, nor person holding any office 
State, or this State, shall exercise the office of governor 

That evidently refers to the case of the office of governor chosen 
by the citizens of the State. It is in the same section, on the same 
page, and follows directly afterwards; and it does not refer, and 
could not refer, to the temporary exercise of the office of governor. 
Here is room for an interpolation, a very small one, which would 
support the construction given by the other side. . 

**No member of Congress, nor person holding any office under 
the United States, or this State, shall exercise the office of gov- 
ernor, or shall have devolved upon him the exercise of such 
office.” 

Thus there would have been a plain conflict; but it has been the 
care of the framers of the constitution and of the people who 
adopted it to avoid a conflict. Neither of those sections, neither 
section 12 of Article II, nor section 5 of Article II, has any reference 
to the temporary provision contained in the constitution for the 
ad interim exercise of the executive authority. They both refer 
in the first instance to the full elective term of the governor, and 
in the next to the full elective term of the senator, and provide 
that these terms, these offices, shall not be held by the same per- 
son at the same time. That is the totality of the provision. 

This constitution was made sixty years ago. If it were redrafted 
we should perhaps have more modern terms. These sections 
simply provide that the person named shall be ineligible to the 
office of governor by the people, and that the other person named 
shall be ineligible to the office of senator by the people. That is 
the whole meaning and extent and intendment of the two sections 
quoted by the honorable Senator upon the other side. They are 
in perfect harmony with the other provisions of the constitution. 
There is no possible conflict or eoltiaion between them. But if 
there were an apparent conflict what would be the consequence? 
It would be the duty of this Senate to reconcile the language of 
the constitution so that all these sections might stand together 
and have effect. That would be the duty of the Senate, not to 
seek a conflict nor to make one, not to nurse a collision, but to 
harmonize, as they may be harmonized, all these provisions in the 
constitution of the State of Delaware. That is the duty of acourt 
even in the case of an ordinary contract. It is the first law with 

t+ to the construction of contracts where there seems to be 
an ostensible or apparent contradiction between one provision of 
a contract and another, or others, the first duty of the court is to 
construe all the provisions so as to reconcile them and give effect 
to each. If that be the duty of a court in any instance with 
respect to a contract, it is much more our duty with respect to 
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the constit.ation of a sovereign State, a State paper of the highest 
dignity and of the gravest character. I can not believe that there 
is any conflict between these sections. I know there is none under 
the construction of the minority of the committee, or in the actual 
usage of them by the people of Delaware. 

I now come more seriously, perhaps I ought to say a little more 
at length, to consider the maxim quoted by my honorable friend 
with respect to the common law. Atcommon law it was held 
that two offices, one incompatible with the other, could not be 
held by the same person at the same time; and the Senator — 
on to say that Mr. Watson accepted the office of governor. r. 
Watson could not accept the office of governor, as I have already 
stated, because it was never tendered or offered to him. He only 
had devolved upon him the temporary right of exercising the ex- 
ecutive authority. Did heaccept that? Did he accept anything? 
Wes there anything he could accept? Was there anything he 
could decline? Nothing. He was in this condition: He was in 
the exact condition of an heir of an intestate as to real property. 
The heir, upon whom the law at the death of an ancestor casts im- 
medi = estate, the heir does not noms it; hecan not decline 
it. His birth, his race, his lineage, and law take and desig- 
nate the heir. It is not a matter of his volition. It was nota 
matter of the volition of the speaker of the senate under the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware. He does not accept the right 
to exercise the executive authority temporarily; he not ac- 
cept any office in doing that. The constitution devolves it upon 
him unconditionally, designates him as the person temporarily to 
exercise this right. He can not help himself; and he stands in the 
same relation the heir does. Of course the heir may not enter 
upon his estate; he may use his discretion as to whether he will 
use or make use of what has fallen to him; but he can not refuse | honorable Senator from , gravely, earnest] y— 
the heirship; he must take the estate; then he can dispose of it. | and they decided against him and against theory and agains 
What a person must take, can he accept? How can accept | the policy, and they held tothe ancient system of delegating to 
it? What a person must take, how can he decline? What duties | the of the senate the temporary exercise of executive 
have befallen a person who is compelled by law and designated by 


sah culplagetaiencensiomstins iamammomeaemioemtomnrs 
not o tive cons’ ve construction, 
recognised by the legislature of the State, and concurred in and 
acquiesced in by all the citizens of the State of Delaware. Re- 
peated has been that acquiescence. 

Sir, the honorable Senator from Oregon took a great deal of 
time to tell us in respect to the an‘ horrors—is that too 
strong a word?—calamities which d befall the State of Dela- 
ware for having committed eee Sane officer the 
exercise of executive authority. He 1 the case of where 
he could remove judges, go into the senate and vote for the 
removal, and then t; he instanced another case of what 
seemed to be extreme hness. It wasthat where the governor 
was im: ed, he could go in and vote on the question of his 
impeachment. I wish to say in general to all this reasoning, that 
these te nm were all fully considered not only by the conven- 
tion framed the constitution of the State of ware, but 
also by the people who adopted it, and we have details of even 
more perfect consideration than that. John M. Clayton was a 
member of the convention which framed the constitution; and 
there is an extract from his speech in an argument made, too, on 
the side of this claimant, in which he goes on to say that he has 
—_ to ae Scodinasaaaiiiaemsiaiens — 
wishes to warn con n o any mem- 
ber of the legislature any portion of the executive authority for 
any time. a ries lan- 
guage, and doubtless enforced great historic induction 
which Mr. John M. _—- nee ats ym such a subject, 
upon such a theme. convention him; the ale of 
Delaware heard him; they heard him as we have the 


the constitution of his own State to orm, he can not escape.| Besides all this, I must say that, after all, the Commonwealth 
He can not his constitutional inheritance of temporary | of Delaware has got along very well. We have never heard of 
power. He ma refuse to exercise it. any very serious calamities which befell her on account of this 


y. 

Mr. GRAY. It is attached to the speaker of the senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; attached to the speakership and ap- 
purtenant to the speakership. He is designated as of the 
senate, as the object of this devolution, as the con tional heir 
of this authority, as the de ted deposi of this authority, and 
whatever he may choose to do afterwards, he can do nothing less 
nor more than to accede to the devolution which has befallen 
him. There is no escape for him. 

What then? What application has this common-law maxim 
which the honcrable Senator has quoted? None at all. All the 
cases he cited are those of very ordinary occurrence. Here was a 
man high in.the custom-house who was appointed as a judge of the 
exchequer court. Of course, the exchequer court deals in nothing 
else except the rates of customs and internal duties; but for a man 
te be a judge in that court and at the same time an executive offi- 
cer under any of the laws is entirely incompatible. There is no 
devolution in any such case. The acceptance is voluntary. It is 
an act of the person, but devolution is an act of the law. Here 
were two distinct offices made by the British statute cited. In 
this case there is one office, a senator from Delaware made by the 
constitution of the State of Delaware, and ong appointment, that 
of the speakership of the senate, made by the senate, and no other 
office, only the sae taen rarily to exercise an office, a right ap- 
purtenant to the office which he already held. 

I may be perhaps indulged in making afewremarks here. This 
whole system of a ees use of executive authority seems 
very strange to us; it did to me on first reading it, because most 
of the States now elect an officer, a lieutenant-governor, who, 
upon the death of the governor, succeeds to the governorship; but 
I wish to say that, as familiar as that thing is to us, it is not at all 
familiar to the people of the State of Delaware. This isa very old 
provision in the constitution of the State of Delaware, that the 

of the senate or the speaker of the house, shall, on the death 


temporary disposition of executiveauthority. Howevermonstrous 
it may look to the Senator from or to anyone else, dealing 
in the ordinary language of to-day, it certainly has 
proven well for the people of Delaware. There never has arisen 
with respec ee eee oe COD 
struction which we given to these sections of the constitu- 
tion in argument. 

_ The Senator also devotes a good deal of his time to a considera- 
tion of the matter of ee emeneaney existing 
between the office of governor, as he calls it—I shall call it the 
exercise of that office—and senator. The Senator has 


; inoommpati 
tive authority and the exercise of the authority of a senator ly 
this i while the laws of all the several States are full 
of such incompatibilities. They are full of even greater incon- 
gruities. the instance, for example, of the Chief Justice 
of the United States serving to-day or at any other time. He has 
assigned oe circuit, and goes out holds court around 


the parties are not satisfied and prosecute anappeal. That appeal 
comes up here to the court in banc, all the judgessitting together. 
The Chief Justice is one of them. He has a right to sit there, and 
j his own determination, 
the to vote to affirm it if he 
wishes to, to argue, to debate the correctness of the decision. it 
it true this ‘Chist Sention thesan:® sndtonting that be has 
reports, “ , Chief Justice, absent, that he has 
tried the case below and did not wish to take any in the dis- 
that is simply a tary renun- 


It is contained in the present which is sixty years | the shall appoint a judge ad 
old; it is contained in the constitution it, now seventy or m 
hi old, and it is contained in the constitution of 1776.| Mr. GEORGE. ere the judge is interested. 
I name it in honor of the noble State of Delaware, that she made a i of is interested in the 
constitution for the State in August, 1776, only a calendar month | cause. 
ee he eee ee ee eee wanes. © ee ee : 
that lodge of liberty since established, certainly . TURP. &@ pecuniary interest; not where 
had the right to say not who should have the office of governor, | he has an 
but who should exercise the office in case the governor Mr. 


of Oregon. I supposed that was wiat the 
Mr. TURPIE. I eee eee ce oeeessunes 1 28 oe 
make any such said here was a momma sn the 
first instance, and in his own favor. isan P 
Ss ; it is anomalous. The Senator 
Oregon said it was common law, against common 
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However that may be, it is provided for by the Constitu- 
rommof the United States oe by the statutes of the United States. 
Oot GRAY. sy the constitution of Delaware. 

Mr. TURPIE. by the constitution of Delaware. 
Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. Nothing of the kind. 

Mr. TURPIE. And by the constitation of Ohio it is also ae 
vided. There they have a court in bane, the judges of which hold 
‘rout. 1wasat one of them last summer, and I was struck with 
the incom ty, because we have no such thing in Indiana. 
It struck me, as it would the Senator from Oregon, as being radi- 
cally incompatible that a judge should be allowed such a privilege, 
— a nights but the constitution of Ohio provided forit. One of 
the powers of the people, the sovereign people of the State of Dela- 
ware, or any other State, is to make an incompatible constitution 

sy wi That is one of their express powers implied in their 
sovereignty. The legislature may, and frequently does, make 
laws in contravention of the common law—in direct contraven- 
tion of it. Take, for example, the subject of testimony. When 
many of us here commen to practice law me geeee having the 
slightest iary interest in a case could testify in it. A whole 
day I have seen with arguing the question of pecuniary 
interest, because depended upon the decision the question whether 
the witness was allowed to be sworn, and especially was no part 
in a suit allowed to testify. All those witnesses were excluded. 
They were excluded because the common law said that the posi- 
tion of a to a suit and a witness in a suit were incompati- 
ble—wholly incompatible—just as the honorable Senator from 
Oregon says. A man ought not to be allowed to swear money 
into his own pocket; a man ought not to be allowed to swear away 
some liability which he had incurred; it was wrong that the law 
should tempt a man or place epee where he should be 
both a witness and a in —it was reprobate, wholly 
wrong—and yet now in a great majority of the States pecuniary 
interest is no disqualification; everybody is heard no matter how 
much he may be interested; the parties to suits themselves are 
heard; the defendant in a criminal case is heard, if he wishes to be 
heen a witness, 

So these 


incompatible by the common law, are 
statute i 


entirely If an ordinary statute can 
te and erase incompatibility of this character, why may 
not the constitution of the State of Delaware be gifted with the 


same power and the same authority? 

I do not admit that there was the slightest incompatibility 
between the office of senator and the office of speaker and the 
temporary exercise of the executive authority—not the slightest; 


granting to honorable friend from Or , for the sake of 
argument, there was any incompatibility, that is the very 
thing the Stete of Delaware might destroy, very thing that 


cel aint net of Delaware — ae They ee 
it; ve swept away this common-law incompatibility, 
and hee all that they would make their own rales, It is 
not, therefore, amy more a competent question; it is hardly a 
reasonable question, if the honorable Senator will allow me to use 
the ae to ask in this case what offices are compatible at 
common law. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, he, 
of course, does not understand that in anything I have said, I have 
claimed for onemoment thatthe men who framed the constitution 
of Delaware could not, if they so desired, have made the offices of 
governor and of r so that they could be exercised by the 
msly. I haveadmitted from the start that 
right to do it, but what I have claimed, and 


see 
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they rags that the = not = a but, on ” con- 
trary, ; Visions 0: is constitution, ressly pro- 
hibited it. ony tion. eT 
wa TURPIE. Yes, is your position on one limb of your 
én MITCHELL of Oregon. That is my position on all limbs 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir, it is not. You devoted not less than an 
hour to the consideration of compatibility and incompatibility of 
the executive office with that of senator. 

Mr TURPIE. "Yeo mai na 

. es, » quo’ the inci- 

dent of impeachment, quoting the removal Sr iiion ectins the 
instance eo of acts of the legisature, quoting the 
instance of being in the legislature and an executive 
Office. Serene he perpoee of urging upon your 
are and branch of the argument Senate might conclude 
that there were two offices one incompatible with the other. Upon 


other branch of the argument which you now state, I will 


meet you there. You convince me that, - 
straction of the constitution of Delaware cham was ever aon 
to , OF could be governor, then be another question 


there 
Oregon. I think he was governor. 
constitution says he was not. Hewas only 
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@ person toexercise the office. The constitution does not call him 
governor, or name him governor; does not even inferentially per- 
mit or allow him to be called governor. I know the Senator calls 
him governor; the Senator called him governor fifty or sixty times 
in the course of his address, but I suppose that was a mere matter 
of courtesy. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 


So does the legislature of Delaware 
eall him governor. 


Mr.TURPIE. Sothey might. It is like the case of the distin- 
guished Senator who sits on my left [Mr.Hrn.]. They call him 
governor. He was governor of the Empire State two terms, and 


he was for part of the time lientenant-governor of the State. 
It is a common courtesy where a man has held a distinguished 

sition, or is even not holding it, even long years after he has 

eft it, and even a lieutenant-governor of a State is called “‘ gov- 

ernor” who never has been governor, and probably never will be 
governor; and in my State they call a defeated candidate for gov- 
ernor ‘‘governor.” [Laughter.] They cali him that more than 
anything else. You can not make Watson a governor by calling 
him so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
ware, then? 

Mr. TURPIE. Of course not, and will not have untila governor 
is chosen by the people. 

Allow me to ask the Senator, how does it come that we are dis- 
cussing the question here of incompatibility, and especially the 
question about whether there is anything incompatible in the 
governor as claimed going into the senate and voting on his im- 
peachment? The honorable Senator says this is a case of rancor- 
ous incompatibility; and he says that as if everybody acquiesced 
in the action of the governor as claimed which is imputed to him. 
My notion is this, sir, that at the common law nemo debet esse 
judex in sua causa, I think that is a wiser maxim than any one 
the Senator has quoted, much broader, more universal. No one 
can be a judge in his own cause. How, then, could the governor 
as claimed sit asa judge in his own cause and vote in his own 
cause? In my opinion, the legislature of the State of Delaware 
would correct that instantly with a rule if a rule were necessary. 
But how do we happen.to be sitting in consideration of that 
question at all here? ew we not take some comfort in the reflec- 
tion that this question about the governor as claimed presiding in 
Delaware on the occasion of his own impeachment is a very remote 
one? At what day in the future shall we be called upon to con- 
sider or decide it? Can the learned Senator give a date, or an ap- 
proximate day or date, when we shall take jurisdiction of this 
question for the purpose of determining it? Allow me to ask with 
re to that question now in argument, How ought we to be 
enlightened by a long series of contingencies ending with a query 
de hoc? Allowme to state to the honorable Senator that the Gov- 
ernment can not be administered upon conundrums of this kind, 
and neither the organization of the Senate nor its membership can 
be aided or assisted by this species of conundrums. Sufficient 
unto the day are the questions of to-day. The questions of to- 
morrow may be better dealt with when the morrow comes. 

I was going on, sir, to remark about the competency of an ordi- 
nary statute, and more especially of the constitution of a State, 
to abrogate incompatibility at common law. There is another 
instance well known. At common law husband and wife were 
one, and that one was the husband. All she had, all she earned, 
even the sweatat the washtub of the laboring woman was taken 
and applied in payment of the debts of the husband. That was 
the doctrine of the common law. Now, by constitution and partly 
by statute in our State, and I think in almost every other State in 
the Union, this incompatibility existing formerly in the married 
state is destroyed, and it is expressly provided in contravention of 
the common law and in contradiction to common law, in denial 
of common law, that what is the wife's is the wife’s; that she owns 
it separate and apart from her husband; that it is not liable in any 
manner for the payment of his debts. That is an entire contra- 
diction of the common law, made by statute and constitution. 
In the same manner, in the constitution of Delaware, the makers 
and the adopters of it had the power to do away with incompati- 
bility if official incompatibility occurred in the provisions which 
they made in this instance. 

I might call attention to a very severe case of this kind with 
respect to the United States officer just mentioned, the Chief Jus- 
tice of the United States, who becomes the presiding officer in the 
Senate in the case of an impeachment. The language is the same 
asin the Delaware constitution. The operative verbis in the same 
mood and tense. The Constitution of the United States provides 
that in such cases the Chief Justice of the United States ‘shall 

ide” in the Senate. He does not takeit in that case. It takes 

im. The constitution of the State of Delaware provides that on 
the death of the governor the speaker of the senate ‘‘shali exer- 
cise” the office. his right to exercise the office is not taken b 
the speaker. Itis attached to thespeakership. It isnot accepted; 


They have no governor in Dela- 


it is not received. It is thrown upon the speakership. 
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So I say with respect to the presidency of the Chief Justice of 
the United States in case of me og ym He is required to pre- 
side here. When he does preside he is the same as any other Presi- 
dent of the Senate. He decides all questions, parliamentary ques- 
tions, questions of law; he oe all the functions of a presid- 
ing officer in the Senate. he thereby vacate his seat in the 
Supreme Court of the United States? Is he suspended from any 
function as Chief Justice of the United States, or is it simply the 
fact that the 7 during im hment is attached to the 
office of Chief Justice? Is it not the case in the other instance 
that the exercise of the executive authority is attached to the 
speakership? It is not taken, not seized; but it is involuntarily 
cast in one case upon the Chief Justice, and in the other case upon 
the speaker of the senate. 

But, Mr. President, I spoke of a practical construction which 
had been given to these clauses of the constitution in the history 
of the State of Delaware. This construction is practical; it is 
contemporaneous, very near the time when the constitution was 
framed and adopted, and it is continuous, unbroken. There has 
been no breach under its practice. There are at least four per- 
sons now noted here in argument—conceded in argument—who as 
oem of the senate have succeeded temporarily to the exercise 
of executive authority. 

Mr. GRAY. Five. 

Mr. TURPIE. Five; excuse me. Mr. Cooley, that very dis- 
tinguished author, says that this kind of construction, practical 
construction, when near or approximating the time of the consti- 
tution, and when the precedents in to it are unbroken, 
overrides every other consideration. No court will set it aside. 
No tribunal reject it. The whole profession coqrtenest in 
that practice, recognized by the peoess. acquiesced and ac- 
knowledged by the le of a State when they are in the business 
of transacting their public affairs. Of these five persons who have 
hitherto exercised nese the executive authority under the 
section of the constitution just read, Mr. Polk is one, and I name 
him especially because he is one to whom the exercise of the exec- 
utive authority came, upon whom it devolved during the lifetime 
of the present constitution, which was adopted in 1830. He was 

er of the senate, and had devolved upon him the exercise of 

Ssetak ty te angio, Rlltng aupiahs the napeage af Oo oonalane: 

elec y the people, e y of the - 

tion, and when a governor had been elected by the people and 

qualified, Mr. Polk went to the senate of the State, whence he had 
been temporarily absent, and served out his time in the senate. 

Every one of the who has served either as speaker of 
the senate or as r of the house, without a single exception 
after the expiry of the time limited for the temporary exercise o: 
executive authority, went into the senate and completed his term 
as senator without protest, without objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL of O m. If the Senator from Indiana will 
a me, unless I misunderstand him he is certainly wrong in 

facts. I understand the Senator to say that in every case 
where a speaker of the senate has succeeded to the exercise of the 
office of governor, that after he has gotten through with the gov- 
ernorship he has gone back and finished out his term as senator. 
Is that the statement? 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I misunderstood the state- 
ment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I said in five cases there was such a condition of 
affairs. Of course there were some cases in which the senatorship 


had one, 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. 
Mr. TURPIE. There were some cases in which the senatorship 


and the eT Rf ceased 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There are at least five or six cases 
where the senatorship expired before the parties could cease to 
exercise the office of governor. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes. Ihadon my notes four cases, but the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Gray] corrected me and said there were 
five persons who served temporarily in the exercise of executive 
authority, not as governor. They were not authorized to serve 
as governor. 

.Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There were four—— 

Mr. TURPIE. They were not authorized to serve as governor 
by anything in the constitution. That authority comes ee 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr, MircHe.i]. It has no authority 
in the State of Delaware. 

Mr, MITCHELL 


: of Oregon. To what authority does the Sena- 
ton refer? 


. TURPIE. Thereare fivesenators whotem exercised 
executive authority, who went into the senate after they had so 
exercised it and served out their terms as senators without protest 
and without objection. Mr. Polk, the person I named, was a very 
prominent gentleman in Delaware at that time. He was presiden 
of the convention that framed the present constitution in 1830. 


Did he not know what it meant? Did he not have an understand. 
ing about its m ? 

Mr. of Oregon. Not one of them ever—— 

Mr. TURPIE. Did he not understand in reading those sections 
that the — of the senate, notwithstanding the temporary 
exercise of the executive office, remained s er of the senate 
and remained a senator? He must have understood it. There js 
contemporaneous authority. There is a practical construction 
made by one of the makers of the constitution of Delaware, of 
the two sections to which I have called the attention of the Senate 
and that practical construction, as I said before, is without any 
breach in precedent. Some persons designated speakers of tho 
senate took the same course and went into the senate afterwardg 
and served out the remainder of their senatorial terms. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. But not one of them ever under. 
took to exercise both offices at once. 

Mr. TURPIF.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not one of them. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. oe Watson. 

Mr. TURPIE. Allof them. Allof them retained the exercise 
of the functions of both offices at once. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Never. 

Mr. TURPIE. E one of them. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Ceanon. Never in a single instance. 

Mr. TURPIE. In every instance they retained the exercise of 
the functions of both at once. If not, how could they 
afterwards go into the senate without a reelection? 

Now, the tor says that for one hundred and four years this 

t has been unbroken. He mentions this to show the 
strength of refraining. He says all these people refrained, and hoe 
says that for one hundred and four years this one refrained, that 
one refrained, they all refrained. 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the per- 
that 2 yA Seok econ thro 7h gl = ‘ann 
we have en ugh such a long time. It 
shows that the person so remains; that his seat is not subject to 
occupation by another; that it is not vacant; that the devolution 
of the right, not being itself an office, does not disqualify him; 
that there is no suspension or a or interim of his term as 
senator t as occasioned by his voluntary absence and action. 
That is all shown by the history of the State of Delaware for one 
hundred and four years, as the learned Senator well says. 

I know it is said that these gentlemen refrained, and I am very 
glad the Senator used the word “refrain.” I understand the 
word ‘‘refrain” to be indicative of the action where a man ora 


woman ha a t to doa and an rtunity to do it, 
dots edastathy Sango doing 


forbears to tarily foregoes doing it. How, then, can it 
be said in ee 
Mr. MITC 


L of ee. A man may refrain from doing 
a ti he has no right to do. . 


Mr. TURPIE. Yes; he may, but the ition of the honorable 
Senator is that he is compelled, sma , forbidden from exer- 
ao p because he has the exercise for a time of 
the office of governor; that he is forbidden to be a senator and to 
exercise the executive office; that he is prohibited from exercising 
the executive office at the same time continuing to be a senator. 
But when he comes to speak of the precedent, when he comes to 
Sempeetation pas ten tabs pectic ty Bar. Polk, ie maker 0 

wu on . Folk, the maker 0 
it, then he sa; Ts thake guutlenmems retvaiend and Mr. Watson had 
better have re ed.” Thatisthe force of his position. It would 
have been better for Mr. Watson if he had refrained. __ , 

I am very glad the Senator used the word, because it is plain 
vokt 2 the view of the ponies pom cee Ph ena li gaia 

a , and was exercise of the func- 
tions of Rho cmauative office while he was senator. I will repeat, 
what I repeated to the Senator, he was in full possession of the 
functions of the speakership, com: t to discharge them, but 
he voluntarily forbore to exercise them. He voluntarily refrained 
from exercising them. That is the ng of “refraining” ac- 


to the English and according t he most ap- 

ved dictionaries. I very much to have it said 
the old fable that the fox refrained from eating the rapes, 
sour, beyond his reach. That is not a case of refraining 
But that is the case of the Senator from Oregon, according to his 


constructi refrained. That is true. 
That is exactly what he did do. He forbore. That is exactly 
what he did do. While he might have exercised it and when he 
might have exercised it he declined to enter the senae and to 
take part in the legislative business. But the other limb of the 
honorable Senator’s conclusion is that he was forbidden to (o it. 
If he was forbidden, if he SE ees ae if it was unlawful, if it 
unconstitutional, about refraining? 


t t then, from the Senator's own statement and account 
of this historical 7 


precedent that Mr. Watson had a perfect right 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2601 





in law and morals to be in, to vote, and to preside in the 


ht to do so was recognized and on by 
peers, by brother senators, by both houses of the legisla- 
ture, and by an unbroken stretch of precedents for one hundred 
and four years. That, [ think, is practical construction of the 
highest character. I do not see how construction could be more 
practical; how it could be more contemporaneous. 
wf Will the Senator ~_— Indiana allow me for a 
moment? It assist me very much in arriving at a conclusion 
“Dnder our law, in ‘aaee of the death 
or other disability of the President of the United States the Secre- 
of State first and afterwards certain other officers are author- 
ized and required to exercise the office of President. In that case 
would the officer so succeeding keep the office that he now holds? 

Mr. TURPIE. I think he would. 

Mr. GRAY. Unless the statute provides it. 

Mr. TURPIE. Unless there is a law against it; but the Presi- 
dential function may be temporarily added to it. The Presiden- 
tial functions were formally added by law to the President of the 
Senate. The old law ee for that succession; that the Pres- 
ident of this body should, on the death or inability of the President 
of the United States and the Vice-President of the United States, 
succeed to the Presidency, and there was actually one President 

tem: of the Senate who served one day as President of the 
Prited States David R. Atchison, of Missouri. But did he vacate 
Mr He did not vacate his office. 


. PE . 

Mr. TURPIE. No; this right temporarily to exercise the office 
of President or of Vice-President, or any other office except the 
one which the party holds, is only a right; it is not another office; 
nor & office. It is nothing which he can acquire. It is 
something that he is obliged to take, compelled to take. 

Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate to conclude 
my remarks to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
51 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 10, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 9, 1896. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
James M. Beck, of Pennsylvania, to be attorney of the United 


States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, vice Ellery P. 
Ingham, whose term will expire March 28, 1896. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


James B. Reilly, of Pennsylvania, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, vice Alexander 
P. Colesberry, whose term will expire April 4, 1896. 

CONSULS. 

Clement J. Dietrich, of Maryland, to be consul of the United 
States at Nantes, France, to fill a vacancy. 
ais L. Miller, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States 


land, to fill a vacancy. 
Ethelbert atts, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Horgen, Switzerland, to fill a vacancy. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


R. Baird, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the tietrist of Philadelphia, in’ the State of Pennsylvania, to 
succeed Charles E. 'agersoll, resigned. 


INDIAN INSPECTORS, 


wane “ ame, Wash., to be an Indian inspector, vice 


Sea’ c t, of South Dakota, to be an Indian inspector, 
vice John fs senda eae a ee 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Charles E. McChesney, of Hartington, Nebr., to be agent for 
Rosebud Agency, in South Dakota, vice J. Geor 
Wright, nominated to be an Indian inspector. w 
POSTMASTERS. 


to be postmaster at Winters, in the county of Yolo 


in the place of Geo W. Hemenway, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. " 





_ Lizzie M. Calder, to be postmaster at Willow, in the county of 
Glenn and State of California, her commission having expired 
February 29, 1896. 

Thomas Fox, to be postmaster at Sacramento, in the county of 
Sacramentoand State of California, in the place of William 8S, 
Leake, resigned. 

Josephine J. Gaffney, to be postmaster at Los Gatos, in the 
county of Santa Clara and State of California, in the place of 
Anna F. C..@affney, deceased. 

Laura Goodfellow, to be postmaster at Fort Leavenworth, in the 
county of‘heavenworth and State of Kansas. 
will expire March 21, 1896. 

Matthew F. Conroy, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Henry A. 
Talbot, whose commission expired February 16, 1896. 

Edward A. Ellis, to be postmaster at Newton Center, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, his commission 
having expired December 16, 1895. 

Edmund H. Gates, to be postmaster at Mittineague, in the 
county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after October 1, 1894. 

Junius Q. Hatch, to be postmaster at Northboro, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Asa B. 
Fay, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

William F. Rooney, to be postmaster at Waltham, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Timothy 
Leary, deceased. 

James B. Lucas, to be postmaster at Romeo, in the county of 
Macomb and State of Michigan, in the place of George G. Har- 
tung, whose commission expired February 8, 1896. 

John R. Manahan, to be postmaster at Chatfield, in the county 
of Fillmore and State of Minnesota, in the place of George 
Andrus, whose commission will expire March 21, 1896. 

Joseph E. Schmuke, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Cape Girardeau and State of Missouri, in the place of Nathan 
C. Harrison, whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Daniel H. Brooks, to be postmaster at Bozeman, in the county 
of Gallatin and State of Montana, in the place of Frank J. Nes- 
bitt, whose commission expired February 15, 1896. 

Mary F. Ballantine, to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county 
of Otoe and State of Nebraska. Her commission will expire 
March 21, 1896. 

Charles D. Deshler, to be postmaster at New Brunswick, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
Robert Carson, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

William Burns, to be postmaster at Salineville, in the county of 
Columbianaand State of Ohio, in the place of Henry Nixon, whose 
commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Frank P. Dunlap, to be postmaster at Salem,in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio, in the place of Hiram J. Halder- 
man, whose:commission expired February 8, 1896. 

Elmer E. France, to be postmaster at Kent, in the county of 
Portage and State of Ohio, in the place of Walter W. Patton, 
whose commission expired February 8, 1896. 

A. M. Kissinger, to be postmaster at New Carlisle, in the county 
of Clark and State of Ohio, in the place of Horace N. Taylor, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Oella C. Munch, to be postmaster at Yellow Springs, in the 
county of Greene and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas B. 
Jobe, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Catherine Riley, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Warren and State of Ohio, in the place of John M. Dachtler, 
whose commission expired February 8, 1896. 

Daniel Randall, to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Wil- 
liam E. Wilson, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Martin Gerard, to be postmaster at Deadwood, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of South Dakota, in the place of Mary B. 
Thomas, resigned. 

John H. Fryer, to be postmaster at Whitewater, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Edwin D. 
Coe, whose commission expired February 15, 1596. 


Her commission 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be second lieutenants, infantry arm. 


Candidate sore. Joseph Drips, Troop D, Eighth Cavalry, March 
5, 1896, vice Dashiell, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 
Candidate Sergt. William F. Creary, Company C, Third Infan- 
try, March 5, 1896, vice Helmick, Second Infantry, promoted. 
Candidate Corpl. Edward T. Hartmann, Company H, Seventh 
Infantry, March 5, 1896, vice Jameson, Fifteenth Infantry, ap- 
inted first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department, who resigns 
imental commission. 
Candidate Corpl. Howard W. French, Troop I, First Cavalry, 
March 5, 1896; vice French, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 9, 1896, 


POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph Sullivan, to be at Fort Benton, in the county 
of Chotean and State of Montana. 

Louis Schalk, to be postmaster at Rawlins, in the county of 
Carbon and State of W oming. 

Peter Bradshaw, to postmaster at South Pittsburg, in the 
county of Marion and State of Tennessee. 

Michael J. Green, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

E. P. Kimball, to be postmaster at Virden, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Mlinois. 

E. Prentiss Bailey, to be postmaster at Utica, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York. 

Samuel W. Gould, to be postmaster at Skowhegan, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonDAy, March 9, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. Coupen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HenpRicKk 
to fill a vacancy on the Committee on Fianking and Currency. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this be the day set apart 
underthe rules for the consideration of tof Columbia busi- 
ness, 1 desire, if it be now in order, to call up—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the mene withhold that motion for 
a few minutes? I wish to 
from the Committee on 

Mr. BABCOCK. Very well 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD FCR SENATE AND HOUSE LIBRARIES. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back with an amendment *- the title Senate jcint reso- 
lution No. 72. 

The joint es eae as follows: 


Joint resolution (8. R. 72) pe Rubies Seiates to supply the Senate 
e House libraries each with additional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
ECORD. 


yarns Heo number of copies of the CONGRESSIONAL ore provided ~~ 


ae ao eee a blic a 
proved January 1 has proved insufficient to 
mor Fee peed Ry gt ogh Fe mm f de Gen tcte 
tue pub priiting and binding « ot ae 
whic ” ” 80 
as to read: ine the Benate and House Hbeerina & tooplee cnc. 


Se eee 

The Committee on the Publ Prints under considera'ion Senate enete 2s 
resolution Printer tou 'y the Senate and House 
aes RECORD, report 


the same back the recotsnendation that peed Goes the title to be 
—— by striking out the and insert- 
t is represe 


ned to youn committee that the 10 omen setians ho each 
¥ eee anaes = ee ee : insufficient to answer the 
man mators an tatives upon respective libraries. 
atic otetchantibeerands dente” 
Mr. PERKINS. I move the previous question. 


me 
che joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read 
= third time, and passed. 

The eg being taken on the amendment reported by the Com- 
ao out in the title the word ‘‘ twenty” 

and tneort ‘**ten,” it was agreed to. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the ent —— bills were 
+ le, from the Speaker's table ‘and referred by the Speaker as 


A bill (8. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter—to the Committee 
a S600) far thuvaliot of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. 
—to the Committee on War Claims. 


on War 
a claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (8. 290) to into effect the of the Court of 
Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and for 
furnished the Indian service—to the Committee on 


nt a couple of privileged reports | w. 


ts, pee a 


BULLETIN ON APICULTURE. 
Planer yom ae Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
from the Committee on Printing. . 
Clerk read as follows: 
noneciees oD ~eo as Saat [eave 
co vo on apiculture compiled 
ment of Agriculture; the same to be in in pepe ooo corse, Ds 1 ae of w pert: 


shall be for the House of 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. 8 “ties saauidiien ediien om amend- 
ment to the resolution, which is set forth in the report. I will 
ask for the reading of the amendment. There is no necessity for 
the reading of the entire 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “fifteen thousand” and insert “twenty thousand,” and Sirike 
out the word “and” after the word “Representatives,” and add at the er d 
of the resolution the words “and five thousand copies for the use of the Do- 
partment of Agriculture.” 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Printing 
was agreed to 

The concurrent resolution a3 amended was agreed to. 

The title of the resolution was amended to conform to the in- 
crease in the number of copies. 

MUSTER ROLLS, THIRD AND FOURTH KANSAS INFANTRY. 

Mr. BLUE. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will yield to me 
for a moment, I desire to ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of House joint resolution No. 99. This is a House resolu- 
tion with reference to furnishing copies of the rolls of Lane’s Bri- 
gade of Kansas ry Volunteers. 

The The joint resolution will be read, subject to 


oie jot 

joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution to the State of Kansas with ies of the ter rol! 
4 of the Third aad Fourth Heptments cf Kacwe interes 


Whereas the Third and Fourth Regiments ES ss ng 
what was known as Lane’s Br ©, were oa Eeadeet ne ce as 
rtment consolidated into the Tenth Kone] Infan 


try; and 
no record of this action and no rolls of 


said regiments and said action of the War Depart- 
ment consolidating ne same are in the archives of the War Department at 
ashington, D. C.: There: 


ereas the State of Kansas ies 


said ents; 


fore 
Be tt resale, et. nt tba Stas of Wanans Stes of te author- 


ised furnish to the State of muster rolls 
ot he Teeseed Fourth Kansas Infantry so ts records records pertaining 
to teir camelidation into the Tent Kanaas tata and the sum of $1), 
or so much thereof as ere to enable tl. 
Secretary of War to pro de cald casio aury, ts hereby appr provisions of this 


resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

. Before consent is given, Mr. Speaker, I wou! 
like to ask the gentleman from Kansas as to the necessity of thw 
appropriation embodied in this resolution. This work, if author- 
ceo be pape at all, will be or the clerks in the 

t, and Ido not see why there should be a special appro- 

priation Srintion mais for the purpose. 
Mr. eect a. answer the oven ee ne that the 
report poten. mane © resolution, from 
Piva gama peste yf one 4 shows the necessity for this work. This is a 
Colonel Ainsworth states that the cost will be 


ial 
abot $1 $1 tt ca — not be 
The gentleman from Maine fo wil cohatand tant t d that this particular 


brigade was known as Lane’s Brigade, and was enlisted inde- 
pendent of the regular call on the State for troops by Colonel Lane 
and President Lincoln. The two <> composing the brigade 
were the Third and Fourth Kansas 

Mr. DINGLEY. I know; but as I understand i the transcript 
can be furnished by the regular clerks of the War ment. 

Mr. BLUE. No; this is an exception to the ordinary cases; and 
Colonel Ainsworth says that an appropriation will be necessary to 


will permit me, I would like 


ous question was ordered; and under the operation | pay the 


to inquire if the facts in case are so that we will 
not have a precedent established tions of 
this character hereafter, w required. 


am informed, are aahaahes exceptional. 
the conflict,Senator Lane and President 

Lincoln, without any State interference and without the State of 
Brigade ‘Tho two Feri organized what was known as Lane's 
ae were after- 
ere is no 


Tenth 
joss Goa — vt ny _—e this oe 
an 


and was Rapendter 
of $150 to meet the ex- 
Has this matter been submitted to the Secre- 


+ 











1896. 


Mr. BLUE. No; it has been submitted to Colonel Ainsworth, 
as his letter accompanying the shows. er 
Mr. McMILLIN. I think, inall cases of this kind, Mr. Speaker, 
that such requests ow I say it with all due _——_ to the gentle- 
) should be sa to the Secretary o: ar or head of the 
ae rtment. While I have the greatest confidence in the officer 
the gentleman speaks of, still the proper thing to do is to go to the 
Secnetty, the head of the Department, for such information. He 


of these matters. 

MO DOCKERY. If the gentleman will permit me, before ob- 
jection is made, I would like to say-— 

The SP Does the gentleman from Tennessee object? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was endeavoring to find out, Mr. Speaker, 
the status of this question before interposing an objection. 

Mr. Y As I understand the gentleman from Kansas, 
he says that this bill has been submitted to and received the ap- 





proval of Colonel Ainsworth? 
Mr. BLUE. It has. 
Mr. McMILLIN. The suggestion I was making was that mat- 


ters of this kind should always be referred to the head of the De- 


partment. 
Mr. Y. But this has already been referred to the 
ief of the Record and Pension Office, who has charge of these 


3 McMILLIN. Of course; but when you come to make an 
application, for instance, to the Commissioner of Pensions for in- 
formation, that application should go through the Secretary of the 
r. 
iT DOCKERY. This officer is an exceedingly efficient one. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have already admitted that he is, and have 
no objection to make on that account. But I think the proper 
course in all of these cases should be to call upon the Department 
head—the official gag y Semagh © of the rolls in the first instance. 
The SPEAKER. Is objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 
There po no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 


he question bee upon the ‘ 
Mr. $LUE said: Mr. Speaker, it fas been suggested that the 


report of the committee had better be printed in connection with 
this resolution, and I ask that it be inserted in the Recorp. 

There was no sg: on. 

The report (by Mr. Hu.) is as follows: 


Committee on have considered the resolution (H. Res. 
copies of muster rolls of the Third and 
, and recommend that it do pass. 

These regiments were into the Tenth Kansas Infantry by the 
War Department independent of the State of Kansas. Kansas has no record 
of either the Third or Fourth Regiment. They were known as Lane's Bri- 

independent of regular calls on the State for troops, 
of such enlistment is in the War Department. 
-general of Kanses writes: 
with the Secretary of War relating to these 
Chief of the Record and Pension Office, 
cost the State about $142 to have copies of these 
We have no a tion to pay this expense. Could you 
require these records to be furnished the 
a that this consolidation was made by the 
ar Department, and the records should have been 
atthe time. The organization of Lane’s Brigade was, [ 
believe, under direct of the War Department, given Senator J. H. 
Lane to raise and command a , and the returns must have been made 
direct to Washington, as neither muster-in rolls or anything else was ever in 
of this office. Please take this matter in charge. 
is the indorsement on my application for duplicate of the 
June 28, 1895: 
“RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
“War Department, Washington, D. C., July 6, 1395. 
Respectfully returned to the adjutant-general of Kansas, State of Kansas, 


‘angles the muster rolls of the Third and Fourth Kansas Infantry, re- 


“ 


to within, can be furnished to the governor of the State of Kansas, 
upon therefor, provisions of War Department orders of 
April 4, 1895, a copy of which is herewith inclosed. 


., Lhe cost of the in question will probably be $142. 
By authority of the Becsolecy at ar. en yee 


“F. C. AINSWORTH, 
“ Colonel, United States Army, Chief of Office. 


“Tam - 
lect OF ee Eire terther informstion. You no doubt have some recol 


matter 
“Very —a S. M. FOX, Adjutant-General.” 
The joint resolution was passed. 
On motion of Mr. BLUE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
SALE OF PRINTED COPIES OF PATENTS. 


Mr. Speaker, 


I ask unanimous consent for the 


a tala neention of the bill H. R. 6195 ding the stat- 
Tasng to eisai gutted copies of petontn = 


bill was read, as follows: 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2603 


substituting in lieu thereof “ Provided, That the maximum cost of a copy 
shall be 10 cents’; so that the section so amended shall read as follows 
“Sc. 493. The price to be paid for uncertified printed copies of 
tions and drawings of patents shall be determined by the Commissioner o 
Patents: Provided, That the maximum cost of a copy shall be 10 c es 
The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read, Mr. Speaker. 
The report (by Mr. Draper) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Paténts, to whom was referred House bill 6195, have had 
the same under consideration and report as follows: 
The Commissioner of Patents states that there is required by t! 
the Patent Office and of the public to be printed at least LU2 coy i 
patent, and that this is the case whether any of them are sold or not There 
is a large accumulation of these copies, from which sales are made every day 


Last year there were sold 608,392 copies, producing an income of about 360,00 





s wei fca 
speciica- 
sn ts< 
nts 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


If this measure passes the price will be fixed by rule of the Commissioner, 
under the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and the judgment the 
committee is that the price might properly be 3 cents éach for copies of 
patents if ordered by classes or subclasses; that is, if ordered in classified sets 
of perhaps 100. 

The efiect of this would be, in the Commissioner's judgment, to take out of 
the office a considerable amount of material which might better be in the 
hands of the public; that useful information would thereby be diss ated 
as to the industrial arts; the convenience of inventors and rneys much 
promoted, and finally the receipts of the Government from t! : 
siderably increased. The needs of the attorneys are such 
erate cost of 3 cents whole subclasses would probably be orde: in 


cases where but single copies are now ordered 

The committee recommend that the bill! do pass 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand this has the approval of the 
Commissioner of Patents? 

Mr. DRAPER. It has, and is unanimously reported by 
Committee on Patents. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present c 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DRAPER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


the 


onsideration 


Ss. W. PEEL. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2684) for the relief of S. W. 
Peel, for services rendered the Old Settlers Cherokees, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby auth 
directed to pay 8. W. Peel $5,000, out of the unexpended balance of t 
cent of the amount due the Old Settlers or Western Cherokee Indians of the 
Indian Territory, said 35 per cent being heretofore set aside by said Cherokee 
Indians to defray the expense incurred in and about the prosecution and col- 
lection of their claim against the United States; this amount to be paid Peel 
in full for professional services rendered said Indians in defending the con 
tested claims of various attorneys agairst the fund of said Indians known 
the 35 per cent, which contest was before the honorable Commissioner 
Indian Affairs and the honorable Secretary of the Interior 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before consent is giv 
like to hear some statement about this bill. 
osition to pay $5,000 to some attorney. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Dootrr- 
TLE], who reported the bill, can, I think, make an explanation 
which will satisfy the gentleman. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill was r 
ably and unanimously by the Committee on Indian Affairs, after 
an investigation of all the facts. The amount was provided for 
under contract with these Indians, and there is no doubt 
the character or value of the services. They were for 
ervation of the Cherokee moneys. There is no doubt about the 
nw of the passage of the bill. The report states all the 


acts. 
I will state in addition to what the gentleman 





rized and 


! ; 


as 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


m. I should 


It seems to be a prop- 
l 


i 


rted favor- 


bout 


the 


)nres- 


Mr. McRAE, 
from Washington has said that the House has already pa 
bill identical in terms, except, perhaps, as to the amount, for: 
attorneys who represented the Indians in this matter. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes; the Van Voorhis and J: 
identical with this in character. 
everybody concerned. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Iwish to state that all the parties are 
that the money is due. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim: 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider th 
was laid on the table. 

HARBOR AT CLEVELAND, OHIO. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House joint resolution 133. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolwed, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to report to Congress, as soon as possible, what repairs are 
necessary to be made to the piers and breakwater in the harbor at Cleve 


sed a 
ther 


mes bill was 


This meets with the approval of 
izreed 
; and 


» last vote 





he ‘ 


athe tt ih EO OTE 


ee 


eT 





ey 


es ioe mae — 


+ 
7 
i 

a ino 
a 
e 
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taped. fo, the State of Ohio, ey Po ome ,and weep wos be te cost 
ch necessa: ; an 
shoud bemade in the location of eaid plers. and whebrould be the cost of 
e same. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH V8, “ROBBINS. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, we should ilike to have some 
understanding as to the time when the case of Aldrich vs. Rob- 
bins shall be considered. A minority report has been filed, and I 
suggest that on Wednesday, as early as practicable after the meet- 
ing of the House, this case be taken up for debate. 

r. DINSMORE. I should like to say to the chairman of the 
committee that our colleague [Mr. TURNER of Virginia] is ill and 
confined to his bed at this time, and it would be appreciated as a 
cour if the matter might be laid over fora day or two, until 


he ca os avenee’ 

Mr. DANIELS. In reference to that, Mr. Speaker, the members 
of our committee have all examined this case very thoroughly, and 
they desire to be heard, Certainly three hours and a half would 
be consumed on the part of the majority of the committee in the 
discussion, and that will carry the matter over until Thursday, 
when the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TURNER] can be present, 
no deubt. I should think that would be sufficient to meet the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Arkansas. That will give the 

ntleman from Virginia an opportunity to discuss the matter on 


ee 
= D es I do not insist upon the delay as a matter of 
right at all. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York gives notice 
that he pepoete to call it up at that time. 
Mr. D LS. lLanticipate calling it up as early as the case 
may be taken up after the session commences on Wednesday. 
r. DINGLEY. You give notice that you will call it up then? 
Mr. DANIELS. That it will be brought up-at that time. 


CHRISTOPHER SCHMIDT. 


Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 521) for the relief of Chris- 
to her Schmidt. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
emintnd ihe oak St fabs monks tr Christopher Setealae of St Pant Me 
pa a reouiv from accidental shot on the rifle range at Fort Snelling, 
July 14, 1892, in quarterly payments, upon such vouchers as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may p: b 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the report on 
that bill read. 

Mr. KIEFER. This bill passed the Senate twice, in the Fifty- 
third Congress and the last time some ten days ago, and has 
the House Committee on Claims twice unanimously; and I now 
ask the Clerk to read the report. 
‘ The report (by Mr. Herner of Pennsylvania) was read, as fol- 

CWS: 

The Committee on Gaime, de whom was referred the*bill (H. R. 521) for the 
relief of Christopher Schmidt, have carefully considered the same and report 
it back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BLUE. I want to ask a question about that bill. 

Mr, CRISP. That report does not throw much light upon the 


bill. 
Mr. KIEFER. I havea —_ here, if the gentleman will per- 
mit it to be read, from the colonel commanding at Fort Snelling, 
and also the report of the post surgeon at the fort. I will ask that 
that be read. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read, without objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Fort SNELLING, MINN., October 28, 1892. 
ler San Se heae odes Peer hv eee ae 
ci , on the +t range at this post last summer, together with the su 

uent history of case. 
cireumetances of thie occurrence and the subsequent proceedings are 


as follows: 


The target £6 Sis pant Se eatin’ oo Oat he ne ot Oe ee 
Toada--the loomtington road ee Se diagonally in front 
a 


cle 
then 
otict araten” ua reir ee aoe Peet 


Dd, bay pet aye tens or 


received 
to be to lookout on the 
para peritcocl ste come tent cee ee al 
pepeedt the t station on along the , in 
view from the lookout station. When nearlymercas the range he was 





struck by a rifie bullet and wounded as described in the report of tho post 
eangeen. As soon as the fact was reported,a board of officers was convened 
to investigate the matter. This board, after a thorough investiga: .. 1 ¢ 
ported that in their ones the accident was due to the gross neglect «/ Pri 
vate Fay in failing to lower the flag, as directed in his instructions. }>,\,,7” 
Fay was placed in confinement and ht to trial before a general court. 

He was acquitted by the court, but the finding was disappr. ved bi 
the department commander. y 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Cc. MASON. 


EDWIN 
Colonel Third Infantry, Commanding / ost, 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA. 


Fort SNELLING, October 25, 1999 

Srr: A civilian, Christopher Schmidt, German, 82 years, was ace 
iy shot on the rifle range at Fort Beciling, July 1 i892, accidem, 
e@ was the line of fire with his head bent forward; the ball, appar. 
ently en ricochet, entered about the center of the left supraorbital arch, im. 
licating the foramen, lacerated the oan. mally inward and 
ownward, grazed ers tonsil an on the t side of the neck 
po = t . slightly behind the sternocleidoastoid muscle in 

superior triangle. 

When admitted to the hospital he was in a condition of intense shock: be. 
tween the time of admission and 10 p. m. vomited blood in consideralle quan. 
nied with nasal hage, mostly from the left nostril. The 
wound was an tically dressed. His general condition being fairly satis. 


¢ inflammation occurred in the other eye 


had been most evident the first. As the case was an important one not 
only in itself, but also on account of a probable suit against the United States 
for the ns oculist was deemed advisable by my- 
self. Dr. MeDeeih, of St. saw the case with me, coincided in the treat. 
ment which had been pursu ed enucleation. | 
had operating m: ne in consideration of the courtesy of Dr. 
McDavitt, the operation was to and by him. 

The ent convalesced without an unfav symptom, but being poor 
was retained in the h until October 18, when he was discharged. In 
addition to the loss of his eye, he has, to the injuries of certain nerves, 


entirely lost the sense of smellon both ; he has ptosis or inability to 
raise the lefteyelid, together with a aes of the forehead and neu- 
is ——— y encysted, no operation for 
its removal is considered advisable at the present time. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Surgeon Unite Blan 
The Post ADJUTANT, . — 
Fort Snelling, Minn, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Speaker, onemoment before that is given. 
I understand this is a proposition to pension at the rate of $40 per 
month a civilian who came within range of rifle practice. Is 
that what it is? 

Mr. KIEFER. Yes, sir; I will explain in just one minute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any ee that there was care- 
lessness on the part of those engaged in the target practice’ 

Mr. KIEFER. Absolute of that fact. The danger flag 
that was usually stationed at this position at Fort Snelling when 
target shooting was practiced was not at that time hauled up, 
The man who was injured knew ae about it, and while walk- 
ing upon the public highway, where he had a perfect right to 
walk, he was shot; one eye was taken out, his hearing was de 
stroyed, and his sense of smeli destroyed; and here is a photo- 
graph of that poor man as he lies on back as the result of his 
injury. The bill has passed the Senate, and has twice been passed 
by the Committee on Claims of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it fully established that it was in conse- 
quence of carelessness on the part of those who had charge of the 
rifle practice? 

Mr. KIEFER. Absolutely. 


Mr. DINGLEY. _Is there an from the War Department? 


Mr. KIEFER. There is in that which I have had read. 
The colonel commanding the fort at the time has made a statement 
and so has the post m. In fact, the authorities there have 


made such statements that no more could be asked to establish 
the fact that the man was absolutely innocent so far as he was 
concerned. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLUE. Since I have heard this statement, Mr. Speaker, I 
do not believe this precedent t to be established; and until! 
can get some further light than yet been offered, I shall have 
to object. 


TERMS OF COURTS IN NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 


imous consent for the t consideration of the bill (H. . 270) 
to detach certain counties from the judicial districts of California 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: ae 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 8 of the act of August 5, 1886, chapter () 
for the northern distrie i Gate caret ne 
.80 as to the of said circuit and district courts 
shalt be op tolloner on the in March, the second Mom 
day in July, and the first ‘November in each year; and so mu 
such section 8 as is this provision is hereby repeal 








The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


; the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
tion of il was Ein to Be en, for a third reading; and 
being it was accordingly read the third time, and . 
Mr. G ETT of Massachusetts. I move that the title be 
amended in accordance with the recommendation of the com- 
ittee. 
miThe Clerk read as follows: 


Amend title so as to read: “A bill changing the time of holding terms of the 
cireuit and district courts of the Uni States in the northern district of 
California.” 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be considered 
as amended. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

On motion of Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONVENTION OF PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH OF DIOCESE OF 
WASHINGTON, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill 
.R. 6407, 

3 ODELL. I desire to substitute for the House bill the bill 
1825. 

One SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 

mous consent to substitute Senate bill 1825 for the House bill 


6407. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I understand the bills are identical in 


Mr. DINGLEY. What is the bill? 
Mr. BABCOCK. It is the same bill as passed the Senate. 
Mr. McMILLIN, Has the bill been read? 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the House bill and then 
the Senate bill which is proposed to be substituted. 
The bill H. R. 6407 was read, as follows: 


R. 6407) to peeerporete the Convention of the Protestant Epise 
Awa Ch of the Diocese of Washington. Ee 


Whereas it hath been represented to the Con of the United States by 


a committee ad by the primary convention of the Protestant Episco- 
Church diocese of Washington, whereof the Reverend John H. 
D.D., was t, and the Reverend Arthur S. Johns was secre- 

, convened in city of Washington on the 4th day December, A. D. 
which diocese quiagentes the District of Columbia, together with the 
counties of ery, Prince George, Charles, and St. Mary, in the State 


of Maryland, — the convention whereof is com of clergymen of said 
church oom iy — = a = seoeene. ae onus to oaks in said 
conven ymen duly chosen to represent the es and con , 
on diocese; and as such cummniieee, charged with the duty oma on: 


thority for and on behalf of said convention and diocese to present and pro- 


cure Congress of an act incorporating the said convention 
with powers suitable and proper to the religious, missionary, 
chari and educational objects of the church and the organizations afore- 


said; 

Whereas it is further represented that members of the church aforesaid 
have subscribed for and have raised funds especially for the permanent sup- 
port of the episcopate of said church in said diocese, as well as to defray the 


of the said convention from year to year, and to carry on 


rellgkae . ,and educational work in said diocese, and 
to aid in of its disabled or pweeeed clergy, but that 
the con said church in said ough intrusted and charged 
with the of its affairs, has no le capacity to receive, invest, 
manage, © dispose of said fund or any p: or property resultant there- 
fr om; 


Whereas it is also represented that the convention of the diocese of Mary- 
to transfer to said diocese of Washington its agreed por- 
of the funds of the former so soon as said new diocese has legal capacity 
to receive the same: Now, therefore, 

aforesaid Rev. John H. Elliott, D. D., and Rev. 
associate members of said primary convention, 
may hereafter constitute the Convention of the 
Church of the Diocese of Washington be declared, and 
a body corporate and politic, by the 


to be elected, appointed, made wand qualihed, according to th 

ie, an accordin e 
form and effect of the constitution of the said church for the time being, 
shall have succession, and such name be capable of suing and 
being ye fp Ah y,and shall have and use a common 
or corporate same break, alter, and renew at eee, and 
shall have and such other powers as shall or may be necessary 
proper, to carry into effect the of such incorporation. 


corporation shall have full and authority to 
tae and hold subecriptona contributions donations, grants, devises, or be. 


quests, nae for the of a permanent fund 
bod oo se wemvert the agin anid jocese, wae here- 
eo made, an wey made for such purposes, or to, or in 
Sain tor religiots,t ee 
fete purposes now e or r to exist under the 


convention within the limits of said 
thereof to apply for the 
be deemed ae ex ent; and 


, boards, 
ted, to admin- 
ae such author- 






Hable onl 
tHibutions. Donations, ny 

subscriptions, con ) 
endowment of the episcopate 1 


for obli- 
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: Provided, how- 
ve funds shall be 











that the 
ts, 
and profitable stocks, mortgages, deeds of 




















trust, or other securities; and the expenses of administering the same, the 
salary of the bishop, and other charges shall be payable and paid only out of 
the annual interest, dividends, or profits thereof. 

Src. 3. That the convention of said diocese may by resolution thereof 
adopt such rules and regulations in regard to such funds and their adminis- 
tration, and the same thereafter alter, amend, or abrogate, as to the said 
convention may seem expedient. 

Sec. 4. That nothing herein contained shall enlarge, restrict, or in any 
manner affect the power or authority which said convention now hath, or 
may exercise or claim over said church in said diocese, or the members 
thereof, but all such powers and authorities which are or may be claimed or 
exercised shall remain in like condition, and none other, as if this act had 
not been passed. 

Sec. 5. That unless this act shall be accepted by resolution of the conven- 
tion of said diocese at its next annual meeting and a copy of such resolution 
of acceptance, certified by the secretary of the convention, be filed for rec 
ord with the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia within sixty days 
thereafter, the same shall thereupon be void and of no effect. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the Senate bill 1825 be dispensed with, as it is ex- 
actly the same as the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there is some differ- 
ence between the two bills. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Thereis no difference in the effect of the bills. 
The provisions of the bills are the same, and the Senate bill has 
been considered by the House committee since its report was made 
on the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the Senate bill. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask thegentleman a question. Will 
the property held by the proposed corporation be subject to taxa- 
tion under the District laws? 

Mr. ODELL. I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. You think not? 

Mr. ODELL. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman think that wise? 

Mr. ODELL. This is a religious corporation, and this bill does 
nothing more nor less than divide up the property which now is 
controlled by the Diocese of Maryland. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that this is a religious corpora- 
tion and that its property would be exempt from taxation. 

Mr. ODELL. Only property used for purely religious pur- 
poses, 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. I make this inquiry for the purpose 
of stating that I am reliably informed that the property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia used for religious purposes and exempt from 
taxation amounts to over $25,000,000. 

Mr. ODELL. Substantially the same is true in every State of 
the Union. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that; but I wanted to make the 
statement at this time publicly in the House without offering any 
criticism or undertaking to say whether the state of things is 
proper or improper. 

r. ODELL. Has the gentleman made any effort to have this 
class of property brought under taxation? 

Mr. CANNON. No; not since the revision of the District laws, 
in 1878, when the law provided, in spite of what objection I could 
make, that certain property should not be subject to taxation. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I wanted to make this statement for another 
purpose. I desired that the House should know and that the coun- 
try should know that there was $25,000,000 worth of property in 
the District of Columbia used for exclusively religious purposes 
and exempt from taxation, and that this bill adds to it. 

Mr. ODELL. The gentleman is mistaken. This bill does not 
add to it, because it merely divides up property that is now held 
by this religious corporation. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is $25,000,000 worth of property 
used for religious purposes in this District that is not subject to 
taxation. Now, I do not propose at this time to offer any amend- 
ment to this bill, but I think the bare statement that I have made 
will suggest to a dozen gentlemen here provisos and amendments 
to this Bill, because after all this looks to me very like taxing the 
public to promote religion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does not the gentleman think that it is greatly 
to the credit of the city of Washington that it has $25,000,000 worth 
of church property? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; but I recollect the extract from 
Thomas Jefferson read by the gentleman's colleague from Wis- 
consin [Mr. CoopPEr] a few days ago, speaking of the impropriety 
of taxing anybody to support a religion that his mind and con- 
science did not concur in; and, therefore, without desiring to 
make any motion at this time, I find here this camel—not a gnat— 
that goes through without challenge, and I want to call atten- 
tion to it while it is passing. 

Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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LAWS RELATING TO STREET-RAILWAY FRANCHISES IN DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the House joint resolution No. 53, and I ask that it be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution to compile and ge the laws relating to street-railway 
franchises in the District of Columbia. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of sentatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, That there be prin and bound inte one convenient 
volume, at the Government Printing Office, all the various acts of © S 
relating to street-railway franchises in the District of Columbia; and that 
600 copies of the same shall be furnished for the use of the Senate, 1,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of 
and distribution by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; but the 
usual number shall not be printed. 

‘ Amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
Ows: 

Strike out the words “joint resolution." 

Strike out the resolving clause, which contains the words “ Resolved by the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Con- 

oe ee. and ante words “Resolved by the House of Representa- 

3 Senate coneurring).’ 

There simply make the resolution concurrent instead of a joint 
resolution. 

in line 6, page 1, strike out the word “ flve” and insert the word “two,” and 
oa , strike out the words“ one thousand” and insert the 
w “ ‘our _ 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out the words “two thousand copies,” and in lieu 
Apert =a the words “two thousand five hundred copies.” 


and 11, same page, strike out the words * but the usual number 
met bepeinted” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The report of the committee proposes to 
amend the resolution so as to make it a concurrent resolution. 

The amendments recommended by the committee wereagreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was then adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
— by which the concurrent resolution was adopted was laid on 
the table. 


DAYS OF GRACE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R.5105) to abolish days of grace on promissory 
notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on all notes, drafts, checks, acceptances, bills of 


exchange, bonds, or other evidences of indebtedness made, drawn, or 
2 any person or operas after this act shall take effect, and in w 


ere is no ex pulation to the contrary, no grace, accord to the 
custom of weerchente. shall be allowed in the District of Golumabis bee the 


same shall be due and payable as therein ex , Without grace. 
Sue. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from the date of ap- 
proval of the bill. 


Amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In lines 5 and 6 strike out the following words, “ this act shall take effect,” 
and insert in lieu thereof, after the word “after,” in line 5, the following 
vee, lst day of January, 1897.” 

ion 2. 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. ; [call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6994) ting to the sale of gas in the District 
of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Weshington Gas 
of Columbia is suthiorized to charge lig’ 
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vessel of bil —_ 

Fecthod wits a cladinn othe ovis of Meitaat Wet gmc 

the test paper is found tohave taken place this is to be held conclues. .. \ 

gas supplied eee ae oo in the ee oe 
. Colun 

Shall st any one thne be of lass illuminating power or of less purity th. : 


cording to the standard just heretofore given, it shall be so reported |), 
inspector and meters to the i or persons supp!) ing 
the same, who shall be subject to a penalty of $100, to be recovered befor. :\,, 
_of the trict of Columbia aforo. 
y day during which such violation shall cont), 
however, That if it shall appear that such deviation from the a 
y ordinary care and py). 
dence, but was occasioned by some unavoidable causes, then the said penalty 


& gas meter in servics jn 
’ . ed, proved, and seale.. a3 
rg my for by the act of March 3, 1878, entitled ““An act making appro)):iq. 

vernment of the District of Columbia fu, )),, 
and for other purposes,” for each and oy.) 
of $100, to be recover, l 


ted by the Commissioners of the Dis‘ rict 
and assist generally in the work po. 

of gas and meters, and his com. 
additional inspector of lamps 
his compensation shal! be sx) 


ie 
& 
5 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. . [desire toask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill the reason for fixing the price of gas furnished 
by the Georgetown Gas Li ee at 31.25 en in- 
stead of at $1, the price orized to be aap y the Washing- 
ton Gas Light Company in the first section of the biil. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. , in reference to the bil! under 

consideration, the committee has taken a different method of vet- 

ting at the facts from that heretofore pursued by Congress. I). 

question considered by your committee has not been what «1s 

eee in —a wwotigated te — or po a The ques- 

tion t we have investi is, muc gas cost the 
consumers? 


ompanies here delivering it to their Some weeks since 
Lad a letter to the W: Gas Light Company asking 
them fora sworn statement of their business affairs for the year 
1895, showing, first, the amount of cash and assets on hand on 
January 1, 1895; second, the total receipts during the year 1%), 
and the total disbursements for the same period. 


peri 
That statement was rendered under oath by the secretary of the 
and from the statement the committee found that the 
cubic foot for the year 1895 was 
park lamps, street lamps, and from 
that, eee aa This was the 
total recei company for their product for 
other hand, acted shows that the 
: For 


t, $198,305.86; 
for interest paid on bonds, 006, and for di dis, $600,000. 
Now, here comes the question that interested the committe« ani 
which is of interest to the le of Washington; that is, how 
mitch did this gas, for which company received $1,157,219, 


cost the company, delivered tothe consumers? The company slow 
by their statement that for oil, coal, taxes, and all general ex- 
of manufacture and distribution they paid out $625,075). 
amount of gas made by the company was about 90)).(()).()) 
cubic feet. It costs them, delivered to the consumers, 6.2% cents 
per ee cae or ge to the ee the 
company, is what it costs, pepeness aeit. ivered to the con- 
Ltt 
gas . 

Now, toanswer the inquiry of the gentleman from Missouri. by 
ene of Washington at $1 per thou- 
sand feet, and in what was known asthe city of George- 
town at $1.25 per thousand feet. oo Company 
made in 1895 38,000,000 feet of gas; the Washington com) ny 
900,000,000 feet. The statements submitted by the Georgetown 


company, pepe: Sum of years, show that gas has cost them 


more than $1 per ee earcen tT 
thousand in excess of the cost pee tothe Washington company. 
ee ae company, and the 

sale of the gas, it has cost them more delivered to their «n- 
sumers than that manufactured by the Washington Gas [i<!' 
Company. The statement of that company for a series of ya's 
also shows that they have not been able to earn quite enone): to 
pay the fixed dividend of 8 per cent on their without any 

accumulated. 


. In this estimate of the cost of gas to the Wxs)- 
ea cents per thousand—there is recken«! the 
ia a $72,000, is there not’ 


0, sir. 
Mr. GROUT. What is meant, where the statement «1's 
improv ~ 


that the total disbursements were as 


$198,305. interest bonds, 000. : 
mer BABOOOK: Lesplained that uatver fally, but I wil again 


~ 
7: 
+ 








1896. 
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Mr. GROUT. No; but this item of $72,000 for interest stands 


in the sworn statement. That must be, I presume, 
interest on the cost of the plant. } 
Mr. BABCOCK. That is the amount that the company paid 


Mr. MILNES. Bonds amounting to $1,200,000. 
Mr. BABCOCK. If you add that amount paid as interest to 
the cost of the gas, it would be an addition of about 8 cents per 


d feet. 
oie, GROUT. I simply wanted to understand the statement. 
I believe it does not that $72,000 was interest on bonds. 
Mr. BABCOCK. cost per foot—69.28 cents—covers all 
money n for salaries, taxes, distribution, ma- 


ufacture, etc.—all in order to 
i man ’ oa 

<i the gas to the customers. Let me aap fextiet to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that the present price of gas in George- 
town is $1.50 per thousand feet as against $1.25 in the city of 


Wrnis bill proposes 


would raise the illuminating power about 15 per cent. 
alee has been able to figure up how much it will reduce the 
income of the y to make this reduction of 25 cents per 
000 a year; but — been impossible for us 
how much improvement in quality o 
— of i power—would cost the company, whether 
it will add 5 per cent, or 15 per cent to the cost of the 
gas. Taking the ess of 1895 asa basis and figuring the gas 
at $1 per thousand, the company would still be left in such a posi- 
tion bat they could pay the dividend of 10 per cent on their cap- 
ital stock, unless the increased cost of on account of the in- 
creased power should @ material reduction in 
the amount of realized by the company. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask my colleague on the 
committee as to the necessity for the last paragraph of section 5, 
in the following words: 

That an of shall be appointed by said Commissioners, and 
his com) shall be per annum. 

I wish to ask because the inquiry was propounded to me by sev- 
eral gentlemen, and I was not able toanswer it. Is this a new tax 

the District of Columbia revenues, or is it already provided for 


pen o and ion made for it in one of the general appro- 
priation 


Mr. BABCOCK. This is for an additional inspector of lamps 
in the District of Columbia. The Commissioners have asked for 
it, stating that their force at present available is not sufficient 


for the p and that when complaints were made about the 
quality of gas and the conditions of the lamps they were 
unable to attention to them because of the lack of force. 
Mr. . Ewould suggest to my friend from Wiscon- 
sin that section 5 ought to go out of the bill, because the regular 
bill the force necessary for the District of 


umbia. Imake no comment now as to the merits or demerits 
vided, and can be provided, i tthe ne Hatio bill; yn 
and can , in the ropriation bill; an 
think gentleman in charge of the bill should consent that 
stricken out and the force provided for in the 


Mr. RICHARDSON, Let me ask my friend from Missouri if 
there is such a provision in the legislative bill or any other app’ 


ro- 
priation bill, for an of lamps for the District of Columbia? 
. there in It is provided in the regular appro- 


Mr. ; 

priation bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is one, I know, but it is not sufficient, 
and the ask this increase. 

het . Still, if my friend will allow me, if an- 


[ 


required, it will be only to ide for it in the 
avpropriation bil, instead of on this bill, and T think the 
Se en eee ene. 

. « Isuggest, therefore, at the time, that 
the allow the provision to go out of the bill, and if neces- 
sary the Commissioners can present this question to the Senate 
oes and provision can be made for it in 


the 

Mr. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. : is only one question, and that is 
this: I will ask my friend from Missouri whether such a pro- 


: 


d 
: 


& 
= 


from the 


Senate, would be obnoxious to the 


. It would not, because a force of inspectors is 


rey, Ree en Nal now. 

ay ar, I was absent from the Hall a few moments, 

when from Wisconsin was explaining the bill. 
here wa oir S to the price of gas in George- 
Mr. RICHARDSON. it i 


will say to the gentleman from Mis- 


why 








+ 





| 


the gas—this | amps. They are not paid for by the thousand feet. 





souri that while he was out my colleague made a statement and 
explanation with reference to the price of gas in Georgetown as 
compared with that in Washington. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desive to amend at the 
proper time the first paragraph of the bill, and hope the gentle 
man in charge will accept the amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. What amendment does the centleman sug- 
gest? 

Mr. DOCKERY.. After the word ‘‘feoet,” in line 8, 
section of the bill, insert: 

Except that gas consumed in public lamps for li »Z 
ways, and pblic grounds in the District of Columbia shall! be pa 
rates a3 Congress may from time to time prescribe 

In other words, I wish to except from the operation of the first 
section public lamps, so as to bring this bill in harmony with the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. But if the gentleman will permit me, this is 
not proposed to cover street lighting at all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not cover the street lighting? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It strikes me that the amendment would 
be wholly unnecessary. Congress has the right, of course, when 
it makes the appropriation, to fix the rate ut which street lighting 
shall be done. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This has no reference whatever to street 


in the first 


rhtinw ti +r , oh 


- ss 
h 


They are 
paid for at an annual rate, and this is not intended to cover street 
lighting at all. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Line 7 in this first paragraph 
covers it—‘the rate of not exceeding,” ete. Of course you can 
change that rate as you please. , 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. 

Mr. BABCOCK. At the request of several gentlemen on the 
floor, Mr. Speaker, the committee consents to strike out section 5 
of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think only the last item in section 5, 
not all of the section. But beginning with line 5 of section 5. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, beginning with line 5, the provision in 
the following words: 


That an additional inspector of lamps shall be appointed, etc. 
Mr. PITNEY. I think you had better strike out the whole par- 


agraph. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, let the entire paragraph go ont, 
because all of it is properly and should be included in the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Very weil. 
entire section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was crdered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill S. 1247, and I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
may be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is that the free-library bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be better to 
consider it in the usual way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Grout). 
from Missouri objects. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance 
of a free public library and reading room in the District of Colum- 
bia, with Mr. PayNE in the chair. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Then I move to strike out the 


The gentleman 


Be it enacted, etc., That afree public library and reading room is hereby 
established and shall. be maintained in the District of Columbia, which shall 
bethe property of the said District and a supplement of » public educa 
tional system of said District. All actions reiating to such library, or for 


the recovery of any penalties lawfully established in relation thereto, shall 
be bro tim the name of the District of Columbia, and the (Commissioners 
of said District are authorized on behalf of said District to accept and take 
title toall gifts, bequests, and devises for the purpose of aiding in the main- 
tenance or endowment of said library; and the Commissioners of said District 
are further authorized to receive as component parts of said library collee- 
tions of books and other publications that may be transferred to them. 

SEc. 2. t all persons who are permanent or temporary residents of the 
District of Columbia shall be entitled to the privileges of said library, includ 
the use of the books contained therein, as a lending cr circulating hibrary, 

tesuch rules and regulations as may be lawfully established in rela 


on. ib 
Sc. 3. That the said library shall be in chargeof a board of library trustees, 
purchase the books. magazines, and newspapers, und procure the 


who shall ' 
appendages for such library. The said board of trustees shall be 
composed nine members, each of whom shall be a taxpayer iv the District 


su 
ti 











of Columbia, and shall serve without com tion. They shall be ted 

the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and shall hold office for 

six years: Provided, That at the first meeting of the said board the mem- 

bers shall be divided by lot into three classes. The first ¢ composed of 
years; the second 


three members, shall hold office for two class, com 

of three members, shall hold office for four years; the third class, composed of 
three members, shall hold office for six years. Any vacancy occurring in said 
board shall be filled by the District Commissioners. Said board shall have 
power to provide such regulations for its own organization and government 
as it may deem necessary. 

Suc. 4. That the said board shall have power to provide for the p: ver care 
and preservation of said library, to p rules fo> taking an: 
books, to fix, assess, and collect fines and penalties for the loss of or injury to 
books, and to establish all other needful rules and regulations f 
—— of the lib as the said board shall deem proper. 

trustees shall appoint a librarian tc have the care and superintendence of 
said library, who shall be responsible to the board of trustees for the sneer 
enforcement of all rules and tions lawfully established in relation 

to said library. The said librarian shall appoint such assistants as the board 
shall deem meceesary % the proper conduct of the library. The said board 
of library trustees shall make an annual report to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia relative to the m 

Sec. 5. That said livr shall be loca in some convenient place in the 
aty of Washington to be designated by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia upon the recommendation of the trustees of said li : Provided, 
That in any municipal buil to be hereafter erected in said rict suit- 
able provision shall be made for said library and reading room sufficient to 
accommodate not less than 100,000 volumes. 

Suc. 6. That the expenses of the maintenance of said library, fatiation 
salaries of cp porens, shall be treated as among the current municipal ex- 

Sabaiatn te 


ment of the said library. 


penses of said is hereby made the duty of the Commissioners 
of the District of am ude these expenses in the annual estimates 
of the District of Columbia, transmitted by them to Congress, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act of June 11, 1878, regulating the transmission of 
said estimates and the appropriations by to meet th: 


© same. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the Com- 
mitcee on the District of Columbia of this House, we favorably re- 

rt this bill. It is aSenate bill, to take the place of the House bill 
Erst reported. This bi'l is different from the House bill only in the 
additions that are made in line 13, page 2, to line 16, and then the 
striking out of the section numbered 6 in the ori bill. The 
egmacaae favor this bill because they think it is better of the 

wo. 

We would impress upon the members of the House that it is a 
bill which is of great importance to the citizens of this District. 
The Congress of the United States has, to a certain extent, under- 
taken to be a commen council for the District of Columbia, and 
for that reason it must take care of measures such as this. 

This public lib is necessary for the city of Washi , be- 
cause we all know that it is one of the t cities of the country, 
the a— of our nation, and many millions of dollars have been 
——- ed in beautifying its surroundings and ornamenting its 
public buildings; but in this one matter of a public library the 
city is entirely deficient. It may be said, concerning books in the 
District of Columbia, that in the midst of plenty there is great 
want; or, as the mariner said when in mid ocean— 

Water, water, everywhere, 
Nor any drop to d , 

You have here the great Congressional Library, the poe 
mental libraries, and private libraries to the number, possibly, of 
50, but there is not in the city of Washington asingle library which 
the common, average citizen can use at his discretion, taking 
therefrom books at such hours as he can devote to such * 
taking the books home to inform himself upon such things as the 
citizens of this District and of this country ought to be informed 


upon. 

This want is sought to be met by this bill. If gentlemen will 
take the trouble to examine the report of the Senate committee 
and the report made by the House committee, they will find that 
all the citizens of the ct seem to be unanimous in favor of 
the passage of such a bill. The Commissioners of this District 
aomey recommend its , pomeees. The labor o izations of the 
District are unanimously in favor of it. -five thousand 
school children over the age of 12, who need books such as will 
be provided in this way, demand the of such abill, The 
public press of the District is unanimous in favor of it. It is a 
want which can be met only in this way. 


eS oe m is the only great city of 
the coun which there is ones public library elstebesd 
at the public expense. A year agosome of the publi cit- 
izens of created a public library, which they are 
maintaining by private subscriptions. If this bill is we 
have the assurance of General 


reely, the president of that asso- 
ciation, that the library so constituted be transferred to the 
trustees, and that will be the foundation of the great library which 
is to resuit in the future, 


The report also gives us statistics as to the various libraries 
throughout thecountry. In the rie Gace ante city of Balti- 
more . Pratt met the want there, and established a 


t free li ; but that li is maintained at the public 
aan ank tun ante ae a of ours over 600 
at the bic v b hy seat . ao ears 

ublic nse, a 5 Ow, as - 
snout in icint efteninistechor with tip Disteles in Ste owen aiieien, 
we think it no more than proper that this bill should be passed, 
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that the matter of ae such a library should be an item 


of public expense, to be pro 
ner of such e 


hastily read the bill as it passed 
gentleman 
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ae for according to the usual map. 
Mr, CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. | have 
e Senate. understand the 
now to ask the House to pass the Senate })j}|? 


Mr. WE GTON. Yes. 
Mr.CANNON. AsI understand from the reading of it, | fail 


to find any a riation, definite or indefinite, in it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. There is no a propriation in the bill, and 
no appropriation can be made unless it comes before Congress ang 
is a part of the public expense of the District, and then it would bo 


appropriated for in the a ation bill as are all other items of 


e annual ae of trict. 

Mr. CANNON. It does provide that this library board, to be 
appointed by the District Commissioners, shall have authority to 
appoint a li , and that that librarian shall have power to 
oes as many assistants as the board may deem necessary, 

I take it that staff is not to be appointed 
or the librarian to be appointed either, until estimates have been 
submitted and Congress shall have appropriated the money, cither 
in bulk or in detail, for that expense. Is that the gentleman's up- 
derstanding? 

Mr. LINGTON. That is the idea, and thatin the mean- 
time such public subscriptions as are aoe may be received, 
There y have been accumulated, as I understand, $9 ,()\) sub- 
scriptions by the citizens of the District, which will be transferred 
= handed over to these trustees as soon as they organize the 

Mr. CANNON. I fail to find eee in the bill, and 
therefore I would ask the tleman ere is such, as would en- 
~ this library board, g the creature of Congress, if the bill 


enacted, to expend any money, however the money may be ob- 
tained, until it is first authorized by Congress. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. I think no e diture can be made of 


the nblic money unless it is authorized y Congress in an appro- 


on bill. 
Mr. CANNON. I suppose if the bill should be enacted there is 
time in which to make a roster and make such appropriation as 


might be n ? 
. WELLINGTON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman has answered the question asI 
Sees he would, and it seems to me that we agree as to the legal 
effect of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wanttosayawordtothe gentleman. [have 


been informed that quite sums of money have already and will 

of trustees that this bill creates from 

private sources as well as a large number of books? 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose without legislation, however, that 

a trust of this kind, created by Congress, 

submitted as other estimates are sub- 

for final legislation. And I take it that the 

have been made can be utilized until they are used 
or other provision is made, 

Mr. There will be nothing in the bill to prevent 


the seas of . . 
Mr.C ON. Thesubscriptions might be received. I believe, 
are authorized. 

. They are authorized to receive the sub- 


ee eee of 4 Dew authorised on behalf of said Dis. 
ct accept take gifts, uests, devises for the purpose 0 
eet said lib 


or rary; and the Commis- 
sioners of said District are further au to receive as component parts 


thorized 
Ce eee + ee et other publications that may be trans- 


It seems to me that these su and may be received 
at once; but if the bill eet eee seems to me that 
u must get an a before “here can really, prac- 
bea step taken would look toward opening the library 


ti ’ 
so as to make an ture of money. 

Mr. WELLIN . I think that would be the idea—that no 
— steps would be taken until Congress made the appropri 


Mr. DOCKERY. eI desire to ask the gentleman if he will accept 

this proviso to the last section: a cvecren 
less Congres 

shall have first made an appropriation for the objects herein stater 

Mr. WELLINGTON, I think that would be agreeable to the 
committee. It certainly is to me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the committee will accept the amend- 
ment? | . 
Mr. WELLINGTON. I see no objection to it. The committe? 


ae St eens tleman 
- Mr. McMILLIN, Tisaa te condlioadt on eccnpted. 
Mr. DOCKER 


Y. Lask unanimous consent to offer this amend- 








1896. 





Mr. RICHARDSON. Move it as an amendment. 


The C . General debate has been closed. _ 
Mr. Y. Loffer the following proviso to section 6. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That no liabilities shall be incurred under this act unless Con- 
gress shall have first made appropriation for the objects herein stated. 
Mr. DOCKERY. That comes in after the word ‘‘same,” in line 
4, 
10 of PWELLINGTON. That is an amendment to the last section 
bill. 
ofr DOCKERY. It is a proviso to the last section of the bill. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, if it is in order, I submit the 
following amendment in place of the amendment proposed by the 
gen from Missouri. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont proposes a 
substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend by striking out section 6, on page 4, and inserting in lieu thereof 


the followtag: 

“ expenses of maintenance of said library, includ - 
aries of 1 the ee. shall be charged upon the revenues of the Distr eet 
Columbia.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I withdraw my amendment for the time 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Vermont is offered as a substitute for the section. The question 
will be first taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri in order to perfect the text. 

The amendment of Mr. DocKERY was adopted. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to no man in my desire 
to see the national capital become the Mecca of the scientific and 
fashionable world all over this planet. I fully ees every- 

ing that has been said by the ardent friends of this measure in 

of the establishment of a public lib in this city, but I 
am y opposed to having the people of Vermont and of all 
the States in this Union taxed for a purpose here in the city of 
Washington such as no man on this floor would be bold enough to 
advocate in his own district. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. If the gentleman will yield to mea mo- 
ment, I wish tosay that he seems to be mistaken when he says that 
the State of Vermont will be taxed for this library under this bill, 
because in effect, when the Government assumes to pay one-half 
of the expenses of the District of Columbia, it is not as a gift to 
the city of Wi or to the District. As the gentleman 
probably knows and understands, if the property in this District 
were to be taxed as it would be under a municipal government. 
where the people had a right to govern themselves, we would have 
to contribute about as much as we do now, and this bill only pro- 

to treat the se of this library as a portion of the mu- 

of District. 
. PO Mr. Chairman, the explanation of the gentle- 
from Maryland does not touch the point that I raise. This 
is not anew one. It hasbeen here before, and the older 
know exactly what it means. This is nothing but the 
wedge to the expenditure of millions of money for the 
on of a mammoth public library in the future, ‘with thou- 
and thousands of expense every year to be incurred in main- 
ng that li 
’ 


brary. 
ow, whatis the necessity for this library that is prayed for, 
we are all the people of this District? It is asked for 
the rs; it is asked for by the Confederation of 
bor; the oe in charge of the bill says that the public 
asks it, and,in fact, I have no doubt that every man, 
and child in the District of Columbia is clamoring tohave 
this expense incurred, one-half of which will ultimately be a 
charge upon the people of these United States, and the constit- 
uents of every member on this floor will have 2 as 
Now, the argument that the le of District ask 


a 


a 


i 


A 


zee 


we had chosen to incur for some pur- 

Let me inquire what would be thought of a 
South Carolina who should 
to tax the people of that State for 
for the residents of the State capital? 
amember of the legislature of Vermont 
ask to have the people of 
library in the town 


velleentpelier, the State capital, f the vot the le of Mont- 
or the use e of Mon 
— any such proposition ever been made in any of our 
me to interrupt him, 

I will say that just such a proposition has been made in the State 
Vi Heiponitica the people of Vermont to con- 
tribute out of the ee rears: © leery in the 


_— 


[ 
| 
: 
! 
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Mr. POWERS. Exactly. We have a law in our State, as they 
have in many of the States, by which the State treasury appro- 
priates a uniform sum for all the towns in the State to aid them in 
maintaining libraries, andi? this bill was broad enough, catholic 
enough, sensible enough in its spirit and its language to provide 
for the establishment of libraries in the several States as well as 
in the District of Columbia, my colleague's criticism would be 
exactly in point. But it is not. The proposition here is to tax 
the people of the United States—for doing what? Not for paying 
a part of the municipal expenses of the District of Columbia 
incurred for the maintenance of their streets, lights, water, and 
other necessary municipal expenses, but for the creation of what 
may be termed a luxury in this city. What demand is there for 
this, Mr. Chairman? The reports show that the city of Wash- 
ington to-day has more books per capita than any other city on 
the face of the globe. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, 
a question? 

r. POWERS. I will answer that question that you are going 
to askin amoment. [Laughter.] As I have said, this city has 
more books per capita than any other city on the face of the globe, 
and all that it is necessary to doin order to accommodate the pub- 
lic demand for a library is to pass a bill opening the Congressional 
and the other existing libraries in Washington to the public. But 
what are the facts? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. PowErs] has expired. 

Mr. POWERS. [ask alittle further time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that the gentleman from Vermont be 
allowed time to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, all that Congress has to 
do in order to provide books for every man, woman, and child in 
the city of Washington is to open the doors of the libraries we 
now have. We are told that the Congressional Library, contain- 
ing seven or eight hundred thousand volumes, is not open to the 
common people of the city of Washington. Why not? Because 
Congress hes authorized such regulations as practically close it to 
them. But the power remains in our hands to remove those reg- 
ulations and to open the doors of that Library to the people. What 
guaranty have we that this new library will not be locked up in 
the same way that every other library in the city of Washington 
has been locked up? 

We have been told that the libraries in the several Departments 
of the Government here are not available to the clerks in those 
Departments because the clerks are kept busy until 4 o'clock 
p. m., and at that time the doors of the librariesareclosed. Very 
well. Then pass a vote that will keep the doors of those libraries 
open until 5 o’clock. That will not cost the people of this coun- 
try anything; it will not cost the people of the District of Colum- 
bia anything. In that way those books will be open to the em- 
ployees of the Departments. Now thecommon people, the labor- 
ing men of the city of Washington, can get access to all the 
libraries we have here, provided Congress Eas the good sense to 
resolve by legislation that it will open the doors of these libraries 
to those people. That is all that is required. 

In this day of economy, when this Republican Congress is 
pledged to an economical administration of public affairs, I wish 
to remind my Republican friends that they can not afford to open 
a gap here for the expenditure of millions of money that will come 
hereafter. I want to point out to the country that the representa- 
tives that they send here are doing for the people of this city what 
never would be done for their people at home. We are told, Mr. 
Chairman, that the act of union which made the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Government of the United States copartners in 
the administration of affairs in this city obligates Congress to 
make these generous appropriations. I deny it. There is noth- 
ing in the act of 1878, there is nothing in any legislation upon 
this subject anywhere, that obligates Congress to spend a copper 
in this way unless it sees fit todo so. It was never contemplated 
that the people of the nation should be taxed for every conceiva- 
ble luxury or extravagance that the people of this city might 
demand at their hands. 

Again, it is said that the Government owns a large amount of 
pro in this District which is not taxed and that therefore it 
ought to contribute to various expenses of the District. What are 
the facts about that? The property that is owned by the Govern- 
ment of the United States in this District is a class of property 
that is nontaxable the world over. Who ever heard of taxing 
Government property for the payment of local expenditure? Who 
ever heard of taxing, for instance, a statehouse in the capital of 
one of the States for the maintenance of the government of the 
city where it is located? 

. WILLIAMS. Montpelier does not tax your capitol build- 
ing in Vermont. 

-POWERS. No, sir; Montpelier does not tax our State cap- 
itol, and Montpelier does not tax any public property that belongs 


\ 





Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 











2610, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. Marcu 9 


to the State of Vermont. Such a thing has never been heard of. 
All the euthorities on this subject lay it down as a fundamental 
ition that public pay can not be taxed for private ends. 
But this act of union that was inaugurated by a ring of real- 
estate speculators at the outset, and has been kept on foot by the 
same agencies since, provided that the United States Government 
should go to bed with the District of Columbia and incur one-half 
of the expenses of running this city and District. Now, whether 
that was a wise or an unwise scheme at the outset, it has 
an eminentiy unwise one in practice. The people of this ct 
are continually clamoring for more and more out of the public 
Treasury. They are not content to have us educate their aideen, 
maintair: their streets, light their city, provide them with water, 
and do everything of that sort; but we have been called upon 
recently to appropriate money to support their private charities, 
to pay ont any sort of voluntary contribution which they may 
see fit to demand at our hands. And there are plenty of gentlemen 
in Congress only too willing to open the pocketbook of the Gov- 















it was to provide an illuminating standard of 1,000 candlepower 
and yet in my own little town in Vermont we are paying {. 
ee arc - hts - ‘ons in the town of 
colleague, the en ; are ing the 
same price, Wh ‘should we come here and, the beneiit of 
the lle of the of Columbia, pay just double the mon:y 
for fighting the streets of the that is elsewhere? J 

Mr. C , the only sensible thing for Congress to do is to 
put this diture in the pending bill on the treasury 
of the people of this District, who are to have the exclusive bene {it 
of it, and then you are doing exact justice and equal justice :, 
your own constituents. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman consent to my ame i- 
ment to his amendment? 

Mr. PO I have no o ion to the amendment of t)s 
gentleman from Missouri, has been upon already, 
and I will modify my amendment according y; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont moves, as a 


for 
my 





ernment for this purpose. substitute to the pending amendment, amodification of his ame 1i- 
As I was saying, Mr. Chairman, public pr is nowhere, | ment in the form which the Clerk will now read. 

except in the city of Washington, subject to tion for local | The Clerk read as follows: 

benefit, and why should it be here? location of the capital 


Sec. 6. That all the expenses of the maintenance of said library, including 
of the e shall 


charged the revenues of Distric 
of Columbia: bility shall be to 
a 


at this point and the erection of the various — buildings that be 
oC en ie eS be incurred under this act un- 
ngress ve made 
stated. 


have been put up here since the capital was located here have en- 
hanced the value of the property of the residents of this District 
a hundredfold or more. y, then, in justice should gentlemen 
insist that we should go beyond the fair limit and scope of the 
original act of union and be made to contribute to all these ex- 


ppropriation for the objects herein 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute which has just been read. 


they are asking of this too much, and the time is close 
at hand when they will be driven back to take care of themselves. 
The ~ of this country will never stand this extraordinary de- 
mand, this extravagance of expense, that is continually pressed 
upon us here in Congress. 

This public property ought not to be taxed; but we have agreed 
that it may be to a reasonable extent. Now, let us live up like 
men to that agreement. It is the law of the land. And it is no 
answer to say, “‘ Why don’t you bring in a bill to repeal the law?” 
os an old —— that has been re on this ere the 

t ten years. It amounts to nothing. begging ques- 
tion. We are repealing the law so far as this proposition is con- 
cerned if we adopt thisamendment. Weare putting the 
of this public library wu the people who are to have the fit 
of it. people of nation are to have no advantage from 
this library unless they come here tolive. Many members of Con- 

in both Houses are residents in the city of Washington and 

here. They are directly interested in having this bill 

But, sir, if I owned property in this District I should 

eel myself disqualified from voting on this question on the ground 
that I a present, personal, financial interest in it. 

But I do not care anything about that. The simple fact is that 


travagant expenses? True, they ask for it; and theydosoforthe| Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, my from Vermont, the 
very good reason that they want these eee not want to | gentleman last upon the floor, is troubled in his mind about t)is 
; pay more than 50 cents on the dollar for . Mr. Chairman, | “ arrangement,” as he calls it, between the of the whole 
re with all due respect to the good people of this District, I say that | country and the people of the District of Columbia. I harily 


look upon it as an engene. in the of the term as 
the gentleman expresses The e of the United States, Mr. 
Chairman, are prams the ict of Columbia, and that fact 
should not be lost sight of; and they are doing it in their own 


way. 

I do not understand that there is any union between the peo) le 
of the District of Columbia and the Government. The 
General Government is supreme here, and has inaugurated a sys- 
tem. This — commenced in 1878, by which Congress pro- 
vided that shall be an equal division of the municipal 
expenses of the District of Columbia between the _— of the 
District and the people of the whole country, each bearing one 
a nae ee gga 2 eee a 

pray om *o controls expenditure of every dollar 
of money in District. 

In other words, the of the District have no voice whatever 
in the government of butare under the control of Con- 
=> I Se ee ae aunion,” as the gen- 
the 


2 
+3 
e 
C. 
ee 
om 
ie 
7 
: 
a 
$ 
. 


it. a is not. aeaeabenin enee ot 
power of Congress premises. e people of the 

District no voice in the matter and have not now. Congress 
to suit itself, and it ought now to be willing 


made the arrangement 
it is one of the extrav: that the le of the District of | to stand by that arrangement. And my colleague also says let us 
Columbia desire to indulge in for ves. If they must have | live up to that 


a library let them pay forit. Ihave ted out the fact that there 
is noneed for one, that the claim is veriest nonsense in view of ) 
the conditions existing here, with thenumber of libraries accessible, | country got inte bed with the people of the District of Colum|ia, 
by legislation | andsoforth. Mr, Chairman,I must object to this characterization 
opening the libraries already here to the public. I have pointed organic act of this r. 
out the fact that if the library is to be built by anybody at allit| After having thus ——— the of this act, he says let 
should be built by the people themselves who are to be benefited ae we ees later we see how he proposes to 
by it, and ae people at large, who have no interest in the says the idea of ec or of 


In 
cnapeumentaaieeonen the people of the country by a ‘ring of 


the first a stigmatizes it as 
land speculators” in Washington by which the of the whole 


whatever. the towns of Vermont, for instance Montpelier, the capital of tle 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if the library is such a good thing as is | State, for a li like this would be considered terous by 
claimed b the advocates of this measure, why not allow an amend- | the people of the But I reminded him that just exactly that 


— is done in the State of Vermont, for we have a law to the 
pn pte for a public 

thesame , Will give a fixed 
coun ec Gn Ganakem, | Somakeenaaeie. Many towns 12 


true the State treasury does contribute to 1 support of libraric 
0 ermon 

believe that libraries form a part of the public education. 
the State omg aoe pony 

appropriated by the ; but the is this: 

bia a seatistum 22 Celeniat over tax ier Btebanee, or any 


other State to that? ; 
Mr. GROUT. Ty is to do it here. But I am 
obliged to the gentleman for my attention specifically to 


ment, such as that ee Sea Se 


eee 
ati 
"tl 
Fae 
5 
i 
| 


eens oe beh ot De ee _ a o . 
where an made every arc a sagouianioaa, 
fegrier oo streets of city, and according to the bill It is built of Barre granite, best country affords, and 
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an addition in which is the State library, and this is 
is wibiic building or buildings belonging to the State that 
are in Montpelier; and everyone see at a glance that 
with that single builtins ne ew of Vermont does not furnish 
with W: en re am cnehalt of the 

here belongs nited States Government. 

real esttxe whole State does not bear one-half of the munici 
expenses of Montpelier, and the reason is obvious. The situation 

is entirely different from what it is here. 



































They provide that every town may, out of its municipal fund, es- 
tablish a public library—and there is every reason for it, if not 
_— reason for it, in this city—and when they have done that 

ey shall have $100 as a premium out of the public treasury. 
Every town is allowed to provide for itself and assess its taxable 
property precisely as is proposed in this case. 

The gentleman speaks about the arrangement for opening the 
Congressional Library. He says that all that is to be done is for 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to do it. Ah, Mr. 
Chairman, that is not an easy problem. Let the gentleman him- 
self propose to open the Congressional Library every night and 
he will find it not so easy a matter. But suppose that were done. 
It is not located in the central part of the city. Neither is the 
new Library building, nor the library connected with this House, 
in this building, located so that it would be accessible for the labor- 
ing people. It is not centrally located for the people of the Dis- 
trict. It should be located within reasonable reach of the people 
who would be its patrons. Mr. Chairman, I think this proposi- 
tion for a free library every way a worthy one. In no place is it 
sO necessary as an antidote and offset to the diversions of a great 
city as in the great city itself. 





& 


ere. The gentleman is so filled with a strange sort of spirit— 
hardly know what to call it—that he all the time keeps attacking 
this half-and-half system of expense and saying in su ce it is 
unfair, and then he will say, ‘Let us live up to the contract,” 
and, Mr. from it all Iam quite unable to understand 
what he 


means. 
The time of Mr. Grout having expired, by unanimous consent 
(on motion of Mr. WELLINGTON), he was allowed to continue his 


question there? He is stating that the Government owns; Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me? The last 
more one-half property in this District. Congress refused to inaugurate a library which should be sup- 
Mr. @& . Yves. ‘ ported one half by the Government and the other half by the Dis- 
Mr. McMILLIN. In up that computation, do you not | trict of Columbia. Does the gentleman now propose to reverse 


include the very streets of the ict and the parks, which exist 
for the benefit of the city, rather than of the Government? 
Mr.GROUT. Idonot think the streets are included. Whether 
the parks are included or not, I can not say. Possibly they may 
be. I should suppose, upon the whole, they would be; but not the 


Mr. McMILLIN. Then I think the gentleman is mistaken in 


Mr. GROUT. Consider the vast amount of money in the pub- 
lic buil in this District, which are exclusively for the use of 
the Government. It is an immense amount, and upon a 
fair valuation it is said to be more than one-half. There is no 
parallel between M and Washington onthatline. Prob- 
ably the value of the ouse, as compared with other taxable 

in Montpelier, is not more than one to twenty or thirty, 
per: a larger number even, and I submit to my friend and 
whether it is at all fair to make the comparison. 

A word as to this ae percrmece in 1878, by which the 

tleman speculators foisted this plan of government upon 
the unsuspecting people of the country. I want to say to the 
oon ieee. ~ Sr ierching some = the =o oo tM 
men ever am g now to my colleague [Mr. 
Powers], because I can not but feel that he does not repre- 
sent the feeling of the State from which we come when he 
criticises and pitches into the people of the District of Columbia at 
every opportunity. Isay thisinall kindness. Mr. Chairman, that 
“Ti SS in 1878, of which the gentleman spoke, by 
land speculators put the e of the District and the 

into bed together, had the approval of such 
men as Edmunds M in the Senate, pretty good names 
not est the whole country; and in the 
House of such men as Judge Poland and C. W. Willard, if I am 
py god tam aed tem rong our Sti," Ant ts 
names, our . ese 

re from Vermont who, at dictation of this ring of 
land — _ Se ont 08 He. And, - Chair- 
man, approval o Representatives from 
Vi this Hoor and ha never been criticised by any of them 


a Yonmemnaeees reall om of 
of who as wing, nay want cone Weenie 
as 


that action? 

Mr. GROUT. No, Mr. Chairman; I do not propose to reverse 
any action of the former House, because that which the gentle- 
man alludes to was not the action of the former House. It was 
simply a failure to act. They did not approve it; but, if the gen- 
tleman will allow me, he does not state the case correctly. The 
House did not approve the bill—the last House—because it was 
mixed with another question. The bill then brought in proposed 
to take a portion of the public building being erected on the Ave- 
nue—which, I think, could well enough have been appropriated to 
that use—and that prevented action on the hill. My friend from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon], the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and my friend from Texas, Governor SAYERS, neither 
of whom has bad a word to say against the bill as now framed, 
were, I think, unnecessarily sensitive as to the bill of last session 
on the ground that it was to invade this building on the Avenue. 
They had been instrumental in appropriating the money to erect 
that building, and it was wise economy to make ample room or a 
large amount of room for public purposes. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman has referredtome. Let me put 
this question to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well. 

Mr. SAYERS. The public building on the Avenue known as 
the post-office building was authorized by Congress in order to 
provide for the Departments of the Government. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, does the gentleman contend that the gen- 
tleman from Dlinois and myself were wrong in opposing its use 
for library purposes? 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, do not wince. 

Mr.GROUT. Lamnotwincing. Iam only anxious to answer 

ou—— 

: Mr.SAYERS. Doesthegentleman contend that we were wrong 
in insisting that that building should only be used for the purposes 
for which it was erected? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, ! did not say you were wrong. 
I said that I thought you were unduly sensitive on the point of 
having a ion of that building used for a public library. 

Mr. SAVERS. Do not you think that gentlemen should be sensi- 
tive on questions of expenditure? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sensitively just, if you please. That is what 
I would have every man be in the expenditure of public money. 
But I thought then, and I think now, that the necessary space in 
that building for this library could not have been put to a better 
purpose than to have so appropriated it. But I say to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that neither of those gen- 
tlemen now object to the bill and I infer they are for it. 

Now, since gentleman has interposed this question, let me 
say that I think this library ought to goright into that building. It 
is where the people will go for their mails, it is centrally located, 
and the library would be more convenient of access there than 
anywhereelse. But at the same time this bill does not so provide. 
As Ii said a moment . the gentleman from Tennessee did not 
correctly state the action of the House a year or so ago, because he 
did not state it fully. 
aiiedl = ner . But ee gentleman does nave Sat. — 

y question of location, Congress re to shoulder 
one-half of the expense of this proposed li upon the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, neither I nor the gentleman 
know any such thing, for the statement is not correct. I do not 


g 
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discussed in the last Congress, because his memory is usually cor- 
rect, but gentlemen who are present now and who were presen 
on that occasion will remember that the ae stumbling block 
then was that the library proposed to invade this new building on 
the Avenue, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwas present and Iremember what occurred. 

Mr. GROUT, Then, Mr. Chairman, I can not account for the 
or. of the ae som memory. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. There are a great many things for which the 

tleman from Vermont can not account. 

Mr. GROUT. Thatisafact. Now, Mr. Chairman,I will not 
detain the committee longer. I believe that this library is some- 
thing which the cae et of Washington ought to have. There is 
one more question that I want to touch upon before I sit down. 
It is connected with the proposition of my colleague from Ver- 
mont [Mr. poms and it is this: He says let us carry out the 
contract. Hecalls it a contract; Ido not. I call it the sovereign 
act of the American people by their representatives in Congress, 
as I have already stated. But he says let us carry it out. 

Now, that act provided that the municipal expenses of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia should be equally divided between the people of 
the whole country and the people of the District, and the only 
question in that connection is, whether this proposed library is 
properly an item of “ municipal expense.” e only way to de- 
termine that question is by referring to the practice throughout 
the country. 

Now, a large number of cities have been referred to by the 
committee where the maintenance of libraries is re; ed as a 
legitimate item of municipal expense. I have here a list of cities, 
over fifty in number,as I am told, in which the maintenance of 

ublic li ies is treated as an item of municipal expense. And 
is — brings this proposition fully within the provisions of the 
act of 1878, beyond possible question, and, as I have already 
said, ev community, every State, which believes in libraries; 
which believes in education; which believes that intelligence, not 
ignorance, is the foundation on which the pillars of this Govern- 
ment rest, ought to favor this bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, theproposition contained in the 
sixth section of this bill is that the total expense of the main- 
tenance of this peer public library for the District of Colum- 
bia shall be included in the re annual estimates of the Com- 
missioners of the District and paid, one-half out of the National 
Treasury and one-half out of the District revenues. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowErs] proposes that 
the total —— of the library shall be paid out of the District 
revenues. I amin favor of that amendment and I hope it will 

vail. I think I can show that the amendment will do no in- 
Justice to the citizens of the District of Columbia, and that if i 
oes not prevail an injustice will be done to the public Treasury. 

The contract, so called, between the District of Columbia and 
the National Government contained in the act of 1878, which di- 
vides the an of the District government equally between the 
District and the National Treasury, has been much di and 
more or less misunderstood, but it is not necessary for me to say 
a word about it at this moment. There is some doubt raised also 
as to whether this public library is called for, and as to whether 
this cular me of providing for itis wise. But I ory, 
insist, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, tha 
there is a public demand for this li , it is a demand for some- 

to the District of Colum- 


thing which will be peculiarly benefi 
bia, and that the District revenues are a for the ae er 
of maintai it and should be devoted to a, T hold 
in my hand a table showing the estimate of the oners of 
the ct of Columbia of the revenues of this District for the 
fiscal year June 80,1897. Theirestimate is that those reve- 
nues will amount to $3,225,081.56. I have the figures here show- 
ing the revenues of the District of Columbia from the year 1890 


down to the t time, and I find that have never been 
lees than §2 434,700.91 That was in the year 1891; but in 
an 


were over $3,000,000 per annum. 
District are the result of an assessment, 
law. ee ee ee 
‘ore as 


The revenues of this 
the rate of which is fixed 
cent shall be levied, as a 
taxable property of the District of Columbia, and 
as ee ceaee uence is 

t the revenues increase from year to year. Now, gen- 
tlemen of the committee will observe that under the act of 1878 
these District revenues bear only one half of the general 


rate of assessment, upon 
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think the gentleman could have been present when that bill was 


Marcu 9, 





revenues of the District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897 
They are $3,225,081; leaving a surplus of $612,398. That is tl 


t | amount by which the revenues of the District for the next fis.) 


year will exceed the share of the District of the public burdens ¢ 
the District under the contract, so called—the act of 1878. There- 
fore, Mr. Chairman a of the committee, the District 
revenues fixed by law be so far in excess of the District bur. 
dens fixed by law that there will be ample money in the District 
treasury out of which to support and maintain this proposed p\)- 


lie lib: i 
Mr. GROUT. The District revenues, in other words, are just 
what Congress makes them. 
Mr. PITNEY. They are just what Congress has made them. 
Mr. GROUT. The matter is entirely under the control of (\y- 


gress. 

a ee So > _ om under Oe a of the law. 
ng power; it can or mE atanytime. T) 

law that one-half of the expenses of the District of Columbia 


shall be paid out of the public Treasury is also repealable. 
Mr. GROUT. y; but let an act be brought in for the 
—_ in a manly fashion. 

. PITNEY. Why does not the gentleman bring in a })i!! of 
that kind? We are now u a definite proposition—to 
ina te a public li here to maprorees out of some pub- 
lic fund. Out of what public fund it be supported? Shall 


it be supported entirely out of the public funds raised by iocal 
taxation, which are ample for the funds raised under a 
law which in this re tis fixed, so t the rate of assessment 
can not be ae thout ee of the as change which 
,ho one proposes shall this public library be supported out of 
a fund one-half of which is relaod by taxation upon citizens of 
the whole country? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DINGLEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker a tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Piatt, oneof its clerks, announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 5161) making appropria- 


tions for the De ent of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, to by the House of Representatives, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 


votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CvuLton, 
Mr. Quay, and Mr. CauLas the conferees on the of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate passed the bill 
(8. 1699) for the relief of William Loring Spencer; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 
FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Po committee again resumed its session, Mr. Payne in the 


c . 

ers Mr. oe, ws this question some upin 
mgress I opposed the passage of a measure providing for 

the establishment de free library in this District to be paid for 

one half by the Government and the other half by the citizens of 

the District, contending that it was a 1 and not a necessity. 


I opposed that measure on the same as Ido this. In the 
first Mr. I took the ground which my friend from 
Vermont . POWERS that there does not exist 


taken to-day, 
any necessity for this li from the fact that the Congressional 
is here, easily accessible to every citizen within the limits 
of the city—its ts subject to his use, either directly or indi- 
rectly. addition tothat, there isin _— every Department of 
the Government here a li for the tof the employees of 
the ent; es are easily accessible to resi- 
dents of the District if they desire to avail themselves of the privi- 


rt. WILLIAMS. Or can be made s0. 
Mr. TALBERT. Or, as my friend from Mississippi suggests, 
they abe uth Go Sceeadhhe, by Gat andlly be made & bY a little 


tion. 
ow, my friend from Vermont ye Grout] the 
ernment owns over one-half of in the District of 
Columbia. Even if that were a fact, do not at all admit, 
does that property read books? Does it want a library? 

This library if established will be solely for the benefit of the 
citizens or residents of the District of Columbia; the Government 
La ny Fars not be benefited by it either directly or indirectly, 
80 


an. ee aor ee Ms conkitehen ent of this 


says that the Gov- 


expenses 

of the District government, the other half ing out of the | free I have seen no petition has come to members 

National . What are the annual the District | of this House or residents of this District in favor 

of Columbia, as shown by the annual on bills? . The | of the establishment of this institution. It seems to me that mee 

— a priated for — ~: 1896 was $5,559,263.97. | demands come from members of none ee cxvect 
amount reported to ouse District own property here, especially those ve here 1 

bill for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1897, was only . | to live here the remainder of their lives, not from residents oT 


One-half of that comes out of the revenues of the What 
is one-half of that? It is $2,612,683. What are the estimated 


citizens of this District. Now, there seems to me, without making 
selfishness along with this demand. 


any charge, to be a little 
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Then, Mr. Chairman, it has been said on this floor that the em- 
ployees of this Government come here from every nook and corner 
of the: nation toreside. That is a fact which can not be denied. 
But let me tell you, Mr. Chairman, that twenty-odd million dollars 
is paid every on to these employees; and they are the best paid 
laborers on face of God’s green earth, receiving salaries any- 
where from $1,000 to $2,000, $2,500, and $3,000 a year, salaries 
which ought to enable them to buy books if they need them. 

are more able to do so than the laborers all over this broad 
nation, who are getting, many of them, not more than 50 cents a 
day, many of them less. Then, is it right to tax even these poor 
people for the benefit of others so much better paid? 

I say, then, it would be a great injustice to tax the great mass of 
the people in this case for the benefit of the few. Such a measure 
is against the theory of the Government under which we live. I 
say this bill is wrong in theory and wrong in practice. It is based 
upon a wrong principle; and consequently I am heartily in favor 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Vermont, which 
places the matter where it properly belongs,so that those who 
wish to dance must be made to pay the fiddler. 

Then, —e it has been argued here thatthere has been a union 
between General Government and the District of Columbia, 
and that the District of Columbia has no representative on this 
floor. This was done in 1878. Thatisafact. It is said that un- 
der the circumstances they can not without our assistance estab- 
lish a free library. Then, Mr. Chairman, let us wipe out this 

rovision in regard to a division of expenses, one-half to be paid 
by the Government and the other half by the people of the Dis- 
trict. Let us give these people a charter of theirown. Let them 
go ahead and establish a free library and pay for it out of their 
own pockets, asother citizens do throughout the length and breadth 
of this nation. 

It has been argued here that the legislatures of various States 
appropriate money for free libraries at the capitals of the respec- 
tive States. Admitting that such is the case, I say that it is wrong 
in principle, and we should not encourage any such thing here. 
Two wrongs do not make a right. By following so bad an exam- 
ple we can not give any sanction of justice or right to such a pro- 
ceeding. Ishall support the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Vermont, which requires the residents of the District 
of Columbia to have a free library, if they like, but requires them 
to do as other people do all over this broad land, pay for it out of 
their own ets. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will 

i to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Powers]. In the first place, sir, I want to say a word 
or two in answer to the charge made twice on the floor of this 
House—first by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers] and 
next by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], I 
believe—that the demand for this library does not come from the 

of the District of Columbia, but that it seems to emanate 
ess who are members of this committee 
e District of Columbia in the way of real 


estate. 

Mr. POWERS. I beg to say—— 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I do not wish to be interrupted. 

Mr. POWERS. I made no such statement as the gentleman 
imputes to me. 

. WELLINGTON. Well, the gentleman from South Caro- 

lina made that statement, and the gentleman from Vermont inti- 
mated the same 


Mr. TALBERT. feaid that these demands seem to come from 


Mr. TALBERT. If the shoe fits you or anybody else, you will 
have to wear it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. The statement was not as manly as if it 
had taken the form of a direct charge. Insinuation or innuendo 
of that kind is no more defensible than a direct statement. I 
want to say for myself that I own no property in the District of 
Columbia. 

TALBERT. I did not say you did. 
ane aero But you intimated Lam the monbere of 
Congressmen su g roposition, were 
not backed up by the sentiment of the District of Columbia—that 
they were in supporting the measure by a desire to 


5 


GTON. Thegentleman has nota right to ‘think 


. And in reply to that, sir, I am like the gentle- 
man whose lawyer did not talk to suit him; I have a right to think 


WELLING 
wr, GTON. Do not think them too loud. 
Mr. TALBERT. When he rose in court and asked, as he could 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





not be permitted to say anything, if he might just think a little, 
the judge said ‘‘ Yes,” and the man said: ‘‘ Well, then, I think you 
and all these lawyers are a set of damned rascals.” [Laughter.] 
I have a right to think just as I please, and I think that there is 
some selfishness in this matter, as I stated on the floor, and I now 
repeat it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Well, the gentleman may think as he 
pleases; but as a member of this committee, I wish to state to him 
that there is no selfishness in connection with the proposition 
pending here. I ama member of this committee, and I voice the 
sentiment of the committee and the people of the district and of 
Washington when I say that this proposition is one that meets 
the hearty approval of all of the people of the District, and that 
there is no such “‘ speculation” in it as the gentleman seems to 
imply. I hold in my hand a document signed by 13,000 organized 
laborers of the city asking for this thing. I hold here the recom- 
mendations of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in 
favor of it. All recommend it, and all of them apply for this 
privilege. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word in reference to another matter 
which is not personal. It has been said that this bill should pass, 
if at all, with the amendment suggested here that the expense shall 
be paid exclusively from the revenues of the District of Columbia. 
I do not believe in doing it that way. If Congress entered into a 
contract, as has been said, with the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia and became liable for one-half of the expense of the Dis- 
trict, Congress ought to carry out its agreement in good faith; 
and I think the library is just as much a necessity for the people 
of this District as the:public school system. It is an educational 
matter. What, in this country, must we depend on in the future 
for the perpetuation of our republican system of government? 
The patriotism of the people. How will you make them patriotic? 
By circulating knowledge among them. I want to educate our 
people. I want to educate them not only in the public schools but 
in libraries throughout the country, and I want to give every man 
an opportunity, when he goes home at night, to be able to go to 
the library and take with him such books as he may desire to read 
for his enlightenment or pleasure in the evenings at his home. 

This library is established, as 1 understand it, for all the work- 
ing people of this city. I think, and I believe it is the judgment 
of all men who give impartial consideration to the matter, that 
the great capital of the nation should not be without a circulating 
library; further, I believe that such a library should be established 
here and conducted at the public expense. The circulating libra- 
ries in all of the great cities of this Union are so conducted, at the 
— of the State. 

he gentleman from Vermont _ PowERrs] said that in his 
State they do nothing of the kind; and yet a moment after his 
colleague [Mr. Grout] rises to remind him that in that very 
State of Vermont they do exactly what is proposed by Congress 
to do in this case; that is to say, that when they establish public 
libraries in the towns, they pay one-half of the cost from the State 
treasury. I know that in the State of Maryland, and in all the 
school districts, dollar for dollar of the expenses incurred for 
libraries is paid by the State, and itis right that it should be done. 
I believe that Congress could do no better thing for the people of 
this country than to bear one-half of the small expense supposed 
to be incurred here. It may not amount to very much in the 
future. Itis a small amount now. I am sure that so far as I 
have knowledge of the people of this District, and so far as the 
matter has come under the consideration of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, the people here will give such dona- 
tions and assistance to the library in future as will make the 
expense of maintaining it a small amount in the end. 

call for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman answer this question? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I will if I can. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Why not open up the great public library 
here, under proper regulations, to the people? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. The gentleman can answer that as well 
asIcan. A proposition of that kind is now before Congress. It 
is not proposed that the Congressional Library shall be used for 
this purpose. Besides that, even if that were done, how many 
workingmen could reach it; how many will be benefited by it; 
how many will be allowed to take books home; how many will 
go there at all? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Under regulations in vogue elsewhere in 
the country they can have a proper use of the library, I should 
think 


Mr. WELLINGTON. Well, the people of the District are en- 
titled to something of thekind. In all great cities of the country 
they have these libraries and we ought tohave onehere. I believe 


that you could do no greater good to the people of this District 
than to have such a library, giving to the workingman, to the 
workingwoman, to every school child, to every man who is em- 
ployed in the Departments, the right to go every night and get such 
volumes as may be desired, to read. 
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Mr. PITNEY. I move to strikeout the last word. I make that 
formal motion in order to complete the statement I was making 
when I had the floor a few moments ago. 

In answer tothe gentleman from Maryland [Mr. a I 
will say that thisamendment cadneeaiter the gentleman from Ver- 
mont {|Mr. PowErs] does not propose to defeat the public library; 
it does not a deprive any man who is entitled to the ben- 
efit of that library of the full benefit of it. What it does propose 
is, the proposed library being a local benefit, which will inure to 
the ple of the District of Columbia, that local taxation alone 
shall contribute to the nyt a of it. Nobody at this time is pro- 
posing to re what is calied the contract of 1878. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. But you do, in this manner. 

Mr. PITNEY. No; wedonot. The contract of 1878 applied 
to all public purposes then authorized by law—— 

Mr. GROUT. All municipal expenses. 

Mr. PITNEY. Very well. If it was a contract at all, it could 
not be an unlimited contract. It must apply to definite objects, 
and the objects to which it did apply were those which then ex- 
isted, and © held at the same time the power to say that 
those objects should not be extended without limit and without 


the voice of Congress heard upon the question. 

But my point is, ina is poe noma in the District 
revenues to su’ this library and a dozen others like it, with- 
out cal on National Treasury for one cent. The District 
revenues for past have exceeded the amount of District ex- 

ditures under the annual District appr riation bills by about 

famillion of dollars. There wasanold de duefrom the District 

of Columbia to the National Government, amounting in the first 

, | think, to more than a million of dollars, and there has 

m an ce Ag ite wie that the surplus District revenues should 

be applied, to extent of $300,000 a year, to liquidate that debt. 

There is a provision to the same effect in the District of Columbia 

ropriation bill for the year 1897, and if that becomes a law, 

as it will undoubtedly, it will ee almost the last vestige of 

that debt due from the District to the National Treasury, so that 

for the year following there will be an available surplus of half a 

sec anhad kept ic hs Capek alls Sea 

ought to be a sw oO is public li . 
if a public lib: is needed. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ifthe has concluded what he wishes 
to say, I desire to say one more word in regard to this matter. As 
I understand it, the adoption of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powkks] means simply this, and 
nothing more—that the Congress of the United States proposes to 

ive to the residents of the District of Columbia the | o to estab- 
fish a free library if they desire to. They claim that they can not 
do it without a guaranty from Congress. The adoption of this 
amendment gives them the right to do so if they wish, and they 
can hee rr . money or take their choice and let it alone. That is 
™ . 


. GROUT. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to 
av with just a word to what the gentleman from New Jersey 
| en PitNEY] says about the District revenues. Mr. Chairman, 

revenues of the District are always just what Congress makes 
them. Of course they are now determined by a law which is 
w Se ee sees fit to 


ropose to repeal that part of the 
assessment at i} per cent per 









annum? 
Mr. GROUT. By no means now, Mr. Chairman; but the time 
may come when that rate should be That is not an 


the amount which Congress has 
revenue for necessary expenses for the District and to liquidate 
tai PITNEY. Will it not be ‘ectly simpl tter, if th 
4 NEY. @ perfectly e mai e 
rate is ever reduced, to reduce it so much only as will leave 
a . a 

a the District. We can change it so as to 

on other burdens which it has been pro- 
to do first and last, by members of this House who are con- 
not the front, but upon the flank, 


stantly attacking in 
the act of 1878, hich divides the District expenses, as before ex- 
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indirect, this aeons to kill it and then say you are 
i where it belongs. Isita munic- 
ere are 58 or 59 towns enumerated at random, 
including Boston, Mass.; Nashua, N. H.; New York, San Fran- 
cisco, Chicago, St. Louis, Minneapolis, Newark, N. J., from the 
ntleman’s own State, where $48,511 are appropriated annually 
oe the pubis Wigesen. od all these — —— ther places it is 
rne as ani of mi expense, ci appropria- 
tions therefor; and it is a proper local ee expense, * 

If it is not a municipal expense, then put it out of this bill, and 
vote down the bill squarely, like men. That is the way to treat 
it. Do not pretend to be carrying out the spirit of the act of 187s 
and yet run a knife under the rib of that act every chance 
you get. This is a municipal expense, as I have given it from 
fifty-odd cities, which demonstrates the fact so that every man of 


common sense can see that it is a municipal oa hy, you 
provide a jail, but have no library. Place a library over oppo- 
site the jail. You license a dram shop and saloon, so that the 
victims may go through the dram shop and saloon to the jail. 
Place a li over opposite the dram shop and saloon. It is 
economy for e of the whole country as well as for tho 
people of the District to do this. Besides, to say that we have in 
this the capital city of the Republic no free circulating library 
which the plain, common people can reach is a upon the 


intelligence of the American e. 
ield to my friend the gentleman from 
New ar - Pirney] for a question. 
ae Y. Ibelieve aoe nee —— — has a 

a brary accordin . a vernment 
building o b tho Govumanaut of tig United States 

Mr. GROUT. city of Boston has expended almost $2,(\\(),- 
000 on a library building. Ido not know whether or not there 
are Government buildings in all those cities or—— 

Mr. pshire. Nashua, N. H., has not a 
Government buildi 


ding. 

Mr. PITNEY. You did not wait until I finished my question. 

Mr. GROUT. I thought I did. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I presume no member on 
this floor would deny the proposition that a free public library for 
the use of the citizens of the District of Columbia is most desir:- 
ble, and that everything that this House can properly do to pro- 
mote so worthy an object should and would most cheerfully be 
done. This bill, however —— not only that there shall be a 
free public library, but that people of my district and your 
district, and of every other district on this floor, shall pay one- 
half of the expense of that public library. Now, sir, in my ‘lis- 
trict we have not less than six or eight free public circulating lilra- 
ries, and we do not ask anybody out of cities in which they 
are establi to maintain the expense of any of them. It is 
argued, however, that the District of Columbia is a ward of the 
nation; that we own a amount of here, and there- 
fore we — eng the act of 1 ine we mepeed a 

y one- of the necessary ernment of the 

istrict, extend it to a free public library. Why not also ex- 
_— it to free public baths? They are quite as necessary as 4 

rary. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, we have done so. We estal- 
lished the re on the Potomac at the public expense. 

Mr. ° ony mest. That cheaper shows the fact 
that the District of Columbia is one which has a hundred mem- 
bers on this floor representing it while every other district in the 


— has but one. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. Does the gentleman think that every 
ential of bis country? “I think thet thie District ought to ave 
ought to have 
every member of this House to represent it. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. _Is this to come out of my time? : 
Mr. WELLIN: . Yes, sir; or it cancome out of my time. 
[Laughter. 


Mn CONNOLLY. Now, Mr. Chairman, if that is a good 
vote to establish this 


reason why this Congress ublic 

library, one-half of it at the of the of the United 

States, then tell me this: The of New York public buil- 

ings of the United States worth, | 
from $50,000,000 to $100,000 and 


it. ; 
Mr. - , it is a matter of constant practice. Tho 
Why, ef 


a every session. , 
chess en act hasan oe " 
an appropriation for years. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. For many years there has been no such ap- 








ropriation, and there is no general law authorizing it. Now, if 
Fae property owned by the Government in the District of Colum- 
bia is to be made a horse to carry the burdens for all the 
roperty of this District, why not put part of the load borne by 

Poe city of New York, — the load borne by the city of Chi- 
cago, part of the load by the city of St. Louis, by Boston, 
by Philadelphia the Government of the United States, be- 
cause all those cities have their public libraries? In fact, how- 
ever, they maintain those libraries at their own expense. Mr. 
Chairman, after having investigated these laws, I say that the 

test frauds pagent upon the people of the United States are 
imposed by means of these District of Columbia laws, whereby 
one-half the expenses of this District are borne by the Treasury of 
the United States. You gentlemen who come from rural districts 
and from the interior parts of this great country, think of it! 
The law limits the rate of taxation on real estate in this District 
to $1.50 per $100 of valuation, and there is no law or regulation 
made to determine how the valuation shall be made, 
and I venture to say that property in this city worth $10 a square 
foot is not at exceeding 25 cents per square foot. 

ere the hammer fell. } 

. Grout and Mr. Powers rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. The 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowErs] is ized. 

Mr. POWERS. I will yield to my colleague if he desires to 
make a statement. s 

Mr. GROUT. Ishall take but a moment. Here is an appro- 

riation in the current appropriation bill ‘‘ for macadamizing 
Federal street, running between two main inclosures, also used as 
by the city of Springfield, but the property of the 
United States, $3,000.” I cite this simply to show that it is cus- 
tomary for the Government to bear its share of the local expense 
of street improvements where it has pro - 

Mr. CHICKERING. I think that is the only case on record in 
five years. Itis not the custom. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of the 
United States bearing its pro rata share with the District of Co- 
lumbia in a public library in this t city, and if it 
could be made the 1 library in the world I would still vote 
for the — gentleman from Vermont in his argu- 
ment afew moments ago said that the people of the United States 


were going to bed with the people of the District of Columbia. 
He can for himself, but he has no right to speak for the 
balance of the of the United States. Mr. Chairman, gen- 
tlemen talk of a ing library the great library 
now in this tol. t is an absurd proposition, because, as 
I understand it, every book that is copyrighted finds a resting 
place in that li , and there are thousands and hundreds of 

ds of there that can not be duplicated, that are 


fore, I say it would be absurd to contemplate for one moment 
opening up that great library as a circulating library for the use 

the of this District. Furthermore, the location of it; 
where itis now and where it will be, is not suitable for the con- 
venience of the thousands of this District, who have access 
to libraries only after working hours, after 4 o’clock or after 6 
o'clock in the evening. 

ir. Chairman, I have had no protests from the State of Indiana 
against this State that has a public library in every 
ey ten in every township, supported by the State, a State 


such a large school fund on hand that the interest upon 

it pays the expense of conducting the schools throughout the 
State. He in favor, sir, of a veting. if - poe — le’s 
money, in conjunction with money of the e of this Dis- 
trict, to make this the most beautiful capital e world. We 

. have as much to money for a public library in 
this city, where can feed their intellectual souls, as we 
=a aoe Gur the people of this city, and, Mr. 
e 0 and, Mr. 

Chairman, I Twill cordialle vote for this till as it was 


I 
; 


Mr. I have listened ientl 
to the various Testeenen eke hat have su Samuel tn ever 
S eeaecaaat proposition, but I have not been favored with 
a single argument should commend to an leg- 
oriuted See tee are [Mr. Grout] holds up the 
Printed report of the end wage that 9 a list of 

or more cities that are supporting public libraries at the pab- 
lic expense, that were true, what does it prove? It is 
a ana of ee ees weenet aeeeed ta only 
; number are included England, 
Bod, ind elsewhere. But supposing it were true that there are 
2 public libraries, that is simply an argument 
amendment. 

Mer Piss ealy the peated vepect. Det easing 
ton to, reget tht fa sey an segue 
bort of my amendment. What I am contending for is that 
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city of Washington, in harmony with the practice of these other 
50 cities, or whatever the number may be, should support its 
own public library. The city of Boston, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, does not come up to Vermont, or Maine, or New Hamp- 
shire, or elsewhere and ask for contributions to support its public 
libraries. It pays for them itself. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the geritleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. POWERS. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. GROUT. If this is a proper municipal! expense, why should 


it not, under the act of 1878, be divided between the people of the 
District and the General Government? 

Mr. POWERS. That is the point I was coming to. I say it is 
not a proper municipal expense within the contemplation of the 


framers of the act of 1878. My colleague has said that our own 
representation from Vermont on this floor and at the other end 
of the Capitol favored that legislation. That is undoubtedly true. 
Senator Edmunds and Senator MORRILL and the representation 
of Vermont on this floor undoubtedly supported that bill. But I 
want to say that at that time nothing was held up in either House 
as an expenditure of money to which the people would be called 
upon to contribute except the ordinary, legitimate, natural, nec- 
essary municipal expenses. That proposition was supported by 
the men of that day. But now “incorruption has put on corrup- 
tion,” and a different order of things has come about 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to submit tothe gentleman 
from Vermont this question: Is it not a proper municipal ex- 
pense for Montpelier, Boston, and other cities containing these 
public libraries to tax their people to maintain them? 

Mr. POWERS. I say most unhesitatingly, yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then is not this a proper expense for the 
people of Washington—to have a public library? 

Mr.POWERS. Exactly; thatis just what I am contending for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the act of 1878 having provided for 
this division of these legitimate expenses of the District, how is 
the gentleman going to get away from that? 

Mr. POWERS. Iam going to get away from it on this basis, 
that the people of Washington should take care of their own library 
in the same way that they take care of their own horses and buy 
their own clothes. A library is in the nature of a luxury. 

Mr. TAWNEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. Powers] yield? 
, Mr. POWERS. Oh, I yield to everybody. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman state what proportion of 
the population of the city of Washington are legal residents of the 
various States? 

Mr. POWERS. I can not give the exact proportion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is not that a factor that should enter into the 
consideration of this question? 

Mr. POWERS. It is said that the city of Washington has 
275,000 inhabitants. Now, if the gentleman can tell me how many 
officeholders there are here, he can easily answer his own question. 
I suppose there are 25,000, 30,000, or 40,000 officeholders in the 
city of Washington. 

Mr. GROUT. If there are 40,000, and each of them the head of 
a family, would not that make 200,000 on the ordinary basis of 
calculation of five persons to a family? 

Mr. POWERS. Does the gentleman claim that there are 
200,000 officeholders in this city? 

Mr. GROUT. No; I said that 40,000 heads of families would 
represent, according to the ordinary basis of calculation, 200,000 


—_ 
r. POWERS. The gentleman did not apprehend my state- 
ment. I did not say that there were 40,000 heads of families. I 
said there were 40,000 officials here. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, they ought to be heads of families. 

Mr. POWERS. Perhaps they ought to be. But then why does 
not the gentleman “go and do likewise” ? ena. | 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Vermont 


has — 

Mr. POWERS. I have a few more propositions I should like to 
submit. Having offered this amendment, I think I am entitled 
to a few moments to close the debate upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed five minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask that my colleague [Mr. Powrrs] have five 
minutes more to complete his argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I object. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, if they object to having discussion of 
this matter, we will object to the passage of the bill. 

A Member. We expect you to do that. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Powers, it 
was to, there being—ayes 74, noes 41. 

Mr. ; . I move that the Committee of the Whole rise 
and report the bill and amendments to the House. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PayNE reported that the Committee of the 


To whom does the gentleman from Vermont 
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Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance of a 
free public library and reading room in the District of Columbia, 
and had directed him to report the same back with several amend- 
ments and with the recommendation that it be as amended. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendments, they 
were — to—ayes 79, noes 37. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R, 162) vomlaline: proof of death in certain pension 


cases; 

A bill (H, R. 1712) granting to the First Regiment North Caro- 
lina State Cuard two condemned cannon; an 

A bill (H. R. 2300) to mosenrate the Supreme Council of the 
Thirty-third Degree of Scottish Rite Masonry for the Southern 
Jurisdiction of the United States. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
—— from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 

ollows: 

A bill (8S. 167) for the relief of John O’Keane, of the State of 
Washington—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1699) for the relief of William Loring Spencer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CARE AND CURE OF INEBRIATES. 

Mr. BABCOCK., I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 818) 
to provide for the care and cure of inebriates in the District of 
Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized and directed to establish and maintain within said Dist 
a hospital for inebriates for the treatment and cure of persons suffe from 
the habitual excessive use of alcoholic liquors, which said hospital bea 
— institution of the District of Columbia and under the control of said 


missioners. 
Seo. 2. That the officers and employees of the said h tal for inebriates of 


the District of Columbia shall be as follows: One a superintendent, 


who shall be paid an annual not ex $1,800; 1 hospital steward, 
whose annual compensation shall be a sum not ex: $600; 1 male attend- 
ant,at an annual compensation not exceeding $480. e hospital steward 


and the male attendant shall be a ted as special police officers d 
their term of service in said h . One matron, at an annual 

not to exe $360; 1 cook, at an annual compensation not greater than $180; 
1 laundress, at an annual compensation not Sepeeting OAs, 1 female servant 
at an annual compensation not ter than $120. All employments for said 
service in said eae shali be by resolution of the Board of Commissioners 
of = ao Columbia, who may at any time remove any person so 
employed. 

Sno, 3, That all supplies for the hospital for inebriates of the District of 
Columbia shall be o' ed by eye ee upon the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict, and all such uisitions all accounts and vouchers thereof shall be 
subject to the inspection of the superintendent of charities of the District of 
Columbia, who shall have full or of inspection and report over said hos- 
pital and all the t: ereof. Annual and quarterly reports shall be 
made to said superintendent, who shall recommend annually such a 


tions as may be ni to on the work of said ee said 
hospital shallale be at ae subject to the inspection of the health officer 


of the District of Colum 

Sxo. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall have au- 
thority to lease premises for the use of the hospital for inebriates, at an 
eonmal rental not exceeding $1,800, and to expend for the ferukiing end main- 
tenance a tot ae sums as may be necessary and from time to be duly 

rop erefor. 

Geos. That the hospital for inebriates of the District of Columbia shall 
have care of persons of the following classes to the extent of its capacity to 
receive and treat them: 

Taek. Seen pepuas an wee De canmliie’ So wid hecutted hy Se pee 
court or criminal court of the District; and the judges of said courts shall 
have power to commit to said er for a period not to exceed ninety da 
any person who may be convi of the habitual excessive use of 
liquors, who might o' be amenable to commitment to the workhouse, 
and any person so committed may be at any time discharged from such hos- 
pital 2 pret that he has been cured, and the certificate of the medical 
superintendent of said hospital may be accepted as evidence in such pro- 

Second. Such persons as may be recommended for treatment in said hos- 
pital by the Commissicners of the District of Columbia. 


. Such persons as may voluntaril 'y for admission in said hos- 
pital and pay for tm tment and support not exceeding $10 a week for 
every su 

Pa: t in full or in be received from patients of the second 
gee ye ia ea area 
‘or ‘men 
ceil Ga destuaniies tateel coon te tee officer of the District of O 
bia for deposit in the Treenty of the States under such 
Shall ha thorit. ee | to change eee concerning the 
ve au ns 
management of anid hospital the to be pursued therein. 
Sec. 6. That this act effect ? 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
ws: 


In line 7 of section 1 insert after the words “alcoholic liquors” the words 
*“opium and cocaine.” 
In line 9 of section 5 insert after the words “alcoholic liquors” the words 
“opium and cocaine.” 
the word“ moneys,” in line 24 of section 5, strike out “ received ” and 


insert “due.” 
After the word “ ” in line eoction 5 tangs ve Se ae 
superintendent, who givea not to exceed $2,500, and by him os 


Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker. I think this bill ought to be con. 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, and I make the point of order 
that under the rules it must be so considered, as i Revelves an 

diture by the Government. 
e SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from New Jersey point 
out the provisions liable to his point of order? 

= gen ne aa loo ing serie Irefer the Chair to 
section 2, authorizing appointment of certain officers at cor. 
tain salaries. R 


The SP . The Chair thinks the bill is unquestionably 
liable to the point of order and must be first considered in (yy). 
mittee of the ole, 

Mr. ODELL. I move that the House resolve itself into (om. 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera. 
tion of this bill. 


The motion was to. 
The House ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Dina.ry in the chair), ang 


ed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 818) to provide 

or the care and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 818, which the Clerk wil] 


r. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, this bill has just been 
read, and I ask consent to dispense with the formal reading of it 


now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the first reading will be 

dispensed with. 

ere was no objection. 
Mr. ODELL. . Chairman, this bill is intended to provide 
for the establishment of a hospital for the care of inebriates in the 
District of Columbia. It has been re with sundry amend- 
ments by the committee and with the approval of the District 
Commissioners. 

It proposes to create a hospital for inebriates, and establishes 
certain conditions in connection with the ment of the same, 
It carries with it no eres but is subject to the Commit- 
bo on Appropriations for such funds as may be required to carry 
it on. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will allow me, I wouii like 
to offer an amendment by way of a substitute to section 2. | no- 
tice quite a number of officers are authorized by this section of 
the bill. It may be that all are necessary; but upon further inves- 
tigation it may be found that some are unnecessary, and therefore, 
as a substitute, at the proper time I shall offer the following: 


The officers and come of said hospital for inebriates in the District of 
Columbia shall be such as Congress may time to time authorize. 


The CHAIRMAN. The general debate has not yet been con- 
cluded upon the bill. 
~Mr. ODELL. I ask unanimous consent to close the general 
debate now. 
» Mr. PITNEY. I would like a little further explanation as to 
what the maintenance of this hospital is to cost and where the 
funds for such maintenance are to come from. 

Mr. ODELL. It comes from the appropriations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PITNEY. Is there any estimate as to its cost? 

Mr. ODELL. None whatever, except as to the salaries which 
“a here by the bill. 


. Is there objection to closing the general 
debate? . 


There was no o 


Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Now Lask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if he will not this amendment? 


I propose instead a fixed roster, which experi- 
ence may show to be in excess of the actual needs of the institu- 
tion, to submit the clause which I have already read, and which 
leaves it to the Committee on determine from 
pues as the necessities of tution ap , what the 
orce oyees be. Of course, the District Commissivuers 
will submit estimates from time to . 
Mr. ODELL. I see no objection to that amendment. As far as 
Iam I am willing to it. 


Mr Then I move to out section 2 and insert 
in its place the substitute I send to the desk. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the committee amend: 


page word words “ opi and 

canes alc atte the word “Higuarer"in Adve sabarinse of wt 2 
the words * and ” also, in same su on,on pa 

¢ Hine 20 after the word "not," Sele ont the oon Bete ee ssecotved” 

> ¥ ord “due,” and in 

qiver the word “ moneys" ood Weert os ee Thereof the wo Tepinben dont, 
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stitute tor the second section. I understand the gentleman in 
charge of the bill consents to its acceptance. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section rt ti follows: 

Otrike oie or iievensat onde be spital for inebriates in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall be such as Congress may from time to time authorize.” 

Mr. ODELL. There is no objection to the substitute. 

The substitute was adopted. 

Mr. LITTLE. I wish to offer an amendment to section 5 of the 


ee CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of section 5, 4, after the word “ thereof,” add the following: 





* 4nd be it enac That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any per- 
gon to se or otherwise dispose of any intoxicating liquors of any 
kind 0 ein the Capitol building in the District of Columbia, or on the ae 

unds upon W! the same is situated, under a penalty not exceeding a 
fine of $500 for separate offense.” 

Mr.ODELL. I make the point of order that the amendment is 


not germane, being entirely on another subject to that under con- 
ideration. 
“a . Mr, Chairman, on the point of order I desire to 
be heard briefly. ; AE 
The truth of the matter is that my short experience in this body 
teaches me that the point of order is a very effective weapon, in 
fact, often the most effective way to dispose of important legisla- 
tion without allowing a direct vote. It is sometimes very pleas- 
ant to avoid making a record to go back home to your constitu- 


ents. The ent of this building, which should commend 
itself to the m: sentiments of our people, has become the object 
of their attention and scorn. 


I for one believe it to be a public disgrace, sir, that liquors 


are —— to be di of and sold in the Capitol building 
of thi t nation. is bill seems to be dealing with drunk- 
ards. 1 think it is legitimate to cut off the source of supply that 
makes . In fact, I think it would be germane to this 
bill to prohibit the sale of liquor in the District of Columbia, 
because if it is a competent matter to treat drunkards who have 
become lete inebriates, it seems to me it is entirely proper 


to so amend the bill as to cut off the cause that creates the neces- 
sity for the asylum provided for in this bill. 

in all earnestness I appeal to the chairman of the committee to 
permit this amendment, which I offer in good faith, to be voted 
upon. I do think that every member of this House ought to be 
interested in driving from this Capitol the sale of liquor. It is 
not a question of prohibition, but of decency, and I do think it is 
a pu to have open saloons in the Capitol building. 
ae short of that. There is no use in concealing it 
or to hide it. We simply ought to face the situation 
and say W) we are — to tolerate it or not. I insist that 
the amendment is germane and that there is no parliamentary law 
with which I am acquainted that shuts it out. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to take this he ee to bear testi- 
mony to the personal sobriety of the members of this House. Out 
of the large number of Representatives it is rare indeed to see 
oneintoxicated. And while it gives me much pleasure to say this, 
it pains me that this public disgrace should be allowed to continue. 
You may rule out this amendment, but I warn you that I shall 
introduce an in mdent bill for this —_ and press it toa 
decision. Let us have our Capitol building so managed that we 
can welcome the visits of patriot or saint, of our wives and children, 
without the blush of shame. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order against 


amendment. 
LITTLE appealed from the decision of the Chair, but subse- 


Mr. 
quently withdrew the appeal. 
The resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the following substitute for section 6. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
No nl hall have first 
meiuepeeepettie or the safest ata staan ota tare 
Mr. ODELL. We accept that. 
The ee for section 6 proposed by Mr. Dockery was 


And then = motion of Mr. Bascock) the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. DinaLey, Chairman 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R.818, and had directed him to the same to the House 
with sundry amendments and with recommendation that as 
amended the bill do pass. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


= 


to. 
. | Ss and read a third 
time; and it was ly read the third time, and , 
On motion of Mr. , ® motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
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Chairman. I yielded to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
wish him to yield to the chairman of the committee. 


the orderly way. 


that. 


question. 
est, and if I understand anything about the question that we have 
under consideration in this provision it is the proper delivery of 
the mails to the patrons of the various offices in the United States. 


amend, a provision appropriatin 
also a provision for car fare and bicycle allowance, $100,000. I 
claim 
is our first YO; experience, and if we are going to embark upon 
that in this b 





2617 





POST-OV'FICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 
And then (on motion of Mr. Loup) the House resolved itself 


into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering the Post-Office appropriation bill, 
with Mr. Payne in the chair 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragraph against 


which a point of order was raised, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 
Eighth. For pay of letter carriers, $12,254,300. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that a point of or- 


der was raised against that paragraph. The Chair will overrule 
the point of order, 


Mr, PICKLER. 


I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. LITTLE. 


I should like to offer an amendment to that seo- 


tion, if my friend from South Dakota will yield for a moment. 


Mr. PICKLER, I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. LOUD. I will state that the committee have an amend- 


ment to offer to that paragraph, which should be submitted first. 


Mr. LITTLE I withhold my amendment, then. 
Mr. LOUD. I should like to state, Mr. Chairman-—— 
Mr. PICKLER,. I do not desire to be taken off the floor, Mr. 


I do not 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has sent an 


amendment to the desk. 


Mr. LITTLE. 
Mr. LOUD. 


I ask that it be read. 
I think we could get along better by proceeding in 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 


fered by the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. Litre}. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 21, page 2, after the word “ dollars,” add the following: 
“For the delivery of mail matter at fourth-class post-offices, where the 


postmaster does not receive exceeding $100 per annum under existing law, he 
shall be paid, in addition to his present compensation, $10 per quarter for de- 
livering the same to the patrons at his said office. 
into effect the provisions of this section is hereby appropriated.” 


A sufficient sum to carry 


Mr, LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order against 
It is unwarranted by existing law. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard upon that 
This is a matter about which I feel considerable inter- 


I discover in this bill, just following the provision that I seek to 
for horse hire $130,000. I find 
at there is no existing law for any such provisions. This 
ill, [think it is just as legitimate that we should pay 
the fourth-class postmasters, the kind designated in the amend- 


ment, for the trouble of delivering their mail to the people. 


The amendment does not seek to require them to ride over the 


country to deliver the mail, but to remain in their offices and 


deliver it: It seeks simply to provide compensation in that direc- 
tion. Now, if I understand the point of order against this amend- 
ment, it has been raised in the interest of economy. It is a matter 
thatis amusing to the country to see the great spasm of ‘‘economy” 
that seems to have seized the majority on the floor of this House. 
The fact of the business is that the ‘‘ grand old party” never has 
in this country been known or designated as a party of economy. 
You have always been known and recognized throughout the 
country as a party that could raid the Treasury quicker than any 
other party in existence. The fact of the business is, since the 
Democrats gave you a genuine thrashing in 1892 it has in a meas- 
ure made political cowards of you, and you have through fear 
adopted a do-nothing policy. You all know that; and I say this 
in good nature, because I like my friends personally upon the 
other side. This conversion to economy reminds me, however, of 
a familiar couplet that is doubtless known to all of you: 


The devil was sick,—the devil a monk would be; 
The devil was well,—the devil a monk was he. 

a 

‘That reminds me of your claim of economy. Your repudiation 
by the people in 1892 made you sick, but if you succeed in deceiv- 
ing the people in 1896 you will soon get well. This amendment is 
a proposition to give sufficient payment to these men in the coun- 
try, who are required to do this service in order to bring the pub- 
lic service to the doors or put the mail into the hands of the rural 
patrons of the post-office. 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, I insist that this amendment is not 
in violation of the rule, and in offering it I do it, as I believe, in 
the interest of the brawny-armed, big-hearted, and sun-tanned 

atrons of the soil. This bill increases the appropriation for free 
elivery, I believe, more than $5,000,000 over that of six years ago, 
and yet this small pittance that I ask in this direction is refused 
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upon a point of order. The points of order seem, so far as this 
discussion has gone, to be turned peculiarly in the interest of my 
distinguished friend from California, the chairman of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
I know he wants to be accurate in his speech that he may send 
his constituents. The increase in the a for the free- 
avery service is $84,000 instead of $5,000,000, which is quite a 
difference. 

Mr. LITTLE. I may be wrong in the figures. The increase 
from the a ans yriation made six years ago is about that amount. 

Mr. MA Only four million nine hundred and odd thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr, LITTLE. Simply for horse hire the app tion is $330,- 
000, and for car fare and bicycles it is $100,000. How much you 
will pay for the service of the men who do this work I do not 
know; but I think, Mr, Chairman, if we can do this for the men 
of the cities, surrounded by the comforts of city life, put carriers 
on bicycles and fine horses, you ought, at least, to pay the honest 
plebian for the trouble of standing in his office and delivering the 
mail to the patrons of his office, who must now attend to his 
official duties without any compensation scarcely. There are, sir, 

these ers whose pay does not exceed $15 
ce ee hte ote A hse Ae dong ow ream ao as com 
nt, to say that should be paid for t service as it is 
to pay for bicycles and horses in the cities to deliver the mail 
rom three to seven times a day. 

It may please the committee and be in the interest of the public 
service that this has been adopted, and I have no objection toit as 
far as it is right, but I do demand that every section of the country 
shall be treated with equal justice in the matter of the deli 
the mails. If there are but 12 men recei mail in a rural 
trict, they are as much entitled to their as 12 of the richest 
men in a great city, and I have the right to demand it for them. 
I do insist that the amendment is entirely within the rule. It 
does not iacrease the appropriation d the recommendations 
of the Postmaster-General, and I take it that this is a time where 
every man ought to be willing to grant the small allowance that 
this amendment calls for. 

If you will make it as much as you pay for bicycles and horses 
for the service elsewhere, I will accept it; but if you insist on cut- 
ting us off without any allowance for this service, the in 
my ju ent, willremember you. It is true, as my di 
friend South Carolina (Mr. TALBERT] sometimes says, that 
the farmer has but few re tatives here. While I not 
very much of a farmer at time, I do know those people; I 
know them in my own district and 
State which I have the honor in 
in the back districts, where the 


Ba 


I know them 
borhoods are sparsely settled, 


and I say that they ought pe yg ay egrere: Sy Peery sistant 


mail at least once in seyen days. You give a mail deli to the 
rich seven times in one day; in the name of justice, give it to these 
honest and patriotic citizens once in seven days, and if you do 
even that they will be satisfied. 

It seems that the wealthy can always find friends upon this floor. 
But when anything is asked for the benefit of the plain country 
ee the committee raises a point of order, w 

ily sustained by the Chairman. The ublican majori 
is still joined to its idols, and still adheres to its time-hon 
motto, ‘‘God bless the rich; the poor can beg.” [Laughter and 


OO TALBERT, Mr. Chairman—— 


order, 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to be heard a few minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I intended to submit an amend- 
ease ae Coe I desire to get back 


to where we tleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] raised a it of against this whole 

rovision, or so much of it as law, and he 
said he desired an of the bill—of the segregated i 
Now, if this Com ae oe desires a statement of the 
motives which governed committee in making segrega- 
tion, I think they are entitled to it. 


Mr. PICKLER. I made the point of order against all para- 
graphs that were new 


The CHAIRMAN. The could make the point 
of order against a until it was 
ee Seer I could eS ee 
. Sofaras paragraph 8 is concerned, the Chair 
Oa ae ete now. 
, b . Chairman, I was that the gentleman 
from South Dakota had asked an af tame 
the committee in these Se 
ught it was right that the of 


in many other portions of the | tary 
to represent. 


understand those reasons, and if it is agreeable I will proceed in 
that line now. 

Mr. PICKLER. And I trust the gentleman will state as he goes 
along which are new provisions. 

_ Mr.LOUD. Certainly. But Ican hardly make the explanation 
in five minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman have as much time as he requires. 

There was no objection, and it was so red. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I assume at the outset that this 
House ought to act py gm u all matters that confront it. 
I may be assuming a great deal when I say that the action of t)). 
Committee of the ole on nme, ae ceca was wholly without 
reason, and that if py Pret one meer ote abrtegs subject, 
or if gentlemen could have listened and un what they were 
doing at that time, probably not three members would have bevn 
— to the proposition as it stood in the bill. Now, I esk gen- 
tlemen to give me their attention, so that we may have an inte!1i- 
gent bill going out of this House to the other end of the Capito), 
so that we may not send a bill over to the Senate (about which wo 
complain so much at times) and have to rely upon them to send 
us back an intelligent measure. 

On Saturday evening the gentleman from Iowa . HEPBURN] 
was seeking by his amendment to force the First i t Post- 


yy e a == co circumscribe 
Assistant, limiting $600,000; whereas, after a close 
investigation, I find that the Department will need from six hwn- 
dred and — to six hundred and twenty-five thousand dollirs 
th 1897 to ly carry on this service. So 
that by the t on evening the Commit- 
tee of the Whole simply curtailed the very that they desired 
to extend. I warned at the time, but the fact is they 
e another and did not understand the full import 

of the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Now, I ask members to pay attention while I state the reasons 


the in making this on. Iwill 

say to from South Dakota that there is nothing new 
in this item except that there Nie 5 erg made in the appro- 
riation bill. Ihave here a portion Assistant Postmaster- 
’s reports Ma ogy Renter back to 1891 and 1892. The gentleman 

from Pennsylvania ; ] can bear me out, becanse hie is 
familiar the oy Semana amen er Pram Post- 
has generally, in his reports, to a great 


to us om the Secre- 
to and including 

sum, so much 
of the First As- 


The estimated expenditure on account of the service for t! 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 1896, and ending (he eondh ella 


ff ma redone eg DN ubidabidendebaneweccescoe. $800,000 





1. 
2. 84 letter a RE EE | -|) 
3. 4. ont better onrvione, at Sorennaen. ScgSeedbe Seconqetcowecece 8,937, 200 
4. 6,800 letter carriers, at OS EE Ee 6, 800, 000 
g. Iir memetien atintnerennenstetied inmeie 1892) Oe On 
etiidenwe 200, 000 
6. For substitutes Se eee takes cela oe eoenins Gack 
June 27, 1804), 12,806 carriers, at $25 each..................--.... 320, 150 
Total fixed by law and admitting of no reduction .......... 12, 256, 550 
7. For additional guvatens Sot eeenen ee paevies of cotab- 
lished offices and for thereof at new offices, 
equal to 150 carriers for full year -...................-....--.--- 90, 000 


That is the total increase that the Department asks for for t) 
free-delivery service in the whole country during the fiscal yer 


substitutes for additional letter carriers on vacation--.-.... $8, 750 


inn ee | 0 
10. For horse-hire allowance ..~.......60.. nc cccce cn ncoe o-- 200-0 - ee 330, 000 








it is new in the bill— 
ee nn ceocoreercee $165, 000 
ee I iihcnd ik coccekamisebaeds ted eet dens inp e~ ewe oes cce 5,000 
Permit me to item goes back to the years 
1891 and 1892—as far as I have the ' estimates from the 
13. All other incidental including — and >. 
be repairs, Ce ee $200, 000 
5 é 13, 060, 300 
Estimated credit by change of grade .............-.....-.-------- 100, 000 
Which is carried every 


Leaving a net estimate of ...............-..--.-------------- 12,960,300 
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sow. your committee thought that these gations should 

= ont be carried in the bill, because we found that there was in 
pis car-fare allowance, the bicycle allowance, horse-hire allow- 
ance and incidental allowance the vast sum of $715,000. This 
amount of money was at the disposal of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, to be expended in such manner as the judgment of the De- 

rtment might dictate. We thought this too large a sum to be 

thus left in its expenditure to the discretion of the Department. 
Hence, following out the course that had been followed in the 
original intent of the bill years ago, we thought it proper to pre- 
sent & segregation, and the bill now before the Committee of the 

y is the result. 
baa called the Department for a segregation of the 
item of $200,000 for incidental expenses. The committee thought 
it fair that they should be put in possession of the items for which 
this money was to be expended; and if the Clerk will read what I 
send to the desk the members of the House will see what that 
money was intended to be used for. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





the result of the labor gives us a total of the several amounts 
of $12,744,750. 

The gentleman from Arkanggs assumed that we were making 
an increase here of several millions of dollars. As a matter of 
fact, though, the appropriations this year for this service was 
$12,790,000—that is to say, $46,000 in round numbers in excess of 
what is proposed by the present bill. We appropriate for the 
next fiscal year that amount less than is carried in this bill, which 
will allow a liberal increase in carriers, but of course the principal 
reduction is $140,000 for the special agents. I will say, however, 
that the First Assistant Postmaster-General subsequently reduced 
by $60,000 his estimate, stating that he could probably run it for 
$80,000, but we eliminated the system altogether from the bill. 

Now, if the gentleman from South Dakota desires to make any 
further inquiry 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, there are no new items of legislation in this bill under the 
head of the “ free-delivery service ”? 

Mr. LOUD. Not one. 

Mr. PICKLER. And the object is simply to lump the expendi- 
ture of this amount? 

Mr. LOUD. That is all. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is this bicycle service that you refer to 
here? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, it is a service where the carriers are deliver- 
ing a long distance from the office, 1, 2, 3, 4, and sometimes 5 
miles away, in cities, and I might cite Chicago as an illustration, 
where carriers are allowed the use of a bicycle on these long 
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. pliance with your request of the Ist instant, I have the honor 
me ated estimate of expenditures to be made under item 13, 
to subtivery cstmane, 1896-97, name iT; “All other incidental expenses, in- 
cluding salaries and expenses of confidential agents, letter boxes, posts, fur- 
niture, satchels, ctrape, Fepaire, etc., _— At the time the estimate was 
prepared, in October, it was: to expend the $200,000 as follows: 

















1. Salaries of 50 confidential agents..................................... $80,000 | routes. He gets an allowance, but let me say that that is just 
2. Expenses of confidential egents--...........-..-----.-.--------.----- 60,000 | about sufficient to provide for the grease of the machine, and 
3. Furniture and (carriers’ routing tables, stools, etc.) _..... 3,000 | would | : oie ; aed ; can 

4. Street letter boxes, equal to 4,000 small size, at $2.60 each.......... 10,400 a — meet wear and tear. Otherwise, if this was not 
5. Package boxes, 1,000, at $16.25 each ....................--...---.-.---- 10,250 owed, he would have to ride on the cars. 

6. Letter-box posts iene tnnns ice mages Banoso- cee 5, 000 Mr. PICKLER. Would not it be better to have more horses 
; pao sy C= eee . saea, DOOte on , aa =o i oe and fewer bicycles? 

: Painting letter boxes eee fe ae ae Mr. LOUD. Well, acarrier can not successfully in the delivery 
10. Carriers’ satchels.-...........----------- ----0+---+0+ -----2--2-2--0+00 ‘ of the mails use a horse. He might of course, in delivering in the 
* coger a Spee Semvenentee ages a i = country districts, but not in the thickly settled portions of a city. 
3 Those cards for street istter boxes... Par ee eS ooo | Lt would hardly bea proper thing to have a horse tocarry him from 
Me Maps and Grectesian --..- ati ineleeecnscetetitenre oe | O door to door on a route the total extent of which would be per- 





haps a couple of miles. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thegentleman may have explained this before. 
I did not have the pleasure of hearing all of his speech in the gen- 
eral debate. 

Mr. LOUD. _ It was directed expressly to you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. But the gentleman is so accommodating to- 
day that Iam sure I can get all the information I need. If you 
would tell us something about the improvement in the position of 
the fourth-class postmasters, it will be very much more inter- 
esting. 

May I ask the gentleman how many deliveries a day there are in 
the large cities; take, for instance, Chicago? 

Mr. LOUD. I would not like to specify the number in any 
special city. I should suppose in Chicago they may get as many as 
six a day in a portion of the city. Thete are one or two or three 
cities in the country where I think they get seven deliveries in the 
business centers. 

Mr. PICKLER. How many in the gentleman’s own city of San 
Francisco? 

Mr. LOUD. Iam not able to say exactly; possibly six in a lim- 
ited portion of the city; five in some portions; four in others, and 
two in others. 

Mr. PICKLER. How many in Washington? 

Mr. LOUD. ThatIcan not tell. That is detail work that I can 
not get down to in every post-office in the United States, but if 
the gentleman had listened to a few remarks I made on the floor 
the other day—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman mean tosay that he knew 
something then that he does not now? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, if the gentleman will just possess bis soul in 





boxes and locks, and erecting boxes, planting posts and ped- 







200, 950 


Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Chairman, in pursuance of the policy 
which we adopted, we have simply provided in this segregated 
form an appropriation of $12,254, ubstantially what the De- 
partment estimated—there being a slight reduction in the item for 
the pay of letter carriers of about $6,000. We have provided for 
horse-hire allowance $330,000, the amount estimated for that 
branch of the free-delivery service. If the gentleman from South 
Dakota will pay close attention, as I believe he is doing, he will 
see that there is nothing new in this bill except to designate for 
what purpose this is to be used. 

The next item in the bill is $100,000 for car-fare and 


ance was $170,000—$165,000 for car fare and $5,000 for bicycle 
allowance. As I stated on the floor the other evening, this isa 
somewhat subject. Weshould have been glad to cut 
it out entirely, if ; but we see here on the floor the feeling 
that is created even by the reduction we have made. But I vindi- 
cate the reduction upon changes contemplated by street-car serv- 
ice (and when we reach that item I shall ask that it be passed 
over, because our reduction depends wholly upon another portion 
of the bill). We have cut this item down to $100,000; and in an- 
other portion of the bill providing for electric-car service we 
ae the ee ee eer yine the mails on street cars shall 
carry the letter free where the distance is more than a 
mile. We thought we would reduce the amount to be used for 


























car fare $70,000. We have been mistaken in doing this; but | patience, and not misinterpret my remarks, or endeavor to put 
we have used our best t; and permit me to say that the | words in my mouth, he will get the information he wants. The 






gentleman is frequently on the floor presenting himself as the one 
defender of the common people of the country, and I think he is 
as honest and sincere as the average man who assumes to speak 
forthe people. But the gentleman has repeatedly gotten up here 
as the defender of the masses of the eae. appealing for an in- 
crease of salary for a few Government officials, claiming that it 
is in the interest of the masses of the laboring people, and that is 
about the ultimate result of the efforts of the special defenders of 
the masses. They want toget their hands and arms into the Treas- 
ury up to the shoulders, to see how much they can pull out for 
some favored officeholder. Now, I will come back. The gentle- 
man referred to me the other day upon the floor as being a resi- 
dent of a city. 

Mr. PI R. I thought the gentleman yielded to me to ask 


=. 
. LOUD. I thought you had got through. I will answer 
that question. 





committee have many and a weary hour in making 
the ioe) While we may have made mis- 
according to our best thought and 






: 





































J 


i 

qe 
4 
be 
5 
= 


iy 

i pi} 
: 

— Fs 
ee 
~ 
A 
ae 


oe 





2620 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. PICKLER. I certainly will not let you go on in that way 
if I can think of any other question. [Laughter. 

Mr, LOUD. IthinkIhavethe floor. The gentleman alluded to 
me in his usual earnest manner, and, looking at me with profound 
disdain, in a tone of voice which I should under ordinary circum- 
stances have resented, said I was a resident of a city, and was 
looking out for the interests of city — alone, and would not 
listen to any amendment upon this bill, or advocate any propo- 
sition that was in the interests of the masses. I will come now 
to what I was going to present before. 

I said upon the floor the other day that I thought this country 
had run free-delivery mad, and we in this bill are seeking to rem- 
edy that condition. We do not appropriate in this bill as much 
money for the support of the free-delivery service as was appro- 
priated the p ing year. The natural growth of the service, of 
course you must assume, is something. Now, I assume that the 

ple of the cities are getting more deliveries than they ought to 
ave, and while I do not know that it hurts my feelings much— 
because we all understand that the gentleman from South Dakota 
is not in earnest, he is simply to his constituents; it is 


ee pretty near the time to nominate members of Congress— 


ut still to have that thing en een into me, Mr. Chair- 
man, is somewhat boring, at least. Friday nights, when I per- 
haps rise in my place—and I assume that I am as honest in my 
convictions as the gentleman is, and that is assuming a great 
deal—when I rise and assume the right to oppose any individual 
pension claim upon the floor of this House, the gentleman says I 
am against the interest of the common ple; hence the conclu- 
sion is that the only person who is in favor of the common peo- 
ee is he who can get the most money out of the public Treasury. 
ow, I assume that the common people are not particularly inter- 
ested in this matter of increasing the salaries of Government 
officials, in order that they may be taxed to support them. 

My friend from California [Mr. JoHnson], too, said the other 
day that I was not a lawyer. That thing has been said, not con- 
cerning me alone, but it is a position in which every layman upon 
this floor has been put time and time again. I raised a point of 
order against a proposition which my colleague advanced upon 
this bill. The gentleman immediately arose in his place—as many 
a member has done before—and said with great disdain, “‘ Of course 
the gentleman is not a lawyer,” and then halted there, trying to 
convey the impression that because a man is not a lawyer, there- 
fore he is not gifted with ordinary common sense. hen I first 
came to ae I heard a story which seemed amusing to me 
at the time. No doubt the gentleman himself has heard it. Of 
course the story was made to apply to a particular Congressman, 
but no doubt it has been applied to many others. It was the story 
of the man who, when he was first elected to Congress, came here 
and wondered how the devil he ever blew into Congress, and then 

roceeded to wonder how the other fellows got here. Many of us 
Coos experienced this feeling. “ 

Possibly the innate modesty of my colleague from California— 
and I know he has a great sense of modesty—may have led him to 
feel the samesentiment. The gentleman graduated, I see, in 1862, 
while I did not study law until some years subsequent to that, 
because I was down here in Virginia holding a consultation with 
some of my friends from the South at that time. No doubt when 
the gentleman was presented for examination for admission tothe 
bar, and after he passed that ordeal, the great sense of modesty 
in him said, ‘‘ How the devil did I ever happen to become wheal {vl , 
But he is a lawyer, and he is a pretty good one. He law 
in 1862. He has practiced it almost continually ever since; but 
mit me to say, so far as the profession is concerned, that when they 
look at a statute—and this is without disrespect to the profession— 
when the average lawyer looks at a statute he looks to see if it 
can not be broken down rather than that the intent of the law be 
carried out. Now, permit me to say to the gentleman from Sac- 
ramento that, although I am not a lawyer, that although there 
are many men upon floor who are not practicing lawyers, we 
may possibly be with ordinary common sense, and possibly 
can understand plain — words, and = —_ words put 
into sentences. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 2, in line 21, strike out “ fifty-four” and insert “forty.” 


Mr. LOUD. Now, if I can have the attention of the House, I | rural 


will state that the intent of this amendment is simply that we 
Habe ger Py from this first item, and carry to the second, the 
sum 0: ,000. 

Now, after this bill was framed the Department informed us 
that if we would put a little more money, $14,000, to horse-hire 
allowance, that they could retrench ; thatis, if they could 

4 horses for neo fa the collection, aad give them to the iudwlars, 
Sosaner could benefit the service without any increased amount, 
and they asked us to simply transfer that amount to the nextitem, 
and that is what we intended to do. It is simply a transfer from 
one item to another, 


to escape the odium that this bill heaps u 
the fourth-class postmasters and rural deliveries in this ¢ untry. 


is tired of it. Well, he will hear more of it. 





Marcu 9, 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was to 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr in, I move to strike out the last 














word of the amendment. I think that is as far as we.” 
e. 
Our. LOUD. We have another amendment to offer. 


Mr. PICKLER. I do not care to detain the committe: a) 


length of time, and I am under renewed obligation for my friend, 
lecture, and also for my friend from California, to whom the ¢);air. 
man of the committee has also paid his attention. 


Mr. LOUD. _I owe you several yet. 
Mr. PICKLER. My friend from California informs me tit ho 


owes me several yet. I hope he will not pay the debt. | (., not 
really appreciate all that he says in that line; but, Mr. Chair 


I do not intend, if I can help it, that the gentleman, by little 
ridicule and throwing in propositions before the committee that 
lam to in of some special qoonle, to allow him 


in regard to 


The gentleman says we have struck oil. He says that this is part 
of the continual talk about these fourth-class pestmasters. 1; ho 


tis what we in. 
tend. The gentleman talks like this is the first time that | )aq 


stood up here asking something more for the fourth-class post. 
masters 


Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. You talk like that. You said the elections 
and nominations were co on pretty soon. 

Mr. LOUD. But we have so many elections. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not interrupt 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to be interrupted, 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, the gentleman has been advising me ip 
a low voice to possess my soul in patience. I hope he will do the 
same. (Laughter. 

I do not intend 5 en shall escape the odium that 
the bill heaps upon hi . I have no criticism of the gentle 
man; I have no criticism of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads further than their bill criticises them. That is what 
I a of. Now, you can not throw me off the track with 
these little pieces of ridicule, at which the gentleman is an adi pt. 
I am proud that I do try to stand up for the rights of my people. 
We have no cities where bicycles and all that sort of thing are 
furnished in my State; and what I am talking for is that my 
people should have such facilities and accommodations given 
them as can be given to them reasonably. There is one thing, 
Mr. Chairman, among many other things, I would not be charged 
with doing. There is one thing I want to avoid and intend to 
avoid if possible, and that is that I could be charged by my con- 
stituents with sitting still and seeing their rights trampled upon 
and never entering a protest. I intend to stand up for my je- 
ple’s rights whenever and wherever their rights are involved, 
whether in this committee or in this House. And the gentleman's 
ridicule and his unreasonable obstinacy st any allowance 
for mail facilities to people in the country districts will not deter 


me. 

Now, the complaint 1 made the other day, that seems to have 
stirred the gentleman, was in tothese fourth-class postmas- 
ters. I want to say to the gen and to this committee that 
whatever I may a and whatever objection I may have to 
this bill now or in future, or to other of it, is simply to 
emphasize the inequalities of this bill and to emphasize the fact 
that this Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, year by 
year, as 1 have said here before, has d the interests of the 
rural districts and of these fourtl.-class ters, treating them 
as if they have no being whatever. Year after year, as the yen- 
tieman from California knows, in this bill they have introduced 
new schemes and new appliances, electric cars, bicycles, and all 
that kind of thing, for the people living in the cities, but nothing 
for the country. That is what I charge you with: that you 
neglect, disregard, and trample — the rights of my constitu 
ents, because you say you are in line of economy; and every 
year you come in here with some new accommodation for the 

who are crowded in the different large cities. If anything 

in this House in the past few years it is the 

grea to keep such tions of _—_ out 

of the cities _ — them to —_ ees oe eng 
pursui agriculture; seems to me that 

onght to think something even about that proposition, 

all that one of the dangers of the hour 


is this in the cities and the people leaving 
tas agiionlonal Aetricta and na the country to go to the 
Now, the gentleman talks about my wanting fo run my hand 
into the Treasury and pay officeholders. The men that | am on 
for are the men out in the rural districts, in th i 

where proba , ant 80 
Paaely 2 = ye to ae ox a letter to 
go out, the postmaster must go to hislittle store, or remain at Lis 
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home if the office is there kept, and attend to the patrons of the 


oe must be there at 7 o'clock, at 8 o’clock, and at 9 o’clock, and at 
10 o'clock in the morning, and at dinner time, and he must be there 
until 9 o’clock at night, and he gets nothing for it. 

The gentleman from California does not see any injustice in 
that, but thinks it is a terrible thing for me to want to pay rea- 
sonably that poor fourth-class postmaster, who must be at his 
office more continuously than any city tmaster; who must 
make out the same kind of reports; who is held to the same re- 
sponsibilities; who incurs the same penalties if he violates the 
law as the ter in any large city. I contend that it is un- 
fair; that it is unjust to treat those menin this way. Ihave been 
contending so for years, even when it was not a Congressional 


year. r ter.) AndI have not been alone in that conten- 
tion; I have seconded, I think, always by a majority of the 
House, All that I ask of the gentleman in charge of this bill now, 
all that the tlemen from Arkansas {Mr. LirrLe and Mr. 
McRag] the other day, all that any of us ask of the gentle- 


men in to this matter, is to agree to submit it to a vote. 
Take the voice of this Committee of the Whole as to whether these 
fourth-class rs ought not to receive more than they are 
now receiving. But the gentleman stands here and makes his 
ints of order at every step that we try to take to help these men, 
and it is to em that fact, to emphasize this unfairness to 
the country districts, that I am making my objections to this bill. 
ef purpose is to emphasize the inequalities and injustices of the 
Here the hammer =! 
. PICKLER. I would like alittle more time, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. BINGHAM. How much more time does the gentleman 


want? 

Mr. PICKLER. About five minutes more. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. PicKLER’s time was extended five 
minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am interested in this propo- 
sition of mine for another reason even more than because it will 
benefit the postmasters. Out in my country oftentimes you can 
not get a man to serve as postmaster because there is no pay for 
it, and he is unwilling to do the work and incur the responsibility 
for nothing,and Ido not blame him. But the consequence is that 
the little post-offices there are so far apart that the people some- 
times have to go from 10 to 15 miles for their mails, and that, too, 
i e, when they have to travel through all kinds of 
weather and incur all kinds of hardship and lose a great deal of 
time, and all this because we can not have more post-offices near 
them—because ters do not want to serve—as we would have 
if the postmasters could be paid for the labors and responsibilities 
would have to incur. 

ow, thatis notfair. It is not fair to my ple to compel 
them to travel such distances for their mails. It is not fair to the 
people of the sparsely settled portions of the country. 


Task the gen in ch of this bill about the number of 
deliveries in the cities, and I think he is purposely ignorant this 
afternoon as to the number of deliveries in his own city. We all 


know, however, that there are five or six or seven deliveries a day 
in the cities, the mail brought to the doors and deposited in the 
That is the kind of service that this Government is giving 

to the — in the cities, while the people in my country an 
many 0 es nt then set wal oe 
and the consequence is that if they get mail once 


g&. 


a week or every ten days they are doing pretty well. That is 
what Iam complaining of. That is where the injustice and the 


comein, That is the unfairness of these post-office appro- 

bills, continually making increasing appropriations for 

the extension of the service and for new — for mail de- 

livery in while in the country districts the people are placed 

That is what I am complaining of now, 

the complaint and to do everything i 

seakree it as far asIcan. I do not do this in any fac- 

tious I do not want to delay the deliberations of this 

but I dwell this subject because I am in earnest about 

it, because I to try toem it so that some time in the 

country will have some attention 

on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, so that some 

of that committee will come to understand that 

who should have mail accommodations be- 
7 iekeae, I 


’ I— 
+ Does the gentleman from South Dakota 


. oe Ciro fn one of those who are un- 


I thought the gentleman wanted to ask a 
+ Then, I do want to put this question: I hear 
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you constantly making a discrimination between the large cities 
and the -™=:!1 towns and the country. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. SPERRY. Now, let me say to you, my dear friend, that in 
the free-delivery system, where a 2-cent postage stamp is used on 
the local routes, the Government receives a surplus from that free 
delivery in those places in which it exists— 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, that is the same speech the gentleman 
made on Saturday. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPERRY. Why do you seek to draw a line between the 
people of the cities and the people of the country towns? I will 
go as far as you will—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; you will not. 
mittee. [Laughter. | 

Mr-SPERRY. I will go as far as you will to help the people 
in the country 

Mr. PICKLER. No; you will not go any distance at all. 
have not in this bill where you had the opportunity. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I want a little more time. 1 
move to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know from the 
gentleman from South Dakota how many Congresses he has been 


You are on this com- 





You 
{ Laughter. ] 


here? 

Mr. PICKLER. Look at the Congressional Directory, my friend, 
and you will readily find out. i 

Mr. OGDEN. ow many bills have you introduced to remedy 
this evil? 

Mr. PICKLER. You have bills before the committee: why do 
you not report them? Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the last 
three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain that motion, 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman desires, he can ask unani- 
mous consent for more time. The Chair will recognize him for 
that purpose. 


Mr. PICKLER. Can not I offer another amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on this amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itis a strange thing if, when I yield for a ques- 
tion, I am to be taken off the floor this way. |Laughter. | 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be allowed five minutes additional. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, let me say to the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat [Mr. SPERRY], a member of this committee, and 
who now promises so much that I would like him—not in my 
time—to answer the question whether he will go around to the 
chairman of this committee and get him to accept something, some 
amendment, for the benefit of the fourth-class postmasters. We 
have failed ignominiously in all our attempts with him. As the 
gentleman tells us of what he is going to do, let him now do some- 
thing. 

Mr. SPERRY rose. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, I do not yield to the gentleman now. He 
has put to me the same question to-day that he put to some gen- 
tleman here on Saturday afternoon. He brings up that old mat- 
ter of drop letters in the city post-offices. Sir, who makes it pos- 
sible for you to have cities? Who makes it possible for you to have 
these postal accommodationsin your cities? Who makes it possible 
for you to putin your drop letters? Who makes it possible for 
you to have your cities of 100,000 people and 500,000 people? It 
is the people who live in the country who are subjected to all these 
discomforts. Itis upon their labor that you live, and by it you 
are enabled to have your cities; yet their interests are made tribu- 
tary to those of the cities which they help to build up. 

I want the gentleman to understand that the post-office business 
of the cities is not to be segregated from the business of the coun- 

. This great post-office system is for the whole people—for the 
cities as well asthe country. Because the cities have received 
from Congress advantages which have not been granted to the 
country, it must not be forgotten that these cities have grown up 
at the expense of the people of the country—that my constituents 
and the constituents of other gentlemen from rural districts have 
contributed their share of these advantages for the cities. Yet the 
constituents of gentlemen coming from these cities are not willing 
to reciprocate by granting any advantages to the constituents of 

entlemen who come from the rural districts. That is just the 

ifference. The people of the country have contributed in taxes 
for all these accommodations and appliances for the benefit of the 
cities; but under the reports of your Post-Office Committees the 
people of the cities are not willing to grant anything in return to 
the people in the country. That is the answer to the gentleman's 
question; that is the reason I am persistently in earnest about this 
matter. We do not ask any great advance in behalf of the coun- 
try districts; but it is time that this committee and this Congress 
should do something for the rural districts, That is what I am 


seeking to emphasize, 
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Mr. SPERRY. And I am with you. 

Mr. PICKLER. My friend says that he is with me, but he is 
not with me to the extent of a dollar in the bill. Why did he not 
do something for us in the bill? 

Mr. SPERRY. We have got a bill—— 

Mr. PICKLER, You havea bill, but you may be pretty sure 
that bill will never come before the House for action. The time 
to get cakes is when the cakes are ing around. The time for 
us to get something for these fourth-class postmasters is when the 
city districts are getting their electric-car service, their bicycle 
service, etc. Why did not the gentleman do something for us 
when the commi was putting on the provision for these elec- 
tric cars? As I said the other day, those cars look very nice, they 
are things of beauty; I do not know how much advantage they are. 
I am not here to talk against anything in the shape of or 


advancement in the cities. But I am seeking to call attention to | th 


this fact, that while you are making advances in behalf of the 
cities you should e some for the country. I do not believe 
that all these advances for the benefit of the cities should be made 
at the e of the country districts. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, allow me to say to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] that the question of com- 
—— of postmasters was with care and after mature 
et The pac _ 1883 a e eee = went 

to effect. e prior law, compensation upon the can- 
cellation of stamps, etc., made it when the 2-cent 
rate of postage took effect that there should be a change in the 
adjustment of the compensation of postmasters. Those of the 
first, second, and third classes were adjusted upon the gross re- 
ceipts of their offices. The compensation of the class of postmas- 
ters to which the gentleman now refers (and this shows the care 
with which the law was drafted) was based upon the cancellation 
of stamps, tal cards, stamped envelopes, official stamps, box 
rents, etc. I want the gentleman to understand what compensa- 
tion postmasters of this class receive. On the first $50 or less per 

uarter, 100 per cent. The postmaster receives the whole of the 
t $50 for each quarter. 
Mr. PICKLER. But suppose the business does not come to the 


office? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, of course, he does not receive compen- 
sation upon it. On the next $100 or less the tmaster receives 
60 per cent for each quarter. On thenext or less per quarter, 
50 cer cent; and on all the balance 40 per cent. When the Audi- 


_ tor for the Post-Office Department adjusts his accounts and they 


show an excess of $250 for the four quarters of the year, your fourth- 
class postmaster goes at once in the third class. This was done 
after a careful and critical consideration by the committee and 
consultation with the Department, and there has been a 
acceptance and acquiescence 
country as to the wisdom of the legislation. 
Mr. PICKLER. When was this done? 
Mr. BINGHAM. In 1883. 
Now, inreference to the segregation or division of the 
of the pending bill, that, let me say to the gentleman 
Dakota, is done with the p of securing a better administra- 
tion as to the adjustment of accounts and expenditures of the 
money of the a Under the one item for letter carriers, 
for which there is appropriated upward of $12,000,000, the Post- 
Office + does pay to-day, and has been for twenty years 
past pa. , for the car fare, horse hire, and similar expenses 
of the ; and the only new incident to it is that incident 
which is new to us all, the use of the bicycle for of ex- 
pedition. I have no doubt pty oe the t 
pays for the use of bicycles for that service. They can pay for it 
out of the general fund. 
Why, twenty-seven years ago I remember when, under my 
on of the post-office in the city of Philadelphia, for 
the first time in the history of the t, in order to make 
ee ee er et Lee ee 
the carriers was allowed. In the present instance the com- 
mittee has done this in the tion here for the better ad- 
ministration of the accounts a partment, while closely hold- 


South 


general 
on the part of the people of the whole | kind. 


cent of the entire rey. 
these offices, and of neces. 


a for the mail, 
b he people oug required to do thar. 
Does he think it possible for the of the great cities of N..\y 
York, Philadelphia, Chicago, an large communities to.» 
to the for their mails? Why, you could not build ©), , 

uarter section a house big ae for a post-office in either of 
these cities that would the people under such co y- 

ons. 

Now, as to the free-delivery service, let me tell him this: T),t 
system applies to all cities having a population of 10,000 px.y)o 
or upward, or where the gross revenues of the office amount {, 
$10,000 a year. They number a little over 600. The profits of 

e free-delivery offices to the Government—I have not the ex.ct 

here—but they run from one to two and upward of {\y.) 
million dollars a year. But what do the free-delivery offices (jv? 
Let me tell him. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will have additiona) 
time. I ask that he have five minutes longer. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, what do the free-delivery offices do? 
They yey a profit to the Government on what is called local }ost- 
age; t is, the co and intercourse of letter comm uni- 
cation within the limits of free delivery. It costs as much to 
deliver a letter in my city a distance of two squares as the Goy- 
ernment charges to carry it from Maine to Calif ornia, These car- 
riers and that service pay this enormous revenue to the Govern- 
ment. But what else? It pays all of this and takes every letter 
and paper that comes from all sections of the country into the 
great cities and delivers these letters to the homes and business 

laces of pe without the ch of a fraction of a cent ad- 

itional. elivery offices for service pay their own ex- 
penses and do all of this additional k. 

The whole drift and currentof postal administration, the whole 
force of your enactment that requires railroads to carry the mails 
on their fastest trains, the w is in the direction of 
expedition. You have even gone into what you call your 1()-cent 
expedition stamp, your special-delivery stamp, because the pe} 
of the country want expedition, quick delivery. That is the pur- 
pose of bicycling, of horse renting and horse purchasing, of every 
expedient that y than in the gen- 
eral routine way. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, 

Mr. PICKLER, Iam not complaining about anything of that 


Mr. BINGHAM. I grant the gentleman is not complaininz. 
Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman was on this committee a long 
time. I do not know whether hedid anything any more than this 
committee does now—— 
Mr. BINGHAM. When I was on this committee we gave to 
member representing fourth-class offices whatever was (ev- 


een raver oo greater 
is being done there is all the stronger 

should have some facilities in the country. 
Mr. GHAM. You do not ask for further facilities. 
Mr. PICKLER. Iknow what youare doing in the cities. 


BING All. We give in fast mail trains and 
: 6 rains ant 
comiher of dali anata. 
. PICKLER. You give us nothing. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Wegive you facilities in fast mail trains an! 
a large number of mail The gentleman is asking for a 
for postmasters; that is not a mail facility. 
. I suggest to the gentleman that if you wil! 
i postmasters some little ble stipend we can have 
a great many more post-offices in y settled country, 
which will save our people miles of travel; whereas we can nt 4: t 
now. ; 
‘ HAM. You have the right to make an applicaton 


every 2 
Oh, I have instituted more such new )st- 


HAM. You do not want 


more liberal provision 
miles; and if you can show that 
you 
men 


What 


: 


pebePeS 
a 


office it. 
Fea carve. They do not 


have the 


resi 


: 











attr PI You have been planning facilities in the cities. 

What I complain of is that the country is getting no facilities. 
Mr. BIN . I want to tell the gentleman with reference 

to this h matter—because it is very important to the peo- 


Jein the cities—thatsince they have established the package boxes, 
as large boxes at the street corners for the reception of pack- 
ages, it has become & ape impossibility for the carriers or col- 
lectors to ions on foot of the mail on their routes. In 
lieu of that they have little one-horse wagons which make the tour 
of the city very frequently, both day and night. Therefore, there 
is an absolute necessity for that character of conveyance from the 


the city post-office. 
boss PICKLER. I think that is a good thing. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Department recognizes every improve- 
ment that comes along, recognizes it in the sense that it is a 
greater benefit i teow convenience to the people, and I 
merely want to say to the gentleman from South Dakota that 
every convenience you give to the people in the great cities is of 
benefit to himself and his constituents, and every expedition you 
give to the mails from his section is a benefit to all the people. 

The gentleman is mistaken in supposing that there has not been 
a fair consideration in the allowances e to postmasters of the 
fourth class. I will say to the gentleman that no more critical or 
careful adjustment, a due regard for the labor performed 
by fourth-class postmasters, was given to any ph than to 
that ph of the bill of 1883, which I helped to frame and 
which is now law. Iwas a member of the committee at the time, 
and I remember with great distinctness the care which we be- 
stowed upon that piece of legislation, and how generously and 
acceptably it was received by the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. Can the gentleman tell us in how many post- 
offices in the United States the salary of the postmaster is less 
than $50 a year? 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. BINGHAM. Ido not know. I can not tell that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Can the chairman of the committee tell that? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in at 


lines 24 and 25. 
The CHAIRMAN. We have not reached that paragraph yet. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 21 insert “For marine free-delivery service, $3,500.” 


Mr. LOUD. I will state to the committee that in this segrega- 
tion the did not take into consideration the marine 
free-lelivery service which is now in operation at Detroit, and 
under this segregation it was held that they probably would not 
be allowed to continue this service without a special item of appro- 
priation. The of the Northwest, of course, understand what 


this roeny cae, eee - ne oe een 
at Detroi supply great mass of vessels passing ough 
the Detroit River up into the lakes. It has grown to be a great 


acco I think it should be continued. 


mmodation, 

The amendment of Mr. Loup vaines to. 

Lenn es HESS with the ing of the bill, read as fol- 
WS: 

For horse-hire allowance, $330,000. 

Mr. LOUD. I have an amendment to offer there, which takes 


the money we took out of the of carriers and puts it into the 
horse-hire item. It ee ; 


simply what we took out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 22. strike out “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof “ forty-four.” 
The t was to. 


amendmen: agreed 
Mr. LOUD. Now, I ask that the item of car-fare and bicycle 
allowance be over temporarily, until we have passed 
over that the bill relating to electric-car service. 
The . Unanimous consent is asked that the item 
for car-fare and bicycle allowances be passed over temporarily. 


Mr. B AP, I i 
ob ths have a proposition to offer concerning that, 


Ly 


adieu The right to make points of order will be con- 
of gCHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman desire to reserve a point 


i 
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I will ask permission that the Clerk read an 


Mr. TALBERT. 
amendment which I have sent up, so that it can be printed in the 
ReEcorD and pending when we come back to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] asks to have the amendment which he has sent up read 


for information. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all of lines 24 and 25 and ipsert in lieu thereof “ For f 


t urth-class 
mail service in carrying mail, $100,000 

Mr. LOUD. Is that read for information? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is read for information. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let the Clerk read it again. We did not 


hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again read 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. TALBERT]. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire that it may be pending when we re- 
turn to the paragraph. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

In all, $12,744,750. 

Mr. LOUD. I wish to offer an amendment simply to make the 
total of that item correspond with the change that has been made, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, lines 12 and 13, strike out “ $44,750" and insert 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Ninth. For stationery in post-offices, $50,000 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. 
clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 3, page 4, by striking out,after the word “machines,” 
“ forty,”’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ sixty”; 
thousand dollars.” 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads stated a few days 
ago, in answer to my question, that the reasons given for the re- 
duction of the appropriation as recommended by the Post-Office 
Department from $60,000 down to $40,000 were stated in the report 
of the committee; and he referred us to the statements made by 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General and his report as the 
foundation for the conclusion to which the committee came. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the reduction of this appropria- 
tion from $60,000 down to $40,000 will fall most heavily upon the 
large cities, like that of Chicago, whose rapid delivery depends 
upon the rapid cancellation of the stamps and the marking of the 
letters before they are sent out. I submit further, Mr. Chairman, 
that the report and the remarks made by the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General carry no such conclusion as the chairman 
has stated to be derived therefrom. The remarks and the state- 
ment made by the Assistant Postmaster-General show that busi- 
ness principles of the highest order have been exercised in making 
up the estimatefor this appropriation. The chairman stated that 
a reading of the face of the report itself will show that good 
business methods have not been adopted. On thecontrary, I sub- 
mit to this House that the best business methods are there exhib- 
ited. 
The substance of the First Assistant Postmaster-General’s report 
shows the following facts: The appropriation for canceling ma- 
chines for the year ending June 30, 1896, is $60,000. This was 
excessive, but unavoidably so. The contract for 100 Hey & Dol- 
phin machines at $400 each expired June 30, 1895. That contract 
was dropped and 100 Barry machines were substituted, at $150 
each—a saving on the 100 machines of $25,000. The cost of those 
substituted for the 100 machines is $15,000. In addition to the 
Barry machines there are in use 134 machines of the Postal Ma- 
chine Company, at $200 each—a total cost of $26,800. Additional 
machines arranged for will cost not to exceed a total of $18,200 for 
91 machines, at $200 each. The total cost of 325 machines to be 
in use as against 213 machines in use for the present fiscal year, 


Mr. PICKLER. Is that rental or purchase of machines? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. That is for the rental of the machines. 
They are patented machines. They do an enormous amount of 
wu in a very short space of time. And I will say to the gentle- 
man that in the city of Chicago, which handled 700,000,000 pieces of 
mail matter last year, much of this mail matter comes in at such 
an hour of the day that to dispatch the mail so that it may get 
out on the trains and into the city it can not be done except with 
the use of these machines. 

To deny this appropriation of $60,000 and to reduce the same to 
$40,000, as ided in the pending bill, will not only prevent the 
continued use of the 234 machines, but will prevent additiva 


* $48,250." 


I offer an amendment to this sixteenth 


the word 
so as to read “ sixty 
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of the 91 machines as now needed. Requisitions have been made 
throughout the country for 107 additional machines, although 
the appropriation, as recommended by the Department, only con- 
templates and will allow an increase of 91 machines, In other 
words, an increase of 112 machines can be made without increas- 
ing the amount of the — riation of last year for that purpose. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the committee any fur- 
ther, but I would like to call their attention to the enormous 
business which is transacted in the city of Chicago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I would like to have about three min 
utes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended three minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. The Chicago post-office is the distribut- 
ing center of one-seventeenth of the total inhabitants of all the 
States of the United States. It is the postal center of nearly 5,000,- 
000 people; it contributes one-fifteenth of the postal revenue of 
the United States; its total receipts are about $5,000,000; showing 
an increase of 235 per cent within the last ten years. It contrib- 
utes to the Government as much as do the cities of St. Louis, Cin- 
cinnati, San Francisco, Brooklyn, and Pittsburg together. New 
York covers 40 square miles and Chicago covers 125 square miles 
of territory by carriers. 

Now, Mr. irman,in view of the enormous business thus 
transacted at that enormous postal center, it seems to me that the 
committee is quite in error in making such a reduction in this 
item for the canceling machines as will cause not only a reduc- 
tion of 15 per cent of the number of machines which can there be 
used, but will also deprive them of the necessary increase which 
is so much needed in order to do the business in the office. I hope 
the chairman of the committee, in view of these facts, and in view 
of the statement made by the First Assistant Postmaster-General, 
can see his way to let this amendment be adopted. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I[ will not detain the House long. 
1 think the older members of the House will know the position I 
have ues taken in regard to these canceling machines. I have 
consistently stood on the floor here and fought against the striking 
out of this appropriation. I believe it isa service that will even- 
tually become a great assistance to the Post-Office ent. 
We carried $60,000 in the bill of last year, I know, but that was on 
the basis of 100 of these machines—I do not remember the name, 
but I think Hey & Dolphin—and I think there was some other 
machine, what is known as the Postal machine. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I think the chairman of the committee 
understands the fact that they are reducing the cost of these ma- 
chines every year. They are coming down in price. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, as to this policy of the First Assistant Post- 
master-General, about these rapid canceling machines, which 
would cancel 25,000 or 30,000 an hour, he penne them 
with other machines. Now, I am willing so far as I can, as a 
member of Co , to encourage this industry of canceling 
machines, but it + trial so far. 

There is no post-office in this country that can afford to reduce 
the number of clerks it employs by reason of having the machines, 
because no one can tell what hour they are going to get out of or- 
der. Theycan not be depended upon. Iam willing toen 
this industry to a reasonable extent, and I am satisfied that 
time will come when we shall have a perfect machine. What 


machine it may be,I do notcare. The other day I stated that these | delivered 


machines were concentrated in afew offices. a matter of fact, 
in Boston there are more than 40; in the main office there are more 
than 40; and in New York City there are 29. Probably it requires 
40 machines in Boston to do the work, because they get out of or- 
der; but if the machine had reached such a state of perfection that 
it could be depended upon and clerks could be discharged, I assume 
that one would probably perform all the work of the 


ce. 
Mr. CANNON. Ido not know much about the state of the in- 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. There are 40 in Chicago. 
Mr. LOUD. Well, Chicago is a city three or four times t):o <j. 
of Boston, and that shows that these machines are not distri} ,toq 
around uniformly. I think 200 of them is a sufficient num), ¢, P 
ate MOANNON Forty machi in Chi 
r. . Fo ines icago, with how ma; 

pieces of mail matter? ad 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois, Seven hundred million pieces of 1,)) 
matter per annum, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the number of pieces the offic. jay. 
dles, but this machine touches only letters and circulars. 


Mr. CANNON. It seems tome that with $25,000 increase jn 
this item the gentleman could not have any embarrassment jp 
these great offices. 


Mr. LOUD. This item as it stands will not embarrass any of\c9 
that has the machines now. It will not embarrass Chicag:. 
as aaa Well, a bet me days ago with the 

a cago, who is a pr careful man, and he told 
me that if we made a reduction when there ought to be an ip. 
crease, it would not only embarrass, but would greatly injure the 
service at that point. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think it will. I think it will maintain the 
machines now in use, substantially at least. One kind of machine 
that ne Sage now paying for they are. not using, because it is 
practi useless. 

Mr. BINGHAM. How much do you pay under this bill for 


ae of rent? 

Mr. LOUD. ey are pa. $200 for one and $150 per annum 
for the other. I think the allowance carried in the bill is sufficient 
for this purpose. If I had not thought so, I should not have agreed 
to cut it down, but I am not very particular about it. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. The chairman of the committee recog- 
nizes the fact that the rt made by the First Assistant Post- 
master-General shows a decrease in the cost of the several 
machines. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes, and he assumes that one machine is as 
good as the other, but it is not. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Without increasing the appropriation 
beyond the $60,000 that the bill of last year carried, there may be 
in use this year 325 machines, as against 213 in use last year. 

Mr.LOUD. Iunderstand; but the machines are not distributed. 
In my own city they had machines under the old contract, but 
they have none under the present contract. There has been no 
distribution. The machines are concentrated. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I hope the gentleman does not disap- 
prove the recommendation of the Postmaster-General simply be- 
cause he thinks he has made an unfair distribution of machines. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Chairman,I hope thechairman of the com- 
mittee will not object to this amendment for this reason: | called 
upon the First Assistant -General one day last week, 
and he informed me that if the on stands as it is in the 
bill, oe he will be com - oe os a 
out of the Chicago post-office, and at the same time he stated that 
if 20 machines were taken out of that office then, in order to «lo the 
work that is done there after 4 o’clock in the afternoon and to do 
it as rapidly as is done by the machines, it would be necessary to 
appoint at least 50 men. Now, I donot advocate this amendment 
solely in the interest of , because the mail that is taken to 
m. the Chicago ce is not to any considerable degree 
within the city limits. Chicago is only, as my colleague 
of people Pliesisen heel soporte PP th Tiacinenste Pat Chi 
of ve in m a of the ter at Chi- 
cago, Mr. Washington Hones, in which he gives a statement of 
the workings of that office for six days: 

poe oe ee . ~ s nie every = 1, 220, 652 


Ne 's, circulars, and packages originating in Chicago for de- 


459, 306 


out this statement for the balance of the week upon 
dustry that the gentleman speaks of, but I do recollect spending | mails ved at and delivered the ce at Chicago for 
parts of two days in the Chicago ffice and seeing these ma- | points outside of the city, the is 12,246,564 pieces, of 
chines at work, not on dress e, and it seemed to me from the | which just a little over one in ten are delivered in the limits of the 
amount of work they were oing that if you could keep even two 7 ri 
of them in wor order their work would more than compen- ow, the great bulk of the mail received at that t-office 18 
sate for the rent of them all. It seems tome, therefore, that if the | collected after 3 o'clock in the afternoon and delivered at the post 


machines are 2s imperfect as the gentleman 
ought to be more rather than less money appropriated for this 
Pp 

. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, let me say that $40,000 will carry 
200 machines, and I think that is enough to have on trial. I as- 
sume that if these machines were eens distributed—if they 
were distributed among the cities of two or three hundred thou- 
sand inhabitants each—there would be as many machines as they 
could take care of, and we would be encouraging this industry to 
advantage. I do not think they have as many machines in the 
Chicago office as they have in Boston, 


there | office between 8 and 6 o'clock. You may go into that office be 


tween 8 o’clock a. m.and3o’clock p.m., and yo will find probably 
a dozon or fifteen of the machines lying idle; but frum 3 0 clo 
until after 7 ems ory one of ae machines in ee ot 
constantly. that way stamps on every piece 
ware office are 


F 


canceled, so that the i} is placed 
on the cars before 10 o’clock eg pes 
the mail deposited in that o'« 
out by the 10 o'clock trains of the same night, and almost 
trains carrying mail from Chicago leave on or about! 


r 
+f 


. 
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‘clock in the evening. The remainder of the mail not going out 
by those 10 o'clock trains will be held over for the mail teaine lenv- 
the next oe on 10 and 11 o’clock. 

LOUD. I I can compromise this matter with the 
gentleman. Iam willing to accept an amendment increasing this 
amount to $45,000, which will cover 225 machines and will not 
disturb an. condition now in existence. Personally, I am willing 
to t that amendment. ; 

Mr. LORIMER. Five thousand dollars, I will say to the gentle- 
man, would of course take care very nicely of the city of Chicago. 

Mr. LOUD. And permit me to repeat, it would not disturb any 
existing condition. It would provide 225 machines. Let me say 
to the gentleman that although rent is being paid on these ma- 
chines, they are not to any extent in use. ; : 

Mr. BIN GHAM. The statement of the First Assistant Post- 
master-General has been cited here to the effect that carrying this 
appropriation at $40,000 instead of $60,000, as asked by the Depart- 
ment, would deprive Chicago of 20 machines, and would require 
for doing the work 50 additional persons in the subordinate force. 
Now, if this reduction operates upon the Chicago office, it operates 
upon the offices of all the large cities of the country where the 
machine is used. I wish to ask the gentleman from California 
whether, in view of the statement of the gentleman from Chicago 
{Mr. LORIMER], he has considered the additional clerical force that 
would be required if this appropriation should be made in the sum 
of 340,000. That is a matter of very great significance. 

Mr. LOUD. A838 per cent reduction in the appropriation would 
not, of course, force a 50 per cent reduction in the number of 
machines. That is perfectly plain. The gentleman ought to be 
aware of the fact, and I presume he is, that there is no allowance 
made in the post-offices to-day for reduction of force by reason 
of the use of these machines, because they can not be depended 
upon. Take, as an illustration, my own city. The two machines 
which were introduced there (and permit me to say two were 
sufficient for the city of San Francisco) were taken out and six 
clerks were immediately appointed to do the work which the ma- 


chines had been ted to do, and those clerks remain there. 
They will remain. at condition has been existing throughout 
the whole country. I am satisfied that an Pee of $45,- 
000 will disturb no existing condition. If I thought it .,ould, I 
would not recommend it. 

Mr. LORIMER. I have simply the statement of the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General—— 


Mr. LOUD. Well, he is mistaken. 

Mr. LORIMER. Who said that if the whole 40 machines should 
be taken out it would necessitate the employment of at least 100 
more clerks to do the work. Calculating upon that basis, if 20 
machines should be taken out the employment of 50 additional 
clerks would be necessary. 

Mr. LOUD. I can guarantee the gentleman that under the 
on his office will not lose a machine that is in 
ition acceptable to the gentleman? 
nois. It would not be acceptable to us for 
the reasons already stated. The chairman of the committee has 
not met the ts or the facts which have been advanced here. 
It is clear that this reduced eaeoosien would result in the re- 
duction of the number of machines in use in the Chicago office. 
And it would be obviously unfair to the other large cities of the 
are also distributing points if the entire amount 
of the addition which the gentleman’s concession proposes should 

go for the benefit of the single city of Chicago. 

We would not wish to be placed in that ition. And with 
regard to the statement of the gentleman that he would practically 
guarantee that it would not result in a reduction there, I would 
only say that while he is the chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Office and Post-Roads of this House he is not the Postmaster- 
General. He —_ a become so a little later on, but he 
does not now hol office. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, I {fully agree with my col- 
mene this question. All we want is the number of machines 
we now in use. We do not ask anything more. We do not 
want to take any awa oe se other place—— 

Mr.LOUD. Ihave just stated that this would give225 machines, 


use , 
Mr. LORIMER. I ouly wish to state for the benefit of the 
oe of the committee that the enon Conncel mre a 
appropriation remains as now he proposes to distribute the 
machines about the country in such a way as to take from Chicago 


Then we must assume, I suppose, that if we give 

him the $60,000 he will keep them just as they are. 
Mr. LORIMER. We assume, if we give him $60,000, that the 
number of machines we have in aeons ae is on his state- 
ce of the appropriation 


i 


a 


Will be used to hire machines in where he would send the 
ae, Pars re 
you 
Mr. of Illinois. It would not be sufficient, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





c > - 
2625 
— 

Mr. LOUD. Well, then, let us have a vote. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Cooke of 
Illinois, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, page 4, after the word “ rental,” insert the words “ 
so as to read: “ for rental or purchase of canceling machines,’ etc 

Mr. LACEY. The same amendment, I will say to the gentle- 
man from California, was in the last appropriation bill, authoriz- 
ing the purchase as well as rental. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will allow this to go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. LOUD. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration the Post-Office appropriation bill, had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 


Mr, LOUD, 


or purchase”; 


I move that the House adjourn. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. ODELL, for five days. 

To Mr. FENTON, for one week, on account of important business. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1699)—— 

Mr. LOUD. What about the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that the gen- 
tleman had submitted a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. LOUD. I promised several gentlemen to adjourn at this 
time, and feel compelled to keep my promise. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairdid not understand the gentleman, 
and will of course submit the motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 5487) to allow su- 
perintendents of national cemeteries to keep domestic animals for 
their own use and benefit, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 678); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 3565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra Abbott. 
(Report No. 677.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4861) to pension William H. Nesbitt. (Report 
No. 680.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill) (H. R. 2969) to grant a pension to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen. 
(Report No. 681.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 2405) granting a pension to Maria Gibbons. 
(Report No. 682.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1837) granting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing. (Report No. 683.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2962) granting a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow 
of Theodore W. Greig, brevet major of volunteers. (Report No. 


684. 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington. 
(Report No. 685.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6603) to pension the minor children of Patrick F. Rey- 
nolds. (Report No. 686.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6221) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Chamberlain. (Report No. 687.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1866) ae a reappraisement of the steam transport 
boat Planter, captured by Robert Smalls, and for a distribution 
of proceeds thereof. (Report No. 688.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7042) to repeal section 714, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7043) to fix the head of naviga- 
tion at Longs Ferry, on White River—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7044) for the better improve- 
ment of the Government reservation at the city of Fort Smith, in 
the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7045) to amend section 5198 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BROMWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 7046) to regu- 
late duties on diamonds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7047) to open to free inland 
navigation the channel through West Galveston Bay tothe Brazos 
River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 7048) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. . 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 7049) to provide for the dredging 
and widening of Wallabout Channel, in the State of New York— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 7050) empowering and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to furnish not more than four 

ieces of condemned cannon to the village of Sing Sing, N. Y.— 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 7051) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
rare and for other purposes "—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 7052) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to Robert Morris at Batavia, Genesee 
County, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7081) to grant two townships 
of land for the use of the Normal and Industrial School at Normal, 
Ala., and the State Normal College at Florence, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 7082) to complete the United States 
post-office at Columbus, Ga.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H.R. 7083) to prohibit the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in the Capitol building, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H.R. 7084) granti 
to Charles C. Baker Post, No. 16,Grand Army of the Re ablic, of 
Wickford, R.1I.,5 condemned cannon and 25 cannon balls—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Resolution (House Res. No. 194) asking 
that the act to open to free inland navigation the channel through 
West Galveston Bay to the Brazos River be referred to the Chief 
of Engineers of the United States—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution (House Res. No. 195) toincrease 
the salary of Harris A. Walters, now on the folders’ roll in depart- 
ment of the Doorkeeper—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution (House Res. No. 196) providing for 
the employment of 10 additional pages during the present session 
of Congress—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Resolution (House Res. No. 197) direct- 
ing the Committee on Appropriations to provide for paying cer- 

a1 sums to L. B. Cook and others—to the Committee on Appro- 

tions. 
. By Mr. SIMPKINS: Memorial of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts, favoring increase of pension to the veterans of the Mexican 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. 
‘By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Memorial of the general assembly of the 
State of Iowa, in favor of House bill 306, providing for special —_ 
sions for prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Memorial of the Iowa general assem- 
ty, in support of House bill 306—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


eee 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 


were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mir. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 7053) to correct the military 
record of Lewis F. Morgan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BAKER of land: A bill (H. R. 7054) for the relief 
of Robert E. Morgan—to the Committee on War Claims. 





liam L. Quinn—to the Committee on 


By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7055) increasing the pension of 


Anna G. Valk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 7056) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. J. O. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to C. T. Cooper—ito 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7058) granting a pension to Thomas R. Roark— 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7059) ting a pension to John W. Draper— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 7060) ting a pension to 
Henry J. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7061) granting a pension to Stephen F. Ham- 
mond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 7062) granting a pension to 
Wilson H. Farnham, of Portsmouth, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 7063) to removo 
the charge of desertion standing against John A. Westlake—‘o 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 7064) to correct the military 
record of Sidney Newton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) granting a pension to Ransom L. Har- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 7066) for the relief of John Ber- 
risford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7067) grantin @ pension to 
Joseph B. Arbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

: A bill (H.R. 7068) for the relief of Benjamin 
J. Roberson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7069) to pension 
Robert M. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7070) to give the Court of 
Claims of the United States jurisdiction of the claims of Oscar 
A. Stevens and Goodwin Y. At Lee, trustees, and all others claim- 
ing, as creditors or assignees of the Alexandria and Washington 
Railroad Company, compensation for the use and occupation of 
the railroad of said com by the United States or the military 
authorities thereof—to Contmittes on Claims. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 7071) for the relief of Mrs, 
Alma Mansfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7072) for the relief of George W. Freeman— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 7073) to increase the pension 
of Solomon Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7074) to correct the military record of Charles 
Hollis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7075) granting a pension to D. 
L. Malicoat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H.R. 7076) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of William UC. 
Herston, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7077) to amend the military 
record of Edwin F. Vinton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7078) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Annie Trace, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 7079) to increase the pension of 
Henry O. pian the Committee on Invalid Pensions. >. 
By Mr. R: A bill (H. R. ne pension to Wil- 
ensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Petition of W. M. White, publish:r, 
of Murray, Utah, praying for favorable action on House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws rela to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. AITKEN: Affidavits and other testimony in support of 
House bill for the relief of Lewis F. Morgan from the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on oot 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of W. A. Eddy, John P. Runyan, 
Otis T. Palmer, and 50 others, of Morley, Mich., asking for a pen- 
sion of $8 per month to all soldiers and sailors who served in tle 
late war for a period of ninety days—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition ——s 79 signers, citizens of 
Washington, D. C., urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, or 
some similar measure, requiring the and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and oppos- 
ing the extension of the tracks of said company until its existins 
lines are modernly equipped and operated—to the Committee on 
the District of Colum 

petitions of A. T. Potter and 74 others, John Gunderson 
and 83 others, Arna Arnison and 85 others, Anna Slaght and 72 
others, all of Vernon County, Wis.; also petition of L. V. Craw- 








1896. 








Wis., W. H. Canfield, of Sauk County, Wis., 





d, of Elroy, 
ford the jon 


against resolution proposing an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. Y: Petition of John Behnken and 125 citizens of 


ukesha County, Wis., protesting against joint resolution pro- 
babe me saonaeel to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of E. D. Peebles, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

-Roads. 
re BROWN: Petition of L. R. Lawson, administrator of 
Russell Lawson, deceased, of Polk, Bradley County, Tenn., asking 
that his claim be presented to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
yisions of the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War 


aims. 
OB Mr. BRUMM: Protests of citizens of Donaldson and Ourays- 
burg. Pa., against sectarian appropriations of public moneys; also 
ition urging the of the proposed amendment to the 
‘onetitution of the 


nited States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

‘aes tition of citizens of Donaldson, Pa.; also petition of 
Camp No. 48,Camp No. 72, Camp No. 183, Camp No. 86, and 
Camp No. 206, Patriotic Order Sons of America; also petition of 
Lodge No. 134, Order United American Mechanics, in favor of 


the Stone ion bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Nai 


By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 6757, granting a pension to Andrew J. Molder—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of D. C. Bollinger and 
other attorneys of the Waco bar, Texas, protesting agaist the 

of House bill No. 2273, relating to time of holding United 
tates and district courts in the northern district of Texas—tothe 
Committee on the J gs 

Also, petition of J. E. McFarland, asking for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to sec- 
ond-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of C. H. Elisworth, asking 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of Dr. James Murray and 197 other citizens of 
Berlin; P. Nelson and 126 other citizens of Pine River and 
Roysippi; Samuel Crockett ani 166 citizens of Westfield, Liberty 
Bluff, and Rickford; C. M. Stark and 102 other citizens and 

A. Barton and 97 other citizens of Hancock; L. S. Walter 
and 91 other citizens of Plainfield; S. G. Manchester and 53 other 
citizens of Oxford; J.S. Bergh and 37 other citizens of Wautoma, 
all of the State of Wisconsin, against the passage of the joint reso- 
lution ee en a to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the ittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of the commandsry of the Iowa 
Military Order of the Loyal Legion, favoring the proposed na- 
tional military park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. CROWLEY: Petitions of Albert D. Rust, jr., C. F. Leh- 
mann, E. Goeth, and C. H. Hanson, publishers, favoring the 
of House bill No. 4566, relating to an amendment of the 
eal aecie the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of citizens of Belmont, Tex., representing various 
church denominations and other interests, favoring the passage of 
bill for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, petition of E. J. Kilmer and others, of Corpus Christi, 
Tex., favoring the service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Mr. DANIELS: Memorial of the New York Historical So- 


id 

_ By 
ciety, ry ye and publication of the records and 
of the Congress by the Secretary of State—to 

Committee on Printing. 
aoa 7 ee: wan & Co. and other firms of 
a i inst the passage of a bill introduce« 
y Mr. Svuzer, “ to raise ditional revenue for the support of the 
”"—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Memorial of Excelsior Lodge, No. 90, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Barnesville, Ohio, praying 
oe the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
“By Mr DENNY: Petition of N. P. Bonney, of S Miss 

. $ <i mey, ummit, Miss., 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
the Committee on 


Franklin Lodge, No. 47, Order 
for the passage of the Stone immi- 
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gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
tion. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition of Washinet 


and Naturaliza- 


on Camp, No. 417, of 
sirdsboro, Pa.; also, of Washington Camp, No. 595, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Lyons, Berks County, Pa., asking for 


the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also, protest of D. B. Linderman, Nicholas J. 


Kutz, and 66 
other citizens of Fleetwood, Pa., against sectarian appropriations 
in the Indian appropriation bill and other bills, and petition in 
favor of the passage of an amendment to the Constitution of the 


United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of the Board of Trad Min- 
neapolis, Minn., favoring the construction of railway from Sioux 
City to the main line of the Union Pacific Railroad—to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petitions of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Chemung County, Schuyler County, 
North Cohocton, Catharine, Post Creek, Fifth Ward of Elmira, 
Elmira, Millport, Havana, North Chemung, Avoca, and Erin, all 


in the State of New York, protesting against the sale of beer at 

certain military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, petitions of Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 

North Cohocton, Catharine, Post Creek, Elmira, Millport, Ha- 


vana, North Chemung, Avoca, and Chemung, in the State of New 
York, protesting against the sale of beer to immigrants at Ellis 
Island—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Eight protests, signed by numerous citizens 
residing in the State of Wisconsin, against the passage of joint 
resolution amending the preamble to the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of George R. Graybill, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend tl 
relating to second-class matter 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petitions of Chamberlin Lodge, 
No. 2; Fontonino Lodge, No. 23, and Cuter Lodge, No. 85, Order 
United American Mechanics, in behalf of the Lodge immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of East Stroudsburg, Bangor, 
and South Easton, Pa., favoring the passage of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on hnmigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HATCH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3149, re- 
lating to the pension of Frank Hight—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: Petition of L. C. Starks, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Parlor Rock Council, No. 68, of Long 
Hill, Conn., and Waldemere Council, No. 6, of Bridgeport, Conn., 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the New England Historical-Genealogical So- 
ciety of Boston, for the publication of records of the Continental 
Congress—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of J. Hollister and many others, 
of Alameda County, Cal., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 
2636, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
bounty, in order to equalize the benefits and burdens of the pro- 
tective system—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
asking for early legislation in behalf of the Hawaiian cable—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of John C. Benton and 136 citizens of 
the United States, for the appropriation to aid in constructing a 
building at Eureka Springs, Ark., for the General Assembly of 
the Bine and the Gray of America—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition of the Ansted Lodge, No. 36, Order 
United American Mechanics, consisting of 84 members, asking for 
the passage of a bill to inspect immigrants by United States con- 
suls—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWE: Memorial of the New York Historical Society, 
asking Congress tomake an appropriation to cover the cost of pre- 
paring for publication in full the manuscript journals, documents, 
reports, letters, etc., of the Continental Congress—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of Mrs. E. D. Smith, of Am- 
ery, Wis., and 106 others, against the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion proposing an amendment to the Constifution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of Grace Atwood, 
president of the Woman's Christiaa Temperance Union, of Lodi, 
Cal.,and Mary A. Brown, secreta-y, for a Sunday-observance law 


1¢ postal laws 
to the Committee on the Post- 
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in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. mn 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Golden Rule Grange, Patrons of 

Husbandry, in favor of House bill No, 2626, for the protection of 
icultural staples by an export bounty—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolutions of the Minnesota Commandery of 
the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, in 
support of bill No. 4339, for the establishment of a military park 
at Vicksburg—to the Committee on ee Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of citizens of Elysburg, Northumber- 
land County, Pa., protesting —- the appropriation of public 
moneys for sectarian undertakings; also a petition urging the 

assage of a proposed amendment to the Constitution—to the 
Yommittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of John A. Rutter and 118 others, 
H. G. Hamilton and 24 others, John Shields and 26 others, all 
citizens of Oklahoma, favoring the passage of the free-home bill— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to fix the head of naviga- 
tion at Longs Ferry, on White River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Georgia Historical So- 
ciety of the State of Georgia, the New York Historical Society of 
the State of New York, and the New England Historic Genealog- 
ical Society of Boston, asking Congress to appropriate a sufficient 
sum of money to enable the Secretary of State to prepare for pub- 
lication in full the manuscript journals, documents, reports, let- 
ters, and other papers of the Continental Congress now in his 
office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of members of Post 357, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Lawrenceville, Pa., praying for the — 
sage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
By Mr. LEISENRING (by request): Petition of Washington 
Cum , No. 144, Patriotic Order Sons of America, Eckley, Pa.; also, 

tition of Wilkesbarre Lodge, A. P. A.; also, petition of Lodge 
Ro. 9, Sons of St. George, Wanamie, Pa.; also, petition of Thomas 
Thebeden, of Wanamie, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petitions of George 8. Corbit, of St. Johns, 
Mich.: L. J. Harris, of Burwell, Nebr., and J. B. Barnes, of 
Peoria, Tl., praying for favorable action on House bill 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Petition of Redmond Parker, of 
Henderson County, Tenn., asking Congress to refer his claim to 
the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of James Crooks, of Wilton, Ark., 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
pareat laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Benjamin J. Robison and the evidence of A. G. 
Henry and John A. Hughes, of Howard County, Ark., to accom- 
pany House bill No. 7068—to the Committee on Pensions. 

, testimony of W. J. Blake, Ira E. McMillion, and P, C, 
Hamilton, in support of House bill No. 6769 to pension Lilla 
Thomasson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Orange e, No. 211, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Protests of citizens of New 
London, Towne, Fish Creek, Almond, Forestville, Baileys Har- 
bor, Champion, Green Bay, Roylton, Lind, and Fremont and 
vicinity, all of the State of Wisconsin, inst amending the pre- 
amble to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of steamboat and vessel men, against House bills 
Nos, 4331 and 5815, respecting the manning and equipment of 
vessels and steamboats—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, — of Will. M. Barnum, of New London, Wis., and 
H. W. Meyer, of Appleton, Wis., praying for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of city council of Omaha, Nebr., 
in favor of transmississippi exposition at Omaha—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of the Congregational Club of Crete, Nebr., in 
favor of recognizing the Cubans as belligerents—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petitions of 27 citizens of Frankford, Pa.; 189 
citizens of Beaver Falls, Pa.; 80 citizens of Atlantic, Pa.; 417 citi- 
zens of Houston, Ill.; 86 citizens of Cuba, Kans.; 48 citizens of 





Fort Dodge, Iowa; 42 citizens of Hansen, Nebr.; 110 citizens of 
Northwood, Ohio; 49 citizens of Quincy, Til. ; 20 citizens of Amen 
ville, Ohio; 50 citizens of Huntsville, Wash.; 125 citizens of Evans 
Colo.; 51 citizens of Clearfield, Iowa; 38 citizens of Austin, Tex ! 
90 citizens of Burchard, Nebr.; 11 citizens of Mount Jackson, \, ! 
110 citizens of Oakdale, Ill.; 9 citizens of Stromburg, Nebr’: 148 
citizens of East Craftsburg, Vt.; 40 citizeys of Baldwin, I1).. 99 
citizens of Glenwood, Minn.; 30 citizens of Houston, Ill. ; 109 citi. 
zens of Shedd, Oreg.; 28 citizens of Aberdeen, 8. Dak.; 84 citi. 
zens of New Kingston, Pa; 44 citizens of Coin, Iowa; 60 citizens 
of Troy, N. Y.; 169 citizens of Harrisville, Pa.; 14 citizens of 
Elders Ridge, Pa.; 35 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 134 citizens of 
Silver Creek, Wash.; 6 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y.; 121 citizens of 
ee. Iowa; 214 citizens of Glenwood, Minn.; 109 citizens 
of Kingman, Kans.; 77 citizens of ee Iowa; 23 citizens of 
Le Claire, Iowa; 26 citizens of Seattle, Wash.; 46 citizens of Low- 
ellville, Ohio; 191 citizens of Olathe, Kans.; 17 citizens of Mj}. 
brook, Pa.; 65 citizens of Wilkinsburg, Pa.; 14 citizens of Geneseo 
Idaho; 650 citizens of Sparta, Ill.; 136 citizens of Newcastle, P,.: 
46 citizens of Huron, 8. Dak.; 102 citizens of Red Lodge, Mont: 
8 citizens of Lonsdale, R. L.; 26 citizens of Alexandria, Nebr. 33 
citizens of Kenneth, Pa.; 40 citizens of Mankato, Kans.: 37 cit. 
zens of Kingsville, Md.; 155 citizens of McKeesport, Pa.; 113 citi- 
zens of Denver, Colo.; 454 citizens of Parnassus, Pa.; 103 citizens 
of Blanchard, Iowa; 12 citizens of Cottonwood Falls, Kans.: 19 
citizens of Louisville, Ky.; 493 citizens of Coulterville, 1!].; 143 
citizens of Halstead, Kans. ; 175 citizens of Marissa, Ill.; 27 citizens 
of Barton, Miss.; 57 citizens of Cassville, Ohio; 31 citizens of 
Athens, Ill.; 177 citizens of Brockwa e, Pa.; also petition of 
the Ministerial Alliance of Denver, Colo. » praying for the recog- 
nition of God in the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of A. J. Aikens, representing the 
Evening Wisconsin Company, Milwaukee, Wis., praying for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of M. Hinkley and 200 others, of Milwaukee, Wis., 
— appropriations for sectarian ee. and petition in favor 
of joint resolution No. 11, to amend the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judi . 

Also, protest of C. A. Scholl and 43 others, T. B. Snow and 81 
others, on Clark and 88 others, D, M. Christie and 116 others, 
all of the State of Wisconsin, amendment of the Consti- 
— relating to the Supreme g—to the Committee on the 

u 


ciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. A. C. Jett and 80 others, of Pierceville, 
Wis., asking for an amendment to the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petitions of Ringoes Council, No. 165, and 
Rockaway Council, No. 195, Junior Order United American Me- 
— praying for the paeee = the William A. Stone bill, - 
8 ing immigration— mmittee on Immigration anc 
Wataralieation. 

Also, petition of High Bri Printing Company, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

* Mr. POOLE: Petition of H. C. Beauchamp, of Fayetteville, 
N. Y., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, | paver of 250 members of General Murray Lodge, No. 68, 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Syracuse, N. Y., asking 
for the of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of John Cornell and other veterans of 
the Union Army, relating to amending the pension laws—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Con- 
smalions, against the passage of House bill No. 167, relative to 
apm observance—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


Also, petition of Mother Bailey Council, No. 29, Daughters of 
Li , of New London, Conn., in favor of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the New England Historic Genealogical 5o- 
ciety, in favor of the publication of the records and papers of the 
Continental Congress—to the Committee on Printing. : 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of John Kelley, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of John Clark and other citizens of Story, Dane 
County; also pane of A. Mellish and others, of Dane County, 
Wis.; also protest of Mrs. Cora B. Findlay and others, of the Sta 





1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2629 





of Wisconsin, 
stitution of the ~ »o : 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of sundry citizens of Oneida 
County, N. Y., in favor of the service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ca ; ‘ 

Also, memorial of the New York Historical Society, asking Con- 
gress to appropriate a sum of money sufficient to enable the Sec- 
retary of State to prepare the records and papers of the Conti- 
nental Co: for publication—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. UTHARD (by request): Petition of E. P. Ames, of 

, Fulton County, Ohio, and vicinity, urging the passage of 
House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an 
bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. 8 HENSON: Petition of Huronia Marine Engineers’ 
Beneficial Association, favoring the ge of House bill No. 
1659, to amend section 413 of the Revised Statutes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of A. Mead and Moosbrugger Bros., asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. ; : 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Protests of 100 citizens of 
Granton, 67 citizens of North Crandon, 102 citizens of Marinette, 
120 citizens of Antigo, 42 citizens of Chat, 48 citizens of Moon, 175 
citizens of Antigo; 122 citizens of Birnamwood, 17 citizens of 
Irma, and 164 citizens of Langlade County, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, inst an amendment to the preamble of the Consti- 
tution of the United States recognizing Almighty God as the 
source of all power and authority in civil government—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of 64 citizens of the Ninth Congressional district 
of Wisconsin; also memorial of citizens of Clark County, Wis., 
favoring the further improvement of the harbor at Manitowoc— 
to the ttee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of publishers of Iron County Republican, asking 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of Mayflower Lodge, No. 33, Order 
United American Mechanics, in favor of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Red Lion Lodge, No. 125, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Red Lion, York County, Pa., 
in the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of the Republican 
committee of Cameron County, Pa., asking the intervention of the 
United States to prevent the murder of Cuban prisoners of war 
and noncombatants—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Petition of Ed. 
Raton, of Verdon, Nebr., asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
. matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STRONG: Petition of Frederick Becktel and others, for 
an ion to Henry O. Hyre, to accompany House 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorial of old soldiers representing various 
Veteran on encampments and Grand Army posts in Hamilton 

, against the reinstatement of deserters—to the Com- 
Military Aff 


nst any amendment to the preamble to the Con- 
nited States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


airs. 

, memorial of Cincinnati Chapter, American Institute of 
Architects, in favor of the passage of the Aldrich bill, No. 1470— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7075, 
eo Nesom to Daniel L. Mallicoat—to the Committee on 
ons. 


By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to William Callaway—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petitions of E. J. Medary, of Waukon; 
- W. Sabin, Export; C. C. Contant, Decorah, and A. K. Bailey 
& Son, Decorah, all of the State of Iowa, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of representatives of the 
Woman’sChristian Temperance Union of West Barre, N. Y., pro- 
ae coke St Retlocs Isnnd and at Fort 
W. on Staten Island—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs, 

Also, — of tatives of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of West Barre, N. RP op women against the sale 
of beer and liquors at Ellis Island— Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, protest of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Pavilion, Genesee County, N. Y., against the sale of beer to im- 


<i 


o. 


* 


migrants at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, protest of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Pavilion, Genesee County, N.Y., against the sale of beer at certain 
military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Protests of citizens of Onset, Pa., against 
sectarian appropriations of public moneys; also petition urging 
the passage of the proposed amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 





SENATE. 
TuESDAY, March 10, 1896. 


Prayer by Rev. WaLLace Rapcuirre, D. D., of the city of 
Washington. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION—WAR IN CUBA, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. I saw in the New York newspapers of Sunday an inter- 
view attributed to the Spanish minister. There was nothing in 
that circumstance particularly remarkable, as the Spanish min- 
ister communicates very largely through the newspapers with the 
people of the United States. But in this interview he took occa- 
sion to criticise words uttered in debate in the United States Sen- 
ate, and the portion which relates to me and on which alone I 
propose to touch I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Secretary to read the headline which I 
have marked and the short paragraph which I have marked below. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DE LOME ON THE SENATORS. 





HE CHARACTERIZES THEIR ARRAIGNMENT OF SPAIN AS MOST UNJUST— 
WOULD SHOW SENATORS SHERMAN AND LODGE TO BE UTTERLY IN ER- 
ROR—NO FOUNDATION FOR GENERAL WEYLER’S ALLEGED CRUELTY. 

* « * . * o ® 
In Senator Lopae's sprech there was a translation from a Spanish paper 
giving an interview with Weyler on leaving Cadiz to take command in Cuba, 
regarding his intention to pursue a poiicy of extermination. Sefior de L6me 
says he had all the papers, and is prepared to demonstrate to Senator LopGR 
that some one has imposed upon him a maliciously fraudulent report. In 
fact, in the minister's opinion, that is where most of the trouble lies. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it will be observed in the sentence 
that has been read that I am accused of having read to the S2nate 
a report which the Spanish minister could not find, he says in any 
Spanish newspaper. He says he had them all and that I had im- 
posed upon me a malicious and fraudulent misrepresentz.tion. 

I hold in my hand the cutting from El Liberal, of Madrid, from 
which the interview was taken. It states at the head of the first 
column that it is the newspaper having the largest circulation in 
Spain. How true that may be I do not know. I know as a mat- 
ter of fact that it is a widely circulated newspaper in Madrid. 
The interview is here in the original Spanish. I will have it 
printed in the Recorp, and Senators who are better Spanish 
scholars than I can pretend to be can compare it with the trans- 
lation which I printed the other day and see whether that transla- 
tion is not substantially correct. 

WEYLER A CURA. 
[Por telegrafo Cadiz, 28 (6.35 t.).] 

El general Weyler recibié 4 las autoridades en el suntuoso despacho dis- 
puesto 4 bordo del trasatlantico. 

Se encontraba despachando multitud de cartas y telegramas 

La misma operacion le habia tenido en vela hasta las dos de la madrugada. 

Est algo afOnico, pues se le ha recrudecido el catarro que tenia 

Dijéronle las autoridades: 

—Venimos 4 darle el Gltimo adidés. 

—Elaltimo . en la presente temporada—contesté el general. 

Todos hicieron votos por la pronta terminacién de la campafia. 

PALABRAS DE WEYLER. 

—Noser& facil—contesté el general—realizar lo que ustedes y todos los espa- 
fioles deseamos. 

Me contentaria con terminaria pasados dos afios. 

En la guerra anterior, que tuvo menos importancia, se invirtieron diez anos. 

Voy en pésimas condiciones. 

Después de los refuerzos que se enviarin en Febrero, es imposible enviar 
nuevas fuerzas hasta el invierno préximo, como no fuera movilizando las 
reservas. 

También se necesita mucho dinero, y el pais est& haciendo ya los altimos 
sacrificios. 

_ La cuestién necesita un especial estudio, con objeto de no gravar mas los 
intereses piblicos. 

Me anima la reaccién -e se opera en la opinion y la actitud de las familias 
cubanas que marchan a Tampa, al solo anuncio de mi marcha 4 la isla. 

Supongo que algan motivo tienen, cuando huyen. 

Ansio verme en Cuba, porque me pesa, como & los fanAticos religiosos, 
cuanto pesa sobre mi cargo. 

No descanso hasta cumplirlo satisfactoriamente. 

¥ no temo mi porvenir. s 

Recuerdo las predicciones que me hicieron antes de ir 4 Catalufia. 

Entonces me a que concluirian conmigo los anarquistas 

Ha sucedido todo lo contrario, pees hasta me capté el carifio de todos. Lo 
prueba la despedida que me han hecho al salir de Barcelona, la cual me con- 
movid de tal manera como nunca he sentido. 
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Al llegar 4 Cuba me propongo, en primer término, limpiar de filibusteros 


las provincias de la Habana, Pinar del Rio, Matanzas y Las Villas, entendién 
dose que me refiero, por ahora, 4 las gruesas partidas que las invaden. 
Después me quedan las pequefias partidas de 03, que exterminaré 
paulatinamente. 
De todos modos, en las presentes circunstancias se necesita mucha activi- 


Despues le pregunté el wi del buque si podian zarpar. 

—Si—contesto el general Weyler—vamos, y que la fortuna nos acompafie. 

I think there can be no doubt of the fact that this interview 
apperes in a well-known Madrid paper. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of what date? 

Mr. LODGE, It is of the 29th of January. I looked over the 
translation this morning, with a view particularly to one passage 
which I have seen criticised in the newspapers that I translated 
one word ‘‘ exterminate” which did not mean “ exterminate.” It 
occurs near the end of General Weyler’s interview. He says, 
‘“‘limpiar de filibusteros.” ‘‘ Limpiar ” means to clean, or scour, or 
purify. To ‘‘clean out” is what it means—that he was going to 
‘clean out” the filibusters. I used in the translation, perhaps 
improperly, the word ‘*‘ exterminate.” I was led to do so Cecaume 
in the next sentence he refers to the small bands, ‘‘ que extermi- 
nare,” about which, I think, there can be no question. He was 

oing to exterminate the small] bands and clean out the large ones. 
ut I have submitted the original document to be printed in the 
RECORD. 
Mr. President, I can understand the sensitiveness of the Spanish 
eople. A people who have dissipated in the course of three hun- 
< oa yearsagreat empire naturally feel sensitive over their exploits 
in sodoing. But I donot think that that is any excuse for the dip- 
lomatic representative of that nation to adopt the course he has 


adopted. He was referred to here yesterday, if the debate wascor- 
rectly reported in the newspapers, as a historical authority. His 
statements are the ex parte statements of the agent of the ish 


Government; that is all they are. They are entitled to just that 
much weight; and anyone who has followed his very numerous 
statements, I think, will agree that they have conf the sum of 
human information in regard to Cuba perhaps as much as any 
others. ‘3 

Mr. President, I think it is a pretty well established custom and 
a pretty well established fact that the debates in the Senate and 
the House are domestic matters with which no foreign nation has 
concern, The proper channel fora diplomatic representative who 
wishes to make representations on any subject is through the 
State Department, not through the newspapers. If an American 
diplomatist were to criticise in a European country the debates in 
the representative body of that country in the newspa pub- 
lished in that country he would be sent home, and we all know it. 
If the ambassador of ‘Turkey had gone into the London papers with 
an interview denouncing what Lord Rose said about Armenia 
in the House of Lords or what other Englishmen said about Ar- 
menia in the House of Commons, do you suppose that it would 
have passed unrebuked, or that he would have been allowed even 
to remain in London? 

No, Mr. President, we well know what the custom is,and we 
know that our diplomatists regard it. The able lawyer and dis- 
tinguished author who now represents the United States in Madrid, 
you may be very sure, has no representations through the 
newspapers as to the relations of the United States and in. 
And yet the report this morning in the dispatches in the New York 
papers is that Mr. Taylor has sent his wife and family and papers 
out of Madrid, because he thought it was safer to do so. 

Mr. President, I have called attention to this matter because I 
do not think that there is any propriety in a 7a represent- 
ative discussing what is said in the te. e have not been 
discussing diplomatic negotiations in thisCuban matter. We have 
been discussing a great question in regard to a war raging close 
by the boundaries of the United States. We have the right to 
discuss it with the most entire freedom. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate tc the language used 
by Mr. Webster when the representative of Austria undertook, in 
a diplomatic note sent through the proper channels, to find fault 
with language used in a communication from the President to the 
Senate in response to a a for documents relating to the ques- 
tion then existing about Hungary. Mr. Webster said: 

With Be mg to the communication of Mr. Mann's acuctions & to the 


Senate in which they are couched, it has alread 
and Mr. Hiilsemann must feel the justice of the remark, 

in reference to w the Government of the : 

test responsibility rity Government of His Imperial 


Majesty. No f ‘ate t can permit the 
tangoage ta wie it may instract own officers in the their 
duties to itself to be called in question under any pretext by a f power. 


Fault has been found with the language used in to this 
Cuban question. One would sw that it was the time in 
the ey of ~ oe ea hat tro language — been 
used 0 the struggle of a neigh people for their 
freedom. tho cone whan tho Sibamantas tele sa welthenth 
was simply the sympathy of the United States for the Hungarians 


en ee 
ee 


and for Louis Kossuth. There is talk about rough language 
being used now. Let me read the language of Daniel Webster in 
his reply: 
The power of this Republic at the t moment is spread 
gion one of the richest and most ferthe on. the globe, and of an mates - 
comparison with which the possessions of the Honse of rg are but as a 
tch on the earth's surface. Its population, already 25,000,000, will exeo:) 
chat of the Austrian Empire within the period during which it may be ho >.) 
that Mr. Hfilsemann may yet remain in the honorable discharge of his duties 
to his Government. 


That was the language of Mr. Webster in reply to a letter criti- 
cising the domestic action of the United States. 
Mr. President, I have thought it desirable, as my name was 


called in question, to show that what I — in the Senate stands 
printed in a Spanish a as I quoted it, and the charge of t}:o 
Spanish minister that I i fraudulent re- 


introduced a malicious] 

port falls to the ground. Whether the paper had that interview 
or not I do not know, and neither does the Spanish minister, | 
quoted it as it was reported, and there it is. 

I desire at the same time to enter my protest against having 
any diplomatic representative using as a channel for communi- 
cation the newspapers of the United States to criticise language 
uttered in debate. The Constitution of the United States pro- 
tects each one of us for the language uttered in debate. It is one 
of the earliest safeguards of the freedom of the English-speaking 
race, and I do not think it is proper that such criticisms should 
be made by a foreign representative accredited to this country. 
It gives rise to, it renders inevitable just such affairs as this, 
which ought never to occur. I for one wish to protest against it. 
I know very well what any other country would do under sim- 
ilar circumstances, and I know very well what many previous 
Administrations would have done under similar circumstances. 
I do not think there is any doubt what Daniel Webster would 
have done if any foreign representative in his time had under- 
taken to behave as this one has done. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am very sorry that the matter 
of the adoption of resolutions expressing the sympathy of the 
two Houses of Congress for the struggling patriots in Cuba should 
have taken the form of a personal controversy between the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts and the Spanish minister. I do not see 
why we can not pursue the even tenor of our way undisturbed by 
emeutes in Valencia or Madrid or the excesses of exuberant 


youthful feeling in the universities of Spain, and accomplish our 
purpose as a , strong, dignified, and self-respecting nation 
should accomplish its p , or why we should be led aside to 


discuss a difference in the interpreta’ or translation of a word 
ina Spenies newspaper between the Senator from Massachiusetts 
and the minister from Spain. 

Mr. President, [should beasquickasanyone toresent an infringe- 
ment upon the privileges of a member of this body, but [ must 
say, in all common fairness and in that sense of fair play which 
ought to find a place in the breast of every American, that it is 
hardly worth our while to stretch the prerogatives of the Senate 
and strain the interpretation of its privileges in order to attack a 
gentleman who has no chance to reply to the strictures that «re 
made upon his conduct. 

I do not agree with the minister from Spain. I sympatliize 
with the Cuban cause, asitis called. But that sympathy will be 
better directed, it will find a wider currency,if we do not attempt 
to take nndue advantage of everyone who has or chooses to ex- 
press an opinion different from ours, and jially one situated 
as the minister from Spain is situated in this cnoandinnty delicate 
crisis for him in his country’s affairs. : 

Mr. President, as to the criticism upon the ey of that 

iscuss it upon 
I am willing to concede 


communication in the newspaper, I do not care 

very strict lines of diplomatic usage c 
something to the A sete on star something to the stress of circum- 
stance in which that gentleman found himself, and not be over- 
critical or overnice in drawing the lines of diplomatic usage and 
diplomatic propriety around h I do not think that it becomes 
us to find fault with him after what has occurred in the Senate, 
when he in courteous phrase and in carefully guarded langu:.e 
points out that there may probably have been a mistake in the 
translation of a Spanish . or that the history of an out- 
rage attributed to the officers and soldiers of his own country may 
Mo phd ag unauthenticated and derived from a source unworthy 

credit. 

Iam not indorsing what the Spanish: minister said; I rather 
prefer to take, perhaps, the statement made in ly to it by the 
secretary of the Cuban junta in this country, Mr. Quesada; but [ 
want to treat fairly and I want to treat generously an antagonist, 
if he is to be on and not be found here quarreling oveT 
point no point in regard to that communication a 


The statement read the Senator 
Mr. Webster's cel Hiilsemann letter does not apply at all 
to the case we have in hand. That celebrated letter of Mr. Web- 
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had its occasion in a note considered to transgress diplo- 

rieties by Hiilsemann to the Secretary of 
State, finding fault with a statement made in a communication 
from the President of the United States to the Congress of the 
United States. Thatis very different, Mr. President, from a state- 
ment made to correct what the Spanish minister thought errors 
of fact, not to Congress, not to the President, finding fault with 
no official utterance, not attacking the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, so far as I could understand what was read from the desk, 
put pointing out in courteous phrase to the public press what he 
thought was a mistake in fact in regard to history cited by him, 
charging no intention on the art of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that was discreditable to him, but calling his attention merely 
to sources of information which might correct the history that had 
been cited upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. President, that was not the case that Mr. Webster ‘was 
dealing with. That was not an interference on the part of a for- 
eign minister with any of the privileges either of the Senate or of 
the House of Representatives, nor was it an impertinent interfer- 
ence or a protest addressed to the Executive through any of its 
Departments. This case differs entirely from what Mr. Webster 
was dealing with in the celebrated letter to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has referred. 

If, then, Mr. President, we are to conduct this discussion of the 
resolutions in which we think proper to express our sentiments 
in regard to the unfortunate condition of things in the Island of 
Cuba, I pray that we may not be put in the attitude of unfairly 
crowding the Spanish minister from any opportunity even to pro- 
test against what he considers a statement mistaken in the facts 
which it attempts to relate. I think that our position will be 
stronger, that it will be more satisfactory to the American peo- 

e, if we do not attempt to close the mouth of anyone who is 
interested upon the other side of this question. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it has been the unbroken rule 
in diplomatic affairs that the accredited agents of foreign Govern- 
ments should not interfere with domestic affairs. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. TELLER. There should be no comment made by any for- 
eign minister upon the parliamentary proceedings of the country 
to which he is accredited. Yesterday, when an objection was 
made, the Senator from Maine {[Mr. HALE] seemed to think it was 
made because of sensitiveness on the part of those who made the 
objection; that is, that they did not desire to get the facts and the 
truth. I think I etal yesterday what the ruleis. It is not 
a question whether the communication is an offensive communi- 
cation. It might be a laudatory and anapproving one. The rule 
is that the foreign minister must not interfere at all in domestic 

i He must not be heard except in an official way through 
the poomee department of the Government; that is, the State De- 
partment. 

It was said yesterday that this is like a matter of history. Mr. 
President, thatis most absurd. If therule is worth anything that 


he can not address us ey neither can he address us through a 
newspaper. Twice in the history of this country have we sent 


home the minister of a great country—one of France and one of 
Great Britain—for a very much less offense than the one the 
Spanish minister has been guilty of. For fear that some one will 
say that I am criticising the Administration for not sending him 
home, I want to say that under the circumstances, considering the 
friction that has arisen in Spain, if I had been the President of the 
United States I should not have sent him home, but I should have 
suggested very kindly to him through the Secretary of State that 
a ee of that conduct would necessitate his leaving this 
country. 

This is not a technical rule. It is not one of those things that 
has  aariey- ase without acause. Yesterday we had a debate as to 
the this man had stated. You can see now the impro- 
iety, to say nothing further and giving it no harsher term, of 

the Spanish minister into the debate and raising a ques- 


tion of between him and a member of the body. Its im- 
to be so apparent to everyone that that thing 

t never to be again in the Senate. Not only that, 
but we had @ communication read here from the prime minis- 


a in utter defiance of every rule that heretofore has 
; this body, and rules, I repeat, that are made for the 
and order between the nations of the 


We entre can not safely in this body discuss such ques- 
We not to discuss them. There is great reason 
them. If I should say of the Spanish 
I do not mean any reflection on 
) it might be very harsh, and 
and thus there might spring up 
controversy. All this comes from not 

well-established reasonable rule 
anything to say to us he must say it 


I 


: 
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officially through the State Department that is provided for com- 
munications with him and with his Government. 

We have discussed here in the Senate, I admit, some things 
touching the question of belligerency that need not to have been 
touched on. It is absolutely immaterial how that war is being 
carried on. The question is not-whether it is being carried on 
wickedly, savagely, contrary to the laws of nati 


itions. When you 
come to determine the question of the recognition of their bellig- 
erency, that has nothingin the world to dowith it. The question 
is what is the fact that exists in Cuba, not how they are carrying 
on the war. When we come toconsider another question, whether 
there may be such a condition there as to require int 


mon 
our part, then the question how they are carrying on the war be- 
comes a legitimate and proper subject of discussion, and not until 
then. 
Yesterday the debate went off upon the disputed The 
been made 
of civilized 


iacts. 
Senator from Maine challenged the statement that had 
here that the war was carried on contrary to the laws 
warfare, as if when it should be established that the Spaniards 
were carrying on the war according to civilized warfare then the 
Cubans would not be entitled to belligerent rights. The Senator 


would not make that statement; he would not found ] 


lls case 
upon that, and yet that is where the debate went off yesterday 
entirely, it being asserted that the Cubans are very wicked on 


| their side, and that the Spaniards are not so wicked as had been 
asserted. 

Mr. President, the only way to deal with thes: 
deal with them in accordance with the well-establi 
regulated laws that have governed deliberative bodies and have 
governed international intercourse among nations. That is the 
only way that it can be done, and not by creating unnecessary 

frictions and disturbances. 

There is a good deal of arowin Spain. The people of Spain are 

| very much excited. Now, that is not to be wondered at, and it is 

not, in my judgment, a source of grievance that we ought to com- 
| plain of. We would have aright to complain if the Spanish Gov- 
| ernment did not take proper means to put it down; but up to the 
| present hour it does seem that the Spanish Government has done 
everything that any decent Government could do to maintain 
quiet and peaceat home. Therefore that ought not to be brought 
in, and there ought to be no friction engendered because the stu- 
dents there have been excited any more than because of the action 
of students, irresponsible people, in burning the Spanish flag 
here. 

if those people have maintained an existence as a nation toa 
certain extent and war has become flagrant, as we know it has, 
then they are entitled to certain rights that the civilized countries 
of the earth recognize, and when we recognize those rights it is 
no cause of offense to Spain. Spain has no right to complain. 

She may feel hurt. We felt exceedingly hurt when some foreign 
powers early recognized the belligerency of the Southern Con- 
federacy. And yet it is not a cause of war. There is no more 
probability that the Spanish nation as a nation will assert in an 
offensive way their dislike of our action than that they will de- 
clare open war against us, because the Spanish officials know very 
well that by international law we have a right to recognize a 
state of warin Cuba and extend to those people belligerent rights. 
They know more than that. When a war has existed for months, 
as it has, we have a right to intervene in a friendly way, and they 
have no right to complain of it. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator, if he will allow me at this 
point, if there is not another reason, and thatis, that they have no 
right to treat a concurrent resolution as binding or affecting the 
American people in any way whatever? 

Mr. TELLER. The declaration of the Senate of the United 
States is a declaration that will attract the attention of the world, 
and I do not suppose—— 

Mr. HOAR. My proposition is, whether the declaration of the 
Senate of the United States is not precisely the declaration of an 
individual Senator, without any force whatever? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose those people over there stop 
to consider that question, and I do not propose tostop to consider it. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody seems to do so. 


subjects is to 
land well- 


Mr. TELLER. They have treated it as a declaration of the 
American people. They had aright to so treat it, whether legally 
so or not. If they take offense, which they have done, they have 


a right to take offense, just as we took offense; but they have no 
right to go to war; they have no right to insult our flag; and I 
am glad the Spanish nation recognizes its duty to protect the flag 
which floats over our consulates there from outrage, and is doing 
that as well as it can do it. 

I am an ardent sympathizer with the fight for ne in 
Cuba, and I should be delighted to hear to-day that Habana is in 
the hands of the insurgents. 
galleries. 
run the 


{ Manifestations of applause in the 
I should be delighted to know that those people had 
panish forces into the sea. But, Mr. President, I have 
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not the slightest feeling against the Spanish Government. I 
have not the slightest feeling of impatience or hatred because of 
the conduct of their irresponsible students. I look upon those 
outbreaks just as I should look upon similar outbreaks if they oc- 
curred here. ; 

Spain, a great and powerful nation, once very powerful, is 

hardly able to recognize the fact that it is not so great as in early 
days, full of pride, believing that the maintenance of this island 
is to them absolutely indispensable, and that by its loss she would 
be greatly disgraced. Nobody can wonder that the Spaniards 
want to hold that island; nobody can wonder that they are some- 
what impatient at ouraction. On the other hand, here is anisland 
right by our side. We know, no matter what may be said about 
it, that the people there are straggling to obtain a better govern- 
ment. We know very well that there is reason why they should 
have a better government. We know very well that there is ab- 
solutely no ey that they will ever get it under the Span- 
ish flag. How can it be otherwise than that the American people 
will sympathize with them in this contest? I am ashamed of any 
man who does not sympathize with them. Ido not say because 
we sympathize with them that we should do things not proper 
under international law. I do not say that we should intervene 
to peeteet them and to establish their government; but we can 
not help sympathizing with them; and yet, in sympathizing with 
them, we should pursue a course which gives no needless offense 
to the people who are endeavoring to maintain the control of that 
island. o unnecessary offense should tie given to Spain; and I 
do not myself think in the resolutions which we have passed that 
there is any occasion for Spain to have snything more than the 
same identical feeling which we had when Spain recognized the 
Southern Confederacy; that it was after all an unfriendly act and 
indicated sympathy with the combatants on the other side; that 
we did not like to see, and that is all there is of it. 
* Mr. President, I did not rise to discuss the Cuban question. I 
rose to enter my protest against bringing into the Senate, con- 
trary to what I understand to be the rules of the body, the say- 
ings and doings of a foreign minister. I rose to enter my protest 
against a foreign minister, no matter from what nation he comes, 
taking any part in our affairs, and I say again, no matter who he 
is, if T were President of the United States, and the offense were 
repeated, I should give him his walking papers and send him home. 
I would have it distinctly unders that the American people 
would submit to no interference, no suggestion, no criticism of a 
foreign minister accredited to our Government. 

Talk about maintaining the dignity of a nation. You can not 
do itif you allow those things to bedone. If they are proper criti- 
cisms, if they are justifiable from the facts, that is to say, if we 
abuse Spain unnecessarily, nevertheless the Spanish minister has 
no right to —— of us, unless he complains through the State 
a Nena t he has a right to do, and that he is justified 
in 


oing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to speak on this sub- 
ect beforg the on made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
Mr. Lop@r]}, which has been —_ to with some expressions of 
issent by the Senator from De 

the consideration of the Senate. 

I think the Senate should understand pyecisely what the action 
of the ae minister has been. I am prepared myself to make 
many allowances for his peculiar ition, but I do think that 
what he has done was entirely un ming in a minister from 
Spain to the United States. e communication to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts has alluded I have in my hand. It 
is contained in the Sunday New York Herald, of March &. It is 
dated at ‘‘ The Spanish Legation, Washington, D. C., March 7, 
1896,” and is signed with the facsimile signature of the minister. 
The headnotes are as follows: 

THE SPANISH MINISTER CRITICISES AND REFUTES STATEMENTS MADE BY 

UNITED STATES SENATORS IN CONGRESS—DEFENDS GENERAL WEYLER— 


WAR METHODS IN CUBA NOT DIFFERENT FROM THOSE IN FORCE IN OTHER 
REBELLIONS. 


In the course of the article thus signed by him are the following 
statements. He says that “ the Senators have been misinformed,” 
and that it is easy for him to prove that they have been misin- 
formed. He further says: 

I did not believe then that my work would be so easy and so short. 

And p to a deliberate and elaborate refutation of 

— made upon the floor of the Senate, he quotes as fol- 
Ows: 


Senator SHERMAN, in the sitting of February 28, quoted freely, among 
other things * * * 


In another place he says: 

Senator SHERMAN in his speech said— 

Then he states what the Senator from Ohio said. 

In another place he says: 

Senator MorGav, in the sitting of February 2%, spoke the following words— 
Then follows what the Senator from Alabama said. 


aware [Mr. Gray], passes from 


Further on the Spanish minister says: 

Senator Henry Canor Lopes, in a speech made February 25, quoted, etc — 

Then follows what the Senator from Massachusetts said; ang 
the Spanish minister says: 
‘“ gne frentiation which has been given to the Senator from Massachusetts is 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say that in the letter which I hayo 
seen—I do not know that it is the same one from which the Sena- 
tor is reading—the remarks which are attributed to me are mis- 
quoted from the Recorp and not truly quoted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That illustrates the point I am making. 

Elsewhere the Spanish minister says: 

Senator LopGs also said that the treaty of Zanjon had been violated— 

And he kindly says in this communication: 
ee te ee in at the diepesal of the Senator from Massachn- 

He undertakes to make a direct communication with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, and then, after defending Spain for the 
alleged atrocities in the Island of Cuba, he refers to the late Ameri- 
can civil war, and uses this language: 

In an English paper of those days I read the following opinion of the Ameri- 
can civil war: “Stripped of its trappings, it is a mere quarrel for territory: 
the antagonists are acting like Delawares and Pawnees. War to the kuife. 


pushed to absolute extermination, is what they have resolved on, and the 
people breathe a language of massacre and extermination.” 


Then he goes on to say: 


This c was no more justified than the charges which are brought now 
against 8S " 


Mr. President, it must be manifest, I think, to the Senator from 
Delaware that that communication ought not to have been writ- 
ten. If the minister from Spain is to sit down and write at the 
legation every morning an answer to what has been said by Sen- 
ators and members of the House of Representatives the day be- 
fore in the two Houses of Congress, manifestly the Senators and 
members of the other House will take occasion to reply to the 
minister the next day. Then we shall have the unseemly situ- 
ation that Senators and members of the other House are criticised 
daily by foreign ministers in the newspapers of the country and 
the Senators and members are ing replies. 

Mr. GRAY rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator interrupts me, I will 
ask him what he would think if Ambassador Bayard had written 
a communication, addressed to the editor of the London Times. in 
which he had selected statements made by Lord Salisbury, Mr. 
Chamberlain, and others in debate upon the Venezuelan question 
and had replied to them under his own signature, dating his reply 
from the embassy? Would not the Senator from Delaware think 
that would be an improper proceeding, for which the ambassador 
ought to be recalled? 

. GRAY. Iwas only going to say to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that he misunderstood me if he thought I said that 
the minister from Spain could not be convicted of a technical viola- 
tion of that diplomatic usage and diplomatic law which forbids 
the attempt to make an ae of opinion otherwise than 
through the ordinary channels. 

But I did want to say, and intended to say—I donot know whether 
I expressed aoe clearly or not—just what the Senator from New 
Hampshire said at the outset, that great allowances ought to be 
made for the Spanish minister in the present case; and feeling as 
I do in regard to this whole matter of Cuba, feeling the sympathy 
which I can not restrain the expression of in regard to what is 
going on there in that island to achieve independence, I also feel 
that magnanimity and forbearance on the part of the citizens and 
on the part of the Government of the United States toward Spain 
would be becoming and strengthen the attitude of those who really 
feel that Cuba ought to be free and hope that she may be free. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I entirely with what the Senator from 
Delaware says; but I do think that there is a little too much of 
this kind of criticism of the debate in Congress. We were delued 
yesterday, not merely with this formal and carefully prepared re- 

ly of the Spanish minister, but we had a communication from 
Aninister Castillo, we had a communication from Castelar: and I 
see in the New York Journal of March 8 the president of the 
council of ministers of Spain sends acommunication to the | nited 
States, in which he takes occasion to express the disgust which 
Spain feels at the ngs of the American Congress. | (lo 
not know whether the Senator from Maine put that communica 
tion in his speech or not, or whether he referred to it, but I do say 
to the Senator from Delaware that the question that is now before 
the Senate can be discussed with more dignity, with more pr" 
priety, and with more forbearance if the United States Senate 's 
not to be drawn into a debate, first on the floor of this Cham!«r, 


and in the newspapers of the country, between themselves 
and the minister of accredited to the United States. 
Mr. GRAY. Thatis just what I deprecate, Mr. President. 
+ 








1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


2633 





Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire—— 

Mr. HALE. I did not know that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] was through. I was going to call his at- 
tention to a matter. , 

Mr. FRYE. If my colleague will allow me, I simply wanted 
in that connection to call to the attention of the Senate an inci- 
dent which illustrates exactly the opposite course pursued by a 
foreign ambassador to that pursued by the Spanish minister. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. FRYE. There was a bill pending before the Committee on 
Commerce which affected the commercial interests of Germany 
very seriously, I did not know whether they had an attorney here 
or an t or not, and therefore I communicated directly with 
the am or, informed him that such a bill was pending af- 
fecting the interests of his country, and asked him if he wished to 
have anything to say in relation to it through himself or through 
any agent or attorney. He very promptly replied to me that he 
could not, with any propriety whatever, directly address the com- 
mittee, or Congress, or any member of the committee, or any 
member of Congress, but that he had some views which he de- 
sired to express, and that they would be presented through the 

of State of the United States, and the next day I re- 
ceived a communication from the Secretary of State with the 
views of the German ambassador. 

Mr. . Mr. President, I do not know that I need say a 
word after what has been so calmly, so discriminately, and so 
well said by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]; but all that 
has taken place this morning, all that has been said here, arises 
from the fact that yesterday, in discussing this most important 
question, I saw fit to introduce into the debate a statement made 
in the public press by the gentleman who is now the representa- 
tive of the Spanish monarchy to this Republic. I do not regret 
that I had the opportunity to do that, and that I acted — it. I 
had sat here day after day and had heard inflammatory discussion 
and censure of a nation with which we are at peace, based not a 
one single official report, upon nothing coming from the State De- 
partment, that has in charge the relations of this Republic with 
other nations and with other Governments, not one report, but 
simply extracts from papers and alleged documents the authen- 
ticity of which nobody could account for and nobody could state. 
In answer to those, I looked about for what I could find in current 
literature. Iam glad that I found the statement of the minister 
from Spain as published in the New York and in the Washington 


” Mr. Bresic 
Mr. ident, I do not agree in any censure which may be vis- 
ited upon that official for what he did. It is not like the case 
cited by my colleague. The Spanish minister did not attempt by 
communication with the State Department to make anycomment 
upon a coordinate branch of the Government, as he would per- 
haps have had no right to do; but he found himself here, as 
everybody yor ea herself, ne, —, day the great 
wee an e little newspapers. and all the newspapers 
whichrecord current events; and when the Spanish minister made 
the New York World and the Washin 
of his views on this subject he simply did what was natural un- 
der the circumstances, and instead of raising any issue of verac- 
ity—I take the word from what the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] said—with any Senator here, nothing of that kind was 
done; instead of unkindly censuring anybody in the Senate, the 
Spanish minister had that sense of fitness of things, which I hope 
will always characterize his intercourse here, to make the entire 
tone of his communication as careful and as nice in its observance 
of courtesy and in its deference to Senators as it is possible for 
human to make it. Any Senator who will read the com- 
munication which he made will see that it is couched not even in 
terms of criticism. He was desirous in a fair way to correct 
errors. He sought to remove impressions which existed in the 
minds of Senators through the press that he believed they would 
thank him for removing. 
'. Mr. President, Senators have all at once become impressed with 
ty of this body to the extent that it must notin any way 
newspaper communications. That day has passed. It 
no foreign minister has a right to go to the newspapers 
statement. Ideny it. That is not the way in which 
world is conducted. The great newspaper,'the news- 
is read and properly influences public sentiment, has 
which thirty years ago would have been considered 
tended to deal. The great 
earth are proud to e their position known, not only 
or legal ae. but on pending questions of amity, 
commerce, of relations in theit own Government and with other 
Mr. Gladstone writes communications to the newspa- 
pers and the magazines on both sides of the Atlantic pacing t 
qrestions of American ae everybody is glad to Sen. 
obody complains because Mr. Gladstone 


wrote an eloquent com- 
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| brought in here by the Senator from Maine |Mr. Hae} 





munication, taking the other side upon what some of us believe, 
in reference to the tariff. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me put this case to the Senator from Maine: 
Suppose some member of Parliament in his place in the House of 
Commons or the House of Lords had said that it was a matter of 
history, quoting from some supposititious writer, or real writer, 
that when Major Andre was executed, or before he was executed, 
he was tortured by General Washington, had his eyes burned out 
with red-hot irons, do you suppose that the American ambassador 
at London might not, with perfect propriety, point out either that 
the history;was an unauthentic one or that a raistake had been 
made in the reading of such a grewsome and false statement? 

Mr. HALE. I supposeon the next morning every reader of the 
London Times would have found on his table a polite and courte- 
ous letter from Mr. Bayard to the editor of the London Times, 
setting right the error of history and of fact. We never will live 
in a time when, under circumstances which so aptly have been 
presented by the Senator from Delaware, a foreign minister will 
not do that. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. That is nota case at all analogoustothe present. 
That would be with reference to something that has passed into 
history, but this action of the Spanish minister is intended to in- 
fluence pending proceedings in this body. That is where the 
offense comes in. 

Mr. HALE, All debate is illustrative, and the instance given 
by the Senator from Delaware would have arisen in the British 
Parliament upon some debate on a pending question, and not upon 
some question of how the Revolutionary war was conducted, and 
the American ambassador would have had a right to correct his- 
tory and correct facts. 

Mr. President, [am glad that Canovas, the prime minister of 
Spain, saw fit to send that calmly-worded, discreet, and wise dis- 
patch toa great New York paper. I was glad a few months ago, 
when the public was in some condition of excitement with refer- 
ence toa controversy with another country, that the heir-apparent 
to the British Crown and a near relative of his thought it advis- 
able to send a kindly and ——— message to a great New 
York newspaper, and I did not consider that even royalty had 
abated any of its disnities because the Prince of Wales saw fit to 
do that. 

The truth is that it has become the fashion, it has become the 
practice—it will never recede—for all public men to go to the news- 
papers, to the magazines, and to the reviews, and there write them- 
selves down fully upon any subject-matter which pertains to the 
resent, and that is discussed either by their own parliament, or 
in diplomatic circles, or whatever it may be; and until the Span- 
ish minister shall, by his language or by false criticism, or by in- 
vidious statement, overstep the bounds which any gentleman may 
observe in his communications, I believe he is not entitled to our 
censure or our reproach. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I agree entirely with the proposi- 
tion which has been advanced here by the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray} and by other Senators, that it is not seemly that we 
should be discussing in the Senate with the representative of a for- 
eign power; but it is hewho beganthe debate. I did not bring the 
utterances of the Spanish minister into the Senate. They were 
, and 
among those utterances the Spanish minister said that I had been 
imposed ‘upon by a malicious and fraudulent misrepresentation. 

hat isa*pretty serious charge, Mr. President. I think I was 
justifiedim replying to it. If it was a malicious and fraudulent 
misrepresentation, it was my duty to withdraw it; and if it was 
not, it was*my duty to show that it was not; and I have shown it, 
and shown by the original document that the statement of the 
Spanish:minister in that respect was not correct. 

Mr. President, these eloquent defenses of the Spanish minister 
I find no fault with; but I think that even a United States Sena- 
tor is entitled to some rights; and I think when he is accused of 
doing things like that, he has the privilege, at least, of showing 
that he is right and that his accuser is wrong. 

Iam not going to enter into the subject of carrying on diplo- 
matic negotiations by newspaper, which the Senator from Maine 
has so eloquently described, citing as examples of diplomatists 
the Princeof Wales and Mr. Gladstone, neither of whom hold dip- 
lomatic positions. I am not going into that large question. I 
am going to call the attention of the Senate merely to this fact: 
In the first place, I did not allude in the remotest way to the dis- 
turbances in Spain, nor did I allude to past history. I do not 
think the Senator from Delaware knew exactly what it was that 
I was cerrecting. I read an interview of General Weyler’s about 
six weeks.ago, before he left Spain, as to his future policy in Cuba, 
which I think was pertinent. The authenticity of that interview 
was denied by the Spanish minister. I have produced the Span- 
ish newspaper containing it. That is all I can do. 
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Now, Mr. President, there is one other 
Maine thinks that this isan admirable thing that the Spanish min- 


int. TheSenator from 
ister has done. At the end of his interview the minister says: 


I said nothing when that language was used in the press, but I believe it is 
my duty, although against the conventionalities of my position— 


Even he admitted that— 
to appeal, as I have said, to the honest common sense of the American people 
when those words are uttered from the Capitol of the United States. 

He takes an appeal from the representative body of the United 
States to the people. As we are talking of history, Mr. President, 
I should like to ask Senators if they have forgotten the case of 
Genet? He was a minister of the French Republic to the United 
States. He appealed from the Government to the people of the 
United States, and George Washington turned him out of the 
country. Now, Washington, I suppose, would be called a jingo 
and would be taken to task to-day for his untimely action; but he 
was considered in his day and generation a man of good judgment; 
and when the French minister appealed from the action of the Ad- 
ministration to the people of the United States Washington 
thought it was sufficient to mye asking for his recall. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, the Spanish minister 
has taken no such action. 

Mr, LODGE. He has appealed from the Congress of the United 
States—— 

Mr. HALE. He has not appealed from the Congress of the 
United States, I say to the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. HALE. He has appealed not from the action of the Gov- 
ernment—— 

Mr. LODGE. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. HALE. He has appealed to the American people for the 
opportunity to state what he considers is the truth, which he al- 
leges was not covered in the statements made in the Senate. 

ir. LODGE. That is precisely what Genet tried to do, al- 
though he appealed against the administrative branch to the 
people. He appealed against what he thought had been done. 

Mr. HALE. He o— from the Administration. 

Mr. 9 Did the Administration state that the Senate had 
no right? 

Mr. HALE. No, but the Senate is not the Government, though 
it is an important part of the Government. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not pretend to say that it was the Govern- 


ment, 
Mr. GALLINGER. Neither is the Administration the Govern- 


ment, 

Mr. LODGE. The error Genet made was in taking an appeal 
to the le against the Government of the United States. 

Mr. FALE. Against the action of the Government. 

Mr. LODGE. Against the action of the Government of the 
United States, if you please. 

Mr. HALE. Not against statements of fact. 

Mr. LODGE. Against both what had been said and done by 
Washington; and Washington asked for his recall. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwas going to remind the Senator, in regard to 
the interesting illustration of our past history of Washington and 
the French minister, Genet, that that person undertook to enlist 
men and fit out ships of war in this country to aid the Republic 
of France. 

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly aware of that; but that was not 
the ground on which the recall was finally asked. Washi mn 
waited through all that period when he was trying to do those 
things, until he made that appeal, and on that ground particularly 
he asked for his recall. , 

Mr. President, only a few years ago another diplomatic repre- 
sentative who was conducting negotiations through the news- 

pers advised an American citizen how to vote. He did not 
haters with the Senate or with Congress or with the Govern- 
ment. He simply offered his opinion, and the present President 
and the present ambassador to London united in insisting on his 


Mr, TELLER. I should like to oe to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that it was a private letter which the minister 
wrote, and it got into the newspapers. It was not intended for 
publication. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely; and that makes the case only so much 


stronger. 

Mr.HALE. In relation to issues then pending before the Ameri- 
can people in the November elections. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. An entirely different case. 

Mr. LODGE. And issues are ing now in Congress. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Presiden 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. DoestheSenatorfrom Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. LODGE. I will sit down in a moment and give way for 
morning business. I desire to finish what I was saying. 


va VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Massachusetts has 
the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I insist upon the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the point of order? 

Mr. HOAR,. Iask unanimous consent for my colleague to finish 
his statement. 

Mr. PALMER. The ame of order is that morning business 
should be proceeded with. 

Mr. LODGE. How can I be taken off the floor at this stage? 

Mr. PALMER. There is nothing before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask 
unanimous consent that my coll e may finish his remarks? 
Certainly no Senator will object to that. 

Mr. PALMER. Unquestionably; I would do more than that: 
but it occurs to me that this subject is exhausted and the moruiny 
hour is ing away. 

The ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. PALMER. I make no objection to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar ? The Chair hears 
none. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGer] will procee |. 

Mr. LODGE. I am indebted to the Senate for their kindness in 
allowing me to finish. I merely wish to say that I had no desire 
to bring in this matter of the Spanish minister. I think the who's 
debate is a result of the misfortune of the Spanish minister's 
undertaking to correct the Senate as to words uttered in debate 
and as to Senators bringing in his utterances. I haveset the point 
right on which he assailed me, and I have nothing more to say. 
My own views are very clear as to the propriety of his conduct. 
I have said sufficient on that point, and that is all I desire to say 
this morning. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, anno that the House had passed 
the bill (8S. 1825) to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church of the Di of Washington. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution, each with an amendment in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (5. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance of 
ame » c library and reading room in the District of Colum- 
ia; an 


A joint resolution (S. R. 72) di ing the Public Printer to sup- 
ply the Senate and House libraries each with 20 additional copics 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 15,000 copies of 
the work on Apiculture — by the Department of Agricu!- 
ture, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of 


the Senate. 
The m also announced that the House had passed the {«)!- 


essage 

lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 

A ill Hl Ror) changing the time of holding f tl 

i ( . . i i e i terms Oo t 1e Cir- 

cuit and district courts of the United States in the northern dis- 
trict of California; 

A bill (H. R. 818) to provide for the care and cure of inebriates 
in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2684) for the relief of S. W. Peel for services ren- 
dered the Old Settler Cherokees; 

A bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promissory notes, 
drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R, 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale of 


printed — of patents; By 
A bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District of 
Columbia 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 99) to supply the State of Kan-as 
with copies of the muster rolls of the Third and Fourth Regimes 
of Kansas Infantry; and : 

the Secretary of War 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 133) 
to submit estimates for necessary repairs at Cleveland Harbor. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The further announced that the S: er of the House 

had the following enrolled bills; and they were thereujn 
by the Vice-President: ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 162) regulating proof of death in certain pension 


bill (H. R. 1712) granting to the First Regiment North Caro- 
condemned 


A 
lina State Guard two cannon; 
A the Supreme Council of the 


bill (H. R. 2300) to 
of Rite Masonry for the Southern 
United States. 


i 





PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


SHERMAN presented a petition of 298 citizens of Wells- 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
the 


Mr. 
ille, Obi 
Ville, nent to the Constitution of the United States; which was 


en’ 
— to the Committee on the Judiciary. _ 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry petitions of citizens of Merissa, 
Towanda, Sparta, and Quincy, all in the State of Illinois, praying 
for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. y fe 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of 35 citizens of Colon, Nebr., 

raying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. * 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Colfax and 
Spokane, fn the State of Washington, remonstrating against the 

ssage of the Pacific railroad funding bill; which was referred 

the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

He also presented the petition of E. A. Gerrard,of Monroe, 
Nebr., praying for the reopening of certain post-offices and _ also 
of certain telegraph offices in the State of Nebraska which have 
been closed by an order of the Union Pacific Railroad; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. ALLISON ted the petition of James A. Black, of 
Wyman, Iowa; a petition of 42 citizens of Hopkinton, Iowa; a pe- 
tition of 82 citizens of Cotter, Iowa; a petition of 25 citizens of 
Leclaire, lowa; a petition of 45 citizens of Louise County, Iowa; 
a petition of 48 citizens of Webster County, Iowa, and a petition 
of 124 citizens of Delaware County, Iowa, praying for the adop- 
tion of the religious amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. a a 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of 46 citizens of Ryegate, 
Vt., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEAR ted a joint resolution of the Twenty-sixth gen- 
eral assembly of the State of Iowa, in relation to the 5 per cent 
funds due that State from the sale of Government lands; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in the Rrcorp, 
as follows: 

JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 13. 
A joint resolution and memorial in relation to the 5 per cent funds. 


Be it resolved by the general assembly of the State of Iowa, That in the opin- 
ion of the assembly the State of Iowa is entitled, under and by virtue 
of the proposition made thereto by the Congress of the United States, by an 


act supplemental to the act for the admission of the States of Iowa and Flor 
ida intet the Union, ved March 3, 1845, and an act of the general assembly 
of the State en An act and ordinance accepting the proposition made 


by Congress on the admission of Iowa into the Union as a State,” aperes 
January 15, 7 to b per cent on the Government price of all land sold in this 
eee mee ited States for military land warrants and scrip since January 


Be it} resolved, That the governor of this State be, and he is hereby, 
wand to teams a copy of this joint resolution and memorial to each of 
its Senators and tatives in Congress, with the request that they lay 
the subject before ive .bodies and use all and every appropriate 
means to secure present provision for the payment of the 5 per cent aforesaid 


Orrice SECRETARY oF STATE, Des Moines, Iowa, March 6, 1390. 


This certifies that the poregoing a resolution No. 13 was passed by the 
bt -sixth general assembly of fowa and certified to this office on the 6th 
y . 1896. 


z 


W. M. McFARLAND, 
Secretary of State. 

ted the petition of J. K. Alexander and 324 other 
Morning Sun, Iowa, praying for the adoption of the 
- religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 

tates; which was referred to the Committee on the J meaner 
He also presented a joint resolution of the general assembly of 
the State of Nevada, relative to the indebtedness of the Central 
Pacific Company to the Uniteé States; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Pacific Railro.ds. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition in the form of resolutions 
by Post, No. 244, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Wichita, , praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law allowing $8 a month to all honorably discharged soldiers who 
served ninety or more; which was referred to the Committee 


on 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of New- 
that an eran be made providing a 
from Kansas City, Mo., to that city; which was 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
of L. F. Cochran, of Wichita, Kans.., 


petition 
ata i soe at py te i 


pra i enactment of legisla- 


of the employees of the rail- 
Po Dane ervios: which were referred to the Committee on 
and Post-Rvuads. 


He also 
citizens 


; 
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zens of Johnson County, Kans.; the petition of R. G. Carnahan 
and 182 other citizens of Halstead, Kans.; the petition of Lizzie 
Johnson and 11 other citizens of Cottonwood Falls, Kans.; the 
petition of Rey. Orim A. Chapman and 28 other citizens of Ran- 
som, Kans., and the petition of J. R. Tippin and 39 other citizens 
of Jewell County, Kans., praying for the adoption of the pro- 


posed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Bostoniana Club, of Bos- 
ton, Mass., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 301, de- 
signed to restrict immigration to the United Sta which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
He also presented a petition of 16 citizens of Boston, Mass., and 


a {7 citizens of Bernardstown, Mass., 1 


raving for 1 


— of 


adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of William J. Davis and 82 other 


citizens of Boston, Mass., praying that religious matter, including 


tracts, be given improved postal facilities under the act of July 16, 
1894, regulating second-class mail matter: which referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fay 
etieville, N. C., representing various church denom 1S, pra 
ing for the enactment of legislation for the relief of the book agents 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was ref l to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 34 citizens of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving second-class mail 
matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 


16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 110 citizens of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the establishment of a permanent board of arbitration 
between the United States and Great Britain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 62 citizens of Massachusetts; a 

etition of sundry citizens of Ohio; a petition of 300 citizens of 
Somes @ petition of 19 citizens of New York; a petition of 7 citi- 
zens of Alabama; a petition of 9 citizens of Oregon; a petition of 
28 citizens of Wisconsin, and a petition of sundry citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the adoption of the proposed r 
ment to the Constitution of the United State 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Grafton, N. Dak., and a petition of sundry citizens of Drayton, 
N. Dak., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the faculty and students of 
Tarkio College, Tarkio, Mo., praying for the establishment of a per 
manent court of arbitration between the United States and Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign R 
lations. 

He also presented the petition of Horace C. Stanton and sundry 
other citizens of Kansas City, Mo.; the petition of S. M. Sider and 
sundry other citizens of Girardeau County, Mo.; the petition of 
James F. Watkins and sundry other citizens of But'er, Mo., and 
a petition of sundry citizens of St. Louis and Index adence, Mo., 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BATE presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
bishops of the African Methodist Episcopal Church held at Balti- 
more, Md., January 22, 1896, favoring the enactinent of legislation 
for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the offi- 
cers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Racine, 
Ashland, and Shawano, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for 
the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Co! 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Cassville, Bur- 
ton, Beetown, Hurricane, Westport, Excelsior, Vernon, Dodg: 
Corners, and Richland, all in the State of Wisconsin, remon- 
strating against the adoption of the proposed religious amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the common council of ape 
rior, Wis., remonstrating against the completion of a bridge be- 
tween the cities of Duluth and Superior, in that State, and also 
against allowing the Duluth-Superior Bridge Company to charge 
a toll to foot passengers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Au- 


ligious amend- 
; which were referred 


umbia; 


25 


& petition of J, A. Julien and 38 other citi-| gusta, Ga., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
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amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. HILL presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying for the construction on the present site of a 
new building for the custom-house in New York City; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of Colgate Univer- 
sity, Hamilton, N. Y., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
735, to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of 
“ Navy, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Union- 
ville, Rhoadesville, Granite Springs, and Moormans River, all in 
the State of Virginia, praying for the adoption of the proposed 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I present the memorial of John B. McCar- 
thy, of Washington, D. C., in relation to an increased supply of 
water for the District of Columbia. I move that the memorial 
be printed as a document and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the East Washington 
Citizens’ Association, praying for the issuance of bonds to com- 
plete the sewe system of the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

He also presented a petition of the East Washington Citizens’ 
Association, praying for the a ownership of gas and elec- 
tric light plants in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Moro, 
Oreg., praying for the a of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRICE ey ee a memorial of W. H. Lytle Post, No. 47, 
Grand Army of the Republic, representing various Veteran Legion 
encampments, Grand Army posts, and other organizations of 
soldiers, of Hamilton County, Ohio, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of enlisted men, unless sustained by ample and undoubted 
testimony; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


ffairs. 

Mr. ELKINS presented the petition of Rev. A. Tuttle and 27 
other citizens of dy County; the petition of Rev. J. J. Mason 
and 42 other citizens of Jackson County; the petition of W. M. 
Slaughter and 51 other citizens of Mason County; the petition of 
John H. Spragg and 36 other citizens of Monongalia County; the 

tition of Isaac Wagner and 49 other citizens of Pleasants 

Sounty; the petition of Rey. G. C. Bedford and 253 other citizens 
of Preston County; the petition of J. B. Phelps and 28 other citi- 
zens of Ritchie County; the petition of L. C. Collett and 35 other 
citizens of Tucker County; the petition of L. D. an and 100 
other citizens of Wayne County; the petition of 8. W. Stephens 
and 49 other citizens of Wood County; the petition of Ira Stafford 
and 58 other citizens of Preston County, and the petition of F.C. 
Neptune and 86 other citizens of Roane County, all in the State 
of West Virginia, praying for the adoption of the —— re- 
ont amendment to the Constitution of the Uni States; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Minne- 
sota, remonstrating against the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the Uni tates, and also 
against the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
er at a union mass meeting held in Helena, Mont., February 
9, 1896, — the enactment of legislation providing for the 
protection of ericans in Turkey, and extending sympathy to 
the suffering Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of county commis- 
sioners of Helena, Mont., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 3339, to create a special commission on highways and to make 
appropriation therefor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KYLE. Iam directed by the Select Committee to Estab- 
lish the University of the United States, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1202) to establish a university of the United S to 
report it with amendments, and to submit a report thereon, 

—_ accompanying the report will be presented to the Senate 


morrow. 
Mr. WALTHALL su uently said: Just as I came into the 
Chamber I noticed that the Senator from South Dakota ; 
KYL}, from the Select Committee to Establish the University of 
the United States, reported favorably a bill to establish a national 


university. I desire to say that there are several members of the 


committee, myself included, who do not unite in that report. ang 
I ask leave at a later day to submit the views of the minority. _ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. iii 
_Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen. 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1679) for the relict of 
Helen Larned, reported it with amendments, and submitted a ro. 
port thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was reterred the bill (S, 2132) for the relief of settlers upon lands 
within the indemnity limits of the grant to the New lone Pa. 
cific Railway Company, reported it with an amendment, ani sy). 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was ro. 
ferred, reported a bill (S. 2461) to grant land to the State of Ala. 
bama for the use of the Industrial School for Girls of Alabama 
and of the Tuskegee Normal and Industrial Institute; which was 
read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2063) to t land to the State of Alabama for the use of 
the Industrial School for Girls of Alabama, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2107) to grant land to the State of Alabama for the use of 
the Normal and Industrial Institute, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 

§. 461) for the relief of the trustees of the German Evan- 
gelical Church of Martinsburg, W. Va., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of nm, from the Committee on Claims. to 
whom was referred the (8. 517) for the relief of Thomas Wil- 
liams, an employee of the Senate re for injuries received 
while in the discharge of his duties, in the year 1892, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1548) for the relief of Alexander Stoddart, of New York, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 605) relieving the personal representatives of John Sher- 
man, jr., late United States marshal for the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, from the requirements of section 833 of the Revised Statutes, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 601) nting a on to Clara R. Rodgers, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2194) granting a pension to Mrs. Weltha Post 
Leggett, repo: it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
teferred the bill (S. 1565) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
— reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill i 519) for the relief of Marshall R. Hathaway, submitted 
an adverse ee thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 

ed indefinitely. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1555) for the relief of the sufferers by the 
wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast 
of Massachusetts, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 688) for the relief of Thomas 8. Lutterloh, submitted an 
adverse thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2055) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
wee ve Cc. eens , reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
m a 

Mr. W. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1004) for the relief of Mrs. Alice 
M. Walsh, to submit an adverse report thereon. I desire to call 
the attention of the senior Senator from Florida (Mr. Cav] to 


this bill, as he introduced it. 
Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill may be placed on the Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Dill will be placed on the Calen- 


dar with the adverse of the committee. 


Mr. CHANDLER. the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections I desire to t the report of that committee upon 
a a gabeaitied on January 7, arsed by ee cleo. 

ebraska . ALLEN], anin con 
tion in Algvatan in 100 eeselahion was reported fay me on 


the 8d instant with an amendment, and is now on the Calendar. 
The views of the minority will be presented later. I ask that the 


“Ite VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 








Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 662) for the relief of William S. Grant, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. T , from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1854) removing the charge of desertion 
from the name of Thomas Collins, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefi- 

ly. 
are ale, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, penis by a bill (S. 2462) to 
provide for making of allotments of pay by officers of the Navy 
and Marine Corps; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST, the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Calumet River, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill just reported by the Senator from 
Misso . VEST] is one of importance, and it is very desir- 
able that ediate action should be taken. It is a bridge bill 
about which there ip no controversy whatever. I ask that it may 
be taken up and os on its passage. 

The VICE-PR IDENT. Is there objection to thé request of 
the Senator from Illinois for the present consideratiom of the 
bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us get through with the morning busi- 


ess. 

° Mr. CULLOM. It is merely a little bridge bill. It will take 

but a moment to i 
Mr. SHER. 


ness. 
Mr. CULLOM. Very well. I have no objection if I can get up 
the bill after the morning business shall have been cotcluded. 
The VICE-PRESID There is objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2463) to regulate certain prose- 
cutions in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2464) granting a pension to John 
Eckland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2465) granting a pen- 
sion to Hattie Woodmansel; which was read twice by its title, and 
reierred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2466) to pension Hester A. 
Bostwick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
= referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2467) to provide for the erec- 


it. 
. Let us get through with the morning busi- 


tion of a public building in the city of St. Cloud, Minn.; which 
was read by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds 


. He also introduced a bill (S. 2468) granting a pension to Ann 
Connolly; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
eee to the Committee on Pensions. 

. Mc introduced a bill (S. 2469) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to quitclaim and release 
unto Francis Hall and Juriah Hall and their heirs and assi 

right, title, and interest of the United States in and to the east 
by the full depth of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493, in 
, D. C., as laid down on the original plan 


or Sy of said city; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 


He introduced a bill (S. 2470) for the relief of D. M. Mc- 


F 


Eacheran; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 
introduced a bill (S. 2471) to providefor the publication 


e 
of the 


atic net a 
rt en pen rte ery 
Railroad in the District 
Committee 


to 
rapproved July 20, 180s 
er ET a ale ‘ 
a bill (8. 2474) to 


oO a and Potomac 
of 
on the District of Columbia. 


on the Ju 


the Committee on Pensions. 
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s all 


archives in the Department of State; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


(S. 2472) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An 
the approval and sanction of Congress 
f the Anacosti iver 
Columbia,” approved April 30, 1892, 
which was read twice by its title, and 


introduced a bill (S. 2473) to amend an act en- 
provide for holding terms of court in the district 
; which was read twice by its 


vide fees for the officers 
the States of South Dakota, Montana, 
; which was read twice by its title, and 


request) introduced a bill (S. 2475) for 
. Crosswhite; which was read twice by its 






He also introduced a bill (S. 2476) granting a pension to Sarah 
E. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2477) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert P. Wild; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2478) granting a pen- 
sion to certain East Tennesseeans engaged in the secret service of 
the United States during the war of the rebellion; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2479) for the relief of 
the widow and children of Dr. Lemuel H. Draper; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 2480) to enable claimants to 
mineral lands to obtain patents; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2481) granting a pension to 
Charles Edson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2482) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to loan two condemned cannon to the 
Confederate Home of Missouri, located at Higginsville, Lafayette 
County, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (S.R.95) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to submit estimates for necessary repairs 
at Cleveland Harbor; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 





AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed, 

STATEMENT OF CUBANS IN ARMS, 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the letter of Hon. T. Estrada Palma to Hon. Richard Olney, 
Secretary of State, of the date of December 7, 1805, and accompanying docu- 
ments, be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 
































PUBLIC-LAND SURVEYS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate at the earliest date possible the progress and result 
ot public-land surveys in the Indian Territory under direction of the Geo- 
logical Survey, together with the acreage or mileage surveyed and the cx 
per acre or per mile; also the character and frequency of the monuments 
marking eolll carveve, and whether such monuments conform to those here- 
tofore prescribed by the Commissioner of the General Land Office in the sur 
vey of public lands; also the character of paraphernalia and equipment re- 
quired to execute said survey and the expense of same; also whether expe- 
rienced deputy surveyors of public lands Rave been called in to assist in the 
work under the Geological Survey; also whether the persons who are in im- 
mediate charge of the survey in the Indian Territory are under bonds for 
the faithful performance of their work in a practical and efficient manner 
in accordance with the rules and requirements pertaining to public-lan¢ 
surveys. 


HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


yat 


Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution for which I ask immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the committee, the usual 
number of copies of the report of a hearing before the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage, January 28, 1896. 

Mr. HOAR. Was the resolution correctly read, that the docu- 
ment is to be printed for the use of the committee? Should it not 
be for the use of the Senate? 

Mr. CALL. It ought to be for the use of the Senate. I did not 
observe thatlanguage. I willmodify the resolutionin that respect. 

There was a request made on the part of the woman’s suffrage 
convention held here that the number of copies of the hearing 
had before the committee should be largely increased. I suggest 
thatthe resolution may be made a joint resolution so as to pro- 
vide for the additional number of 5,000 copies. However, I with- 
draw the suggestion for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 























IMMIGRATION REGULATIONS, 





Mr. LODGE. I desire to give notice that on Monday next, 
after the conclusion of the routine morning business, with its per- 
mission, I shall address the Senate in regard to the bill (S. 2147) 
establishing additional regulations concerning immigration to the 
United States. 
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CONSIDERATION OF CUBAN RESOLUTION, 


Mr. Hoar and Mr. CuLiom addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rose, on the supposition that morning busi- 
ness had been concluded, for the purpose of calling up the bill for 
which I asked consideration a while ago. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask that the resolution which I submitted yes- 
terday may be laid before the Senate as a part of the morning 
business, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hoar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the consideration of the report of the conference commit- 
tee on the Senate concurrent resolution 19, relating to Cuba, be stponed 
until Monday, April 6, and that the Committee on Foreign Relations be di- 
rected before that time to report to the Senate the facts which, in their opin- 
ion, justify the passage of said resolution, together with the evidence thereof. 


Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether he desires to occupy the attention of the Senate at this 
time on the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to take the floor on the resolution, to 
which I am entitled, and then, if the Senate has no objection, it 
would be agreeable to me to have the resolution go over until 
to-morrow with the same right which it has to-day. I am not in 
very good health is course I would not ask that it be laid over 
on that account alone), and if I were to proceed beyond 2 o’clock 
I would interrupt the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turrie], who 
is already in the middle of a speech on the election case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall object to the resolution at every stage 
in whichit ispresented. I regard it asa reflection upon the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, which t one month laboriously 
considering the question now under debate. Now, after the two 
Houses have by overwhelming majorities adopted such resolu- 
tions, Iam decidedly opposed to having a resolution introduced 
here to postpone the subject until April 6 next to be discussed in 
a mock debate. I therefore object. 

Mr. HOAR. Does my friend object to the usual courtesy of a 
postponement of the resolution until to-morrow? 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator wishes to give his opinion upon 
the Cuban question it is before him—upon the action of the two 
Houses of Congress—and he can at any time when the question is 
up move to postpone its consideration until the 6th of April. This 
is a resolution introduced to divert the argument and debate from 
the consideration of the action of the two Houses into a mock de- 
bate such as we have had here recently in the morning hour. I 
therefore object to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if I may be pardoned a word, the 
Senator from Ohio is a man of marvelous penetration and of t 
scientific attainments, but I doubt whether he has sounadiinal teh 
new discovery of the X rays that he can penetrate into my brain 
through a pretty thick skull and know what was my motive in 
naceduein the resolution. 

Mr. 8 MAN. Well, I thinkI can. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that I have no such motive or pur- 
pose. I wish to call the :ttention of the Senate not to the merits 
or demerits of this Cuban resolution, but to a practice which 
seems to be growing up in the Senate in regard to dealing with 
our foreign relations. I wish to point out that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, instead of taking the ordinary method of action 
by the Government prescribed by the Constitution, have carefully 
avoided and shrunk not only in this, but in another important mat- 
ter connected with our foreign relations from the ordinary con- 
stitutional method of having the American people act, which is 
by Senate, House, and President, and the whole thing is nothing 
but a moot debate. If thereisa moot debate anywhere it is when 
the Senate of the United States is asked, or the two Houses by 
concurrent resolution are asked, to declare something which has 
no significance whatever when itis declared. The American peo- 
Ee are not bound, Congress is not bound, the President is not 

und, no individual American is bound by the resolution which 
is now before the Senate on the report of the committee of con- 
ference. If it is a reflection on any honorable committee of this 
body to like another measure or another method of proceeding 
rather than that which they prefer, it is a reflection which is cast 
every time a measure of any sort is debated. I respect the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, but I respect them quite as much 
when I express an honest difference from their method of proceed- 
ing as when I agree with them. 

Siow, here is another thing to which I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts indulge 
me for a question? 


our pair of scissors. 
us have the two halves together, as the Constitution provided ¢, 
cutting them, and not Congress without the President, or ¢},, 





Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will let me just make my reply ¢) 


the Senator from Ohio first, then I will hear him 


Mr. President, I object to this doing business with one-half of 
we have any diplomatic knots to cut, |.+ 


President without Congress. 

Now, there is another thing. The smallest pension claim, tho 
smallest claim for a hundred dollars against this Government. js 
always accompanied by the committee that reports in its favor |)y 
a report of the evidence and a report of its finding of the facts. ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I have given to 
the Senator from Massachusetts all the information—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me make my point, if the Senator pleases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator gets up and attacks my resolution 
and states what my motives are, and that I mean to reflect on the 
committee, before I have been heard, and when I begin to state my 


point he gets up again and demands that he shall state further. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam willing the Senator from Massachus: tts 
shall go onsin the way he is proceeding. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not precipitate this debate. I asked that 
the resolution might go over until to-morrow. The Senator vot 
up and made his attack on the resolution in the first place. 

Mr. President, is it not true that you can not pass a measrre 
giving $50 to the claimant inst this Government without 
written report,a finding of facts,which every Senator has tho 
right to have read at the desk? Yet here is a grave foreign com- 
plication, in regard to which the former chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations said he brought into the Senate a 


sword which Spain was at liberty to take upif she chose, and that 
he made his report, or the person who was the representative of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations in presenting this measure 
stated that it was done with the full understanding that it would 
not be unlikely to bring on war. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, does the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts say that I—— 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idemand that you shall allow me, because you 
have misquoted me. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I shall be very glad to have the Senator cor- 
rect the statement; but I wanted to finish the sentence. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say that I brought into the Senate a 
sword and offered it to Spain, and she could take it up if she 
chose, I made no such statement. What I stated was this: 
When this subject first came up in committee, after we had under 
consideration more than a thousand petitions from the people 0! 
the United States, including a joint resolution from the generil 
assembly of the State of New York, I said to the committee thit 
we would have to do one of two things, rt back those peti- 
tions, memorials, and resolutions adversely, and ask to be (is- 
charged from the consideration of them, or turn our face in tic 
other direction, and that whenever we did soI was conscious that 
the folly and overstrained pride of Spain would force her inio 
improper and wrongful belligerency toward us, and that we 
would have to be prepared to in war; and in such a case 
as that I drew my sword and laid it upon the table of the cvm- 
mittee, and Spain could take it up if she chose to do so. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; that is it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say what the Senator stated. | 

Mr. HOAR. I accept the Senator's version of what he said. 
If there is any difference between his and mine I do noi yet see it. 
It may be different, however. 

Here is this grave matter in regard to which the honora!!: 
Senator used the which he has just again stated, whic! ! 
understand to be he had laid down his sword on the tale 
and which Spain might take up if she chose, and we have 1 
finding of the facts brought the Senate in any authentic 
way. We havea of the President of the United Siates 
ad to the House of Representatives and containing merry 
the dence of consuls and nothing else. Now, the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, for the first time since my resolution was intr. 
duced, brings in what he says was before the committee an‘! 
| eoponsy by them, and that Senators might have had if they had 


t. 
ae WOLCOTT. Printed for the exclusive use of the con- 
ttee. 

Mr. HOAR. Printed for the exclusive use of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to correct the Senator. That pajyT 
was used in the debate here. I read from i page by page. rhe 
Senator was absent for a week. He does not know what been 
going on here the last week. : 

Mr. HOAR. This document never was printed for the use of 
the Senate. It has neyer been laid before the Senate in any formal 
way.. It has been printed by the committee; and as to the mere 
fact that the chairman of the committee quoted from it at sole 





1896. 


: sorry to say it is the casethat even the wise and admirable 
al m enerbie friend from Ohio are not listened to by 
tt Senators who are here, and I dare say that he may have quoted 
some document which Senators who were present did not know 
about. But at any rate, it does not contain the conclusions of the 
committee. It is the statement of the agent of the Cuban bellig- 
erents or insurgents made to our State Department. Whether 
there is any answer to it an where, whether it is true or untrue, 
whether the Committee on Foreign Relations believe it or not, no- 
pody knows at thismoment. Is that the finding of a fact on which 
the Senate of the United States is to paren’ in a grave matter 
affecting our foreign relations? Now, 1! do not like this constant 
meddling wih oo diplomatic affairs. 

. MORGAN, 
aa ie any means by which the Senate of the United States, or 
even the President of the United States, can get agents sent into 
Cuba to-day for the purpose of gaining the information? 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean therefore we should act 
without information because of the difficulty of getting it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Without that information we had to act. 

Mr. HOAR. LIunderstand. My point is, that we ought to have 
a finding of the conclusion, and the proof formally and officially 
and in print, coming from this committee. 

Mr. MORGAN ; e have the consular reports that have been 
sent tothe House formally and officially, and they sustain the case. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what the Senator now says, but no com- 
mittee of this body,have done what the committees doin the case of 
afifty-dollar claim; and we'do not know whether those consular re- 
ports are true, whether they contain the whole case, whether this 
statement of the belligerent counsel is true, whether that contains 
the whole, or whether there is any answer to that case, and what 
the Committee on Foreign Relations believe on this subject except 
from the im oned hes of some of its members. 

Mr. President, I Go not think this is the way for the people of 
agreat country to conduct their foreign relations. I donot think 
it is the way to deal with subjects which may lead us into a great 
complication and bringon war. I think we ought tolet our diplo- 
matic agencies alone and not be discussing this question in the 
Senate, or very much either in the press or in the pulpit, as we 






have been doing of late days. 
Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him where 
we got the information upon which we acted in regard to Arme- 


nia, which he so earnestly sustained here? 

Mr. HOAR. What I proposed to do in regard to Armenia was 
exactly this: I to say to the President that the Senate 
were ready to sustain him in any measures he might see fit to 
take for the protection of the property and life of American citi- 
zens in Armenia. . It did not require any other information. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to read the dis- 

tch which he sent to the President in reference to Armenia? It 

dated November 25: 

To the PRESIDENT, Washington: 
You may depend on my support in the Senate, both by speech and vote, of 


the most action you may take to prevent further cruelties toward 
the in Turkey, even if you détermine to treat the persons who 
commit them as pirates or common enemies of the human race. 


GEORGE F. HOAR. 
Now, what sort of an investigation did the Senator make? And 
I wish to ask the Senator whether he wanted to attach a provision 
to that, “ provided you do not do it before April 6 next”? 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I had investigated that subject 
thoroughly and to the bottom. 
an individual citizen, and as an individual Senator, and I was pre- 


yw 
That is just what I want the Senate of the United States 
to do in this case. 1 want it to have the conclusions of fact upon 
which it acts made formally, so that we can know what it is that 
governs our action. 


The VICE-PRESID: . TheSenhtorfrom Massachusetts will 


suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like very much to proceed with my re- 
marks either now or to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution over, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate will bear in mind that I stated to the 
Senate that I was out of health this morning, and the Senator 


from Ohio arose-and undertook to attack in advance the resolu- 


tion that I had introduced, and to impute to me very improper 
motives, which he imputed in a very improper way. I ask that 


m place to-morrow mornin 


resolution . 
eo VICE-PRESIDENS: Is there objection to the request of 
Senator from Massachusetts? The ir hears none, and it is 
80 ordered, 
ns HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
sale reenee eer Tone tice by thets 


A bill (H. R.818) to  inebria 
in the Distri re ne on eae oe ins tes 
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of Kansas Infantry was read twic¢ 
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A bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promissory notes, 
drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia: and 

A bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District of 
Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 270) changing the time of holding terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States in the northern dis- 
trict of California was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

The bill (H. R. 2684) for the relief of S. W. Peel for services ren- 


dered the Old Settlers Cherokees was read twice by its tit nd 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

The bill (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale of 
printed copies of patents was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 99) to supply the State of Kansas 


with copies of the muster rolls of the Third and Fourth 
by its title, and 


regiments 
referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 1: 


33) directing the Secretary of 


War to submit estimates for necessary repairs at Cleveland Har- 
bor was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY FRANCHISES, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

IN THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, March ” 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senat icurring). That there 
be printed and bound into one convenient volume, at the Government Prin 
ing Office, all the various acts of Congress relating tost t-railwa anchises 
in the District of Columbia: and that 200 copies of t! Me all 1 irnished 
for the use of the Senate, 400 copies for the use of the Hous Representa 
tives, and 2,500 oe for the use of and distribution by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. 


PRINTING OF BULLETIN ON APICULTURE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representativestothe concurrent resolution of the 
Senate to print 15,000 copies of the work on apiculture compiled 
by the Department of Agriculture; which were referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R.72) di- 
recting the Public Printer to supply the Senate and House libraries 
each with 20 additional copies of the ConGRresstonaL REcoRD; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1247) to establish 
and provide for a free public library and reading room in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a con 
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. McMiL- 
LAN, Mr. HaNsBRouGH, and Mr. WETMORE were appointed. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 

by Mr. MircHe.y of Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolwed, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate fr« 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 195 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, just at the close of my remarks 
yesterday I was asked a question by the honorable Senator from 
Kansas |Mr. Perrer] as to the devolution of the Presidential 
office under the act of Congress dated January 19, 1886. I was 
asked a question with respect to that devolution when the exer- 
cise of the right of the functions of the Presidential office devolve 
upon the Secretary of State, whether the Secretary of State ceased 
to be such, and I answered that he did not, that he continued yet 
to bethe Secretary of State. I wish now to call the attention of 
the Senate especially to the act of Congress which I have just 
mentioned, for two reasons. One is that I may notice the very 
close analogy between that act and the provisions of the Delaware 
constitution in respect to the devolution of the governmental 
authority; the other is that I may give to the honorable Senator 
from Kansas the reasons which I have for the answer which | 
made yesterday to the question he put. The act reads as follows: 

‘‘That in case of removal, death, resignation, or inability of both 
the President and Vice-President of the United States, the Secre- 
tary of State, or if there be none, or in case of his removal, death, 
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resignation, or inability, then the Secretary of the Treasury, or if 
there be none, or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or in- 
ability, then the Secretary of War,” or in the same contingency, 
the Attorney General, and in case of the death, resignation, or in- 
ability of the Postmaster-General, to go in with the same condi- 
tions to the eee of the Navy and afterwards to the Secretary 
of the Interior, ‘shall act as President until the disability of the 
President or Vice-President is removed, or a President shall be 
elected.” 

Under the construction given to this section by the majority in 
this case there might be in an ordinary Presidential term seven 
Presidents of the United States within the four years. It is very 
clear that such was not the intention of Congress. Congress does 
not make the officer succeeding to the Presidential functions, the 
President. This section does not provide that the Secretary of State 
shall cease to be Secretary of State on the assumption of the Presi- 
dential duties, or that he shall become President on the assumption 
of Presidential duties, but the act plainly enough intends that he 
shall not be President, and therefore imperatively implies that he 
continues to be Secretary of State. 

Sir, I wish to call your attention to the proviso not yet read which 
is attached to the first section, at the end of it, and especially to 
the expression used by Congress in designating the person to whom 
this devolution of Presidential functions shall fall: 

Provided, That whenever the powers and duties of the office of President 
of the United States shall devolve upon any of ths, persons named herein, if 
Congress be not then in session, or if it would not meet in accordance with 
law within twenty days thereafter, it shall be the duty of the person upon 
whom said powers and duties shall devolve to issue a proclamation convenin; 


Congpens in extraordinary session, giving twenty days’ notice of the time o 
meeting. 


It would have been much briefer to have said ‘‘it shall be the 
duty of the President to issue a proclamation,” but instead of des- 
ignating this person as the President, Congress used a very long 
circumlocution, consisting of many words, the phrase ‘person 
upon whom said powers and duties shall devolve.” In the same 
way it is provided in the constitution of Delaware. There is an 
expression very similar where the speaker of the house or where 
the speaker of the senate has died, where the secretary of state 
has performed or exercised the office of governor, and heis directed 
to summon the —— in order by joint ballot to elect a sub- 
stitute who shall discharge the functions of governor. That oe 
son is called not the governor, but a person to exercise the office 
of governor, and in the same section that person who can exercise 
said office is spoken of where a contingency occurs, if the governor- 
elect die, or become disqualified before the commencement of his 
term. Itisnotsaid ‘‘no governor,” but ‘‘no other person who can 
exercise said office,” and it is not said in the other section no gov- 
ernor, but it is said that ‘‘the person who shall exercise the office” 
shall do such and such things. So Congress have used the same 
refimenent of ——- (if the opposition see fit to call it so), in 
the act approved January 19, 1886, as the framers of the constitu- 
tion of Delaware did in the fourteenth section of the third article. 

Again, sir, let me call the attention of the Serate to the fact of 
the reasons why the Secretary of State does not become President. 
In the first place, it is directed that if the President and Vice- 
President both die or resign, the Secretary of State shall be invested 
with the Presidential functions. The constitution of Delaware 
ne that the governor shall appoint the secretary of state. 

ere is the section of that constitution: 


A secretary shall be appointed and commissioned during the governor's 
eontinuance in office, if he shall so long behave himself well. 


The statutes of the United States, provide that the President 
shall appoint the Secretary of State, so that the duty of the execu- 
tive, both in the State and the United States, with respect to the 
Secretary of State is the same. 

We will suppose, then, that the President and the Vice-President 
being both dead, the Secretary of State has devolved upon him the 
office of the Pesidency. If he be really the President,he can ap- 
point his Secretary of State; he is authorized to appoint his Secre- 
tary of State. If the Secretary of State, upon whom first devolves 
these Presidential functions, dies, then the person whom he has 
appointed Secretary of State succeeds to the Presidency, and the 
person who succeeds to the Presidency being actually the ident, 
under the construction of the eee: appoints another Secretary 
of State; andif he himself dies, this appointee of his succeeds to the 
Presidency. The chain is thoroughly broken, and if it was in- 
tended by this act to — that the Secretary of State should 
cease to be Secretary of State and should become President, under 
this enactment the rest of the section is mere waste paper; the 
Attorney-General and the Secretary of War and the Secretary of 


the Navy and the others who are named subsequently in the sec- 
tion can never exercise the office of President. It is an utterly 
senseless provision. They will never come inside of the White 


am hey will never even get a scent of the Presidential 
vor. 


Sir, I wish to call attention again to certain things in gram. 
matical analogy between the act of Congress of 1886 and the con. 
stitution of the State of Delaware. It will be seen here that the 
same language is used in this section which is used in the consti. 
tution of the State of Delaware in this phrase—seven times ya. 
peated: ‘‘Or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or ina} ility 
then the Secretary of the Treasury,” shall succeed the Secretary 
of State. 

That same language occurs in five different places in section 14 
of the constitution of Delaware. For example: 

If there be no speaker of the senate, or upon a further vacancy happen- 
ing in the office by his death, removal, resignation, or inability. 

The same language, the same thought, and the same woris are 
repeated five times in the Delaware constitution, and seven timeg 
in the act of Congress of 1886. , 

What does the pronoun “‘his” refer to in those clauses? Take 
the first one here: 

In case of removal, death, resignation, or inability of both the President 
and the Vice-President of the United States, the Secretary of State, or if 
there be none, or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or inability, then 
the Secretary of the Treasury, etc. 

“His” in that clause certainly refers to the Secretary of State, 
in case of his death. Who is it that dies? Itis the Secretary of 
State. Although he is in the performance of the Presidential] 
function, the duties of the President have devolved upon him—ex- 
pressly devolved a him by virtue of the statute—yet he is, 
while performing the duties of President, Secretary of State; and 
if he dies during that performance, he dies as Secretary of State. 

Let us take the same language in the constitution of the State 
of Delaware: 

ke e . er vacancy happeni 
in te olhce, by Me datas remseral Pectgnbtion, or insite ts Soe 
the house of representatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected 
by the people be duly qualified. 

Who is referred to when it is said ‘“‘his death?” Certainly the 
death of the speaker. The majority of the committee claim that 
the speaker dies; that the speaker was dead when he assumed, and 
by the very act of assuming, the exercise of the functions of goy- 
ernor. The speaker was dead; the akership was dead; the 
senatorship was dead. It had no existence. That is what is 
claimed by the majority of the committee, but the constitution of 
the State of Delaware declares that it is the speaker who dies. 
Whether he lives or dies while he isin the exercise of the executive 
function, he is yet the — of the senate, or the speaker of the 
house, or the secretary of state, or the person elected on joint ballot 
by the legislature, but he is never the governor. 

I call the attention of the Senate also to the doctrine of incom- 
pees as stated by the majority of the committee at great 

— in the written a. and at still greater length in the 
ral argument made by the able Senator who preceded me. They 
say it is incompatible that a State senator, the speaker of the sen- 
ate, should at the same time exercise executive functions. They 
say that it is the English rule; they say that it is the American 
rule. Sir, what becomes of the doctrine of incompatibility, even 
if there ever was an ancient rule of this kind? This is the act of 
January 19, 1886, an act of Congress, aoenee by both Houses, ap- 
proved by the President, and it provides for incompatibilities a 
thousandfold more harsh than anything in the constitution of the 
State of Delaware. For example, the Attorney-General under 
this act may succeed to the Presidential functions. The same 
officer at the same time may have employed months, perhaps years, 
in bringing to justice, either by the infliction of capital punish- 
ment or the ju ent of felony upon some offender against the 
laws of the United States. As Attorney-General he may have 
done this, directed it, executed it, and yet in the exercise of the 
Executive function of the Presidency, which has devolved upon 
him under this law, the same Attorney-General, or the same per- 
son, has to look through the record and determine whether a pat 
don may not after all be granted to this offender, I can not con- 
ceive, I do not think any can conceive, of two acts of any 
two functions more distinct, more incompatible, than ie here pro- 
vided for in the act of Congress of 1886. 

Mr. GRAY. We all voted for that act. . 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; —— of Congress, in both 
branches, voted for the act of 1886. 

Mr. GRAY. Including the Senator from Oregon. 

3 Inclu the Senator from Oregon, as | am Te- 

tor from Delaware. It isa great . 

mnger than anything provided for in the 
constitution of the State of ware, e 

What is the reason of this? Mr. President, when a State "1 - 
takes the task of providing for the devolution of the dutiesof its« lic! 
executive, when a great nation undertakes the same task, they are 
not concerned with such trifles as have so long occupied the atten 
_ of the learned and Senator from Oregon. What 
e 


honorable e of 
meaning of the term ‘‘ devolution of the executive functions 
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a nation or a State ”devolution of the functions of the magis- 


tracy? It is the greatest, the most important act always; it has 
peen in all the ages of the world, Whoshall succeed the present execu- 
tive? All the great wars of the world have been wars of succes- 
sion. 1 donot except ourown. The great question in that war 
was whether Abraham Lincoln, elected under the forms of law, 
ghould peaceably and quietly exercise the duties of the Presidency. 
He was not allowed to do so, and a war followed. It was a war 
of succession, the exact succession, the devolution of the executive 
authority, and when a question so utterly overshadowing and 
overpowering is to be disposed of in America by a State conven- 
tion or by an act of Congress, those in council do not listen to the 
suggestion with reference to incompatibility. They say, as has 
been so often said, De minimis non curat lex; the highest law does 
not regard these smaller improprieties; they are subordinate to the 
ublic necessity and to the supreme power. The majority of the 
ommittee on Privileges and Elections take the position, under 
the constitution of the State of Delaware, that the senatorship 
and the i ame vacant, or were suspended, while Sen- 
ator Watson exercised temporarily the executive authority. 
Further on the honorable and learned gentleman who preceded 
me in this ent said that either construction of the consti- 
tution would suit him. He does not care whether we read into it 
that the senatorship and the speakership became vacant or whether 
we rewrite it so that it shall say ‘‘ the speakership and senatorship 
were suspended,” absolutely suspended—either construction suits 
him. Iwas very much grieved. I did sincerely regret to hear such 
lan from the learned Senator, a gentleman usually very 
in his expressions, and especially in argument upon a law 
question. I can not conceive how we can deal in such a free and 
manner with such a grave paper as a State constitution; and 
when it is proposed seriously in argument here when two construc- 
tions are offered of the paramount law of a State, of the supreme 
law of a Commonwealth, and it is proposed by those who offer the 
two constructions that either may be taken, I do not think that 
such an alternative adds much to the constructions or adds much 
to the sincerity or _ faith of the person who makes such an 
overture. I think that in such a paper as this there can be but 
one line of construction, but one construction, and the interpreter 
who undertakes to a two, and says he is indifferent which 
is ad , was certainly construing something else than the con- 
stitution of a sovereign State of the Union. 
Sir, I know it would be a very usual thing in respect of an ordi- 
contract between individuals, frequently framed in the hurry 
ef tennis, uently framed in haste, often to be afterwards 
repented of, and it might be said in the construction of a last will 
or testament, that central focus of litigation in the civilized world, 
or it might be said with respect to an ordinary statute, describing 
how a stray pig should be advertised, sold, or disposed of—if it 
were such a matter as this, I should say there might be two con- 
structions offered, and that a person might take whichever he 
chose, but when it comes to the supreme law of a country, I do not 


= a eee, cam, be a, with the liberty of 
taking person who offers them. 
a MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to 
; . Of course, two constructions may be offered, 

but it is the indifference of the offer that I am objecting to. It is 
of that sort which deprives it of any importance. 

Mr. MITCHELL o: on. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Oregon? 


Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; for a question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not desire to interrupt the 
Senator unless he is ectly willing, but I will simply state to 
the Senator from In that if therecan be but one construction 
of the constitution of the State of Delaware, then there is no 
room for any controversy here between the Senator from Indiana 
and myself. The Senator must concede that the constitution of 
the State of Delaware is open to at least two constructions. 
Otherwise there would be no room for any controversy at all 
between the Senator and myself. I suggest, and I have said in 
my report and in my speech, that the constitution of the State of 
Delaware is aia any one of three constructions, and I do not 
care which of of those constructions is given the constitution, 
it makes my case; while, if the third construction that possibly 
may he upon it,and which the distinguished Senator from 

must be placed upon it, is correct, then that makes 
Senator's that is 
TURPIE. 


case; and there is to it. 
Mr. President, I do not concede that there can 
constructions to the constitution of the State of Delaware, 


q 


nor to J other constitution. There can be but one in the very 
— rod law is one; the supreme execu- 


Lees 
a person might offer two con- 
structions or three constructions, or any other number of con- 


but a person who had offered a second construction in 
XXVIII—166 
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the true spirit of interpretation would certainly not conclude his 
overture by saying, ‘‘I am utterly indifferent as to which you 
accept.” He would never arrive at anything in that spirit of 
interpretation. There is but one construction, and there can be 
but one correct construction, of this constitution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not dispute that. 
there can be but one correct construction. 

Mr. TURPIE. I have no confidence in an attempted exposition 
of a grave state paper which proposes two several interpretations, 
with the accompanying corollary that you can have and take 
which you please. [ wish to express my utter lack of confidence 
in that method of hermeneutics. 

The honorable Senator from Oregon made a very elaborate and 
very ingenious and very learned commentary upon the law as 
contained in the provisions of the constitution of the State of 
Delaware in argument of this case, and I have merely attempted 
to set over against the commentary of the honorable Senator the 
text of the instrument itself; that is all that I have contributed 
to this discussion, and I would not have done this much, unless 
it had been that, as the honorable Senator opened this discussion, 
and in his hands it took the course which I have indicated—the 
construction of the constitution of the State of Delaware—I felt 
bound, in deference to the majority of the committee and bound 
in deference to the chairman of that committee, of which I ama 





Of course 


| member, at least to pay some attention, and indeed very serious 





attention, to the views with which he has so ably entertained the 


| Senate; but it was only out of deference to the course taken by 


the Senator from Oregon, it was only out of respect to the one 
who had the presidency of our committee, that I have at all 
noticed these constructions of the constitution of the State of 
Delaware, because I think the real question is, not in respect to 
any differences of opinion concerning the provisions of the consti- 
tution of Delaware, as to whether they be right or whether they 
be wrong, but the question in this case is, who shall judge and 
determine what these provisions are? 

The question rather is, has the Senate of the United States any 
right or power to adjudge and decide these questions? In my view 
we have not. We have no power to adjudge or decide, but the 
whole question is coram non judice. The senate of the State of 
Delaware is made by the constitution of that State the judge of 
the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members. 
That is the law of this case, and of all others. There is no other 
legislation respecting this subject-matter; there can be none. 
There is no body which can make laws or change laws with refer- 
ence to the jurisdiction is such cases. 

Now, in the case in argument, the case of Senator Watson, there 
is no question made as to his return as a senator of the State of 
Delaware; no question is made upon his credentials; there is no 
question made about his election; there is no question made about 
his qualifications at the time of his election; but it is claimed 
that, by some act done or suffered by him, he became disqualified 
as a senator and speaker of the senate to discharge those duties. 
Who is to judge whether he became disqualified or not? The 
judgment upon qualifications necessarily includes the judgment 
upon disqualifications, as a jury in a criminal case has submitted 
to it the question of guilt or innocence, and the verdict itself of 
guilty says not innocent, and the verdict of not guilty includes 
the question of guilt. The whole question of qualification or 
disqualification, or a man’s being qualified or not qualified, is ad- 
judged by the senate of Delaware. They have exclusive and 
original jurisdiction. 

It is charged—and I believe there is no dispute here about the 
facts in the case—that Senator Watson was absent from the senate 
fromthe day after the governor died until the last day of the session. 
That is what the record shows; he was not in the senate during 
that period; and it is all that the record shows. It shows his ab- 
sence. Wasthisadisqualification? Did this render him unquali 
fied? Did he thereby become not qualified to act when he 
chose and to vote as he chose as speaker of the senate and as sen- 
ator? 

Absence, I grant you, Mr. President, ifit be long continued and 
contumacious, may beacause for expulsion, for ouster, but it never 
can be, and never can be equivalent to, a judgment, order, or reso- 
lution of the house for expulsion or vacation. Thecause of judg- 
ment is notjudgment. I may havea promissory note in my pocket 
of some Senator present, to which he admits there is no defense, 
no set-off, upon which I may take a judgment without question. 
Is the note a judgment? There is a case in theSenate. The hon- 
orable Senator from Florida [Mr. CAL] will very well recollect 
where a member of this body, about the middle of the full term of 
six years, left it, wasabsent that long. What he was doing while 
he was away I do not know, and no one else knows, and it is no 
concern of the Senate nor of any Senator what he was doing; but 
he was absent three years from this body. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And paired all the time. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, and absent much longer than Mr. Watson 
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was from thesenate of Delaware. Did 
he thereby become disqualified? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He was not exercising the duties 
of another office. 

Mr. TURPIE. Ido not know and no one knows what he was 
doing while he was absent. Was he not qualified? Did it affect 
him at all? The Senator could return at any time he wished and 
vote. It was a case for which he might have been reprimanded or 
expelled, or had his seat vacated; but so long as his constituency 
made no complaint, and so long as there was no record, or a notice 
of his absence, it does not affect his functions as a Senator, and 
there is no record in the case of Watson of even an objection or 
cause of objection founded upon his absence; and, sientianty, Mr. 
Watson's rights and functions as a senator and speaker were not 
affected by his absence. 

There are only three ways in which the functions and rights of 
a sitting member of a legislative body can be affected: One is by 
death; that is very nearly self-operative. There is simply a notice 
given, and the fact is entered. Another is by resignation—very 
nearly self-operative. The resignation is merely filed or noted on 
the journal, and an order to fill the vacancy. The third 
is—and it is the only remaining method of disqualifying a Sen- 
ator or preventing him from exercising his rights or functions— 
a judgment, order, or resolution of the house of which he is a 
member, which must be shown by the journal of that house, 
either for his ouster or for his expulsion—death, resignation, an 
order of the house vacating the seat, or expelling him from the 


Was he thereby expelled? 


body. 

I said death was very nearly self-operative. Soitis. Resigna- 
tion approaches it very nearly, though both of these circum- 
stances are noted always briefly upon the journal. But as to 
ouster, how can that be self-operative? Can a man expel himself 
froma body? Isit not necessary to convey a conception of ouster 
or expulsion that some person should act, and act adversely, to 
his further performance of senatorial functions ? 

There is a very old poiionens referred to by the learned Sen- 
ator from Oregon, called suspension. Is that self-operative? Can 
@ man suspend himself? - No more than he can expel himself; no 
more than he can oust himself. Suspension has always been by 
judgment, and by judgment of the most technical character ; but 
it is not an American practice atall. I have examined legislative 
history very carefully upon this point, and I find that no member 
of the United States Senate has ever been suspended ; no member 
of the House of Representatives of the United States has ever 
been suspended; no member of any legislature of any of the 
States in this Union has ever been suspended. Perhaps it is a 
practice that — have prevailed during the time of the colonial 
assemblies, but the history of those assemblies is so meager that 
no question of that kind has come down to us; but in looking back 
three or four hundred years in the ey of the English Parlia- 
ment—there is no recent case—it will be found there that suspen- 
sion by judgment, order, or resolution of the House of Commons 
was one of the lties inflicted by parliamentary sentence. 
This suspension, however, was always by a written order and 
record, and a written order and record of the most technical 
character. A judgment of suspension against a member of the 
House of Commons—and they were very rare ; there are very few 
instances of it, and no recent —was e upon com- 
— against him, and entered upon the journal of the House. It 

escribed, in the first instance, the time of suspension—not longer 
than forty days. It described, in the next instance, the functions 
which were suspended, to which I wish to call particularly the 
attention of the Senate. These functions are suspended: The 


franking privilege, the privil of attending upon committees, 
the privilege of accepting the Chiltern Hundreds—in other words, 
preventing his resignation; he must stand and take punishment, 


something like the rule of the Army, where an officer under 
charges is not permitted to oe privilege of debate in most 
instances. These were affected and were named specially, and 
specially recited in the order, resolution, or judgment of the theese 
for the suspension of a member. They were called parliamentary 
non. personal privileges. These were suspended. The 

ouse always made the distinction, and it is noticed in argument. 
The constitutional privileges of a member were never suspended ; 
they could not be. The right to vote, the right to be present, the 
right to make motions, were never the subject of an order or 
judgment of m, because the House said, “All this is 
irrational; there is no reason why a constituency should be pun- 
ished for the personal delinquency or dereliction of the member. 
We can not disfranchise the constituency. He must vote; he 
must attend; he must exercise his constitutional privileges; but 
we will suspend his personal privi “ 

What, then, does this t punishment ed 
amount to, as the learned Senator applied it in this case 
if there had been an order of the senate of Delaware 


Senator Watson, ee eS would have done, the things a 
to which he was suspended—if he had been suspended—if 


on 


had been such an order, it could not have affected his right to 
attend the senate and to cast his vote in the joint convention as 4 
senator. His constitutional privilegescould not have been affect 
by such a suspension. 

The learned Senator says Mr. Watson was self-suspended. T},.; 
is the expression of the tor. I do not see how he could he 
self-suspended any more than he could be self-expelled, or se|s- 
ousted. I am certain there is no penalty anywhere in Great 
Britain or any other country where parliamentary governinent 
obtains of a member who has ever been self-suspended or se!/- 
expelled or self-ousted. Mr. President, ouster is something, ex. 
pulsion is something; suspension is nothing; it is not in the 
American practice at all. It is a mere shadow; it is a mere ghost 
raised up here, without flesh or blood in order to help out a case 
yet more ghostly and ghastly in its character. 

Mr. Watson was absent—I am now going back to the absence — 
because he chose to remain away in the same way as in the in- 
stance of the Senator from Florida which I have noted. Was 
any action of the senate taken upon this absence? None what- 
ever. 

There have been a number of affidavits filed here with respet 
to what Mr. Watson said or did, or what he wished, or what he 
would not have done if it had not been for some other thinvs 
there related. For my Ido not think there is anything in 
the affidavits filed on either side of much importance. I regard 
them as of very little materiality to the settlement of this case. 
It is certain that the absence of Mr. Watson, however he micht 
have been employed, could not and did not disturb his functions 
as a senator, or as sr there was a judgment, order, 
or resolution of the Delaware senate against him, adverse to him, 
on that account. 

Why, sir, a member of this body might go and take his chair by 
the Vice-President, and might say, day after day, ‘I am no longer 
amember of this body; I do not intend to act any further with 1; 
I do not desire to have any further part in your proceedings: | 
am going abroad; I am going home; 1 am going to sea.” He 
might repeat it and 8 what notice could be taken of it? 
So might Mr. Watson have said, or any member of the senate of 
Delaware have said, the same thing in much more multifarious 
form, in much more e terms than any of these affidavits. 
What notice could the senate of Delaware take of such expres- 
sions? What notice can we take of them in the case I men- 
tion? None whatever. Here the Vice-President, finally con- 
sidering the man was a bore, might say to him, ‘‘ Why do you not 
a resignation? We will be toaccept it.” That would 
end i 

It is useless fora man to say, “Iam not a Senator ; Iam not going 
to vote; I am not going to any part in your proceedings, and 
have no further functions here and no further duties here.” At 
the same time he is here unchallenged, without resignation, and 


without charges inst him. I care not what may be his condi- 
tion elsewhere, u there has been voluntary action on his part 
severing his connection with the body by a written resignation 


filed, and noticed in the pena or by the adverse action of the 
body itself, he remains a notwithstanding his disclaimer, 
and he can vote, he can debate, he can make motions; he has all 
the powers and ions of any other member of the body. 

It is the record which must disclose his disqualification, whether 
it be of resignation or of expulsion or of ouster. 

There is another phrase used by the learned and honorable S:n- 
ator from Oregon in describing what he is pleased to call the con- 
dition of Senator Watson after the executive function had devolved 
on him. He does not use it as often as he does the phrases © v- 


cation” and ‘ ion,” but once or twice he said ‘‘or held in 
abeyance.” The functions of the Senator were either vacated, 
ee, or held in . [have here avery large work on 
tary law to ich I shall refer afterwards. I! have 

ata many of them, and I do not find the term “held 


in abeyance” in any work on that subject. It is a total stranger. 
I do not now ve what the meaning of it was, nor with what 
purpose the honorable Senator from Oregon used it. A state of 
abeyance exi in the State of Delaware! One expression 's 
plain enough, but the other is nothing but obscurity, darker and 
ker. What is meant by a state of abeyance? Is it some mys 
terious missing link between ouster and expulsion? Has tis 
ce some occult connection with the cathode rays. 

system of the lost Pleiades? It is a pure 

invention of the rich and fertile ination of my friend, the 
learned and hon ; oote: Som Se : = Seog. Ma a 
ever may affect our judgment case, judgmen 
affected by the dreamy invention of the Senator orof any 


Se ee , but that it will be decided 
upon the law without s and upon the evidence undeniable, 

= ; the j of the Delaware senate to decide 
whether Senator 


Watson rene his functions as a senator 


or as speaker of the senate in the executive duties 
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which under the constitution of the State devolved upon him—in 
other words, whether he had lost by the performance of his duty 
as 8 7 citizen under the constitution of his State that office and 
those functions which the people of the county of Kent had given 
him under the hand and seal of their approval—that question is 
one of which the senate of the State of Delaware has jurisdiction 


Mr. Watson was undoubtedly a member of the Delaware State 
senate. This provision means not only they are the judges of 
these thi but that nobody else is or can be the judge. It is 


exclusive. No committee of this Senate can be the judges. No 
court ¢ of United States Senators can be the judges. 


There is no tribunal possible which can be the judges of the fact 
or law whether he had lost any of the functions of a member of 
the senate of the State of Delaware. 

I might for the sake of argument, and only for the sake of argu- 
ment, admit everything stated or claimed by the honorable and 
learned Senator from the State of Oregon, and yet when you have 
the best of causes you must have a court which has the jurisdic- 
tion to ine it. Here is a counsel who might be furnished 
to-day with briefs and evidence in a case of divorce, absolutely 

one in which the relief must be nted upon the 
facts and upon the record, one in which the relief of divorce could 
not be denied. But suppose he takes this case before a justice of 
the . Could he have relief? Could a divorce be granted ? 
Sndbaes may be another eminent counsel with a bill in chancery, 
of perfect character, without flaw, without fault, without blem- 
ish, also entitled to complete relief. Can he file his bill in a court- 
martial? Would not the officer state to him immediately, ‘Sir, 


have a good case ; you undoubtedly have a right to recover, 
ee have no jurisdiction in such cases. We are not judges in 
such matters. law does not authorize us to hear or ine 
such an affair. 


Now, sir, a justice of the peace under our system of jurispru- 
dence is not more absolutely ane poet ig aps ited from hearing 
a divorce and granting it, a court- ial is not more absolutely 
denied and bited from hearing the depositions in a case in 
chancery ing a decree than the United States Senate is 
denied and prohibited from making any judgment in the case of 
Mr. Watson. We have no jurisdiction. 

Senators desire to act differently. They might desire to 
alord relief ; m desire to review a judgment or to make 
an original t im the case, but the senate of Delaware has 
original j ion, exclusive jurisdiction, and the case whether 
good or bad must begin and end in the senate of Delaware. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Indiana 
allow me to.ask him a question? 

Mr. TURPIE. With very great pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The question I desire to ask the 
Senator from Indiana is this: Suppose Mr. William T. Watson, 
instead of having succeeded to the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor of Delaware, had been elected President of the United 
States, and had entered upon the exercise of the office of President 
of the United States, and pending the exercise of the office of Presi- 
of the United States he had returned and taken his seat in 
of Delaware, and had voted for United States 
ognized in the joint assembly as a mem- 
senate; does the Senator from Indiana mean to tell the 
and coaemne before the world that the Senate of the United 

that, which is a parallel case, in my opinion, 
estopped from inquiring into his right to a seat in that 


Of course Ido. That is the very position I take. 
May I = the Senator a question on the same line? 
es, sir. 
Mr. Watson were dead and somebody else 
cases happen often in popular elections) and 
atson, and am going to vote,” and they let him, 
——— of getting a United States Senator or 
that have bound us also? 
means. 
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I did not say we were bound by the hypo- 

Senator from Oregon. 


alr cae wou have bound us. I will sup- 
who is elected President of the United 
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andexclusive. Itis provided that they shall be the judges | 
of the elections, qualifications, and returns of their own members. | 





subject where a man had been committed under sentence of a 
capital charge. We must take the doctrine, no matter where it 
landsus. It might as well besettled here now. Whoshall judge 
of the qualifications of individual members of State legislatures? 
If the State legislatures can not themselves judge, and judge ex- 
clusively, whether they judge right or wron he independent 
representation of the State government is abolished and all is cen- 
tralized here in the Senate of the United States. 

There is no longer any independence; there 


g. the 


is no autonomy; 
there is nosafety for the government of a State; there is no longer 
any representation of any State. They have a right to judge of 
the representation and of the representative. Your position is 
that they shall not; that we must judge of it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me for a 


moment? 
Mr. TURPIE. 
Mr. HiL L. 


Certainly. 
Carrying the illustration a little further, suppose 


it should be claimed here that Watson was dead, or that some 
other senator was dead, and that another man had come in and 
impersonated him, could we take evidence of the fact of death,or 
would the Delaware senate be the judge? 

Mr. TURPIE. The Delaware senate would be the judge. We 
could not hear evidence on the false impersonation if there had 


been a judgment or recognition below. 

Mr. HOAR. That presents the issue fairly, I think, on the two 
sides. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. Let meask the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. Mirca- 
ELL] if his contention goes so far, and it would seem that it does, 
that if there had been a judgment of the senate of Delaware that 
William T. Watson was ousted from the office of senator by 
exercising the office of governor, and that therefore there were 
only 29 persons in the joint assembly, it would be competent for 
the Senate of the United States to dispute that judgment and 
aver that there were 30? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As to any question of fact that 
the State senate have the right in the first instance to pass upon, 
if they do pass upon the question of fact, I concede, as I did in 
my speech, that it would be binding on the Senate of the United 
States. In other words, if in the case I put, suppose the senator 
in the State of Delaware, instead of having succeeded to the 
exercise of the office of governor had been elected President of 
the United States and had entered upon the exercise of the office 
of President of the United States; suppose that question of fact 
had been submitted to the Delaware senate and the Delaware 
senate had decided that no such fact existed. Then whether it 
existed or not we perhaps would be bound by it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Perhaps. 

Mr. TURPIE. That fact would be very apparent, and it would 
be adjudged the moment the man came to vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In this case there is no question 
of fact. The fact is open, notorious, admitted by all parties to 
the controversy, that this State senator, this speaker of the senate, 
did succeed to the exercise of the office of governor, and was 
exercising the office of governor on the 9th day of May, 1895, 
when he went into the joint assembly and voted for United 
States Senator. 

Mr. TURPIE. There is no dispute about that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And then he went back to the 
gubernatorial office. 

Mr. TURPIE. There is no dispute whatever about that fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. None at all. 

Mr. TURPIE. lam glad the Senator says so. All the prede- 
cessors in these instances, speakers of the senate, succeeding to 
the exercise of the governorship, went into the senate, acted as 
such, after the temporary term of executive authority had fin- 
ished, showing that they remained senators during the duration 
of that interim. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Indiana has 
been kind enough to yield to me and I thank him very much. 
Right on this point, because all parties want to get at the truth 
on this question, I presume, I should like to hear the Senator 
from Indiana. I do not think he has touched it as yet. Perhaps 
he intends to do so, however, before he gets through. The Sena- 
tor from Indiana has argued, and argued ably, that the speaker 
of the senate who succeeds to the exercise of the office of governor 
continues to be, not governor—he never does become governor—— 

Mr. TURPIE. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He continues to be speaker of 
the senate during the whole of the time that he exercises the office 
of governor. 

The history of this case shows that in several of the ten instances 
that have occurred where either the speaker of the senate or the 

of the house has succeeded to the exercise of the office of 
governor, their terms as senator and speaker for which they were 


But he continues to be senator. 
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elected had expired by law long before they ceased to exercise the 
office of governor. This question I wish to ask the distinguished 
Senator from Indiana: In the case of a speaker of the senate who 
has succeeded to the office of governor, and whose term as senator 
and speaker of the senate has expired, when he then continues to 
exercise the office of governor, does he do it as speaker of the 
senate and as senator, or does he do it as governor? 

Mr. TURPIE, He does not doit as either. He does it by vir- 
tue of a statute and the constitution of the State of Delaware, 
which give him the right, as a person upon whom has devolved 
the duties of the executive office, to exercise and to hold over it 
until a governor—that is the word always; until a governor, not 
this person—is elected by the people. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. r. President—— 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator from Oregon will excuseme. He 
asked a question and I have answered it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. TURPIE. He does not do it as speaker or governor in that 


case, 

I was a little surprised by one of the positions taken by the 
honorable and learned Senator from Oregon. Although many of 
his positions were fanciful, there was one very strange one. I 
never before heard it taken by any other Senator in debate. It 
was that the legislature of a State in respect to the qualifications, 
elections, and returns is a judge of the facts, the exclusive judge 
of the facts; but that the Senate of the United States is judge of 
thelaw. Now, I do not see anything in the constitution of any 
State, in the constitution of Delaware, or in the Constitution of 
the United States which justifies such a position. In both sec- 
tions of the constitution the phrase is ‘‘shall judge.” When a 
court tries a case it tries all the case. There is no jury. This 
would reduce the State house or senate to the position of a jury 
sitting only on and st only facts. But when the court, 
this court, the Senate of the United States, judges of the elec- 
ticns, qualifications, and returns of its own members, it judges 
absolutely and exclusively all the facts, all the law, and if there 
are any other elements in the case other than facts and law, it 
would judge of those elements also. It is the judge, the one 
appointed, the one designated, the one to whom the power is dele- 
ee under the Constitution to hear, to determine, to decide every 

act, every law, and every third element if there can be one 
imagined, which is necessary to decide the question as to the 
returns, elections, and qualifications of its members. 

Mr. GRAY. Juridical facts as well as others. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. Mixed questions of law and fact; 
every conceivable question. The State house or senate is just as 
sovereign in its jurisdiction as the Senate of the United States is 
sovereign in its jurisdiction with respect to judging those ques- 
tions of fact and law, or of mixed law and fact. 

The Senator from Oregon in the debate read from a case in 
Kansas which the learned Senator informed us had been decided 
by Judge Brewer, now a very distinguished member of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. I wish, now, with respect to 
this doctrine, to read also from the case in Kansas, and by a for- 
tuitous coincidence it is a case decided by Judge Brewer. I may 
say, as the honorable Senator did, that he is a very distin ed 
justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. He ac- 

uired a new title to our regard as president of the Venezuelan 

ommission. I wish to read from his opinion about the nature 
of judgment as used by State legislatures, the power, the author- 
ity, the scope, the extent of it. 

This was a case in which a member of the legislature was im- 
hed for alleged drunkenness under a statute of the State of 
sas in an era of red-hot prohibitory legislation. The judge 

admits in the case that the member might be liable to impeach- 
ment under the section quoted, but he also says that he must be 
impeached in the house of which he isa member. He can not be 
impeached in any other court, and it is to the opinion and reason- 
ing of the judge upon that subject that I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 

The constitution declares, Article II, section 8— 

That is, the constitution of Kansas— 
that ‘Each house shall be judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members." This is a grant of power, and constitutes each house 
the ultimate tribunal as to the qualifications of its own members. The two 
houses acting conjointly do not decide. Each house acts for itself and 


itself, and from its d ion there is erty wd ~ ois ina tana 
oe this port is not exhausted when once it has been exercised and a mem- 
admitted to his seat. 


That is the first adjudication, when a man’s credentials are read 
and he is admitted to a seat. Thatis the first adjudication of the 
house upon credentials. 

And this power is not exhausted when once it has been exercised and ‘a 
member admitted to his seat. It is a continuous power. 

This absolute power, this ultimate power of decision— 


It is a continuous power, and runs through the entire term. At 
and at all times di the term of ofios cach house is empowered 0 pass 
upon the present q of its own mezbers. 
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“The present qualifications,” the qualifications of to-day, no 
matter how long the man has been here. Each house is authorized 
and qualified to pass upon the present qualifications of its own 
members. 

section 5 of the same article, acce . ates 
aes seat. He ceases to be ® qualified, and ot this ie the a ~ 
If it ousts a member on the ¢ that he has accepted a Federal office, no 
court or other tribunal can reinstate him. If it refuses to oust a member _ 

Although he holds a Federal office in direct contradiction to the 
constitution of his own Sta 

If it refuses to oust a member, his seat is beyond judicial challenge. 

That would be a very great abuse of power in the legislature of 
Kansas. It would be a very great misuser; it would be a gross 
abortion of this great prerogative, but no power can challenye it, 

a geet of power is, in Sts very nature (and so as to any other disquali 


fication), exclusive; and it is necessary to preserve the entire independence 
of the two houses. Being a power exclusively vested in— 


The two houses— 
it can not be granted away or transferred to any other tribunal or officer. 


This was in the supreme court of Kansas, the highest court in 
that State. This case of Watson is in the Senate of the United 
States, the highest court in the Union; let me add, the highest 
court in the world. Not even to this supreme court of parliamen- 
tary decision can the question of the membership of a State legis- 
lature be transferred or delegated. ; 

It may appoint a committee to examine and report, but the decision must 
be by the house itself. It, and it alone, can remove. Perhaps, also, it might 
delegate toa judge or other officer outside of its own body power to examine 
and report upon the gualifications of one of itsmembers. But neither it nor 
the two houses together can abridge the power vested in each house sepa- 
rately of a final decision as to the qualifications of one of its members or 
transfer that power to any other tribunal or officer. And an act which pur- 

to grant. to the district court power to remove from office must be 
construed as not embracing members of the le 
specifically names or necessarily incl 
unconstitutional. 

There is an unconvicted felon seated in the legislature of Kan- 
sas that the house may refuse to oust. Nobody else can oust him. 
He is a felon; he is simply unconvicted; this man in the case 
named was an unconvicted felon. I know the desire of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL] for justice, his desire for 
right; but the jurisdiction of this Senate as a court can not be 
extended, nor can the jurisdiction of any State legislature be 
excluded by the desire of the Senator no matter how warm, how 
zealous, how well p , or . What is needed is an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States declaring 
that we shall not only be the judge of the elections, qualifications, 
and returns of our own mem , but of all the members of the 
ee who vote for the persons who sit here. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator a question 
for information? In the case to which he has just referred, what 
did the legislature of Kansas do in ing upon the question? 
What did they find? Does the case show that? 

Mr. TURP. They found <a. 

Mr. MITCHELL of mn. Did they pass upon the question 
as to whether or not this alleged disability existed? 

Mr. GRAY. They refused to pass upon it. 

Mr. TURPIE. ey refused to pass upon it, but allowed him 
to stay there and vote and act as a member. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was an adjudication that the 
disability did not exist? 

Mr.TURPIE. It wasaconstructive adjudication, not an actual 
one. When they found they could not unseat him in the house 
en a suit in the ct court, that is, the inferior court 
of and that court decided that he was not a member. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is where the case came up? 

Mr, TURPIE. Yes; because he had taken a Federal office, vio- 
lating his oath of office. Then it went to the supreme court and 
the supreme court decided that he was a member and nothing 
could unseat him as a member except a judgment of the house of 
which he was a member. 

Now I come to the Kansas cases cited by the honorable and 
learned Senator from m. Ido not know that they have the 
most remote relation to case in oy ‘woowee but out of defer- 
ence, as I said before, to the mig in the presidency of our com- 
mittee, and to the course he has given to this discussion, I shall 
notice the Kansas cases. : : 

The first is that of a person who was elected State printer by 
the legislature of Kansas on joint ballot of that body. In that 

i ime there were four senators in the senate who 
senate and qualified and acted 

this person who claimed to be 

elected State printer without which 3 votes he could not have been 
elected. It seems from the facts stated by the judge in making 
four senators were elected from districts 

not entitled under the appor- 

They were 

on 


gislature; or if its language 
udes them, then as to them the act is 








1896. 





not entitled to vote for State printer, and this pretended State 
printer was not elected. They took jurisdiction of the case because 
these people were not members of the iegislature, never had been, 
and never could be. To allow them to be considered as members 


of the ature would be to allow the apportionment act of the 
State to be amended by a senate resolution—the resolution of one 
branch of the legislature. To allow such people as these to be 
considered as members of the legislature would be to allow that 
there could be a member of the legislature without any constit- 
uency authorized by law and without any seat subject to occu- 
ncy, to use a phrase very much used and very often repeated 
y the honorable and learned Senator from Oregon. Yes, there 
must be a seat subject to occupancy; there must be a constituency 
which is entitled to send a senator, and there must be a law creat- 
ing the senatorial district authorizing the constituency to be repre- 
sented. These are the elementary —— of parliamentary 
representation. None of them existed in this Kansas case and it 
is entirely foreign to any question in this case. 

Now I pass on to the second Kansas case. A law was passed 
at the session of the legislature called for some reason on 
some subject—I have forgotten the subject. In that case there 
were 4 members of the house of representatives who acted and 
voted as members of the house of representatives and they all 
4 yoted for this law. Without their votes it was no law; it 
could not have been passed. The constitution of Kansas pro- 
vided at that time that the house of representatives should con- 
sist of 125 members. The 4 members who voted for this law, 
declared to be void, were supernumeraries; fictitious, spurious; they 
were there; they were recognized; they voted pro and con; but 
their made the house of representatives of Kansas to con- 
sist of 129 members, when under the constitution of the State there 
could be only 125 members of the house. Thecourthad no trouble 
in of that case, in sewers Pena of itand deciding 
it. ? Because these people never been members of the 
house. was, therefore, no adjudication and no action, no 
order, no resolution, no recognition of the house which could 
make them members. There were no seats for them in the house. 
No such seats existed. There were no constituencies; there were 
no districts. The whole thing was fabulous, fictitious. I do not 
see any difficulty in that case, in the decision of it, or in the rea- 
son of it, but I do see a good deal of difficulty in applying it to 
the case of Mr. Watson. 

The legislature in the Kansas cases I have spoken of attempted 
to adjudge the rights of a person as a member when there were 
no seats subject to occupation. Now, this is involved in the case 
of election, that very ordinary phrase used, ‘‘ Each house shall 
be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members.” When the house judges of elections it judges 
of whether there are any seats subject to occupancy at the time 
the elections occur, but it can not increase the number beyond 
what the constitution provides, or beyond the district created by 
law because its adjudication in such ease has no subject-matter. 

This is decided by J —— Brewer in relation to a State printer, 
and concerning the validity of a law, but when the same judge 
came to decide the question directly of a member’s seat and title 
he declined the j ction as in the case already cited, and says 
that the house itself has the scle jurisdiction in such cases.’ 

There are three things necessary to make a court. One is the 
udge, another is the plaintiff, another is the defendant. There 
are three necessary to make a judgment inacase. One is 
the court, is the parties, and another is the subject-matter 
to which the judgment applies. Where there is no seat there can 
be no judgment respecting a seat. 

Then the Senator supposes a case where the State senator is 27. 
The constitution requires that he should be 30 years of age, and 
the its face shows that he is only 27, and yet he was 
He asks can we revise this? He asks why we may not 
why can we not declare that he ought not to be seated 
is not seated, that he was not seated; why can we not 
t of the house of representatives in such 

was void, was null; why we do not act 
court of errors and correct the error, especially upon a ques- 
See Why, sir, in such a case as the one put by the 

oes 


ad 


ny 
ie 


, | assume that the error, the plain 
not give a court or tribunal jurisdic- 
has no power to hear and determine the case. The 
of the error can not give jurisdiction toa tribunal which 
law has none, and y the grossness of the error can not 
Soe} Jose where the power does not exist. 

Mr. of . The Senator does not wish to mis- 
state my position I take it. I think the Senator misstates my 


Mr. TURPIE. I do not think I have misstated it. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Upon that point. 

. TURPIE. No, sir. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I stated in giving that illustration 
that in the case of the Delaware constitution a person to be eligi- 
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ble to a seat in the State senate must be 27 years of age. I stated 
that if a person who was but 20 years of age should apply for a 
seat in the senate and the senate of the State of Delaware should 
pass upon the question of fact as to his age and admit a person 
who asa matter of fact was but 20 years of age and there was 
nothing on the record to show that fact in that case,.the judgment 
of the Delaware senate would be conclusive upon the Senate of the 
United States, and we would have no power to inquire into that 
question of fact which had been determined by the Delaware sen- 
ate, nothing appearing upon the face of the judgment to show that 
the court had no jurisdiction. ButIstated furthermoreif itshould 
appear on the face of the judgment rendered by the senate that 
the person who was admitted was not 27 years of age, but was only 


20 years of age 
Mr. President 





Mr. TURPIE. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let me get through. 
Mr. TURPIE. No, I beg the Senator to allow me to interrupt 





m. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That he was only 20 years of 


— ; 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That fact appearing upon the face 
of the record, the United States Senate would not take 

Mr. TURPIE. I think the Senator ought to yield to me, 
has interrupted me very frequently. 
once? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly the Senator will allow 
me to finish my sentence. The Senator very kindly and courte- 
ously yielded to me to correct a statement of the Senator who 
was, as I thought, misrepresenting me. 

Mr. TURPIE. No; I was not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not knowingly. 

Mr. TURPIE. I donot admit any such thing, either knowingly 
or unknowingly. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 


He 
Can I not interrupt him 


The Senator was doing it, all the 


same, 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; I was not, and I do not abate anything 
from the statement made. The Senator can make another if he 
wishes, but 1 adhere to the original statement made. He makes 
now two hypotheses very different. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is just what I stated in my 
speech. 

Mr. TURPIE. They are wholly alien and foreign to the case 
before the Senate. I ought not to have noticed it at all; that was 
a mistake. One is favorable to the hypothesis which he enter- 
tained. A man was only 20, and the record did not showit. I 
did not say anything about that; but of the other branch of the 
hypothesis, where the man was 20, and the record did show that 
he was of constitutional age—that is the case I stated. The first, 
the worst case against our position, and the best case that the 
Senator took, I stated. Idid not state the other. Is that any 
misstatement? Where a man undertakes to make a statement of 
a position taken by the honorable Senator from Oregon, must he 
state all his positions? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
that enter into the statement. 

Mr. TURPIE. The elements are not at all material. I care 
nothing about your first case stated. That is a case which you 
say yourself and admit yourself we could not inquire into. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator, however, failed to 
state in the statement he made that it appeared on the face 
of the judgment that the man was but 20 years of age. 

Mr. PIE. No, sir; [stated it with emphasis. It is the par- 
ticular point I wish to make. I stated it then, I state it now. 
This person is a senator only 20 years of age. The constitu- 
tion of Delaware requires that he shall be 30, but the journal 
shows that he is only 20. That is the statement I made origi- 
nally. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now the statement is correct. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; it was correct in the firstinstance. The 
Senator is not correcting it and can not correct it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Indiana has 
corrected it himself. 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; I am not correcting it; I am simply re- 
peating it. The last case is the one which I stated originally, 
where the journal of the senate contradicts the constitutional 

rovision with respect to the age of a senator. I say that the 
judgment of the senate is just as binding in that case as it is in 
any other. There is re possible state of facts or of law which can 
give to the Senate of the United States jurisdiction to adjudge the 
rights of an individual member of a legislature, I do not care what 


He should state all the elements 


they are. That is the position assigned to us under the Federal 
Constitution. Let us take it, live up to it, stand by it, go with it 


wherever it may lead us. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what Judge Brewer says in the case the 
Senator read. 

Mr. TURPIE, Yes, sir; he says the same in more eloquent 




































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


language. This statement of mine, which I have committed to 
writing in pencil and which seems to grit like sawteeth upon the 
auditory nerves of the honorable Senator from Oregon, I shall 
take pleasure in repeating. I have got it here in pencil. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thatis right. 

Mr. TURPIE. Supposing a case where a Senator by the consti- 
tution must be 30 years old, and the record shows on its face that 
he is only 20 (I am reading now just what I did before), yet he is 
seated, can we revise the judgment? No; wecannot. The error 
is plain, gross, but this fact does not give a court or tribunal juris- 
diction which has no power to hear and determine the question. 
The grossness of the error can not constitute such grant of power. 
Such error is irremedial. There is no remedy for it. It is an 
incurable error. It may be thought that such errors are very 
strange, but they are not. They are not common, but they are 
not uncommon. We have in the profession, sir, to which you and 
myself have so long devoted our attention, a book which is called 
Bigelow’s Overruled Cases. It hasa list of over a thousand cases, 
decisions of courts of last resort in the different States of the 
Union, and in the Supreme Court of the United States, cases in 
which there was an error in the judgment as delivered, cases in 
which the courts overruled their former decisions and corrected 
the error. Now, I ask what is the condition of one who has been 
adjudged against wrongfully in such a case as these thousand 
parties were. He is not relieved by the overruling; he is not 
reached in the ruling of a subsequent case not his own. 

Mr. GEORGE. In another case. 

Mr, TURPIE. In another case. He isnot reached. There is 
no remedy. There is no redress. The best known volume in the 
profession shows that there are at least one thousand irremedial 
errors committed without corruption,and I might say without 
fault, by the highest courts of the country. It is not strange, it 
is not uncommon, that these State legislatures should occasionally 
cemmit an irremedial error, as I have no doubt they have and 
would in the case ys by the Senator. 

But what has all this to do, allow me to ask, with the question 
in argument? In the State of Delaware the apportionment of 
members of the legislature and the number of members of the 
legislature are both fixed in the constitution, the fundamental 
law cf the State. In most States of the Union the number of 
members is fixed by an act of the 1 ature,and in most States 
of the Union the districts which elect ure apportioned by an act 
of the legislature, but apportionment and the tion of numbers 
in Delaware is made inthe constitution. It was made there sixt 

ears ago, and stands just as it was made. Delaware, like Gaul, 

s divided in three parts—Kent, Sussex, and Newcastle, three 
counties. Each county of the three counties is entitled to three 
senators. That is a constitutional provision; and each county is 
entitled to 7 representatives. That is a constitutional provision; 
and the whole number of members of the legislature is 30. 
That is a constitutional provision. 

Now, with respect to the case of Watson, was there a seat sub- 
ject to ocenpancy at the time of his election? Unquestionably 
there was a seat subject to occupancy, for the county of Kent was 
entitled to elect three senators, and it appears from the journal 
Mr. Watson was one of them. Of course, afterwards one of these 
seats may become vacant, but that does not assimilate to the doc- 
trine of the Kansas cases. A vacant seat is yet a seat, just as an 
empty basket is a basket. There was a seat, then, subject to occu- 
pancy. There were seats subject to occupancy from the county 
of Kent, and eligible _ constituency of the county of Kent 
at the time when Mr. Watson was elected. He was not chosen 
from a district which was not in existence; he was not a super- 
numerary. He was not chosen by a constituency not authorized 
by law to send a senator. He was not a tenth senator, then, 
who would come within the Kansas rule, for under the constitu- 
tion of the State there can be only nine. He was not a senator 
from the State at large, for that is no district. He represented a 
legitimate, lawful constituency, and it took him, with the other 
two gentlemen, to make up the three senators of which the dele- 
gation from Kent was composed, and to make up the nine senators 
of which the senate of this State wascomposed. There were seats 
subject to occupancy in the case of all those senators, and they 
voted and acted as members, without once being subj even 
to the suspicion that they were there without seats behind them, 
or without ha legitimate constituencies which had sent them. 

The learned and honorable Senator from Oregon says that there 
may be a time in which the o ware shall consist 
of 29 members. This hypothesis is put im such a purely clondy 
and ethereal manner that I am inclined to admit it. There 
may be a time when the legislature of the State of Delaware 
may be composed of only 29 members; certainly there may be. 
Whenever the constitution of the State of Delaware is amended 
so that there shall be but 8 senators and 21 representatives, that 
time willcome. That hypothesis is ectly comprised within the 
limits of such time. But while the constitution of the State of 
Delaware remains as it is, providing for 9 senators and 21 mem- 


bers of the honse of representatives, there can not, during that 
time, ever be a period the legislature of the State of Dela. 
ware will be oe of less than thirty members. Some mem. 
ber may be absent; he may not attend; more than one—two or; 
three—may be absent; but the composition of the body does 10: 
depend upon attendance or nonattendance. It depends upon th, 
fundamental law of the State, fixing the number at 30. ithout 
a change of the fundamental law of the State it could be no less 
and no more. 

When a seat is filled by the election of a member, it is no longer: 
subject to occupancy, and it cau not become so unless by death. 
resignation, or adjudication, resolution or order of one of the 
houses, declaring it to be vacant by the ulsion, ouster, di 
charge, or dismissal of one of its members. e action, adjuidi- 
cation, and recognition of Mr. Watson as a senator was as io 
who should occupy a seat lawfully existing. It was therefore 
Tarr ng within the power of the legislature; they had full juris- 

iction to decide whether he shoul y it or not. It binds 
the United State Senate as it binds all the world. The pretend | 
action, judgment, and resignation in the Kansas case conceri! 
the occupant of a seat which had no existence, and could hays 
none; the thing likely never was, is not,and cannot be. The ai 
judication, order, and recognition of the State senate as to its own 
members, for whom seats are by law created, is conclusive and 
exclusive; and Watson was such a member. 

Sir, I wish to examine, as briefly as I can, the law of the United 
States Senate, the law of our own body upon this question. None 
of these questions are new; they have often been adjudicated, and 
the law is wellsettled. There is no feature of this case which pre- 
sents a question which has not been repeatedly adjudicated by 
the Senate of the United States sitting asa court. The Senate of 
the United States has often adjudged, ordered, and decreed, as to 
two bodies, each claiming to bethe lawful legislature of the St:te, 
which was the lawful legislature, and entit to elect a United 
States Senator. That has been grey’ the subject of judg- 
ment by the Senate. ain, the United States Senate has very 
often decided as to which of the two houses of a State legislature, 
each of which claimed to be the genuine house or the genuine 
senate, was in fact the genuine house or the lawful senate. Tat 
has been very often decided here; but the United States Senate 
has never decided, and has always refused to decide; it has nevi r 
adjudged; it has always tetnael to take jurisdiction for the pur- 
pose of adjudging in ay as to the right of an individual 


member of a oe vote and act as such either in joint 
convention or where. The Senate of the United States has 
<a in any case respecting such right of an individual 


member. 

Sir, I refer to the case of Sykes against Spencer, decided in 187:;, 
and I wish to call the atten of the Senate to some parts of tlhe 
opinion delivered there. 

Mr. TURPIE, “ln 1873) In Sykes against Spenc 

. 6 . ykes agains er, page 521, 
Taft’s Senate Election Cases, the following is the eleion of the 
majority: 

In the opinion of your committee it is not competent for the Senate to 
inquire as to the right of individual members to sit in a legislature w)ich 
is conceded to have a quorum in both houses of —_ elected members 
But, undoubtedly, the Senate must always inquire w. ther the body which 
pretended to elect the Senator was the legislature of the State or not, becau-v 
a Senator can only be elected by the legislature of a State. 

I quote that in support of the ition taken by me, that the 
Senate may lawfully adjudge, always adjudge, as to which 
body, where a contest arose, was the genuine legislature; ani | 
quote it also to show that, as to the right of an individual mem!):r 
to sit in the legislature, the committee is of the opinion ‘‘that ‘t 
is not poet for the Senate to inquire.” It is stronger than [ 
had thought it was. I thought the opinion rendered by the co1- 
mittee was that it is not com for the Senate to judge as to 
the right of individual mem to sit in the legislature; bat the 
text of the opinion, very celebrated and very fully discussed, nev«r 
questioned since, is: 

In the opinion of your commitiee it is not competent for the Senate to 
inquire as to the right of individual members to sit in a legislature — 

Mr. GRAY. And the Senate adopted the opinion of the com- 
mittee in that case. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; they adopted the opinion in that caso 


I sank frum ie inority opinion in the This 
now minority opi in same case. us 
was an Alabama case: 

Alabama judge of 
ones tect eter a Seen eran Se 
such question by the of the United States would be as unwarranted 
by precedent as it would prove dangerous in practice. : 

This case twenty-two years ago, and a committee of 
the Senate of United States decided the inquiry into the 
right of eee ee to = the legislature aaa 
ranted precedent; there been no preceden or Buc 
aninguiry. This body is now over one hundred years old, and 10 








history there is no precedent for an inquiry into the 
ieee title of an individual member of a legislature; there had 
been no + for it at the time this report was made, which, 
as I say, Was twenty-two years ago. I read further: 
test like one now under consideration, between two 
elnnted to the ete different bodies, each claiming to be the legislature 
the State, the Senate may look into the constitution and laws of the State 
= “which of the two bodies, if either, has been organized in con- 
° mity with their ons, but it can not rightfully inquire into the elec- 
tion revurns and qualifications of the members of either body. 


Mr. GEORGE. _Is that the Sykes case? ‘ 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; the case of Sykes against Spencer, de- 
cided in 1878, and found on page 521 of Taft's Senate Election Cases. 
They did decide between these two bodies, which was the legis- 
lature, and seated Senator Spencer accordingly. a 

But with respect to the question now in argument, this is what 
is decided, that— . 


can not rightful 
of the members of either y: 


Rither the genuine body or the spurious body. They will not 
inquire about the right of individual members: 


If the Senate could enter upon such inquiry, where would be the limita- 
tion upon its prerogatives? 


The committee goes on with reasoning in support of its opinion: 


Could it not as timately inquire into the manner in which any election 
officer had te the duties of his office, and even into the qualification 
of the electors who had voted for members of the State legislature? 


Certainly. If we once enter into the field of inquiry into the 
right and title of an individual member of the legislature, we 
shall have to take jurisdiction of the whole body of laws in the 
45 States, and the duties of inspectors and judges of elections, and 
of the qualifications of the voters at the polls, in the first instance. 
Sir, we are not com t for such labor; we have no time for 
such labor; it is totally inconsistent with the duties of this body 
that it should ever be assumed. That is one of the reasons, one 
of the very smallest reasons, why this jurisdiction has never been 
assumed, why it is aeeealy forbidden and prohibited. 

Take a si case founded upon such hypotheses as those of 
the honorable and learned Senator from Oregon, founded upon 
supposed consiructions of the constitution of the State of Dela- 
ware. We would have to acquaint ourselves and be familiar with 
the constitutions of the whole number of States in the Union, 
with the decisions of the supreme courts of those States upon 
constitutional provisions, with the first decisions and the later de- 
cisions, whether this one or that one had ever been overruled, 
questioned, or doubted. This would be a laborious duty fora 
court which had no other imposed upon it. 

Mr. GRAY. May I make a suggestion there? 

Mr. TURPIE, nly. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to ask the Senator from Indiana, by way 
of suggestion, whether, if the contention of the Senator from 
Oregon be admitted, that the judgment of the senate of Delaware 
in regard to Mr. Watson’s seat is not final, exclusive, and binding 
je this body, upon what reasoning or upon what philosophy is 

e finding or j ent of this body in regard to Mr. Du Bont's 
seat to be final, binding, and exclusive ? 

Mr. TURPIE. The finding or the judgment which we may 
make in thiscase is not at all conclusive except for the same reasons 
that the and judgment or order of the State senate of 
Delaware would be conclusive in a like case. 

Mr. GRAY. And under a similar provision of the constitution 
of the State of Delaware and the Constitution of the United States 
in the same words. 


. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. Making each house the judge of the election, re- 
turns, oe oe of its members. 

Mr, Yes, sir. 

That celebrated section of the Federal and State constitutions 
to which the Senator from Delaware has just alluded is a statute 
of peace, is a statute of repose. Its object is to make an end to 
controversies, and finally to determine and permanently finish 
questions with to the qualification, election, or return of 
any member of a ive body within the United States. I 

it isone of the most beneficent provisions in the Federal Con- 
stitution, as it is in the State constitution, that there should be 
such a provided, and that peace somewhere and the end 
of controversy somehow should be reached in such cases. 

rend farther from the opinion of the committee in the case of 


Spencer: 
not restrict the Senate in its constitutional right to 


gs of the lacton te 
jatgs returns ualifications of members, but 
of the Stat 


owersbclonging excualvely the ro 
powers ex y wo houses 
v. Spencer, p. 528.) 


rsons 


into the election, returns, and qualifications 


I wish to put that opinion of the Senate, delivered twenty-tw: 
never doubted, against the opinion o the 
Senator from the of Oregon. 
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The honorable and learned Senator from the State of Oregon 
said—he has said many things—that the legislature of the State, 
the State senate, or the State house of representatives, can judge 
only of questions of fact; that questions of law must be determined 
elsewhere. Mr. President, this committee of the United States 
Senate says— 

Would regret its assumption of powers belonging exclusively to the two 
houses of the State legislature. ; 

All other jurisdiction is excluded. I care not what may be the 
subject-matter of it, whether it be law, whether it be fact. or 
whether it be any other third element, it is excluded, shut out by 


the ordinance of each State providing that these qualifications, 


elections, and returns shall be solely adjudged by the members of 
the respective houses of each legislature. Their jurisdiction is 
sole. All the power, all the judgment, all the jurisdiction of any 


other tribunal is foreclosed; it is impossible; it is barred; and it 
never can lawfully enter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me at 
that point, in order to test the question as to which of us is cor- 
rect on the proposition as to whether or not the senate of the State 
of Delaware is to be the exclusive judge of the law bearing upon 
the qualifications of a person to sit, I wish to ask him a question. 
My question is this: The constitution of the State of Delaware, of 
course, undertakes to fix the number of persons who shall consti- 
tute the State senate. The Delaware constitution may fix it in 
terms, so that it is perfectly plain and there is no room for any 
misunderstanding as to the number. Then, again, the constita- 
tion might so phrase it as to leave the matter open to construction 
as to whether the Senate should consist of nine members or ten 
members. But suppose it to be plain—as itis in the case of Dela- 
ware, I admit—that the senate of the State shall consist of nine 
members, and suppose the Delaware senate declares that it shall 
consist of ten; in other words, the Delaware senate, in construing 
the constitution of the State of Delaware, construes it wrongly, as 
everybody will admit. The Senator from Indiana says that is a 
question which is within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Delaware 
senate, and whether they construe the law right or construe it 
wrong the hands of the Senate of the United States are absolutely 
bound. To come back to my question, suppose in this case the 
Delaware senate should say that ‘‘ the senate shall consist of ten 
members,” and the constitution on its face, in clear and unequivo- 
cal terms, says ‘‘ there shall be but nine,” would thedistinguished 
Senator from Indiana hold that the Senate of the United States 
was bound by that adjudication? If we are not bound by it, then 
we are not bound by it in a case where there is a question as to the 
construction; and here there is a question. We, upon this side, 
claim that pending the exercise of the office of governor by the 
speaker of the senate and one of the senators, the number of the 
senate of the State of Delaware shal! be but eight, while the Sen- 
ator from Indiana and the Senators on the other side say it shall 
consist of nine. 

Mr. TURPIE. I decline to yield further, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana de- 
clines to further yield. 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator is just repeating for the thirtieth 
time the position which he took in his first argument I yielded 
to the Senator to ask a question. He asked it, and I think the 
Senator ought not to have gone beyond, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I beg pardon. I went perhaps a 
little further than I should have gone, but I should like to have an 
answer to the question. 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not know whether I shall grant the pardon 
or not, but I will recommend that executive clemency be granted 
to the Senator. [Laughter.] 

Now, I want to get at the question of the Senator. The only 
thing I regret is the waste of time in determining the philosophy 
of conundrums. The Senator seems to be infested with conun- 
drums, and I told him yesterday we could not administer the 
Government in that way. I think the question is this: Suppos- 
ing the constitution of Delaware as it is provides that there should 
be 9 members and the senate of Delaware should decide that they 
should have 10 members, the honorable Senator wants to know 
if the United States Senate would be bound by that adjudication, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the question. 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not think that question could come here. 
That is the Kansas cases stated over again. Where there is no 
subject-matter, there can be no adjudication, but we have no 
power to decide it. What was done in the Kansas case? If such 
a question were raised in the State of Delaware, there are many 
ways of deciding it, first, in the circuit, and then in the supreme 
court of that State. It never would become a Federal question at 
all, and never would come here as this court is not a court of 
errors in any case, and the reason that I am now taking this posi- 
tion in this case, and those who are acting with me, is this: You 
say you have raised the question. I admit it. You have been 
raising it for three or four days; I admit it, but it is the Senator 
from on who is raising it here now. It is not raised by any 
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action of the senate of Delaware, and could not be—their own ac- 
tion is final—if by the courts of Delaware, and it still remains 
without our jurisdiction. 

The Senator from Oregon thinks that a small error in the State 
senate is binding, but a very gross error is not binding. There is 
no error large or small that we can revise. 

The case of Sykes and Spencer was decided, as I said, in 1873. 
In that case no actual judgment or adjudication had taken place 
upon the contested cases of individual members subsequent to 
their admission, and the decision of the minority and the ma- 
jority both rested upon the action and recognition of persons 
voting in the joint convention as members of either the senate 
or the house, and co uently of the legislature. There was 
no formal action or adjudication in the Sykes and Spencer 
case. The opinion of the committee was delivered upon the fact 
that they had acted and voted as members of the legislature, and 
that was taken to be a constructive adjudication of their right 
to do so; and that right having been exercised, the Senate of the 
United States would not inquire into or question the right of indi- 
vidual members to have acted as members of the joint convention. 

In the next case which I wish to cite, there is an express adjudi- 
cation, that is an Indiana case, usually called the Turpie case, 
decided here in May, 1888. In that case there was a contest in the 
State senate. One member was ousted and another member 
seated. That contest was sought to be transferzed here. It was 
claimed that the member who was ousted had been lawfully 
elected, and that the member who was seated had been wrong- 
fully seated; that he was a mere usurper; that the seat was taken 
away from the incumbent and given to another, merely for the 
purpose of electing a United States Senator. That is the remon- 
strance in the Turpie case. Of course it was not well founded, 
but that was the fact stated in that remonstrance. The United 
States Senate was asked not to decide, but to hear. This is what 
the committee ny in that case, a very able 
opinion by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts who sits 
near me [Mr. Hoar]: 

The committee are of the opinion that the facts offered, if 


warrant the Senate in dec] g the sitting member not entitled to his seat. 
There can be no doubt that the 


y in question was the constitutional senate 
of Indiana. 


The journals of both houses of the legislature of the State have been sub- 
mit tous. Ita that the body was yesqen’ as the senate by the 
governce and by the house of representatives. Statutes to which its consti- 

tional assent was necessary were enacted and have become part of the law 


of the State 
dgment of the senate of Indiana as to the title of 


roved, will not 


We also think that the jed 
Messrs. Branahan and McDonald, the two members in question, to their seats 
is a upop the Senate of the United States. This body is made by the 
Constitution the judge of the election, quaiifications, and returns of its mem- 
bers. The senate of Indiana is likewise the judge of the election, qualifica- 
tions, and returns of its own members. We must determine all questions 
arising out of the proceedings of the electors. But whosustain the characters 
of electors is to be determined by the legislative body of the State. 

Now, where, upon the hypothesis of the remonstrance in that 
case, could there be such circumstances and facts more imperi- 
ously demanding relief? Here was one person lawfully elected 
and sitting in actual occupancy of his seat, and another, who — 
claimed not to have been elected at all, was given that seat an 
the lawful incumbent ousted for the se of affectin, 
the election of a person as a member of this body. Where 
relief be given if not in sucha case? If relief was refused in that 
case where shall we grant it? Was there ever a more monstrous 
case, violative of every principle of morality, of propriety, than 
this case as made, than this case as given? Yet the Senate of the 
United States decided that they would not inquire into that judg- 
ment, f read further: 

We can not inquire into the motives which control its judgment. In ren- 
dering that judgment, whether it shall give a hearing to es, permit 
debate, examine witn act upon evidence or without evidence, are mat- 
ters within its own discretion. If that discretion were exercised in the man- 
ner charged by the remonstrance, a majority think that a public crime was 


committed, for which the offenders are ible to the people of Indiana. 
But we can not try the question. 


Now, the impossible and imposing dilemmas of the learned and 
honorable Senator from Oregon, these gigantic conundrums with 
which he has interrupted the deliberations of the court in the con- 
duct of this case, these most fanciful, dreamy, cloudy reveries 
which he has made public upon so many occasions, are any of 
them crimes? Do they ——— the dignity of offenses, or even 
misdemeanors? But here is a case where it is said that if the leg- 
islature adjudged as stated they committed acrime. No fable, no 
fiction, but a high crime,a misdemeanor against the people of a 
sovereign State; but it is also said that we, the Senate, will not 
inquire into the same, just as Gallio, after hearing the crimina- 
tions and recriminations of the Jews before him, ‘‘cared for 
none of those things.” The Senate can not care for them. It is 
not our province; it has not been made our concern. We have 
no ju ction either of crime or of misdemeanor or of incompat- 
ibility, or of any of the things stated or imagined or all of them, 


not because the senate of Delaware may have upon them 
or may not have passed upon them, whether they have passed 
upon or not, we have in either case no power to pass upon 


them. Here there was an adjudication, a very harsh adjudica. 
tion, a cruel, unfeeling adjudication under the case made. Yet 
the Senate of the United States is bound by that adjudication po 
matter how wrongful. 

What is the imaginary case stated by the honorable and learne4 
Senator from a about a man being 20 years of age when ho 
ought to be 80 and about the representation from a county bein 
9 when it ought to be 10? What are any of those things compared 
to this crime, this felony in the case put here committed against 
the franchises of the people of Indiana? Can we not inquire into 
this? No, the Senate of the United States is not a court of errors. 
it is not acriminal court of appeals; it has no jurisdiction in such 
cases. 

I ought to say, by way of explanation, perhaps, as to what I re- 
lated about the member of the House of Commons who had been 
sentenced by penal judgment and was afterwards seated there, 
that at the time it was not <a known that the judgment 
existed. As soon as it was known the House expelled him by an 
order and judgment. 

When a member of a legislative body presents his credentials 
and is sworn in and seated, his title to a is absolute, and 
continues until the records of the house of which he is a member 
show that he has been disqualified, that he is not entitled to a seat 
there further, or that some other person is entitled thereto. Such 
an entrance into a deliberative body, such an admission upon cre- 
dentials, has all the effect of a formal adjudication. It isa judg- 
ment by confession. 

The honorable and learned Senator is always talking about 
adjudication, as if it included a trial and hearing. There are judg- 
ments rendered without trial and without hearing. A judgment 
by confession is just as binding as any other sort of a judgment, 
and when a member is introduced into this body, carrying in his 
hand credentials which are placed on file, and he is sworn in and is 
admitted and takes his seat, that is a judgment by confession in 
his favor against all claimants and all ee of his right. It 
is a solemn admission of every member of the Senate, of every 
member of the body, that he is a fellow-member, and entitled to 
all its franchises, privileges, and functions. 

Now, sir, I wish to read something, because I have not in the 
whole course of this oe taken a single position which is 
not supported by the written opinions and emepent of this body, 
this court. I wish to cite ano case, that of Clark and Magin- 
nis against Sanders and Power, page 637 of Taft’s Election Cases: 

Pon majority of persons having a right to seats in the House of Represent- 
atives— 


This was conce a seat in the house of representatives in the 
State of Montana, and there was a question between two sets of 
ple as to which had the right to be considered as representa- 
Sone in that house, and ES which had the right to vote 
for United States Senators. is the opinion: 

The majority of having a right to seats in the house of representa- 
tives have a right whan that house and to transact all its lawful busi- 
ness, including the e ent of laws and the election of Senators. Persons 
who have the certificates of election have such right to seats. 

The ion of credentials carries with it the right to a seat 
unless it is questioned. 

Every act of the assembly in which they take yet and to which their con- 
sent is n , has as absolute validity as if their title had been affirmed 
by an adjudica' of the h itself. 

That is the position which I have just taken. The momenta 
member is admitted on his credentials, that is as formal as if an 
adjudication had been made in the case. 

Their title is not— 


The opinion of the Senate goes on to say— 


as is sometimes carelessly said, a prima facie title. It is an absolute title, con- 
ening until the house itself adjudicated that some other person be ad- 
mi to their place. 


That is another written decision in favor of my position. It is 
not only an absolute adjudication—this admission upon creden- 
tial—but it is a continuous adjudication, and keeps the title and 
functions of the tative or senator alive until there has 
been an adverse action or adjudication by the house of which he 
is a member. 

This adjudication— 
that is, an adjudication made adverse to a member after he has 
been seated— 


is only operative for the future, and has no retroactive effect whatever. 
When the house makes the inquiry on the merits, it =o the credentials 
as prima facie evidence u a But until the house tries the 
case the credential is usive to all the worid. 


It is ‘‘conclusive ot all the world.” The Senate of the United 
States is a very great. , but it is comprised, I think, in that 
expression. Itisa the world, and what concludes all the 
world must conclude us. The credential of a member of a State 
legislature, whether of the senate or of the house, concludes the 
Senate of the United States. It not only concludes it for the day 
he is admitted, but it continues to conclude us. It is an adjudi- 
cation continuous. It continues until there has been an adverse 








1896. 


action by the house of which he isa member. Then the authority 
of that adjudication ceases. ; 

Now, sir, I wish for a moment to call the attention of Senators 
to the tials of William T. Watson, one of the senators from 
the county of Kent in the State of Delaware, and I will ask the 

at the desk to read the credentials with the signatures. 
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Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair), Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. 

Mr.GRAY. With the permission of the Senator from Indiana, 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- | business. 


cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
STATE OF DELAWARE, Kent County, ss: 

Be it remembered that at the general election held on the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in November, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and ninety two, for Kent County, according to the constitu- 
tion and laws of the State of Delaware, William T. Watson was duly chosen 
senator for oy in me Sines coy, wo is = ifest b — 4 

e gate amount © ie VO ven for eac 
ee for, acooraing to the provision made by law in tne behalf. 

In testimony whereof we, the sheriff of the said county and the inspectors 
of the se hundreds and election districts of said county, who have this 
day met and ascertained the state of the said election throughout the said 
county, as the law requires, have hereunto set our hands, at the court-house 
in county, on Thursday, the tenth day of November, being the Thurs- 
day next the day of the election aforesaid in the year aforesaid. 

sheriff; J. C. Stuckly, inspector for eastern election 
district of Duck Creek Hundred; Samuel J. Reynolds, in- 
forwestern election district of Duck Creek Hundred; 

. E. Carsons, inspector for Little Creek Hundred; John F. Bell, 
inspector for Kenton Hundred; Edward R. Knotts, inspector 
for election district No. l of East Dover Hundred; James A. 
Kerin, tor for election district No.2 of East Dover Hun- 
dred; Charles A. Garton, in tor for third election district 

East Dover Hundred; Alfred G. Sturdevant, inspector for 
est Dover Hundred; William R. Postles inspector for east- 
election district of North Murderkill Hundred; George 

W. Walheater, inspector for west election district of North 
Murderkill Hundred; Robert H. Sipple, inspector for election 
district No.1 of South Murderkill Hundred; George C. Mason, 
inspector for election district No.2 of South Murderkill Hun- 


dred; Nathan F. Raughley, in r for election district No. 
lof ion Hundred, J.R. K. Miller, inspector for election 
district No.2 of Mispillion Hundred; Luther F. Cubbage, in- 


Spector, for eastern election district of Milford Hundred; Wil. 
A. Truitt, inspector for western election district of Milford 
Hundred. 

Mr.TURPIE. Thatcertificate is accompanied by thecertificates 
of judges, of the officers and judges, so as to make it evidence 
Soler act of Congress. I wish to offer the credentials as evi- 
dence of the fact that Mr. William T. Watson was admitted and 
sworn in as a member of the State senate upon such papers, unob- 
jected to and not protested against. 

I offer at the same time an extract from the journal of the State 
senate of Delaware, which I will read in connection with this cre- 
dential and having direct relation to it. This is the record: 


By the returns of the officers of Kent County, appointed by law judges of 

it that on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in the 
month of November last, at the several and respective places spypointed by 
law for holding the election in and for said county, Thomas T. y_was 
duly chosen to represent the said county in the senate of the State of Dela- 
to fill out the term of the late John W. Hall, terminating on 
first Tuesday of seneary. A. D. one thousand eight hundred and ninety- 
; and also that William T. Watson was duly chosen to represent the said 
nty in the sehate of the State of Delaware for the ensuing term of four 
ears, 


T 


gies 
5 


is the record of the qualification, of the election, and the 
of Senator Watson in that body. It is a judgment. It 
that he has all the functions of a State senator and that 
term for which he was elected was four years. The election 
held in November, 1892, a::7 his term will expire in Novem- 
, 1896. He was then and is now and will continue to be a sen- 
from the county of Kent, in the State of Delaware, unless the 
urnal shows in some other place, on some other page, and under 
other title that he has been disqualified, that his seat has 
vacated, that he has been ousted or expelled. That does not 
our resolution. It does not depend upon any argu- 
ment about the constitutional point, nor about the existence of 
any constitutional point. It depends upon whether there is upon 
the one stated here, or the ten stated here, or any point 
y order, resolution, or judgment of the State senate 

of Delaware. 


Mr. HOAR. Does not the same journal show that somebody 
else wan dlected speaker pro tempore bocanee this man had become 
governor 

Mr. TURPIE. It shows that some person else was elected 


speaker tem 
Mr. HOAR. nate Mr. Watson had become governor? 

Mr. TURPIE. No,sir; it doesnot say because he was governor 
Mr. HOAR. I did not know. I only asked for information. 
TURPIE. This shows that somebody else was elected 
Butitisaconstitutional provision that some- 
elected speaker tempore. It does not show 
ibernatorial function devolving upon him as 
There is no effect given to that in the 

tional question. You take one ground 
care which side you take nor 
there be an order or resolution of the 


Bete cui 


a 


Delaware in that journal upon that question, his 
unquestioned and unchallenged until November, 


i 
i 


. aan 
$e 
eS 





_ The,motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 88 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 11, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 10, 1896. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Scott W. Carney, to be postmaster at Downs, in the county of 
Osborne and State of Kansas. 

George R. Fitzsimmons, to be postmaster at Reading, in the 
county of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. 

Ferris S. Fitch, to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan. ; 

Robert M. Todd, to be postmaster at Halstead, in the county of 
Harvey and State of Kansas. t 

Joseph M. Young, to be postmaster at London, in the county of 
Laurel and State of Kentucky. 4 

Martin V. B. Smith, to be postmaster at Morrison, in the county 
of Whiteside and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 10, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry M. Coupen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 


DEATH PENALTY. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 878) to 
reduce the cases in which the death penalty may be inflicted. 

The ill was read, as follows: 


Be it ewacted, etc., That in all cases where the accused is found guilty of 
the crime of murder or of rape under sections 5339 or 5345, Revised Statutes, 
the jury.may te ad their verdict by adding thereto “ without capital pun- 
ishment ”; and whenever the jury shall return a verdict qualified as afore- 
~~ person convicted shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor 

or life. 

Sec. 2. That except offenses mentioned in sections 1342, 1624, 5339, and 5345, 
Revised Statutes, when a person is convicted of any offense to which the pun- 
ishment of death is now specifically affixed by the laws of the United States, 
he shall be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for life,and when any 
person iscconvicted of an offense to which the punishment of death, or a lesser 
punishment, in the discretion of the court, is affixed, the maximum punish- 
ment shall be imprisonment at hard labor for life. 

Sec. 3. That the punishment of death prescribed for any offense specified 
by the statutes of the United States, except in sections 1342, 1624, 39, and 
5345, Revised Statutes, is hereby abolished, and all laws and parts of laws in- 
consistent with this act are hereby repealed 

Sec. 4. That nothing herein contained shall apply to, or in any way affect 
any proceeding or indictment now found or pending or that may be foun¢ 
for any offense committed before the passage of this act, and all offenses com- 
mitted before the passage of this act shall be punished under the laws then in 
force: Provided, That juries may return qualified verdicts in such cases ac- 
cording to the provisions of section | of this act, and the sentences shall be 
imposedsas therein provided. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? as 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, before consent is given, I wish to 
ask a question of the gentleman. Is this to do away with capital 
punishment under the statutes of the United States? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Only in nineteen offenses. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman explain the cases? 
hold my objection for an explanation. , 

Mr. SAYERS. It is understood that the objection is reserved? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is reserved. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, the bill H. R. 878 
was reported by the Committee on the Judiciary of the House and 
is in the same language in which a similar bill was reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate in the last Congress, 

In the Fifty-third Congress a bill was introduced defining mur- 
der in the first and second degrees. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary unanimously reported it and it passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives. While pending in the Senate, the Attorney-General of 
the United States, Mr. Olney, was of the opinion that murder 
should mot be defined as of the first and second degrees, and mem- 
bers of the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate were also of 
the opigion that as the practice of the Federal courts is that of the 
commom law, it was not advisable to introduce the question of 
definition-into the statutes, and that it was preferable to repeal 
such sections prescribing capital-punishment for offenses which 
the eommittee thought it desirable to have abolished. 


I with- 
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In view of that fact, it was the unanimous sentiment of the com- 
mittee of the Senate that the bill should be reconstructed so as to 
take out the penalty of death without changing definitions. The 
bill failed of consideration in the Senate, because of the objection 
of one Senator who wished to discuss it, and therefore objected to 
its consideration. Had it been considered, there is no question but 
that it would have passed the Senate and that the amendments 
would have been concurred in by the House. 

In this Congress the bill was introduced in the same language it 
was reported by the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate in 
the last Congress. It leaves the sections of the law relating to the 
administration of justice in the Army and in the Navy as they 
now are. They are section 1342 of the Revised Statutes, prescrib- 
ing articles of war for the government of the Army, and section 
1624, prescribing articles of war for the government of the Navy. 

This bill takes out of the statute the authority of United States 
consuls to inflict the punishment of death upon citizens of the 
United States, or those who may serve under the flag of the United 
States, in those countries where Congress has authorized (section 
4102) consulstoexercise extraterritorial jurisdiction. It alsotakes 
out of the statutes of the United States the death penalty as pre- 
scribed for sixteen offenses for which we have had no convictions 
or executions for more than ninety years. 

In respect to the crimes of murder and rape it preserves the 
death penalty, but it permits, as is provided in the State of Louisi- 
ana in express terms and in many other States in principle, that 
the jury may, in bringing in their verdict, decide whether capital 
punishment shall be inflicted or not by allowing the jury to add 
the words ‘‘ without capital punishment” totheir verdict. If that 
clause is added, the court will sentence the accused to imprison- 
ment for life; and if there is no recommendation, then the death 
penalty will be inflicted, as now — for those crimes. On 
page 1 of the report on this bill ( rt No. 108) will be found a 
communication from Mr. 8. Taliaferro, United States district 
attorney for the eastern district of Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman proceeds to read that 
communication, I should like to know from him whether, where 
robbery is attempted and death follows, this bill modifies the 
punishment inflicted? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Wherever death follows the death 
——. may be inflicted, as I understand. The matter has been 
carefully reviewed by the Committees on the Judiciary of the 
House and Senate and the Department of Justice. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the case which I mention is the death pen- 
alty preserved, without reduction to a lighter punishment? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The bill allows the reduction of 
the penalty in every case. The jury decide in each case, 

The letter from the district attorney for the eastern district of 
Texas, in urging the passage of this bill, is in the following lan- 


guage: 
Paris, TEex., December 23, 1895. 

Sin: While in Washington in J a last I requested the Attorney-General to 
have introduced and passed by this Congress a bill amending the law as to 
murder. He inclosed me a copy of bill introduced aa yon designed for this 
purpose, which permits the jury to return a qualifi oS 

rty guilty of murder, but “ without capital punishment." This bill, in m 
udgment, covers the question very fully, and I trust very earnestly you will 
ve it passed as soon as possible. I have onthe docket of this court for trial 
at the next term, commencing in April, 78 murder cases, where parties are 
either in jail or under bond. In many of these cases the facts will not permit 
the court to submit the question of manslaughter to the jury, and the only 
question to be determined will be that of murder, which is now punishable 
only by death, and the severity of the penalty in many cases, where the par- 
ties are undoubtedly guilty and should be punished, prevents the juries from 
either reaching a verdict or leads them to acquit the defendant. 

I hope you will succeed in passing the bill at the present term, as it is ve 
necessary to the administration of justice in this court. If you think it wi 
be of any assistance to you, it will afford me great pleasure to write the 
Texas delegation in Congross and urge them to lend you their help. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
8. TALIAFERRO. 


United States Attorney. 
Hon. N. M. Curtrs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


In a communication addressed to me by the same gentleman on 
the 8d day of this month, which I will read, he refers to that let- 
ter, and urges the importance of the passage of this measure in 
the following language: 

— GALVESTON, TEX., March 3, i596. 

Sir: I herewith inclose you a copy of the painted calendar showing crimi- 
nal cases to be tried at the April term, A. D. 1896, of United States circuit and 
district courts at Paris, Tex. 

As heretofore stated to you in my letter of December 23, 1895, in many of 
these cases the defendants, because of the commission of the crimes, as well 
as for the-protection of society, should undoubtedly be punished, but after 
the examination of the cases Iam prepared to say that in but comparativeiy 
few of them will the facts justify the court in submi to the j the 
question of manslaughter. Therefore the only proposition which 
eed to the jury will be, Is the defendant oy murder? 

mse under the United States laws is now pu by d 


in many of these cases there will be circumstances which 
mind of the j to prevent the verdict of murder, I can only 


upon the 
instances, hung juries or uittals. I write to Raat you will 
de all in Soar power to have and have put in ration, prior to the 
6, 1 day of April next, the introduced you enti “= to reduce 

cases in which the penalty of death may be inflicted.” 


I know of no amendment of the criminal Jaw of the United 
will have so deterring an effect upon the criminal classes of 
ritory as the one presented by your measure. These are fuliy 
aware of the fact that Juries, except ie extreme are very loath to see t})a 
death penalty inflicted, and the whole ——_ the defense is usually 
directed for the Pontains some witness or witnesses who w’i/| 
testif : will lead the jury to conclude that the death pen- 
alty should not beinflicted. If they can secure such testimony, the result, of 
course, awege is either a hung jury or an — of the delcndane : 

Having a thorough or of the practical working of the law as it 
present is, and appreciating the great benefits which will result from tho 
passage of the bill introduced by you, I most earnestly request that you 
urge Congress to take action in the matter at once. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
8. TALIAFERRO, 


United States Attorney 


States which 
e Indian Ter. 


Hon. N. M. Curtis, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
That letter I took to the Department of Justice and met the 
Attorney-General just as he was about to take a carriage to leays 
the city. He expressed his hearty approval of the measure, as }o 
has heretofore done in communications upon the subject address: 
to me, and sent to the Solicitor-General a memorandum express- 
ing his views upon the bill in the following words: 


The passage of this bill, H. R. No. 878, will promote the administration of 
justice, and [ recommend its speedy e -, — 


HOLMES CONRAD, 
Acting Attorney-General. 

Iam sorry, I frankly say, that this is not a bill totally abolish- 
ing capital punishment. I wish it did contain such a provision 
and that the House could give it sober consideration and give j: 
its approval. The bill asit stands simply provides that the co 
of the United States may administer justice and may impose s:, 

nalty for the t crime of murder, which is done now in | 

ew instances. In the United States at large murders have boon 

increasing and executions have been asing, so that in the 
last year we have had less than ee cent of the persons indicted 
for murder convicted and executed. This measure has the a)- 
proval of many of the high judicial officers of the Government, 
many of the district attorneys, and has the hearty approval of 
the Department of Justice, on the ground that itis desirable to 
punish crime and protect the lives of the innocent. If other ex- 
planations are desired, I shall be glad to make them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 


DIVORCE. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
desk, H. R.5217, making one year’s residence in a Territory a pre- 

uisite to obtaining a divorce there. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no divorce shall be granted in any Territory fora 
cause which elsewhere, unless the party applying for the divorce 
am Bove resided in the Territory for one year next preceding the appli- 
ca 

An amendment recommended by the committee, inserting the 
word “continuously” after the word “resided,” in line 5, was 


ae. 
r. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I think that in 
fairness to the House, I ought to say just a word by way of ex))a- 
nation. In the report of the committee I made inadvertently a 
misstatement of fact, which I wish to correct. The report sys 
that there is but one State in which a year’s residence is not now 
required as a prerequisite to divorce. It should say that there 's 
but one State in which only three months’ residence is requir. 
There are also five States in which only six months’ residen:’ 's 
uired. I aay want to make that correction to set myself 
right before the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 
eSPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
peg Fp being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 

On motion of Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, a motion to re- 
— the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on ‘le 
table. 

JOHN FINN. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. § r, Lask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 227) to authorize |\\ 
Auditor for the War ent to audit certain quartermast:' 3 
vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. That tho Anéitee Ser tho War Departmen’ be, and hoe is 
hereby, authorized and directed to permit John of St. Louis, Mo. 
claimant of 371 quartermaster’s vouchers, 363.95, more or less, 

upon vouchers eater 
¥ an are! Ww 
for the War Department; and (') 
as a sufficient compliance with the la. > 

: Provided, That it shall be found, 0)" 
were duly issued ny te legally const: 
came rightfully and for value into the hands of said 








1896. 


Finn and 





that ve not heretofore been audited and paid: Provided fur- 
pam A who do not present claims for payinent on oa 


ther, That all origiety days from the date of approv 
. proval of this act shall be 
vouchers wi Bam such claim, end! said John Finn shall after 


; from 
forevst th ts found to be due there 

+5 thirty days be entitled to receive the amounts found to be due thereon 
sai the conditions aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
the bill? , 
Ot. CANNON. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker, reserving 

e right to object. 
Lee (by Mr. Cox) was read, as follows: 
tee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 227) for the 
The Commnitinn. having had the same under consideration, beg leave to 
= sort the same with the recommendation that it pass. 
The Senate re on this bill (No. 79, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session) 
fully sets forth the facts, and your committee adopt the same and make it a 


your comma further recommend that the bill H. R. 1231, on the same 
subject, lie on the table. 
[Senate Report No. 79, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 227) entitled 
“A bill to permit the withdrawal of certain papers and the signing of certain 
receipts by John Finn or his attorney,” having had the same under consider- 
ation, beg to submit the following report: 5 

The su ute herewith recommended by your committee passed both 
Houses of Con: at the last session, but failed to reach the ssident in 
time for his ture. Based on reports heretofore made in favor of this 
claim, notabl Report No. 600, Fifty-third Congress, second session, 
your  nanitee report back the bill 8. 227 with the following amendments, 
nts recommend its e: 


passag 
oe ee fon all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


YT'hat the Auditor for the War Department be, and he is hereby, author- 
jzed and directed to permit John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo., claimant of 371 quar- 
termaster’s vouchers, serregsting 620.05, more or less, to sign the receipts 
upon the said vouchers, whi vouchers it is alleged were presented by 
the said Finn to the Quartermaster-Geferal and are now alleged to be in the 
office of the Auditor for the War Department; and the receipts so signed 
shall be accepted as a sufficient compliance with the laws and rules regulat- 

such cases: , That it shall be found, upon examination, that the 
said vouchers were duly issued by the legally constituted authorities and 
came and for value into the hands of said Finn, and that they have 
not heretofore ‘been audited and paid: Provided further, That all original 
yees who do not present claims for payment on said vouchers within thirty 
s from the date of approval of this act shall be forever barred from pre- 
senting such claim, and said John Finn shall after said thirty days be entitled 
ae the amounts found to be due thereon upon the conditions afore- 


win send the title of the bill so as to read as follows: 


“A bill to authorize the Auditor for the War Department to audit certain 
quartermaster's vouchers 


alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.” 

Mr. CANNON. I have heard the report, and I am just as wise 
as | was before it was read. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentle- 
man that this bill was up for consideration in the last Congress, 
and was y discussed by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DinGLEy] and others, and was unanimously passed. These vouch- 
ers of the q came into Mr. Finn’s possession from 
other citizens. The vouchers were exchanged for goods, and some 
of them were y transferred; and hence the quartermas- 
ter would not paythem. The matter has been thoroughly investi- 

ted by the De t, and it has been found that the goods were 

ished and that Mr. Finn is entitled to his money. 

Mr. CANNON. Why were they not paid? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Because there was an imperfection in 
the transfer. The people who furnished these supplies to the 
Quartermaster’s t received the vouchers and gave them 
to him for goods money; and they were not all properly trans- 


Mr. CANNON. When were they issued? 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. I do not know when they were issued; | 


some time during the war, or immediately after the war, when the 
troops were in oo emer of the States, or during hostilities. 
Mr.CANNON. Isee 


were issued unless as their claim within thirty days. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. They will never present them. These 
claims were paid for by Mr. Finn in exchange for goods, and came 
into his possession in way. Some of them were imperfectly 

and hence the quartermaster would not pay them. 


ON. This comes from a committee of the House? 

Mr. COBBof Missouri. Itcomes from the Committee on Claims, 
the Senate. 

ON. Is there a favorable report from the Committee 

Honse? 


from Pennsylvania, Mr. Manon. 


the gentleman will not object. 
been through it ocean and am satisfied it isa just 





the gentleman bars the men to whom they | 
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| 
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Illinois and to the House that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Coss] was recognized to call up this bill in the last Congress and 
I stopped it, and after a careful investigation I came to the con- 
clusion that the bill ought to pass, and did not object when he was 
recognized again to call up the bil. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is familiar with 
through it? 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. CANNON. 
Ge 


it and has gone 


Yes, sir. 
And there is no questio 
I think not. 

Has it been passed on by the Quartermaste 
neral and rejected? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. No, sir; it never has been rejected. 
Mr. CANNON. It is not of that class of claims? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. And it has been acknowledged to be 
just claim. 

Mr. CANNON. Andif the bill passes it would have to go to 

the accounting officers to be certified 


Ol < 


a 


for appropriation, or there 
is an appropriation made available? 
Mr. SAYERS. The appropriat was available in the bill that 
passed last Congress, but I do not know whethe: this 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. [t carri S no appropriat n. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a us The 


Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wa rdingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. COBB of Missouri, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
W. J. KOUNTZ. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3715) for 
the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author 
ized and directed to release and discharge Capt. W. J. Kountz from charges 
aggregating $22,445.51, resulting from a contract dated the 12th day of March, 


1878, between the said Capt. W. J. Kountz and the q 
ment of the United States Army at St. Paul, Minn 
troops and supplies on the Yellowstone River 

The SPEAKER, 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad if 
the gentleman would give some explanation, as this is quite a 
large claim. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, this grows out of a 
contract made between the Government and Captain Kountz in 
i878. The contract required him to transport supplies for the 
Army on the Yellowstone River, between one point and another, 
covering a distance of 306 miles. He had his boats ready to trans- 
port the supplies; but, owing to the delay of Congress im passing 
the appropriation bill, the supplies were not ready for shipment 
until the water had fallen in the river, in June and July, to such 
an extent that he simply could not do it by river transportation, 


uartermaster's depart 
, for the transportation of 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


| and under a provision in the contract the quartermaster hired 


' 


' 
i 





wagons and transported the supplies by wagon, and then turned 
around and charged the cost of that transportation up te Captain 
Kountz. The quartermaster himself certifies that the fault was 
not with Captain Kountz, because he had his boats re vdy to trans 
port the supplies, and it was wholly the fault of the delay in not 
getting the supplies ready until after the water went down. It is 
simply to relieve him from that charge that the bill is reported. 
This bill has been reported from the Committee on Claims in every 
one of the last six Congresses. It doés not carry any money at all. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman why the Gov- 
ernment has never proceeded in this case, and what is the object 
sought to be obtained by the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the report contains 
several extracts from reports of quartermasters and other officials, 
reciting the fact that it was wholly impossible for Captain Kountz 


to transport these supplies by river, and it has been recognized as 
such a hard case that the Government has never collected the 


money. Ido not know of any special reason other than that 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why were not the goods transported 
before this difficulty arose from the condition of the river? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Government could not buy 
the supplies until the money was appropriated for them, and 
therefore could not get them ready earlier for shipment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Did the Government have to makes the 
purchase? 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COSB of Alabama. Then this man only transported them? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LOUD. Ido not know that I skall object at this late day 
to relieving this gentleman. I had supposed that possibly be 
might now have become wealthy, and the Government might be 
able to collect this claim. But according to this report this gen- 
tleman agreed in his contract to deliver these supplies during the 
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months of May, June, July, and later—the great bulk of them in 
the month of July, at which time the river was so low that he 
could not make the delivery. He perhaps simply made a mistake; 
perhaps when he bid for the transportation of the goods he antici- 
ted that the river might be high at that time. Unfortunately 
he river was low. Still he knew when he took the contract that 
he must transport these five million and odd pounds during the 
month of J ay. and a great many pounds during the months of 
August and September. That isin the gentleman’s own report. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iknowthat. Still the man ought 
to be relieved, Perhaps he was unwise im naking the contract; 
but this is not the first time that persons have been relieved from 
the consequences of their mistakes. The Government has not 
suffered anything in the matter, and will not suffer. The bill has 
been reported favorably by every committee that has acted on it 
during the last six Congresses. But the difficulty has been to 
reach it on the Calendar. It does not carry an appropriation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. While the bill does not carry any appropria- 
tion, Pp as a matter of fact does it not impose an additional charge 
of $22,000 upon the Treasury? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not so understand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Here is acharge against this man 
of $22,000, from which this bill seeks simply to relieve him, The 
amount has never been collected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the Government has paid out $22,000 on 
account of this contractor, and it has the right to enforce payment 
against him, having done for him the work which he ought to 
have done. The bill certainly imposes $22,000 additional liability 
on the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not so understand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Government has never col- 
lected anything on account of this claim, and never will. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania puts the 
claim on that ground, that the contractor is not good for any- 
thing, and that the money can not be collected, that puts the 
question in another form. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Government has not been 
able to collect it during the last sixteen or eighteen years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itseems to me clear that while the bill carries 
no appropriation, yet its p will waive a claim of the Govern- 
ment to the amount of $22, and thereby impose that much 
additional liability upon the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Wecould not hear the answer which the 
ea from Pennsylvania made just now to the gentleman 

rom Maine. Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania say that this 
claimant is insolvent and the claim is not good? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not speak by the book as to 
that. I can aT that the claim has never been collected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did not the contrector give bonds for the per- 
for.nance of his contract? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I suppose he did. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has there been any inquiry by the War De- 
partment to ascertain whether that bond is good? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I presume so. The committee 
has made some inquiries in connection with this case which the 
report does not fully set forth. 

r. DINGLEY. I observe that there are no references in the 
report to any official information. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. This bill may relieve a charge 
against this man on the books, but there isno money appropriated 
by the bill; it will not result in an appropriation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iunderstand that; but the bill will release an 
obligation of this contractor to the Government for $22,000. 

Mr. COX. When the Government transported these supplies 
the cost to the Government was a little over $22,000; and that sum 
has been charged up against the contractor. Of course, if he is 
allowed credit to that amount, it relieves him to that extent. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If the gentleman desires the re- 
port read, that can be done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have glanced over the report; but I think it 
contains no facts in addition to those which have been stated by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The quartermasters and all the 
other officers concerned join in saying that there was no fault on 
the part of this man and that he ought to be relieved. 

Mr. LOUD. This is an old report; the case has been handed 
down from year to year. I remember that it came under my ob- 
servation when I was on the Committee on Claims. I never 
thought that it had any special merit, But I do not feel like ob- 
jecting to the case. e gentleman from Pennsylvania is so per- 
sistent and fascinating that I can not doit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Thanks! 

There being no Sone to the 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed’ 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon. 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bil]. 

The motion was oqneed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of ths 
Whole, Mr. PAYNne in the chair. 

sy CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend. 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


snaent in line 3, on page 4, after the word “rental,” the words “ or pur. 
chase.”’ 


The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Seventeenth. For inland mail transportation, namely: Inland transports 
gon! py ter routes, including temporary service to newly established . ifticeg, 


Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 10, page 4, add: 
“ Provided pene of all newly established offices and other 
offices supplied with under the provisions of this paragraph shal!, where 
their compensation was during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1806, less than 
$50 per annum, receive 50 per cent additional to their present salary for the 
year ending June 30, 1897, and those receiving more than $50 and less than $100 
shall receive 25 per cent additional salary, and the postmasters of newly es. 
tablished offices so supplied _ receive a salary proportionately the same 
business one,”’ 


in accordance with the 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I must raise the question of order 
on thatamendment. It has no reference to this paragraph, andis 
contrary to existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule upon the point 
of order unless the gentleman from South Dakota desires to be 


eard. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the Chair, 
if he will observe the la of this provision, will find that it 
appropriates a certain sum of money, including also “ temporary 
service” in newly established post-offices. The amendment re- 
lates to the newly established post-offices. The amendment pre- 
scribes what the officers at newly established post-offices and 
other postmasters at similar offices supplied with mail by this serv- 
ice shall receive as their compensation, and it seems to me that 
it ought to be admissible under the rule. 

In this connection, I would like to have read a letter that I have 
just received bearing upon this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN, e Chair has simply heard the gentleman 
on the question of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman from California will reserve 
his point of order for a few moments and allow this letter to be 


Mr. LOUD. I will reserve the point of order. The gentleman 


has not spoken on this question, I believe. ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER. I have a letter which I received this morning 
from a postmaster in the State of West Virginia, and I would like 
to have the attention of the gentleman from California while it 1s 
being read. It shows that eis its own reward. A few of us 
have been frying to stand by these fourth-class postmasters, and 
I commend this letter to the attention of the committee. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the communication sent 
up by the tleman from South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A LETTER FROM A WEST VIRGINIA POSTMASTER. 
MARCH 9, 1896. 

DEAR Sir: Allow metothank you, Mr. Hepsurn, and others for your noble 

defense of “ fourth-class rs," = whom I am one). 


many years. *Tis a central point, and a3 
A and I might add there is no other 
ered, exactly sui 


mail than any half dozen perhaps, and it is to my in- 
terest to have the mail properly cared for, else I could not tolerate the pres 


ent arrangement. a 
For instance, I have, for four months in the year, the mail bag to open and 

letters to assort six thnes every day except Sunday, and on that day twice; 

the remainder of the year, four times each day. ws 
For all this, and for the of a room, desk, etc.,and for my con 

stant attendance—for I never think of leaving the house for fifteen mi" nutes, 

except to 1s? church on Sunday—my compensation for the whole 0! |as 
ear Was ‘ 

. The Hon. Mr. Loup says we retain all we receive. What a feeble are 


ment for a great mind! 
by the Depart 
And even when receiving this pittance 1 wes interrognted ye ations 


ment why it was that in one of my “ — 
exceeded trifle the stamps sold, an indirect attack upon ™y _ 
esty. To be scrutinized ond impugned is as much as one can bear when 
. additional & year spoken of would be very acceptable. By «iin 
$20 to that amount I would get some one toassist and relieve me » ports o 


Surely no reasonable gentleman who knows whereof he speaks will 01/pos 








reading with deep interest the CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD (kindly 

ym byour Repaescntative, Mr. 8. 8, TURNER), and find nothing in it that 
interests me more than the matter referred to except the war in Cuba. 

"Hoping you will excuse me for the liberty I have taken, I am, yours, grate- 


fully, 
Hon. Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman 
from California—and I think this will probably be my last appeal 
to him, because I am quite certain that it will be a successful one 
this time—I hope the gentleman from California in charge of the 
pill, in view of the fact that this paragraph appropriates $5,354,000 
to this service, will withdraw his point of order and allow the 
amendment, which will involve an expenditure of a mere bagatelle, 
to be adopted. It simply provides that these fourth-class post- 
masters, when they receive less than $50 a year, shall get an in- 
crease of 50 per cent on their present compensation, which means 
an addition of $25 dollars a year salary, and that those who re- 
ceive between fifty and one hundred dollars shall receive $25 

ore. 

7 As this ster whose letter I have caused to be read says, 
the mail is opened six times a day except on Sunday, and then it 
is opened twice a day. You can well understand the time that it 
takes a man to attend to this work, and yet for all of this service 
this man received last year only $87.57 for his services. 

I donot think the gentleman, and i say this in all candor, should 
object to this slight increase. It seems to me that the point of 
order, at all events, is not well taken, because under this para- 
graph which provides for new offices supplied with the mail for 
which payment is provided in this re of the bill, the com- 
pensation of the postmasters could properly be fixed by a provi- 
sion appended here. i : 

I hope, however, that the gentleman will not insist upon the 
point of order. It will not affect this bill, because by reference to 

12, line 15, of the bill you will find it is rrovided that any de- 
Rclencies in the revenue of the Post-Office Department may be 
drawn from the Treasury. 

Now, this is a very small amount, but it touchesa large number 
of people. It simply does an act of justice, and I hope the gentle- 
man will not upon the point of order. It seems to come 

perly and naturally under this paragraph of the bill, and I 
think that the slightest consideration of the question will convince 


anybody of the justice of the proposition. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon the point 


of order? 

Mr. LOUD. Iam compelled, Mr. Chairman, to insist upon the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after the word “ dollars” on page 4, line 10, as follows: 

“Hereafter no contract for carrying the mail on routes known as star 
routes shall be let to any person or persons other than actual bona fide resi- 
dents of the State or States through which said mail routes, or a part thereof, 
run or extend.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, i reserve the point of order 
against that amendment. It is a change of existing law. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
d to correct an evil now existing in the letting of contracts 
for star-route service. The adoption of this amendment, I 
believe, will result in more efficient service for the people of this 
country who are dependent upon star-route service. Under the 
prevailing system the practice is for a syndicate to bid for this star- 
route service, and as a rule the contract is let to them. The 
virtually ecompetition. Their bids are usually accepted, 
and when they sublet these routes to contractors in the 
remote parts of the country where the star routes exist. They let 
them at such rates that the people are unable to carry the mails 
properly, and hence the star-route service is impaired in that 

on, 


This amendment limits the letting of contracts to persons re- 
siding in the States in which these routes exist. It provides that 
only those persons shall be contractors who reside within the 
States where the routes or parts of routes exist. Persons residing 
in the vicinity are acquainted with the topography of the country, 
its physical ions, and are better able to know what to bid. 
I believe this will lessen the cost to the Government if this amend- 
ment 1s adopted, and I know it will improve the service and be a 
benefit to the who are served by it. 

Mr. DING . This would be a very important change of 
existinglaw. Whetherit would be a wise change or not, of course 
Wwe can not very well determine in this way, in the discussion of 


cont of tls star bill. It seeialy would largely increase the 


- COOPER of Texas. In what way? 
Mr. DINGLEY. If there is to be any legislation on this sub- 
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ject it should be carefully prepared, more carefully than a hasty 
amendment to an appropriation bill can be. 

Mr. C@OPER of Texas. In what way would the adoption of 
this amendment increase the expense? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would undoubtedly increase it. Everyone 
knows that. Contractsare awarded wnder the present system to 
the lowest responsible bidder, whether residing out of the State or 
in the State in which thestar routelies. Therefore thisamendment, 
which prevides that the bid of a person residing in the State must 
be accepted notwithstanding the bid of a person outside of the 
State is lower, must inevitably increase the expense. 

i can see some advantages growing out of confining these con- 
tracts to bidders within the State where the route lies, and yet I 
can see a probable great increase of expense. If there is to be 
any legislation in that direction, I shculd prefer to have it care- 
fully considered in a bill properly considered and not legislated 
upon an appropriation bill. I do not like hurried legislation 
upon appropriation bills, and hence I insist upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Do you not think you ought to insist 
upon the-efficiency of the service? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the matter be properly considered by the 
appropriate committee and be carefully investigated in all its 
parts, and not thrown in hastily to be adopted here after five 
minutes’ consideration, when we can not know all the facts. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. May I inquire what existing law this 
changes? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Obviously it changes existing law or the gen- 
tleman would not offer his amendment. The existing law, as the 
gentleman is very well aware, is that the contract shall be let to 
the lowest responsible bidder, whether he lives in the State or not. 
The law is easily referred to, if the gentleman wishes to have it 
produced, The gentleman’s amendment proposes to prohibit the 
awarding of the contract to the lowest bidder, provided he does 
not live in the State where the route lies. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman desires the law, it is easily 
read to him. It is a very well defined law, and is as follows: 








ADVERTISEMENT OF MAIL LETTINGS. 


Sec. 750. Notice of mail lettings; how given.—That before making any 
contract for inland mail transportation, other than by railroads and steam- 
boats, except for temporary service, as provided for in (sections 767, 768, 769) 
an act approved August 11, 1876, amendatory of subsections 246 and 251 of 
section 12 of an act approved June 23, 1874, the Postmaster-General shall 
cause to be published, in not exceeding 10 newspapers published in the State 
or Territory in which such service is to be let, one of which shall be pub- 
lished at the seat of government of such State or Territory, once a week for 
six consecutive weeks preceding the time of letting, a notice in displayed 
tyRe: not to exceed 6 inches of space in one column of a newspaper, of the 
following purport: 


MAIL LETTINGS—NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS. 


Post-OFFice DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., , 18 
Proposals will be received at the contract office of this Department until 
— a. m. of . 18—, for carrying the mails of the United States upon 
the routes, and according to the schedule of arrival and departure, specified 
by the Department, in the State (or Territory) of , from 1I8—, to 
—,18—. Lists of routes, with schedules of arrivals and departures, in 
structions to bidders, with forms for contracts and bonds, andall other nece 


sary information, will be furnished upon application to the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 


Postmaster-General. 


And no other advertisement of miscellaneous lettings shall be required: 
Provided, That said contracts for mail letting shall not take place in less than 
sixty days after the first publication. (Act of May 17, 1878, section 1, 2 
Statates, 61.) 

Then it goes on to give the form of the contract and the pro- 
posal, and then it says ‘‘the Postmaster-General shall in each 
case ”’—— 

Mr. LOUD. 
good. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is the Revised Statutes, 3941, and part of 
the act of March 1, 1881, and section 874. The whole detail is gone 
into. It simply opens to competition the bidding for all star-route 
service. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Ladmit the point of order can be made, 
but £ did not think it well that it should be interposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Eighteenth. For inland transportation by steamboat routes, $400,000, 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the paragraph, not the one just read, but the one just before 
that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following words in lines 9 and 10 on page 4: “five million 
three hundred and fifty-four thousand,” and insert “six million.” 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, we had passed that proviso. 
Mr. McRAE. We had just passed it, 


The gentleman admits that the point of order is 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas rose when 
the Clerk had read the por. 

Mr. LOUD. We had passed the steamboat proviso, and were 
about entering upon the messenger service. 

The CHAIRM If the gentleman insists upon the point of 
order, the Chair will be obliged to sustain it, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nineteenth. For mail-messenger service, $1,130,000. 


Mr.BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ dollars,” on page 4, line 14, the words, 
“and the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, use not exceeding the 
sun of $35,000 of this amount for experimenting in the transportation of mail 
by pneumatic tube or other similar devices.” 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, that amendment is 
offered at the suggestion—— 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BROMWELL. This amendment is offered at the sugges- 
tion of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. The provision 
which it is intended to insert in the nineteenth paragraph will 
follow the word “dollars,” in line 16, twenty-fourth paragraph, 
and in that connection, with pe 2 a of the House, I will 
read a portion of a letter addre by the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General to the chairman of the committee, requesting a 
transfer of that item from the twentieth paragraph to the nine- 


teenth. 

Mr. LOUD. If the ee will permit me, we have come 
to the proviso in the bill which I desire to transpose right at this 

oint. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. LOUD. The amendment I propose to offer transfers this 
proviso in the twentieth section to the nineteenth section. 

Mr. BROMWELL. My amendment is of the same effectas the 
amendment of the chairman of the committee, but it also increases 
the amount from $25,000, provided in line 18, in the twentieth 
paragraph, to $35,000. It not merely transposes the sentence from 
the twentieth paragraph to the nineteenth, but also increases the 
amount to $35,000. 

Mr. LOUD. That is so. 

Mr. BROMWELL. And in connection with that I would like 
to read a portion of the letter which was addressed by the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General to the chairman of the committee: 

The following sentence of the same pa h, relating to pneumatic tubes, 
should, in my judgment, be omitted from this paragraph and inserted in 
paragraph 19, immediately after the word “dollars.” so that it may be paid 
out of the mail-messenger fund rather than out of this fund; and I would sug- 
- - oe allowance of $10,000. In other words, that paragraph 19 
. For mail-m r service, $1,130,000; and the Postmaster-General may, 
in his discretion, use not exceeding the sum of $35,000 of this amount for ex- 

as in the transportation of mail by pneumatic tubes or other simi- 

e . 
6 th on based w information receiv ; 
tion made by eee com Ted of experienced oman — — i 
versation with you, showing the possibility of an immediate adoption of im- 
portant lines of tubing which would relieve us of a corresponding amount of 
expense for -messenger service. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is this legislation with reference to pneumatic 
transportation new legislation? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Iam under the impression that it is not, 
but the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads can probably give you the information. I think that ex- 

iments have made with these pneumatic devices before, 
and they have been provided for in former bills. The chairman 
of the committee can probably give you definite information as to 


at. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to interpose a point of 
order against this, if it is to be considered here. I was waiting 
until we should reach the ph in the bill. This is a propo- 
sition to transfer from the twentieth paragraph to the nineteenth. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Oh,no. The amendment proposed merely 
adds to the nineteenth paragraph that which is in the other para- 

aph. If this amendment ts adopted, we will move to strike out 

e sentence in the twentieth paragraph. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that this is new leg- 
islation—so much of it as reads: 

And the P. ral may, in his discretion, use not exceeding the 


ostmaster-Gene 
sum of $25,000 of this amount for experimenting in the of 
mail by pneumatic tube or other similar devices. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman makes the point of order 


against this new . 
Mr. PICKLER. I must make it against this paragraph now, 
because it is to transfer it to the nineteenth paragraph. 
Mr. BROM L. As I have said, Ido not know whether I 


have correct information in regard to this, and I would like to 


Marcr 10, 


have the chairman of the committee state whether or not ;),; 
proposition has been carried in former bills? 
r. LOUD. There have been similar provisions in forme, »». 

on bills. I was engaged in conversation with gentley)., 

ere and may have been derelict in noticing what was done. 
did not ask to make this change; but I will now ask that these +\.,, 
pe be passed over, because they are so closely intert win. 

had to take one and put it into the other, and one of ;),. 
ite epends upon the adoption of the electric-car service. 

We have made a reduction in regulation screen or other waco) 
service of $70,000, and if the electric-car service item be | 
adopted, we will ask to return and increase thisitem. [ tho). 
fore ask unanimous consent that agraphs 19 and 20 be passed 
over until we shall have dealt with the electric-car service j; \) 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the paragraphs w:i\| \, 
passed over. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman,I promised the gentleman fro) 
Arkansas [Mr. McRag] that I would make a brief explana: 
relation to the item to which he proposed to offer an amendinen: 
when I raised the point of order. I will state that while the ite 
for inland transportation for siar routes appears to be less t))an 
the amount of the estimate, nevertheless we give every dollar {}),; 
the Department asks for that purpose. After submitting the osti- 
mate they reduced the amount by $200,000. We took from that 
service $570,000, which the Department said they had been usin 
for regulation wagon service,and put itinto the other item, becais: 
we thought the items should be segregated, so that in fact we 
gave every dollar that they asked for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Twenty-sixth. For railway post-office clerks, $7,699,009, of which sum not to 
exceed $15,000 may be used to pay necessary traveling expenses of chiet clerks 
one ele postal clerks traveling on duty under order of the Postmaster- 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out the word “six,” on line 17, page 5, ard inserting the 
word “seven.” 
_ Mr. BROMWELL. The effect of that amendment wil! be to 
increase the appropriation Papen for in the twenty-sixth para- 
graph $100,000. I offered the amendment in accordance wit) tle 
suggestion of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, who says: 

Referring to h 26, the sum recommended by the committee for ruil 
way postal clerks is $100,000 less than ourestimate. The estimate was based on 
the probable percentage of increase, which is less than the actual ini rease 
thus far in the current fiscal year has proved to be. The probable annual 
rate of expenditure for this ¢ of service on the first of the next fiscal 
year is $7,485,000; and even if the entire of our estimate is appro 
ated, this would leave us only $254,000 for increased service during the next 
fiscal year, which is a very small amount for the extension of service and a! 
ditional help on lines where the mails are ———s in quantity. for the pr 
motion of clerks who are entitled to advancement by reason of the term! 
nation of Co preeiences - for which they are appointed, for the 
development of the service the suburban lines, and for the extensio 
the scheme of preparing mails in transit for immediate city delivery. 1! 
fore it seems to this office a matter of special importance that the full sun 
estimated for the item of railway postal clerks be allowed. 

Mr. PICKLER. I willask the gentleman whether the Comm: 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have concluded their delib- 
erations on the bill to increase the salaries of the railway mail 


clerks? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will reply to the gentleman that we have 
ordered the bill on that subject, which was referred to the com 
mittee, to be reported to the with the recommendation that 


it . 
Mir. PICKLER. Does your amendment now offered conten: 
= any advance for that purpose if that bill should become a 


w 
Mr. BROMWELL. It doesnot. AsI stated the other day. t's 
riation bill has come in ahead of the time when it shou. 
Save tenn ted. The bill for the reorganization of the" 
way postal clerk service should have been acted upon by the 
House before this appropriation bill came in. If that bill pass 
the House it will add to this item $1,043,000, which is not provide! 
for in any way in this bill. ee a 
Mr. PICKLER. I think that Railway Mail Service bill ons)! 
to pass, and I hope the committee will see that it comes up '\' 
consideration. : , 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I am a little surprised at ‘he ) si- 
tion taken by my colleague on the committee {Mr. Brom!!! 
This is the time I have heard of any objection to this 11°. 
which was very carefully considered in committee. Of coum: 
the Department asks for the hundred thousand dollars addit\ mal, 
There never was a Government official who did not, as a rule. 
want all that he thought he could possibly use in his Department, 
but in this instance we have allowed $306,000 additional to mhstis 
carried in the appropriation bill for the + fiscal ponies 
certain portions OF thas bill we did take off amounts of money >~ 
cause we Ts the amounts estimated for were too great «” 
increase, and I think that the fair judgment of any gentleman 











n this floor will lead him to assume that in the Railway Mail 


safe for the fiscal year 1897 $306,000 is a sufficient increase to 
meet the growth of t service. Hence,I hope the amendment 


ill not be adopted. . 
Whe uestion taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

of paragraph 2%, line 21, after the word “ general,” insert: 
At the ont That the ee etendenens shall request of all railway com- 
ies mail under contract or otherwise transportation for railway 

Postal clerks to and from the termini of their respective runs to their homes 
when on the line of such railway. 


Mr. LOUD. I will reserve the point of order on that amend- 


= TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, members of this House who 
served in the last Congress will recall the fact that after a very 
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bitter fight the House succeeded in practically abolishing an order | 


made by the Post-Office Department oe railway mail clerks 
to move onto the line of their runs by May 1, 1895. Through the 
efforts of certain members of the House an amendment was incor- 
porated in the Post-Office appropriation bill practically abolishing 
that order and railway clerks not residing upon the line of their 
runs were allowed to continue to live at their previous places of 
idence. 
"Now, in order to defeat this act of the Fifty-third Congress, the 
Postmaster-General immediately demanded of all the railway 
clerks in the United States that they return the transpor- 
tation which had been previously obtained by the Post-Oftice De- 
partment from the several railroad companies and given to the 
railway mail clerks. The result is that the railway postal clerks 
have been required to pay their transportation or railroad fare 
from the termini of their runs to their homes or else to move 
upon the line of theirruns. In this way the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has in effect carried out the order which the Fifty-third 
Congress said should not be enforced. I trust the chairman of 
the committee will not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. I suggest to the gentleman that his proposition is 
farther reaching than he may possibly anticipate. Does he as- 
sume that if I were a clerk, with Washington as the ter- 
minus of my run, and should take up my residence in Baltimore, 
going there every night and coming back in the morning, the 
Government should pay my transportation daily because I find it 
agreeable to live over there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; I do not. 
not contem: anything of that kind. 

Mr. LOUD. Substantially it does. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; it does not. The gentleman from 
California, the chairman of the committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, was,I remember distinctly, very active and earnest 
in his opposition to that order which required the railway mail 
clerks to move onto the lines of their runs, and it was due largely 
to his efforts as a member of the conference committee that the 
amendment I have referred to was retained in the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes. Ido not believe in compelling any man 
to live at any place which he does not find agreeable or conven- 
ient; but Ido not think the Department should pay a man trans- 

because he chooses to live somewhere else than on the 


ine of his run. 
Mr. TAWNEY. The ent will not be required to pay 
the tra of these clerks. The only object of the amend- 
ment is to require the Postmaster-General to request the railroad 
companies a mails to furnish these men transportation 
free of charge. railroad companies are perfectly willing to 
do it. There is no railroad company in the United States that is 
willing to carry these ™en free. Their transportation was 
from them by the Postmaster-General, not by the railroad 


Ihave heard that statement made before; but Iam 


And this proposition does 
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possession of the facts. I have seen 
the railway postal clerks requiring them to 


: 
will cost the Government nothing, while it will enable 
— inus of their runs to get to their 


ing expenses. 

so far, in order to defeat the action 

as to compel these clerks to ride in 

= — deny railway mail —— ~ 
company except w actually 

» the Department evidently ing that without some 


eftell 


2 
g 


of this kind the of the ent might be 
and the clerks be to get to their homes without 
a wlaad the amendment, if it will satisfy the chairman of 


, the words “ wi 


to the Government.” 
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expense 
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simply a direction to the Postmaster-General to request transpor- 
tation from the railroad companies. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand that; but I do not believe we s 
put a great officer of the Government in the position « 
favor from the railroad companies. I believ 
upon our rights. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


hould 
f asking a 
re we should stand 


The gentleman knows that the Postmast 
General for a great many vears follow: 


ithatpractice. Healways 
did until the Fifty-third Congress repudiated an order which he 
had made requiring railway postal clerks to move onto the lines 
of their runs. 

Mr. LOUD. If I were in possession of official information that 
the course stated by the gentleman had been pursued, | might 
possibly accept some proposition for adjusting this matter. but 
this amendment is in such a shape that I do not think it advisable 


to accept it at the present time. The matter can be a 
if necessary, at the other end of the Capitol. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the g 


ttenced to, 


tleman c ent that this matter 
be passed over for the present until it n be further considered? 
Mr. LOUD. We can not get any information w:til to-morrow, 
I suppose. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I do not suppose the bill can i of 
to-day. 
Mr. LOUD. Linsist on the point of order. The matter can be 


attended to, if necessary, at the other end of the Capit 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains th 
The Clerk read as follows: 


point of ord 


Twenty-seventh. For transportation of mail by electric and 


cable cars on 
routes not exceeding 20 miles in length, $150,000: Previded, I 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to interpose a point of order (1 do not 
know whether this is the right place to do so) against all these pro- 
visions beginning with this paragraph, paragraph 27, on page 5, 
and extending through pages 6 and 7 and down to line 13 of page 8. 


I desire to make a point of order against these provisions as being 
new legis!ation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not read the proposition, but 
will usk the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads if it is a new proposition. 

Mr. LOUD. I will be very frank, Mr. Chairman, and will say 
that in my opinion one portion of the proviso may possibly be 
subject to the point of order, but that part which has been read is 
not subject to1t. Itis really divisible into two parts and one part 
could stand without the other, and if the gentleman will reserve 
his point of order, I will endeavor to explain the full intent of the 
provisions. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
to reserve my right. 
I have suggested. 

Mr. LOUD. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
explain the motives that actuated the committee in the prepara- 
tion of this portion of the bill. This is a very important propo- 
sition, and I would like the attention of the committee for a few 
moments. 

As regards the first proposition, it is a bare, naked proposition, 
which, standing by itself, could not possibly be subject to the point 
of order; that is that the Government now has power under the 
general law to direct the transmission of its mails by such means 
as it may select. I think no man will successfully deny that propo- 
sition or undertake to deny it. It has been the practice for many 
years and is unquestioned. 

We have, as a matter of fact, been carrying the mails under the 
rulings of the Attorney-General’s Department for some time by 
means of electric and cable cars. The only new proposition, then, 
is the one, or the paragraphs of the one, following the approp 


Iam not particular about that. I only desire 
I will reserve the point of order on the parts 


tion. Possibly the proviso, whichcoverstwo pages, may be stricken 
out on the point of order; in fact, I would be willing to admit that 
it is subject to the point of order, if it be insisted upon. But the 


question that the House is to determine is as to whether the ele« 
tric-car service and the cable-car service shall be continued under 
such special regulations as the Department may prescribe, or 
whether in future you shall prescribe the limit—the maximum 
amount of money to pay for the transportation of the mails in this 
manner. 

The Department, after a long investigation, has f 
difficulty in entering into contracts with the street railway com- 
panies in various cities, because in one city they want twoor three 
times as much as in another, and hence, as I have said, they heve 
very serious difficulties in instituting this service in some of the 
cities. In view of these facts it has been sted with great 
force by the Department that Congress should fix a maximum 
limit to which all of these roads should be confined, and that pro 
vision is incorporated in the various paragraphs of the proviso here, 
which, if adopted, will enable the Department without difficulty 
to enter into aeleserscne waged I may say that it is just the same 
proviso as is inserted in the general law with regard to the trans- 
portation on the steam railroads. 

Now, I will say to the gentleman from South Dakota that, while 


yund serious 


encroy 
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by raising his point of order he may strike out the last portion of 
this provision, which provides the maximum limit to id to 
the railroad companies, he can not, I presume, strike out the pro- 
vision itself, because there is abundant provision under existing 
law to authorize the transmission of the mails on the street cars 
if the Post-Office Department shall so desire. 

Mr. BROMWELL, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment at this “ore 

The CHAIRMAN. Perhaps the point of order had better be 
disposed of first. 
to 


Does the gentleman from South Dakota desire 
heard upon the point of order? 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to say only, Mr. Chairman, that this 

is clearly new legislation on an appropriation bill, and the gen- 

tleman in charge of the bill admits it himself. It provides— 

For the transportation of the mails by cable and electric cars on routes not 
exceeding 20 miles in length, $150,000. 

Now, this provision can not be separated from what follows in 
the shape of a proviso. Ido not agree with the gentleman when he 
says it can be separated. I think not. It is all one and the same 
proposition. It goes on with a proviso descriptive of the man- 
ner in which this money shall be expended, and runs down through 
all of the letters by paragraphs from a to h inclusive. It is 
one single proposition, and, besides, there is no such provision as 
this in the law. It is entirely new legislation from the very be- 
ginning, providing that the Postmaster-General shall have power 
to contract for the mail service on electric and cable car routes 
not exceeding 20 miles in length, and so on. as to how he may make 
these contracts. That is all a new provision. There is nothing 
in the law to warrant it, and the Pa er is out of order on 
this bill. ido not suppose it will be disputed that such is the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman in charge of this bill states 
that the general law authorizes the Post-Office authorities to trans- 
—_ the mails on any kind of car. Does the gentleman from South 

akota ae that eae 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know whether that issoornot. But 
I do not think there is any law authorizing the transportation of 
mail on electric cars. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They haveauthority now onthe electric lines. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then why do you want any legislation on that 

int? 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Thisis simply theappropriation for the pur- 
ee bag paying for the service, not the authorization of the service 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if 
there has been heretofore such an appropriation? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know that there has been such an 
appropriation before, but the service has been carried on. 

r. PICKLER. No, sir; there is no appropriation for it and 
no authority for it. 

Now, what does this propose? That the Postmaster-General is 
authorized to transport the mails by electric or cable cars, and a 
fund is provided for the expenditure. There is no such provision 
in the general law. Nothing of the kind has ever been done be- 
fore, and following that we have a number of provisions here in 
the following pages which specify how this money may be spent. 

The CHA . That isa Nimitation on the appropriation, 
that is all. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is new legislation all the same. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will allow me to make a 
statement, I will submit that in all the large cities of this country 
to-day a United States mail car is run as the rear car on some of 
the trains of electric street cars. Perhaps the a has ob- 
served such a car on Pennsylvania avenue. The transportation 
of the mail by what is called the trolley-car system is paid for out 
of the inland mail transportation fund. The Department is now 
doing that. They can continue under the general law. But the 
Post-Office canal has determined this as a system of wise, 
economical policy-—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Determined what? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The details of this bill. They are es on 
these cars the same force as they put on in the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice for the distribution of matter. This simply limits the allow- 
ance that the Department is willing to pay for the transportation 
of these electric cars. For distances over 20 miles they pay under 
the general statute. In oe legislation there is a lower 
limit, because the cars are er and the service is less. It is 
simply a limitation under the general statute, wherein the appro- 

riation A tag under inland mail transportation. That is all 
ere is in it. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is, then, restricting the powers of the 
Postmaster-General? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In lines of economy. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it is restricting his power. 
seiveiin Gay the ful price. Hi tee, eahetiog tn epee ae 

ve to pay the price, isa on in expen un 
the general law. 
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restriction he would 


Marcu 10, 


Mr, PICKLER. That is just what I contended, Mr. Chairman 
that it changes existin: ng law. ’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. the gentleman objects to economy in the 
administration of the Department, all right. , 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania gay that 
under existing law the Postmaster-General could not avail him. 
self of the provisions as they are set forth here. The gentleman 
admits that it is a change of existing law. It is a change in the 

wers of the Postmaster-General. That is what the gentleman 

as said inso many words. Therefore, it is a change in existing 
law. It changes the powers of the Postmaster-General in regard 
to electric cars and electric-car service. The gentleman confesses 
my whole contention. 
r. BINGHAM. It is simply a limitation. 

Mr. PICKLER. [I insist that it is new legislation, that it has 
no place on an appropriation bill, and it ought to take the samo 
course as the bills for the payment of railway mail clerks and tho 
bills for the payment of fourth-class: postmasters and for rural 
free delivery. It has no place onan ese bill, as the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup] and the gentleman from Penn. 
sylvania [Mr. BingHam]—but especially the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania—concede. It confers different Saget so far as the 
Postmaster-General is concerned. It gives him different power 
than he had here before. I insist upon my point of order, that it 
is a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair isready torule. The Chair holds 
that the paragraph down to the word “‘ Provided” is not subject to 
the point of order; that the point of order is not well taken on the 
language down to the word *‘ Provided.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out that section, down to 
** Provided.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER,. Division. [Pending the count.] I withdraw 
the demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thedemand is withdrawn. The noes havo 
it, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I call for the reading of my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out line 24-—— 


Mr. PICKLER. Itis understood that my point is pending to 
that—the balance of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will raise the point of order 
as we D manor ys with each paragraph. The Clerk will report the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out in line 24, 
and insert,the words “ two hun: p 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment 
Ido soin reference to the provision which we will have to pass 
upon in Se marked H, on page 8, and commencing 
with the words ‘“‘And ided further,” on the eighth line of that 
page. Icall attention to it now, through this amendment. so that 
when these paragraphs are passed, or if the paragraph should go 
out of the bill on a point of order, the provision contained in that 
section marked H, on page 8, may be covered with the necessary 
increase in the amount of the appropriation provided for generally 
in section 27; and in that connection I wish to read again from the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General: 


Twenty-seventh. For transportation of mail by electric and cable cars on 
routes not exceeding 20 miles in i ,000, ‘The estimates for this serv- 
ice were made very carefully, ieved that the ,000 is an absolute 
necessity and that the service can not be performed without that amount ot 

with which to carry it on; in addition to which the estimates for oter 
branches of the service were cut down from the natural increases that would 
occur under the o use of thisservice. A curtail- 


al tate = secrenned or 

wi service, and I would uest that the originé 
ed. that is, the $200,000 

owever, beg to call your atten 
Tha hich is on a beginning at line 8, reading “And provide: 

t all street-railway companies mails under the foregoing 

shall furnish free to letter carriers to and from 

ve routes, when such distance shall exce d 

ral may direct.” Permit me to 

clearly demonstrated to cover only 

is, the space provided by the street 

car that is provided, and the transport# 

mail. This i 


L 5, the words “‘ one hundred and fifty” 


templated and i the tem covers only 
this dering ‘ore “that they have never rendered or 
this tem hich : ng betes ntlemen have included in 
; ms ri =o ce that the street-car com 
ao ar ae a cee ete “onder cortaia conditions 
sage ner stands, upon the above 


now in operation shoul 


covered by the $200,000, it will 


being incurred by 















wagon being substituted for it, while the estimates for the wagon 
service, a5 ex ned: to you, were made less, expecting the additional money 
which is provided for in the request for the $200,000. I am also satisfied that 
to abandon this service and to return to the former wagon service would 
create a great amount of dissatisfaction in the communities where the 

already been made and a disappointment to those who are 


waitin da teesee facilities in their cities. 
Yours, ys} 


service 


C. NEILSON, 
Second Assistant Postmaster*General. 

In other words, we propose by this bill—— 

Mr. PICKLER. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. How does it come that the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads brings in a report for $150,000 with 
such a letter as that? 


Mr. BROMWELL. This letter, as I have said before, was re- | is right. 
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him to try now to increase this appropriation, which he has used 
every means in his power to strike out? 


Mr. PICKLER. Just this. I still think it is out of order not- 
withstanding the opinion of the Chair; but if this item is to re- 
main in the bill I want it to be of some service. The chairman of 
the committee undertakes to justify his view by adducing as an 
argument a comparison between the charge for hauling one of 
these street postal cars 2, or 3, or 5, or at most not to exceed 20 
miles and the charge cf a steam railway for hauling a car ona 
run of a thousand miles, and he thinks both can be done for the 
same rate. 

That is the way the gentleman calculates and reasons upon this 
subject. My opinion is that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BROMWELL] is right. My opinion is that the Postmaster-General 
If the Department has been paying $163,000 for this serv- 


y 


ceived before this appropriation bill came in and before it ought | ice, and if it is true that the service is required to be doubled, it 


to have come in here. 

Mr. PICKLER. Whose fault is that? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have no comment to make on the action 
of the committee of which Iam a member. I was not personally 
responsible for it. 

r. PICKLER. It is certainly not the fault of the House. 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is not my fault as a member of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman,I desire to say that I am somewhat 

rised that the opposition should come from our committee. I 
understand that, of course, we can all get letters from heads of 
Departments asking for increased appropriations. I know that 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General does not want this item 


to go in in its —— shape. We thought it advisable to recom- | 


mend for the electric-car system this year $150,000. We thought 
that was a reasonable amount to start with for this 
the present conditions, and the ere put upon that bill, permit 
me to say,is what was practiced by the street-railroad companies 
of this country almost unanimously until two years ago. They 
do it in my own city now, where we are ridden and burdened down 
by the octopus, a great monopoly; nevertheless they carry the 
letter carriers free out to their routes, and I am satisfied, Mr. 
Chairman, that if this provision be enacted into laws when Con- 
gress has once enunciated this policy and principle, that the 
street-railroad companies of the country would gladly and willingly 
accept the provisions of this act. 

e did have to adopt the suggestions of the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General in relation to maximum rates without being 
in possession of the proper information, for it would have taken 
months and months of investigation to ascertain what would be 
a proper rate. Some of the street-car companies’ representatives 
have come to me and said that they could not carry the mails 
for these rates, but the maximum rate under the bill is equal to 
the rate allowed to the steam railroads for hauling a 40-foot car, 
and I believe that these street-railroad companies can afford to 
haul one of these little cars that they hitch on to the end of a 
train as cheaply as the great steam railnoads haul a 40-foot car 
full of mail; and I believe further that if this proviso be once 
enacted into law it will settle this vexed question of dealing out 
car tickets to the mail carriers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. PICKLER. As the Chair has held this provision to be in 
order, it seems to me almost ridiculous to appropriate only 
$150,000. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL], a member 
of the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads, says that this 


— under 


is positively mst his judgment, and, as I understand, it is 
against the i ent of other members of the commttee. 
Mr. LOUD. t right has the gentleman to understand that? 


Mr. PICKLER. I understand that the chairman of the com- 
mittee arbitrarily cut down this item, as he did others, in the face 
of the tion of members of the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. You are mistaken about that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam nct. Some of your committee— 

Mr. LOUD. Whoever gives you that information informs you 
of that which is false. 

Mr.PICKLER. Well, thatiswhatI understand. I understand 
that not only on this item, but on others, the gentleman arbitrarily 
bore his committee down—that he did it on several of these items. 
He wants to cut this appropriation down to $150,000 in the face 
of the Postmaster-General’s recommendation, and he does not ad- 

one fact in ae the reasons given by the Department. 
he says is that he believes that this will be sufficient and that 
it will cut off tickets to mail carriers. Where are his facts and 
his evidence? It seems to me that the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BROMWELL) is right, and the letter which he reads makes it clear 
peradventure that this service will be entirely crippled 
we me the amount asked for by the Postmaster- 
of the committee adduces no facts in sup- 

port of his view, but simply says, ‘‘I believe.” 
.LOUD. i would ask the gentleman what motive prompts 
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seems to me it would be ridiculous to cut down the appropriation 
to $150,000. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is mistaken again. 
used any such amount of money as $163,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is proposed to double the service, as I un- 
derstand from the gentleman from Ohio, a member of the com- 
mittee, and still to require these railroads to do the work for 
$13,000 less than they received last year. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, 
that if this item is to remain in the bill it ought to be made serv- 
iceable and of some effect, and I think this House ought to pay 
some regard to the recommendations of the Postmaster-General 
on this subject. The gentleman from Ohio, a member of the com- 
mittee, has asserted on this floor that this bill has been brought in 
prematurely, that it has not been digested, but has been brought 
here in advanceof some other matters that are pending before the 
committee. I take it as a verity that the gentleman from Ohio 
knows what he is talking about and that the Postmaster-General 


They have not 


| knows what he is talking about, and I repeat that if we are to 


adopt this item at allI believe we ought to make it effective, 
Unless we do that, let us strike it out. 

Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, I desire to say that the gentle- 
man from South Dakota travels entirely out of the record in mak- 
ing the statement he has made in regard tothe acticn of trat 
committee and of the chairman of the committee. His statement 
is entirely untrue and unjustifiable. 

Mr. PICKLER. I can prove it by the members of the commit- 
tee themselves. 

Mr. OGDEN. No, sir; you can not. 
rupted. 

Mr. PICKLER. By more than one of them, too. 

Mr. OGDEN. Iama member of that committee, and I state, in 
regard to what the gentleman has said about the arbitrary action 
of the chairman of the committee, that no such arbitrary action 
has ever been taken in the committee, at least while I have been 
amember. On the contrary, the chairman has been fair. He has 
had his own views in regard to what would bea proper appropria- 
tion bill to bring into the House, and he has presented those views 
to the committee, but in noinstance has any such arbitrary action 
been taken as the gentleman from South Dakota states, and I re- 
pudiate all such charges against the chairman of the committee 
and inst the committee as absolutely false. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I decline to be inter- 


(a) The Postmaster-General is authorized and directed to adjust th: com 
pensation to be paid for the transportation of mails on electric-cy “id 
cable-car routes upon the conditions and at the rates hereinafter men d. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of Her 
against this paragraph. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests tothe gentleman #hat 


this paragraph seems to be connected with and conditioned pon 
the following paragraphs. The Chair therefore thinks that7the 
oint of order should be taken at the end of the whole proposition. 
t ‘will be in time then. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


(6) For full railway post-office cars, to be used for postal purposes only, to 
be operated independently of other cars, and to be not less than 16-feet in 
length, inside measurement, not to exceed 12 cents per mile traveled 

(c) Forcompartment post-office cars, to be operated independently of other 
cars, the compartment used for postal purposes to be not leas than 10 feet in 
length, inside measurement, and full width of car, or not less than 14 feet’ in 
length and 5 feet in width, inside measurement, not to exceed 7 cents per 
mile traveled. 

(d) For trailer post-office cars, to be run with regular passenger cars, aid 
to provide space for postal purposes not less than 16 feet in length, inside 
measurement, and full width of car, not to exceed 5 cents per mile travele 1; 
or if under 16 feet but not less than 12 feet in length, inside measuree't, 
and full width of car, not to exceed 4 cents per mile traveled 

(e) All of the post-office cars mentioned in the preceding sections sbll | 
of such style and character, furnished in such manner, run with such frp 





































































mency and speed, and on such sched: as shall 

Snotet Chenoa, and shall be c 3 

ture and fixtures for the proper han 
ted, and ted by gas or electrici 

road companies; and clerks in charge 

additional charge therefor. 
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the mail shall be carried withou 


Uf) When t-oftice car service shall be authorized on any route by the 
Postmaster ral, as Vv" herein, no additional compensation shall be 
allowed on account of the weight of mail carried on said route; and it shall 


be the duty of the railroad company operating said route to carry additional 
mail in closed pouches in charge of its employees on other than the post-office 
cars, when so directed by the proper officer of the Post-Office Department, 
without further compensation. 

(g) For routes upon which no post-office cars are authorized by the Post- 
master-General, but on which mails are carried in closed pouches in charge 
of employees of the railroad company, the pay per mile of route per annuin 
on routes rns their whole length an average weight of mails per day of 
800 pounds or shall not be to exceed $75; over 800 pounds, the rates to be 
as provided by exis law for transportation of mails on railroad routes: 
the premae weight to ascertai as provided by law; the service to be 
performed with such Sreqnane ene 8 and by such a schedule as will be 
satisfactory to the Postmaster-General. 

(h) The compensation herein provided shall apply only to electric and cable 
car routes not exceeding 20 miles in length; the compensation for carrying 
the mails on electric and cable car routes longer than 20 miles to be as pro- 


vided by existing law for the transportation of mails on (steam) railroad 
routes. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment—— 

Mr. PICKLER. A point of order is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
make a point of order? 

Mr. PICKLER. I have been trying to do that all the morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point on all of pages 6 and 7 and 
all of page 8 down to the word ‘‘routes,” in line 8. 

Mr. CANNON. May I make a suggestion to the gentleman 


from South Dakota? 
Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 
Mr. CANNON. The rate of payment contained in the provi- 


sions to which the gentleman makes his point of order is, I think, 
too large. It is, however,a maximumrate. Even this rate, how- 
ever, would in my — ores better — and reduce — 
compensation now paid to these railways. ying nothing about 
the point of order, I believe that the provision ought to stay in the 
bill and that the maximum rate of compensation should be re- 
duced from 12 cents to 10cents. The truth is, that the rate named 
in the bill is higher than that paid to steam railroad companies, 
= in. fact these street-car lines can afford to do the service 
or less. 

Iam not speaking of the gentleman’s point of order; I do not 
know whether it is well taken or not; but I suggest that the > 
visions—with the amendment I have pater tpt 7- give 
ter service and cheaper service than if no such provisions were 
adopted. Having said this much, I have said all that I desire to 
aoe the matter. 

ao I do not know as to the merits of these 


General—that the matters in regard to fourth-class postmasters, 
rural delivery, etc., are entirely safe with that officer. The chair- 
man assures us that the Postmaster-General will pr 
care of those matters. Now, I think that if he can 
those he can take care of this. I insist on my point of order that 
the provisions embraced in the portion of the bill I have cited are 
new legislation—wholly new. 

Mr. LOUD. What part of the bill does the gentleman leave in? 

Mr. PICKLER. I leave in the proviso— 

That all street-railway c omrye mails unde 
visions shall furnish free eee to letter acon aes from the 
poee aioe and their respective routes, when such distance shall exceed one- 

of a mile, as the Postmaster-General may direct. 
i oo Why does the gentleman except that from his 
order 

Mr. PICKLER. Because that can go with the other provision 

weet in the bill. 
) 


mit that this part of the bill may possibly be subject to a point of 
order. I had su we might rely on the good sense of every 
member of the House to recognize the necessity of these provi- 


sions in view of the extension of this class of service. 
a I call the attention of the Chair and of the gen- 
which is feonplated b sae semanas wet te t 
con 'y 

of order has been made. Tale call attention to the fact that the 
proviso against which the gentleman has not made his point of 
order relates directly to the provisions to which his point applies. 
If the presses his point of order, it defeats the economy 
wr. PICKLER. ‘The gentlomam fre 

Mr. PI The gentleman from New York can make a 
point of order against that proviso if he wishes to doso. I have 
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thought it a good thing 
peer me penton 


econom 





of this committee _ Loup] has gone further than members ; 


Marco# 10, 











to have these railroad com ies tran 
free. Ihave thought that & measune s 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels constrained to sustain the 


point of order. 


Mr. PICKLER. This claim of economy is merely technica). 
Mr. LACEY. Lask the Chair with what law do these provyi- 


sions interfere? 


The CHAIRMAN. They create new law. 
Mr. LACEY. These paragraphs only make appropriation for 


carrying out the purpose of the old law. 
Mr. MILLER of Senses, 


Mr. Chairman, I think the chairm.,y 


gren- 


erally would be willing to go in conceding that these provisions :;; 
subject to a 
make a specification in detail of the manner in which an entir. 
appropriation shall be expended. Theysimply designate the man- 


point of order. The fact is, these paragraphs sim) , 


ner in which the Postmaster-General shall parcel ont this money. 
It seems to me that where there is a detail of this kind, which js 
very important to the yonuee disbursement of the appropriation, 
and where the vhairman of the committee simply says that he is 
in doubt whether the provisions are in order, that it onght not to 
be accepted as a concession that the point of order is good, but tive 
Chairman of the committee in his ruling should cast the doubt in 
favor of the proper administration of the appropriation. 

Now, sir, the carrying of the mails is a matter of vital impor- 
tance, and should be done with regularity. This appropriation is 
a large one, and I submit that it ought to be expended under the 
rules prescribed here. Where you are making a limitation sii- 
ply on an appropriation already made I hold that it is not subject 
to the point of order where the principle of the appropriation is 


oe im the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Unless the Chairman has made a final ruling — 
' The . The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
owa 


Mr. LACEY. In the first place, the point of order can not be 
made halfway down in a paragraph of the bill. I hold that it 
must be made on the whole of t agraph or none of it. You 
mew AS or ey me ill senseless—— 

TheC MAN. The Chair does not know whether the gen- 
tleman from lowa was present or not when the first paragraph «, 
of this part of the bill was read and the gentleman from South Da- 
kota made the point of order upon it. Chair tedthen, by 
permitting this , or this portion of the bill, to be read, 
the gentleman from South Dakota would not lose his right to make 
the point of order themall. The Chair sugg to the gen- 
tleman that the point of order should be made at the end of the 


agraphs, : 
“. LACEY. I understand that, Mr. Chairman, but the gen- 
tleman proposes to divide this paragraph, making a point of order 

upon a part of it. 
Mr. LOUD. He proposes to segregate paragraph h from the 


rest of it. 

Mr. LACEY. That is the point that I suggest to the Chair can 
not be done. It leaves the awe jargon by leaving the bal- 
ance of the provision in an incom and uncertain condition. 


If the gentleman from South desires to make the point of 
order against a ular part of the bill, he must take the whole 
of the paragraph, and not segregate a from the rest. You 


can readily see where such a would lead. He can not 
single out a portion of a paragraph that would make the bill sense- 
less or 


MAN. Does poe cccgee ge think that a proviso 

toa ragraph —_ not be ow 
Mr. LAC : t aside from that, here is a method wae ut 
for the distribution of the funds already appropriated by the |!!'. 
There is no law forbidding the use of for the transportation 


of mails on electric cars. §& an ic line be put on the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad here to the city of Baltimor, 
and next year, when the tion bill comes up, a provisi)) 
payee ed the over the electric line between Bal''- 


more and Washington. Could it be held, as the gentleman from 
South Dakota proposes in this case to hold, that is new legis- 
lation? It is simply a change in the motive power of the rou'e. 
e make an appropriation tocarry the mails on street cars drawn 
by horses, for instance. Next year the motive power of the ca" 's 
cheng’, snd thaw use either acable line or electric cars. Could 1t 
to make an appropriation 
line simply because the motive 

power 


was changed? ae 
the Hoben hes right to appropriate the Se carry 
a mse) 
the mails to distribute 


= 





Sa tas 
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and no modification of the law. It is not even the enactment of 


w. Itis simply a matter of detail in regard to the carry- 
. a on mails y authorized by law. 
ing vith all due respect to the Chair, therefore, I suggest that the 
Chair should reconsider the ruling; because if we can not make a 
provision of this character we can not provide for carrying the 
mail ina manner that would not be objectionable from one end 
er. 
as COON. If the Chair will permit me, I wish to make a 
suggestion that may possibly —— the object the gentleman 
from California has in view and what the committee would be 
glad to do, probably, or would make the point of order untenable 
vailing. 
© ry ouggenion is in effect—and I will move an amendment, if 
necessary, commencing on the top of page 6, in line 1, to insert 
before the words ‘the Postmaster-General” as follows: ‘‘In mak- 
ing the expenditure of the money appropriated in this paragraph, 
the Postmaster-General is authorized,” and so on. I would also 
propose to strike out the words ‘‘and directed,” in line 1, on this 
page. Then along in the bill—— 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 
Mr. PICKLER. Is the gentleman offering an amendment now? 


The CHA . He is not, but simply calling attention to 
one that he to offer if the opportunity arises. 

Mr. C ON. Well, I will offer it when I get acharce. Iam 
giving notice. 


Further along in the bill I —— to reduce 25 per cent the 
maximum compensation allowed. 

It seems to me that that would make the limitation for which 
the mone ded in this paragraph should be expended. It is 
given under the law, but in expending the money certain limita- 
tions are placed upon it. : A Opes 

The Chair is quite familiar with the power to place limitations 
on the expenditures of the money appropriated within the law. 
It is the same power exercised when you refuse to appropriate in 

ursuance of law, or when you appropriate a less amount than the 

w i In other words, in giving the money you place the 
limitations within the law on the se 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to say about 
what amendment the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] may 
offer hereafter. I only want this point of order ruled upon. 

In answer to the very ous and demonstrative argument of 
the gentleman from Iowa [{Mr. Lacey], that leaving this proviso 
in here would make this matter senseless, let us see how far the 
gentleman has examined it. He evidently did not examine it 
at all, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that is pertinent 
to the of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to address myself to the point of order. 
The Chair has ruled that item 27 is legitimate, and we have left 
that in the bill. That reads: 

Tw seventh. For transportation of mail by electric and cable cars o 
scutes aah aoeaadings tb uaiinn in lone th, $100,000. - cane 

Now, turn over to the proviso which the gentleman says is 
senseless, and you will see that it reads connectedly. It says: 

Surther, That all street railway companies carrying mails 


And goene 
under —— shall furnish transportation to letter 
carriers to and post-office and their respective routes, when such 
distance shall exceed one-half of a mile, as the Postmaster-General may di- 


If that does not make sense, I should like to know what would 
make sense. The from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] can not 
connect two ions in any more legitimate and reasonable 
—— these two connect. I insist upon my point of order. 

Chair certainly has no doubt of this point of order being 
good. The chairman of the committee esses it. Everybody 
confesses it except the gentleman from Iowa. There are provi- 
sions for the length of cars in this paragraph b, which reads as 

(6) For full post-office postal 
be y of ie temueedl tn te Gon toe thom 10 souk te 


inside measurement, not to 12 cents per mile traveled. 


paragraphs there are other provisions. 
are all new propositions and chan 
LACEY. What existing la 


s only, to 


These 
existing law. 


length of — cars? 
this is new law. 





Mr. TAWNEY. I should like to ask the gentleman what exist- 
ing law this changes. 

Mr. TALBERT. Why, there is a change all round, and, as I 
say, lam reminded of what I saw in a paper the other day. A 
gentleman in the Northwest wrote toa friend in this city to know 
if he could dispose of a carload of fine horses in the city of Wash- 
ington. His friend replied to him very promptly that he could 
not; that the men and women in Washington rode bicycles; that 
the street cars are run by electricity and motors, and that the 
Government is ‘run by donkeys; and in consequence there is no 
demand for horses. | Laughter. | 

Now, it does seem to me that this committee desires to change 
the whole system of delivering the mails in this country. I think, 
sir, under these circumstances, that this point of order ought to 
be sustained, and let this appropriation to buy bicycles and street- 
car tickets be applied to some better purpose. 

Mr. LACEY. Suppose that he.etofore the custom has been to 
carry the mail or run the Government by a donkey. What ex- 
isting law is there that requires that custom be perpetuated? 

The point that I seek to make, and that I failed to make clear 
to my friend from South Dakota, is that this is simply a recogni- 
tion of improved machinery, of different methods. 
a@ pneumatic tube is put in between two cities. Why can not the 
mail be carried through that tube? Why can they not make a 
contract for carrying the mail in this way? This is merely a 
limitation on the expenditure of money, without a change of any 
existing law and without creating any new law. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no law for it, and the gentleman 
seeks to get a law for it. That is the point. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should like to say a word, unless the Chair 
is ready to rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this plainly creates new 
law where none exists, and it is therefore obnoxious to the point 
of order. 

Mr. CANNON. 
ment. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, | would like to know if that took 
out the proviso? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order, if the gentleman will 
give his attention, was raised against that part commencing with 
the proviso on the bottom of page 5, down to the end of ‘‘ Provided 
Jurther,” in line 8, page 8. 

Mr. LOUD. Can the gentleman divide the simple proviso in 
that way? That is under the head of letter H. Can the point of 
order be raised against one portion of the paragraph and not the 
other? Must not the whole go? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is on that portion on 
which the gentleman raises it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, before the point of order was 
made I offered an amendment at the end of line 13. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My amendment was offered before the point 
of order. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
on page 8. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, my amendment is before that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is striken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. LOUD. If it is not too late, I would raise the point of order 
against that “Provided further.” Let it go out altogether. If 
any of it is to go out, let it all go out together. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to know what the chairman of 
the committee makes his point of order against? 

The CHAIRMAN. Against the remaining part of the para- 


graph. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to have it reported, so that I may 
know what it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For in itance, 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


At what portion of the paragraph? 
At the end of line 13, after the word “direct,” 


And provided further, That all street-railway companies carrying mails 
under the foregoing provisions shall furnish free transportation to letter 
carriers to and from the post-office and their respective routes, when such 


distance shall exceed one-half of a mile, as the Postmaster-General may 
direct: 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the chairman of the committee 
makes the point of order against that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. There can be no doubt about that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. As I understand it, pages 6 and 7, and down 
to line 13 on 8, are now stricken out of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN . The tleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. I now offer my amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My parliamentary inquiry is this: Can I not, 
therefore, offer as an amendment to paragraph 27, at the bottom 
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of page 5, at the end of line 25, the amendment which I offered 
at the end of that pong which is stricken out? 

The CHAIRMAN. n the opinion of the Chair the gentleman 
can when he gets the floor forthat purpose. The gentleman from 
Illinois is recognized to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to insert after the word ‘‘ that,” on line 
25, page 5, the words which I will ask the Clerk to read. I will 
just state it to the committee before the Clerk reports it, and that 
will possibly do away with the necessity of reading. I propose to 
move to put back these words stricken out literally, with the fol- 
ee additions. In line 25, after the word “that,” on page 5, 
nsert: 

In making the expenditure of the penny in this paragraph mentioned (a) 
the Postmaster-General is authorized to adjust the compensation to be paid 
for the transportation of mails on electric-car and cable-car routes upon the 
conditions and at the rates hereinafter mentioned, not exceeding the rates 
now authorized by law. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that it is too late for 
that. We have passed that section. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; we have not, 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, Mr. Chairman; the whole of paragraph 
27, on the bottom of page 5, is a separate and distinct proposition, 
and it was kept in the bill on that ground. Now, we have gone 
on over two pages, and I make the point that the gentleman can 
not go back now to amend that proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to 
make the point of order that the amendment comes too late? 

Mr. PICKLER. And that it is new legislation, too, 

The CHAIRMAN. That is another consideration. 

Mr. PICKLER, I make both points of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 25, after the word “ that,” insert: 

“In making the expenditure of the money in this provision mentioned (a) 
the Postmaster-General is anthorized to adjust the compensation to be paid 
for the transportation of mails on electric-car and cable-car routes upon the 


conditions and at the rates hereinafter mentioned, not exceeding the rates 
now authorized by law.” 


Mr. CANNON. I will state what I offer puts it under the 
proper head with all the words that have been stricken out put in 
with an addition. In other words, I take the words that have been 
stricken out and add to and amend them so as to make it a differ- 
ent proposition and move it as an amendment. 

The JHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to 
be heard on the point of order that this is new legislation? 

Mr. CANNON. I only desire tosay onething. It seems to me 
that in seuropeiaing $150,000 under the law—and it is admittedly 
under the law—for transportation upon street-railway lines, it is 
perfectly competent to place a limitation upon the expenditure of 
the money thereby appropriated for the coming year, That I 
seek to do, and I do this upon the ground, or rather upon the 
principle, as I stated a while ago, that you can withhold appro- 
priations entirely, you can withhold them in part, or you can 

lace limitations upon the expenditure, so as to leave a part of the 
fowvinoperstive. That is what I have sought to do by this amend- 
ment, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, appropriation is made in various 
appropriation bills for carrying the mails over certain lines of 
railway, without any limitation as to the character of the cars or 
without any limitation, for instance, as to gas. There is a provi- 
sion put into the law designed to preservethe lives of the men who 
are attending to the mails on thosecars, but that does not change ex- 
isting law. It simply provides that the railway companies that 
accept the money under this appropriation shall not heat the mail 
cars with coal oil or with stoves, but shall heat them by electricity. 
That, Isay,isnotachangeofexistinglaw? There isnoexisting law 
upon the subject. Neithercan it be said to be new legislation. It 
simply imposes a condition upon this appropriation, subject to 
which thisappropriation Seen It providesa method of 
ome out this legislation, a means by which the Government can 
avail itself from time to time of the best class of service. It ht 
occur that on a given route there are two lines, either of which 
could carry the same mail, but one of which would do the work 
under certain conditions and with certain provisions for the pro- 
tection of the mail carriers and the e ition of the mails. We 
certainly can put into the law a provision that the line which ac- 
cepts the contract under this appropriation shall comply with cer- 
tain conditions and requirements. Such a provision does not 
Seanaeens law in any respect, nor can it be said to make new 
law, use it does not go any further than the disposition of the 
particular fund hereby appropriated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not that a law for one year? — 

=. LACEY. Simply with reference to this particular appro- 
tion. 
. Mr. DINGLEY. But that is legislation for one year. 

Mr. LACEY. But there is no existing law on the subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That does not make any difference. You are 
making law on the subject. F 

_ The CHAIRMAN. e Chair sustains the point of order. 


Marco 10, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Twenty-seven and one-half. For necessary and s l facilities on try, 
lines from Boston, Mass., by way of New York and Washington, to At),,.; 
and New Orleans, $196,614.22: Provided, That no part of the appropriatio) 
made by this paragraph shall be expended unless the Postmaster-(i, 
shall deem such expenditure necessary in order to promote the int.) 
the postal service. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have rea ty, 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, before that amendment is offer,.) 
I desire to raise the point of order agennt this paragraph. First 
I will state that I regret very much that I feel called upon to raise 
the point of order upon this provision of the bill, because jt, or. 
haps, puts some of my very close friends in a peculiar position 
But, sir, if this proviso bein order, then you can put upon this )il] 
any number of subsidies extending through this whole country 
There are in the bill, as you understand, two following this. The 
point of order that I make is that this is new legislation, not war. 
ranted by existing law. The act of 1876 and previous acts, which 
you will find in the postal laws, prescribed the limit of money that 
could be paid for the transportation of the mails by rail, and here 
now Congress is a pay an increased amount of money for 
the transmission of mails. 5 

Now, I admit that this item has been in appropriation bills 
heretofore, but I hold that the fact that an item has been in an 
oe bill for one or more years does not give it the status 
of a law, and I call the attention of the Chair to a ruling which 
he made himself some few days ago upon the item relating to the 
salary of the private secretary of the President of the United 
States. In that case the a bills for a number of years 
had carried $5,000 as the ry for that secretary, but the Chair 
held, bing roperly and justly as I think, that while the appro- 
priation bills for a number of years might have carried a viven 
amount of money for a given purpose, that fact did not change 
the existing law, and I hold that although this pending item may 
have been in the appropriation bills for a number of years, that 
fact does not give it any existence as a statute—an existing law. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from California 
makes a point of order against the provision for special facilities 
on trunk lines from Boston to New Orleans via Atlanta. For 
many years, eighteen years, I believe, there has been carried in the 
general appropriation bill for the Post-Office Department a pro- 
vision for a sum to facilitate this fast-mail service. Frequently 
the point of order has been made against it, though perhaps never 
before by the chairman of the committee reporting the bill. That, 
I believe, is a novelty which we now have for the first time. Ordi- 
narily the gentleman who reports a bill is supposed to be in favor 
of it, and if there are provisions in a bill coming from his com- 
mittee which he does not favor he usually turns it over to some 
gentleman who does favor those provisions, so that the bill may 
be reported and managed by a member who favors it, and not by 
ene who o it. 

Mr. LOUD. I hopo the gentleman does not desire to do me an 
injustice. This is no new phase of the case. His colleague from 
Georgia assumed the same position. So far as management is 
concerned, I do not assume to represent the committee upon this 
proposition, and I will yield to any gentleman who desires to pre- 
sent the o ite view. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman puts himself in the attitude of 
——— director, mover, and controller of a bill in the House to 

hich he is himself opposed, and he makes points of order against 
his own bill. Thatis a novelty, and I call attention to it only as 
a novelty. . 

This provision, however, is not new or novel. It has been in the 
Post-Ofice appropriation bills for many years. In 1893 a point of 
order made against this identical language was determined ad- 
versely by the Chair, an appeal was taken from the decision of the 
Chair and the decision sustained; so that the law of the House was 
settled on this question. I take it for granted a decision when so 
made is binding upon the and the Fiouse. 

The carried in these bills for many years was simply 
“For n and tial facilities on trunk lines,” marking 
out no partic trunk lines to which the appropriation should 
apply. In 1893 this identical ion was incorporated in the 

ost-Office appropriation bill. It will be found in the Recor of 
February 18, , page 1807: 

For and f lines from Springfield, Mass, 
vin om York kad Weskingtass to niente and Now Orla 

A point of order was raised st the provision—against that 

of it designati ular lines over which these facili- 
es should be aff . It was argued that such designation was 
new Se and therefore obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr UD. 


. Will the gentleman it me a suggestion’ 
Mr. CRISP. a eo 
Mr. LO 


to 


Yes, sir. : 
UD. I know the gentleman wants to be correct histor- 
ically. The remarks he has made would leave the mapress 
that this appropriation had mentioned no particular places unt) 
1898. Permit me to say that the appropriation as carried in thes¢ 








1896. 
pills for a number of years designated the Atlantic Coast Line and | its route. It is a train wholly under the control of the Depart- 


named Tampa, Fla., as the terminus. In 1893 a point of order 
was made that the provision included at this time in the bill was 
ac of law because the application of the sum was changed | 
0 ily from one railroad line to another. On that point the gen- 
tl ‘gs remarks might convey a wrong impression. 

Mr. CRISP. Was that line named in the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; the Atlantic Coast Line was named, and 
so was the terminal point, Tampa, Fla. : 

Mr. SWANSON. The ee gr simply named certain 
points; it did not provide that the appropriation should be ex- 
pended upon am special railroad. 

Mr. LOUD. It was in the same form as this epeepetenion. 

Mr. CRISP. In 1893 this point of order was elaborately argued. 
The decision of the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole at | 
that time will be found on page 1813 of the volume of the Recorp 
to which I have referred. I will not read the decision, because it | 
covers a column and a half of the Recorp, and I presume it is | 


not n to occupy timein reading the whole of it. The fincl 
statement of the Chair is: 


The Chair feels constrained to overrule the point of order, holding that the 
ph is not obnoxious to the rule, in that it is for a public object already 
and the words indicating the cities between which the special 
mail facili are to be had are a mere limitation upon the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General in the distribution and expenditure of the fund. 
Mr. Dickerson. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask to appeal from that decision. 
Mr. Kye. I offer the amendment now, Mr. Chairman, to strike out. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky, the Chair understands, 
desires to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. DickERsON. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as | 
the judgment of the committee? ah 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 98, noes 23. 


So the decision of the Chair holding that this identical provision | 
was in order on this identical appropriation bill was sustained by 
a vote of the Committee of the Whole. If any question is settled, 
if any matter is to be regarded as res adjudicata, it seems to me 
that it is this question. 

Mr. BING . I wish to call the attention of the Chair to 
page 474 of the report of the Postmaster-General, where the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General details this service from the New 
York starting point to New Orleans, making an exhibit of the ex- 
penditure for the last fiscal year of $171,000. Since 1889 the pro- 
viso in connection with the fast-mail service has been in these | 
words: 

Siesta iatigemierenerel shall deem Yack, cayenditare necessary in cr 
der to promote the interests of the postal service. 

This has been the proviso attached to this appropriation since 
1889; and the Post-Office Department, believing that it was for the 
promotion of the interest of the postal service, have made the ex- 
penditure. 





The first tion in connection with what is called the 
fast-mail was made in 1877 in this language: 
For inland mail 


tion, namely, $150,000. The same may be used by 
to obtain proper facilities from the great trunk lines 
of railroad for the railway post-office service during the fiscal year ending 
June 90, 1878, 

This proviso in this very or similar form has been in every Post- 
Office appropriation bill from that date up to the bill now before 
us. The Post-Office appropriation bills passed in 1881, 1882, 1883, 
1884, 1885, 1886, 1887, and 1888 have simply this provision: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines. 


In 1889, as I have already stated, the provision was inserted giv- 
ing the Postmaster-General discretion for the promotion of the 
postal service, 

Mr. Chairman, the rulings have been, I think, uniform in almost 
every Congress. The point of order has been raised again and 
again against this provision. I believe that at one session the 
provision was not reported in the bill by the Post-Office Commit- 

, but an amendment was offered in the Committee of the Whole 
upon which a t of order was taken on which the Chairman 
declined to , because he desired the decision of the House, and 
by the express act of the House the amendment was inserted as 

although not rted by the committee. 


language of the is ‘‘unless in continuation of appro- 
— or such public works and o 


a jects as are already in prog- 
the language of Rule ¥XI, clause 3, under whic 


Mr. Chairman, the word ‘ object,” 
been referred to so much in discussing this point of 
acer as for on 7 we are eeeeen” 
. employed on work. This service is by a 
Denn ghally and absolutely under the control of the Post-Office 

not come — =e a ae 

mail transporta , to which reference has n 
and in which are specified amounts to be allowed for weight 
toi ee Itisa train which the Department controls as 
it ts of , a8 to its speed, as to the points at which 
shall stop, and as to the time at which it shall reach the end of 


§ 


& 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2661 


ment. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
this subsidy given to this Coast Line or this Southern Railroad line 
is the only pay that the line receives from the Government for 
carrying that mail? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They get weight. 

Mr. BROMWELL. They get weight just as the other lines do? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Of course. 

Mr. BROMWELL. So this $196,000 is a subsidy in addition to 
what they would get by weight for the service? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; and the route is of that importance to 
the service, I will state to the gentleman, that it is the only way 
that train can be controlled and made subject to the orders of the 
Department. 

Now, an examination of this provision or rule will show that it 
was adopted as early as in 1838, and until the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress was always and universally construed as authorizing the 
appropriation for a purpose previously appropriated for, provided 
it was of a character that might properly be continued, and there 


are numerous rulings to this effect prior to the Forty-fourth Con- 


gress. There are also rulings subsequent to that Congress. For 
instance, we have the ruling of Mr. Wellborn, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole, on February 19, 1885, at the second ses 


sion of the Forty-eighth Congress. We have also the ruling of 
Mr. McCreary of Kentucky in the second session of the Forty- 


ninth Congress, the ruling of Mr. Cox of New York in the Fif- 
tieth Congress, and of Mr. BLANCHARD, which is quoted by the 


| gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], on February 18, 1893, all of 


which sustain the holding of this paragraph in all of the Post- 
Office appropriations bills. 

Volume 65 of the CONGRESSIONAL REcorRD, Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, first session (1884), shows that the same point was raised and 
under consideration, and I will give the gentleman some 
authority in connection with the discussion which 
place. 
time: 


Mr. CANNON. I wish to say simply a word, to call the att 


good 
then took 
I quote from the argument presented on this floor at that 











tention of the com- 

mittee to clause 3of Rule XXI. It provides 

“No appropriation shall be reported inany general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously au 
thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such public works 
and objects as are already in progress 

Now, there was an appropriation made last year and for several years prior 
for these special mail facilities, and the point of order has been raised before, 
The ruling of the Chair has been uniformly, according to my recollection, 
that an amendment such as this now proposed is in order, because only 
a continuation of the objects for which the prior appropriation was made, and 
of which the Chair will take official notice 

Mr. Reep. It seems to me that the point of order can not be sustained 
against such an amendment, and that it can be put upon broader grounds, 
because it is a part of the very work or business of appropriating money to 
carry on the mails in which we are now engaged. In making suchappropria 


tions we have the right to appropriate the money for any purpose deemed 
necessary to carry the mails, unless of course such appropriation shall be in 
contravention of some existing law. Nothing of that sort 
possibility in opposition to the proposition made here 

It was my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to quote also the ruling of 
Mr. BLANCHARD in the last Congress; but the gentleman from 
Georgia has already given that. Mr. Springer made a similar 
ruling in the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress, in which 
he overruled the point of order, but finally submitted the matter 
to the judgment of the House. 

Since 1877 a paragraph of this character has been carried in 
every Post-Office appropriation bill, and the rulings are largely in 
the majority for its remaining in the bill. It is a continuing 
work, and has been so held. The train was equipped and the road 
has been arranged for the accommodation of this service. The 
train has been run under the control of the Department, and it is 
the only way the Department can have the service and control it. 

I think the conclusion has been reached by every Chairman, 
when this question has been under consideration, that the para- 
graph is properly in the bill, that it has been there for all of these 
years, and that, as reported to-day by the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads of this House, it should remain. 

Mr.SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire only a word or two in 
reply to the point of order made on this proposition by my col- 
league, the gentleman from California, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Iam aware,as isthe House, 
of the constant opposition of the gentleman from California to 
this proposition. It has been carried, however, loy the Post-Office 
appropriation bills for a number of years past, and against it 

ints of order have been repeatedly made, and every time, I be- 
Rove, overruled. 

When the provision was being considered by the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads there was a proposition submitted, 
which immediately follows this one, and also one immediately fol- 
lowing that, of a similar character—that is to say, an appropria- 
tion for the other roads named in the bill to supply mail facilities 
for other sections of the country. It was the opinion of the com- 
mittee, after discussing the matter, that they should be put into 


can be said by any 
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the bill as separate items, for the very reason that if a lump sum 
were put in, covering all of these roads, the entire paragraph 
would be obnoxious to the point of order; and in order that this 
provision, which has been in the bill for so many years, should 
not be ruled out or become obnoxious to the point or order, if 
raised, the cominittee voted that it should be inserted as a separate 
item, and that the other provisions which might, perhaps, be sub- 
ject 4 the point of order should stand as independent items in 
the bill. 

I wish to say to the committee and my colleague that there are 
certain provisions of the bill that did not meet with my hearty 
approval; but inasmuch as it was the act of the committee, I have 
indorsed and supported the bill as a whole, and [ understood from 
a question propounded to the chairman a day or two since by the 

entleman from New York [Mr. oon and the response thereto 

hat the chairman himself, while he had consistently opposed this 
provision, was not going to make a point of order agamst it now 
or to oppose it; but having repo the bill and being in charge 
of it that he would not make this point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me say that the gentleman never said anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. SETTLE. I read from the Recorp, page 2561: 


Mr. Loup. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent that general debate be closed in one 
hour, and that the time be equally divided. 
Mr. Quiaa. An hour on both sides? 
. Loup. Half an hour on each side, if there are two sides. I was not 
aware that there were 


Mr. Quiaa. I think if the gentleman will state frankiy whether he intends 
to attack any portion of this bill—— 

At that point the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] inter- 
rupted and said: 

I have exhausted my time upon this bill, and I am now simply seeking to 
accommodate other gentlemen who desire to debate it. 

I may have misunderstood the impression intended to be con- 
veyed by the gentieman, but the impression left on my mind by 
the manner in which he responded to the interrogatory of the 
gentleman from New York was that the pater, notwith- 
standing his personal opposition to certain features of this bill 
which had been pat into it, not by his act, but by the act of the 
committee, that he, being in charge of the bill, was going to stand 
by it. If it is understood that, this bill being the joint product of 
the committee, we are not bound by it as a committee upon this 
floor, I should like the chairman of the committee to announce 
that policy, because there are certain other provisions in the bill 
on which I should like to submit amendments. 
aon LOUD. Will the gentleman submit toa question right 

ere? 

Mr. SE.’TLE. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. I will ask the tleman if he did not stand up 
here the other day and vote in favor of an amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HepBurn]? 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes; because, as stated by the chairman of the 
committee himself, the effect of that was not to change conditions 
actually in existence, but was rather to direct the discretion which 
was already conferred upon the Postmaster-General, so that it was 
a mere matter of form and not a matter of substance. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not question the motive of the gentleman, 
but he reserved the right to oppose certain portions of this bill, as 
I understand it. Iopposed this portion in the committee, and the 
gentleman did not oppose in the committee the provision that was 
voted upon the other — 

Mr. SETTLE. I understand the gentleman has consistently 
a this provision throughout his term in Congress. 

r. LOUD. But you did not oppose the other provision in the 
committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a 
question? 

Mr. SETTLE. Y 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


es. 

I understand the gentleman tosay that in the 
opinion of the committee these three items stand upon a different 
footing in so far as —— of order are concerned? 


Mr. SETTLE. t was the opinion entertained by a number 


Mr. SETTLE. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know the judgment of the gentile- 
man on that question. 

Mr. SETTL I do not know that that would shed any light 
ae es and certainly it would not guide the gentleman 

is action. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the New Orleans pep is in order, 
the second or Kansas City tion, w is fully as merito- 
rious, if not more so, in the bi 

Mr. SETT 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this provision in this bill authorizes the 
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Postmaster-General, for special mail facilities, to pay this amount 
As said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Brsenay | 
and I want to invite the attention of my colleague, the gentle, 
from Ohio [Mr. BromMwE.u], to this fact—the schedules of theo<o 
trains on the roads receiving these moneys are fixed by the Pos. 
Office Department. One of these trains leaves New York City a: 4 
o'clock in the morning, receiving at that time mail from Bos:.,, 
and other sections. Leaving at that hour, it can not receive my); 
passenger traffic. It is not allowed to stop where the railro:j 
officials would like to stop it for the purpose of mger trafti 
but its stops are regulated by the Post-Office relly its 
schedule is fixed by the Post-Office Department, and the entire 
control of itis under the government of that Department. 

Now, this road can not run a train for the purpose of increasiy) + 
the mail facilities from Boston to Washington via New York. ())o 
from here via Lynchburg, Danville, Charlotte, and through {h,» 
entire South, connecting with New Orleans, close connections, and 
supplying Mexico with its mail, connecting with steamers for (11), 
at Tampa. All of this schedule is with a view of putting mail into 
that mail schedule, and the schedule, as I said, is arranged by the 
Post-Office Department. I respectfully submit to the Chair that 
the precedent stated where this point has been frequently mace 
and each time overruled is one that should govern in the present 


case. fovea.) 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,I shall not stop now 
to discuss the merits or demerits of these various provisicns in 
this bill for special facilities. Upon this point of order such a dis- 
cussion isnot germane. I submit to this House that these various 
items which follow in this bill, against which the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat stated some objections, are equally meri- 
torious with those proposed in the item now under consideration, 
on a - oe will permit = to say, in order 

put myself straight, that I am not ing these propositions, 
but shall vote for dems. were : 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But, Mr. Chairman, in the discussion 
of this proposition he states something as the action of this com- 
mittee, of which he is a member, which I deny, and that is that 
the committee said by any vote or otherwise that the two follow- 
ing provisions are subject to a point of order and this is not. 
It is not fair to submit what takes place in the committee room, 
but I say a discussion arose there as to what questions would be 
raised, and it was thought better by all that they be submitted as 
separate propositions; but that the committee said that the follow- 
ing items would be subject to points of order or anything of that 
kind—no such ruling was made, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, at some time in the history of these ap)ro- 
priation bills this item under consideration was a new item, and 
at that time the point of order was made against it, and what was 
the ruling of the Chair? Simply that it was in pursuance of © in 
object already in progress,” that of carrying the mails throughout 
the United States. item has been in every single Post-(ffice 
appropriation bill for sixteen years. It is true that in !*!) a 

ing was made by the Chair that has been quoted here. |{ was 
a newitem. Previous to that time they had not fixed the termini 
of the road. Previous to that time the lines were not designated 
over which it was then designed for it to go. So that at that 
time the ruling which the gentleman from Georgia says is «vn- 
clusive upon this committee was conclusive as to each one of the 
items in this bill, on the ground that it was carrying out ‘‘an ob- 
ject already in progress,” to wit, carrying the mails throughout 
the United States. 

Now, sir, there is in this bill an item of $27,000,000. Will any 

tleman here presume to state that if this committee had seen 

t to separate these items into detailed statements of the roads 
over which the mails should be carried, that it would be subject 
to the point of order? Notatall. I say that under the general 
isi of law the ee may Mesignate a 
very routes over which proposed to carry these mails her: 
now under existing law and appropriations that are made. 1! th: 
——— for inland are sufficient. But they say. as 
— the ee — agora owe, that _ ony 
against existing law in regard to weighing of the mails. 

I want to call the attention of the Chair to proviso that is 
that is that it shall be made 

-General. He 

, that it shall be 

as provided by law 

expenditures he may pay simp|y 

to carry the mails, and he 
cost now provided by the law 
mails t the various 
, that this item 1s 

any ion of law 

is in order when it is for the 


this . 
eee a statement 


House upon this very eppr> 
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priation. He laid down the rule that it was not subject to the 
point of order because it was carrying out a general provision for 
carrying the inland mails of the country; and I say, further, that 
it can not be claimed here that it is subject to the point of order 
because it changes any existing law, for the reason, as I have said, 
that it is within the power of the Postmaster-General, to carry out 
tk . provision of the law, to make this cost exactly in accordance 
with the law now provided for carrying the inland mails; and it 
has been ruled in this House, and I think by this very Chairman, 
that the point of order made here, that there is an existing law, cuts 
no figure, because all of these items enumerated in the bill expire 
with the fiseal year for which the appropriation is made. Sol say 
that every one of these items stands upon precisely the same foot- 

and neither one of them can be subject to the point of order. 

say, gentlemen, further, that these items following the one 
that is now under consideration ought each to be allowed by this 
House; and I say that the same reascns apply to the item from 
Kansas City to Newton that apply to the southern line to New 
Orleans. Over that line of mail to Texas and California it will 


make a saving of twelve hours’ time, and I submit to this House | 
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that in those Southern and Western districts these special mail | 


facilities are necessary for the accommodation of the people. 


Gen- | 


tlemen must remember that in that part of the country we do not | 


have mail trains six and eight times a day, as you do through the 
East, and when you can make a saving of twelve hours in the 


of your Southern, Southwestern, and Western mails, | 
it is an object that you ought to be eager to attain so as to give | 


the people of the West and South the advantage of such additional 
il facilities. 

There is another item in the bill that I wish to bri 
tion of this committee, though I do not know that 
so upon this point of order. A mail train leaves Kansas City upon 
the Santa Fe route at night, and there is another at 10 o’clock in 
the morning. Now, the train contemplated here is to leave at 3 
o'clock in the morning. The mail in Kansas City is gathered at 6 
o'clock in the evening, and all matter deposited after that is left 
over until 10 o’clock the next day. That 10 o'clock train is carry- 
ing the mail, but the train leaving at 3 o’clock, which this 
item provides for, will overtake it at Newton. Asaresult of that, 
the general mail now being paid for by the Department in the gen- 
eral service will go on this train running to Texas and California, 
and the ing out of the proposition is that this item of $81,000 
really not cost the Government to exceed $15,000 or $20,000, 
while there will be a saving of twelve hours on all the mail for 
Texas and California over the Santa Fe system. 

So, Mr. , Isay that upon these different propositions 
the merit is with the subsequent items as well as with the first, 
and they are no more subject to the point of order than the first 
is, and they ought to be retained in the bill because they consti- 
tute good legislation in the interest of the people who need these 

ial mail facilities. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this is a very important point 
of order that has been raised, not because of the few paragraphs 
to which it may be applicable here, but because of what may re- 
sult in the future if it shall be held that there may be reported 
by the Postals Committee, or moved as an amendment on a postal 

bill, a proposition giving to any particular railroad 

country an extra compensation for carrying the mails. 

All the railroads of this country carrying the mails, except the 

special line mentioned in the first paragraph, are now paid at one 

uniform rate, dependent upon the weight of mail that they carry. 
That is the law without exception. 

Our rules provide that no appropriation shall be reported in a 


to the atten- 


general bill, or moved as an amendment thereto, 
unless by ad unless = eontiousiion of a work or 
object previously so authorized. e paragraph against which 
the point of order has been raised ite tiie 1878, varied that rule 
of compensation established by law in the case of one particular 
line of railroad. That paragraph went into the bill originally 
without the point of order being raised against it, on the plea that 
it was + to have this fast mail running from Boston to 
a , and that such extra compensation ought to be given, 


been 
on the ground that it was for the con- 
to wit, the running of 


this particular train and therefore, as held, an object 
already suthorized by law the law, however, being only the ap- 


clause for each year. It has never been be in 

This oh, stands on a very different basis fr 
that on'whitk Be ring it in the bill stand. The 
Stee areata’ law has always held to be the expe- 
of this line of mail, not the mere general indefinite object 


ought to do | 


| bylaw” had always previously to that ruling, so far as my 


| appropriation in an appropriation bill. 
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of furthering mail facilities throughout the country. Now there 
have been ingrafted upon the pending bill, as might have been 
expected, two additional paragraphs of like nature, without, of 
course, even the pretense of being an object heretofore author- 
ized by the so-called law of an appropriation. Of course, if this 
sort of business is to be mitiated, and is to go on. everv railroad 
in this country is likely to reach out for this additional subsidy 


or additional compensation not authorized by law. 


I remember that in Postmaster-General Wanamaker’s adminis- 


tration he stated in his report that the appropriation made by this 
paragraph did not expedite or improve even this particular serv- 
ice, and that it caused a great deal of trouble in arranging with 
other railroads. He said, in substance: ‘‘ You have given extra 
compensation to one line of road; now give it to all or to none.” 


He said that this special compensation to this one line acted as an 
obstruction to the Department in dealing with the railroads 
throughout the country. 

As I have said, at least twice this particular paragraph has been 
held in order because it was in continuation of an object previously 
authorized by law—and two years ago the House in committee 
sustained the decision—and if it is to be held in order now it must 
be so held on that and no other ground. Now, this point does not 
apply at all to the two paragraphs that follow, because it is not 
claimed that they are in continuation of an object authorized by 
any existing law, not even by a provision in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I will ask the gentleman whether at 
the time when the ruling was made by the gentleman from Loui- 
siana |Mr. BLANCHARD], which was read by the gentleman from 
Georgia, this was not a new item? Was it not an item fixing the 
termini at different places from those named in preceding bills? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly. There was a variation of the 
Southern terminus, but he held that the paragraph was in con- 
tinuation of an object authorized by existing law, the facilitation 
of the service on this particular line. I thought the ruling made 
at that time was improper; I[ still think so, notwithstanding the 
Committee of the Whole sustained it. 

In this connection I may say an ‘‘ object previously authorized 
observa- 
tion extended, been construed to cover objects authorized by per- 
manent law—not objects authorized for a single fiscal year by an 
The mere placing of a 
oy some appropriation in an appropriation bill for any particu- 
ar fiscal year, beginning with the year and ending with it, does 
not make permanent law, and the object referred to in sucha 
provision is not a continuous object. But Ll admit the ontrary 
was held with respect to this item, and because this improper de- 


| cision was sustained by the Committee of the Whole on that occa 


sion, the present Chairman may feel himself constrained to follow 
that bad ruling on the first paragraph. 

Mr. LINNEY. Allow me to ask this question: In all matters 
of doubt, is it not always the safer course to follow precedent? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Personally, [ do not think there is any doubt 
in the mind of any gentleman who has judicially examined the 
ruling referred to. Let me say to my friend from North Carolina 
that if it should possibly be ruled that new items of this character 
may be placed on this appropriation bill from year to year, giving 
to any particular railroad company a subsidy or additional compen- 
sation not authorized by law, there is not a railroad company in 
the country that would not come in and ask for such a subsidy. 
And gentlemen representing any district where there is such a 
railroad would be obliged to present an amendment for this pur- 
x0se. And when such amendments are held to be in order, no- 
ody can tell what would happen, especially if all the railroad 
companies interested in the matter should combine. 

Gentlemen must see what such a ruling would open up, with 
all the railroads of the country claiming a subsidy or additional 
compensation for carrying the mails. There is no trouble now in 
securing the best possible mail service from all railroads for the 
compensation provided bylaw. That transportation is being sat- 
isfactorily provided throughout the country. and all the railroad 
companies are satisfied with the compensation fixed by law. If 
we begin giving additional compensation to one line other lines 
will want it. 

Hence I say, that while I think the ruling made twice in this 
House on this first paragraph has been wrong, yet if that rulin 
is to be sustained in this case on the ground that it has been hel 
that here is an object previously authorized by law, because it 
has been provided for in an appropriation bill for several years, 
still that principle must not be held to apply to the new items 
that appear in this bill, for no one pretends that they are objects 
heretofore authorized by law. 

Mr. BROMWELL. The gentleman from Maine has said, as I 
understand, that the original object of this appropriation was to 

ite foreign mails. 
. DINGLEY. Yes, sir; the mail to Habana, by way of 


Mr. BROMWELL. And the terminus of this subsidized route 
has now been changed? 





a 


ee 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Does the gentleman from Maine see any 
difference between the right of the roads constituting the route 
as now changed, and furnishing only inland transportation—the 
appropriation being practically for expediting fast mails between 

ew York and New Orleans—does the gentleman see any differ- 
ence between the right of that line to demand a subsidy and the 
right of the Baltimore and Ohio Company to demand a subsidy 
for carrying the mails from Washington to St. Louis, or the right 
of the Cincinnati Southern Railroad to demand a subsidy for car- 
rying the mails from Cincinnati to New Orleans? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notatall. AsI have already said, I believe 
the whole thing is wrong. Butit must be borne in mind that this 
change ‘has not been made in this bill; it was made in previous 
bills. I think that even this provision ought to be held out of 
order; yet [ can see some force in the claim that has been made 
for ruling it in order from the fact that it has been in previous 
appropriation bills. I can see how it may be contended, as my 
friend from Philadelphia has contended, that this is ‘‘an object 
previously authorized by law.” I think such a construction does 
not come within the intention of the rule. I think the intention 
of the rule is that the object should be authorized by permanent 
law—not simply by a temporary appropriation operating for a 
single fiscal year. 

But the point to which I am now calling attention particularly 
is that even if that view be taken it should not be held to apply to 
any new authorization. 

Mr. QUIGG. It is quite true, is it not, that these lines which 
formerly connected at Tampa still make mail connection with 
Habana? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, I assume that they dothrough other lines. 

Mr. QUIGG. So far as the connection with Habana is con- 
cerned there is simply another terminus. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My own belief is that the mere fact that this 
provision has been carried in the appropriation bill from year to 
year, even for seventeen years, is not an authorization of the ob- 
ject by permanent law within the contemplation of the rule. Cer- 
tainly there is not even this slight peg on which to hang a deci- 
sion that the subsequent paragraphs making appropriations for 
additional compensation to new lines never before mentioned in 
appropriation bills are not new legislation. 

r.GROUT. Why, of course, it would last only for the cur- 
rent ee 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is my idea. But I have in mind the 
fact that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole in the 
last Congress held that because this appropriation had been in the 
bills for some years previously it came within that class of appro- 
priations previously authorized by law and was, in other words, a 
continuing object. I disagreed with him at the time in that posi- 
tion, and I have seen no reason to change my judgment since. 
[Applause. } 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, | 
understand the gentleman to -_ that an appropriation for the 
current year, while it would be legal to expend it, does not con- 
stitute law or authorize, in the language of the rule, an appro- 
priation for the coming year? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is my view. I think that with the ex- 
ception of the decision on this particular paragraph referred to 
that has been the uniform trend of decisions. 
wwe It is not law beyond the life of the appropria- 

on bill. 

Mr, CANNON. I only wanted to get the matter clearly before 
the committee. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the present rules of the House 
were adopted with reference to the previous decisions of the 
House and of its presiding officers in the past, and when it is con- 
ceded that for seventeen years this provision has been held to be 
admissible under the rules of the House on an appropriation bill, 
when the rules were substantially as they are now, that seems to 
me to be a confession that this provision is not amenable to the 
point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It kas certainly been a continuing object. 

Mr. LACEY. In the last Congress this question came up be- 
fore the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, Mr, O'Weil, of 
Massachusetts, then presiding, on an amendment to the Indian 
appropriation bill, and there was a discussion covering this same 
point. A proposition was inserted in the bill for the disposition 
of some of the Indian lands. Modifications were made in the ex- 
isting law as to their disposition, and a point of order was made 
upon the provision. It was said that there was a general law cov- 
ering the matter and that the House could not change the general 
law upon the gat hepa bill. The Chairman of the committee, 
however, said in ruling against the point of order: 


The Chair finds, u looking at the matter, that it is the universal cus- 
tom in considering these treaties to modify an Can Sa just as is now 
being done in the present bill, and that it is not only true of Indian treaties, 
as the Chair understands, but it is also true of other treaties. 





In other words, that if this had been an original proposition he 
might have held differently, but he found that similar proposi- 
tions had been held in order for consideration in the House on 
previous occasions, and that such being the case, and the rules of 
the House a the outgrowth of the construction placed by the 
House itself and by its presiding officers on questions of this char- 
acter, he would hold the proposition to be in order. And it was 
held to be in order, because 23 the law is made with reference to 
the decisions of the courts, so the rules of the House are made 
with reference to the previous construction given to them by the 
House itself. 

Now, here is a proposition that the gentleman from Maine js 
discussing with reference to its propriety, as to why it is a good 
thing to give to the Atlantic Coast Line, which supplies the South 
and Southwest with gy fee communications, the appropria- 
tion provided in the bill. But thatis not the question with which 
the Chair has to deal. The question is whether we are infring- 
ing upon existing law; and in view of the precedents heretofore 
established it seems to me it is the duty of the Chair to overrule 
the point of order and to follow the precedents which have becane 
the rules and practice of the House. 

When the question as to the wisdom of the appropriation comes 
up it will be within the power of the Hoase to strike out that 
portion of the bill, if it sees proper, and a motion to strike out 
will be entirely within the rule for consideration. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make simply a 
statement with reference to the point of order raised. ; 

As has been well stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY], we must consider that our rules were adopted with ref- 
erence to the precedents that the House itself has established in 
regard tothem. It will be improper for the Chair to overrule the 

revious decisions interpreting the meaning of a specitic rule, 

vecause it is presumed that the House concurred in that interpre- 
tation by reason of the fact that the rule has not been changed in 
that regard. 

oe CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question 
of order. 

The point of order is raised upon this provision of clause 2 of 
Rule XXI, which contains two propositions: 

2. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing 
existing law bein order in any generalappropriation bill or in any amendment 
thereto. 

On the last proposition in that clause of the rule the Chair would 
bein no doubt whatever but that the point of order was well taken, 
because the Chair finds that the general law upon the subject is 
that the pay per annum per mile shall not exceed the following 
rates, which are specified, and this appropriation is in excess of 
the amount provided by the general law. Now, this appropria- 
tion has been in the appropriation bills for the last seventeen years, 
an excess over the amount limited by the general law, for sub- 
stantially this route; and it is claimed—— 

Mr.LOUD. Not substantially the same route until two years 


“eThe CHAIRMAN. Well, for this exact route for two years, and 
substantially this route for a large portion of the time; but the 
general proposition has been in the bill for seventeen years. 

Now, it has been claimed heretofore—perhaps not so strenuously 
to-day—that placing that item in the appropriation bill for the 
year changed the ye law not only for the time the appropria- 
tion took effect, but for all time thereafter. The present occupant 
of the chair has expressed himself upon that question before. that 
such appropriation only changes the law for the year for which 
the appropriation is made; that it does change the law as to that 

ear, but for no subsequent year; and if this was the only clause 
in the rule the Chair would feel constrained, notwithstanding the 
decisions of previous Congresses—so plain is the law and the rule 
in that regard—to sustain the point of order upon this second 
proposition. 

But there is another provision in the rule, to which the Chair 
will call attention: 

2. No perepeanton shall be in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previous!y 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. 

The Chair has examined the decisions made upon this question 
in former Congresses. There are three or four distinct rulings, 
and generally the ruling of the Chair has been based upon the first 
proposition in this second clause of Rule XXI, that this was in con- 
tinuation of objects already a) riated for. That-may be 4 


strained construction of that clause of the rule. If it was an 
original proposition, and there never had been any decision by any 


previous House, the present occupant of the chair would be in- 
clined to view the second clause of that rule as applying to al! cases: 


Nor shall sny provision law be in order in any general 
appropriation Sea rae. 
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The Chair would be inclined to hold that that second clause 
covered every case; but after consideration by different members 
of the House who have occupied the chair, and the reasons that 


te, and also in view of the fact that 
the committee has on one occasion at least, by a large majority, 
sustained the Chair in that ruling, the Chair is inclined to follow 
the precedent thus set, and to hold that this paragraph is in order 
under the first proposition of the second clause of Rule XXI, as being 
in continuation of an object already appropriated for and author- 
ized by law, although that authorization is limited to the present 
fiscal year. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order upon 
that ground. ; : 

Mr. LOUD. I move to strike out the eee and in sup- 
port of that I desire to be very brief, because I have gone over this 
ground very thoroughly heretofore. 

Before going into the matter. I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to one point or one difficulty that possibly may confront 
him hereafter in his ruling. 

Mr. BROMWELL. If the gentleman will allow me, I have an 
amendment at the desk which should be considered before the gen- 
tleman’s motion is considered, and I ask the gentleman to with- 
hold his motion until my amendment can be offered and voted 

mn. 
by LOUD. Very well, Mr. Chairman; I will yield for the pur- 
pose of allowing the gentleman to offer his amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. BROMWELL was read, as follows: 


Strike out in lines 17 and 18 the words “one hundred and ninety-six thou- 
sand six hundred and fourteen dollars and twenty-two cents”; and insert 
after the word “ Orleans,” in line 17, page 8, the following words: 

“And from Cincinnati, Ohio, by way of Chattanooga, Tenn., and Birming- 
ham, Ala.. to New Orieans, La.; and from Washington, D. C., by way of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, to St. Louis, Mo.; and from Kansas City, Mo., to Newton, Kans.; 
and from Chicago, Ill., to Council Bluffs, lowa; and from Chicago, IIL, to 
Minneapolis, Minn., seven hundred thousand dollars.” 

‘Also, strike out the words commencing with the beginning of line 23, page 
8, and ending with the last word in line 11, page 9. 


have been given after full de 


Mr. CRISP. Imake the point of order against that amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The last part of that is inapplicable. 

Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order on that under the ruling 
and decision just made by the Chair. I hope the gentleman will 
not seek to embarrass this matter. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, this matter of the point of 
order upon this proposition has been so thoroughly discussed that 
Ido not care to make any argument upon it. I merely wish to 
say this, that I can conceive of no reason in the world why this 
one line should be given a subsidy of $196,000 while other lines are 
now carrying fast mails without any appropriation from the Gov- 
ernment and many of them are carrying mails for which they are 
not paid at all. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I think the gentleman is not speaking to the 
point of order. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Well, I think I have the right to talk as 
I please upon the point of order—for a few moments anyway. 
{Laughter.] Why should we give this subsidy exclusively to this 
one line, to the exclusion of every other line in this country equally 
meritorious? Now, I propose by this amendment to tap this line 
to which this subsidy is given, the Coast Line, at Washington City, 
and see that a fast mail goes West as far as Cincinnati and St. 
Louis for distribution, and also to - it again at Cincinnati, so 
that a fast mail may go through the Southern States to the Gulf. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall speak to the point of order. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I donot want to be discourteous to my friend. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have endeavored with all the intelligence 
at my command to try to master the maine of these two pro- 
visions which have been quoted from our rules in the points of 
order that have been raised. I can not understand, and I do not 
desire to reflect upon the Chair, how the ruling of the Chair on 
the point of order which has just been raised and decided was 
made.. It seems to me that they are two independent rules, and 
if an amendment which is pro to a bill comes within the 


m™m and the provisions of either one of these rules, that it is 
subject tothe point of order. Ican not understand how the Chair 
= say that if that second rule alone had been in existence and the 


had not been there he would have decided the point of order 

well taken, and afterwards say, in spite of this second rule, 

ts any new legislation on an appropriation bill, in 

spite because his predecessors sitting in the chair as Chair- 

men of the ttee of the Whole have so decided that under the 

frst section of ar -_ the point of order is not well taken against 
subsidy. 

These are two entirely distinct and separate rules; and if this 
amendment is subject to the point of order under cither one of 
them it ought to go out now. en, if the Chair can sustain this, 
that is, the provision which is now in the bill reported by the 
committee, and sey that the point of order can not be raised 
soninat it because it was in last year’s appropriation bill, it seems 

me there can be no reason given why this amendment I 
Propose may not go into this bill. As I say, I have been listen- 





ing to all that has been said, and I have been trying as intelli- 
gently as I could to apprehend what is meant by this rule in 
question; and I can not but feel that the statement of the rule as 
given by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinaLey] is a correct 
one; that the mere fact that this subsidy for the Southern Line 
was in the last year’s appropriaticn bill is no reason in the world 
why it should goin again. If it be true that no new legislation 
18 now proposed in this subsidy, then I can not understand what 
objection there should be to our proposition to give subsidies to 
other lines equally meritorious. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call your attention to 
one thing here which may be a little embarrassing in relation to 
the ruling the Chair made on the preceding paragraph. The only 
ground that the Chairman had to stanc upon there was ‘in con- 
tinuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress.” Although the work in progress may be 
a public building or the improvement of river and harbor works, 
of course the Chair does not mean to assume that we can go on in 
an appropriation bill beyond the amount of money that has been 
provided by statute. As as illustration, if we appropriate for the 
construction of a public building and limit the cost to $250,000, 
the Chair can not assume, ‘‘ for the continuation of a work already 


in progress,” that we can in an appropriation bill—in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill—go beyond the limitation fixed. Now, 


then, I havestated thefirst proposition of theChairman. Of course 
you can not reverse yourself, but you see you may get tangled up 
in these propositions before you get through. 

The law provides that railroad companies shall receive such an 
amount of money formail pay. Within that, of course, Congress 
has the power to appropriate, but beyond that it is exactly a par- 
allel case with a public building. You have no power, except by 
special legislation, to go beyond the proviso contained in the stat- 
ute enacted. I think, Mr. Chairman, that if the preceding pro- 
visions were in order this amendment must be. I can not see 
how it can stand upon any different plane, because it is subtan- 
tially the same character of work. The Chair himself gives no 
force to the argument that it has a standing before this House be- 
cause it was in a previous appropriation bill, but only recognizes 
it as in continuation of work already in progress. Now, that con- 
sideration must necessarily apply to this as well as to the other 
paragraph; it is in furtherance of the work of expediting the mail. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, Who is responsible for the paragraphs 
which have been discussed during the last four or five minutes? 
On whose recommendations were these several subsidies inserted 
in the bill? Have they been recommended by the Post-Office De- 
partment? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman frankly that the Post- 
masters-General for years have condemned this system in unmeas- 
ured language. Even the present Postmaster-General, though 
perhaps he may have voted for this at some time, condemns it in 
unmeasured language. Thisis notacertified item. Itisnotsub- 
mitted by the Department to the committee. As to who is re- 
sponsible for it, permit me to say to the gentleman that if I knew 
I could not divulge it. 

Mr. COUSINS. I think there are one or two of these items that 
have no precedent in former appropriation bills. For instance, I 
read a paragraph which appropriates $100,000 to improve the 
facilities for carrying the mail from Chicago to Council Bluffs, 
and prescribing that the mail shall be carried via a certain route. 
Now, I do not understand that any such provision as that has 
been passed in previous appropriation bills. Somebody must be 
responsible for the recommendation of a paragraph of that kind. 
Do I understand the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to say that he does not know who is responsible? 

Mr.LOUD. IsaidthatifIdidknowIshouldnottell. [Laugh- 


ter. 

itr. COUSINS. Oh! [Laughter.] 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I will give him the information he desires. 

Mr. COUSINS. That is what I am after. 

Mr. LORIMER. Just before this bill was ordered to be reported 
to the House, we had up for discussion in the committee this item 
for fast-mail service from New York by way of certain Southern 
cities. At that meeting there was inserted an item of $81,000 for 
expediting the mails from Kansas City to Newton. At the same 
time I discovered that a committee of citizens of Chicago had been 
before the Committee on the Post-Office requesting that an item of 
$100,000 be inserted in this appropriation bill for special mail facili- 
ties from Chicago to Council Bluffs by way of the Burlington road. 
and on my motion this paragraph was placed in the bill. Since 
the bill was reported I have learned that we have three other roads 
running from Chicago to Council Bluffs that can just as well handle 
the mails as the one that would necessarily be compelled to carry 
them if this item remains in the bill in its present shape, and for 
that reason I have prepared an amendment to strike out ‘‘ by way 
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of Burlington,” which will leave the matter open to competition 
between the four roads running from Chicago to Council Bluffs. 

Mr. C@USINS. Mr. Chairman, that is entirely satisfactory. 
I simply wanted to know who fathered this provision, and to know 
why it was limited to one route. I do not wish to be understood 
as being against any kind of increased facilities for carrying the 
mails from Chicago to Council Bluffs. Iam in favor of increased 
facilities, and I would like to have as many such facilities as pos- 
sible. For instance, it might be a good t ae to have the lines 
that run most direct from Chicago to Council Bluffs recognized 
in this provision for increased facilities. 

a INGLEY. Mr. Chairman, is there not a point of order 

nding? 

The CHAIRMAN. There wasa point of order pending, but the 
Chair sustained it, and after that some discussion was had. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then is there any other amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understood the chairman of the Committee 
on = Post-Office and Post-Roads to move to strike out the para- 

aph. 
The CHAIRMAN, He did, but afterwards withdrew the mo- 
on. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think that motion was 
withdrawn only temporarily. Does not the chairman of the com- 
mittee intend to renew his motion to strike out this paragraph? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir; I move to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out, on page 8, lines from 14 to 22, inclusive. 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Califor- 
nia will allow me to ask him a questior, I should like to call his 
attention to the statement he made a moment ago that the present 
Postmaster-General and preceding Postmasters-General have con- 
demned this appropriation for special mail facilities. In connec- 
tion with that statement I wish to call his attention to a proviso 
contained in the bill: 

Provided, That no portion of the appropriation made by this 


| pe en h 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expendi- 
ture necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


Referring him to the fact that every Postmaster-General has ac- 
tually expended this appropriation, 1 want to ask the gentleman 
from California if he proposes to substitute his judgment as to 
what the Postmaster-General thinks for this demonstration of 
what the Postmaster-General thinks? 

Mr. LOUD. Iam perfectly willing to a for questions, but 
I do not like to have a gentleman take up all my time in propound- 
= a question so that I can not answer it within my five minutes. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
is recognized now in his own right. 

Mr. LOUD. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that the 
Postmaster-General accepts the direction of Congress and con- 
tinues the service. Thatisall. The fact still remains that every 
Postmaster-General since 1890 has persistently and consistently, 
over his own signature, condemned this system, and urged Con- 
gress not to appropriate for the purpose. 

NM, QUIGG. Is there anything in the report of the present 
Postmaster-General cendemning it? 

Mr. LOUD. There is nothing in the present report; but there 
is a communication which the gentleman from Missouri has here 
upon this very subject. The Postmaster-General did not touch 
this subject in his last report. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I to discuss as briefly as — 
the pending provision of the bill. The proposition which di y 
concerns us is to give a subsidy to a line of railroad running a 
train between New York and New Orleans, leaving New York at 
4.30 a.m. and arriving at New Orleans at 8.30 p.m. the next day. 
Now, of course our Southern friends and gentlemen living along 
this line of railroad will tell you with candor that this ar- 
rangement expedites the mails, that this is a fast train, and that 
it is absolutely necessary for them in order that — may receive 
their mail matter in time. Sir, this train leaves New York, as I 
have said, at 4.80 a.m. The regular mail train leaves New York 
at 12.15 at night, and this night train accommodates not only the 
New York mails, but also the mail leaving Boston at 5 o’ the 
same afternoon. 
us is a toute wees Uecker anime tater ak mht arriving 

tis a Ww um along down 

here at 11.15. This rapid train, this fast-mail train that gentle- 
men 8 of, occupies six hours and forty-five minutes between 
New York and Washington. This train, if the facts were known, 
is a milk train when it leaves New York, and after lumbering 
along until it reaches the vicinity of Philadelphia it then becomes 
& passenger train, accommodating travel from that city to Wash- 
ington. Iaffirm that the real wants of the mail service are accom- 
modated by the mail train leaving New York at 12.15 at night. 

Now, let us follow this fast-mail train to its terminus. 


friends claim that it gives the city of New Orleans an expedit...] 
mail. The New Orleans Board of Trade has come here urginy ;},. 
continuation of this train, saying: ‘‘ Don’t take off this trai. ; 
you do it will ruin our industries.” Sir, this train arrives at \ 
Orleans, when it is on time, at 8.30 p.m. The mail which it ..... 
ries can not reach the post-office earlier than 9 o'clock. Wher. js 
the business man who is waiting to receive that night the let; 
which arrive at the post-office at 9 o’clock? There is no deli) 
that night, of course. - Now, sir, the regular mail train arriy, 
New Orleans at 7.40 a.m. As a matter of course the two m; 

so far as that city is concerned, could both upon this trai 
which arrives in the morning. Gentleman, I os not believe there 
are twenty men in this House who, if they would calmly iny,<;;- 
gate this question without outside surrounding inflences, w...,\4 
vote for this a ypropriation. 

Mr, TAWNEY. MayI ask the gentleman a question beforo 
he takes his seat? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, if I am confined to five minutes I would 
rather not undertake to answer questions. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Isimply want to ask the gentleman a sinelo 
question in the line of his argument. Is it not a fact that for 
more than ten yore the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Rail- 
road has furnished these special facilities for carrying the mails 
between Chicago and Minneapolis without any subsidy what- 
ever? 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 
and many other railroads of the country have done the same. Tho 
New York Central, running an exclusively fast-mail train between 
New York and Chicago, a train upon which nota single passenger 
is carried, receives from the Government not one cent in addition 
to the regular mail pay. The New York Central was formerly a 

icipant in this subsidy; but that company at last said to the 
ost-Office Department, ‘‘ Under the regular system we shall }» 
well paid. We do not desire to icipate further in this fund; 
we believe it is a disturbing condition; we refuse hereafter to be 
participants in the fund.” 

Our New England friends, of course, have in many instances 
advocated this subsidy, assuming that they shared in its benefi's. 
But, sir, this appropriation has not been expended beyond the city 
of New York for a number of years. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the tleman allow me to ask him a 
question with reference to the New York Central? 

Mr. LOUD. see: 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. BINGHAM. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California be allowed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, before the gentleman resumes, I wish to 
ask him this question: Did not the New York Central give up its 
a under the special-facilities provision because the Post- 

fice ent gave it a reweighing of the mails, outside of 
the four years’ limitation sooriaed ter law, and by this reweighing 
does not the New York Central receive annually several hundred 
thousands of dollars? 

Mr. LOUD. I can not say as to that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is so. 

Mr. LOUD. That is a question which might be answered one 
way or the other without affecting the merits of this proposition. 

But permit me to say—and we may as well recognize the fact 
here as anywhere else—that the Pennsylvania Railroad is the 
strong factor behind all this proposition. You withdraw that 
support and the proposition falls to the ground instantly of its own 
weight. And let:me say that that receives but the insignifi- 
cant sum of about $27,000 out of this _. 

Mr. MILES. Let me ask the gentleman this question: Is it 
your opinion that this train will run anyway, even without the 
allowance’ 


? 
Mr. LOUD. Why, Mr. Chairman, this is the long ronte to New 
Orleans. They have torun a fast train to compete with theshorter 


tion. 
New York, without taking into consid- 
a Se it, for regular mail pay 
a year. is done by reason of the con- 
on that road. This same is _ of suc h 
Burlington and Quincy road, the Cinmn- 
: lines teen they have put on fast- 
has concentrated the mails fr: me 
line, which gives a very heavy msl, 
of the lange pay received for the 


’ by the time-table of the com- 

y itself, is shown to be two hours slower than the regular )\* 
Now, you can consult the time- 

1 do not care to take the time of 

it, but it shows exactly what I have stated, 

run on the same 


if 
A 


WwW 
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there? 1 know that he does not want to misstate the facts. 
‘As to the failure to spend the money on the other side of New 


| 
} 
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Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question just | to say that they have paid it out not to foster and promote the 


postal service, but to foster and promote the 


Pennsylvania Rail- 
road? 


York, of which the gentleman speaks, the Second Assistant Post-| Mr. LOUD. This proviso has only been in the bill two years. 

master-General states that the reason why it is not expended there | Mr. CRISP. Then for two year: The gentleman stated that 

was because he could not make proper schedules with these roads. | the Postmasters-General had always opposed it; and yet | it. 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, they did not want to participate in the fund? | Mr. Chairman, that with the full discretion the 
Mr. SWANSON. No; but because he could not make proper | Postmasters-General either to pay it out or not to | as 

schedules of time with the roads. | in their judgment it would further or not further the postal serv- 
Mr. LOUD. Very well; I will even concede that and accept | ice, every Postmaster-General, Republican and Democratic, has 

the statement of the gentleman if he will allow me to proceed. __ felt it his duty to pay it out? Why, it seems to me, Mr. ( an, 
Now, Mr. Chairman, this question of railroad transportation | that is an absolute refutation of the suggestion mad my friend 

or mail pay for this service is a very important item; and I say | from California [Mr. Loup]. 

now, and I wish I could get every railroad manager in the United Mr. LOUD. Of course you do not deny the time-table 

States tocome here and coolly and calmly discuss the proposition— Mr. CRISP. If my friend from California can establish the 

I say that this matter of the transportation of the mails over the | fact which he has stated before this committee; if he will go to 


railroads is one of the most aggravating questions now confront- 
ing the American people. We are paying enormous rates, permit 
me to say, for the transportation of mails on railroad routes. 
There has been no reduction in this pay since 1876. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Eighteen hundred and seventy-eight. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, since 1878. Now, I will put the question to 
any gentleman here: Is there any business venture in this country, 
of any kind or character of business, or in the labor of the coun- 
try, that has not been reduced during that period? 

I have heretofore on the floor of the House, and I suppose you 
know the fact, been consistently opposed to the reduction, the 
horizontal reduction, suggested in the mail pay. I have opposed 
the reduction, not that 1 believed the companies are not getting 
too much, but because I desired, as far as possible, to maintain 
existing conditions. 1 ; 
made in the pay of the railroads it would disorganize the service 
throughout the country, and I can not understand what motive 
there is behind this proposition for continually bringing it before 
Congress to agitate and aggravate the people of the whole country. 


I imsisted that if the horizontal cut were | 


i 
| 





The Pennsylvania Railroad people, as [ have already said, are | 


the people back of this whole proposition. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Now, what makes you make that proposition? 
Mr. LOUD. Because it isa fact. [Laughter.| 
Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman readily understands that facts 


are facts. Now, the gentleman from California has stated that | 


this great ion, for its mail facilities furnished to the Gov- 
ernment, received about a million of dollars under the general 
sta tutes—— 

Mr. LOUD. A million of dollars? Why, they get nearly three 
and a half million dollars from this service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 


| absolute control of the schedule. 


| 9, he would wait until the 9 o'clock train. 


the Office of the Postmaster-General and show that it 
sary to expend this money to facilitate the tr insportation of this 
mail to the South, I will venture the m that not one dollar 
of this money will be expended, even if we do authorize it in the 
bill. This is no absolute appropriation, but it puts it in the dis- 
cretion of the Postmaster-General—to be expended only if,in his 
judgment, the expenditure will promote the interests of the postal 
service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the people in the section where I live feel 
some interest in this matter. It is not a question of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad or any other railroad. Here is a great mail line 
from New York to New Orleans, which has a branch to Florida, 
serves Cuba, and goes outto Texas. For many years this has been 
expedited. This is only one of many cases where extra pay is 
given for rapid work. When you appropriate for and appoint a 
great number of carriers in a city, to make four or five deliveries 
daily, you are giving extra pay for rapid work. When you make 
a contract with electric-car companies, you are giving extra pay 
for rapid work. 

This line gives us our mail at Danville, Charlotte, Atlanta, and 
Montgomery fourteen hours earlier than we got it before the mail 
was expedited. To New Orleans and Birmingham it makes the 
delivery fifteen hours earlier. To Houston, Tex., fourteen hours; 
and to all the points in the Southwest, fifteen. 

Under the contract made by the Postmaster-General he has the 
This train leaves the city of New 
York at 4.30 in the morning. I am sure that if my friend from 
California happened to be in New York and was coming to Wash- 
ington, and could come on a train at 4.30 in the morning or one at 
So it is with all the 
other passengers. Now, in order to make connections here, the 
train must leave there at 4.30 in the morning without passengers. 

The train here must wait for such train; the train at Charlotte 


18 not neces- 


assert 


The Clerk read as follows: must wait; the train at Atlanta must wait; so that by the arrange- 
Amend by striking out the word “and,” in line 16, on page 8, and add the | ment with the Postmaster-General the mail is transferred, and in 
words “and Houston, Tex.,” after the words “ New Orleans,” in line 17, on | that rapid way connections are made. In the contract, as I under- 
page 8. | stand it, there is a provision that on their failure to connect and 
Mr.CRISP. I thought there wasa motion pending to strike out | deliver the mail uponschedule time the Postmaster-General has the 
to be first ined. | right to “‘ dock” the road theamount that it would have been paid if 


Mr. DINGLEY. What is the amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 


The amend ment was in read. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I e the point of order against that. 


| comfort to all that section of the country; our business 


the mail had been delivered on schedule time. 
is in it. 


Now, that is all there 
We have had this service for many years. It has been a 
men, our 
eat iy be nefited 


newspapers, and our people generally have been gr 
by it, and I appeal to the committee now not to deprive us of the 


The CHAISMAN. The gentleman from Maine raises the point | advantages derived from it simply upon some vague suggestion 


of order age*st the amendment. The point of order is made un- 
der clause 4 of Rule XXI. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CRISP. Just a word or two, Mr. Chairman, in reply to 
the criticisms of my friend from California [Mr. Loup]. This 
committee might very well wonder, after listening to the gentle- 
man’s ss how this provision to expedite the mails found 
a 


made by the gentleman from California. And,as I said to you, 
if he can substantiate what he says, you know and the chairman 
knows, and everybody knows, that the Postmaster-General will 
never pay out a dollar of thismoney. He is not authorized to pay 
it unless it promotes the postal service; and if it does not he will 
not pay out a dollar. 

Mr. QUIGG. May I ask the gentleman from Georgia a 


ques- 
r.LOUD. If the gentleman will permit me, I will tell him. | tion? 

Mr. CRISP. Onemoment. The gentleman states in the first| Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman—— 
place that the train which carries this mail is slower than The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York desires to 
another train on the same road. ask the gentleman from Georgia a question. 

Mr. LOUD. That is correct. Mr. KYLE. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. CRISP. And yet the law provides, and has provided for| Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman from Georgia said a moment ago 
years, that no part of the ropriation made for this purpose | that if the mails were not delivered on time the Postmaster-Gen- 
shall be expended unless hie Postmaster lenewat shall deem such | eral reserves the right to enforce a penalty. 
expenditure necessary in order to promote the interest of the Mr. CRISP. That is my understanding. 
postal service. Mr. QUIGG. That is the way I understand it. That is not in 

The ee ane iy oI would lead you to believe that the | the law, but it is a provision of the Postmaster-General. 
Postmasters-General, Le eas and Democratic, had ex- Mr. CRISP. I am notinformed as to that. 
et Se meny not to the interests of the postal serv- Mr. BINGHAM. That is the general statute. 

but to further the interests of some railroad company. Do| Mr. QUIGG. Well, is it not a fact that under this provision 


the Postmaster-General is now in a position to make these trains 
faster or not to expend the money? 

Mr. CRISP. Iso understand. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Under this law the whole schedule is under 
the direction of the Postmaster-General. 
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Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, this proposition does not come be- 
fore the House to-day for the first time. Ata former session of 
Congress I made an effort to strike it out on a point of order. I 
thought then, sir, that sufficient argument was made to establish 
the fact that the clause similar to this was subject to the point of 
order. But I do not propose to discuss that to-day. Iam opposed 
to this appropriation because it is a subsidy and wrong in prin- 
ciple. Now, admit, for the sake of argument, that this train car- 
ries the mail into the States of Georgia, Alabama, and Louisiana 
some faster, we can not justify ourselves in voting this appropria- 
tion, because this particular community of our common country 
- an extra benefit from it, because it is an unjust and improper 
discrimination. The mail matter of this country is weighed every 
four years. 

The Post-Office Department at stated periods weighs the mail 
matter for a given length of time, and upon this weighing a con- 
tract to carry the mails for the succeeding four years is made. 
Now, what makes it right to send the mails over this line more ex- 
peditiously than over the other lines of the country? The con- 
dition, gentlemen, is coming to the front that I predicted years ago 
with reference to this proposition—that the time is not far distant 
when every railroad in the United States will be clamoring at the 
doors of Congress for an extra appropriation for carrying the mails. 
They aredoing so now. Inthis billare twonewlines. Ifthese get 
in, others will, until there will be a sufficient number of them to 
control Congress in this respect. I did not pose then specially as a 
prophet, but the statements that I made then are being verified 
to-day. How are you going to say to these gentlemen whose mail 
goes out from Cincinnati and down through the country in which 
llive that we @vill give this road this extra-facility pay and not 
give it to them? I submit, gentlemen, that you can not sustain 
this appropriation upon principle. 

Now, something has been said about what the Postmasters-Gen- 
eral have had to say upon propositions similarto this. I want to 
to say now, Mr. Chairman, without fear of contradiction from any 
source, that every Postmaster-General that has made any state- 
ment with reference to them has inveighed against them. I 
challenge contradiction upon that proposition. There is not a 
Postmaster-General since this system has been in existence who has 
stated to Congress that it was proper and ought to be continued. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Willthe gentleman permit metoask him 
a question? 

r. KYLE. I have but little time, but I would like to yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. The question is, if the Postmasters- 
General have been opposed to this appropriation, why, then, have 
they from year to year expended the money when they had it 
within their power under the law to refuse to pay it? 

Mr. KYLE. I suppose they have considered the fact that Con- 
gress had made the appropriation as an expression favorable to 
the idea that it should be used in this way, and that the railroads, 
seeing it was made, insisted upon it as to some extent right that 
they should have it. 

But take our present Postmaster-General. What does he say 
when he comes to that question? Mind you, it is his duty under 
the law to submit estimates of the amount necessary to run his 
Department for two years. I call special attention to that, be- 
cause he is a gentleman who served here with you in the House 
and many of you know him as a man of the finest character, and 
I believe it has been stated that he voted for a proposition like 
this when he was a member of eee. He has become familiar 
with the necessities of the Post-Office Department now, and what 
has he to say? I read from his last report or the report of his 
Second Assistant. Hear it: 

In submitting the estimates for the fiscal years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896 this 


office declined to include the item of “ 5 facilities,’ for reasons hereto- 
fore stated. 


And he, as his predecessors have done, declines to submit an 
estimate. 

He submits to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post-Roads 
the estimates of the amount of money necessary to carry on the 
mail service, but he does not include this. Why? Evidently be- 
cause he does not think it proper to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ired. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, gentlemen, if the Postmaster-General, the 
man whom you intrust with the management of the postal busi- 
ness of this country, does not think that it is n , and does 
not ask you for it, is it a proper thing for members of Congress, 
upon the casual investigation that they are enabled to give this 

uestion, to force it upon him, and that, too, at a time when our 
Tocnve is in a strained condition? 

Now, I will call attention to the views entertained by other 
Postmasters-General. General Dickinson during his istra- 
tion condemned the principle involved in this proposition as 


demoralizing to the service. General Wanamaker, in his annual 
report made in 1892, uses this language: 

The special-facility allowance has for some Siren 
much annoyance to the Department, and has Seapetel he es 
the service. ‘s of 

Now, gentlemen, if you accept these statements of the heads of 
the Post-Office Department as true, and you can not deny therm 
are you going to thrust upon the Department an appropriation 
which not on y doesnot do the thing which the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] claims, but which, as Mr. Wanamake 
actually hampers the best interests of the service? 

As I said a while ago, this proposition is wrong in principle 
because, to use a common expression, it is making fish of one and 
fowl of the other. It is wrong in principle. It is in the face of 
the opposition of all the Postmasters-General that have ever at. 
tempted to deal with the subject. 

Now, let us look for a moment at the compensation paid to the 
railroads for mail service. Take the very system of roads that is 
now receiving this extra subsidy; I mean the line from Bostop 
Mass., by way of New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New 
Orleans. It is to-day receiving for carrying this mail, outside of 
this subsidy, $1,522,125.59, yet by this proposition you propose to 
give them $196,614.22 for doing that for which they are already more 
than abundantly paid. The amount paid these lines without the 
subsidy is in excess of that which is required to run the govern. 
ments of many of the States of this Union. 

Now, with this vast sum of money going into the coffers of 
this railroad system, with the Postmasters-General against the 
appropriation for the extra subsidy, are you going to appropriate 
the amount anyway, in violation of —— of fair dealing, of 
justice between the respective sections of this country, especially 
when you have nothing to show that it is necessary for the mail 
service? 

Mr. CRISP. What railroad is it that the gentleman says vets 
over a million and a half of dollars? 

Mr. KYLE. The line from Boston, Mass., by way of New 
York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman spoke of it as if it were one rail- 
road, whereas several great railroads are included in that line. 

Mr. KYLE. Well, l regret that I have been misunderstood upon 
the proposition. 

Mr. SWANSON. Let me say to the gentleman that, in the pre 
ceding discussion of this subject to which the gentleman has re- 
ferred, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, made a state- 
ment in which he compared the pay of this road with the average 
pay of 14 railroads in this country for carrying the mails, which 
showed that this line got only about half the average pay per mile. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam stating the facts as I have them, and [| chal- 
lenge successful contradiction of what I have said on these propo- 
sitions. The roads mentioned get pay for the amoant of mail mat- 
ter carried by them, for the work they do, and they ought to be 
satisfied. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gentieman 
from Mississippi—and I want to impress + clr pms the minds of 
our Western friends—that this particular railroad system is receiv- 
ing 20 per cent more regular mail pay than any of the roads run- 
ning out of our cities in the West. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 
y unanimous consent, the time of Mr. Kye was extended for 
five minutes. 

Mr. KYLE. I shall not abuse the courtesy of the committee by 
consuming so much time as five minutes. I was about to observe 
that I should be glad to papeent this proposition, because I would 
like to go with my friends here. I can not do it, however, because 
in my opinion this appropriation, in the first place, does not accom- 
plish the purpose its friends navein view. 1 have tried to investi- 

te this matter carefully and to deal with it fairly, and | Jo not 
Caicos this appropriation expedites the mail into the South. | 
think it is simply a lump sum of money given to this railrovd sys- 
tem out of the generosity of Congress. I could even believe that 
it did expedite the service I ee ee et conse in 
voting for the appropriation, but I can not get even that consola- 
tion out of it. Ido not propose to go now into the question of 
these time-tables. We have gone over that subject heretofore and 
others have discussed it this e . It has been stated that this 
expedites the mail to the city of Houston, Tex., fourteen hours. 
Gentlemen who make that statement forget that this line extends 
only to New Orleans, several hundred miles this side of Houston. 

. SWANSON. At that point let me correct the gentleman. 
Heretofore, before this oes pay was given to the Southern road, 
the train arrived at 10.30 at night. It arrives now at ‘.°\ 2 
makes connection with the Texas and Mexican trains. I! ' = 
gentleman will look at the time-tables, he will see that. and he 
ought to know that the Department requires them to make time 
80 as to make that connection. : These 

Mr. KYLE. I want to say this further, Mr. Chairman. — 
great railroad lines have to run in competition with each othet 


r Says, 








1896. 





The trains that go out of Washington and by Atlanta have torun 
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in competition with the trains that go by way of Bristol and | 


Chatanooga to Memphis. This line being the shortest route from 
here to Memphis, the Southern Railroad has to run in competi. 
tion with it, and it is because it has to do that that this mail 
service is expedited. They know that if they do not run their 
trains upon such time as will make it desirable for people coming 
from the West to come by Atlanta those people will take the 
other line from Memphis and come over the East Tennessee route. 

I say, gentlemen, when you take the various questions that enter 
into this matter, when you consider the violation of principle in- 
yolved, when yon bear in mind that these railroads have to run in 
competition with each other, I do not believe this Congress can 
justify itself in voting this appropriation, especially when it is 

nown by every man here that for some years past no Postmaster- 
General has ever said that such an appropriation was necessary 
to expedite the mails. 


Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word or | 
two in favor of the proposition embraced in this bill and against 


striking out the pending paragraph. I do not entirely agree with 
the gentleman from Maine | Mr. DinGLry] when he says that this 

roposition was originally ingrafted upon the appropriation bill 
because it was intended to expedite the mails to foreign countries. 
I believe that with that intention there was combined another, and 
one of greater import to the people of thiscountry. I believe that 
in this proposition every citizen North and South is concerned; 
and why? We who live upon the border land know that there are 
two sections in this country, the North and the South. Living in 
the State of Maryland, as I do, in a State which is wedged in be- 
tween the two sections, looking northward to Maine’s rock-bound 
coast and turning southward to behold the vast body of land 
extending to the Mexican Gulf, I know that there is a sentiment 
and a feeling antagonistic in some things between these two sec- 
tions. That was made manifest in the ‘‘ late unpleasantness” and 
many a time since. 

Now, one thing that has been accomplished by the proposition 
embraced in this bill is the drawing together in closer ties of union 
of the Northand the South. Howdoyoudothat? You bring them 
together in trade and in commerce, but not only that, you bring 
them 


one portion of the country to the other. The American citizen 
wants to transact business with dispatch and read the newspaper 
quickly; therefore you must have quick trains. This has been 


accomplished by the action of Congress in the provision embraced | 


in this bill. 

A train starts from Boston at 7.30 p.m. Having gathered all 
the mail of New England, it speeds on its way to New York, which 
itreaches at 4.30in the morning. Half-past 4 o’clock in the morn- 
ing is a time when a railroad company can not afford tosend outa 
train for passenger service. We know that railroad companies 
do business in enter togetrevenue. Why do they send outarapid 
mail train? Because the Government of the United States has 
given them a special appropriation to make such a train possible. 

Leaving New York at 4.30 a. m., this train speeds on its way to 


Baltimore. There it gathers in the mail of western Virginia and 
the State of Maryland, and parts of Pennsylvania. It hasalready 


taken in its course the mail of the Central States of the Union. 
Then it goes on its way to Washington and the South, traversing 
Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, Georgia, and all 
that line of Southern States until it reaches the headlands of 
Florida and the banksof the RioGrande. Taking in all these sec- 
tions of country, it makes it possible to bind together these differ- 
ent parts of the country—to unify them. As sections grow more 
densely populated, sectional feeling tends to increase. The only 
way to obliterate it is to draw the different sections of the country 
together by methods of intercommunication—by annihilating, so 
far as we can, time and space by utilizing all the powers and forces 
of steam in its lightning swiftness, as developed in fast-mail 


8. 

Is it true that; this appropriation has operated as I have said? 
Examine the schedule; examine the time that was taken for this 
service three years ago, when Boston was the northern terminus 
of this route and Tampa the southern,and compare it with the 
— . You will find that from fifteen to twenty-four hours 

ve been gained at different points. I submit, Mr. Chairman, it 
is not right to take a step backward. We are attempting to go 
forward in all these postal matters. Let us not, then, go backward 
upon a fom oa calculated to bind together the sections of this 
= fon is a the most important objects that confront 

Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Chairman, I will not weary the patience of 
this ae maha a ——-. me riend — 
a . KYLE welt a great on the principle 
which Sete is involved in giving $196,000 1or this fast-mail 
service. Why, Mr. Chairman and me, that principle per- 
vades every contract made by the Post-Office Department, from 






———— by the interchange of ideas and mingling of senti- | 
ments—by theletters and the newspapers that are transmitted from | 
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the smallest star-route service up to this very proposition now be- 
fore the House. Sir, what is it that makes the essence of these 
postal contracts? It is the time; it is the expedition of the serv 
ice; it is such questions as whether a particular mail shall start 
at 4 o'clock in the morning or at 8 o’clock—whether it shall be de- 
livered in four hours or eight hours or twelve hours. Time is the 
essence of these mail-transportation contracts; and it is on this 
principle that this provision has been inserted in this bill. Take 
the service on any little star route; you require the contractor to 
perform certain service under certain conditions. If you allow 
him to loiter on the way, and possibly not to deliver the mail until 
the next day, he can take the contract at a much lower rate than 


| if more rapid service is required. 


| action. 


| the gentleman from California 


I hope this Committee of the Whole will take no retrograde 
Previous Congresses, whether Democratic or Republican, 
have been liberal in this matter. We allow extra compensation 
in connection with our star-route service; we allow extra com- 
pensation in connection with our foreign-mail service. The elo- 
quent voices of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Kye] and 
|Mr. Loup] have not been raised 
against subsidies for foreign-mail transportation. We pay atthe 


| rate of $3,200a ton for letters sent to foreign countries when carried 


| tain gentlemen here wish to strike down. 


by American vessels, and not over one-third of that amount when 
carried by foreign vessels. Here is a proposition which requires 
certain railroad companies to afford special mail facilities on lines 
running through one-half of this Union. These lines carry mails 
whose destination is Cuba and Mexico and Central America. 
The proposition of the bill is to facilitate this service, which cer- 
I hope the amendment 


| of the gentleman from California will not prevail. 





The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle 
man from California to strike out this paragraph of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
100, noes 96. 

Mr. CRISP, Mr. ADAMS, and others demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chairman appointed Mr. Crisp and Mr. Loup as tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported 
noes 114, 

So the motion to strike out was rejected. 

The announcement of the vote was received with applause. ] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk, to come in at the end of this provision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, at the end of line nsert: 

“All railway companies carrying the mails may 


ayes 93, 


oo” 
we I 


furnish free transporta- 


| tion on the line of their respective roads to railway mail clerks 


The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Kansas City, Mo., 
to Newton, Kans., $81,(00: Provided, That no part of the appropriation made 
by this paragraph shall be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall 
deem such expenditure necessary in order to promote the interest of the 
postal service. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against this paragraph of the bill. It is an appropriation not au- 


| thorized by existing law. 





| 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FLYNN. I desire to be Seadl on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must decline to hear further dis- 
cussion on the point of order. The Chair has already ruled upon 
a similar proposition. 

Mr. FLYNN. But when a member desires to submit argu- 
ment ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma is aware of 
the fact that debate on a point of order is always in the discretion 
of the Chair. The Chair does not feel justified in detaining the 
committee further to hear discussion upon a question which has 
been already decided. 

Mr. FLYNN. Then permit me to submit a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma, 

Mr. FLYNN. Howcan the Chair pass on the point of order on 
a proposition that was not before the Chair? The proposition that 
the Chair passed upon and to which the Chair has referred was 
an entirely different proposition from that presented here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman from 
Oklahoma that the point of order was made upon an amendment 
including this very paragraph and the following one. 

Mr. FLYNN. But is it not a matter of argument when thereis 
a distinction or difference in the propositions, and when atten- 
tion is called to the fact that the exact language is different from 
that upon which the ruling was made? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman, of course, 
if he desires to be heard upon the question of order. 

Mr. FLYNN. I appreciate the kindness of the Chair in con- 
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senting to hear a discussion after notifying me that he had already 
upon the question of order. 

But I avail myself of the opportunity to say that I fail to see 
how it is that a proposition which the Chair sustains as not being 
subject to the point of order, a proposition in the identical lan- 
guage of this with the exception of the substitution of the names 
of other towns, is in order if this one is not. 

Mr. RY. Will the Chair permit a parliamentary in- 
quiry, if the gentleman from Oklahoma has concluded? 

Mr. FLYNN. I have concluded. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The confusion has been great, but I under- 
stand the proposition just read relates to the special-facility item 
from Kansas City, Mo., to Newton, Kans., and the point of order 
is made against it by the gentleman from Maine. I would like to 
be heard on that point of order when the gentleman from Okla- 
homa has concluded. 

Mr. FLYNN. Iam throngh. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did I understand the Chair to decline to hear 
further argument on the question of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma that the question had been thoroughly discussed, and 
that the Chair had already ruled on a similar proposition. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I do not desire to i food upon itif 
the Chair is disinclined to hear further argument. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Will the Chair permit me a moment? 

The proposition submitted by the gentleman from Ohio included 
various other lines. This proposition is a committee proposition, 
and is one item by itself. 

Now, I submit that, the point of order being made here, we 
should have a ruling on this point of order and on the particular 

uestion raised here by the pending proposition. If the Chair 

oes not care to hear further argument, let us have a ruling upon 
the proposition that is now before the Chair. 
10 CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled on the proposition. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I appealfrom the decision of the Chair, 
and I ask that a vote be taken upon that ae sition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, li the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. MiL- 
LER of sas) there were—ayes 120, noes 11. 

fone y the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Chicago, II., to 
Council Bluffs, Lowa, via Burlington, $100,000: Provided, That no part of the ap- 
—_ made by this paragraph shall be expended unless the Postmaster- 

neral shall deem such expenditure necessary in order to promote the in- 
terest of the postal service. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine makes the point 
——- against this paragraph. The Chair sustains the point of 

er. . 
: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
OwWs: 
Fortieth. For miscellaneous items, $500. 


Mr.HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
ie aan 25, page » ae tal fvee Gath aa at vil 
ons ois : an of presen rr very in towns a - 

Mr. LOUD. I raise the point of order that that is not germane 
to the subject, not even in the same department that controls the 
free-delivery service. 

The CHAIRMAN . Does the gendeman from Oregon desire to 
be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HER If the gentleman from California will re- 


serve his — of order—— 


Mr. LOUD. Very well; I will reserve the point of order. 
ee te at eeeanse ee, 
men entered upon policy of supplying certain small towns 
and villages with a mail service under Sn depedaineane system. 
It is known in the law as the tal i 
tem. In the last appropriation 
that p Forty-six towns were 
General for a eenees: this i i . 
to say, sir, that in major of those towns the highest 
success has been achieved. In some towns the records show that 
the mail service has been very 
revenues have doubled in the 
of the extension of this 
ticular towns. Now, I 
mittee especially 


ted for 


while I read 


First Assistant Postmaster-General for the year 1895, wherein he 


says: 
During the current in will be made to determine imila 
condition does not exist at the other 45 offices— if asimilar 
He having received an adverse report from one of the 46 places — 


Those living in the small towns and villagesshould have the best posta! .. ;)- 
ities their necessities demand, and if after a full knowledge of the benefit, ;, 
them of this service (which I believe few) as compared with the cost of ext... 
ing it throughout the United States the people still want and demand i: | 


assume Congress will .the necessary appropriation and the Post-Opic; 
Department establish the service in accordance with such law. _— 


Now, sir, the yet pean I make, and the point of criticism par- 
ticularly that I dwell upon, is that in the present bill there is 41 
entire absence of any reference to any further continuance of ¢});s 
experimental free delivery. The Committee on Post-Offices ai) 
Post-Roads have deliberately ignored the former policy of the 
Government in this r © provision whatever is made 
for the continuance of this service, and, sir, I take the position 
that in the face of this statement of the Post-Office Departmen: 1s 
to a my ey investigation with reference to the question as to 
whether the service should be continued or discontinued, that it 
comes with r grace from that committee to entirely eliminate 
this service from the pending bill. It seems to me that the coi- 
mittee should at least have continued the service until after {his 
investigation could have been had by the Department and prvy- 
erly reported to thisCongress. If then the investigation disc|osed 
the necessity for the discontinuance of the service—in other words, 
if it demonstrated the fact that there was no further use for it, 
that there was no demand for it, that it was producing no benetit 
to the people upon whom it was conferred—then I am willing to 
admit that the time would have arrived for the committee to dis- 
continue the service. 

But in the face of this statement of the Department, and | say 
again in the face of what will appear by the testimony on (ile in 
the Post-Office Department, the committee should have continued 
this appropriation. I am sure that if they had examined this 
testimony they would very soon have become convinced that this 
service should not be discontinued at this time, but that at least 
the sum of $8,813.55 should have been appropriated for the further 
— of the service until after this investigation could haye 

nm > 

Mr. LOUD. It is not a submitted item, I will say to the gen- 
tleman. The Department does not ask for it, and I do not care 
a agg pete geet radieony « 

Mr. . I say to the gentleman from California that 
I know that the De t does not ask for it, and I am as 
much astonished at that as I am at the fact that the committee 
discontinued it because of the further fact that there is ample 
proof going to show the utility of this service and the further de- 
mand of the le who have been benefited by it who wish it to 
be continued. But if the gentleman from California declines to 
yield, and insists on the point of order, I admit, Mr. Chairman, 
that the point is well taken; but I have been in hopes that after 
having made the statement I have the gentleman would maz- 
nanimously withdraw the point of order and allow this item of 
$8,813 to be appropriated by the bill. Iask the gentleman whether 
he will do that? 


Mr. LOUD. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that this experimental 
free delivery has been e: imented upon until the Department 
is satisfied that it can not be properly executed without an appro- 
priation of from $8,000,000 to $10,000,000, and I do not think we 

repared at this time to enter upon that service. Hence | can 
not agree to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me submit this to the gentleman: That 
it is true that the Department has not recommended it, but at the 
same time it is going to make an investigation as to whether 
the service sh be continued, and it is now proposed to cut 
off the appropriation before that can be done. I submit that | do 


. point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. ; 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to return to two items 
passed over. They will not take up a minute, and I do not cire 
to go into the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General’s depart: nt 
to-night. Iask to return to the two items passed over, and if they 
are going to take any time I shall ask the committee to rise now. 
I would to dispose of those. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2: 
els, $100,000." .. 

Mr, LOUD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to insert there $70,000, 
which I do for the purpose of supplying the amount which was ))ro 
vided for by this electric-car service. Understand that we pro 
vided in that part of the bill for the carriage of the letter carme's 
upon those cars. eee by the House, 
and I ask to insert there. 

Mr. PICKLER. I had a point of order pending as to that par 

It is new legislation. 








1896. 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 


Ptr PICKLER. I do not care to detain the committee, Mr. 
Chairman, but it seems to me that that is exactly in the line of 
what was stricken out to-day on points of order. This is seeking 
to give the ostmaster-General different powers from what he has 
now. Thisisa change of his power. It isa change of the latitude 
that he has in the expenditure of money. It confines him in the 
statute to the expenditure of so much money, while at present he 
js un i in that way; and it provides in terms for the use 
of car fare and bicycles, which is not provided elsewhere. I do 
not think there can be any difference between it and what was 
held obnoxious to the point of order to-day. 

Now, the gentleman from California, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, as I understood, when we left this said that the action of 
the House on this would depend on the action on the electric-car- 
service paragraph. That part has been stricken out, and I under- 
stood that, as one would depend upon the other, the point of 
order in regard to the other would take this out. Now, I inter- 

od the point of order as to this; but I understand the gentle- 
man to state that they were directly connected, and he says now 
that the electric-car service having gone out, he wants it for that 
service, and if that is gone out I insist upon the point of order that 
this is a legislative proposition that is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. I said that it had no connection with the electric- 
car service further than it reduced the estimates for this service. 
We have reduced the amount for this service $70,000 on the sup- 
position that the House would accept the electric-car service. I 
can not see what ground the gentlenzan finds to assume that this 
is subject to the point of order. It is simply providing for the 
carrying of the ils under the system that has been in vogue 
here for years. It provides for the carriage of the letter carriers 
in the expedition of the mails, and I want to state further that it 
has been carried in that way in the bill for eight or ten years, and 
it is not a new item. i 

Mr. PICKLER. Why is it necessary? 

Mr. LOUD. If this point of order were to hold as to this clause, 
Mr. Chairman, I state that it would totally destroy the efficiency 
of the carrier service of the country to-day. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I withdraw the point of order; but I 
doubt that it would have the effect the gentleman states. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 24, after the words “one hundred ” insert ‘and seventy "’; 
80 as to read: 

“For car fare and bicycle allowance, $170,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to offer an amendment to that. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. On yesterday evening when this paragraph 
pd ne over I had read an amendment which I asked to have 
co red 


The {. The gentleman’s amendment was read for 
the information of the committee and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] is 


recogn’ 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Afar line 3, page 8, insert the following: 
the street railway com of the District of Columbia 
shall carry free all mail carriers when on duty.” 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is in the power of 
ngress to enact such a provision as that. 
Mr. BINGHAM. What have we to do with that? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think you have the power to make such 
an enactment. I shall have to make a point of order on the 


amendment. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Before the point of order is made, Mr. Chair- 
I desire to state that the street railway companies of the Dis- 
charters and their franchises 
from the Congress of the United States, and there is no question 


but that Cones has the power to uire them to carry these 
mail carriers while they are on An My amendment is cer- 
feu ae with Ge caepesition to improve our facilities for the 

= the Congress makes an appropriation for 


2 


ao 
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Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have my amend- 
ment read. 

The amendment was read, as follows 

Strike out all of lines 24 and 25 and insert in lieu thereof: 

“ For fourth-class mail service in carrying mail, $100,000 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on that 
amendment. In the first place, I do not think the amendment is 
intelligible, as ‘‘fourth-class mail 


service” is something unknown 
to the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. TALBERT. | desire to amend the language of the amend- 
ment, so as to make it applicable to the salaries of fourth-class 
postmasters. That is my object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 


amendment is not germane to this paragraph 


Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the committee to go to 
page 4, paragraphs 19 and 20. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nineteenth. For mail-messenger service, $1,130,000 

Twentieth. Regulation screen or other wagon servi 70.000, And the 
Postmaster-General may. in h iscretion, use not ex n of $25,000 
of this amount for experimenting in the transportation of mail by pneumatic 
tube or other similar devices 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a transposition 
there. Beginning with the word ‘‘and,” in line 16, I desire to 
transpose that sentence extending down to ‘‘or other similar de- 
vices,” and to change the amount therein specified from ‘' twenty- 
five” to ‘‘ thirty-five” thousand dollars. I wish to insert the sen- 


tence after the word “dollars,” 

Mr. BROMWELL. 
is now pending. 

Mr. LOUD. 
by one motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, insert after the word “ dollars,”’ in line 14, the following 

“And the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion 
sum of $35,000o0f this amount for experimenting in the 
by pneumatic tube or other similar devices 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
the language in this paragraph beginning in line 16, ‘‘and the 
Postmaster-General may, in his discretion,” etc., down to the 
words ‘similar devices.” That is anew proposition, and is clearly 
subject to the point of order. The Postmaster-General has never 


in line 14. 
I have an amendment to that effect 


which 


I understand; but this will accomplish the object 


use not ex« 
transp 


eeding the 
tation of mail 


had any such power before. It is altogether a new power; it is 
new legislation; it has no business on this bill. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, the proposition has been in appro- 


priation bills before, but I have some doubt myself as to whether 
it is not subject to the point of order. However, it is in the in- 
terest of bettering the service, it does not increase any appropria 
tion, and I can not see what possible object the gentleman can 
have in making the point of order against it, because the ultimate 
effect of it must be not only to expedite, but to reduce the cost of 
transporting the mails. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
in charge of this bill if the Postmaster-General has, under the 
law, general authority to transport the mails? 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; and I am free to say that I think he has 
the power under existing law to try this experiment; but I have 
not the law at hand, and if the gentleman from South Dakota 
wants to be persistent 

Mr. PICKLER. Thisis an entirely new proposition, Mr. Chair- 
man—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isinclined to hold that the words 
** for experimenting” would be subject to the point of order. If 
the proposition were simply that the Postmaster-General was 
authorized to use this money for the transportation of the mail 
through pneumatic tubes it would not, in the opinion of the Chair, 
be subject to the point of order; but as the language stands in the 
bill, the Chair is inclined to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, | offer theamendment which 
I send to the desk. 

Tho amendment was read, as follows: 





Insert in line M, after the word “dollars,” the following 
“ And the Postmaster-General may, in his discretion, uss eding the 
sum of $35,000 of this amount in the transportation of mail by pneumatic tube 


or other similar devices.” 


Mr, PICKLER. I make the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent at this 
point, lest I forget it, to insert a comma after the word “ Regula- 
tion,” in line 15. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the amendment 
of the tleman from Ohio is pending. 

The IRMAN. It is pending. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rize. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course. 
sumed the chair, Mr. Paynez, from the Committee of the Whole. Mr. CRISP. We might take it up early in the morning 
reported that they had had under consideration the Post-Office Mr. ALDRICH. I will state for the benefit of the gentlem 
appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. that there is no innovation in these resolutions—nothin « +) oat 
fr. LOUD. I move that the House adjourn. really new. It seems to me the matter is one which we mie}; ‘well 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to with- | pass upon to-night. If any explanations are required, they ¢, b 
draw that for a moment while I present a privileged report from | given now. Bee 


the Committee on Accounts. Mr. CRISP. I do not know that I want to object; but }; 
Mr. LOUD. Very well. a number of resolutions, some of which the committee 
HOUSE EMPLOYEES. and some of which they disapprove. We can not in t! 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted way understand the exact purport of the report. 


. . - . r. A I a 2 2 . : Re. ’ 
the following report, which was read and ordered to be printed in | wornin DRICH. Ihave no objection to its going over until the 
the RECoRD: Mr, CRISP. And if there is no objection it might be well to 
A Committee = Agoounta, to soem " woteared omnte yy have it printed. 

“ea leave vo report, and recommends a ose Which provide tor e a ; wi 
00) ntment of geeaion clerks to the Committees on Manufactures, on Expend- Mr. ICHARDSON. It is a privileged matter, and can be 
tures in the Treasury Department, on Expenditures in the Interior Depart- called up atanytime. ; Saas 
ment, and oa the ae of Ye ea es proves, Mr. BRUMM. There is one consideration in this case. Tho 
ne resolution pro ° oO cle e X : : ne c . } 
Conamittee on Claims during the sessions of the Fifty-fourth Congress, who —_— of the Committee Sa provided for by one of these 
shall receive pay from January 1 last, has been amended by your committee | resolutions has been at wor the greater part of the session, but 
so that the pay shall begin from the date at which said clerk shall take the | under the terms of the resolution his pay will not begin unti| he 
- oe =. and == form said resolution is herewith reported with a | jg sworn in. : 
avorable recommendation. " 
The resolution providing for the reinstatement of Thomas H. Adams as an A Member. That makes a difference of only a day. 
attendant in the west cloak room of the House is disapproved. Mr. BRUMM. If the report is to be acted on to-morrovy, the 
The resolution providing for the appointment of four messengers at $100 delay might not be a serious matter. ; 
per month and one laborer at $60 per month for service under the Postmaster Mr. CRISP. Let th rt 
of the House has been amended by your committee so that it shall read “ one F. ° © ae go over. . 
messenger at gino per month and one laborer at $60 per month during the Mr. ALDRICH. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire that 
remainder of this and subsequent sessions of the Fifty-fourth Congress,” and | the matter lie over? 
in —_ poms said resolution is herewith returned with a favorable recom- Mr. CRISP. I should be ‘glad to have that course taken, if it 
mendation. , a ° . ‘ axen, 
The resolution providing for a stenographer and typewriter for the Com- | does not inconvenience the gentleman. . 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors at $100 per month during the sessions of the Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see any harm in allowing it to lie over 
Fifty-fourth Congress is disapproved, and in lieu thereof your committee until to-morrow mornin , 
recommend that an allowance of $150 be granted said committee for that work &. 
Sarma Ge remainder of this session, and submit herewith a resolution to ne Sai Does the gentleman propose that the report 
at effect. rin in the RECORD; 
The puoeetion aetherttng ie aah of - aeae to Beye. ts clerks a r. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that 
committees who were @ n e month of December, © amoun “95 ’ 
of salary to which they Would be entitled from the date of their qualification | Mr. CRISP. I think that had better be done. _ 
to December 31, 1895, had. not their predecessors been paid for the full month The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be printed 


on December 20, as provided by resolution of the House, is herewith returned | ; Dh ; Sones 
with a favorable recommendation—the total amount of same as certified to in the Recorp and will lie over until to-morrow morning. 


by the disbursing clerk of the House being $274.99. There was no objection. 
: RESOLUTIONS. Mr. LOUD. I move that the House adjourn. 


Besvinel, That the Fostenss hee of the gees bo, ond, Ls pa eee LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

to employ one messenger a per month and one rer a per mon ;: : : saat Se 

ptm the remainder of this and subsequent sessions of the Fifty-fourth jee _ motion - adjourn, Mr. SHAFROTH obtained leave 

Congress, to be . id out of the contin nt fund of, ithe House. ; of absence for one week, on account of illness in his family. 
Resolved, Tha e Comm on Claims author employ one as- 

sistant clerk during the sessions of the Fifty-fourth Con at a compensa- MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

tion of $6 per day, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, said | A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 


sation to begin from the time said clerk shall qualify as same. : 
Coe e heed. ‘That the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be | 22nounced that the Senate had to the amendment of the 


authorized to expend not to exceed $150, as compensation for the employ- | House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1247) to establish and pro- 
ment of a stenographer and typewriter during the current session of Con- | vide for the maintenance of a free public library and reading room 


gress, the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. ‘ 5 tet : = e House 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay to certain clerks | ™™ the District of Columbia, had asked a conference with the Hou 


of committees the salary earned by them as such clerks during the month of | Of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
December last, as per statement of Henry Robinson, disbursing clerk of the | thereon, and had appointed Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. Hanssrovcu, 
House, attached thereto, the total amount being $274.99. and Mr. Wetmore as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
CLERK's Orrick, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
Washington, D. C., February 2%, 189. | the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
Sir: As per your request I herewith inclose you a list of clerks to annual uested: 
committees of the House who were appointed and subscribed to their oath of 7. : ~ 
office in the month of December, 1895. bill (S. 86 
The statement shows the number of aye that each was employed in said | Association of 


ere are 
a } pre ve 
us hasty 


2) for oe re, of = receivers of the Towboat 
month, as well as the amount of salary due. bill (S. 1 od id fi 1 Ba ish f offenses on the 
W. tf HENRY ROBINSON A (S. 1871) to provide for the punishment of offe 


er ully, . 
7 7 Disbursing Clerk House of Representatives. high seas. 


Hon. J. FRANK ALDRICH, ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Ohairman Committee on Accounts, House of Representatives. 


i bscribers, acknowledge to ha ived f Al der Mc- Mr. HAGER from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rep rted 
Dowell, Clerk of the House of Representatives of the United States, the sums that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
res ve names, in full of our es e em t i . as 
of the ouse of Representatives for the month of December, 1895. ce om ti (a dz7) to. the § ee es Statutes of 

Month- the United States, requiring the district judge for the southern 
Names. SS eee district of Florida to reside at Key West; 
Joint resolution (S. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to distribute the medals and diplomas awarded by the 
Geo. B. Clemenston.. District of Co- | $2,000.00 | $27.17 . World’s Columbian Commission to the exhibitors entitled thereto. 
M. Indian Affairs... 8 to The motion of Mr. Loup was to; and accordingly (at 9 
a 4 mE ote = o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the adjourned. 
urricr 


SD Ses...) Sy Aa EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commt 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referre:! by the 
yt en Tre ling an 

e e asury, recommending é 
additional a tion for the saeentesion of the United States 
court-house -house, and post-office building at ‘ )maha, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordere: to be 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move the adoption of the report which has | printed. ini an 
just been read. -| Aletter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommen ting # 
Mr. CRISP. Would it not be wise to have the reper ted | additional sores for the completion of the United = 
and lie over, so that we may understand its purport? It with a and court-house building at Kansas City, Mo.—‘o 

a@ great many subjects. ttee on Appropriations, and ordered 
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A communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- | By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 


mitting a report of refunded customs duties for the year ended 
June 30, 1895, with an a 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the justices of the supreme court of the District of 





pendix thereto—to the Committee on | William H. Morrison, executor of William M. Morriso: 


The bill (H. R. 1250) for the relief of James R. D. Morrison and 
mand ad- 


ministrator of Charles J. Morrison. deceased. Report No. 697.) 


t 


The bill (H. R. 7027) for the relief of Michael Kries. (Report 


Columbia, tting, with accompanying _ rs and volumes, | No. 698.) 

a report of the action taken by the court and the conclusions ar- A resolution (House Res. No. 198) to refer the bill (FH. R. 1008) 

rived at, under di ion of the act of Congress of August 5, 1886, | for the relief of the trustees of St. Phillip’s Church of Atlanta, 

entitled, ‘An act to provide for protecting the interests of the Ga., with the accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, in 

United States in the Potomac River Flats in the District of Colum- | lieu of the bill H. R. 10038. (Report No. 699 

bia” —to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 3y Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims 

to be printed. A bill (H. R. 7094) for the relief of Platte County, Mo., in lieu 
of the bill H. R. 423. (Report No. 700.) 

. RTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND The bill (H. R. 5652) granting relief to the heirs of the late 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 
4781) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the Union 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 1893, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 689); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS, of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
(H. Res.6) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan ordnance 
stores for military instraction in high schools, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 692); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy tomakecertain disposition of condemned 
cannon, ordnance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective De- 

ents, re the same without amendment, accompanied 

y a report (No. 693); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NOONAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6505) 
to revive and reenact an act to authorize the construction of a 
free bridge across Arkansas River, connecting Little Rock and 
Argenta, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 716); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6304) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Knoxville, Tenn., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 722); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill cf the House (H.R. 6781) to extend the 
national boulevard at Springfield, Mo., reported the same with 
amendment, by a report (No. 724); which said bill 
and were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1646) 


nates for certain requirements for vessels propelled by gas, 
uid, naphtha, or electric motors, reported the same without 
amendment, ed by a report (No. 726); which said bill 
and were to the House Calendar. 


He aiso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5828) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
—— the safety of employees and travelers,” etc., approved 

h 2, 1898, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied rL ozs (No. 727); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
several] from tees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
to Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
Ge aig ty (R t No. 690.) 
py Mt. HA from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 

(H. R. 7098) for the relief of tho legal representatives of Thomas 

of the H. R. 1375. 


Report No. 694.) 
Committee on War ims: 
the relief of Mrs. A. Shirley. (Re- 


The bill (I. R, for the relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, 
deceased, he District of Oclecstie (Report No. 696.) 


= 


a 
i 

eee 
af 


J. M. Doddridge, of Wheeling, W. Va. (Report No. 701. 

The bill (S. 518) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Humphries. 

(Report No. 702.) 
3y Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 7096) for the relief of William B. Payne, in lieu of 
the bill H. R. 2357. (Report No. 703.) 

The bill (8. 271) for the relief of the Newberry College, New- 
berry, S.C. (Report No. 704.) ; 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims 

The bill (S. 74) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Shelby County, Tenn. (Report No. 705.) 

A bill (H. R. 7097) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, in lieu of House Document No. 271. (Report No. 706.) 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1525) for the relief of Mrs.C. N. Graves. (Report No. 707.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H.R. 2947) increasing the pension of Daniel D. 
Jennings, late of Company C, Sixty-fifth Ohio Volunteers. (Re- 
port No. 708.) 

3y Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 


Bull. (Report No. 709.) 


The bill (8.147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder. (Re- 
port No. 710.) 
By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 


bill (H.R. 158) granting a pension to Mary Collins. 
73%.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension to Mrs. Helen Funkhouser. 
(Report No. 712.) 

By Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R. 1892) granting a pension to Catharine Darragh. 
(Report No. 713.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4604) granting a pension to Jane Fisher, colored, 
of Madisonville, Ky. (Report No. 714.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of Emily A. Mann. 
715.) 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 7101) for the relief of Mrs. Serena M. Clay, in lieu of the 
bill H. R. 2209. (Report No. 719.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension to Thomas 8. Daugherty, 
(Report No. 720.) 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 199) to refer the bill (H. R. 2745) for the 
relief of Thomas 8. Lutterloh and Cape Fear Steamboat Company, 
with papers accompanying the same, to the Court of Claims, in 
lieu of the bill H. R. 2745. (Report No. 721.) 

By Mr. LEFEVER. from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency: The bill (S. 1804) to authorize the First National Bank of 
Sprague, Wash., to change its location and name. (Report No. 
723. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Minnie Parker, 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely 8. Parker, late of the United States 
Army. (Report No. 725.) 


( Rep rt No, 


The 
(Report No. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 3314) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of David Heustis, deceased. (Report No. 691.) 

The bill (H. R. 1558) for the relief of Capt. Edward O'Shea. 
(Report No. 717.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 962) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Heiskell. (Report No. 
718.) 




















































2674 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (A. R.'7085) to increase the circulation of 
national banks and to provide for the retirement of United States 
legal-tender notes and Treasury notes—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 7086) to provide fees for the 
officers of the Federal courts in the States of South Dakota, Mon- 
tana, Wyoming, and Washington—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 7087) to amend section 8 of the 
act entitled ‘An act providing a civil government for Alaska,” 
——— May 17, 1884—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3y Mr. LONG: A bill (H.R.7088) to create the office of sur- 
veyor-general in Alaska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R.'7089) to improve the status of 
commissioned engineers in the Navy; to increase the efficiency of 
the engine-room personnel of naval vessels by creating a corps 
of warrant engineers to do the practical work in connection with 
the machinery—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7090) to increase the military efficiency of the 
Marine Corps; to provide for the encouragement and advancement 
of the petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy, and to encour- 
age Americans to enlist and remain in the Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7091) designating who 
may be lawful contractors for carrying the mail on star routes 
in the United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Koads. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H.R.'7092) to amend section 1004 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 7095) concerning the trial and 
unishment of contempts in the United States courts herein men- 
ioned—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 7098) to authorize the reas- 
sessment of water-main taxes or assessments in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H.R. 7099) to segregate 
and return to the public domain certain land on the te 
Mountain Indian Reservation in Arizona—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned 
cannon and 100 cannon shot to the Grand Army of the ublic 
Caeeeery Association of Colorado--to the Committee on Naval 


rs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7130) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to establish a fog signal at or near the 
Battery, New York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 136) calling 
for survey and estimates of the Puyallup River, in the State of 
Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KYLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a cer- 
tain bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, 
State of Mississippi, a lawful structure—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A concurrent resolution 
(House Con. Res. No. 29) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to furnish certain publications to the public library of the city of 
Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Memorial of the general assembly of the 
State cf Iowa, asking’settlement for 5 per cent of the school lands 
sold before admission—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Memorial of Iowa general assembly 
in relation to the 5 per cent funds—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Memorial of the general 
court of Massachusetts, urging increase of pension to Mexican war 
veterans—to the Committee on Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were di from 
po consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
OLlOWS: 

The bill (H. R. 7008) to pension Rhoda L. Day—Committee on 
— discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of M. H. McCoy—Committee 
on War Claims discharged, and referred to the on 


The bill (H. R. 6606) for the relief of H. J. Thornton, of Scott 
County, Miss., and papers to 
discharged, 


accompany same—Committee. on 
War and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the follo 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of wi iy nt oa A bill (H. R. 7102) to in. 
crease the pension of Fannie Moseley Lorain—to the Commitice 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 7103) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Wesley Jess, late private Troop M, Seventh United 
States Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7104) for the relief of Thomas B. Dicken, of 
Hill City, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7105) increasing the pension of Augustus 
Shulz, of Salina, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi.)). 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7106) granting an honorable dischare. to 
Francis L. Jupp, late private Company C, Fourth Reginent 
United States Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7107) increasing the pension of Thomas J, 
Jackson, of Newton, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7108) to correct the military rec- 
ord of and grant an honorable discharge to Peter Rourke, lat of 
Company C, Seventh Regiment of Rhode Island Infantry \«\un- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) for the relief of the heirs and legal) rep- 
resentatives of those who were killed by the explosion of the 
gun-cotton factory at the United States torpedo station at New- 
port, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 7110) 
for the relief of I. N. Strickler, o fname City, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R.7111) to allow an in- 
crease of pension to James B. Hackett, of Lancaster, Mo.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CURTIS of fowa: A bill (H. R. 7112) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Cornelius Cahill—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H.R. 7113) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Owen Sullivan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7114) granting a pension to Hen- 
rietta Coffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 7115) ting a pension to James 
Warbrook—to the Committee on In Pensions. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 7116) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Pursel—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: A bill (H.R.7117) granting a 
pension to Oliver P. Gooding—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 7118) to increase the pension of 
$8. C. Loomis, late of Company A, Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H.R.7119) for the relief of George 
R. —to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7120) for the relief of Charles 
Thompson—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R.7121) to restore Mrs. Elizabeth 
T. Anderson to the roll—to the Committee on Pensious. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R.7122) granting 
a pension to Maria E. Hess, widow of Florian Hess—to the (om- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of George 
S. Ayre—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7124) for the relief of Russell 
P. Hall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 7125) granting an honorable (is 
charge to Thomas C. Hu y G, Eighty-ninth Illinois 
Infantry—to the Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R.7126) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Grace T. Arms—to the Comumuiitice 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7127) granting a pension to 
Samuel D, Gilman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H.R. 7128) granting a pension 
to Anna P, Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7129) for the relief of J«sse 
Roberts—to the Committee on 


Affairs. 
By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7131) for the relief of Moses M. 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Curtis— on 
By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. vist) granting 4 
pension to Elizabeth Peaslee—to the Committee on Invalid !'r1- 


sions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 7188) a to Thomas J. But- 
ler—to the Committee on f 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 7134) for the relief of James 
Mayne—to Committee Affairs. 


the on 
By Mr. REYBURN: A bill R. to correct the military 
rent Mien Oat te te } on Military Affairs. 


wing 











bill (H. R. 7186) to correct the mili record of Edward 
weet rN Committee on Military Affaires 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Nelson L. Roray and 71 other 
citizens of Cumberland County, N. J.; also petition of W. H. 
Lynn and 147 others, of Vanderbilt, Fayette County, Pa.; also 

stition of A. C. Harris and 37 other members of Council No. 338, 

der United American Mechanics, of California, Washington 
County, Pa., urging the passage of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on igration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Bee Keepers’ Association, 
praying for the passage of joint resolution No. 92, for an appro- 
priation for the publication of a book on the honeybee—to the 
Committee on Printing. i ; 

Also, petition of Marshal Silbaugh and 50 other old soldiers of 
Hopwood, rao County, Pa., in favor of a service pension to all 
veterans of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Will O. Brown, concerning the nickel indus- 
try of the United States and the necessity for an import duty on 
nickel—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Forward Grange, No. 1003, Patrons of Hus- 
pandry, of Allegheny County, Pa.; also resolutions of Bunola 
Council, No. 284, Junior Order United American Mechanics, in- 
dorsing House bill No. 2626, and petitions of members of ‘said 
grange and council for the passage of said bill—to the Committeo 
on Ways and Means. : 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, in favor of equal protection—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the United Labor League of 
Philadelphia, against the repeal of act of February 15, 1895, relat- 
ing to seamen—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


Fisheries. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of S. Th. More- 
house, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the Des: laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, tions of West Monterey Council, No. 378; Mountain 
City No. 309; Clearfield Council, No. okt; Du Bois Council, 
No. 376, and Limestone , No. 330, Order United American 
Mechanics; also petitions of Washington Camp, No. 453, and 
Washington Camp, No. 604, Patriotic Order Sons of America, in- 

ing the Stone i i ion bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and N: i 


on. 
Also, —s of farmers of Victor Grange, No. 159, Oak Hall 


i 


Station asking for the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the 
on of tural staples by an export bounty—to the 

ttee on Ways and Means. 
Also, protests of citizens of Brisbin and Sykesville, Pa., against 
sectarian iations; also petition urging the ge of the 
t to the Constitution of the United States— 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island; Resolutions of the Univer- 
salist congregation of Woonsocket, R. I., favoring arbitration in 
ne settlement of international disputes—to the Committee on 


By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Paper to accompany House bill 
for the relief of I. N. Strickler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of citizens of northeast 
relief of the State militia, to accompany House 
bill No. 5745—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of Lieutenant-Governor 
Baensch of Wisconsin, and of 27 of the 33 senators of said State; 
also of George Burrows, , and 80 of the 100 members of the 
ally of said State, asking for an adequate meracition for 
all in the outer harbor at Manitowoc, Wis., necessary to 
furnish @ 21-foot channel—to the Committee on Rivers and . 

rs. 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of citizens of Wis- 
improvement of the harbor of Mani- 
toron, Bs the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of J. C. Burlecon, C. S. Ramsay, and 
S00 at &. Hampton, asking for favorable action on House ull No. 
5466, to amend laws re to second-clags matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Col. James H. Childs Post, 
No. 230, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the passage of a 


Bo er preg gipred i wearel 
. : unty, ’ 
for the passage of the oe eee bill—-to the 


on and Naturalization. 
og ramp ay ae others, ask- 


rl 
3 
: 
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ing relief for Jake Henry, of Louisville, Ky., as provided for in 
House bill No. 6761—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, petition of Alexander Griswold and others, of Louisville, 


Ky., raying relief for Mrs. Annie Trace, to accompany House 
bill No. 7078—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolutions of the St. Paul Civil Engi- 


neers’ Society, favoring the appointment of civil engineer on pub- 


lic buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
_ Also, resolutions of Minnesota Commandery of the Loyal Legion, 
in favor of the national park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Protest of 85 citizens of Eau Claire, Wis., 
against the passage of joint resolution recognizing God in the 
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 


Also, petition of Clarence 8. Miller, W. A. Tower, George A. 


Markham, McBride Bros., W. H. Huntington, and James A. 
Wells, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


1566, to 


By Mr. HAGER: Petition of Egan & Anderson, A. H. Grisell, 


A. E. Childs, and others, asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to se 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 


ymnd-class 


By Mr. HANLY: Evidence to accompany House bill f © the 


relief of Elizabeth Pursel—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of members of Washington ( ‘amp, 


No. 485, and Washington Camp, No. 367, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Philadelphia, unanimously indorsing the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 


By Mr. HART: Petition of J. H. Maloy, asking for favorable 


action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of settlers on the abandoned Fort 
Maginnis Military Reservation, for free homes—to the Committee 


on the Public Lands. 


Also, petition of George Barkerville and others, of Butte, Mont.; 
also memorial of Lodge 352, Order Sons of St. George, in favor of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Protest of the American 
Cyclist, of Hartford, Conn., against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of James C. Havey and 150 others, 
of Chippewa Falls, Wis., asking for the further improvement of 
the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of George A. Iselin, asking for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petitions of J. J. Campbell, Arthur 
Fuller, and other attorneys, of Crawford County, Kans.; also P. C. 
Pollock and 17 other attorneys, of Cowley County; M. B. Light 
and other attorneys, of Chautauqua County, Kans., praying for a 
division of the State of Kansas into two Federal judicial districts— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Stephen M. Reeves and 48 other ex-soldiers and 
citizens of Labette County, Kans., requesting the grant of $8 per 
month for every man who served not less than ninety days in the 
Army and Navy during the rebellion, and a pension of not less 
than $12 to all widows of such who have died—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the American Forestry Asso- 
ciation, asking Congress for legislation to preserve the Cascade 
Range Forest Reserve, in Oregon—to the Committee on the Public 
Lan 


Also, memorial of New York and the city of New York, asking 
for proper appropriations for its waterways—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of citizens of Owasso, Mich., protest- 
ing. against placing an import tax on tea—to the Committee on 
Ways and one. 

Also, petition of the Loyal Orange Lodge, of Akron, Mich., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Fame Council, No. 
204; Hope Council, No. 3; Olive Branch Council, No. 21, and Jer- 
sey Blue Council, No. 22, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, all urging the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Review Publishing Company, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
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relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Protest of C. 8. Parker & 
Son, of Arlington, Mass., against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office andl Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCEWAN: Petition of Trades and Labor Council, Min- 
neapolis, Minn., asking favorable consideration. of House bill No. 
184, relating to direct legislation—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petitions of General U.S. Grant Council, No. 168, and Ad- 
miral Farragut Council, No. 16, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, asking for the passage of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of citizens of Randolph, Nebr., 
asking for the construction of a railroad from Sioux City, Iowa, 
connecting with the main line of the Union Pacific at or near 
North Platte, Nebr.—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Also, indorsement from the Chicago Tribune and other pa 
for the transmississippi and international exposition to be is 
Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petitionof Atlanta Post, of Waterloo, Nebr., 
in favor of service-pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MORSE: Petitions of J. F. Hanna and 61 other citizens 
of Tarkio, Mo.; 145 citizens of Jersey City, N. J.; 45 citizens of 
Fredonia, Pa.; 24 citizens of Chicago, [l.; 50 citizens of Boulder, 
Mont.; 73 citizens of Latrobe, Pa.; 36 citizens of Baldwin, Il1.; 25 
citizens of Moro, Oreg.; 35 citizens of Colon, Nebr.; 126 citizens 
of Bozeman, Mont.; 141 citizens of College Springs, Iowa; 75 cit- 
izens of Goldfield, lowa; 18 citizens of Butler, Mo.; 48 citizens of 
Pawnee City, Nebr.; 50 citizens of Troy, Pa., praying for the rec- 
ognition of God in the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the Indianapolis Journal 
Company, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the laws relating to second-class matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutions of Plumb Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Sherburne, N. Y., favoring a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of Hope Council, 
No. 78, Order United American Mechanics, of Moosup, Conn., in 
favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Protest of Svend Christiansen and 26 
other citizens of Dane, Dane County, Wis., against joint resolu- 
tion proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 262, 
Yostville, Pa., favoring the passage of the Stone immigration 
billi—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of the heirs of Frederick I. Jones, of 
Craven County, N. C., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of veterans of the late war, residing in 
Middletown, Ohio, asking for the ae of the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Columbian Council, No. 125, 
Daughters of Liberty, of York, Pa., in favor of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill to fix the 
navigation at Longs Ferry on White River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Petition of citizens of St. Charles, Mo., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5675, for the construc- 

ion of a wagon and motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. 
Charles, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the New 
England Historic-Genealogical Society ,urging legislation enabling 
the Secretary of State to prepare for publication records of the 
Continental Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Conquest Council, Order United American 
Mechanics, of Westboro, Mass.,in favor of the passage of the 
Stone tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, tion of Charles H. Thurston, of Westboro, Mass., ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of William V. Bowman and 100 
citizens of Wiconisco, Pa.; also tion of Charles Boechler and 
100 others, of Lykens, Pa., pra for the passage of the Stone 

tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 


Also, petition of Frank Enders and 100 other citizens of Lykens, 
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Pa., favoring the passage of joint resolution No. 11, amending t}\, 
Constitution of the United States and prohibiting further ay)p,.. 
priations to institutions under ecclesiastical control—to the ( 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Memorials of the county com: 
sioners of the counties of Idaho, Shoshone, and Nez Perces, ¢.; 
the improvement of Clearwater River in Idaho—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS (by request): Petition of L. Ashford ayj 
others, of Attala County, Miss., praying for the recognition of 
God in the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


li- 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, March 11, 1896. 


Prayer by Rev. WALLACE RADCLIFFE, D. D., of the city of 
Washington. , 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the 9th instant, together 
with a draft of a bill to transfer the legal title and trusteeship of 
the land of the Sac and Fox Indians of Iowa to the Secretary of 
the Interior, and recommending favorable action by Congress; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
pe of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the 4th instant 
calling for information as to the reason the nonagricultural and 
unallotted lands of the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation lave 
not been restored to the public domain and proclaimed open to 
entry and location, as prescribed by sections 20 and 21 of the act 
of Congress eee August 15, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act making 


appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department,” etc., transmitting a copy of the annual report 
of that Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, and 
calling attention to pages 10 and 37 of that report, which vives 


the information desired; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST subsequently said: Just before I reached the (ham- 
ber a communication was received from the Secretary of the In- 
terior in regard to lands in the Uncom Indian Reservation, 
so called. I understand from the clerks that it was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. I ask that that action be recon- 
sidered, and that the communication lie on the table until the re- 
turn of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. The communication will lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of District Assemb|y No. 
197, Knights of Labor, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the pas- 
sage of te bill No. 2121, to provide for the better manning 
and equipment of vessels on the Northwestern Lakes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Burlington (N.J.) Quar- 
terly Meeting of Friends, remonstrating against the adoption of 
mili training in the public schools of the country; whici was 
ref to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented ee of John Wray, jr., and 144 other 
citizens of Jersey City, N. J., and the petition of J. N. Thompson 
and 89 other citizens of Ramsey, N. J., praying for the adoption 
of the proposed oe amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which were referred tothe Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He mo eas the petition of Mrs. J. R. Waker, president, 
and Mrs. J. R. De Mott, secretary es 75 members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New Brunswick, N. /.. 
Sa the passage of a Sunday-rest law for the District 0! 

lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
“Sane ted petitions of Lafayette C il, No. 129, Junior 

ouncil, No. 129, Junio 
Order United p pene Mechanics, of Jersey City; of Ellsworth 
Council, No. 120, Junior Order United American Mechanics. 0! 
Silverton; of Kill von Kull Council, No. 170, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Bayonne; of Monmouth Council, No. <”, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Freehold; of Up) °T 
Freehold Council, No. 27, Junior Order United American Mech. 
ics, of Imlaystown; of Stewart Council, No. 99, Junior Order 
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United American Mechanics, of Califon; of Cusant Council, No. 93, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Eatontown; of Cen- 
tral Co , No. 181, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Westfield; of Rising Sun Council, No. 15, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of ,and of Harry Nixon and 31 other 
citizens of Westfield, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BAKER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas 
City, Kans., aoe. Se the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the J eee 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the Com- 
mandery of the State of Washington, Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the 
enactment of = reviving the grade of Lieutenant-General 
of the Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

ffairs. 

Ar. NELSON presented a petition of the Engineers’ Club of 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying that House bill No. 1470, providing 
for the appointment of three architects and two officers of the 
United States Army, to constitute a commission of public archi- 
tecture, be so amended as to include also at least one civil engi- 
neer of proper standing with reference to practical experience as 
well as scientific attainments; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the memorial of William B. Reed and sundry 
other citizens of Minnesota, the memorial of Sarah: Pettis and 
sundry other citizens of Minnesota, the memorial of H. H. Brown 
and sundry other citizens of Minnesota, and the memorial of C. 
H. Griswold and sundry other citizens of Minnesota, remonstrat- 
ing against the adoption of a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago I introduced a bill for the 
establishment of a life-saving station at Hampton Beach, New 
Hampshi I now present resolutions adopted by the Rocking- 
ham County Republican Club, of Exeter, N. H., in favor of the pas- 
sage of that bill. I move that the resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsyl- 
yania, praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of 189 citizens of Atchison 
County, Mo., praying for the aoe of the proposed religious 
amen t to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 15 citizens of New 
Philadelphia, Ohio, praying that religious matter, including tracts, 
be given improved facilities under the act of July 16, 1894, 
regulating seco mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also ent a petition of 210 citizens of Hogan County, 
Ohio; a tion of 16 citizens of Calcutta, Ohio, and a petition 
of the Senior Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Wellsville, Ohio, praying for 
the of the posed religious amendment to the Consti- 
tution of United States; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

_Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of A. J. Ward and 81 other 
citizens of Palmer, Kans., and the petition A. E. Stone and 181 


other citizens of Palmer, Kans., praying that the internal-revenue 
laws of the United States be so amended as to prohibit the issu- 
ance of permits to sell intoxicants in the State of Kansas except 
to those who hold a issued by virtue of the laws of that 
State; which were to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ae a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of , Wash., praying for the establishment of an assay office 
at that city; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also ted a petition of Farragut Post, No. 15, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Port Townsend, Wash., praying for the 


of a service-pension law, and also for the passage of the 
- oo of war” bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Fair- 


haven, Wash. for the e of Senate bill No. 1159, to 
provide for for and oleae seacoast defenses; which was 


referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 


ule aleo presented a petition of the trustees of the Brown Seg- 
pee ag Wire W System of Gun Construction, of New 
ork oe, N. Y., pra: riation of $45,000 be 


Saat Bender baron ste War Depart 
ar ent to con- 
— for the manufacture of one 10-inch bore experimental rolled 
» Segmental tube, wire- high-power, breech-loading 


A 
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steel rifled gun; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Battleground, 
Wash., and a petition of sundry citizens of Lewisville, Wash., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, to protect agri- 
cultural staples by an export bounty; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Washington, 
and a memorial of sundry citizens of Florence, Wash., remonstrat- 
ing against the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886, or 
some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and 
remonstrating against the extension of the tracks of that com- 
pany until its existing lines are modernly equipped and oper 
ated; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a petition of the Cotton Exchange 
of Mobile, Ala., praying that section 3 of the so-called Harter Act 
beso amended as to give security to American shippers of produce. 
I move that the petition be referred to the ‘ 
calling their attention to it. 
immediate attention. 

The motion was agreed to. 





ommuttee on Commerce, 


It seems to be a r that needs 


TY t 
matt 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 299) granting a pension to John W. Matchett, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed t: 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an actentitled ‘‘An act t 
the duties of pension agents, to prescribe the manner of paying 
pensions, and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1870, and now 
being section 4784, Revised Statutes of the United States, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1709) for the relief of J. Henry Rives, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
NELSON on the 25th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2220) to pension Ellen C. Abbott, widow 
of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Abbott, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.901) amending section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes, reported it with an amendment. 


; and 


oO define 


EXPENDITURES OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by 
Mr. CHANDLER on the 26th ultimo, directing the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment to investigate the expeniditures 
of the Senate for the past year, reported it without amendment. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 666) to 
amend section 4829 of the United States Revised Statutes con- 
cerning surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other medical officers 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, to report 
it without amendment, and I ask that the bill be considered at 
this time. It concerns the management of the Soldiers’ Homes 
and removes a restriction that interferes with the proper working 
of the Homes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 4829 of the Revised Statutes of the United States by the addi- 
tion of the following words: 

Provided, That surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other medical officers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and the several Branches 
thereof may be appointed from others than those who have been disabled in 
the military service of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ALASKAN FUR-SEAL INDUSTRY AND SALMON FISHERIES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized to print the reports, 
correspondence, charts, maps, and other documents now on file in the Treas- 
ury Department or other branches of the Government relating to the fur 
seal, salmon fisheries, and other matters pertaining to the Territor ze Alaska; 
8,000 copies to be printed, of which 750 shall be for the use of the Senate, 1,500 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 730 copies for 
the use of the penny Department and other Departments whose reports 
are thus printe 


STATUTES IN FORCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, repo it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
7s ee moe - =A be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 


deliver ber now in his care, one copy of the compilated stat- 
utes in force inthe District of Columbia to —— Representative, and 


Senator, 
Delegate in Co: r his eng op and 500 es to the superintend- 
distribaeion to d ate dosumente: Pro- 


ent o somnen tor 
vided, That th bution to, Geponts may he esid os $2.50 per copy. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2483) donating con- 
demned cannon and cannon balls to the New Hampshire Soldiers’ 
Home; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2484) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion from the name of Mason W. Presby; which was read 
twice by its title, and, on the one papers, referred to 
the Committee on Militar a 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a a bill (8S. 2485) to further aoe 
the first day of the week as a day of rest in the District of 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho Cone: 
mittee on the District of Colambia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2486) for the 
relief of certain officers of the of United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyin papers, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 

on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2487) providing for the establish- 
ment of a —— station at or near Astoria, .; which was 
read twice aoe its title, and, with the accompanying paper, ordered 
to be prin and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 2488) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway h the Indian 
Persieeey, and for other purposes”; which was twice by its 
title, an referred to the Committee on Indian 

Mr. NELSON introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. =) declaring the 
lands within the former Mille Lac Indian Reservation in 
to be subject to entry under‘the land laws of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr, ALLEN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 97) authorizing 
and requesting the President of the United States to inquire into 
the state of war now in existence in the Island of Cuba, and for 
oe which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask that the joint resolution be read at length 
ee at eee 

ere resolution was read the second time at leagth, and 
refe to the Committee on eae ae as follows: 

Resolwed by the Senate and House of wen of Oe one Seater of 
anes in assembled, ao oie ie" trestiont of ne 8 be, 

he is om tot eee and requested to cause a in- 

be made into the manner in which the war Saeeant $8 and 

a in Cuba is beteg conducted; whether the same is in accord- 

civilized , and whether or not 

unusual and exceptional odiion barbariti cen atrocities are and have 

been ee by either party toward the o and particularly toward 

Buc, That & for the purpose of into nee Te atin 

po oon ere 
Seat en teen at ae on mah thaneat an ak 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
IN, which was referred to the Coms , and judicial appropria- 
ton bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District of of 
and ordered to be 


ppropriation 
rinted, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
cosine enn inion Aftcion. 
Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed | from 
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Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be pri 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Indian Affairs, and and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEW ELL submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be p 
yee him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; ‘eite h 

erred to the Committee on the Dactrict of Columbia, and 
aaah to be printed. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on and is hereb 0 
ized to employ a stenographer from ~L mo as thay be ie: ten. 
—F such nee as may be taken b committee, or its subcommit- 

on with appropriation bills, and to have the sams rinted for 
~ ase, and that Saeenebaseaat omer contingent fund of the 


ane GALLINGER sabsequently theresolution withont 

t from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 

gent Sous of the Senate; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


by him to the Indian Squcepriiien hes which was ened to the 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
of the Interior is directed iptebeen the Senate 
of the funds eee of the Cher 
Seminole of Indians under the cont | 
States, and for the future payment of which the United States 
law or treaty. 


CLARA YEARGIN. 


Mr. IRBY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the ees Se nk be beast io. authorized 
and directed to pay to Clara John W. Yeargin, deceased, 


ire a lobeser ofthe Sennte of the Unilemiiotes oem mal to six months’ 
coaey fa ee wena ee out of of the * * miscellaneous 
items” of the fund of the Senate, said payment to be considered 
sols Siaralele bapaslll eiemasonniatan 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 227) to authorize the Auditor for the War Department to audit 


alleged to belong to John Finn, 
of St. Louis, Mo. 


The message also announced that the House had passed « bill 
= omnes making one year’s residence in a Territory a prerequi- 
a divorce there; in which it requested the con- 

coneccd tee 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


hel dee further announced that the Speaker of the House 

following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
y were Se tanteds signed by the Vice-President: 

_ pill (8.477) to wo repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 

the United judge of the southern 


; and 
A joint resolution ont 78) the Secretary of the 
Treasury to distribute the medals and di awarded by the 
World’s Columbian Commission to the bitors entitled thereto. 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT eT RAILROAD. 


up the bill (H.R. 
nH) to authorize the my Fort Sooke a xd Memp his Rail- 
to extend its line of railroad into the ion Terri- 


tony ant for ether Pe doo bill? 


Mr. BAKER. It isa short bill. It will only take a minute to 
i Itmerely for theconstruction of 12 miles of rai!- 
wer oe oe aes te Mioi, in the Indian Terri- 
The bill was unanimously from the Committee 0" 
Affairs by the from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt) with 


"hese being ne Senate, as in Committee of the 
YWhele, pessested to proceed to constr the bl, which Had ee, Fy" 


Indian Affairs with an amendment, 10 








section 1, line 8, after the word “‘ Territory,” to insert the follow- 


ing proviso: a i ‘i 
rovided, That such rightof way shall be 50 feet in width on each side of the 
atral line of the meer Bald omens shall also have the right to take and 
Cee for station astrip of land 100 feet in width by a length of 2,000 


i i t not to exceed tati f h 
foot Ins of road Sotel wikia the limite cf midreervatioo. 
endment was agreed to. 
ae ill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was con in. : 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PENSIONS COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The committee that arranges for the services 
of Senators w committees was kind enough to put me upon six 
committees, all of theminteresting. The Committees on Military 
Affairs and on Pensions together have an aggregate of very nearly 
half of the bills before the Senate. I am compelled to ask to be 
excused from further service upon the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Connecticut is excused from further 
service the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent that the 
rules be suspended and that the Vice-President be authorized to 
fill the vacancy. or ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Chair will appoint the Senator from North Carolina, 
Mr. PrircHarpD, to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of 
the Senator from Connecticut, Mr. HAWLEY. 


THE WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. CALL. I submitted a resolution several days ago, and I 
ask unanimous consent for its consideration at this time. I sup- 
pose it will excite no debate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 


formation. ‘ 
The resolution submitted by Mr. CaLL on the 9th instant was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, 
and is hereby, directed to obtain from the Washington Gas cam Company 
report to the Senate a statement, under oath, showing the amount of 
cash on hand on the ist day of January, 1895, including money on deposit in 
banks and elsewhere. Also. a statement of the money received from consum- 
ers of gas. Also, how much money received from other sources, each to be 
ven separately. Also, the disbursements of money and for what purpose. 
the amount of money at the close of business on the 3lst of December, 

1895, including money in bank and elsewhere. 


Mr.CALL. I merely wish to say that I presented the resolu- 
tion 7 request of a number of people who are greatly inter- 
ested in this su 


E 


The VICE-P ENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 


Mr. HILL. Letit go over until to-morrow. It might lead to 
some discussion, and there is a press of business this morning. 
ee e resolution will go over under 

e. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5217) making one year’s residence in a Territory 
& prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


CONSIDERATION OF CUBAN RESOLUTICN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate ihe 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], corning 
over from a day. 

The resol submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 9th instant was 
read, as follows:- 

Resolved, That the of of it- 
es pene seme ete ere the Oeterace Comat 
Peed bey gucepren eestor ace a it 
ion, justify the passage of Tesolution, together with the evidence thereof. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


mend to the Senate the adoption of some resolutions passed by the 
a Representatives as an amendment to a Senate resolution 


same 

te subject. I wish to read the first and last clauses of 
Resolved, ete., That in the opinion of Congress a state of public war exists 
in Cuba, the to ~ 

Stat Serene to peneerens pn ens Cae Cues 
The last clause of the final resolve is as follows: 

‘The war is such losses upon 

States that Cougream is of that the = the United State 
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Mr. President, Ido not suppose that at my time of life I have 
need to make any proclamation of my sympathy with any people 
struggling against oppression. If anybody in this country doubt 
where my personal sympathies are likely to bein such a struggle, 
I presume the doubt will not be removed by my own certificate, 


I authorized my colleague, being unfortunately absent when 
both the votes that have been had in the Senate on the two great 
questions relating to our foreign relations have been taken, to an- 
nounce my pair in favor of the resolution of the Senator from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] requesting the President to use his 
friendly offices between Spain and her insurgent subjects to bring 
about the recognition of the independence of the people of that 
island. My colleague very kindly executed the commission, and 
the doctrine of that resolution I stand by and am prepared to de- 
fend, if necessary. 

I have also no sympathy with the men anywhere who denounce 
every assertion of the dignity of this country or every utterance 
of American patriotic feeling as jingoism, a pkrase borrowed, 
where they get most of their political ideas, from the English 
press. They area class of persons who are an injury to any cause 
they espouse. They excite myindignation and dislike more when 
they happen to be on my side than when they are against me, 
They are a class that exist in England as well as here. They do 
more then all the jingoes that ever existed to set these two coun- 
tries against each other and to make them misunderstand each 
other. Their constant misrepresentation excites in the mind of 
many of the English people a contempt for the American character, 
and produces utterances there which create a just, righteous, 
and most natural indignation here. They keep up their strident 
and querulous grasshopper chirp, filling the fields with their noise, 
till they almost pensende the people of England to take as true 
their representation of the United States and the people of the 
United States to take as true their representation of England. Mr. 
Arnold Foster, an eminent English member of Parliament, has 
well described the difficulty they create in the proper and decent 
management of the foreign affairsof England. He is speaking of 
the English complication with Russia when he says: 

The work of influencing British public opinion in favor of a rapproche- 
ment with Russia has been made more difficult by the unfortunate advocacy 
of certain professional champions of Russia. The mixture of patronism and 
misrepresentation, the childish misstatements, the invariable defense of 
the indefensible, and the unctuous praise of what is least praiseworthy, have 
done more to keep alive distrust and dislike in this country than any overt 
act of the Russian Government. Mercifully, these guiding voices have been 
comparatively silent for some time past, and public opinion is left unpreju- 
diced in presence of the problems which confront it. 


Mr. President, if they have been mercifully silent in England 
they have been very lively of late in this country, and their utter- 
ances everywhere are nothing but mischief. 

I mean, I wish to assure my honorable friend from Ohio, no 
disrespect to the Committee on Foreign Relations itself, a com- 
mittee great in its functions, and great alsoin the character of the 
gentlemen who compose it. Certainly I mean no disrespect to my 
honorable friend from Ohio. He isinmy judgment the most illus- 
trious public character on the political stage upon this continent 


to-day. I sometimes differ from him, but always with a huge 
respect. I said yesterday that he must have been experimenting 


with the X rays when he undertook to penetrate my brain and 

rceive and declare my motive before I had declared it myself, 

was confirmed in that conjecture when I read the report of Pro- 
fessor Tesla’s account of his experiments in the paper this morn- 
ing. He says that when he experiments with them and exposes 
himselftothem ‘they occasion in him a great tendency to warmth 
in the upper part of the head;” and I was sorry to see yesterday 
that my honorable friend from Ohio had had the same experience. 
{ Laughter. ] 

I wish, Mr. President, to speak very briefly in behalf of the 
orderly and decorous conduct of the foreign affairs of this Gov- 
ernment. I suppose that no Senator will question that we are 
dealing with a weighty matter. Now. whether it be right or 
wrong, I think it is a serious and most lamentable fact when the 
educated youth of Spain, to whom this Republic ought to be as a 
beacon light, in whose ingenuous studies the history and the ex- 
ample of the United States ought to take the place which the history 
and the example of Greece and Rome took to their predecessors 
and to our predecessors, are brought into a state of mind in which 
they are ready to insult and trample upon the flag of the United 
States, a state of mind which has rendered the minister of this 
Republic unsafe in his house, and has compelled him to send his 
wife and children away, if the stories are correctly reported, to a 
place of safety. 

I think, however much we may condemn it, that it is to be la- 
mented when the Spanish minister, a gentleman of personal accom- 
nent and the representative of a friendly power, our ally and 

riend in the war of independence, and a power which when the 
secret history of the time of our war is made known exercised a 
— influence in preventing armed intervention by France and 
Britain in our day of peril—I say it is a lamentable state of 
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things, whoever be to blame, when that accomplished foreign min- 
ister is stung into breaking over a propriety and making 
his appeal in an irregular way to the people of the country. 

Mr. President, we must do our duty with courage and firmness. 
I only am saying that we ought so to do it as to avoid these prov- 
ocations, if we can, and that whatever we do should be done in 
a calm, —. dignified spirit as befits great actions of a great 
people. e ought toimitate not the excitement of mobs, we 
ought to indulge not in the impassioned eloquence of orators, 
not in stimulant appeals to the love of liberty or to any other pop- 
ular passion, good or bad. It is a time and an occasion for the 
exercise of the judicial faculty. The court, the tribunal of justice, 
jurisprudence, is the place where we ought to seek our example, 
our model, and our guide. 

Now, Mr. President, the question of belligerency, with which 
this first resolution deals, is a question of fact to be drawn and 
inferred an established by inference from other facts. Does any- 
body doubt that? If that be true, is it not als ‘true, as Isuggested 
yesterday. that when this body of 89 men, Senators, representa- 
tives of sovereign States, exercising a large influence in the con- 
duct of affairs, not only of this continent oa of the world, are to 
deal, are to act, is it not reasonable that we should at least take 
the precaution which we take whenever any sum of $50 is to be 
taken from the Treasury of the United States in behalf of a claim- 
ant; that is, that we should have before us not the reports of con- 
suls, not merely the dispatches of consular agents, but that we 
should have before us the finding of what those facts are by some 
committee of this body who have investigated the subject? 

What have we here? The Committee on Foreign Relations dis- 
cussed this matter more or less at length at their discretion in 
their committee room, and then they are represented here, with- 
out any report, without any finding of facts, by their former 
chairman, the honorable and distinguished Senator from Ala- 
bama {Mr. MorGAN], whom we so much respect, in an impas- 
sioned speech, the two principal features of which were, first, that 
he declared that in supporting this resolution he brought in some- 
where a sword, which he laid upon the table for Spain to take up 
if she saw fit. I wonder how long that Senator would hesitate in 
asking his country to take up the sword if the prime minister of 
Englani, or her head of the foreign office, had said he laid down a 
sword for the United States to take up if she saw fit. The other 
featur» of the Senator’s speech was an equally earnest claim that, 
in his opinion, the Congress of the United States had the right to 
ee war under the Constitution without the assent of the 

ident. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam informed that aresolution has been be- 
fore the Committee on the Judiciary for quite a while. which pro- 
poses to settle the question as to whether such a resolution as we 
are now discussing—— 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that is a fair interruption. I 
thought the Senator rose to ask a question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wanted to the Senator if there was such 
a resolution pending before the committee, and how long it has 
been there? 

Mr. HOAR. Well, Mr. President, thatisanotherthing. What 
I have to a of is that in dealing with this great question 
of nations and of centuries, when we are pleading for a little 
gravity and a little deliberation and a little knowledge, one Sena- 
tor thinks he has made a good answer by interrupting me with a 
taunt about some telegraphic tch that I sent in regard tomy 
own individual action, and another Senator thinks he has made 
a good answer b getting up with a taunt about the delay of the 
Judiciary Committee in dealing with some public question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I the Senator's on. he will allow 
ms, I was merely bringing up a pertinent matter. I have been 
—— a report from the Committee on the Judiciary upon 
this very interesting constitutional question, and the Committee 
on Foreign Relations had to determine the question before them 
without having the views of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator had determined it and stated his 
opinion upon it. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all. 

Mr. HOAR. And ed it at length. 

Mr. MORGAN. As I had a right. Ihad a 
opinion, as you have to yours, and I stated it. 
state yours, I will be satisfied. 

Mr. HOAR. —— 2 
out, the chairman o committee brings in a document which 
he says was printed for the use of the committee and from which 
he read in his speech, and the document turns out to be a state- 
ment of the agent or counsel of the Cuban belligerents. He does 
not say what the answer to it is, or whether there is any answer, 
or whether the other side has been heard; he does not say whether 
that committee have found that a single statement of fact in 


"Tf you will now 


Mr. President, when that is poiated 
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that document be true or false. It was considered reason for an 
outburst of indignation all around the Senate when the Spani-) 
minister stated that some of us, in his judgment, had been m).. 
informed about an imputation of cruelty on the part of his Goy- 
ernment—a minister, representing a friendly country, accredit. 
to the people and to the Government of the United States by j::s 
Government; and yet the Committee on Foreign Relations ask..j 
this body to act on the statement of the counsel of the unrec.- 
nized, unincorporated, unorganized, unnational belligeren:.. 
and that without giving it even the indorsement of the comm':. 
tee which produces it, and that is all we have got of the facts 
except—— 

Mt SHERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to correct tig 
Senator, if he will allow me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The paper which I presented—the honora)jle 
Senator was absent during the debate and when the paper was 
being prepared—had been printed for some time for the use of the 
committee, and has been ordered to be printed for the use of the 
Senate. That paper comes to us, not from any agent, but it oo mes 
from the Secretary of State, communicating all the papers in the 
possession of the State Department upon the subject of the present 
outbreak, and among them the narrative—— 

Mr. HOAR. But, Mr. President, that is not the point, if the 
Senator will on me. 

Mr. SHER Will the Senator allow me to finish the sen- 
tence? 


Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say that the committee did furnish he 
evidence we could obtain from the Secretary of State of an official 
character regarding the subject, and we submitted that with our 
report to the Senate. More than that we could not do. If the 
Senator had been here, he would have had the opportunity of get- 
ting this information, and would not have made complaint. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then we have the declaration «f th 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations on the floor of 
the Senate that all the evidence they had—because he says they 
furnished all they had—was a communication furnished by the 
Secretary of State from the agent or counsel of the insurgents 1s 
a matter of mere information, without any indorsement of the 
Secretary of State, and without any finding by the committee 
itself whether a single statement of that paper was true or false. 

Mr. SHERMAN rose. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not want to be interrupted. I want to make 
my statement connectedly. The Senator will have an opportu- 
nity toreply. I can not make my point if I am to be constantly 
interrupted. 

Mr. ident, let me ask you [the Vice-President in the chair], 
let mie ask any Senator who does me the honor to listen to 
me, this question: Su a fifty-dollar claim were to be acted 
upon, and my honorable friend Missouri [Mr. Cockre.} 
said, as he would be pretty likely to say, ‘‘I should like to hear 
the report of what the committee has found the facts to be in that 
case,” and the answer was, *‘There is not any report”; but the 
chairman of the committee gets up and says, ‘‘ Here is the briet that 
the counsel on one side sent in, which was printed for the use of the 
committee.” ‘‘Has your committee found the statements of that 
brief to be true?” “Oh, no.” ‘ Hasany Senator had an opportu- 
nity to seeit before the debate?” ‘‘Oh, no; it was printed for the use 
of the committee.” Do you not , Sir, there would have been 
made a motion to recommit, pretty unanimously supported, and 
thata Senator would say, ‘‘ can not, under my sense of publicduty, 
take $50 from the Treasury of the United States for the poorsst 
widow in the country without more careful inquiry into the facts 
than that”? Yet we are asked to decide this great question of 
international law, and to say to S that we may have to inter- 
vene, if necessary, on no other of the facts by anybo:) 

I was very much impressed by thing, which shows you 
in this matter the heat rapidity and carelessness which have 
almost turned the Senate of the United States, I will not quite say 
into a mob, but you remember, Mr. President, that James Madison 
said such was the force of associated action that if every Athen 2 
citizen had been a Socrates every Athenian assembly would still 
have been a mob. Weare notexemptfromthat danger. —_ 

I was struck, I say, with something which happened during ‘0 
eloquent and impassioned speech of the honorable Senator from 
ahha. He read a statement from a historian about the recent 
a against the insurgents in Cuba a few years ago, and 

i t— 


had been killed nitted that in that war, in addition to 13,60) Cubans 
“eo : in battle, 43,500 prisoners ten put to death. " 
Mr. MORGAN, If the honorable Senator will allow me, 1 lic 
not say what he is reading from the Recorp. I said that it h 
been asserted in a book or on an authority. 
Mr. HOAR. I am going to state that. 





a 
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Mr. MORGAN. You are not stating now what is a fact. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said: 

Can it be possible thata mistake is made by an accurate and able historian 
when he says to us, etc. ‘ : 

Thereupon the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] rises and says 
that he “failed to catch the name of the authority for the won- 
derful and horrible statement which the Senator from Alabama” 
had just read to the Senate. So that it had not been a matter of 
much consideration in the Committee on ety eran og for 
my honorable friend from Maine did not even know the name. 
Then the Senator from Alabama said: 

Mr. MorGAN. Iam sorry that for the moment I can not recall his name. I 
will hand it to the Senator. 

Mr. Frye. It is from history? ; 

Mr. MorGan. Yes; deliberately written, and written by a Spaniard. 

Mr. Frye. Does the Senator credit it? 

Mr. MorGAy. For a long time I hesitated to credit it, but I had to credit it 
or else deny the evidence of a deliberate statemert made by a historian ina 
book of universal , one of reliable authority. : 

Mr. Gaar. Will the Senator from Alabama state the name of the historian 
een Itisin the American Encyclopedia, under the title of “ Cuba.” 


Then the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], whom we all know 
to be one of the most kind-hearted and excellent men who ever 
lived, rises and says: 

Mr. Cau. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, I will read a very 
short extract from a publication by Mr. Clarence King. 


Then the Senator from Alabama says: 

Mr. MorGAN. I shall be very glad to have it read. 

The Senator from Florida then says: 

Mr. Cantu. Jesus Rivocoba, one of the officers on Guty in the service of 
Spain in the Island of Cuba, under date of September 4, 1869, writes this letter. 

Then the Senator from Florida is asked by another Senator, who, 
I think, is alsoon the Committee on Foreign Relations, the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE}: 

Mr. Wurre. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Florida from what 
he hasread? What is the paper he has in his hand? 

Mr. CALL. [read froma pamphlet published by Clarence King. Thearticle 
ap in The Forum for September, 1895, and purports to contain a literal 
copy of the letters of those officers themselves. 

Mr. President, I am not for one prepared to put this country 
into a war on the united authority of Jesus Rivocoba, the his- 
torian, whose name the Senator from Maine does not know, and 
the Senator from Alabama (who has forgotten more than all the 
rest of us = ther know) has forgotten, and an article in the 
Forum by Mr. Clarence King; and if there is a single fact which 
at the close of all these speeches my honorable friend can say his 
committee have considered and weighed the evidence on both 
sides, and are — now, as the eyes and ears of the Senate, to 
affirm what they have found true, I fail to recall it or to have 
heard it; and if any single Senator can recall, or has heard of it, 
I think he would be likely to state it at some time before this de- 
bate is over. 

I ask, again, if this were a -dollar claim of a Massachusetts 
widow, and the committee had been asked for a report, and they 
said they had not any report, and were asked what facts they found 
which justified the fifty dollar payment and said, ‘‘ There is a letter 
from Jesus Rivocoba somewhere [laughter], and an article in the 
American Encycl entitled ‘Cuba,’ and there is a pany 
printed w we had before us by the counsel for the 
widow "—I think that case would be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Claims without any further debate. 

We have, of the correspondence from the consuls—and 
that I ought not to omit; that has official weight—but the com- 
mittee have not found what of those facts t y found correct; 
they have not found how extensive they are. They relate to a 
small of thatisland. They have not found 

vernment makes any answer to them or 


the 
_ receding. my judgment, totally insufficient to support 
: Mr, ; . Will the Senator allow me to refer him to 
document? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 


The Senator yields to me. The Senator yes- 
asked me for the document from the Secretary of State, 
w Igave him. I hold in my hand, however, a printed docu- 
a message from the President of the United States, sent to 

us on the 11th of February, 1896, containing 212 pages. 
Mr. HOAR. That is the very thing I am talking about at this 


is 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; that was before us all the time. 
_ Mr. HOAR. Thatis exactly what I am saying; I have just been 
saying what the Senator interrupts me to state, and I think it un- 
fair to rise and interrupt me to say what I am saying. The hon- 


orable Senator reproaches me for not knowing what had been 
of this committee when I was absent in Massa- 
et now he not know what I have been saying for 


5 


it 





Mr. HOAR. Let me repeat- 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me state my position. The Senator was 
complaining of the want of information and that the committee 
did not set out a formal report, which is not usually done, by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations at any rate. But here is a docu- 
ment of over 200 printed pages, which have been open to the Sen- 
ator ever since the 11th of February last. 

Mr. HOAR. I have a great mind to ask the Reporter to get up 
and read what I have been saying for the last five minutes, but 
perhaps I can condense it a little. 

I have been observing that there was one document, which I 
ought not to pass over, which had been laid before the Senate; 
that it was a Eocene containing the correspondence with con- 
suls and consular agents in Cuba, and that this document is in 
answer to this resolution: 

That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate, etc., copies of all 
correspondence in regard to our affairs in Cuba. 

This is February last. 

Mr. PLATT. That was sent to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatisa document communicated to the House of 
Representatives, not communicated to the Senate, but to which 
undoubtedly every Senator has had access. But, as Ihave pro- 
ceeded to observe, the committee have not found what of these 
things are true and what are not true. They have not found 
whether the matters had been brought to the attention of the 
Spanish Government, or of Spain, and they relate at best and at 
most to a very small portion of the territory of that island, 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me there, I will say, as 
he was not here at the time of the debate previous to the vote 
taken, that the debate was almost entirely controlled and partici- 
pated in by members of the Foreign Relations Committee. I do 
not recall that in that debate a single member of that committee 
ever referred to that document or cited it in support of the posi- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not believe that there are ten Senators who 
had ever heard of it. Whether the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions have read it, I have no means of knowing. 

Mr. MORGAN. What document is that? 

Mr. HOAR. The correspondence of the consuls in Cuba com- 
municated to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORGAN. I must have read thirty or forty extracts from 
that in the report which I made on my feet here at the order of 
the committee in thiscase. The Senator never reads my speeches, 
and, of course, does not understand what I said. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend from Alabama undertakes to 
break the force of what Ihave had the honor but imperfectly tosay 
by saying that he made the report upon his feet here. 

Mr. MORGAN. How is that? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator speaks of the report he made while on 
his feet. 

Mr. MORGAN. My speech was intended to be a report of the 
action of the committee and the grounds of its action; but the Sen- 
ator has never read it. 

Mr. HOAR. Then if the speech of the Senator from Alabama 
was a report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations now are inviting us to lay down this 
sword for somebody to take up; and the Committee on Foreign 
Relations think that Congress can declare war without the assent 
of the President. I should like to ask my friend from Ohio 
whether he would agree to say that he or his committee ever 
authorized the Senator from Alabama to report to the Senate that 
we had a right to declare war without the assent of the President? 

Mr. SHERMAN, No; I donot think the Senator from Alabama 
made the statement in that way at all. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio did not hear the Senator 
from Alabama five minutes ago state that he had a right, because 
the Judiciary Committee had not submitted a written report. 

= SHERMAN. Ido not think we had the matter before us 
at all, 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then I think the Senator from Ala- 
bama was not making a report from the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator will allow me to make a 
statement in justice to myself and to him. In the speech I made 
I intended to lay down the ground upon which the committee 
had acted and upon which they intended to act, so far as it could 
be gathered. I said that the question of whether or not the Presi- 
deutof the United States had the right to consider the concurrent 
resolution we were adopting was not presented in the resolution, 
and therefore it was unnecessary to discuss it. But I was asked 
by the Senator from Massachusetts himself certain questions be- 
fore he left the Senate and went off, which I felt it my duty to 
respond to, which involved the one I have discussed on my personal 
account, and in which I expressed my opinion personally, and the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who was sitting by me at 
the time, rose after I had closed my remarks, and in his speech 
he said also that the question was not up; but the Senator from 
Massachusetts had called for it and I felt bound to answer it. 
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Mr. HOAR. Then, Mr. President, I hope when the resolution 
ia passed the committee will kindly inform the Senate what por- 
tion of the speech of the Senator from Alabama is the report of 
the committee and what portion of it is his private finding of 
facts. 

Tt seems that the account of the Spanish atrocities read from the 
historian never had been heard of before even by the Senator from 

ine. So that will not pass as the report of the committee. 
That very interesting fact that Spain murdered 45,000 pris- 
oners and killed 15,000 soldiers in battle was not called out by my 
question. Is that part of the report of the committee or no? 

Mr. MORGAN. That was not a part of the report of the com- 
mittee at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I think the subject—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Butin the argument of this case I came acréss 
that fact in the American Encyclopedia, and called the attention 
of the Senate toit. I remarked at the time that I felt embarrassed 
about it, or some remark like that, because it was a fact of such 
enormity that I could scarcely credit it; but the friend of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, Mr de Léme, refers to that and 

ta the blame of it wpon kles, our former minister to 
in. IleavetheSenator to wrestle with General Sickles about it. 

Mr. President, a man who is so easily overthrown 
from Alabama has not the 
General Sickles. 


But I come to a little graver point than this. I ask the Senator 
if it be not true that this resolution which we are asked to adopt 
is a denial of as well-established and as blished and as 


Sages, We are ged? 
entitled to igerent rights, and if there be any doctrine of inter- 
national law which is not’ only well settled, but to which the 
United States is committed, it is the doctrine that parties are not 
ever entitled to belligerent ri under any circumstances, and 
that the granting them to an t or people or dis- 
trict or state or island is solely a matter for the consideration of 
the government that i them, with reference to its own 
interest and duty and desire and convenience. 

I am taking more time than I intended, but I want to read what 
a few only of the authorities say on this subject. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, here is what Mr. Fish said. which he sends to Mr. Motley to 
be read in the ear of Great Britain as our doctrine on this sub- 
ject, in the first volume of Wharton’s Digest, section 69, 
page 513: 


The President does not deny, om the con he maintains, that every 
qwrereae —_— decides for i , on its the question whether 
or not at a given time, accord the status of the imsur- 
gent subjects of another power, as also the larger 
ence subjects and their accession to 
Sed wor, which the morality of 

war, 
be deliberate, seasonable, and 


of an act 
eecis avaad anactiak aeeien 
w 
Seat’ ta seiasemen to fine 


“Deliberate.” I am afraid that word is new to the vocab 
of my honorable friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
my honorable friend the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean]. 


National , indeed, like national being but an ex- 
d 
loti fac, diely recognized ag such, without which a eclaration is 
oe . 


. «© 


* * . 

Bat might arise to call for it. A ship of the insurgents 
appear in the of the neutral, or a collision at sea, im 
on the might have con 


consistency of tary power, to 

Mr. Canning, so as evidently to constitute the fact of bellig- 

ane sae Se eee a semnqneiian ty Go ene. Or the nearness of the 
seat of hostilities to new! may compel the latter te act; bay mgnny 


vere duty to however inconvenient action should 
eee Sec. 
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rection may be of little account and easily suppressed, and where war burst« 
out full-blown, it may be, atonce. Our Government has more than once pr. 
fessed to govern its action by the following criteria expressed in Mr. Monroe 
words relating to the Spanish South American revolts: “As soon as the move. 
ment assumes such a steady and consistent form as to make the success of t})o 
provinces probable, the rights to which Shag were entitled by the law 
nations, as equal parties to a civil war, have 
this rule breaks down in several 
mind, something meqeny subj 
of what a nation ought 
and consistency 


m extended tothem.” Bu 
.. The probability is a creature of the 
ve, and ought not to enter into a definition 
odo. Again, the success does not depend on stea:| 

ness vy of form only, but on relative strength of the parties. if 
you make bility of success the criterion of right in the case, you hay. 
to weigh other circumstances before being able to ju which is most proba 
ble, success or defeat. Would you, if you conceded belligerent rights, with 
draw the concession whenever success to be probable? And. sti!! 
further, such provinces in revolt are not entitled by the law of nations : 

rights as equal parties toacivilwar. They have properly norights, and th. 
concession of belligerency is not made on their account, but on account of 
consi of on the part of the state itself which declares them 


such, or on grow of humanity. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Secretary, read the last sentence again about 
the belligerents having no rights; and I ask the Senate to be good 

to listen to it. ; 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Would if you conceded be’ t righ t cession 
whaneved! suseess csaued to be soothe?” Ant til tersker +n Ani ine s 
in revolt are not entitled by the law of nations to rights as equal parties toa 
civil war. They have — rights, and the concession of 
is not made on their account, but 
the part of the state 
humanity. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to know whether it be not a matter 
of some little gravity for 45 American States here represented to 
declare against that statement of one of the foremost jurists of tho 
world, President W , that that is an entire mistake and is 101 
the international law. says that insurgents are not entitled 

This declaration, if we make it, is to come back 

years. every Insurgent government 

has belligerent rights to which it is entitled, it has a right to hold 

us accountable, if we deny or refuse them, when it gaius its inde- 

—— We are involved necessarily. If it is entitled, as you 

, to these rights we are involved ily, by the inex- 

orable law of nations, more than the more inexorable law 
of duty, in every hereafter the world over. 

I do not think that Mr. Jesus Rivocoba, I do not think that Mr. 
Clarence King, I do not think that the article by the historian 
whose name we have forgotten in the Encyclopedia Americana is 
—_= sufficient authority to warrant the Senate of the United 

in this great authority in international law. 

I want this thing distinctly understood, to pnt 
the seal of your condemnation on the doctrine on which Lincvln 
and Se and, four or five years after, Grant and Fish stood 
in two of the most im: tcrisesin our national history. There 
is another thing which I should like to ask the Secretary to read, 
and that is the note of my honored and beloved friend Richard 
Dana, one of the most accomplished and able men whom this 
country ever had in its service, to Wheaton’s International Law. 
This doctrine of Mr. Dana was cited by Sir Alexander Cockburn 
at Geneva in the great Se nereareg ane. Lord Cock- 
burn says—the Senator from Connecticut [ . PLATT] calls my 
attention to it—that this doctrine has been ‘‘nowhere more fully 

ably or more fairly stated than by Mr. Dana.” 

T ask the ey nee two phs down on the page 
I have indicated to 


The Secretary read as follows: 


belligerency 
on account of considerations of policy on 
declares them t 


itself which » OF On grounds of 


a 
Spemavection ty nusutaioal 8 ieee cheten ‘ealiaies! nation: 
a itical nation 
ality and t which the parent Government does not concere, 
a a state of belligerent rights, if not justified \y 
is a demonstration of moral support to the rebellion 
and of censure upon the parent But the situstion of a foreign 
with reference condition of affairs between t'” 
; this act. I. isimportant, ti 
and what relations of the fore:s™ 


t state and insur- 
law—that 

exercise; otherwise the reco: 
The tests to determine the 
there is maritime war and 
tests are the existence of 
im character, 

state among the 

state; the actual 

nee with the 

truce, cartels, exchanre 
the parent sta‘ 

of commis 

the rights of 

and 


Sop Pion < 


Zely on land 

a for the 

should formally recognize 
the center of Europe. with 
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ports, ould uire a hardly supposable necessity to make it else 
oe mere EScnetwaten of moral o port. Buta case may arise where a 
ign state must 





reign decide whether to hold the parent state responsible for 
7 jone by the insurgents or to deal with the insurgents as a de facto -— 
ane Mr. to sane Grenvete on = Greek = pune 2, 1 - 
“ izes gerency in the insurgents, it releases the 

it the ro sponsibility for whatever may be done by the insurgents, 
ot done by the parent state where the insurgent power extends. (Mr. 
anes to Mr. Seward, June 1i, 1861, Dip. Corr., 105.) In a contest wholly 
— land, a contiguous state may be obliged to make the decision whether 
pee to regard it as a war; but, in practice, this has not been done by a gen. 
oa and deelaration, but by actual treatment of cases as they 
isu Where the insurgents and the parent state are maritime, and the 
foreign nation has extensive commercial relations and trade at the ports of 
both, and the foreign nation and either or both of the contending parties 
have rable naval force, and the domestic contest must extend itself 
over the sea, then the relations of the foreign state to this contest are far 


different. 
‘ state of things the liability to political complications and the 
. oa of right and duty to be decided at once, ly away from home, 
by private citizens or naval officers, seem to require an authoritative and 
y L.ral decision as to the status of the three parties involved. If the contest 
os war, all foreign citizens and officers, whether executive or judicial, are 
to follow one line of act; if it is not a war, pam In, to follow a totally 
different line. It it is a war, the commissioned cruisers of both sides may 
search, and vapture the fore’ merchant vessel. and that vessel must 
steht no resistance and must su $ to adjudication by a prize court; if it is 
not a war, the cruisers of neither party can stop or search the foreign mer- 
chant vessel; and that vessel may resist all attempts in that direction, and 


ihips of the foreign state may attack and capture any cruiser per- 
ei the attempt. If it is war, Sertign nations must await the adjudica- 
tion ; if it is not war, no such tribunal can .. If it 
is war, parent state may institute a e jure gentium of the insur- 


blockad 

hich foreigners must respect; but if it isnot a war, foreign na- 
large commercial intercourse with the country will not respect 
a zof insurgent ports decrees only. If it is a war, the insur- 
are to be ip Toseign eitinens and officials, at sca and in 
port, as lawful belligerents; if it is not a war, those cruisers are pirates, and 
may be treated an eee. If it isa war, the rules See Z carry. 
contra! or or come or; no 

a do not. Winic torclen 


- “ye ey ee 
way or hostility ma. breaches 
of aie laws; hile, if itis not war, they do not come into that cate- 
gory, but under the category of yd or of crimes by municipal law. 

Now, all citizens of a te, and all its executive officersand judicial 
magioteaton, look to the a of their Government to pre- 
the rule of their conduct in all their — relations with the parties 


contest. Thisruleis inthe and most intelligible manner 
fea ble contingencies by the sim le declaration that porte is or 


l 


Be 


be treated as war. the of things uires the decision, it 
ete made by the Tey tof the epramaat, It is not tit 
that cases be to be as they may arise, by private citizens, 


or naval or judicial officers, at home or abroad, by sea or . It is, there- 
tical department of a foreign state to 

the decision. It owes it to its own citizens, to the contending parties, 
to make that decision seacsonably. If it issues 

ly, or in a contest with 

which it has . it isa gratuitousand unfriendly act. If the parent 
Government of it, the complaint must be made upon one of these 
—_ To whether the recognition was uncalled for and prema- 
» requires something more than a consideration of ximate facts and 
e foreign state is 

of the parties, the mag- 


nitude and completeness of the and tary o izations and 

varations on each side, the extent of the conflict by sea and land, 
Tie probable extent and of its development, and, above all, the 
probability that its own merchant v uaval officers, and consuls may be 
precipitated into sudden and difficult complications abroad. The best that 
can be said is that the foreign state may protect itself by a seasonable deci- 
sion, either upon a test case that arises or bya prospective decision; 
while, on the other if it makes the tion passsebupeny, 1 is liable 
to the of an dly purpose to the parent state. @ recogni- 

of t is not solely to the advantage of the insurgents. 


arecognized status, and the opportunity to 
sea, and to exert all the powers known to 


aye 
: 


mari warfare, with the sanction of f nations. They can obtain 
abroad loans, and naval materials, enlist men, as sapinst every- 
thing but neutrality . eg pe py eee ged, their 
revenue laws are Pees. ne ¥ acquire a quasi-political recognition. 
On the other parent Government is relieved from responsibility 
for acts done in insurgent ; its blockade of its own ports is 


respected; and it acquires a right to ex 

powers of a party to a maritime war. 
Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] isnot here. This statement of Richard Dana is a sum- 
ming up by one of the ablest lawyers the country ever contained of 
what he knew of the doctrine on which this country went through 
My honorable friend from Ohio stands worthily, 

in history, by the side of the ve 

greatest of the great men of that great day. His name will stan 
with ish and Seward and his own 
illestrious brother asthe men to whom God in His providence and 
peanty ccmmaiitel the great task of saving the life of the 

when it was in peril—of more than that, of savin 


against neutral commerce, all the 


f 
: 
i 
L 


and the last of human liberty on the face o: 
the earth. I trust that if iaeeaatit hers ie enquaetetly 
an without sufficient ce ooeee eae on © position 
where he is asked to come in wash out as with a wet sponge 
the great diplomatic achievements and of that great time, 

will recede from his and he will er to 
raha, Mistory by the of the men whose names I have called 
Cnn in the delightful of my hon- 


law, from the of the American ence 
one of its great principles, but it does it , in- 
eilectively. Mr, Dana says apenas He has just been 


* 


ie? a. 
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read that the decision must be made by the political department 





of the Government. That political department of the Govern- 
ment is Congress, the two Houses acting together. acting bv 
resolutions or votes to which their concurrence is constitutionally 
necessary, and in such case the Constitution provides that before 
this nation can act, the act of the two Houses must be approved 
by the President of the United States or passed over his tions 
by a two-thirds vote. 

Now, our honorable friends come in here and shri [ will not 
say flinch—from sending their declaration where it 1 alone have 
any political effect. They undertake to make this u in a 
way that will accomplish all the mischief that it is capable of, 
and have none of its vigor, potency, or effect. It is not the act of 
the American people. It is not binding on any single American 


citizen. It is not binding on the President. 
either House of Congress. It is not binding on any member of 
Congress. It is not binding for any future year. It is a declara- 
tion to which the Constitution adds in letters that can not be ef- 
faced, ‘‘ This means nothing; it has no power.” The President of 
the United States alone can give it life and vigor and potency and 
authority, and the committee, when they wrote the word “ con- 
current” at the top of that resolution, wrote in brief these words: 
“It is distinctly to be understood that this is a Pickwickian reso- 
lution, without vigor or potency or meaning. We have not dared 
to tell Spain that we recognize the insurgents as belligerents and 
are prepared to take the consequences. We have not dared to 
give the President of the United States the constitutional author- 
ity to protect any American citizen. We give Spain the right of 
search in terms, but if she undertakes to exercise it we can turn 
upon her and say, ‘This did not mean anything. It was [to use 
the phrase of my honorable friend] merely moot court debate, 
ae in tosee which member of the Senate or of the other House 
could make the most eloquent and inspiring speech; but it had no 
constitutional effect on the great question of war or peace or for- 
eign policy or international relations.’” 

r. President, I do not wish to make any suggestion of any- 
body’s motive, and I do not do it; I disclaim it; but I could not 
help thinking of a definition of circumstantial evidence which a 
bright old Democratic judge in my State of Massachusetts once 
—. There was a case tried in East Cambridge, where the court- 

ouse is a mile from the Charlestown Navy-Yard, which my es- 
teemed colleague and I know as the plague of our lives. A case 
came up where the evidence was circumstantial, and counsel on 
both sides made a great handle of that. The judge said: ‘‘ Gentle- 
men of the jury, there is no great mystery about this matter of 
circumstantialevidence. There are certain facts which when they 
exist satisfy us as a matter of human experience that other facts 
exist also in their neighborhood. Therefore when you have proved 
one, it is circumstantial evidence of the other. For instance, if 
you should see great activity in the navy-yard over here to-morrow 
that would be circumstantial evidence, not that a war is approach- 
ing, but that an election is approaching.” a. 

I have sometimes—I say it with all frien 


It is not binding on 


liness—been inclined 


to think that when you saw uncommon activity in our grave, 
reverend, and somewhat sleepy Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and my honorable friend the Senator from Ohio came into the 


Senate in a state of extraordinary excitement, interrupting every- 
body else who tried to make a speech, it was circumstantial evi- 
dence not that there was any great trouble as to our foreign rela- 
tions, but that a Presidential election was at hand. { Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. President, I do not think this thing ought to be done 
unless it is to be done. As Shakespeare says— 

If it were done, when ‘tis done, then "twere well 
It were done quickly. 

This thing is not to be done. Nobody proposes to doit. It is 
put into this form in order to avoid doing it and not to do it, and 
thatisallthereisofit. — 

It does not, as I said, bind any Congress, present or future. It 
does not bind the President and it does not bind the people. 
If any unhappy manufacturer or maker of arms, encouraged by 
this resolution, goes down to Mobile and sells them to a Cuban in- 
surgent, or sends them from New York, and sets up in his defense 
that his Government has declared that those people are belliger- 
ents, he is liable to be indicted and convicted for a breach of our 
neutrality.laws next week, just as he would have been last week 
before the resolution was passed. There is nothing in the resolu- 
tion but a snare and a delusion, both to Cuban insurgents and to 
that class of our citizens who sympathize with them and wish to 
trade with them. Is not that so, my honorable friend from Ohio? 
Is there any doubt about that legal proposition? 

Now, there is but one organ of this country to foreign countries, 
and that is the Executive. He can not declare war and he can 
not make laws regulating commerce except as a part of the legis- 
lative power of the country, but everything else is his. It is for 
him to make treaties; it is for him to appoint and receive ambassa- 
dors, and it is for him, as it has been the custom of this country 
for a hundred years, to determine the question of recognition or 
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of belligerency. When the French ambassador called on Daniel 
Webster in Mr. Fillmore’s time and hoped he would not recognize 

rematurely the new revolution, Mr. Webster said, ‘Why, my 
Sear sir, we have recognized the First Consul, and we have recog- 
nized the Emperor, and we have recognized the Directory, and 
we have recognized the first Republic,” and he went over about 
forty different governments they have had in France, every one 
of which had been recognized by the President of the United 
States, when this 
depart from, had s 
a century. 

As I said, Mr. President, neither the pulpit, nor the press, nor 
the two Houses of Congress, nor anybody else, has any authority 
over this matter unless the President concur. It is only the opin- 
ion of certain very respectable gentlemen in a very excited frame 
of mind. That is all there is of it, 

Now, when this country wants to act, let her act with all her 
force. AsIsaid yesterday, if we have any diplomatic knots to 
cut, let the two halves of our shears act together, President and 
Congress, and cut them, and not undertake to have one-half, sep- 
arate from the other, doing the work. Scissors will not operate 
either in politics or in any other place in the world in that way. 

You are doing all mischief and you are doing none of the good 
when you adopt this method of procedure. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said all I wish to say about this res- 
olution, though I think a good many more things might be said. 
But I wish to say one thing for myself, which perhaps will not get 
much sympathy anywhere, about the general question of our for- 
eign relations. Ido not like this constant meddling anywhere 
with the great diplomatic discussions of the Government. 

Now, take the Venezuelan matter. I think it was quite proper 
before it came up that Congress should make a temperate reaffirm- 
ance of the Monroe doctrine and send it to the President for his 
support and approbation. I like the resolutions which my es- 
teemed colleague [Mr. LopGr] introduced and what he said in 
support of them, as I like almost everything that he does. I do 
not quite like this particular resolution, as I have observed. But 
when that had been done and the President of the United States 
had conveyed to us the fact that he and the Secretary of State 
were having an important and delicate discussion with Great 
Britain, I think the pulpit, and the press, and the college 
fessors, and Representatives, and Senators had better let it alone 
ard leave it to negotiation. Ido not like this hurrying to send 
messages to England of how much we love her. I do not like this 
sending messages across the Atlantic or these passionate utterances 
of what a horrible thing it would be to have a war and that we 
would not have one under any circumstances. 

Mr. Olney has got a very good head, in my opinion. I do not 
agree with him in politics, but he is a good, square, honest, clear- 
headed, old-fashioned Massachusetts Yankee, and Iam willing to 
trust him with the diplomacy of this Government. 

They say that the President's message contained a menace of 
war with England. England does not seem to understand it so. 
But supposing it did, he has said it in the face of the civilized 
world and he has said it in the a exercise of his authority 
and discharge of his duty as the Chief Executive of this Republic, 
and to humiliate him for it or to condemn him for it is to humil- 
iate America and condemn America in the face of the nations of 
the world. 

There is not any danger of war with England. We do not mean 
to make war with her, and she does not mean to make war with 
us. When the President of the United States, in discussing the 
question whether John Bull was crowding a little American State 
out of her rights, utters a phrase which can not be recalled, I 
think we had better hold our peace, if we do not like it, and goon 
with the negotiations. 

Mr. President, I remember reading a story of the first Napoleon 
which Iam sometimes reminded of in these criticisms of the Chief 
eee. He was walking one day with a beautiful lady of 
high rank, when a workman came along with a heavy burden on 
hisshoulder. The haughty beauty kept the narrow path and was 
for making the poor man step out, that she need not soil her 
dainty shoes by stepping into the mud. ‘‘Madam,” said the 
Emperor, ‘respect the burden.” When this great controversy with 
Great Britain is going on, I feel, political opponent as I am of 
President Cleveland, like saying to these American critics in the 
= and in the P , “Respect the burden.” 

. President, | had a few thoughts more which I should like 
to have expressed to the Senate on this subject, but the time has 
come when the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPre] desires to 
ceed, and I will not undertake to detain the Senate any 
I will leave off whenever the Chair is ready to lay before the Sen 
ate the business which comes up at 2 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not quite time yet, the Chair 
will state to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. President--— 


Republic, on the policy that you now seek to 
ool secure and at peace and in quiet for nearly 


ro- 


— 


Mr. PLATT. May I inquire what will become of the pendin 
resolution at 2 o'clock? ere are other Senators who ce re . 
~~ one tate it. I wish that it might retain its place. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will state that under the 
rule the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts will o. ¢5 
a eggs at 2 o’clock unless it is otherwise ordered by the 
mate. ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut 
that he ask that the resolution may retain its place without any 


prejudice. 
r. MORGAN. I object to that, Mr. President. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to take the floor on the r-soly- 
tion to make some remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not yielded the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
not yielded the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought he was through. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want my friend from Ohio to thrust in g 
motion to lay the pending resolution on the table before the Sen- 
ators who wish to speak on it have been heard. He does not pro- 
pose to do that? 
ent eeeeumete’ i ee. —_ oo to the Senate 

at I propose , if possible, the privileged question, the report 
of the commntitn at conference, before the Senate, and to call 
attention to the fact that all the remarks of the Senator from 
Massachusetts could have been made just as well upon the «ues- 
tion of concurring in that report. ut as this resolution was 
introduced, as I suppose, for the purpose of enabling the Senator 
from Massachusetts to make his speech, I did not complain of it, 
except I thought that the Senate ought to proceed in the ordinary 
way and, instead of discussing this moot question, discuss the ro] 
question involved. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I ae that weshould proceed to the busi- 
ness of the Senate in its order. He having been gratifie| by an 
opportunity to make his spot. I will yield with pleasure to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurpPte], that he may conclude his 
speech ay the Delaware election case. 

Mr. HOAR. Will theSenator from Indiana allow me to s:y that 
I concede I could have made the motion to postpone on the confer- 
ence report, but it would not have been in order to have ailided to 
a motion to postpone instructions to the committee to report in 
the meantime their conclusions of fact. It was necessary, there- 
fore, in order that the Senate might have the right to give the 
committee that instruction, the conference report being w). that 
I should do it in this form. Otherwise I should have acidressed 
the Senate on the Cuban resolution. All that I desire now is that 
this resolution may go over. Of course it goes to the Calendar 
and must be taken up by a vote of the Senate. I desire that it 
shall go over in the ordinary way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairunderstood that objection 
was inte to the request of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
That take the resolution to the Calendar. The hour of2 
o'clock having arrived—— 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] 
the En the resolution when it is called up? 

Mr. KRELL, It can not come up except on motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submitted to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Rhode Island, and an objection hav- 
ing been interposed, the resolution of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts under the rule goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
Mr. MitcHEe.iof from the Committee on Privileges and 
February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That A. Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate {rm the 
State of Delaware for full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I closed the 
remarks last evening by introducing the credentials of Senator 
Watson of the State senate of Saeena™ cagethor with the jour- 
nal of the State senate, showing that he been admitted and 
sworn and seated as a member upon those credentials, ani 100 
the authority of the case and under the power already quote, I 
maintained the position that his being seated as a mem! er and 

ing as such on his credentials continues his right and tit!« as 4 
member, and his membership until the record of the 
State senate of Delaware shows some resolution, order, of ) 05" 
ment adverse to his right or title as a —. by the distin- 

setts [Mr. 


Hoar] whether the 
record of the Senate in this case did not show certain facts. 


portion of my 


the 
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he appointment of the speaker pro | _ To the disqualifications of this kind may be added those which result from 

death of the governor and t : Yr . the commission of some crime which would render the memt bl 
. ) ssion of some crime ri vould render the me xr ineligible, or 
tempore nm place of the regular I aker. I admit, as did then from some gross official or other misconduct, in « : 


msequence of which he is 
expelled, or discharged from being a member In a 


mem 


admit, in answer to the question of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, that the record of the Delaware senate shows those fucts. 
Upon those facts we draw the conclusion of law that the addi- 
tional duties of the executive authority devolved upon Mr. Watson 
as speaker of the senate. That is the conclusion we draw. The 
conclusion Which the majority of the committee draw is that 
these additional duties of the executive and the appointment of a 


| these cases, unless 
there is some express provision of law, by which the subject is regulated, the 
fact of disqualification can only be inquired into and decided upon by the 
assembly itself. : ; 


Not by the Senate of the United States, not by any other court 
or tribunal, but by the senate of the State of Delaware. Let me 
read a little further. I read from page 195: 


speaker pro tempore either vacated the office of speaker and of a The distinction has already been explained between those offices or employ- 
senator or suspended the functions of speaker or senator. These | ments, the possession of which at the time of the election renders a person 
both conclusions of law directly opposite, drawn from the | ieligible, and those the functions of which are merely incompatible with the 
are functions of a member; the former avoiding the election, the latter only pre- 
same state of facts. : venting the person elected from exercising the functions of a member unti 
But, sir, the fact that the record of the State of Delaware is | they are removed. When, however, a member has once been duly elected 


evidence of this fact is not sufficient to determine the question 
here in argument nor is the conclusion of law drawn either way 
safficient to determine it. There are only two questions for 
determination here which I wish to state. For example, the fact 
that the record shows certain facts simply dispenses with the 
proof of those facts. The facts themselves are not an order, judg- 
ment, or resolution. It is the old case long ago put of a man 
having @ pematey noe in his pocket upon which he could pro- 
cure a jolgment. e evidence of the debt is not a judgment of 
it because the grounds for a judgment do not have the effect of a 
judgment or order of acourt. — 
The case is put that this fact is shown by the record. I will 
make the facts pe by the record in the other case. Suppose 
a cognovit is filed for the papeee of taking a judgment by con- 
arly ve 


and taken his seat this distinction no longer exists, the acceptance of disqual- 
ifying and incompatible offices being equally effectual to create a vacancy 

The only practical question in cases of this kind usually relates to the time 
when the acceptance of an office takes place. The subject is sometimes regu- 
lated by law, but where this is not the case it may be considered as a rule, 
founded in the reason of the thing and corresponding with the practice, so 
far as it is known, of all our legislative assemblies, that in order to vacate the 
seat of a member by the acceptance of a disqualifying or incompatible office 
the clection or appointment thereto alone is not sufficient, but the member 
must either have signified his acceptance of the office in a formal manner, or 
have done what is incumbent on him to qualify himself to discharge its duties, 
or have actually entered upon their discharge. In cases of this kind the ex- 
istence of the vacancy must be declared by the assembly itself 

No matter if he has accepted theoffice; concede, for the sake of 
argument, that the construction put upon the Delaware constitu- 
tion by the majority of the committee was right; nomatter if Mr. 
Watson did actually accept an office; concede that; the fact that 
he did so accept and that he thus vacated the office he held as a 
senator and as speaker, must be declared by the house itself. 
What is the use of all this discussion about the constitution of 
Delaware, about the question of constitutional law? What pur- 
pose does it serve? Either of these constructions of the constitu- 
tion with respect to this authority may be well founded; the real 

uestion is, Did the State senate of the State of Delaware declare 
the vacancy? They did not. They declared nothing on the sub- 
ject. 

In the case arising under this and the preceding section 

Cases disqualifying by crimes or removal of residence, or the 
accepting of an incompatible office. Those are the cases 

In cases arising under this and the preceding section there is, in fact, no 
yacency until it is so declared or implied by the resolution of the assembly 


fession. Suppose it is reg rified and acknowledged under 
the law of the State where it is proposed to operate and placed 
on file, then the grounds of the judgment appear on the record. 
There is no judgment _ I will go further, because there are 
actual experiences and decisions on the point. Suppose the copy 
of the note is spread at large upon the record; there is the evi- 
dence on the face of the record. It is the same as the evidence 
in this supposed Delaware case is on the face of the record. So 
there is the evidence of the debt acknowledged to be due on the 
record. Here is the evidence that the speaker pro tempore was 
appointed in place of the regular speaker on the record, and here 
is the evidence that the regular speaker has devolved upon him 
the duties and the executive functions on the face of the record. 

Now, neither the record nor the face of the record, nor the fact 
that the evidence of these facts is upon the record, has the force of 
a judgment. There must still be in the one case the action, order, 
and judgment of the court. Although the evidence is in the 
record, as in the other case, there must be the action, judgment, 
or order of the house, notwithstanding that the facts are on the 
face of the record. 

In the first place, I will state the material question in this case. 
It is a question to which I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
because although the learned Senator from Oregon devoted a very 
large portion of his speech to the discussion of questions incident 
to it he avoided the material question in the case. He took as 
much care to do it as the Delaware constitution does to avoid 
naming as governor the substitute for governor. He took as much 
care to do it as the act of Congress of 1886 does to avoid calling 
the —e for the President President or of recognizing him 
as such, 

That question is this: Does the record of the Delaware senate 
show any action, order, or resolution of the house upon the facts 
co to be upon the face of the record? That question can 
only be answered in the negative. It does not show anything of 
the kind. That is the question, and it makes no difference for the 
purpose of this argument whether the Senator is right in giving 
two or three constructions or whether we are right in giving one 
construction to the constitution of Delaware; whatever may be 
our construction, the question is, Did the Delaware senate make 
i — decision, A memory or resolution upon the question? 

Upon that question I wish to introduce the next authority. It 
is from Cushing’s Manual. I think I am entitled to call it a classic 
authority on the su of parliamen law and parliamentary 
privilege. This was not written with any purpose and could 
not possibly have contemplated any purpose except to state the 
law as it is and has been and will continue to be in these cases. 
This book was not written with any reference to the question in 
the Du Pont case. Let us see now what the author states as the 
parliamentary law without on in reference to the necessity 
of @ judgment, order, or resolution of the house upon facts, no 
matter how evident they may be: 


Whenever 

Sec cong eh emerear onto realtone 
trom fy State or other zal const ae bs Wades ee bp seaatred to con 
i in seat of such member is thereby liable to 
the ki eagnt. upon the tact of such disqualification being brought to 
It is liable to be adjudged vacant; it is not yet vacant. 


So when we concede for argument’s sake that the facts upon 
which they base their construction, that there was either a va- 
cancy, a suspension, or an abeyance of the functions of State 
senator or speaker by the acceptance of this office, using the 

hrase simply for the purposes of argument, on behalf of Mr. 
Wale, then there must be upon such facts a resolution declar- 
ing the vacancy, and no vacancy exists until such resolution or 
order of the house is entered upon the journal. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Would it lie in the case of 
death? 

Mr. TURPIE. . Yes, sir. There the death is noticed always. 
Here the death is noticed. It is very short; it is a brief order. 
All that is necessary in this case to conclude everyone was for 
the State senate of Delaware to pass a resolution—not impracti- 
cable, not long, not irrational— 

Resolved by the senate, That the Hon. William T. Watson, having had 
devolved upon himself the duties of the executive authority temporarily, 
until a governor may be elected in the place of Governor Marvil, who is 
d , his seat has become vacant in this house. 

That would be the resolution of the assembly, and that is the 
only thing which would create a vacancy. There is no amount 
of argument, there is no amount of inference, there is no amount 
of reasoning, there is no amount of construction or misconstruc- 
tion that at all affects his seat until the vacancy be declared by 
the house of which he was a member. Then, and not till then, it 
is vacant. 

The second question in the case, which the Senator from 
Oregon also has studiously avoided, is whether the Senate of the 
United States, the State senate of Delaware not having acted, 
can now here declare a vacancy to have existed in the senate of 
the Stateof Delaware. That must be answered in the negative. 
This court has never enacted such a thing; this court has never 
resolved such a thing, nothing like it, nothing resembling it. My 
honorable friend from Oregon, however, answers this by a quali- 
fied negative. He says it is true as to matters of fact; but as to 
questions of law, and especially of constitutional law, there 
remains with us a right and power to declare a vacancy or a 
a or a state of abeyance. 

ow, I wish tocome to that position. Ihave here the thirteenth 
volume of the Reports of the Supreme Court of the State of 
Michigan. I wish to read from it an opinion by Judge Cooley, a 
jurist of national and international reputation, the opinion on 
which Judge Brewer, in the Kansas case cited yesterday, founded 
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his decision. This opinion is right to the point, that the house or 
the senate of the State legislature is the judge, the exclusive 
judge, both of questions of law and questions of fact in deter- 
mining the qualifications, elections, and returns of their own 
members. It been argued differently in that case, and to that 
argument and to that position the judge directs his opinion in 
these words: 

It isa sufficient answer to this argument, that, while the constitution has 
conferred the general judicial power of the State upon the courts and officers 
specified, there are certain powers of a judicial nature, which, by the same 
instrument, are expressly conferred upon other bodies or officers; and amon 
them is the power to edge of the qualifications, elections, and returns 
members of The I legislature. The terms employed clearly show that each 
house, in deciding, acts in a judicial capacity, and there is no clause in the 
constitution whic empowers this, or any other court, to review their action. 


“Any other court.” You are now sitting, sir [Mr. Szwe.1 in 
the chair], in one of the tribunals characterized by the expression 
“any other.” There is no power in the supreme court of the State 
of Michigan, or any other tribunal, or in the court of the Senate 
of the United States, there is no power in this court or any other 
to review the decision. 


The “ ral superintend 


gene control” which the 
under section 3of Article Viot 


ae Rn overal 


me court possesses 
Sa courts,”’ does 


t, that when each 
oe alsoconstruing for itself the 


a 
eof 


es wi 
aoe the law “differenti a third construc 
cliowhag the court ferentiy. wh But with this possibi ty im 
Sores supervisory power over 
Fen ees ten te of mem’ are so great and so obvious 
SSG eke cs Geen elie conan — from 
conferring the power. The could not a exercised 
during the session of the legislative body, and to correct the decisions after- 
wards by annulling the laws passed would 
eS et been a owrengs an indi 
thedistrict which elected him, but which co soldom affect the Sta Stateat large. 
In can make no difference — in this case according to the pleas, the ques- 
tion passed upon by the house was purely a question of law. 


It is claimed here that this case is purely a question of law; 
but I do not myself believe that there is any disputed facts in the 
case of Mr. Du Pont, the claimant from Delaware. 

the jnrisdiction of the State legislature in such cases? 
The Senator from Oregon says that we can revise them; that it is 
notexclusive. JudgeCooley, sitting as chief justice of the supreme 
court of i , Bays: 

Tt can no difference that in this case, 
tion passed “etion by the house was 
of the ons of a member 
and fact, the house must 


puisesgn ay pulbinctadl < ne 


If we have the power to review the decision in one case we have inall. If 
woos correct their erroneous construction of a law we have the same power 
any erreneous 


correct decision upon returns, qualifications, or majorities. 
it is sufficient for us to say that the constitution has not conferred upon us 
this pananetcn, and whether the decision made is right or wrong we shall 


leave it been left b = law hoteene (13 Mich- 
ignn Gupveme Qeurt Beperta, 5. O08. 

I will supplement that for “a present by noticing how exactl 
this doctrine is supported by Mr. Justice Brewer in the case ci 
terday. After citing what I call the qualification clause in the 
Siete eumstiiation, the same as in the constitution of the State of 
Delaware, the judge goes on to say: 

This is a grant of power and constitutes each house the ultimate tribunal— 

What is the meaning of “ultimate?” Is there anything after 
the end? What comes after the last? ‘‘ Ultimate” is the last. 
Is it possible to conceive of a tribunal in existence which comes 
after the last? 


This is a grant cf 


as to the q 
qty do not decide. 
m there is no 
That is the meaning of “ ultimate.” 
Pt geen te Se Sue bepeee. And this 
been exercised, and a member 
power, and runs through the entire 
For which he was elected—the four 


to the pleas, the 
rely question of ie ies. “A joa 
usually a ac aemsamaeeno law 
upon both. 


r, and constitutes each house the nat tribunal 
its own members. The two houses acting con- 
Each house acts for itself, and by itself ; and free its 


is not exhausted when once 
to his seat. It is a continuous 


of which he can not be 


legislative 
deprived, except b. order olen 
CO engi eee a "4 


time, and at all times 
to pass upon the present 
The constitution of Kansas 
member of the legislature 


the term of office, each house is em- 
of its own members. 


‘acto, when 
a Federal edema 


vacant; yet this house went on and recognized a member 4), 
refused to oust him who had accepted a Federal office. Wh: it . 
the decision upon that state of facts? 


By ection 5 of ocnsns ensiiie, 


of a Federal office v; acat 
member's seat. 


acceptance o 
ceases to be qualified, and of this the house is the juin. 
the claim that he has a Federal oni —— 


uses to oust a mom! .. 
his seat is beyond judicial challenge. ’ 


This is the meaning of “ultimate ;” this is the meaning of -:..x- 
clusive,” that even while a legislature decides wrong, while it 
decides against the constitution of its own State, where thie |. vis. 
lative order of the house is in peg violation of the constitu: 
of the State, yet the member, if not ousted by order of the hu. 
continues to be a member, and his acts are held to be valid. That 
is the doctrine of Mr. Cushing; that is the doctrine of Judg 
Cooley ; that is the doctrine of Judge Brewer. There is no 
tradiction of the doctrine by any respectable authority any wire. 
Not within the metes and bounds of parliamentary law in free 
governments will you find a case contradicting these authori 


Ss. 


This grant of pores te Be Se very eaine He ee ns to any other dinqn lifi- 
adlen} patentee ; and it is necessary to e the entire independ 
the two houses. a power exclusively vested in it, it can not be gra: 
away or transferred to any other tribunal or officer. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. MayI ask the Senator a question, 
as he is arguing that point very earnestly, and very ably and 


learnedly ? 

Mr. RPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of ‘Oregon. Does the doctrine for which the 
Senator is contending ee ee that in the case 
of certain facts occurring which in law would make a vacancy, 
the State senate in the case of a State senator is the exclusive 

of that fact? 
. TURPIE. Most certainly it does. 

Mr. MITCHELL of of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me a 
little further—— 

Mr. TURPIE. The honorable Senator will allow me. 
ion, and now I wish to answer it. 


‘ of Oregon. Very well. 
Mr. TURPIE. Most certainly it does, because all three of the 
decisions i aan 


nted 


He puts 


~ preg be A fact and of law, before the 
upon by the house, and if they are passed 
; there is no appeal; it is an 
upon by the house, 
iction. 


Mr. MITCHELL of "Oregon. Suppose in case a State senator 
dies and the State senate finds that fact and spreads it on its 
aa but nofruime. if the the Senator will allow me to use that word 

Mr TURPIE. It is your own word, not mine. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Refrains from declaring that t! " 
is a vacancy; in other words, the senate declines or hesitat: 

from dec the effect of that death, would the con- 

from which that man was sent to the senate be bound 

could not send a successor there, or would that kind 
anybody or any tribunal; that is 

t, but they apply the law all 


wrong? 
Mr. TURPIE. It would bind everybody. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think not. 
Mr. Boor nyreerg You have no authority for that opinion except 


" METCHELL, of Oregon. That is the Senator’s opinion 
will suppose aman is dead, or I will + uppose 
the other day, that he is in the penitentiary, 
been elected President of the United 
unt he may be, or whether or not he was 1! 
there be an Seon: 2 eres gnizing 
; it might be simp!y 
it issue to the county of Kent to elect a succesor— 
be some such order the vacancy does not exist. 
HELL of Senator allow me one 
, and any further? Suppose 
statute of the State of Delaware declaring that no felon 
the legislature of the State, and ome of the senat 
, and sentence i 
they come to con- 
Pe the fact of the 
a up that finding 
eee, Is that- binding? 


put by Justice Brower. — 
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ger case to which I 
I speak it advisedly, for we 
the attention of the court to the 
. There a person accepted a Fed- 
ber of the legislature, and the consti- 
an instance provided that he thereby 
ipso facto. The legislature adjudged that the 
seat was not vaca The court says that the judgment of the 
legislature is final, ultimate, and, however erroneous it may be, 
it can not be revised or revie 
I will take another case, a stronger one than that put by the 
learned and honorable Senator. Here is a man who died, and 
whose death is known, and the honse or senate of the legislature 
deeming it necessary for some purpose of their own—I will not 
inquire into the motives; the Senate of the United States never 
does—that a vacancy shall not be declared in that case. They 
may spreaG the fact of his death upon the record, and take a 
who is a living person, and personate the person who has 
seat him, and ize him as the person wlio has died— 
that could not be inquired into by the United States Senate nor 
by any other court. : 
There is no escape from this grant of absolute power to a legis- 
lature to judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its 
own nembeus That power is continuous. It continues with the 
member through his whole term; it allows no question as to the 
member's title to be raised in the Senate of the United States, nor 
in any court or tribunal, t in the house of the State legisla- 
ture to which he belonged. ere the question may be raised 
and decided. If it be decided, the decision can not be reviewed or 
revised, and if no question be raised, the member holds under the 
first adjudication when he was admitted upon his credentials. 
One of the positions taken by the learned and honorable Senator 
was that if a constitutional question came up that that gave the 
Senate of the United States power to adjudge it. Why, sir, 
there are very few contested cases here that have not some consti- 
tutional question in them. My own case, to which I have re- 
ferred, had a very grave constitutional question in it, and the 
record 


of the will show it. It was this, whether the 
person who pretended to have been elected lieutenant-governor, 
or who had elected by the people, or a person who had been 


elected by the senate as president pro tempore had the right to 
organize the State senate. That is a constitutional question as 
grave, and [think more grave, than the constitutional question 
here involved in respect to the construction of the fundamental 
law of Delaware. 

The State senate of Indiana took that question under considera- 
tion and decided that the president pro tempore of the senate was 
the proper officer to ize the senate, and the Senate of the 
United States declared that they would not inquire into that de- 
cision, and did not give any opinion about it. There was no 
occasion that we should. It was expressly prohibited and forbid- 
den by their own constitution, and by the constitution of every 
State in the Union. 

question in the Kansas case, to which I have so often re- 
ferred, was a constitutional question, a purely constitutional 
question, under the constitution of the State of s,as to how 
many should constitute the house of representatives, whether 125 
or 129, and if there had been seats and constituencies that adju- 
dication would have been final and not inquired into; but as there 
was no subject-matter upon which the adjudication could oper- 
ate, the court went on to determine it, but respecting a State 
printer and the validity of a law, but not with respect to the title 
of a member. 

There was a constitutional question in the Kansas case, in 
which I have read the opinion of Judge Brewer, exactly constitu- 

and precisely constitutional, as to whether a member of the 
having a Federal office, could continue his 
house of he was a member. The constitution 
and the house of which he was a mem- 
could. The court decided that the judgment 
not be inquired into, the constitution of the 
notwithstanding. The constitutional ques- 
of law, but when Judge Cooley in the 
extends to ail 


the Senator kindly give me 
which he quoted from a moment 
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whether, under the statutes of the State of New Jersey, a member 
of the legislature could vote for himself as United States Senator 
and could elect himself—purely a question of law. If the distin- 
guished Senator wishes to be refreshed upon the subject of in- 
compatibility of offices, let him look at that case. There it was 
claimed, and was most fully demonstrated from the decisions of 
the common law and judgments of the common law courts, that 
aman who occupied a representative capacity could not at the 


same time be an elector and a candidate; yet the senate of New 
Jersey decided that he could be both a candidate and an elector, 
and allowed him to vote for himself, and the United States Senate 
declined to inquire further; they would only look to the question 


as to whether he voted and acted as a member; and if he were a 
member, recognized as such and acting and voting as such, and 
voted for himself, that was ultimate. He wasseatedhere. 17 
was no review of it upon any ground, notwithstanding the consti- 
tutional objection which might have been made to it under the 
law of the State of New Jerse”. 

I might cite a variety of other cases in which constitutional 


| 
| 
| 


questions have occurred or questions of law. Not one case can be 
found which supports the position of the honorable and learned 
Senator. that is lenishatuee is to judge only of facts. Every de- 
| cided case determines the question, and determines the question 
| against the honorable Senator that the legislature is the exclusive 
and ultimate judge both of the facts and law of the case before 


| them. 

After offering the journal yesterday to show that the creden- 
tials of Mr. William T. Watson had been presented, and to show 
that he was admitted and sworn, and was subsequently elected 
speaker of the senate, I wish to refer again to the case of Clark 
and Maginnis as to the effect of this action by the senate of Dela- 
ware. I quote from the decision in that case. Speaking of 
credentials, the decision says: 

Their title is not, as is sometimes carelessly said, a prima facie title. Itis 
an absolute title, continuing until the house itself has adjudicated that some 
other person be admitted to their place. This Sane is only operative 
for the future, and has no retroactive effect whatever. When the house 
makes the inquiry on the merits, it may treat the credentials as prima facie 
evidence upon that question. But until the house tries the ca ial 
is conclusive to all the world. (Case of Clark and Maginnis v. Sanders and 
Power, p. 637.) 

And, again: 

Every act of the assembly in which they take part, and to which their con- 
sent is necessary, has as absolute validity as if their title had been affirmed 
by an adjudication of the house itself 

That is the effect of the admission of a member upon credentials 
to a legislative body. That is not a decision of any court of a 
State or of the United States; it is the decision of the Senate of 
the United States sitting as a court in such a question as this. 

I ask then, further, what were the acts of Mr. Watson during 
that session from the first day to the last, to be accompanied 
always with the corollary that such acts “‘ are as valid asif his title 
had been affirmed by a formal adjudication of the house”? The 
learned and honorable Senator from Oregon stated in behalf of 
the majority committee, as an extremely material and important 
position in this inquiry, that Senator Watson had not been recog- 
mized by the senate of Delaware after the devolution upon him of 
the duties of the executive office. I do not admit that by any 
means; but, supposing for the sake of argument that it were true, 
it is not at all material to the decision of this case. He needed no 
recognition. His first admission to the assembly, his credentials, 
his recognition there, continuous as they were, shielded him for 
every day of his term, lasting four years, against all assaults, un- 
less there was an order of the senate affecting his title and his 
right to vote and act as a member thereof. 

It is not necessary, after a person has been admitted here or in 
any other legislative body to sit as a member, that he should come 
every day and have a recognition. It adds nothing to the valid- 
ity of his seat; it adds nothing to the validity of his title, or 
that he should come here once a week, or once a month, or 
once a year, or that he should come here at all. The title of 
William T. Watson as a senator of the State of Delaware hav- 
ing been once recognized and adjudged upon his first admis- 
sion to that body continues with him and for him until the expi- 
ration of his term, and thereis no right of subsequent recognition 
by that body which would add anything to the strength of such 
title or aid anything to his functions as asenator. There may 
be action of the body adverse to his title, but the record shows 
none, and it can only be shown by the record. 

Granting, however, for the sake of argument, that this is a mate- 
rial question, that he ought to have been subsequently recognized 
at some time, at some period, let us now look at the evidence with 
respect to that. Let us look at someof the actsof Mr.Watson. I 
mean those acts which he did after the devolution upon him of the 
duties of the executive office. I mean the things done by himself, 
by his fellow-members, by the officers of both houses, for he was 

er of the senate; the things done after the function of the 
office of the executive had befallen him. 
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A great number of affidavits have been read here, and I said 
yesterday that I did not think there is any very great importance 
to be attached to them upon either side. Gathering, though, from 
these affidavits the things which occurred, and especially the acts 
of Watson, I think it must be admitted, I think it must be con- 
ceded, this much at least, that on the 9th day of May, the last day 
of the session, the day on which the joint ballot was taken for 
United States Senator, a little before noon, Senator Watson 
entered the senate chamber in Dover; that he approached the 
speaker’s stand; that when he reached the speaker’s chair Mr. 
Records, the speaker pro tempore, was occupying the chair, and 
the senate, with all its members present, was in public open ses- 
sion. What occurred? The pro tempore speaker, the lawful pre- 
siding officer of the State senate of Delaware, left the chair, 
yielded it to Mr. Watson, and Mr. Speaker Watson took the chair 
and sat therein. I am not now going to say whether he voted or 
whether he made any motions, or whether he received any motions, 
or whether he put any questions, or whether he took any part in 
the legislative business of that session. I do not assert it, but I 
think no one can deny the fact I have stated, that he did take the 
chair, and after he had occupied it for two or three minutes he 
made the announcement, ‘‘ The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, 
the senate will repair to the hall of the house of representatives 
for the purpose of balloting for United States Senator.” That 
much is true; that much is undisputed. 

Now, sir, we have heard much in this country about the want 
of respect for law, the lack of reverence for law and the conse- 
quent disobedience and disregard of law. Sometimes it has been 
said that the only place in which any respect is shown for law and 
and the administration of it is the courts of the country. I dis- 
claim that statement. I think there is just as much express 
respect and honor paid to the law and the administration of the 
law in the legislative assemblies of the country as there ever has 
been in the courts, and, Mr. President, I do not believe there is a 
legislature within the metes and bounds of the Government of 
the United States which would have allowed its presiding officer 
to seat a stranger not a member of the house in its chair. There 
might have been no protest, there might have been no objection. 
There would have been no time for protest. The sergeant-at-arms 
and the senators who sat near the intruder would have rushed at 
him and cast him out. There is no house of any legislature, small 
or great, new or old, which for a moment would have tolerated the 
usurpation of a chair by a stranger, by an intruder, 
by a usurper. en the State senate of Delaware did recog- 
nize the acts of its own speaker pro tempore, in yielding the chair 
and allowing Senator Watson, the regular speaker, to take it, they 
did make a recognition, there was a recognition by the senate of 
Delaware in open session in the most public manner, without pro- 
test, without objection, of his right not only as a senator in that 
body but as the presiding officer of the body. I care not how 
long the recognition lasted. That is not material. One glimpse 
of the true Prophet is as good as a lifetime survey of him. We have 
that one fact then in favor of any subsequent recognition, if it 
were material at all. 

oo again, Mr. President, I read from the journal of the 
nate: 

o o’ ‘ ‘ > 
ans 2 Se ones ¥ he "pens 
the house of representatives for the purpose of voting for United States 
Senator, in obedience to the act of Co: , entitled “An act to regulate the 
tiene and manner of holding elections for Senators in Congress,” passed July 
Had the senate adjourned? No, sir. Had the senate ceased to 
exist? No, sir. The senate was in life, the senate was in pres- 
ence, the senate was in ee and preceded by the er of 
the senate—the same Senator Watson—passed through the hall to 
the hall of the house of representatives, accompanied by its officers 
and by the sergeant-at-arms. Why does the sergeant-at-arms 
accompany this procession of the senate to the hall of the house? 
Many of us have seen that. Why isit? It is for the pur- 
ay of preventing any stranger from intruding into the line. It 
that upon a mcment’s warning, upon the notice of a wink, the 
sergeant-at-arms shall remove such intruder and prevent him from 
accompan. the senate to the hall of the house of representa- 
tives. t body was it—was it a body—which went to the hall 
of the house of representatives? Thesenate. Not the senators,not 
the members of the senate, but the senate of the State of Delaware, 
preceded by the speaker and ananenees by the clerks and ser- 
proceeded to the hall of the house of representatives. 
oa was an act of the senate; that procedure was a 
ure of the senate; that p of the sen- 


at 
proce: rogress P 
ate, and the leader in the procession and in the proceeding and in 


the procedure was William T. Watson, as such, ds- 
clared to be such, acquiesced in as such, acknowledged to besuch, 
confessed to be the speaker of the senate of Delaware. 

There is another fact in the case of subsequent ee 


subsequent recognition were necessary. There is ano 
Mr. Speaker Watson which has all the validity under the ruling 
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this body that could be given it by a formal adjudication of jh, 
State senate of Delaware. If the State senate of Delaware }\,4 
deemed it necessary, or anyone had deemed it necessary, and t})..y 
had passed a resolution saying ‘‘ Weacknowledge that Williai 7 
Watson is the speaker of the senate, and we direct that he »., 4+ 
the head of the procession when we proceed to the hall of the });,:,<, 
of representatives,” that would have been an express adjudic-:: j\,») 
The United States Senate has decided that his title to act as s).0-.\:,.7 
and as senator is as valid as if it had been me ¥ adjudicated 

Now, let us look a little further at the actsof Mr. Watson. -:'1),, 
two houses, being convened in joint session, proceeded, accordi)¢ 
to the provisions of the Constitution and the laws of the Unite] 
States, and the laws of Delaware, to ballot in joint session for ())jt..j 
StatesSenator. Thes er of the senate directed the clerks to) ¢-.)| 
the roll of the respective houses, and the members, as their 1)2)))¢s 
werecalled, responded by a viva voce vote, asfollows.” Who directed 
the clerks? The speaker of the senate. The clerks of the house? 
Yes. The house was organi against Mr. Watson. It was in 
the hands of his et opponents. The senate was in the hands 
of his friends. there had been any question about his right to 
act as senator and speaker when he directed the clerks of the |i uso 
to call the roll respectively, why did not the clerks of the house 
insist that he was not speaker, that he was not senator, that he was 
not a member at all, t he was a mere intruder, and that they 
would not act under his direction and would not recognize his au- 
thority? There was no such declaration. On the contrary, they 
obeyed, they recognized him, they confessed; they denied not: they 
confessed that he had the authority to direct that the roll of tho 
house should be called, and the roll of the senate should be called, 
and every member of the senate, and every member of the house 
recognized again his authority as a senator and as speaker of the 
— when they answered to the roll call. The journal shows 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Indiana 
allow me to ask him a question at this point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.SEweE 1. in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. TURPIE. Allow me to ask the honorable Senator to con- 
trast now his conduct with mine. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I stated at the outset that I would 
not interrupt—— 

Mr. TURPIE. Contrast it. ; 

Mr. MITCHEML of Oregon. That I would not interrupt the 
Senator if he declined. I understand him to decline. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam not going to decline. I am going to make 
a contrast. The Senator from m shall have all the time he 


wants. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Indiana can 
make all the contrasts he pleases. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon I I 

r. 0 . Iam trying to treat the Senator 

from Indiana with respect ~~ 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; with the utmost ; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As I always treat every Senator. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. So dol. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I stated in the first instance that 
if Sew did not desire to be interrupted I would not inter- 


. TURPIE. I answered that I did not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now the Senator is quibbling, 
and wants to raise a question. F 

Mr. TURPIE. No,sir. The quibble is yours; it is all your 
own—it is not mine, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now I shall not interrupt the 
Senator a mere. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam very glad. I hope the Senator from (re- 
gon will keep his promise. 

Nevertheless, I am going to make the contrast. The learned 
and honorable Senator from this case eight hours, 
and I heard every word of the argument. I could repeat most of 
it if it were n . I never interrupted him once; I never 
dreamed of interrupting him. I knew I was to follow him. lle, 
as chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, has 4 
OS SS Oar ce an Pane 200, 

° ly to any 
y to any- 


ve an re 
I have said or to any statement i have made. How unrea 
sonable—I will not say discourteous—it is, and how sharp the ¢on 
ee ee ~~ — in this debate and the conduct of the 

Does the Senator from Indiana 


Mr. MITCHELL of 
insist that I have done an outside of the parliamentary 
rule? If he means to say , 1 denounce the Senator from In- 


Mr. TURPIE. Did not the Senator—— ; 
aa ee As dealing in unparliamentary 
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.TURPIE. I have not used any unparliamentary language. 
aed remind the Senator of his promise just now made not to 
interrupt me, broken already. : 

I was going on to show some other acts of subsequent recogni- 
tion. Isay every senator and every member recognized the 
authority of Mr. Watson asa member of the senate and as speaker 
of the senate to answer to his name when it was called under his 
direction and by pronouncing the name of the candidate for 
United States Senator for whom he desired to vote. The record 
shows the entire vote. It shows the presence of 30 members. 
Under whose direction did they answer? Whom did they recog- 
nize as of the senate? The names of the senators werv 
called by the clerk of the senate. The senate was there. It was 
still in existence. The joint session was composed of the two 
houses. They were both there, and the names of senators were 
called by the clerk of the senate and under the order of the speaker 
of the senate, and every senator who answered, and they all an- 
swered, ized the authority of the speaker of the senate to 
direct the of his name. t was another act of William 
T, Watson and another acknowledgment, a confession, public 
confession, confession of his right and title to sit as a senator 
and to preside as speaker of that body. : ; 

There is another act of Mr. Watson to which I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate. It is a crucial act. It is an act which 
every legislator or jurist in the world would call the test act in 
this eventful history. As I said, all the names of all the senators 
were called and each voted on the call. The ninth person who 
voted on the roll call was Mr. Speaker of the senate. ‘‘ The 
speaker of the senate directed the clerk to call the roll of the re- 
spective houses, and the members of the same as their names were 
called responded by viva voce votes, as follows.” 

Then the senators were called and their votesrecorded, and, as the 
ninth in order, Mr. S er of the senate, as a member of the sen-. 
ate is called to vote for his choice as United States Senator, and 
he responds by naming Edward Ridgely, and the clerk so records 
it. There isa tion of record, not only public, notorious, 
confessed, acquiesced in, but recurded in the journal of the house 
and in the journal of the senate uf Mr. Watson as a senator and 
as speaker of the senate. Something else was also recognized and 
recorded. The honorable Senator from Oregon claims that at 
this time there were but eight persons who were members of the 
Delaware State senate. The record kept both in the journal of 
the senate and house shows on its face that there were 9 sena- 
tors present on that day and that each of the 9 voted for United 
States Senator for twenty-eight times on that day and these votes 
were counted and recorded. Therecordistrue. It needs no veri- 
fication and admits of no contradiction. This act of Mr. Senator 
Watson, like all the other acts I have named, is, to use the words 
of authority formerly referred to in the case of Sanders and 
Power, the vote of Mr. Watson for Edward Ridgely for United 
States as absolute validity as if his title had been 
affirmed by an adjudication of the house itself. That is the de- 
cision of United States Senate upon the nature of that act. 

This act of his was repeated twenty-eight times thatday. There 
were wea formal, public, open, undeniable recognitions 
by the senate, by the officers of the senate, by the house, by the 

of the house, by everyone who could lawfully recognize 
Mr. Watson as a senator and as er of the senate. And here 
was a public, open, and recorded declaration of the Delaware sen- 
ate that the senate at that time consisted of nine members, and 


‘The learned and honorable Senator from Oregon does not recog- 
nize him as such. Mr. President, it makes no difference whether 
he does or not. He is not a authorized to make the recog- 
nition; but the members of the State senate of Delaware did make 

time after time, call after call of the roll, never 

it, never questioned it, never doubted it. If any fact 

was ever shown by human evidence it is the fact that Mr. William 

T. Watson was recognized by the State senate of Delaware and 

its —* asa member of body, and as the presiding officer 
senate. 

After these senators had all voted and after the representatives 
had all voted there was another act of Mr. Watson. I read from 


The supporters of Mr. Du Pont now claim that the declaration 
was false. The answer to that is that the record imports absolute 
verity. The majority of this committee may say it is false, and 
any tribunal in the world may pronounce that it is false, but there 
is no declaration of any tribunal that can set aside the validity 
and truth of the journal of the State senate of Delaware. They 
were the judges to make the record. They have madeit. They 
have closed it. They have approved it. Thus it is written, there 
was no election to the office of Senator of the United States. 

Yet the claim is made now in the face of the journal, in the face 
of the record, in denial of the record, in denial of the record 
made by the friends of this claimant—for 15 of them were in the 
joint assembly—in the face of their own declaration, the claim is 
made now that the record was false, and that there was an elec- 
tion. On which ballot? Twenty-eight were taken. If there was 
any election at all it must have been on the first ballot. There 
was only one vacancy to be filled in this body—the vacancy 
occasioned by the expiry of the term of the Hon. Anthony Hig- 
gins, whom most of us recollect as a valued and respected com- 
peer in our labors here. There was but one United States Sena- 
tor to be elected. On the first ballot the claimant received 15 
votes. He received no more on any other ballot. He was elected 
on that first ballot if he was elected at all. The legislature could 
not elect again. They could not hold another ballot. If there 
had been an election the duty and the labor of the legislature was 
functus officio when the election occurred. There could be no 
other and further election any more than you could kill a man 
to-day who died yesterday of cholera. The function was gone. 

It was vacant. It ceased. 

Why did not the friends of this claimant retire? Why did they 
remain? They composed one-half of the joint assembly. They 
could have adjourned. They could have returned to their respec- 
tive chambers, this number alone, and so could have dissolved the 
joint convention. Why did not they take that action? Because 
they knew that what they then declared was the truth, and that 
the record is true. There had been no election. Because they 
knew what they now claim is false. That is the reason why they 
remained, to see if there could not be some choice made, as none 
had been made. 

I know it is said that after all this was over there was a protest 
filed signed by these fifteen persons who voted for Mr. Du Pont. 

What effect has that upon the act of the joint assembly or of any of 
its members? Whatis the meaning of a protest made inthis man- 
ner? The protest is a privilege of any member of a legislative 
assembly. @ may go and enter his protest. Why? Because 
there has been invalid action or no action? Notatall. Because 
there has been binding action which he objects to, and it is to 
prevent this binding action from being considered asa unanimous 
a. that the protest is authorized to be spread on the record. 

ut it has no effect upon the former action of the body. Why 
was not an objection or protest entered during the balloting? 
And if it had been entered, what would have been the effect of 
that? After the first ballot, after Senator Watson had answered 
to his name and voted, after his vote had been cast, after it had 
been counted, after it had been declared, why was not a protest 
made on the second ballot against his right to vote, against his right 
to be there ; that he wasnot asenator; that he was not a speaker 
of the senate? And if it had been, what would have been the 
effect? No effect atall; simply asa protest. A protest isa mere 
objection. Unless the objection be prosecuted to an appeal over- 
ruling the speaker’s action, it amounts to nothing. The objection 
might have been made. Therecord does not show that there was 
any objection during the balloting, but if it had been made and the 
speaker of the house had overruled it upon appeal, the house 
might have affirmed or disaffirmed the edie. If they had dis- 
affirmed the ruling, the objection would have been effective; if 
they had affirmed it, that would have been the end of the protest 
and the objection. But with respect to the protest being made, 
simply made, it has no effect whatever upon the action of a 
parliamentary body. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to know if it is stated in the 
record that there was any action taken on the protest ? 
Mr. TURPIE. No action at all. It was simply filed. 
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the journal: Mr. FAULKNER. It was not on the record either ? 
Mr..TURPIE. I am of opinion that it was. 
ceived Sealant eat tierra manate declared that no person having re-| yr FAULKNER. It was by affidavit ? 
no election office. Mr. TURPIE. It may not be on the record. 
ie assembly then proceeded to a second ballot which resultedas| Mr. GEORGE. It is in the affidavit only. 
Mr. TURPIE. They voted the second time with the same re- 
There was a declaration of the of the senate. He was | sult—15 votes for Mr. Du Pont and 15 votes for other candidates 


for United States Senator. The same announcement was made 
by the chair. I have it here in the journal, at the end of the sec- 
ond ballot : 

Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that no person having re- 
ceived a cangentty of ali the votes cast for United States Senator there was 
no election to said office. 

; The joint meeting then proceeded toa third ballot, which resulted as fol- 
ows. 


organ of the senate. He was the president of the joint assem- 
+ was a declaration of the joint assembly. It was a judg- 
ment and declaration of both the house and the senate of Delaware 
that there had been no election to the office of United States Sen- 
ator, that the number of members of both houses was 30, and that 
attested in the most formal, 


was 
that they proceeded to another ballot. 
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The announcement of the chair is the order and raling of the 
house, unless it be objected to and overruled; mere obj does 
not affect it. Was there any objection? Was there any overrul- 
ing? The announcement by the chair was affirmed; it was acqui- 
esced in; it is the order of the joint assembly; it is the order of the 
house of representatives of the State of Delaware; it is the order 
of the senate of the State of Delaware, upon the face of the record 
that there was no election to the office of United States Senator 
on the second ballot; and it shows on the face of the record 
again that the legislature in joint convention consisted of 30 
members, and that 15 was not a majority, 

Why, then, did not the joint ously adjourn? What became 
of the friends and supporters of this claimant? Sir, it was hope 
that detained them in their seats; hope, with the knowledge of 
one thing declared by them. They knew thet there had been no 
election; they hoped that there might be one. They recorded the 
fact that there had been no election; they hoped that they might 
record the fact that there had been an election if the general 
assembly took another and a third ballot. They noped that the 
missing vote, giving him sixteen, a majority of the members 
elected ; they hoped that the decisive unit, they hoped that the one 
voice lacking, the one thing needful, would come, perchance upon 
the third ballot, peradventure upon the tenth, eehaes apes the 
twentieth, and so shay, pecs to the number of ballots of 
which I have spoken, ey had reason to hope, they had every 
poems to hope, every hope, to stay, to remain, to hold another 

ot, 

The honorable and learned Senator from the State of Oregon 
says that Mr. William T. Watson went in there for the purpose of 
defeating the election of a United States Senator. For what pur- 
— did the friends of Mr, Addicks go there? He was a political 

iend; they were political friends of this claimant, Mr. Du Pont. 
They cast four votes upon every ballot. For what purpose did 
they go there? Was it to prevent the election of a United States 
Senator? I do not impeach their motives ; I make no statement; 
I ask for what paves they went there. I say the four senators 
who voted for Mr. Addicks had aright to go there and to cast their 
ballots and give their vote, but the no ates right; they 
had the same right that William T. Watson did, as a senator from 
the county of Kent. What the purpose was, what the intention 
was, what the motives of the legislature were, or any member of 
the legislature, the United States Senate does not inquire. 

But the sixteenth vote never came. Many of us have passed 
through that ordeal, There is many a Senatorial irant to a 
seat in this body who has waited like the friends of this claimant, 
who has hoped like the friends of this claimant, but to whom the 
one vote needful never arrived. There are many such distin- 
guished men in all the States of the country, but this is the first 
aspirant who ever came here missi ae ae lacking the one neces- 
sary vote, who bases the “ and claim to his seat here upon the 
fact that he never got it. There is no precedent for that action. 
Many members of this body have been elected by one vote. Ed- 

A. Hannegan, of Indiana, one of the most accomplished 
orators and statesmen of the United States, who served here with 
the most remarkable distinction in his time, in his day, in his 

meration, who was a champion and a friend of the republic of 

‘exas, who voted for the joint resolution annexing that Republic 
to the Republic of the United States, which resolution was passed 
in this body by one vote—Mr. Hannegan himself was elected by 
one vote. I was elected on one occasion to this same body by one 
you. It was a vote See Sees it — arte greatly sone 

was a vote univer ispar y ponents; but 
the Senate of the Unit Geneon Seclared oma decided that i had 
the one vote more than my competitor, Mr. Benjamin Harrison, 
= therefore I had the seat, the right and title, and occupied it 

re, 

I have referred formerly to the case of Mr. Bateman,of New 
Jersey. It was in 1826. ere Mr. Theodore Frelinghuysen, af- 
terwards a candidate for Vice-President of the United States, was 
a candidate for the Senate and got 28 votes. Mr. Bateman, who 
was a member of the senate and speaker of the senate of the State 
of New Jersey at that time, got upon the last ballot 29 votes,and 

t those votes by voting for himself. That case came here and 

e took his seat and served his term. 

There are not many more, but there are several other cases of 
the kind which I have not noted, where a person has been elected 
a Senator of the United States by a majority of 1 vote, but this 
claimant if he be seated will have the unique distinction of hav- 

; been elected a Senator of the United States by a less majority 
than 1 vote, without any majority; and if the 15 votes cast-for 
other candidates, scattering votes, as ey are called, had been 
massed upon some other gentlemen so that that candidate should 
have had 15, Mr. Du Pont would have had the 15 he received and 
there would have been three Senators here chosen under his claim 
from the State of Delaware instead of two. 

It is said sometimes, sir, that circumstances make men. I will 
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not discuss that but this is a certainty, majoritic. 
make United States No United States Senator has eye; 
been seated on a tie vote. 

One of the most i ing state papers in the Senatorial annals 


interesting 

is what is called the Table of Senators. It contains the name 
every person who has ever been a member of this body and serv.) 
therein, whether by intment or election, and one of the most 
interesting incidents in this table of United States Senators ix 
that of plural elections. It will be found upon examination that 
a large number of Senators have been elected twice to this body, 
a lesser number three times, and a still smaller number four tim». 
Thomas H, Benton, of Mi , occupied a position of proud 
preeminence from ha been e , a3 the record shows, six 
times successively to the United States Senate. Princeps pater. 
nus senatus—the father of the Senate; and grandly he bore a1. 
wore that title. But what will become of the claim of Benton vo; 
of any other claim to that epithet, so dear to us in the form of the 
venerable Senator from Vermont | Mr. Mori}, when this claix)- 
ant is seated? There shall have been a Senator of the United 
States elected twenty-eight times in succession to this body! 
Father of the Senate! will be the great great great grani- 
father of the Senate for all the ages yet to be. 
I wish now, sir, to refer to a part of the opinion already quoted 
in the case of Sanders and Power in speaking of the adjudication 
upon a contested seat: 
s re D ctiv 

bi afjntication fs eniy epsvative for the future and has no retroactive 
That is the law as laid down by the decision of the Senate. 
What ae u it? we should go aa eesk, sup- 
posing we assume j ‘ wing we should usurp 
the power to declare that William T. Watson, who acted ot 
voted as a from the State of Delaware, was not entitled 
at the time to act and vote as such senator, what would be the 
aenenane vote which has actually taken place? Nove 
Ww er, 

If the senate of the State of Delaware were to-day in session, if 
all these objections, constitutional and others, which are urge to 
his right and title as a senator, the right and title of Mr. Watson 
to act as a senator, were formally made to the senate of the State 
of Delaware, and it should to-day enter a formal judgment that 
he was not a senator, that his seat was vacant, it would not have 
any effect upon the act and vote of this senator, this member of 

the 9th of May last, if the adjudicati: mn is 

not retroactive. The act of a de facto member of the legislature 

is just as valid as if there had been a formal adjudication in his 

yet oe —_-> the action to-day of the State senate of Delaware 

laring seat vacant or suspended or in abeyance for any or 

all of the reasons here against his title would not affect his 

vote of last May, how is it possible that the action of the Senate 
of the United States would affect that vote? 

This fundamental principle, the qualifications clause in tlie 
State constitutions, and in the constitution of the State of Dela- 
ware, the decision of the United States Senate upon it, that it 
would not inquire in any case into the election or qualifications 
of an individual member of the senate or of the house, | have 
called the common law of the Senate of the United States. It is 
the common law of the Senate. It was affirmed after great and 
full discussion by the most eminent authorities twenty-t)rov 
years ago, but that very decision that from the foundation of 
the Government such claim was out t, Up to that 
time it had been the law. Then it was to be the law. It 
is the law to-day. It is the common law of this court, the general 
law of juriadiction — eo we will make no ques- 
tion respecting the of an ual member of either house 
of the legislature who was present and acted and voted as such. 

Now, sir, that great common law is founded not only upon the 

ualifications clause but it another clause of the 
tution of the United States. I to call the attention 
Senate to the manner in which it is supported by that » «- 


I am very well 


ell 


| 
i 


aware that, speaking hurriedly, unconsciously I have ap- 

‘the wrong word to the exercise of this power. I have sai! 
in many instances no doubt during this debate that each hous 0! 
the State legislature had the exclusive right to judge of the qual- 
fications, electi and returns of its own members. That isa 
partial, an 
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and too careless statement of tliat 
Te et tae nodiifications clanse. Here is the 
true word. It occurs in the opinion I have already read. A!\T 
= the clause where the constitution declares that © °.! 


be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualific:- 
tions of its own members,” the court says: 


tions of 
ing gh Boh eg 
to his seat, Itisa continucus 
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er and runs through the entire term. At any time, and at all times dur- 
of 





office, each house is empowe to pass upon the present 


Ww 

= iteations oft own learned j th rd b- 

clauses the a uses the word “ power,” ‘‘a 
oun noua ‘ultimate ee It is the correct word. ‘‘Ex- 
clusive right” is a strong expression, but an exclusive right may | 
be denied and questioned by a power superior. When you say ex- 
clusive power, that issovereign. Sovereign acknowledges no supe- 
rior. ‘Tocontend that there was a power superior to exclusive and 
gOV' po is to deny the hypothesis itself. There can be no 
conceivable condition in which there can be a power sovereign to 
an exclusive power. It is power then which the legislature exer- 
cises : and not right. 

Iw . President, to call the attention of the Senate to that 
clause of the Federal Constitution where this power is given: 

The not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, respectively, or to the 

le. 

itis upon that clause that the power of the qualification clauses 
of the several constitutions rest. It isa power. Has this power | 
ever been delegated to the United States, to the Senate of the | 
United States, to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, or to any courts of the United States, or to any depart- 
ment of the Government of the United States—this power of a 
State legislature to judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its own members? It has not. There is no such delega- 
tion, Is it then ibited to the States by any clause in the Fed- 
eral Constitution? It is denied or forbidden power to deter- 
mine the qualifications of its own members by a State legislature, 
this exclusive er, this sovereign power—is it prohibited? for- 
bidden, or to the States by any clause in the Federal Con- 
stitution? It is not, sir. If it diem be neither delegated to the 
United States nor prohibited to the States, where does the power 
vest, where does it abide, and where does itremain? It is reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people. It is one of the re- 
served powers of the greatest importance, not forbidden to the 
States, not delegated to any department of the Government of 
the United States, one of the sovereign and exclusive powers re- 
served to the States, that their legislatures should be the judges 
of the qualifications, returns, and elections of their own members, 
This is the vast foundation for this common law of the 
Senate, of which I have spoken. 

Will the Senate of the United States observe this reservation ? 
ch of us took an oath at that bar not to obey the Constitution, 
t to support the Constitution of the United States. Support is 
more than obedience. It is to maintain, it is to uphold, it is to 
vindicate, it is to defend against all assaults and every assailant. 
Why, then, shall we transform ourselves into trespassers against 
this great, reserved, exclusive sovereign power of the State of 
Delaware? Shall we trespass upon it? Shall we violate this 
reserved power only this once for any purpose, upon any pretence? 
I trust not. Without trespassing upon it, without trespassing 
reservation of their rights and powers to the 
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upon this great 
States and to the people, we can not arrive at any jurisdiction 
over the questions raised here in the case at bar. 


So long as the Senate of the United States adheres to its well- 
known common law, so long as we as a court obey that law and 
support it, we walk in light, we walk in upon a public high- 
way, well , well marked, well defined. When we leave 
that law, when we invade these reserved rights, we-wander forth 
into the desert, a land unsown, a wilderness full of doubt, full of 
perplexities, which no patience can unravel, which no wisdom 
Can 


Mr, PRITCHARD obtained the floor. 
_ Mr. MITCHELL of If the Senator from North Caro- 
lina wetnee submit a motion. 

Mr. . I prefer not to proceed to-day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Suan. Then I move that the Senate prs- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
he ieee a ae tesantow: Seanduy, March 

morrow, y, March 
is, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 11, 1896. 
Charles D. Desh! 

; er, to be postmaster at New Brunswick, in tb 
- of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. " 
Mon Gwaltney, t0 be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of 
Clay ana - to be postmaster at Henrietta, in the county of 
Jobn H. to be t 
of Wal a een, i the county 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, March 11, 18986. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Henry M. Coupen. 
° > . . 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


HOUSE EMPLOYEES. 


Several members addressed the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. The matter before the House is the report of 


the Committee on Accounts, submitted yesterday, which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read the report as printed in full in the proceedings 
of yesterday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Georgia [Mr. 


CRIsP], who yesterday asked that this report go over until this 
morning, seems not to be in the House. I take it for granted that 
he has read the report as it appears in the Recorp, and that if he 
had any objection to make to it he would be here for that pur- 
pose. therefore move the adoption of the report and the accom- 
panying resolution. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Georgia stated ves 
terday that he did not know of any objection to the report: he 


simply wanted an opportunity to look at it in the Recorp 

Mr. ALDRICH. SolI understood. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ashe is not here to make objection, I sup- 
pose there is none. 

The question being taken, the report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. CANNON. By the direction of the Committee on Appro- 

riations, I report a bill to provide for printing and binding for the 

avy Department; and I ask unanimous consent for its considera- 
tion now in the Honse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $25,000 is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, as a deficiency in 
the appropriation for public printing and binding for the Navy D« partment 


for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1806. ‘ 

The bill was read the first and second time; and there being no 
objection, the House proceeded to its consideration as 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON. A single word for the information of the 
House. When the Committee on Appropriations prepared the 
urgent deficiency bill, we caused notice to be given to all the De- 
partments to send forward all urgent items, and we waited ten 
days for them to do so. Then the bill passed and went to the 
Senate. Two or three weeks elapsed before it was enacted into 
law. This is an item that did not come to us in response to that 
request. The committee, having fully investigated the matter, 
finds that this additional appropriation is required for the print- 
ing and binding in the Navy Department. I ask consent that the 
final letter from the Secretary of the Navy on this subject may be 
inserted in the REcoRD. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 10, 1998. 
Srr: In my letter to you of the 29th ultimo, I pointed ont the reason for 
submitting a deficiency estimate of $25,000 for printing and binding for the 
Navy Department, and asked that in case an urgent deficiency bill was sub- 
mitted before the general deficiency bill was taken up that your committee 
would include thisitem, and if not that it be included in the general deficiency 


in Com- 


nn. 

I dislike to ask for a special urgent deficiency bill for this item, and was in 
h that the branch printing office and bindery for this Department could 
be kept running until the general deficiency bill passed, which would enable 
the Department to do such work as was absolutely imperative, but the Pub 
lic Printer reports that he will have to close this branch office on Thursday 
of this week, which will very much embarrass the Department 

If no printing can be done until the general deficiency bill passes, consider- 
able confusion, delay, and increased work in the transaction of the business 
of the Department will result. Forms which are now in use, including thore 
for new vessels under construction, would have to be written out by hand; 






the preparation of specifications for new ships would be delayed, and some of 
the records of the Department could not be bound in shay uly refer- 
ence. Books and blanks supplied to the navy-yards, and for which there are 
constant calls, could not be furnished. 

As considerable printing has been held back for some time, there are @ 
number of blank forms which are almost exhausted. Among these are the 
conduct books and muster-roll blanks for the use of vessels in commission, 
upon which the records of officers and men are kept and reported to the De- 


tment. The information furnished on these forms re 
required to be kept by statute and Navy Regulations 
The Chief of the Burean of Supplies and Accounts, which is the Bureau 
charged with the maintenance of the property and money accounts of the 
Department, reports that for the various reports, returns, and accounts, etc., 
the Bureau provides 189 different kinds of books and blank forms, and books 
for the use of officers in addition to the books and forms used only in the 
Bureau; that supplies of these have been procured from the Public Printer 
from time to time as required to meet the Tomands for a limited period, and 
if not replenished a large number will become exhausted before the close of 


garding enlisted men 
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the fiscal year. Some 30 of these forms, some of them books, are now prac- 
tically extunsed, and an additional s' upply of 15 others will be exhausted in 
a very short time. It is necessary that certain annual books of accounts and 
record, both for bureau and navy-yard use, should be prepared and distrib- 
uted before the beginning of each fiscal year, and that blank proposals and 
ee of supplies being constantly purchased after advertisement should 

rinted 

e Hydrographic Office prepares ocean and lake surveys, 7s charts, ee, | 
and sailing directions for general navigation in the coast and on the 
lakes. Weekly bulletins containing information for the io of mariners 
are printed and oe out from the tment and the branch ayerenriemns 
offices. This work, which is exceedingly important. will also have = 
see | poner can made immediately available to do the printing for 
partmen 


In view of these facts I feel constrained to ask that you re the defi 
ciency estimate “> “¥ referred to in an urgent deficiency bi 


ery respec 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
Hon. J. G. Cannon, 
Chairman Committee on Ap 
House of Representa 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
vided for in the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Twenty-five thousand dollars for the re- 
mainder of the year. If there is no gentleman who desires 
information about this matter, 1 ask that the bill be put on its 


opriations, 
‘atives, Washington, D. C. 


What amount of appropriation is pro- 


passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
— from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
ollows: 

A bill (S. 862) for the relief of the receivers of the Towboat 
Association of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War 


and 
A bill ( ‘8. 1871) to provide for the punishment of offenses on the 
high seas—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


PURCHASE CF BLANKS FOR PENNIES AND NICKELS. 


fan CHARLES ‘W. STONE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit 
rivileged resolution. 
he SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas section 8709 of the Revised og peates nee that “all yaa 
Sankeie advertising a sufficien’ 


seateunens of = — per pound and 


nies supplied d purchased the su t 

delp ne, ince April, 1890, Kad whether a since that time, 

Re tatutes ats has been complied with in every particular 
w Beso, That he is hereby queried and directed to 


rison of the contract price of said blanks with the. eae! uotations 
for t milar material during ica tire period. ’ 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to whom was referred 
= acecan caaeial No. 172, ante information from th. Shien 
fully report: 
and regulat the punaose af tal f coin- 
embraced ne ee 5528 of the — 4. 
as follows: ‘‘ Th raheadon 
e su 
of the Mint as to price, a > 


terms, and quan 
tity, shall purchase the metal required for such b ertise- 
onan ond the lowest and best shall be oan. Ls fines advertise 
m to he de’ aaeneeS oe Tee Oe ee .” Hence the 


e 
olution submitted is Page —— 
tion of the section of the eo 
fotalianen that the resolution be amended by 
t the words “ thirty- 


: a oper tion and insert- 
‘mg in lieu thereof “thirt anven hundred and fift ht,” and as thus 
amended they recommend the passage of the resolution. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to.. 


The resolution as amended was poe. 
On motion of Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


GEORGE H, LOTT, 
Mr. DENNY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
Boone i consideration of the bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of 


H, Lott. 
The t bill was read, as aes 


soa rar, Tat Oe Somer ot We Crema hei 


=. of ey ort ee ae Post-Office Depart- 
jum ce 
spent Troms © © st oui mae i tractor on mail route 
he pay of renee Be pny EAE 
soirtay ths solane sane’ at Stix, Miss. 


No, 26580, 
Mr. DINGLEY. ses tha Sela ian Niliech, reserving 
the right to object. 


The report (by Mr. Denny) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5229) 
the — of Gecege H. Lott, of Mississi: have carefull considered for 
saree report it back to the House with the tion that it do 
The facts in this case are briefly as follows: 
The contract for mail service on route No. 20600, in the State of Missis 
i, was let to one W. B. Cate of Seay, tor the price and sum of 
per annum, and he in turn sublet the contrac sa gne &. Brocket, for the 18 
sum of per annum. Brocket failed to perform the service as per co 
tract and the rat Stix, Miss., thereu: engaged Mr. Broo ‘ket tr 
the mont to perform this meals. 5 which he for six months and the 2 
‘ r ority, then offered the contract to 
ott to bid for t ne contract and give the bond. 
ndable desire of sec ur- 


cr cadiieey areas ive 
bovine no other mail contract, and 
een loyed to do this services 

on of the postal regu- 


the son of the postmaster at le Ww 
—— . 
enue uired by la’ poe regents withheld th 
e 6, as wor = e ] 
Mr. Lott, reo es \ tition for revocation A order wit 
holding saic 4 — ea. 2 
of no authority iw tor such action. 
Ita a or oo ds o a8 
odie Sree ota Lott, en ken 
ee ed, -. mails 
oS ee the em hale nadaoes ‘ounp re except 
mail. tween Stix (now Hecla) and Hattiesburg, Miss., 
“Gaael Pe wegen Pepe pen daily except Sundays. 
eral said in the letter to which has been —" that he 
transmitted outside of what is contained in this 
ives desire to secure the 
ey adopt these out-of-order and unusual 
Department on subject. 
The letters were read, as follows: 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1398. 
oo petites of aiitnene of Hattiesburg, Miss., addressed to 
to this office, requesting a 


to the knowledge of the t Postmaster. 
to Mr. Lott was filed in the Post-Onice 
tthe ervice a cone Assistant 
ae ays promptly 
8 son_as carrier of said 
Mr. LOUD. What has the Second Assistant Postmaster-CGen- 
reference 
report 
eiiee —— a or peculiar condition, but one that i is contin- 
it. 
I will send to the desk to be read the letters from 
OFFICE OF SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
remission of the deduc- 


Dobatwacter : on route No. 26530, on ac- 


a minor son of the postmaster 
Miss., I have the honor to state that laws and regulations 


ae service performed by a member of the postmas- 


The eedie wes a under this authority, and therefore this office is 
oblige? to decline to po. order the the remission as requested by your petitioners. 
Very respectfull 


" ©. NIELSON, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hen, Was WALTER M. Denny, 


House of Representatives, st aaasnouemeg Cc. 


OFFICE OF SECOND salina PosTMASTER-GENERAT, 
Washington, D. C., March 2, 1896. 
a relief of George H. Lott, I 
eecemes by these people 
vernment, and that the 
y pa id is the exist- 


pany ii Ji, ad I wold there- 


C. NIELSON, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 


7 


Pe ae. Is there objection to the present consideration 
? 
noo ion, the bill was considered, and ordered 
faapedlnnens Ayah ea a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
ly read the thi third time, and 
On of Mr. DENNY, @ motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


FREE BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. ask unanimeus consent for the 


present consideration ofthe itl H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact 
construction of f Ad 


an act to geen —— across the 
Ar 


reheat geome Gesire to call 
Robbins. 

withdraw that for 

from the committee 


ery well. 
The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
eer ee 


enacted, ote., act a apgrevel Pot os, 1088, entitled * > 
scented crerigee ee Sas expered by imitation, 













act An be null and bpm Fang aa the 
1 thorized not commenced wit one year from February 
28, 1 ee Sahned within three years from that date.” 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be en, and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5979) for the right of the 
Rock Island, Muscatine and Southwestern Railway Company to 
build a bridge across the Dlinois and Mississippi Canal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Rock Island, Muscatine and Southwestern 


Com: under the laws of the State of Illinois, is hereby 
ered to a drawbridge for wagon and railroad purposes across the 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal in sections nnmbered 9 or 10, township 17, range 
2, west of the fi principal meridian, situate in the county cf Rock Island 
and State of Dlinois, and about 2,200 feet in an easterly direction from Lock 
No. 87. Said bridge to be built according to the requirements of the War 
Department. 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce recom- 
mended certain amendments, set forth in the following report, 
which was read by the Clerk: 


The bill provides for the construction of a bridge. as provided in the title of 
the bill. Phe matter has been referred to the War Department, and under 
date of February 29, 1896, General Craighill reports thereon, suggesting cer- 
tain amendments to the bill, and states that as thus amended there is no objec- 
tion to the passage of the bill. The committee recommend the adoption of 
the amendments, and as amended recommend the passage of the bill. The 
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amendments are: 

Add at the end of the bill: 

“ Provided, That the said drawbridge shall span the entire canal, or at least 
span with one drawspan the 60-foot bottom width of the canal, and shall be 
built with suitable _—— and retaining walls, similar to what have been | 
built by the United States at the bridges at Milan, Ill., and with the axis of | 
the to the axis of the canal: Provided also, That the 


lowest spuhen of the bridge shall be above the grade of ~ north embank- 
ment, and suitable provision be made for the towpath and highway crossings 
along the crossing of the south embankment of the canal and the railroad 
one and aoe ee ane | oe yA That ie Soar - = 
opened prom upon reasonable signal for the passing o: ; an e 
owners of the shall maintain, at their own expense, from sunset till 
sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board 


ma prescribe. 

"Bee. 2. That no bridge shall be erected or maintained under the authority 
of this act which shall at any time substantially or materially obstruct the 
navigation of said canal; and no brid 
this act until the location thereof and 
struction shall have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of 
War; and change in the ‘yon of such construction or any alteration in 
the its construction shall be subject to the like approval; and 
oe in the opinion of the Secretary of War, substan 


tially obstruct ee of said canal, he is hereby authorized to 
cause such or alteration of said bridge to be made as will effectuall 
obviate such tions; and all such alterations shall be made and all suc 


oO} ; 
obstructions be removed at the expense of the owner or owners of said bridge, 
or the persons or controlling the same. 
“Seo. 3. That 
reserved, 


“Seo. 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
three years from the approval of this act.” 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordin ee the third time, and passed. 

On »& motion to reconsider the last vote 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta 
he is hereby, authorized and 


be oat 
gut nee there. out x 


Tergories fe te 


Secretary 


of the Treasury of the United States 
A. Roge: ain er Wi Mah a he 

rs, an pa «mus oney, the pres- 
the moneys appropriated for the codsuation of 


: 
Hy 


2, 


a the deliv: by said W. H. Mahon 
of that certain bond ieaseed os “ Oregon war ( 


1, to provide for expenses incurred 


nee 


to 
ebt 


F 


SPEAKER. 


of the bill? Is there objection to the present considera- 


+ Isuggest that we ought to have the report 
That is all right. The usual provision is con- 


F 


KEx 


- DINGLEY. 
in the bill. 


EF 


i 
: 


shall be commenced or built under | 
© plans and specifications for its con- | 


right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly | 





Department of the United States pursuant to | 
Indian hostilities therein in the years | 


0. ” ~ | 
ee nnaed on March 24, 1862, by Treasury Department pur 


| upon the said W. H. Mahoney giving a good and sufficient bond in the pas 


2693 


The Committee on Claims recommended the following amend- 
ment: 


Add after the word “act,” in line 18, page 2, the following words: “and 
sum of $1,000 to hold harmless the United States against repayment o 
lost bond, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER AT KNOXVILLE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R.6304) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, 
Tenn. 

The bill was read. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce recom- 
mended that the bill be amended so as to read as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Knox, in the State of Tennessee, in 
its corporate capacity, and either alone or in conjunction with the city of 
Knoxville, Tenn., as said county may elect, is hereby authorized and empow- 
ered to construct and maintain a bridge over and across the Tennessee River, 
at or near the site and in lieu of the present bridge over the said river, at the 
city of Knoxville, so as to connect said city of Knoxville with the opposite or 
south bank of said river. 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shall be so constructed that a reasonably free and 
unobstructed passageway may be secured to all water craft navigating said 
river at the point aforesaid; and if said bridge shall be constructed as a draw- 
bridge the draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the 
passage of boats and vessels; and whatever kind of bridge is constructed the 
owners thereof shall maintain, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, 
such lights or signals thereon as the Light-House Board shall prescribe: Pro- 
vided, That if said bridge be constructed to accommodate street-railway 
traffic, all street-car and electric-car companies desiring the use of said bridge 
shall have and be entitled to equal rightsand privileges relative to the passage 
of cars over the same and over the approaches thereto, upon the payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use; and in case of disagreement between 
the owners of the bridge and the several electric and street car companies, 
or any of them, desiring such use in regard to the sum or sums to be paid, or 
the rules and conditions to be conformed to, all matters at issue shall be de- 
cided by the Secretary of War upon the hearing of the allegations and proofs 
of the parties. 

Sec. 3. That said bridge shall not_be built or commenced until the plans 
and location of the same shall have been approved by the Secretary of War 
and no change shall be made in its construction, and no alteration of it shiall 
be made after its construction, unless such change or alteration shall in like 
manner receive the approval of the Secretary of War 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War, upon receiving the design, drawings, 
and specifications of said bridge, and a map of the focation, and such other 
information as he may call for, and upon being satisfied that the bridge when 
built according to such design and drawings will be in accordance with the 
requirements of this act, and will not unreasonably obstruct the navigation 
of said river, be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to approve said 
design, drawings, and specifications, and to so notify said county of Knox; 
and upon receiving such notification the said county of Knox may proceed to 
construct said bridge, conforming strictly to the approved design, drawings, 
and specifications. 

Sec. 5. That any bridge built uuder this act, and according to its limita- 
tions, shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known asa 

»st route, upon which the mails, troops, and munitions of war of the United 
States shall be transmitted free of charge 

Sec. 6. That the right is hereby expressly reserved to alter, amend, or re- 
peal this act. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date hereof. 


said 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on. Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GIBSON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R.2290) to provide for the 
time and place of holding the terms of the United States circuit 
and district courts in the State of South Dakota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the State of South Dakota shall constitute one judi- 
cial district. 


Sec. 2. That for the pu 


se of holding terms of the district 
trict shall be divided into 


court said dis- 
ve divisions, to be known as the southern, east« 


rn, 
northern, central, and western divisions. The counties of Clay, Union, Yank- 
ton, Turner, Hutchinson, Bonhomme, Charles Mix, Douglas, Gregory, Todd, 
and the Yankton Indian Reservation shall constitute the southern division, 
the court for which shall be held at the city of Yankton. The counties of 


Brule, Aurora, Davison, Hanson, McCook, Minnehaha. Moody, Lake, Sanborn, 
Lyman, Miner, Beadle, and Kingsbury, and the Crow Creek and Lower Brule 
Indian reservations shall constitute the eastern division, the court for which 
shall be held at the city of Bioux Falls. The counties of Brookings, Hamlin, 
Deuel, Grant, Roberts, Codington, Clark, Day, Marshall, Spink, Brown, Me- 
Pherson, Edmunds, Campbell, Walworth, and the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
Reservation shall constitute the northern division, the court for which shall 
be held at the city of Aberdeen. The counties of Potter, Sully, Faulk, Hand, 
Hyde, Hughes, Buffalo, Jerauld, Stanley, Nowlin, and that portion of the 
counties of Pratt, Jackson, and Sterling not included in any Indian reserva- 
tion, and the Standing Rock and Cheyenne Indian reservations shall consti- 
tute the central division, the court for which shall be held at the city of 
Pierre. All that portion of the State of South Dakota lying west of the 
northern, central, eastern, and southern divisions, and in addition thereto 
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the Rosebud and Red Cloud Indian reservations, shall constitute the western 
division, the court for which shall be held at the city of Deadwood. 

Src. 3. That hereafter the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States in and for the State of South Dakota shall be as follows: At 
Yankton, on the fourth Tuesday in May and the second Tuesday in Decem- 
ber; at Sioux Falls, on the first Tuesday in April and the third Tuesday in 
October; at Pierre, on the first Tuesday in March and October; at Deadwood, 
on the first Tuesday in February and September, and at Aberdeen, on the 
first Tuesday in May and the third Tuesday in November. 

Suc. 4. That the provisions of statute now existing for the holding of said 
courts on any day contrary to the provisions of this act are hereby repealed, 
and all suits, prosecutions, process, recognizances, bail bonds, and other 
things pending in or returnable to said court on the days now fixed by law 
are hereby transferred to and shall be made returnable to and have force in 
the said respective terms in this act provided in the same manner and with 
the same effect as they would have had had said existing statute not have 
been passed. 

Suc. 5. That all civil suits not of a local nature must be brought in the di- 
vision of the district where the defendant or defendants reside; but if there 
are two or more defendants residing in different divisions, the action may be 
brought in either of the divisions in which a defendant resides. 

Sec, 6. That cases taken on appeal or writ of error from the district court 
shall be returnable to the areas court held in that judicial subdivision from 
which the appeal was taken. When the circuit court and district court are 
held, as wrovised in this act, at the same time and _——. one grand and petit 
jury only shall be summoned and serve in both said courts, and all grand and 
etit juries for the circuit and district courts shall be drawn by the clerk of 
he circuit court and all grend and petit jurors summoned for service in each 
division shall be residents of such division. 


Sec, 7. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed. 


The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAMBLE. i move that the amendments reported by the 
committee be concurred in. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, was read: 

In lines 1 and 2 of section 2 insert the words “circuit and *' before the word 


“ district’; also in line 2 strike out the word “court” and insert the word 
“courts.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN RUHM, SR. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1882) for the 
relief of John Ruhm, sr., of Nashville, Tenn. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman 
from California having in charge the Post-Office appropriation 
bill, with the understanding that he will be able to finish it in 
two hours, and then that this contested-election case will be taken 
up immediately upon the conclusion of that bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move thatthe House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 6614. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 14, 4, after the word “ dollars,” the following: “And the 
Postmaster-General,in his discretion, may use not exceeding the sum of 
of this amount in the transportation of, mail by pneumatic tubes or r 
similar devices.” 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think it is hardly neces- 
sary that I should say anything further in regard to this amend- 
ment than was said yesterday. It is offered upon the recom- 
mendation of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, who says 
as a result of the experiment in the transmission of mail in 
cities by pneumatic tubes a very considerable oo 
eff in the cost of the mail-messenger service; and the experi- 
ments have now reached a point where it will be ible by the 
expenditure of the $35,000 asked for to complete service and 
save the Government a very considerable sum of money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is om the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have another amendment which is now 
necessary, Which I would like to offer, to strike out all the words of 
the twentieth , comm with the word ‘‘ and” fo!- 
lowing the word ‘ ,” and inclu the rest of that para- 


.PICKLER. That is out now. 
The CHAIRMAN. That went out on a point of order. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
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— 


Mr. BROMWELL. That is all right, then. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with the nox 
item I would like to ask unanimous consent for three or ; ur 
minutes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from ( ,\j. 
fornia will proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOUD. I think I owe this, Mr. Chairman, in justice ¢) +}, 
committee over which I have the honor to preside, and | jj! 
briefly call the attention of the gentleman from South Dak 
page 2657 of the ConGREssIONAL Recorp, down on the firs: 
umn, in which the gentleman said, among other things: 


The gentleman from Ohio ee. para). a momber of the Committos 
, it 


i to 
} 


COol- 


on the Post-Office and Post- says this is positively agai; 
judgment, and, as I understand against the judgment of other mm. 
of the committee. 
Mr. Loup. What om has the gentleman to understand that? 
Mr. Prokupr. I understand that the chairman of the committee ar) 
cut down this item, as he did others, in the face of the opposition of )) 
of the committee. 


Mr. Loup. You are mistaken about that. 
Mr. Prckuer. lam not. Some of your committee— 


There he was evidently cut off by the confusion. 
ee Loup. Whoever gives you that information informs you of that w) 


Mr. PrckieR. Well, that is what I understand. I understand that not 
= item, but on others, the gentleman arbitrarily bore his commit 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while of course the members of this House 
do not ordinarily pay much attention to what the gentleman from 
South Dakota says |laughter], we are confronted with this condi- 
tion—that the peop e of this country do not understand Brother 
en and they may possibly misinterpret the true meaning of 
this. 

Now, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in behalf of that committee, 
that it is composed of 17 men of equal—and I will say of superior— 
intelligence to the gentleman from South Dakota; that they are 
honest, fearless, sincere, and have integrity; and if any mem)er of 
this House assumes that I could arbitrarily force those 17 gent|o- 
men to accept my views it isaslander upon that committee which 
I, as its chairman, can not fail to resent. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
= me to say,so far as this ap riation bill is concerned, 

for more than six weeks the su ittee of which the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] and the gentleman from 1/I'- 
nois (Mr. SmirH] are two members with myself daily consii- 
ered meet in this bill; and while perhaps every item does not 
agree with my views, or the views of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, or those of the gentleman from Illinois, it was, on the whole, 
the result of our best j ent and our hard labor. That bill 
was submitted to the whole committee, permit me to say, Mr. 
Chairman,and for more than two whole days the bill was care- 
fully considered by that committee; and this bill is the result of 
their labor. I do not assume to say that some individual mem- 
ber of the committee may not have Gbjected to some of the items; 
but I do say this, Mr. Chairman, that my experience on the P.-!- 
Office Committee has been that never since I have been a mem!»r 
of it has the Post-Office appropriation bill been considered |)y the 
whole committee for a period of more than one hour. This isa 
slander I desire to resent, Mr.Chairman,on behalf of that c.m- 
mittee; and [ hope that the mtleman now, after having hada 
night's rest upon this proposition, will get up before this House 
and retract the base slander that he to put upon 17 of its 
members. 

Mr. PICKLER, Mr. Chairman, Inotonly reiterate what | said 
yesterday, but I affirm it again. [Laughter.] This is no fut 
of mine. This isa difference in opinion between different mei- 
bers of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | may 
say that it was not the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Broww'!', 
either, who informed me of the arbi action of the chairman, 
and I may say further that a member of that committee toi! 
that he hoped this bill t be recommitted because of the action 

reported 


lich 


y 


of the chairman before the bill was It is a matter of 


ral notoriety in the House that this een pill is very 


istasteful now to different members of the ttee on the Post- 
_ 7 The gentleman from California does nr it 

need to go outside of his own neighborhood to ascertain that. |» 
—— known here, and been well known ever since this 
bill was reported, and is well now, and I have not begun 
ae oe ian what I have heard in rd to it, and from 
his own committee, too. Now, Ido not know who is 

ht. I do not undertake to say who is right; but that difference 
Post- ce Committee, anc it 

what the gentleman trom 

my criticising him. I only 

arbitrary way in which he 

from his universally arb! 

on this floor a decent con 

are in , and in which 


their constituents are very much interested, I would judge that 
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the members of his committee who Have talked with me about his | day when that gentleman was asked whether this appropriation 
action in the committee are right, and that his memory as to what did or did not carry a sum of money to create spies to dog the let- 
occurred there is at fault this morning. Ihave nothing toretract. | ter carriers, there was this inquiry and this answer: 
nly stated what members of that committee have told me, ee ad et eye ot 
I have o A ye ae . Mr. Quiaa. If I understand the gentleman from California, he has simply 
and I would just as willingly believe that they recollect correctly | prevented the employment of these spies by the First Assistant Postmaster 
t in the committee room as that the gentleman from | General, but increases the sum at the service of the Fourth Assistant Post- 
wenfornta does. master-General so as to enable the employment of 30 n of them. Is that 
correct? 
The Clerk read as follows: | Mr. Loup. Thirty more inspectors. If the ger man will add that to his 
Forty-first. Mail depredations and post-office inspectors: For pay of post- | question, I will say yes. That is the sum i the 1 f the 
office inspectors and clerks, $212,003.66: Provided, That inspectors hereafter rovision, simply an increase » force of | I pector rhey may 
appointed shall be paid a salary at the rate of $1,200 for first year, $1,350 for | be used for this purpose 
ePrynd year, $1,500 for third year, and $1,000 for fourth year and each year Now. Mr. Chairms Ido + name whather von cal) these of. 
thereaft , Mr. Chairman, i do not car hether u call ffi 
4 . : ‘ers inspec rs or sty ial agents or spies ; lic b nv he 
Mr. SPENCER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on | “°TS ™ it wou > Wh co seo See by aay Cras 
the proviso that it changes existing law and is therefore not ad- | Dame Wi! smek as bad. hat they are intended to do, the work 
issible upon an appropriation bill. that is expected of them, there can be no doubt about; for the 
m The MAN. s the gentleman desire to be heard on hee spent Postmaster-General has told us what it is in his 
‘ 4 eport. 
the point of order? : . ; I want the committee to understand exactly what this spy sys- 
r. SPENCER. It is not necessary that I should be heard, if : I 


no explanation is offered of the proviso. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to address myself for 
a moment to the gentleman from Mississippi. Before doing so, 
however, I would say that it is possible this proviso is subject to 
the point of order, but I say to the House that the provision as it 
stands in the bill is the result of our best thought and best labor. 
We found this condition existing, that a post-office inspector after 
six months probation might pass into the $1,600 class, and while 
I might have anticipated a point of order on this proviso from 
some sources, I hardly expected it from my friend from Missis- 
sippi. The gentleman assumes that these inspectors should im- 
mediately go into the $1,600 class, and I am free to say that if the 
proviso is stricken out on the point of order that will be the re- 
sult, but, in the interest of the service, in the interest of every 
condition that now exists in the service, I had assumed that this 
House would recognize that a proviso of this kind was a neces- 
sity: that it was not proper to put an inspector immediately into 


the $1,600 class, because every man who has given thought to the | 


subject knows that an inspector for the first two years of his 
service is not worth to the Government $500 a year. For that 
reason the committee thought that these inspectors ought to go 
up by grades into the $1,600 class the same as in other branches 
of the service. However, if the gentleman insists on the point of 
order, so far as I am concerned, | do not see that any answer can 
be made to it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do I understand that these inspectors will 
go to the $1,600 class at once, instead of grading up through a 
series of years? F 

Mr. LOUD. That will be the effect. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The effect of the point of order bein 
tained, then, will be to increase expenditures rather than to di 
ish them. 

Mr. LOUD. The effect will be to force these men immediately 
into the $1,600 class. 

Mr. SPENCER. That is the law. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. But this proviso applies to new men to be 
employed, and the effect of the proviso would be to require them 
to go up ually, as has been done heretofore, beginning at a 


sus- 
nin- 


low rate — ascending to the higher grade. As I under- 
stand it, the effect of striking out the proviso will be to put these | 


new officers at once on the $1,600 grade, which of course will re- 
sult in an increase of expenditure. 


Mr.SPENCER. Mr. Chairman, with no view of antagonizing | 


any for economy, but simply for the purpose of dem- 
onstrating a condition, I make this point of order, because I hold 
that we upon a plan which will insure to us in- 


spectors who, from the first, are worth $1,600 a year, instead of 
employing men who need to be put on probationary terms for two 
or three or more years. the men in this service are capable of 
. $1,600 a year, men can be got who can do it from the first. 

It is nota matter of economy to engage men at $1,200, when you 
can employ men that are worth from the first $1,600. To engage 
men who can not do the work efficiently on that ground 


The CHAIRMAN . The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. QUIGG. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
ae read as follows: 

out, in ” welve” 
epee einer oe rewrote ets: 
amount of the appropriation $176,093.68. 

Mr. enae. Mr. Chairman, the effect'of this amendment is to 
reduce the appropriation ee ee eeeemncenl ot the Fourth As- 
sistant Postmaster-General in that sum which is intended to per- 
petuate and legalize what has been properly called here the ‘‘ spy 


This Committee of the Whole has been somewhat confused, I 


statements that have been made here by the gentleman 
from the chairman of the committee, as to the spy sys- 
tem and whether or not it is to be found in this bill. The other 


tem is and how it originated. It came about throu 
vestigations on the part of the First Assistant Pi 
into the conduct of various post-ofiices; and as a result of those 
preliminary investigations he organized—illegally, as I contend— 
a force of these spies to go around and dog the letter carriers, fol- 
low them, spy upon them, and report their alleged delinquencies. 
| Each of these spies was furnished with a blue card which had on 
| it the name of the letter carrier he was to follow, a definition of 
his route, a statement of the hours when he was to start and when 
| he was to return to the post-office. With this card in his hand 
the spy followed the letter carrier. 
| Now, the presence of these spies in the particular city to which 
they were sent was unknown even to the postmaster of that city. 
| These cards were provided from the central office here—the De- 
| partment at Washington. Now, put yourself in the place of a 
| letter carrier and put somebody else in the place of the spy, and 
see how it works. The chief under whom you are operating, the 
superintendent of your substation, does not know that a spy is 
to be on your track with a blue card telling him how you ought 
| to go. Suppose the force is short for one reason or another, and 
the superintendent changes your route. You go out upon a route 
| partially your own and partially somebody else’s. The spy fol- 
| lows, not knowing that your orders have been changed. And let 
| us suppose that he is perfectly honest, perfectly intelligent, and 
willing to do his duty. He discovers that you have left your 
| route and notices the places where you stop, and where, as he 
assumes, you were not intended to stop, and you are reported as 
| of your route. We will suppose that your route has been ex- 
tended so much (and this has happened again and again) that you 
| have no time to go home to luncheon; you stop on a corner to get 
|asandwich and a glass of beer. You are reported a 
and drinking in a saloon. 

Now, Isay that cases of this kind have occurred again and again. 
| At a time from three to six weeks after such an occurrence, when 
all the reports have come back here to Washington and have been 
| looked over and considered, a complaint is lodged against you. 
| You do not remember the occurrence; it has slipped your mind. 
| You know that you never had complaints against you. You know 
that you are an honest man and a faithful servant of the Govern- 
ment. You deny the charge; and an issue of veracity is raised at 
| once between you and the spy. He knows nothing about your 
route. He does not know how long or how short atime you are 
entitled to remain within a particular building. He does not know 
| how many letters you have to deliver in a vast office building; but 
he knows that you stay at No. 39 such and such a street for half 

an hour; he puts his owninferences upon that and draws his own 
conclusions. 

Now, I appeal to gentlemen in this House to say whether this 
system is not utterly odious. Is there a man here who would 
introduce it into his own business? Nobody opposes a suitable 
system of espionage upon carriers or upon anybody in the public 
service. I suggested to the gentleman from California the other 
day—and I find that it had been previously recommended by a 

stmaster-general, Mr. Wanamaker—that a captain be provided 
or a squad of carriers and that he perform the duties that a 

roundsman performs in connection with any well-organized force, 
such as a police force or a fireman's force. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KNOX. I move that the gentleman’s time be extended. 
think this is an important matter. 


gh special in- 
stinaster-General 





loitering 





I 


Mr. QUIGG. I should like to have five minutes longer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the exten- 


sion of time as asked. 

Mr. QUIGG. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a civilized country. 
It ought to have a civilized government. Weare a people and a 
Government who proceed upon the theory of universal good faith, 
and it has worked pretty well thus far. I object to the degreda- 
tion of the great Government of the United States to the level of 
a street-car company. These spies are simply ‘‘spotters ’—that 
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and nothing else. Let us see what the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General says about what they are doing—I have already described 
how they do it: 

The agents obtain a record of the conduct of each carrier, the manner in 
which he performs his duties, take account of the exact time consumed by 
him on his route, test the efficiency of the collection and the delivery serv- 
ice, report the condition of letter boxes and whether or not they are supplied 
with proper time cards, and, in short, collect information that can not be 
gathered in any other way— 

I dispute that— 

When they are detailed for service in ecity, they are supplied with the letter 
carriers’ schedule and route cards, so that they may have no trouble in locat- 
in sere at any point on their respective routes at any time during the 
sche — 

Why, sir, it is physically an utter impossibility, and everybody 
knows it— 

At the close of each investigation they pre 
condition and requirements of the service, 8 
force is necessary or a decrease possible. 

Then he goes on to say that a postmaster in a town visited by 
these spies is not allowed to know of their a The Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General says that the results of these investiga- 
tions have been beneficial to the service. He tells of t reduc- 
tions of the force. He tells us of numerous dismissals for cause. 
Whose business is it to superintend the carriers? Is it not the 
business of the masters? Has any postmaster been disciplined 
for neglect of duty as the result of the discoveries of these special 
agents with regard to the misbehavior of carriers? Nobody has 
heard of anything of the kind yet. 

He talks of at reductions of force, especially in the city of 
Philadelphia. s not everybody know that before the 100 car- 
riers were reduced from that force 81 were put on? Now, Ido not 
want to raise a partisan question in this connection, but I think 
it would be extremely interesting to know what were the party 
politics of the 81 put on pny me and’ Bon this investigation and the 
politics of the 100 turned off immediately afterwards. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that these special agents have been unlaw- 
fully appointed. The gentleman from California calls them “ in- 
So. He says that this sort of work has always been done. 

e First Assistant Postmaster-General says that it has not been 
done and that it was an innovation and invention of his own, and 
that he takes infinite pride in it. The gentleman from California 
says that it is an old ae in the Department. 
vs r. LOUD, Will the gentleman allow me an interruption just 

ere? 

Mr. QUIGG. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. I stated emphatically—and I presume the gentle- 
man does not want to misinterpret or misquote me—— 

Mr. QUIGG. Most certainly not. 

Mr. LOUD. I said that a system of supervision had always 
been carried on by the regular inspectors’ force of the Department 
until two years ago, when the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
had established this system, and then the regular inspectors had 
been turned from that to other duties. 

Mr. a The First Assistant Postmaster-General says that 


re a general report on the 
ting whether an increase of 


he established this spy force in February, 1895. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, the gentleman is talking of something else 
now. He is “ post-morteming” a oe that is already dead. 

Mr. QUIGG. Already dead? Then what are you to do with 
these 80 inspectors you want permission to employ? 

I ask the gentleman from California to tell this committee 
frankly whether he does not know that these 30 inspectors are 
intended to be used as spies on the letter carriers? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
mare a to proceed for five minutes longer. 

. QUIGG,. I should like to have a few minutes additional 


time. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 


There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Will the gentleman from New York yield to 
me for an inquiry? 

Mr. QUIGG. I will with the greatest pleasure. But I have 
addressed an inquiry to the gentleman from California which I 
shall be glad to have answered. 

Mr, LOUD. Will the gentleman repeat his inquiry? 

Mr. QUIGG. I asked the gentleman from California to tell the 
committee fairly and frankly, as of course he will if he says any- 
thing at all on the subject, if he does not know it to be a fact that 
these 30 additional inspectors sought to be employed by this bill 
are to be used as spies on the letter carriers? not that to be at 
least one of their functions? 

Mr. LOUD. No more than it is now the function of the post- 
office tor. Now, I assume, of course, that the — 
will consider that as equivocating; and that he does not regard it 
as a candid answer—— 
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Mr. QUIGG. Ishall nof characterize the gentleman's r ly. 
I think the committee can understand it without any criticis® 

Mr. LOUD. I can not assume that the inspectors will do any 
service that they have not done heretofore. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Then why increase the force? 

Mr. LOUD. I have already stated that, and I do not wish now 
to take the time of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
an reer 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desireto ask the gentleman from New York 
what he means when he uses the word “ spy.” 

Mr. CROWTHER. The legitimate definition of the word. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman from New York will vive 
his definition of the word I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. QUIGG. I mean, as I apply the word here, to describe a 
person who secretly follows at the heels of a carrier upon his route 
and reports upon the carrier’s behavior. I distinguish between a 

rson who performs the function of a sneak and one who per- 

orms that of a superintendent. I have designated the latter as a 
‘‘roundsman.” He patrols his beat exaraining as to the efficiency 
of the service within that territory. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact that 
the inspectors’ force proper of the Post-Office Department has 
always and at all times exercised this watchfulness and care over 
and investigated the honesty of the carriers in innumerable ways? 


Mr. = . Oh, ¥ a 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, wherein comes in the “spy” as distin- 
guished from the inspector when he simply exercises the same 
watchfulness and care over the carriers employed by the Depart- 


ment? 

Mr. QUIGG. The tleman has read the report of the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General. He knows that that official claims 
he has invented this system of spy inspection. He knows that 
these spies have been employed in the country generally, and 
— in Philadelphia—— 

r. BINGHAM. Largely in Philadelphia? 

Mr. QUIGG (continuing). And he knows what they have been 
doing; and the question is whether Congress wants this Govern- 
ment to be engaged in that sort of business. If so, if it is his 
opinion that that should be done, if he likes the system, why, let 
him so vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But how will you supervise the fidelity and 
industry of 13,000 men unless you have some force to do it? 

Mr. QUIGG. You have that force; we are going to leave it 
= oe worth of force. I leave all that in 
the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman knows that they are thor- 
oughly — now. 

.QU . Lhope they are. They should be. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will ask the gentleman if he 
refers-to the spies who were sent out to the different cities of the 
country during the past summer? 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes; I om yeeros to make an end of them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Watching and dogging the foot- 


ste 

Mtr. UIGG. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Andwhohad the carriers reported 
and discharged and suspended for drinking beer and soda water 
and one thing and another? 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes, whether they did or not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In my city they discharged six 
and suspended four, who were afterwards reinstated. The four 
reinstated were Democrats, and the six who were not reinstated 
were, every one of them, Republicans. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Were they the spies or the letter carriers? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The spies were all Democrats, of 
course. The letter carriers who were turned out through the in- 
fluence of these spies, although those carriers were protected under 
the civil-service laws, all turned out to be Republicans, and that 
is why they were turned out. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Would not the country be better protected 
if Republican spies were put in to watch the Democratic spies 
who were ae the letter carriers? [Laughter.] _ 

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

UIGG. I should like to have I have 
rrupted,. ; 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Quiae’s time was extended five 
minutes. 

Mr. QUIGG. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have been assured that 
this kind of thing was ee done, and that in spite of the state- 
ment of the First Assistant Postmaster-General that he invented 
the system, and that it is his own little pet child——- 

- ee I will state to the gentleman that it has been 
one since 1 


890— 
Mr. ran, I — the gentleman will not interrupt me 
Mr. BINGHAM. Iam 


ving the tleman a date and 
ing to him that it has been dome since 1800, 


ve minutes more. 


stat- 
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Mr. ee Here is what the law says about the appoint- 
ment of post-office inspectors: 

except the twelve in charge of divisions, are in- 
sti in Geet ieaihied civil service. Post-office inspectors are appointed by 
the Postmaster-General, subject to the provisions of the civil-service act of 


uary but are not a inted for service in any particular State or 
a, 16, 10 be expected 1S perform duty wherever required. 


Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
nestion? 
. Mr. QUIGG. Yes. 
Mr. PICKLER. I have a letter here from a gentleman, who, 
I am sure, is well ted on this matter, in which appears this 
ragraph, and I should like to ask the gentleman if he has any 
information on the subject: 
October, , 81 additional i inted at th 
Pon ne UE goo "tn less than two months thereafter @ force of “special 
mechanics” (they were not known as secret nts then) were sent to that 
lace to inspect the service (not to mend letter boxes), and upon the basis of 
Deir reports 100 letter carriers were reduced to the substitute roll—— 
Mr. QUIGG. I have already spoken of them. 
Mr. PICKLER (reading)— — 
th howing that not ing] ri t 
10 at, 000 ont et accident? Can ft be possible that carriers in the serv. 
ice less than one year were more competent to serve the people of Philadel- 
phia than those who m in the service for years, and among them 
comrades in the war of the rebellion? 
Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, the appointment of these in- 
spectors has been a pee | shame and disgrace. 
Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. QUIGG. Ican not. I have only three or four minutes. 
Mr. LOUD. I will use my best endeavor to get the gentleman 
allthetimehe wants. 
Mr. QUIGG. Yes; I will yield. 
Mr. LOUD. I want to convince the gentleman of this fact, 
that he is hardly fair—— _ ; 
Mr. QUIGG. It will be difficult to convince me that I am not 


fair. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman has read to the House the rule 
governing the appointment of post-office inspectors. Then he 
immediately turns to the spy system, which I myself hold and 
the committee held was contrary to existing law. 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman has not given me time to distin- 
guish. Iam going to make the distinction. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think you will, fairly. 

Mr. QUIGG. Well, surely—— 

Mr. LOUD. Lask the gentleman this question: Will not these 
additional men provided in this bill be appointed under this very 
law? 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. And will not they be appointed under that law? 
Now, answer that question frankly. 

Mr. on They will be appointed under that law—perhaps. 

Mr. LOUD. Then, they seem to be your spies? 

Mr. QUIGG. Not abit of it. The fact is that the law just 
now read has been violated—you admit that it has been violated— 
and there is no reason under the heavens why we should assume 
that the people who violated it in the first instance would not vio- 
lateitagain. That has been the law all along. They had noright 
to appoint these inspectors and call them mechanics, pretending 
that they were going around to fix up the letter boxes, when they 
were y dogging the footsteps of the letter carriers and acting 
as spies, 

. PICKLER. And having them reduced. 
Mr. QUIGG. Why, it is contemptible. Can any American 





gentleman a ve of such a business? I think I have said all I 
care to, Mr. i . 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I trust I will not be little 


a in my conception of the importance of this question or of 
the duties of a tor to make it ible for me to try to degen- 
erate this into a political matter. I think those who are with me 
will bear testimony to the fact that during my humble service I 
have at least striven to hold up the hands of every faithful officer 
of this Government in the discharge of his duties, whether under 
& Republican or a Democratic Administration, and all the efforts 
on the of the distinguished gentleman or of any other member 
of this House to make out a isan attack by the Post-Office 
t upon officials of a different political faith to the offi- 

in the administration of these offices is 
not malicious. I will not say it is the latter, 
but the former I do know it is. There is no partisanship in the 


conduct of this in tion in the Post-Office artment. 

It did not a oie a Democratic eee It has 
existed under both Republican administrations and Democratic 
administrations. Both oe ene are on * 

blicans and Democra ve m inspected. 
Both Republican and Democratic officers have been recommended 


ublicans and Democrats, as a matter of 
under the recommendations of this force. 
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Then away with all the bosh and rodomontade that attempts to 
degenerate this into a political controversy. The First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, Mr. Jones, has been a most faithful, pains- 
taking, assiduous, and efficient officer, and those under him have 
worked hard. 

Now, what are the facts connected with this force? The Gov- 
ernment found that there were 13,000 letter carriers, officers who 
did not have to make any particular time; that is, if they did there 
was nobody to supervise the time. It was not like the postmaster, 
who had to get his mail ready at a certain time; it was not like 
the postal clerk. who had to meet his train at a particular time, 
and when it pulled in or pulled out had to have his mail ready for 
the schedule; but 13,000 men without supervision while on their 
routes. The result of it was that there were presented claims 
amounting toa million and a half dollars for overtime. Two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars for overtime claims were accumv- 
lating annually! There were constant demands that there should 
be an increase of the force; ard the Government determined. not 
under this Administration alone, but under past Administrations as 
well, to try by some means to inspect this force, to watch the over- 
time work, the faithfulness and efficiency of the force,and ascer- 
tain thereby whether the demands for increase of the force should 
be granted. 

Mr. LOUD. There are a million and a half of those claims 
pending. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, that amount already accumulated and 
pending. The annual demand was over a quarter of a million. 
There are pending $1,500,000 of overtime claims, and yet when an 
effort has been made to secure some supervision over this force, to 
make some effort at watchfulness, gentlemen get up and denounce 
every man engaged in this service as a ‘‘spy.” They forget the 
fact that the very foundation of the post-office system is watch- 
fulness. The gentleman from New Fork [Mr. QuIGaG@] does not 
tell the House that even the officers of the Government will put 
marked money into the mails in order to catch an unfaithful offi- 
cial. This has been the custom always. Is not this spying? He 
rises and complains because notice has not been given to the letter 
carriers that on a certain day, at a certain hour, in a certain city, 
they wereto be inspected. What would such an inspection amount 
to? Who would pay for such? 

What are the facts concerning this force? ‘‘ By their fruits ye 
shall know them.” Right here, let me tell the gentleman, in 
answer to his charge of partisanship, that there was a larger per 
cent of Democrats in proportion to the force inspected who were 
reported against by these inspectors than of Republicans; and 
let him take that fact in connection with his effort to make this 
degenerate into a partisan matter. I realize that the gentleman 
was not so pronounced in that effort as the gentleman who interro- 
gated him {[Mr. WriLuiaM A. STONE}. 

Now, what has been the action of this force? The reduction of 
force of letter carriers that was made possible by this inspection 
has amounted, between the Ist day of January, 1895, and the Ist 
day of last October, in salaries, to $157,000; the reduction of 
second-class offices to $51,000, or a total of $208,000: and then the 
applications for additional force that were found under this in- 
spection to be unnecessary amounted to $79,200 per annum. So 
that the saving by this course has been in the short period between 
the ist of January and the Ist of October, 1895, $288,050, and the 
force itself has cost the Government only $75,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am the last to believe in or to approve 
of any unnecessary espionage over public officers, but at the same 
time I tell the gentleman from New York that it is utterly impos- 
sible to keep a great force like this at work efficiently without care 
and vigilance. The gentleman himself admitted in his speech the 
other day, and he admits now, that there is a necessity for super- 
vision of thisforce. Whatis he going tocall his supervising men? 
Are they not going to watch the force? Are they going to be less 
vigilant than the existing inspectors? Are they going to be less 
careful? Are they going to be less faithful in making reports? 
If so, the results of the operation of the force will be a pretense, a 
hollow mockery. And if they are to be as watchful, as vigilant, 
and as successful as now, will they less fall under his ban as spies? 

Mr. QUIGG. I ask the gentleman if he does not make a dis- 
tinction between the sort of supervision which is fair and which 
gives the men an opportunity to be heard when charges are made 
against them, and that sort of surveillance which prejudges the 
case and gives the man no opportunity to reply? 

Mr.McMILLIN. The supposititious case which the gentleman 
presents is wholly without foundation. There never has been 
any foundation for the gentleman's statement. On the contrary, 
there is more opportunity given for a man against whom charges 
are made to have a hearing under the existing system than there 
was under the old system of inspection, and in proof of that I will 
have read the regulations of the Department bearing upon this 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 
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Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman be extended for ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I am thankful for this courtesy. 

Mr. BENNETT. MayI ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question? k 

Mr.McMILLIN. Afterthe Clerk readstheregulations. I send 
to the Clerk’s desk to have read the regulations of the Department 
upon this subject, from which the gentleman from New York 
f fir. eee) will see, first, that every officer accused of any een 

oing has an opportunity to be heard before he is discharged, and, 

secondly, that under the old regulations of the Department, and 
before the present First Assistant Postmaster-General came into 
the office, alt that was necessary for a discharge was to state that 
it was “‘for the good of the service,” and the discharge came of 
course. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purpose of avoiding unjust removals of clerks and carriers in the 
classified service, and to avoid embarrassment and annoyance to the Depart- 
ment and postmasters with reference thereto, postmasters in free-delivery 
offices are hereby notified that the following policy prevails in the Post-Office 
Department and will be enforced: 

All removals and_new enployments of clerks and changes in rosters must 
be reported to the First Assistant Postmaster-General as soon as made. 

Nocarrier shall be removed except for cause, and upon written charges filed 
with the Post-Office Department, and of which the carrier shall have full 
notice and an opportunity to make defense. 


No resignations requested by the postmaster, or by anyone for him, will be 
accepted by the Department. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will answer the ques- 
tion of the tleman from New York [Mr. BeEnNetT}. 

Mr. BENNETT. How long after the violation, or alleged vio- 
lation, of a rule occurs is it before it is reported to the Department, 
and where is the report made? 

Mr. McMILLIN. As I understand, it is made to the First As- 
sistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. BENNETT. Here in Washington? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Here in Washington. 

Mr. BENNETT. When is it returned to the local post-office? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not advised as to that, but suppose it is 
done as svon as conveniently may be. 

Mr. BENNETT. Is it not a fact that these reports are returned 
to the post-offices of the respective cities, the places where the 
violations are charged to have occurred, so long after the occur- 
rence that the men have lost all evidence? 

Mr. McMIL:LIN. Ithink not. I get my information from the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General himself, in addition to what 
is contained in his report, which deals v carefully with this 
subject. I think the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNETT] 
will find on investigation that when charges are preferred against 
an officer an opportunity is given him in every instance to have a 
hearing, an opportunity that was not given him under the old 
rules, at least not as a matter of right. The person charged is 
given an opportunity to be heard and to make any explanation 
that it is ible for him to make. 

Mr. BENNETT. Is it not a matter of fact that in most cases 
these reports are made so long after the violation of the rule that 
an investigation is rendered absolutely useless because the man 
can not present evidence for his defense? 

Mr. McMILLIN. On the contrary, I take it that the state of 
things pictured by the gentleman does not exist and can not exist, 
from the fact that the records show that a very large per cent of 
those against whom charges are preferred are restored perma- 
nently, some of them being suspended perhaps for a few days or a 
few weeks. In every instance an opportunity is given the m 
accused to be heard, and the very time and place and acum 
stances of his alleged offense are laid bare, so that he can explain 
anything in connection with it that can be explained. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. If I mayinterrupt the gentleman, 
I will say that in the town where I live there was just such a case. 
Charges were preferred against one of the post-office employees, 
but he was given a full opportunity to be heard and to present all 
that he had to say in his defense. 

Mr. McMILL That is an actual confirmation of what I had 
understood to be the practice of the Department. Now, the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. QuiaG] ought to bear in mind that 
inspection is good not for the Government alone, but also for the 
employee. It is one of the best shields that can be had to distin- 
guish and protect the faithful from the unfaithful officer, to put 
permanency in the service where it belongs, to give promotion to 
the man who deserves it, to overcome any ‘‘ politics” that might 
otherwise enter into the case, and to allow a man’s record to be 
the foundation for his promotion or hisreduction. I am 
the gentleman from New York in his speech here 
admitted, as he now admits, the necessity for some kind 
tion. In that speech he said, of the First 
Postmaster-General: ‘‘ Let him prepare a scheme whi 
vide a system of roundsmen for the carriers. Roun 
be the proper inspectors of the carriers.” It seems that the 
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tleman wants to designate his force by a new poms but is he go 


ing to take away from them the right to report on delinquents: ; Is 
he going to rob them of the right to watch over the service w),j..), 
they are put toguard? If so, hisforce will beof novalue. [If 
it will simply be a force equivalent to the one that is provided }\..-,. 
but bearing a different name. ; 

But to show how thoroughly the Post-Office Department | 
felt the necessity of this force and to show the paiemen that al] 
he has to do to get what he wants in the way of providing a fore. 
for this service is to carry out the recommendations of the Fj;.; 
Assistant Postmaster-General, I ask the Clerk to read an ext, 
from the annual report of that officer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In view of the a me saving effected and the general improvement 
service, especially in the large cities, I would recommend the empioy 
a number of men in the large : 
the work of earriers, make s' 
and, in fact, to have a gener 
post-offices. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Does the Department officer so.) 
these agents to a particular city on request of the postmaster (: 
that city or on his own motion? 

Mr. McMILLIN.- I have not consulted the First Assistant Post. 
master-General on that subject, nor do I recollect that his reyor 
makes any statement upon the point. But I take it that if oo 
plaints were filed by a number of citizens or by the postmast:r «; 
a particular city, or if from any other source it should be asc; 
tained that the force was inefficient, the Department would sn 
out these inspectors to ascertain the cause. The gentleman w’!| 
remember that in our service, whenever complaint is me 
by the humblest member of the community that letters are j\0; 
being handed to him regularly, or that registered matter has vot 
come in proper form—whenever any complaint of that kind is 
made from whatever source the Government sends an inspector- 
one of the old force—even sends him in disguise to that commin- 
nity; and often before the aster knows of his presence tho 
a has completed his investigation and left the city. 

- McCALL of Tennessee. Is there any reason why the post- 
master of a given city can not be intrusted with this work of keep- 
ing the carriers in proper training and under proper contro!’ 

r. McMILLIN, As a matter of fact,the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has found—and I think the gentleman will see that the find- 
ing is probably correct—that in the large cities of the country, 
with the great duties devolving upon the postmasters there, it is 
utterly impossible for the postmaster to keep the run of every |«t- 
ter carrier. The gentleman will remember that there are 13.(\) 
of these carriers; and it is as utterly impossible for the few post- 
masters of the cities in which they operate to keep the run of the 
a of ae aout ot for them to keep the run of 

ngressional p 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman knows of no postmaster anywhere 
in the country who would make any such concession with regard 
to himself—that he is not com t to perform his duties. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman himself, if he had less ability 
or less opinion of his ability, I take it, and were postmaster of the 
— city of New York, would not feel that he was competent to 

eep the run of every letter carrier in that city. 

. QUIGG. No; but I should feel—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘“esides, I call the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that neither he nor I nor — other member of this Hous: 
or of the Senate has ever given to the postmasters of these cities 
~~ force with which to keep watch of these officials. 

ow, in what I say I do not wish to make any wholesale chars: 
against the 13,000 letter carriers of the United States. (n ‘) 
contrary, I am very glad to ae in a 1 number of cities 
—— they were found to in absolutely perfect working 
order plaints were inst the carriers. | 
know that this isa great force. I know that in the main 1' '5 

efficient. I know that generally its members discharg: thir 
duties well, but I also know that you can not put 13,000 mento 
work in any line without there uired some supervision 
of their work beyond what the of the city, who has. 
perhaps, a thousand men under his control, can give. 

Mr. eo I hope the gentleman will allow me to say 12 

suggestion—— 


ly to 

lam e Mr. Chai for 

’ r. Chairman, 10 
the Whole in extending my 
. GS. Mr. Chairman, not many months *%° I 
t into the New York post-office. I found there sever! )u" 
the room in which they were em: 

Rialto at Venice. It stretcnt 
covered with sashes and blinds. 
.] Those insiace 
cote tecain as a sultana 
I asked what it was. 

the post-office spies 


ces whose regular duty it shall be to i). 
tionsas to extensions and changes of; 


r offi 
supervision of the work of carriers ou 


Ee 


. 
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« What are they doing there?” | tion sure to follow is the means by which the s 
are watch 


“ ing the one or two hundred post-office clerks 
below, for fear some one of them might steal a letter or do some- 

ing i of the rules.” 
thing in defiance . 

«And who watches the spies?” I asked. 

“Nobody.” [Laughter and applause. | 

Sir, why is it that the assumption is made that the spies are all 
honest and that the clerks and letter carriers are all dishonest? | 
[ Applause.} I sa that informers ought always to be regarded | 
withsuspicion. History provesthis. Honest men are not usually | 
employed in dogging the footsteps of their fellow-men. Spies are 
not welcome guests in the families of honest men. . | 

Mr. Chairman, we have a spy system in the city of New York. | 
An organization known there as the Vigilance League sowed the | 
city with spies to watch the officers of the police department. And 
what was the result? Look at the records in the courts of that | 
city. There have been fully as many spies convicted of blackmail | 
as police officers convicted of bad conduct. 

I shall vote for the — of my friend from New York [Mr. | 

1aG] with pleasure. hile *. acknowledge—and any man must | 
acknowledge—the propriety ot having what are called uae 
agents to investigate post-oifices where letters have been stolen or 
defalcations occur, I see no reason why spies should be placed at 
the heels of men whose honor has never been questioned. 

Any letter carrier with an honest record is entitled to the same 
treatment as the Postmaster-General and his assistants; but the 
Postmaster-General and his assistants, I regret to say, do not 
look upon it in that light. Here is a special order: 

a ce cle 4 : p Cc er, ’ 

Shep Decent BO Fetrd combines call, visit: Wesbington, whether ox 
eave with or without pay, for the purpose of influencing legislation by Con- 
gress. Any such employee who violates this order is liable to removal. 

I shall not read the whole order, Mr. Chairman; I have not 
time. But lL insist that the post-office clerk and the letter carrier | 
ought to be entitled to the same privilege in Congress as the | 
Postmaster: and his assistants. They are substantially | 
debarred under this order from approaching their Congressmen. | 
I could prove this from documents on my desk if I had the | 
time to read them. There is no man in this House who has served | 
on a committee where the interests of Government employees are | 
canvassed who wil! not be surprised at the issuance of this order. 
Take the Committee on Military Affairs or the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. Is there a member of cither who has not been 
importuned day and night in the corridors of the Capitol or else- 
where to support some bill in which either army officers or navy 
officers are personally interested? Why do you draw the line on 
the post-office clerk and the letter carrier? 

Mr. LOUD. Do you not think it is a practice that ought to be 


ped in all rtments of the Government? 
. CUMMINGS. I think that you ought to begin your work 
at the head of the stream, and not at its mouth. Do not play the 


farce of the wolf and the lamb, and muddy the water at the expense | 
and to the injury of the postal employees. Applyit to all alike if 
you are going to apply it atall. The postal clerk and the letter 
carrier ought to have the same facilities for reaching the ear of | 
Congress as the heads of Departments, and I think that on this 
proposition even my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Kye], 2 dis- 
tinguished member of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, will fully agree with me. [Applause. ] 
Here the hammer fell. 
tr. BELKNAP. Mr. irman, I am most sincerely and hon- 
estly in favor of the adoption of the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Quice]. Iam not in favor of 
voting the money of the people by the Congress of the United 
States to be used for such an unmanly and un-American purpose 
and such uncalled-for work as this clause of the bill contemplates. 
Some gentlemen seem to think that the letter carriers as a class 
emery er ——— I deny that to be a fact, and I propose 
t true. Take my own city of Chicago as an 
illustration. This system was working there for weeks, and after 
upon 1,093 men employed as letter carriers this 
were made upon the conduct of 800 men. 
ivaioe tes were reported as absolutely correct. 
the had to e some kind of a showing, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMINGs] 
“Who watches the spies?” They had to do some- 
. how do we know that their reports are correct? 
and seventy-six were investigated — 
7 the gentleman yield for a question? 


es. 
In the Chicago cases to which you refer, were 
given an opportunity to exonerate 


Lam just about to that. 
, if so, that investigation is what 
spies. If the spy makes a false report the investiga- 
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himsel 


‘ 
i 


py is 
watched. 

Mr. BELKNAP. 
and un-American. 

I was going on to say that the cases of 176 of these men were 
investigated, 55 were merely reprimanded, 90 were suspended for 
one or two days each, and 16 removed, and upon th ithority of 
the Post-Office Department afterwards I say that these men would 
have been removed anyway, notwithstanding the { that th 
ports were made against them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How could they « 
rhe gentleman 
removed anyway. 

Mr. BELKNAP. 
nates. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, according to the gentleman's own i 
they are spies themselves on the employees: 

Mr..-BELKNAP. They merely performed the duties 
office. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But you oug 
position, to discharge them from 
others. Where is the distinction? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Because | have } 
master of Chicago and know his charact« 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, well, then it 1e offici 
nature of the service, that the gentleman finds fau 

Mr. BELKNAP (continuing). He 
and manly way. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup 
all the letter carriers of the city of Chicago. March 6 he said 
that they were accustomed, not in one case, but in n than one 
case, to use their street-car tickets to pay their special assessments, 
and he said that the records of the Post-Office Department would 
show that to be the fact. I went to the Post-Office Department, 
and upon authority of that Department I will say that three years 
ago one man did wrong. He did save his car tickets, and when 
asked the question what he did with the money—a few dollars 
his reply was: ‘‘I paid a sewer assessment.” That was one case, 
but the gentleman from California, by his language, reflects upon 
every letter carrier in Chicago. 

I regard these letter carriers as honorable, upright 
go from my home downtown every morning I meet 
It is my pleasure to stop and greet them. 
politics are. I do not think that question enters into this matter 
at all. On the coats of some of them I note bronze buttons, 
showing them to be the survivors of the grandest army the world 
has ever known. I doubt not that many others fought for a 


I regard the system as uncalled for, unmanly, 
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says these me¢ rule 


Now, who made the inspection 
The postmaster of Chicago 
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to be willing, in 
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office 
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ertect onn le © } 
rv and ability 
the official the 
does his w areful 
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ists a slur upon 


‘ 
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men. As l 
many of tiem. 
Ll care not what their 


catTLSse 


that was lost, but which they sincerely believed to be right, and 
for that I give them my high regard and sincere respect. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
By unanimous consent, the time of Mr. BELKNAP was extended 
five minutes. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Now, will the gentleman permit m¢ 
there to ask him one question? 
Mr. BELKNAP. Yes. 
Mr. McMILLIN. You say that the 16 carriers in Chicago to 


whom reference was made would have been discharged anyway? 


Mr. BELKNAP. Yes. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Had reports been made by th stmaster at 
Chicago recommending their discharge? 
Mr. BELKNAP. The postmaster there, as I understand the 
case, would have discharged them himself. Their « ly 
such as to justify their discharge. 
Mr. McMILLIN. But had he,as a matter of fact, recommended 
their discharge to the Postmaster-General’ 
Mr. BELKNAP. Ido not know that he had recommended it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Then—— 
Mr. BELKNAP. I can not give up all my time to you, 
Pardon me-—— 
Mr. McMILLIN. The committee extended your time 
Mr. BELKNAP. I beg your pardon. I did not mean to be 
selfish, but I maintain that the fact is that this investigation did 
| not cause the discharge of these men. It did not amount to any 
thing in that respect. Now, these men are hono upright, 





‘ 


worthy public servants. I have seen them in the city of ¢ ago 
during the summer dropping in the streets from the heat and in 
the winter wading through the snow and i ind I do not be- 
lieve that it is the wish of the people of the United States that our 
Government should sink so low as to taxpayers’ money for 


hi 


18sec the 


orying and spying upon a class of worthy, bard-working servants. 
i ceotune. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized. 


Mr. LOUD. Before the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. BELKNAP] 
takes his seat, I should like to ask him a question. The gentleman 
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has nat used all his time. The gentleman has referred to a mat- 
ter that I hoped would not be brought before this House again, 
and that was a reference that he made to Chicago. I hold in my 
hand a letter that the gentleman now forces me to put into the 
Recorp. When I get the floor I hope the gentleman will be pres- 
ent, because I propose to criticise something that I sincerely hoped 
I would not be forced to present to this House. 

Mr. WHITE. Do not fail to present it. 

Mr. BOATNER,. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania pro- 
ceeds, _— like to ask that the pending amendment be again 
reported. 

he amendment was again read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt—in fact, Iam 
positive—from an examination of the — for many years back 
of the mail depredation division as to the convictions, as well as 
to the number of arrests, that the carriers and postal subordinates 
of the mail service are exceptionally honest men. The records 
show, in the vast number of this force, only a very limited num- 
ber of convictions, as well as a very limited number of arrests. 
I do not think that any man upon this floor can question the in- 
tegrity of this great body of men. The proposition in the bill that 
comes from the committee is to make an increase of 30 inspectors in 
themail-depredationforce. It places these appointments under the 
regular force of the Department. They are subject to civil-service 
examination and are assigned to the respective divisions of the 
12 territorial divisions of the country. 

In the Fifty-first Congress the appropriation for this force was 

0,000 








When we entered the Fifty-second Congress, upon the report 
of the Postmaster-General, it was submitted that the accounts of 
the postmasters of the fourth class were in such a condition that 
no settlement could be made through the Auditor, andit was nec- 
essary that special agents should visit a large number of fourth- 
class postmasters in order to adjust and inspect their accounts. 
We increased that appropriation $100,000 for that special purpose— 
the inspection of the accounts of postmasters of the fourth class— 
and there was but limited debate and no clamor either as to par- 
tisanship or spy system. The next session, that work having been 
almost completed, there was a reduction to $235,000. In the fol- 
lowing session there was appropriated $235,000; the first session 
of the next Congress, $300,000; in $300,000, under which the 
Department is now operating, and the proposition in the bill is to 
increase the force, giving 30 additional inspectors. 

Now, you must understand that this inspection force has the 
supervision of everything that pertains to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment as to irregularity, and further, it runs as to the integrity and 
the honesty of the entire subordinate force of upward of 30,000 
clerks, postal clerks, and letter carriers, as well as the 70,000 
postmasters and all contractors. I am very slow to believe, with 
my long acquaintance and knowledge of the honorable gentleman 
at the head of the Post-Office Department to-day, General Wilson, 
that he would be guilty of doing anything either un-American or 
unmanly, or any official act that would take from the character 
of any of his subordinate force. I believe that he is just as honest 
in endeavoring to give a good administration of the Post-Office 
Department as Congress is in voting appropriations to carry out 
his recommendations. 

In 1888 we ane the eight-hour law, predicated upon the fact 
that longer labor on the part of the carrier force was severe and 
extremely exhausting, and therefore there should be a limitation 
to his labor. What has been the result? A few days ~~ in the 
urgent deficiency bill we put in $300,000 for overtime. e have 
already appropriated for overtime through the eight-hour law 
almost a million and a half dollars, and there are upward of 
4,000 unadjusted cases in the Department of Justice that will 
take a million dollars more. Therefore $2,500,000 has been paid 
or will be paid by the Government for overtime. 1 am submitting 
this brief statement in order to show how the Department first 
ascertained the great neglect of duty in the letter-carrier service. 
The Department also discovered in the examination of overtime 
cases that men delayed on their routes were slow in their deliv- 
eries and other irregularities in order that they might secure 
overtime allowances. This determined the entering upon the 
larger field of an investigation as to whether the carriers were 
performing their duties upon their respective routes. There isno 
carrier in the service, there is no postal clerk, there is no post- 
office clerk who does not know that there are at all times schemes, 
or, as the gentleman has called them, ‘spy operations,” in order to 
test his integrity and honesty. Inthe boxes in the great cities the 
inspection force is continually placing decoy letters containing 
money and every device possible under the system of inspection 
to test their integrity and their honesty. Now, there is no objec- 
tion to that; they do not even complain. We never heard any 
question upon that line of spy o tion; but the moment you 
come to the proposition as to whether the carrier does his 


full duty on his route, that moment you rise in rebellion. Now, let 


me tell gentlemen one thing. You will spend for your carrier 
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force $13,000,000 in this bill for next year. You havein that force 
to-day about 13,000 men. Now, Iask any gentleman on this floo; 
if, in the subordinate force in your own manufacturing esta}. 
lishments or great business enterprises, whatever may be the busi- 
ness, you do not go into the greatest detail of management to sv 
whether your force of men perform their full duty or that yoy 
get a full return for the pay that you give them for the work? 4 
orce of 13,000 men necessitates supervision. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him g 
question right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iask for five minutes more. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask that the gentleman's time be extended fiye 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. My question is this: Are not all the people 
watching these carriers, a them all the time, every day 
while they are on their routes; and I will ask if it is not true that 
every family and every individual of a family have their eyes upon 
these letter carriers and that the whole community watches them? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will-say no to the gentleman. Servants 
in the great cities go to the doors, and not the families; and where 
a member of the family receives the mail minor derelictions are 
overlooked. : 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. But do not the families know when the 
mail arrives? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They get the letters. 

P ee Do not they know if the mails have been 
elayed? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They do, and they do not complain if it is 
half an hour or so late. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. If it becomes a habit they complain. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Business men take cognizance of it in some 
form as a rule, but not always. 

Permit me to state to the gentleman that this whole inspection 
service has been subject to criticism, and I myself am free to say 
that my own city perhaps suffered more than any other large 
community, and I condemn many of the methods adopted; but 
that is past. 

Upon the reports of the agents there seemed to be a larger der- 
eliction in Philadelphia than in any other city. I have been 
— to by a large number of the carriers in connection with 
their cases where they have been reported. Ihave gone to the 
Department and have examined for official dereliction a number 
of them. I found many neglects of duty. I have found at times 
a ae of punishment that I did not think warranted, and I 
have called the attention of the Department to those cases, «laim- 
ing that the punishment was too extreme for the offenses com- 
mitted. Iam free to say thatin many cases I found that there had 
been marked neglect u the part of the carrier running his 
route as well as in his daily habits. Under a rule of the Depart- 
ment every accused carrier had had his hearing, and I rea‘ his 
testimony in connection with the testimony of the agents of the 
or The report of the First Assistant Postmaster-(ien- 
eral exhibits just what this work of the agents has been, or spies, 
as the gentleman calls them. There are over 700 free-delivery 
offices altogether. I read: 

Total number of offices investigated, 151; total number of carriers em- 
ployed at these offices, 4,075; carriers reprimanded for various irregularities, 
208; carriers sespe2ded for falsifying trip reports, 57— 

Certainly nobody can question the propriety of punishment for 
that offense. 

Carriers suspended for failure to collect from street letter boxes, 49— 

That is not a very large number. 

Carriers suspended for drinking while on duty and loitering, 302— 

A very small number out of the total of 4,075. 

Carriers dismissed for drinking while on duty and loitering, 55. 

There, gentlemen, you have the sum total of the work of these 
with reference to the carrier force. 

ow, I know that during my own experience of six years 4s 
postmaster of the city of Philadelphia I no means whatever 
of determining whether the carrier force then employed did their 
duty upon their routes, and there is no means to-day in the De- 
partment of determining that question, urless the Postimaster- 
General or the local postmaster the right to make a detail of 
some of his force to inspect the work of the carrier or unless you 
enact mew logeeetion loo! to that end. 

Mr. SP Y. If there been ‘ 
of carriers while you were postmaster at Philadelphia, would 
not those ties have been reported to you within twenty- 
bordinates 


four hours, or to su ? a ; 
Mr. BINGHAM, - No. In all large post-offices there is what's 
called a book of com ts. are made to the Depart- 


doubtless rts have been the basis 
the oe of 
to others. 


in 


ities in your force 


forceof inspectors to 
There is a complaint 


bt 












in every great office, and you come to the office and make 
Cte ene that a letter mailed by you of such and such a 
‘ate to such and such a place has failed to reach its destination, 
or that a letter mailed to you has failed to arrive, or that there 
has been delay in the delivery of a letter. A searcher is immedi- 
ately sent ow Possibly investigation will show that the fault 
was in the man who sent the letter, but if not the investigation of 
the matter iscontinued. When the postmaster learns, through his 
complaint clerk, that on a certain day one or two or three or four 
money letters have been lost, or have failed to be delivered, or 
that other letters have been delayed, the chief of carriers is noti- 
fied and an , or a “spy,” is sent out to test the boxes, to 
watch the on that route, and to test hisdeliveries. Imme- 
diately the Department is notified that three or four money letters 
have lost, and the Department, in its own way, proceeds to 
make an investigation, and the first thing you know is that the 
carrier or clerk, if guilty, is found out and caught by a decoy 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, 1 ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended five 

inutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Could any letter carrier on any route while 
you were postmaster of Philadelphia have been derelict in his 
duty in any marked degree without that fact being brought to 
your attention? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am very sure he could, and very sure that 
it occurred. I have no doubt of it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the question of politics in this legis- 
lation, Iam free to say that I do not think there has been any 
politics in it. The inspector force of the Department to-day has 
as many Republicans upon it as there are Democrats. Further, it 
must be borne in mind that civil-service rules with reference to 
the letter-carrier force in offices employing upward of 50 car- 
riers went into effect in 1883, and those rules have been in effect 
in the great offices ever since that date. We had four years of 
Democratic administration in Mr. Cleveland’s first term, and we 
have had three years this time. The point I seek to make is that 
with civil-service methods applying to this force for fourteen 
years, during a period when different parties have been in control 
of the administration, the matter of politics has been largely elim- 
inated. Men are selected under the civil-service rules. They 
dare not, whichever party they belong to, be partisans in the sense 
of being active. They dare not take an active part in conventions 
or in primari The force to-day in the great offices is absolutely 
without politics, in my judgement, and I believe the inspector 
force also is without politics. That seems to me to be the natural 
and en result of the operation of the civil-service rules 
since 1883. 

_ Mr. RAY. This provision in the bill proposes to increase these 


nee 80? 
r. BINGHAM. Yes; the r force. 


Mr.RAY. Andit proposes to lize the appointment of the 30? 
on BINGHAM. Tt gives 30 additional inspectors for the next 

year. 

Mr. RAY. But we have had a fixed number for the last two 
years or more, have we not? 

Mr. BINGHAM, I stated in the first part of my remarks that 
in the -first Congress—— 

Mr. RAY. I want toask the gentleman a question or two so 
as to get at the real point. Is it not a fact that we have had the 
— number of inspectors for the last two years? 

Mr. BINGHAM. You have had $300,000 appropriated for this 
force du the last two years. 

Mr. RAY. And it is proposed here to change the law—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; itis proposed to increase the force, not 
to change the law. 
ae ae you increase the force by 30, do you not change 

e 


Mr, HAM. No; you simply increase the force under the 


w. 
Mr. RAY. You increase the appropriation so as to provide for 
80 additional officers of this class. ow, we have had officers of 
this kind at work; and we are appropriating this money, as I 

to extend this kind of work unless this amendment is 


un 
pe os taba ne any greater need for these men 
Mr. BINGHAM. I will answer the gentleman in this way: I 


believe that, in view of the fact that there has been no inspection 
and years in any thorough way as to 
ho have been on certain routes 
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for years past has shown that not only the carriers, but the postal 
clerks and —_— clerks, numbering upward of 30,000 men, 
are a body of the most honest and trustworthy men in the country. 

Mr. RAY. Then, if they are ‘‘a body of the most honest men 
in the country,” what is the sense of going to work now and ap- 
propriating thousands of dollars to create and pay spies to spy 
upon ‘‘ the most honest body of menin the country”? The object 
one this—to create 30 or 60—I do not know the exact num- 

r—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. | Thirty is the additional number of inspectors 
proposed. 

Mr. RAY. To create 30 spies for the purpose of the coming 
Presidential campaign [applause], and to have them recognized 
and paid out of the public Treasury. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I simply answer I do not concur in the gen- 
tleman’s view an¢ conclusion. 

Mr. RAY. That is the purpose; it is the body and the soul of 
the whole proposition. If gentlemen of the House will look into 
it, they will be convinced that that is the truth of this matter. I 
for one do not propose to submit to this unless I am compelled to 
do so—not-at this stage of the game. [Applause. | 

Mr. BINGHAM. Having read to the House the result of this 
inspection, I will read another paragraph, which, I think, will show 
the gentleman that there is very little partisanship exhibited in 
the work recently done: 

The personnel of the carriers’ force at 60 of the 151 offices examined was 
found to be above the average, the carriers being faithful and energetic. 

Now, as I have already stated 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should like to have three minutes more, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from New 
York or any other gentleman had under his control a body of 
13,000 men, carriers, or 32,000 men, subordinates in the postal serv- 
ice, he would immediately arrange some system of thorough super- 
vision; and I say to the gentleman that in the large cities there is 
no inspection of the carrier force running to their fidelity and in- 
dustry—no system of inspection by which the postmaster can 
determine how faithfully they do their work. The national banks 
do not complain of the fact that at any moment on any day the 
national-bank inspector may come down upon them and demand 
an examination of all the books of the establishment. No man 
can object to a fair, honest supervision of his work, whether he is 
a carrier or a postal clerk or any other employee of the Govern- 
ment, provided he is doing his duty. Sir, the surprise to me is 
that in the examinations thus far entered into there has not been 
found larger dereliction, because I can readily understand that 
if a man is on the carrier force for ten or fifteen years, running 
his route without any supervision, he will run it to suit himself; 
but whether in doing so he is running it in the best way for his 
people can only be ascertained by official inspection. 

As I stated in the beginning, the exhibits in the large cities 
show the necessity of some supervision of this force. I do not 
care in what form you institute that supervision. Increase if you 
choose the regular inspectors’ force by adding 30 new members; 
give us roundsnien or captains of divisions in the great cities, as 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Quiaa]} has suggested; give 
us some proper supervision to make the carrier force as efficient 
as that force can be made; and then you will give us what we 
have a right to ask. In giving such supervision Congress will 
give the country good legislation and the pe“wie will enjoy a bet- 
ter postal service. 

r. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not object to inspectors 
as long as the carrier who is accused of a violation of the rules of 
the Department has a fair chance in his own defense. As I under- 
stand, these special agents at present make their reports to the 
Post-Office Department here at Washington; those reports are 
afterwards transmitted to the post-office of the particular district, 
and notice is given to the carrier affected. The time that elapses 
between the alleged violation of the rules and the notification to 
the officer affected is so long that he loses all opportunity for get- 
ting any evidence in his favor. If he does find such evidence, it is 
by mere chance. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after the clear and convincing and well- 
stated argument of my colleague [Mr. Quiaa], I do not deem it 
necessary to detain this Committee of the Whole with any extended 
remarks. Nor do I desire to disagree with our excellent Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. But Ido hope that the 
committee will see its way clear to adopt the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

I trust the amendment will prevail. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, the proposition that the car- 
rier service of the United States is composed of honest men, and 
that therefore any precautions which may be taken to insure fidel- 
ity in the performance of their duties is unnecessary, is one that 
sounds well; it is probably very agreeable to the carriers them- 
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selves, and it nay be popular in districts where the carriers are 
numerous and where their political influence would have some 
weight; but, Mr. Chairman, in m ae it is utterly unsound. 
We are c ontinually reading in t. spapers of the t cities 
of the detection of carriers in systematic Ee Selneies the mail 
and violations of duty. The question arises, then, how would 
such persons ever be detected unless the Government was pre- 
pared to adopt and does adopt nece: and effective means to 
make the discovery? How is any reflection made upon the 13,000 
mail carriers employed in the United States because the Govern- 
ment takes necessary steps to guard the proper discharge of their 
duties and to discover such of them as may be dishonest? No 
doubt the vast majority of them are perfectly honest, but it is 
certain that all of them are not, and the preportion would be much 
larger if the supervision now exercised should be withdrawn. 
he gentleman from Pennsylvania has just read a statement 
showing the number of the reports of s ions and removals 
under that system which enforces a prompt discharge of duty and 
insures honesty and accuracy in the work. If the means of de- 
tection had been removed, duty in many instances no doubt 
would have been improperly performed or not performed at all. 
What gentleman can say how many other offenses would have 
ee en py had they known that they were not subject to 
at all; in other words, if they felt perfectiy free 
from t - a ful scrutiny of the Department? 
Y. Will the gentleman allow me a question just there? 
Me. BOATNER. Certainly. 
Mr. RAY. Iunderstand you to be arguing in favor of the in- 
crease of force and salaries here? 
Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 
Mr. RAY. Now, then, if these officers are needed to-day, were 
they not needed also two years ago; and—— 
r. BOATNER, Probably not so much as now. The service 
has been and is being steadily increased. 
Mr. RAY. Let me get in the whole question—— 
Mr. irnnmesn I am only answering the gentleman as he 


goes o 

Mr. "RAY. Let me complete it. I asked, if this force was 
needed last year, is it not a singular fact that Congress made no 
meer ision for them? No suggestion of the kind was contained in 

legislation by Congress, and if they were necessary why did 
not the Fifty-third Congress appropriate the money to provide 

r them? 

Mr. BOATNER. The necessity probably existed then as much 
as now. Certainly it has always been necessar f, to maintain 
some sort of meperiion oe of the i. service, but the necessity as 
exists now, I suppose, had resented to the consideration 
of the Committee on the Post-Office oa Post-Roads, and hence no 
appropriation for the purpose was made by the Fifty-third Con- 


I infer, Mr. Chairman, that the necessity for the employment 
of this force has arisen out of the increase in the carrier service, 
and that it is the intention and effort of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to increase the efficiency of the service year by year, and 
the next Congress may find some other such step necessary. 

Now, to say that the 13,000 men employed in the mail-carrier serv- 
ice are all honest men, and that none of them need watching, is, in 
my judgment, the veriest nonsense. There is eee: init. The 
cashiers and officers of our banks are su be honest, but 
they are under bond for the discharge of the antion devolved upon 
them as bank officers, and are under the severest of the 
law if : ow fail to perform their duties; and yet it is found neces- 
sary to have bank inspections, to which a bank is at any moment 
subject. It is to be Sena ‘that all of the postmasters ‘h- 
out the —- are honest and men; they are 
bond for the discharge of their du aes yet the office is sub- 
ject to the inspection of the Department at any time, and the law 
rigidly requires that they deposit all public money that 
comes into their hands in a certain specified way, and the use of 
it otherwise is an embezzlement. 

Then, where, carriers of the United Btates wh is there a reflec- 
tion upon the carriers of the United tes when they are sub- 


—- 


Run all t this is the 
ne ning hrough oe system © aemnption that 


carrying of do! l; 
every oes their lives, are all er ae but have not yet b so 
convic When we remember 


in tors 

Sestak oe out met t to dog the fo ‘ 

to ind out who hed boon guilty of cr, 

nality when ciate hak born aatanih y committed, we can realivo 

the great cennge senah to be made in the vam. as 
ep 0! — now wholly changed, 

we eat aed te entire force of Set be 


ins ors to be 
loose for the purpose Sa men to see whether they nag 
even a guilty thonght, although they have never been guilty of 
any wrongfui action. 
remember that some years ago a commission came from Groat 


Britain to look into the workings of our Post-Office Departn, 
They came, as most English commissions come, with the pur, 
of criticising adversely the workings of that Department; but 
when they had scrutinized every part of the workings of it the y 
— home and said that it even surpassed the English de, 


nt, 


mit t this be the case, should we not say that without the a 
spies at all our Department has been a very one indeed, and 
ask ourselves, why should we throw upon the men who built up 
this Department _ such a state of excellence the odium of 5), 


l of 


ing ve pa eee ee penpen Sie grant body of » 
who, b Pe bony ability, have comm: = ; 
themselves not ce to the e Z. our own country, but to the 


le of other countries, the odium of saying that they ought to 
watched? It seems to me that we ought not todo that. We 
should have some higher purpose; that is, to say to our servants, 
when they have done so well, not that we will watch them more 
closely hereafter, but that we will repose greater confidence in 
Gosh r than we have in the past, thus evincing our appre- 


uThey practical point that I want to make is, that this is an entire 
es around from the duty that inspectors heretofore per- 
which was to go out and find a criminal when criminal- 
ity had been proven, but the criminal was not known. This s)y 
is for an ee and that is to assume 
eamnek oes co, Wa dhenaiog sur porte yt 
are c our post-office corps 
from men into mere machines, and we are setting men to w: itch 
these machines, eee pik ee that we are dealing 
with Romie be conscience, heart, reason, soul, who must fe! 
keenly that faithful and intelligent service does not comm ud 
them to the confidence of their employers. We are impus ni 
think they do not deserve, and | | 
House, remembering the servic: of t th 
men, remembering the superb state of the service, not to th 
on Ga teens officials this unnecessary, this thoroughly un-American 
odiam and imputation. [Ap 
Mr, KYLE. Mr. Chniesnen this is nothing more nor less thana 
plain ger pee fone gens which is presented to the House. The 
question of soe eee Sat-S Bess one in the postal serv- 
ice of Biconae has been in existence for many years, an 
the proposition pending here this morning is simply to increase 
the force of inspectors to a number sufficient todothe work. That 


is all there is in it. 
Mr. CUMMIN I should like to ask my friend a question 


_ KYLE. Well, sir—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Is it necessary to have two inspectors to live 
letters in a little town in Michigan? 

Mr. KYLE. I do not think that is necessary, Mr. Chair an, 
and I do not think that such a case asthatexists. If it does, how- 
ever, I suppose that it is an 

I want to argue this 
from it, i please, 


all these men in a way I 
with the members of of this House 


now. And I will eliminate 
the benefits that have resulted from tle 
and treat it as though it was © new 
— presented here to-day for the first time. I prese' it 
ou as business men. 
you aoe ee your own affairs, if you were taking 


ected to a proper and ees order to discover | care of your = business, and it was necessary to ¢1))! oy 

ractions of uty, pomeettens 2 13,000 mien to do ee ee eae ere is of you 

fe revenge, Tat Sear for S| Ro oy emiy 0 man Soft were at We take 812 

tmen em oree as or jc ,000 men w mt we take $12,150,- 

on of the in cata of tea pene emselves Ohjectton | 00 5 rues money to them. 

~— itare, in my judgment, fallacious. The P "how t businesslike, is it an exhibition of good ie. mnt, is 

would not have Soicene maken it a display of good common to turn loose 13,000 men in 

fea that it was necessary for the protection of the public and to | this are performing qaties, y them $12,450,- 
give increased efficiency to the service—— 000 a year, ren have them supervised or looked after’ 

io the hammer fell. Now, I submit that to you as a business tion, and I ask 


McEWAN. Mr. C 
Se petins that will in the least 
eam I am, as I 
hearing « bein Pages 


ee et er ie ten 


, I am very anxious indeed to 


t to be, utterl meio prea 
uw c 
7 Ameatian iden—4heh we 


ine they are charged with 


own minds and see whether you t! nk 
sound discretion if you were to adit 


en 
But gentlemen say that these men are under the surveillanc: of 
spies, more nor less than 


an Sgn i ont of the ame. Why, there is nothing »: aid 


you er ee in 
you would 














There is nothing new in this bill. This 
; os caaeeaunery tot meee Gap o ae 
ter of a contry at isthe xenson ot 1? You fy in the fave of the 
act that the experience of the Post-Office Department sho 

good and large saving have resulted from these tions. But 
gen 





make that statement 
ez omen the ation of the Department upon that proposi- 
tion. I read from Rules and Regulations of the Department: 


purpose pruciding unjust removals of clerks and carriers in the 
ait pone to av: suamarensnments and annoyance to the De- 


tand postmasters erence thereto, postmasters of free de- 
very offices are peeey — [=e the following 
— of clerks and changes in rosters must 
be reported to the na 
N 


policy prevaiis in the 


a aaeanenes weneney a9 Seen ae x 
o carrier shall be remo’ except for cause u tten char 
fini with the Post-Oftice De; ebt, and of which the carrier shall have 


full notice and an to make defense 
the Department to pre- 
gentlemen claim is done, viz, the dis- 
charging of carriers without cause and without trial. 

+ this inspection system forward, you only 
The dictates of , common, business sense 
, by the regulations of 
until they have had 
to have had a little ex- 
y had one case—that of a 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Chair understands (.e gentleman to request further time. 
Without objection, the gentleman will be allowed to proceed for 


He told me that a kinsman of his 
the city in which he lived had been 
He asked me to go to the Post-Office Department and 

the Assistant. This I did; and when he 
instigated Siuiiemael nevesdectete’ thocean 
him, “‘I have case ve reinsta man 
“ only the rule that he has laid 

down governed, but here is a case in 
point, where a man was, after pomeeeatien. reinstated. In fact, 
i oppose the — ond sys- 
tem of a single case where a man has been aupooperty ischarged. 
Then what comes of all this talk about men being removed with- 
out 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


The question that we are try- 
to investigate and argue out here is, what are the best inter- 
of the country, whether or not it is a proper thing for the 
of and after the expenditure not $18 450 O00? aera’ 
men proper i of $12,450,000? 
use to the fact that it is not only 

in the postal service that inspectors are necessary. It is not only 


there where and eervesins are necessary. You 
— any it of business in common life and supervision 
necessary. 


You take any other Department of this Covern- 
ment and supervision is necessary e have bank inspectors; 
of the Government in which 


you can go that this is not recognized. 
MEREDITH. Ana if they do thaw daty they will have 


here there is not one where a carrier has been discharged impro 
erly. Notone. You bring up casesand you state that the Smake 
cases where after have been tem ily sus- 
pended and laid off for a given of time; but you have never 
cited a case where a man has, this spy , this system 
it whan eene be made odious by these gentle mm who oppose 
where feapeent men been made er . 
Now, I take position, further, Mr. on this in- 

service, 
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can go before an officer whose duty it is to see that justice is done 
him. If his skirts are clear, he has no fear upon that ground. If 
he has not performed his duty, what man is there in this House 
who will say that he ought not to be discharged? You would dis- 
charge him from your private business if he did not perform his 
duties properly, and you would look after him closely, too. You 
would say that he ought to be discharged from the Government 


service if he did not execute his duties properly. Why? Because 
it is your duty, as it is the duty of the Postmaster-General, to try 
to enforce such laws and such rules and regulations as will secure 
good and efficient service to the people of this country, whose 
representatives you are, and who will look after you, too, when 


you neglect your duties to them. 

Mr. RAY. Do you think that these letter carriers ought to 
have spies or ‘‘ inspectors” on their track before they are accused 
of wrongdoing, simply to watch them to see whether they are 
honest or dishonest? ; 

Mr. KYLE. Would the gentleman from New York take an 
army of men like this which we are considering, pay them the 
amount of money that these men get, and turn them loose with- 
out any supervision? Would he do that in his own private busi- 
ness? 

Mr. RAY. I would not “turn them loose,” but I would set 
them about their business and assume that they were honest until 
they were discovered to be dishonest. 1 would not spy upon them 
as though they were bound to be dishonest. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. KYLE. I do not like to be discourteous, Mr. Chairman, 
but I have not time to be interrupted. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, the time of Mr. Kyie was ex- 
tended five minutes. 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman draw the 
distinction between supervision of a business and es} 
spying? 

Mr. KYLE, I think the distinction which the gentleman tries 
to make is one without a difference. I do not care whether you 
eall it supervision, or what you call it. We all know what it is, 
and we all know what this bill seeks to accomplish and what it 
does accomplish, and that is supervision of this force. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, all this talk about ** spies” and about the suspicion of 
dishonesty on the part of letter carriers has nothing to do with 
the proposition before us. It is merely a business proposition 
that is presented to this committee, and I want to say here that 
until this morning when this question came up for discussion I 
never heard the matter of politics discussed in connection with it. 

In the Post-Office Committee Republicans and Democrats went 
to work in an earnest and faithful manner, endeavoring, as I un- 
derstood them, to do what was for the best interests of the service 
without regard to politics, and I do not believe that I have heard 
politics mentioned in the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads during this Congress. Therefore I say all the talk about 
this being merely a proposition to put 30 additional men, Dem- 
ocrats, upon this force * to travel from one end of the land to the 
other al do campaign work” has nothing to do with the question 
before us and ought not to be lugged into this discussion. Besides 
that, I may remind you that the Committee on the Post-Office is 
composed largely of Republicans, and it certainly could not have 
been the desire of the majority of that committee to recommend 
an increase of this force unless there was an imperative necessity 
for it. Therefore there can not be anything in that sally of the 
gentleman from New York {[Mr. Ray] except an appeal to what 
may possibly be conceived to be the prejudices existing in the 
minds of members of this Committee of the Whole; but I believe 
you will rise above that, gentlemen, when you pass upon this 
proposition. 

The Post-Office Department tells us that these additional men 
are necessary for the protection and efficiency of the public serv- 
ice. Why not give them? Are you going to be driven from it 
because possibly some Democrat may get an appointment to per 
form this service? Let us assume for the moment that all the men 
appointed to do this work will be Democrats; still I say you ought 
to be above the possibility of being governed by such a groveling 
prejudice as that. There is nothing in that argument at all that 
appeals te the head. Now, consider the experience that the coun- 
try has had with reference to this force, and you will find that it 
is abundantly proven, and can not be controverted, that great good 
has come out of it in the past. But, eliminating all that and tak- 
ing the question as one of first impression, as if it were proposed 
now for the first time to inaugurate this system, I insist that it 
is one which appeals to the good, sound business sense of every 
member on this floor. I thank the committee for their attention. 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Chairman, I desire only a very few minutes to 
say one or two things from a business standpoint—to adopt the 
language of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Kyie}. I state to- 
day that the letter carriers of the United States are the most 
honest and efficient public servants wehave. Why? Not because 
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they are any better men than others; not because they are an 
more honest at heart; but because, by the very system under whic 
they work, they are bound to be honest. Every citizen of the ci 
of St. Louis, for instance, is a spy upon the services and the effi- 
ciency of every letter carrier there; not upon his personal habits, 
but upon the efficiency of his service. Six hundred thousand 
people in St. Louis are every day watching and ready to report 
any dereliction of duty by the letter carriers of that city. Ifa 
piece of mail is stamped as received at the St. Louis office at 7 a, m. 
and it is not delivered at my office until 4 o’clock in the afternoon, 
will not the postmaster immediately find me at his desk complain- 
ing of the carrier? If any piece of mail has miscarried or any 
neglect has been shown by any letter carrier in that great city, 
every person who is thereby injuriously affected will report him 
to the authorities under whose direction his work is done. In St. 
Louis, or in any great city, therefore, I say that the number of 
inspectors is just equaled by the number of persons who receive 
mail matter. The appropriation of $30,000 for any purpose, polit- 
ical or otherwise, to inspect the class of men whose very tions 
and duties subject them daily and hourly to the severest criticism 
and inspection, is a throwing away of the public funds which 
ought not to be considered for a moment. 

My friends talk about a business proposition. Sir, we are not 
starting out to send 13,000 men into the field to work at a dis- 
tance. We are continuing an efficient service of 13,000 men; we 
are continuing those men in positions where three, four, and five 
times a day they come under your inspection and mine, Every 
person to whom a carrier delivers a piece of mail is a ready to 
report upon him as to his efficiency or his dereliction of duty. 

ir, I say there can be no question that the letter-carrier service 
of the United States is the best oa of any —_ service in 
this country—I care not where it may be. It isa better performed 
service than that of the Postmaster-General himself, because it is 
under more strict and continuous supervision. 

I am unalterably opposed to the appropriation of one dollar 
more to continue a system which can do no good, but which sim- 

ly subjects honest, efficient men to an espionage which is not 
Fair, which is not right, which is not deserved, and which will not 
add one cle to the efficiency of this service. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentle- 
man from Illinois who addressed the House a few moments ago 
to object not so much to the inspection of the letter carriers as to 
the fact that this inspection is performed by inspectors. Thegen- 
tleman claimed, as I understood, that it is the duty of the post- 
master in each city to make this inspection and investigation; that 
the postmasters have the right to make such inspection; that they 
are willing to make it, and do make it. I have no doubt that the 
postmaster at Chicago is equal or superior to most of the 
masters in the United States. I am sents sheng, acquiesce 
in any statement that may be made in attestation of his efficiency. 
But 1 undertake to say, from a letter which I have on my desk and 
which I will publish with my remarks, that that eee sie able 
and willing as he is, can not and does not see all the misconduct of 
the letter carriers occurring in the city of Chicago. No doubt as 
a mass they are honest men; but there is among them a certain 
proportion of misconduct. 

In the letter to which I have referred instances are given, 
= the vy nn of the carriers ata —_ oe: ane 

eges, are types in some respects, though not in all, great 
mass of the letter carriers. In one instance the carrier went on his 
beat twenty minutes late, got through in twenty-nine minutes, 
had eleven minutes at the other end, and recorded schedule time 
instead of actual time. In other words, he performed his duty in 
twenty-nine minutes and had thirty-three minutes to on his 
beat. As I understand, a portion of the conduct d ed in this 
letter is in violation of the rules and regulations of the 
ment. Inaddition to that, this case shows that this man not 
a large enough beat, because he only used up in the performance 
of his duty one-half of the time allowed. 

In another instance a carrier made the collection on his route in 
thirty-five minutes, visited three saloons, and reported at the office 
twenty-five minutes ahead of time. 

This statement also goes to show that these men received free 
car tickets, eight a day; that they used not exceeding two, lea 
six unused; thatonemanswa) routes with another and recei 
all his car tickets for the swap; that instead of using his street-car 
— he walked, and still got through in one-half the schedule 


e. 

In conclusion, this inspector states that an examination of 
nearly all the collectors at the central office showed that so far as 
concerns the time required on collection routes the same condi- 
tions exist throughout the entire central district as are disclosed 
in the statement of the two carriers to whom I have referred, 
Closson and Mortimer. 

In those cases, it will be seen, Mr. Chairman, a great deal of 
economy could have been eff: and since this report was made 
has been effected, in the city of It is shown also that 
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these things were occurring under the eye of an honest, vi), 
capable postmaster; that he did not discover them; that th: = 
not discovered until the inspectors were sent there. F 

The honest, faithful carrier does not object to being super isiq. 
and even for those who may be to go astray supervision 
is desirable, because if they realize that for their shorte inings 
they will be called to account, that they will be reprimand op 
otherwise properly punished, they will induced to pursue the 
path of duty an save themselves from dismissal. Sir, it seems to 
me there can be no more objection to having supervisors in case 
of this kind than there can be to having policemen in a city or 
inspectors for a national bank. ; 

I append to my remarks the letter to which I have referr«: 


Post-OFrFIcE DEPARTMENT, Washington, D.C., March >, 1398, 
Srk: In compliance with your verbal request of yesterday, I have the honor 
to submit to you a statement in the cases of the two letter carriers reonoyeq 

at Chicago for stealing street-car tickets. ; 
I quote from a report of the Hinge postal commission, composed of A. W 
Mac we, > Cpereaeneias of the oe ne, 8 ms; ames E. Stuart. 
°9 Cc and . er, W Fanizec 4 
Serio ge, Chlongo in ADEE ML san of the coments, san 

“ in e m : o! e co eaten wand 
a personal test of the collection ; Se. An uaie 


route served by Letter Carrier (. A «' 
th a view to ae time actually consumed by him in the pert 
ormance of his duties and if he used the street-car tickets furnisiied him, 


This test showed that Mr. Closson —— for duty twenty minutes late 


sson, 


collected his route leisurely in twenty minutes, used no street-car tickets’ 
and re at the office at the end of trip eleven minutes in advance of 
ton thetaiiowing ae a << 

= e fol m as e a test of the ror 
ediciehar ik ak CURE eee We Ste Ce, oo 
This test showed that Mortimer promptly on tims, collected his route 
in about thirty-five npn a ig three saloons, and reported at the office 
twenty to twenty-five minutes ahead of schedule time. 

“These carriers were before the commission and were carefully ex- 
amined as to the actual time required by each to collect his route, the jum. 
ber of tickets furnished each, and the number actually used. Both «admitted 
the truth of the statements above recited: stated that these condi: ms had 
° an hong a0 Say ane collected on the routes; that these routes could 
be easily coll in from thirty to forty minu with the exception of one 
or two trips in the ea that neither of them had, as a rul», used to 
exceed two tickets per day, although the allowance is six. 

“ Mr. Closson it was his custom tospend ten to fifteen minutes 
on each trip in a hotel on his route, off: as an excuse that as he collected 
hig. rome lene, Shae She ethetee, he het somewhere to kill time. He 
acknowledged that he had used in the partial payment of 


a street-pa bill, and that his family had used them, and that he now had 
a number at his house. (A search of his house, su uently made by a post- 


office inspector, secured return of 265 street-car tickets, and this in the 
face of the fact that but 155 had been given him for the current month, the 
allotment having been made on the ist of the month.) In palliation of his of- 
fense, insisted that it was a custom among the carriers tv save 
what tickets they could and to use them for their own personal bene tit, con- 
aering them as a perquisite of the office, and further, that as he ould waik 
and collect his route within schedule time, he found it unnecessary to use 
street cars, and therefore assumed that he was entitled to the tickrts saved 
that way. He stated that, in consideration of a transfer of tours, he had re- 
ceived rom Collector Mortimer 30 tickets each month for three montis. inthe 
sp Re ed EL 

- Mr. Mortimer itted haying given Collector Closson 


e s 
all tickets received by him for three months in the spring of 1893, about 155 
March 


per month, and 75 more on or about 4, 1894, in consideration of an ex- 
of tours, Mortimer he tour, which is considered the 

easier. It was also developed t this e of tours was effected 
without obtaining the consent of the su tendent of delivery or foreman 
of collectors, nor does it that ment was ever known to 
either of these officers un t to light S the investigation of this 
commission. Mr. Mortimer acknow ving tered schedule time 
oo oie poenatty, Sg pe ten | that it ae is eereean ting thet 
was leged 0 requiremen é should no 
Le tictoen before or finish it later than aasinle time. He also ad- 


n 
ted that he had visited three saloons on the first trip of that (ay, with 


three different one of whom was Letter Carrier Holden. Mr. Holden 
on being called before the commission stated that while on duty he had taken 
a drink with Mr. Mortimer on his invitation, and also that he had made 
known —o presence of Inspector Stuart, whom he had met on Morti- 
mer’s route. 

“An examination of nearly all of the collectors at the central office showed 
that, in so far as the time uired to collect the routes is concerned, the 
same conditions exist t the entire central district as thos: dis 
cone the statements of and Mortimer.” ® JONES 

= - First Assistant Postmaster-(ic 
Hon. E. F. 


Lo 
Member oy Congren, Washington, D, C. 

p ee ee oo Chairman, I shall oe ™ paves caly 6 
ew minutes, for een tae aoee ength on this sub- 
ject last Saturday. tlemen on the other side who oppose the 
amendment of gentleman from New York [Mr. Quicc) pro 
ceed upon the assumption that there is at present no supervision 
of the carrier service. Why, sir, there is the postmaster, there '8 
postmaster, there is the superintendent of carmeTs, 
there is the assistant superintendent of carriers. Whenever 4 
carrier goes out on a trip he must record his name; when he Te 
turns he must do the same. If there were anything wrony in the 
conduct of these carriers it would be at once discovered |y some 
of these officials, whose duty ft is to see that the carriers pr ye"Y 

perform their d 


Yet you say there is no su Isaid the other day, in the 
course of my remarks on floor, that the system of ape 
had grown toanenormons size. Westarted with but very om 
these officials and it has grown to very large proportions. «7 
gentlemen would seem to argue to-day that we have no inspoctio® 














1896. 


Why, sit. we have 110 men eae in this work through- 
out the country, and there never a time when an inspec- 
tion was neoeeeny that the postmaster could not, if necessary, 
get an inspector at once to assist him. ; 
But according to some remarks made here it is said that the 
letter carriers who have been dismissed have been dismissed 
wron, y: 
sir, when I was at home the other day some of the letter 
ona in my own town who had been suspended by the opera- 
tion of this spy system, ugh reports made by the men who 
had been sent for that , and which system you propose to 
on in this bill, said to me that they were hung up five or six 
without pay; and not only that, but they did not know 
whether the charges under which they were arrested before might 








again be brought up against them at any moment, as no final 
aoe had been taken, and involve thelr removal from their 
positions. They did not know where they were or what to do; 


and not only that, but when they were told to go to work again and 
did return bo the performance of their duties they felt as though 
they were liable at any hour to be dismissed from the service; and 
they said to me: “‘Mr. SrPeRRy, how can it be expected of us that 
we can do our work properly when we are all the time, daily and 
hourly, in fear of somebod uncing down upon us? Why, we 
feel as though we were aiding more mistakes to-day than ever 


before in the of the service since this spy system was 
adopted, for it es and unnerves us when in the performance 
of our daily duties.” 


Two men called on me this morning, men high in official posi- 


tion in the Post-Office ent, and said to me that there had 
not been a blow struck since free delivery had become an accom- 


plished fact in this country that had done so much damage and 
injury to the service as the adoption of the spy system, which it is 
now cece to perpetuate by Congress in the pending measure. 
I you, may call the man an inspector, and can say that 
heis performing the regular duties of inspection, but tell me how it 
ppe all this work was done last fall this Congress is 
now called on to indorse that which the present Post-Office admin- 
istration forced on the people of the country in the last year? If we 
add the 30 inspectors, as p: here, it is a substantial indorse- 
ment of what was done last fall, and an official of the Post-Office 
t, who is competent to judge, told me that all they 

needed now was to get an indorsement by this Republican House 
of the iniquitous transactions of last fall. AndI earnestly appeal 


to the House to put a stop to this unjust and demoralizing spy 
system by ad the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from New Yor 
gy the hammer fell.] 
. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I think we have debated this ques- 


Mr 
tion very fully, and I would like to come to some understanding 


about the closing of the debate. I suggest that the debate close 
in a minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 
York, I think. that he desired no more time. 

Mr. Quiaa. far as I am concerned, I think we have de- 
one quite fully, but still I have the closing of the argument, 

e. 


. LOUD. Well, I think chairman 
Does the gentleman desire further debate on that 


y desire to have the closing of the debate. 
Well, under the rule, if there is one, I think that 
rather pertains to this side. We have presented the proposition, 
debate — it myself. 
the gentleman ought to have that 


'UIGG. However, I would be glad to come to an arrange- 
the gentleman as to time. 
if Ican not get consent to 


Mr. Chairman, 
close the debate, I will move that all debate on this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto be closed in thirty minutes. 

The question was taken; and on a am (demanded by Mr. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, it is alleged here that there are 
eae tment of these inspectors—— 
. LOUD. the gentleman proceeds, I hope we can 
make some t about the division of the time. Let us 
a Well, I have the floor now. 


oo the gentleman object? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


the two sides. 
SPERRY] probably should control the time, as he is on the com- 
— or the gentleman from New York [Mr. Quia@], on that 
side. 


Dakota 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. BincHam] to this letter. 
is no politics in this. 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. Loup] to the contents of this 
letter. 
of the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, charged 
with conspiracy concerning these inspectors: 


eret agents—to inspect the letter-carrier service 
sworn servants of the people. 
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I simply want the time equitably divided between 
I think the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 


Mr. LOUD. 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be permitted to control 


the time on the side of my proposition. 


Mr. LOUD. Then Iask that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Quiaa] be permitted to control the time on that side. 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimousconsent is asked that the time on 


the affirmative of this proposition be controlled by the gentleman 
from New York 
the chairman of t 


Loe. QUIGG] and the time on the negative by 
1e committee [Mr. Loup]. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. ‘ 
Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from South 
or ee. 
CKLER. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
He says there 
I especially desire to call the attention of 


Mr. P 


It is from Mr. Beight, one of the men who was turned out 


DEAR Srp: I sincerely hope the House will defeat the proposition to increase 
the force of post-office inspectors. The service intended for the additional 
inspectors will be equally as reprehensible as that now performed by the se- 

Letter carriers are the 
They each give bond in the sum of $1,000 for 
the faithful discharge of their duties. No system of espionage, however 
plausible, should ever obtain countenance in a government of freedom and 


equality. 


f the correspondence connected with the present villainous “spy” system 
could be disclosed to the people of this country they would execrate the ma- 
nipulators of it in language more forcible than elegant. I know something 
about it, and for the very reason that I could not sit silently at my desk in the 
free-delivery division and acquiesce in the iniquity of the scheme Mr. Jones 
dismissed me for “ conspiracy to belittle the Department and to bring the of- 
ficialsintodisrepute.” I wrote to Mr. Qu1aG last evening, and gave one nota- 
ble instance of the work of the “ spies,” and this result was applauded by the 
officials in the Post-Office Department. 


1 want to call attention tothis. This manseems to be a man of 
good standing, and he defies a refutation of what he states here. 
It seems to be worthy the attention of this House: 


The statement I make is from the record,and can not be gainsaid. On the 
15th of October, 1894, 81 additional carriers were appointed at the Philadelphia 
office... In less than two months thereafter a force of “special mechanics” 
(they were not known as secret agents then) were sent to that place to inspect 
the service (not to mend letter boxes), and upon the basis of their reports 100 
letter carriers were reduced to the substitute roll, 78 at $1,000 and 22 at $300, 
thus showing that not a single carrier at §600 wastouched. Was this an acci- 
dent? Can it be possible that carriers in the service less than one year were 
more competent to serve the people of Philadelphia than those who had been 
in the service for years, and among them comrades in the war of tbe rebel- 
lion? This must be accepted asthe crowning farce of the ingenious invention 
sojskillfully operated by the present Superintendent of the Free-Delivery Sys- 
tem in the Post-Office Department. ; 

This system was inaugurated at Columbus, Ohio. September 15, 1894, not 
withstanding the fact that the First Assistant Postmaster-General states in 
his published report, page 30, that the service was established February 1, 
1895. I assert boldly, publicly and privately, without favor or fear of suc 
cessful contradiction, that a score or more of the secret agents were ordered 
into the State of Ohio for partisan work in the election. That a forced con- 
tribution was levied for the Ohio campaign is conclusively shown by the let- 
ter of one of the agents addressed to his chief, Mr. William M. Bellman, Wash- 
ington, D. C., from which the following is an extract: “Before I knew I was 
expected to contribute tothe Ohio campaign fund I had made an investment 
at home which required all mysparemoney. This, together with its being 
held, made my funds run low.” The statute forbidding the collection of 
money in a Government building for political purposes was openly violated 
in room 3, free delivery division, Post-Office Department. Either Mr. William 
M. Bellman and August W. Machen, employees in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, should be dismissed from the pnblic service and criminally prosecuted, 
or the three clerks dismissed on the 7th of last December on the charge of 
a * should be lecked up for malicious perjury. 

ery truly, yours, 
SAMUEL BEIGHT 

Hon. J. A. PIckiER, M. C., City. 


Now, I ask the chairman of this committee if the perpetuation 
of this work—and I do it at the risk of the fourth or fifth assault 
upon me by the gentleman during the continuance of this debate- 

I ask the gentleman if this is the kind of inspectors and if this is 
the pu for which he is trying so persistently to foist them 
upon this House? 

Mr. MEREDITH. That would apply to John Wanamaker, 
would it not? 

Mr.PICKLER. Wanamaker’sadministration for honesty, busi- 
ness purposes, and a good and progressive administration of the 

t-office service of the country has never been exceeded. F 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does the gentleman on the other side desire to 
consume his whole fifteen minutes at once? 

Mr. LOUD. I believe the gentleman has several waiting to 
speak. If he will use five minutes more, I will then proceed to 
use some of my time. 

Mr. QUIGG. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {[Mr. ApAms]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, in the course of this debate sev- 
eral references have been made to the city of Philadelphia and to 
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what has taken place there as to the result of the alleged work of 
these inspec ors. The first statement that was made was that the 
force was reduced by the advcie of these inspectors nearly 100 let- 
ter carriers, and that the efficiency of the service was increased 
thereby. I wish to deny that statement right here; and followi 
the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri that every one 0 
the 70,000,000 of people in the United States are inspectors in re- 
gard to the efficiency of the service, I wish to deny emphatically 
of my own experience that the result of the judgment of these 
inspectors has been to improve the service in the city of Philadel- 


hia. 

. I do not wish to drag any politics into this matter, for I believe 
that the routine of the business of the Department should rise 
above that. But facts are facts, and they are justified in being 
stated on the floor of this House; and I wish to state as a fact that, 
when that force was reduced in my district Republican letter 
carriers who had not ascratch against their names weredischar, 
and Democratic carriers who had been ee 3 for inefficiency 
in their duties were kept in their places. Now, I say inspections 
that bring such results as that, to discharge good men and retain 
those whose records are against them, are not the sort of efficiency 
and inspection that are desirable. 

The second point that I wish to make is that these men come 
from Washington, and over the heads of the local administration 
they are put on the track and trail of these carriers. It has been 
asked here over and over again, what is the difference between in- 
spection and spying? What is the difference between legitimate 
and illegitimate business methods? I will tell you. If are 
complaints of the conduct of any letter carrier, and those com- 

laints are carried to the local postmaster, it is inspection for that 
focal manager to send i rs to find out what is the matter. 
Here the hammer fell. 
r. LOUD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi iy KYLE}. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire only to make a statement 
with reference to the matter presented by the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER], in which he attempts to throw some 
suspicion upon the Post-Office Department and its administration. 
The matter referred to in the letter from which he read, as I un- 
derstand it, was a matter that was ted to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and by that committee referred to a 
subcommittee composed of two Republicans and one Democrat, I 
being the Democrat, and after we had given these gentlemen who 
made the charge referred to in the letter a full, fair, and free 
hearing, when they were trying to im h the administration of 
that office, it was the unanimous opinion of that subcommittee 
that there was nothing in these charges, and that we were not jus- 
tified in permitting the subject to be pursued further, and so re- 
ported to the full committee who, as I remember, adopted the 
report with a single dissension. 

hese men, it is char, by the Department, entered into a 
conspiracy there. Th been discharged for irregularities in 
the performance of their respective duties, and then, as the Post- 
Office Department officials stated, they had conspired ther for 
the p e of or ee upon that office. ey came 
forward with charges that levies had been made upon officials 
there for campaign purposes. The committee patiently heard 
what the to say. After this investigation this committee 
came to the conclusion that the charges were untrue. After this 
these men disa: , and nothing more was heard of them from 
that day until this, until the gentleman from South Dakota comes 
in with this matter, which was discredited by a committee of his 
own party and r ed by them as utterly unworthy of the con- 
sideration of this House. [A se. } 

I will say furthermore, Mr. Chairman, it was shown by docu- 
men proof that is indisputable that one of these men who was 

with being in this conspiracy, and one of the parties pre- 
senting this matter, was a deserter from the Army. Another one 
of them had been caught purloining pa from the Department. 
I do not remember the charge that was ht against the other. 
But so poor a showing was made before that committee, notwith- 
standing it was a Republican committee, and these men claimed 
to be Republicans, seeking to impeach a Democratic administra- 
tion, that the committee ded that there was nothing in these 
charges. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. PICKLER. man says you refused to hear him. 

three minu 


That 
. Mr. QUIGG. I yield 
Nlinois. 

Mr. WOODMAN. Mr. Chairman, early in the session I intro- 
duced a bill or resolution relating to the Chicago 
ferring to the fact that there were60men 
rt of spies. I do not state whether they were 

ocrats. There is an old maxim tha 


on the re 
licans or 
down for a great many years by some of the a! 
in — and in America, that where 
should bearemedy. Inthiscasethere has 
but no remedy anywhere to reinstate and 


tes to the gentleman from | that 
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have been Geahenend 


while working in the pese-cipen § > in- 
stance. I know o whic syle 


on in particular h has bee 


? : , could not get over 
in time to catch the train. The train went away and when ho 
crossed the bridge he met some friends, and during that period a 
row occurred, for which they were all arrested, and this man was 
taken in as a witness. ie peetee. conclusively that he had done 
not , and was only as a witness by the judge, and tho 
tr pt showed that fact. He was also discharged. There 
have been a number of men in Cook County discharged in the 
same way. Another man, named Cook, while doing his duty, w.. 
discharged for taking a drink of beer inasaloon. He was triej 
for that by the post-office authorities and discharged. Now, | 
think that is not a right and manner to dispose of this 
question, and therefore I am in favor of the amendment offered 


‘ged — guiaa. from New York and shall vote for it. 
r 


. QUIGG. I have used eleven minutes, and the gentleman 
from California has ten. 

Mr. LOUD. I will state to the gentleman that I propose to use 
that time myself. I believe it is the usual custom of the House 
to allow the chairman of the committee to close debate, ari | 
shall yield no more time, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. wre I yield one minute to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. , the gentleman from Texas, in 
ly to my remarks, read extracts from a letter. I will only 
take a moment to beg the committee to note the fact that «hit 
letter reflects upon only 3 men out of 1,096 letter carriers in 
Chicago. The reflection ce ee the letter carriers of Chicago 
is uncalled for and unjust, I beg to oo the men em- 
Ts in that ey = the city will do r duty well and 
will do it thoroughly, without the people’s money fora 
system of — to dog them from door to door. [Applause. | 

Mr. QUIGG. . Chairman, there is no longer a pretense, I 
hope, that there are no spies in this bill. Perhaps the gentleman 
from will conclude the debate with an assurance that 
we have not been about anything; that we have been talk- 
ing on a post-mortem subject; but the energy which gentlemen on 
the other side of the House—his associates in forcing these spices 
into the bill—have thrown into the debate ought certainly to mike 
everyone on this side of the House understand it and know that 
* way: arcing ey foot to do by this 

ow, gentlemen, propose amendment is to 
take them out. This bill as it aoe a lump sum for sal- 
aries to be paid oe With that portion of 
this lump sum which has been expended upon the inspectors that 
we have always had oe does nothing. It leaves them 
all in the bill, and the Post-Office Department from end to end of 
the country will have all i 
all it needs. M —— is to take out of the bill the 30 new 
inspectors which are the continuation and perpetuation of the ille- 

1 force that has been employed by the First Assistant Postinaster- 

neral. The question which I ask—and with this sentence ! am 
conten. to conclude—the question which I ask every gentlem:n on 
the floor of the House to put to himself as he votes on this proposi- 
tion, is whether he would not feel alittle mean, a little humiliated, 
a little degraded, to be employing these emissaries of divorce-court 
lawyers in his business? he would not, he may suitably vote for 
the bill as it stands; butif he thinks he would feel humiliated and 
degraded, and if he does not wish the Government of the United 
States to engage in any business that he would not engage in /111- 
self, he will aoeert my amendment. [Applause. } 

Mr. LOUD. . Chairman, no person realizes more than | ‘lo 
eee ee ee oe oe . Ido not think 
there is a man on the floor to-day who on behalf of this 
amendment, I do not think there are more than ten gentlemen 1\)0n 
the floor who this amendment, who had not made up their 

i e question was presented here. And talking of 
prejudging a case reminds me of what a member of this I!ouse 
said to me some days this i e said, 
‘**LOUD, so you are 
on the lines 


on that it ever has had and 


to I said, ‘‘My dear man, you 
never had any su on lines running to Chicago.” He said, ‘Is 
that a fact?” I said, ‘‘ Yes; your trains have never receiv! 4 
dollar.” Still that tleman has persistently and consiste:tly 
idy for this line ranning South, with the idea 

own section of country were getting tle 


t of it! 
Coming back to the question before the committee, Mr. Chair 
tlemen have this case without in- 
bably ought to have 
, and yet I am satisfied 
the opinions of 
of the Whole are formed. Mr. Chairinan, 
I assume all the responsibility for 
andframed in my own mind against t)\ 
the unanimous protest of the officers 


















ht the matter before the 


‘ost-Office t. I bro 
of ine ae and co, after an investigation of the whole sub- 


j some came to the conclusion that this was 
a evoper and just to be incorporated in the bill. Gen- 
tlemen have been here all this afternoon about a system 
which is dead bill. Permit me to say to you, gentle- 


men, that if ved hed booms this bill here in the form in which it 
has been brought on previous occasions, providing a lump sum of 
money for the — of the free-delivery service—and the De- 
partment i only pene more than was ———— for 
the current year—I say, if we had brought the you in that 
form you wou.d have passed it without a murmur, and this ‘‘spy” 
system that you now condemn would have gone on in full force. 
The co ttee believed that that condition should not continue; 
but they also recognized the fact that there should be some pro- 
vision made for supervision, not only over the carrier force, but 
over the whole post-office service. Now, I do not desire to dwell 
icularly upon whatthese “spies” have done. I condemn the 
tem. It was wronginitsinception. It had no warrantof law, 
believe, and the committee so concluded, and therefore they 
struck it out. But the Post-Office Department this year asks for 
only $90,000 above what was appropriated for the preceding year, 
and the increase in the carrier force has been, on an average, a 
million dollars for the last ten or fifteen years, which shows that 
the results, even of the work of that ng force, has been of 


great benefit to the of this — entlemen, all I can 
say in the few min have remaining is that you who vote for 
the pending + are ao a proposition with which 
you arenot familiar. If I had the time, perhaps I could convince 


some of you, if I could get you to remain in your seats and listen. 


(Lengheee) : 
Mr. DINGLEY. May I ask the gentleman a question for infor- 
mation upon this poin 

Mr. . Certainly. ow : 

Mr. DINGLEY. There A an @ protien here a increase 
of post-office inspectors. Now, gentleman please state to 
us, who are endeavoring to ascertain what the facts are, what the 


necessity is for an increase of the amount appropriated for post- 
office over and above the amount appropriated last year? 
Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say to the gentleman and to the 
members of this committee that there has been an average in- 
crease in this service of about $30,000 a year, and I repeat that 
if we had t ina lump sum of money in this bill without 
segregation of and offered to appropriate $332,000 in a 
lump sum you Ww have accepted it without a murmur. 
Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. LOUD, Lhave but four minutes left and I hope the gen- 
tleman will not interrupt me. If I had time I should be glad to 
ield. Isay again, Mr. Chairman, that if we had brought in the 
in that form this Committee of the Whole would have ac- 
cepted it withouta murmur. Now, we thought there should be 
some segregation of this service, because we believed the money 
could be more opens expended in that way. While our 


segregation would additional inspectors, the increase 
_ of the amount is onl ,000, while the salaries of these men and 
their Ss amount under the old system to $70,000. 
Now, are 17,014 which these inspectors have to 
inspect. If a man one office a day, and on an aver- 
age he can not do the kind, still they would not inspect 
one-half the offices in a year. There is a demand for this force. 


That these men might be used to inspect the carrier routes also is 
bable. The inspectors when they are sent out 
the money-order division, or the registry 
division, or the accounts of postmasters, did at the same time per- 


: ra for ‘‘spies.” This service 


rules. Sir, the tor 

is one of the best classes of 

of the American 

pred A gg ng A ee eee © notte. 

: we simply propose to appro- 

‘ee for post-office i They must 

the of the Fourth t Postmaster- 

I do not like to go into private details, but the First 

has persistently fought this item 

about to expire, and I will not 

I really ht to have had 

to discuss this question. I may be 

remarks some data relating 

gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
to the committee. 

done, let it be with the under- 
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Mr. QUIGG. We do not know about that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 
imous consent to publish certain data with his remarks. 

Mr. PICKLER. With the understanding that I can do the 
same thing on the other side—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do. 


Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to insert the 
letter he has referred to. 


Mr. PICKLER. If it is the understanding that both shall be 
inserted 

Mr. LOUD. I want the gentleman to have his matter inserted, 

Mr. QUIGG. Let the letter to which the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia refers be read. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I will have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paper referred to 
in the time of the gentleman from California. 


Mr. LOUD. This paper shows the record of the man who brings 
these charges here. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


William Wallace Hill, late assistant superintendent of the froe-delive 
system, enlisted as a private in the United States Marine Corps at Philadel 
pola. Se. om April 7, 1879, and was discharged at Washington, D on March 

He was ap inted clerk in the Census Office at a salary of $50 per month on 
December 21, 1880, which position he resigned on March 15,1851. On March 1, 
1881, he rar sppcinted to the | of policeman on the Metropolitan police 
force of W ton, D.C. On August 17,1881, he was tried for conduct un- 
becoming an officer of the police force and reprimanded by the major and 
superintendent. The misconduct consisted in this: That Private Hill, a mar- 
ried man, over the initials “ V. A. R.," sent a note toa young lady, stating that 
he is “ impressed with her charms,” and suggesting a promenade 

On September 14, 1881, he was tried for neglect of duty and violation of the 
rules and regulations, found guilty, and fined $5. The violation consisted in 
absence from inspection of uniform clothing and absence from reserve duty. 

On August 9, 1582, he was tried for gross neglect of duty, found guilty of 
not patroling his beat, and fined §. 

On January 3, 1883, he was tried for nonpayment of debt, and required to 
pay same. 

On March 21, 1883, he was tried for violation of the rules, found guilty, and 
removed from the police force. 











On sonaery 24, 1834, he enlisted at Washington, D. C., as a second-class pri- 
vate in the United States Signal Corps, and was ordered to Fort Meyer, Va., 
for instructions. At the expiration of time allowed for instruction he was 


examined and failed to pass, and on July 9, 1884, he was recommended for 
discharge “as unfitted by reason of untrustworthiness and immoral habits 
to remain in the Signal Corps.” 

While at Fort Meyer, Va., Hill was detected in pawning Government prop- 
erty which had been stolen by other men and sharing in the proceeds 

On August 5, 1884, James B. Lambie, a merchant of Washington, D. C., called 
at the Signal Office and complained that on August 3 his mail had been stolen 
and that on August 4 this mail had been left at his store by Private W.W. Hill, 
who had tried at several banks to have a check cashed which was inclosed in 
one of the stolen letters addressed to Mr. Lambie, and that his (Lambie's) in- 
dorsement had been forged to the check. Hill was at once arrested by the 
military authorities at Fort Meyer, Va.,and held in confinement on the charge 
of forgery. During the night of August 5, 1885, Hill contrived to make his 
escape from his guards, which he accomplished partly by deceiving them and 
—— y by force. Hill remained a deserter at large until January 2, 1845, when 

e surrendered himself at Fort Meyer, Va., the Chief Signal Officer having on 
January 9 promised his (Hill's) mother to recommend “that he be dishonor- 
ably discharged without trial” if he would surrender himself. He was dis- 
charged from the Signal Corps without character on January 29, 1885. 

On August 20, 1890, Hill was appointed, through the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, a clerk at $600 ae annum in the city post-office of Washington, D. C., 
which — he held antil July 8, 1891, when he was transferred tothe Post- 


Office rtment at a salary of $900. On July 1, 1803, he was promoted to 
.000, and on August 16, 1893, was appointed assistant superintendent of the 
ree-delivery service, from which he was removed on December 7, 1895, by 


the Postmaster-General for conspiring to injure certain officers and employees 
of the —— service and false statements in relation to the same and im- 
properly giving out information in regard to public records and business. 

On December 11, 1893, he was appointed special commissioner for the Court 
of Claims to investigate and report upon letter-carrier overtime claims, and 
shortly afterwards he was appointed to the position of special United States 
epernce 7 the Attorney-General. 

That has often perjured himself will be seen by an inspection of the 

ublic records. For example: In his application papers filed with the Civil 

vice Commission on Octobor 16, 1886, he said, under oath, that his occupa- 
tion during the year 1884 was “ clerk in National Republican office "’ of this 
city, while the records of the Signal Office show that from Jauuary to Au- 
st 6of that year he was‘ht Fort are, Va., and the remainder of that year 

fe was in hiding asa deserter from the Signal Service, and that during this 
latter period he was advertised by the War Department as a deserter in the 
-y ~ ame Republican newspaper where he claims he was employed as 
a clerk, 

He also swears in said application that during the years 1882-83 he was on 
the Metropolitan police force, but had never been in the military or naval 
service, except in the Marine Corps during the years 1870-1880, and that he 


had voluntarily resigned all the positions he had held from 1881 to 1886, and had 
never been remov or discharged from any of them, while the records of 
the al Office show that he was in that service during the year 1884. and 


was for cause. Also, the records of the Metropol 
show that he was discharged from the service for cause. 

He also swears in said application that his bona fide legal residence is in 
Washington, D. C., and that he was born July 7, 1855,at Okolona, Miss., while 
in another application filed with the Civil Service Commission on May 22, 1891 
he swears that his bona fide legal residence is the State of Mississippi and 
has been from his birth. 

In his application for enlistment in the Marine Corps on April 17,1879, he 

ve his age as 22 years and the place of his birth Urbana, Ohio, at which 

oe ho was only 2) years 9 months and 10 days of age if his statements to 


tan police force 


the Civil Service Commission are true. 

Tn his on for the position of policeman on March 15, 1981, he gave 
his age as 26, and place of birth, Urbana. Ohio. At this date he was ony # 
years 7 months 11 days, if, as he swears, he was born on Jaly 7, 1858. 
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and at the same time expect to have efficient service in the future 

Moreover, there can be no doubt, under the law, if the appropria. 

tion bill fixes the com tion at $3 per diem, and that ‘s not 

accepted by the i r, he can collect the difference betwoon 

= and four dollars a day by law, the $4 being the sta: x; ry 
imit. 

In all justice and fairness I think the amendment changing t) 
amount fixed in the bill from $3 to $4 ought to be adopted. 

Here the haimmer = 5 
r. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir< (. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I only wanted to suggest to the gent) »man 
from New York that in rendering their returns to the Depart. 
ment these men must submit every item of expenditure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct; every item. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Chairman—— [Cries of ‘“* Vote!” “ Vote!”), 
1 think I hear a familiar voice which says ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” and [ 
think also that that voice has detained the House even more than 
the chairman of the committee has detained it in the considera- 
tion of the bill. : 

Now, I would like to have the attention of the gentleman from 
New York who offered this amendment for afew moments. He 
is chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I wou! not 
undertake to controvert his judgment on an item in the }i!! re- 
ported by him from his committee, because I know his judgment 
is better than mine in matters relating to the Indians. [| know 
not of the Indian appropriation bill, but I do happen to know 
some of the bill we are now considering. 

You have cut down the appropriation for post-office inspectors 

























The recorils of the Pension Office show that as W. Wallace Hill he has been 
engaged in filing and pesenceting nsion claims. and has received pay for 
game, since he came into the postal service, in direct violation of section 
6498, United States Revised Statutes. 

About February, 1800, Hill made application for a civil-service examination 
for a position in the city post-office, upon which application and examina- 
tion he was afterwards appointed to parene in said office on August 20, 1890. 
All applications for entrance to the civil service are numbered consecutively, 
and the numbers on either side of the Hill papers are found in their proper 
place, but the Hill papers are missing. 

Mr. PICKLER (during the reading of the foregoing). I rise to 
a parliamentary ne How does this come in? 

he CHAIRMAN. This is being read in the time of the gentle- 
man from California, which has not expired. 

The reading having been concluded, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time limited for debate on this ques- 
tion has expired. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. QuiaG], which will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 4 and 5, e 11, after the word “clerks,” strike out ‘‘two hun- 
dred and twelve” and insert “‘one hundred and seventy-six,” so as to make 
the amc unt of the appropriation $176,093.66, 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to, there 
being—ayes 162, noes 63. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For per diem allowance to inspectors in the field while actually traveling 
on ness of the Department, at the rate of $3 per day (exclusive of Sun- 
days, except in cases of emergency), $90,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [raise a point of order that this provision is 
contrary to existing law. The existing law allows $4 per diem; 
this peng allows but $3 per diem. 

MAN 


The C . In the opinion of the Chair, this paragraph | in the bill below what we =ow nave, and permit me to say t» the 
ones limits the ——— to $3 a day; it does not undertake ntleman frica New York [Mr. Quiaa], with all due resp-ct to 
” change the law with respect to the per diem allowance, These | his mathematical ability, that his amendment will have the «fect 


spectors, notwithstanding this provision, might still recover at 
law the amount of their com tion unappropriated. Chair 
thinks the point of order not well taken. 

Mr. 8 MAN. ae ee ee ing out in this par- 
agraph the words “‘ of $3 per day (exclusive of Sundays, except 
aioe - emergency), $80,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 

Mr, Chairman, the Revised Statutes (edition of 1874-1881, page 
467) provide that— 


of — off at least ten of these men now employed under the 
present syste: ~. 

This provides $3 a day for the of 104men. During 
the last year there was ded but $80,000 under the old allow- 
ance per diem. This carries $90,000, and you propose ‘o in- 
crease the per-diem rate to 5 ot day, , a8 @ matter of fact, 
but $75,000 can be used for service. 

Now, in all fairness the chairman of the committee bringing in 


an gtpeenenee bill, at least, ought to be con- 
Post-office inspectors shall be allowed $4 per day in lieu of the charges now caieet if any tleman on oor thinks he aunts to add some- 
permitted for personal expenses. thing to the bill. Gentlemen, permit me to say to you 
This bill as reported provides an ap riation of $90,000, which, | to-day that you are dealing with things of which you have no 
I assume, is based upon a per diem of $3; so I have in my amend- | know whatever. 
ment fixed the amount of the appropriation at one-third more—| Mr. Y. Oh, Mr. Chairman, we have some intelligence. 
$120,000. Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Sir, it seems to me that it is go, oon to cut down the per| Mr. LOUD. Yes. 
diem of these inspectors. Prior tothe law which I have just read | Mr.SHERMAN. Will the gentleman consent to changin: the 
the statute provided that they should be allowed their actual ex- | word ‘‘three” to ‘‘four,” and leave the appropriation at ${',()(0? 
peneen, not exceeding $5 a day. While that law was in existence} Mr. LOUD. No; and if you will give me the time I wil! explain 
e@ actual expenses of these inspectors, for which vouchers were u why. [Cries of ‘‘Goon!”] There is not an item in this 
in all cases produced, exceeded $4 = day. that we have not given careful consideration to. | will 
No single arm of the service, I believe, is more important than | explain to you the true condition. There is not an inspector in 
the inspection of post-offices; and,so far as my experience , | the service but wants to get $4.a day; but here is the con- 
these inspectors are specially valuable and specially sorvieestle te dition: Two- of lorce are engaged in reular 


this inspector f 
the Department. In fact they are indispensable to the welfare of ae a = a gag a. 


s 


the service. They are a class of men, many of them, that I am 


surprised the Government is able to induce to accept the employ- class of inspectors are in this work. The better 
ment at the limit of salary of $1,600 a year, which is the Sanne Inspectors are employed exclusively in the depredation cases in 
sum allowed, the cities. Now, your poorer tor being engaged in 

It is impossible for the tors, in some cases which have | this work of supervision, of examining the accounts of the jvost- 
come within my own know , to y Sie expenses with the | offices throughout the countey, the expenses of that man wil! not 
present per diem of $4 even. It woul utterly impossible in a | exceed day in any , because his transportation is 
——s of cases for these inspectors to live, as men en in | pro or. That man, as the result of the present cond tion, 
such an occupation ought to live, and carry on the business of the 


ent intrusted to them as it should, be carried on, on the 
allowance of $3 day as the bill proposes. Out of this allow- 
ancs must be paid every possible expenditure involved in the 
work intrusted to them, excepting alone livery hire. The items 
for hotel bills, sleeping-car fare, and e ng of that kind, must 


saves $2 day out of his diem, and as a further result your 
oom oe of $2,200 a year, while your better man 

which run up to six, seven, eight, and ten dollars a 

day. Tt an inspector has pride in his work, if he wants to make 
inspector, he will oftentimes spend beyond 

case must é d at least $4 a day, 


ee 
zi 
as 
Be 


be paid by th ves, and every man here knows that it is im- | because he is em the more cate work aroun: the 
ble to ride a le night on asl ame wins Pree at | cities. 

for it, and I presume no United States official is mean| Mr. LA! . _May I ask the gentleman a question? 
enough to deprive the porter of his quarter. So three-fourths of | Mr. LOUD. IfI may have time to answer it. 
the = diem allowance is used up when one of these inspectors | Mr, LACEY. Do not the better inspectors get $2,500 a year? 
has to go on a journey, say from New York to Pi ,and| Mr, LOUD. , ho. 
occupy a sleeping car at night. Within my own know an| Mr.SHERMAN. No; none of them get that. : 
inspector was sent on eer ew Jersey todosome| Mr.LOUD. Every inspector the same—that is, those who 

from the Postmaster-General 


work at Denver, under ve per his probationary period. 


, | recei 
aoe in St Ep, One ee his expenses| Mr. LACEY. Are not nine who that? 5 : 
over and above the per allowed him were vo Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; eae neonts: ut I was talking of in- 
ow, on the m salary these men—for it must be We have dollar that has been deducted ‘rom 
remembered that the maximum is $1,600, and some of per diem and we have of that money 


the larger 
into a special fund under discretion of the Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster-General, that he might make allowances in these 
special cases. I know where inspectors have expended as much a8 


them get lower salaries—it is unfair and to expect a good 
to pay his actual expenses. It seems tome, Mr. Chairman, 
that it is utterly ridiculous to attempt to cut down this per diem 
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S 

a 
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single instance to make a present to a person, if you 
lease, to detect a thief. There is no a ee the present law 
v which that man can be reimbursed. e system that we have 
formulated here, I think, tends to equalize it, at least so far as we 
can, to better men in the service so oe would get $1,600 a 
ear under this amendment, and the poorer men would 
still get more. t is the result of this. 
Gentlemen, the results of the labors of this committee are pre- 
sented to you, and of course you can do with them as you see fit. 


I know an inspector wants he can get. I know if a man has 
been getting day as a per diem he accepts that as a vested 
right. He he is entitled to that $4 per day, notwithstand- 


he may have been saving $2 of that for years. 
nis isa plain business —— which the Depatrment itself 
ought to accept. If you do not want to acceptit, you need not, of 


Mr, SHERMAN. In view of the observations of the gentleman 
from California, I prefer that the amendment should read in the 


follo form. 

The . The gentleman modifies his amendment. 
The Clerk will report the modified amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “three,” in line 14, page 11, after'the word “of,” and insert “ four.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is in lieu of my former amendment. 
It does not change the total which my friend from California [ Mr. 
Loup] says is sufficient, and complies with the law as it exists— 


makes the com ion $4 = day. 
Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say that amendment destroys the 
it partially, so far as this sys- 


whole bill. You have destroy 
tem is con We have carried in another item $13,000 that 
was taken from this item that we thought could be used for the 
bettering of the service. Now, I do not think you want to in- 
crease the appropriation. If you want to pay these men $4 a day 


and still this other item, of course you can do it; but 
the gentleman must acknowledge that he is destroying en- 
tirely the continuity of this bill by his amendment. I hope the 
House will vote it s 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division ( ded by Mr. Loup) there were—ayes 50, 
noes 87. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 


The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The OHATRMAN. Nineteen gentlemen have arisen; not a suf- 
ficient number. The noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

incl: rosecution of official investigations, 

For =a sponses, uding p iga 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 move tostrike out thelast word. I desire, in 
return for the uniform courtesy of the chairman of the committee, 
to withdraw the objection I made to the publication of the letter. 
I think it was not read in full during his time. I desire to with- 
draw the objection to that, and let it go into the Recorp. Ionl 
want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the writer of the letter that 
had read was Mr. Beight. ‘Now, Mr. Beight recites facts, and he 
defies any dispute of ; and I understand heis a man of char- 
acter. gentleman has putin a letter here written by a Mr. 

Mr 


LOUD. It is the same case. 
PICKLER. I do not know who Mr. Hill is, but I have 
over the letter, and I find while on the police force here 
he was occasionally fined $5 for indiscretion, and since 
has been assistant United States attorney, and has 
the Census Office—receiving $1,000a year, I think, 
the Post-Office Department. He was one of the men who were 
d ees oanaet in thisconspiracy. Now, Mr. Beight— 
gentleman who wrote this letter to me—has called me out 
the letter was read, and said to me that the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads invited them to come beforethem. He 
they treated them very courteously, and the chairman 
of the Post-Office Committee said that the reason they did not 
use they had no power, and unless 
eee by the House for an inves- 
go into it. And he further says 
that if the House will take that action and investigate that matter 
he will furnish telegrams and all the evidence to substantiate the 
statement that this was a political move; that these men were sent 


‘to Ohio , and that tical assessments 
this other man. mi. Now, faking about Hill, But the pot 
% 4 ut the point 

eines = chairman of ies venn- 


‘Gg 


gees z Es 
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fact that Beight recites 
. Chairman, I want to sa 


;: Doss the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
I always yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
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gentlemen. 
ferred to the subcommittee. 
reported to the committee that they did not think the charges pre- 
sented to the committee were worthy of consideration. 
mittee then unanimously adopted the report of the subcommittee. 
These gentlemen have had many months in which to present their 
case to Congress. 
There is nothing in it. 
















and insert the words * two hundred and ninety-six"’; soas to read “ 


considered as agreed to. 


Mr. LOUD. I want to say that the committee did hear these 


The matter was before the committee and was re- 
The subcommittee unanimously 


The com- 


They have allowed a year and a half to go over. 


Mr. PICKLER. But is it not a fact that your committee re- 


fused to go into the investigation because you said you had no 
power to do so? 


Mr.LOUD. Oh, we heardthemas far as they wished to be heard. 
Mr.PICKLER. Will the gentleman answer the question? Did 


you not say that you could not go further without there was a 
resolution of the House ordering an investigation? 
say that? 


Did you not 


Mr.LOUD. We said we could not enter into a regular investi- 


gation, to send for books and papers, without the authority of this 


ouse; but we recommended against that course. 
Mr.PICKLER. Yes,sir; you did not want any resolution of 


investigation. 


Mr.LOUD. Oh, well, you have had power to introduce it, and 


you can introduce it, if you want to father that case. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For the allowance to post-office inspectors (excepting those receiving sal- 


aries of $2,500 per annum) of such items of actual and necessary personal ex- 
pense, incurred in the discharge of their official duties, as may be in excess of 
the per diem of $3 allowed by law, upon presentation and approval of vouch- 
ers covering the total expenditure for personal expenses for the dates for 
which such excess may be claimed; or, if the exigencies of the service render 
the taking of vouchers impracticable or inexpedient, the sworn statement of 
the inspector, reciting the objects, amounts of, and necessity for such expendi- 
tures, may be accepted in iieu of vouchers, $17,000; in all, $332,003.66. 


Mr. LOUD. That total ought to be corrected. 
Mr. QUIGG. I ask the gentleman from California if he will 


accept an amendment there making the total $296,000? 


Mr. LOUD. You have the figuresthere before you, andI would 


rather you should offer the amendment. 


Mr. QUIGG. I move toamend by striking out ‘‘three hundred 


and thirty-two,” in line 6, page 12, and inserting the words ‘‘ two 
hundred and ninety-six.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 12, line 6, strike out the words ‘‘three hundred and thirty-two” 


$206,003,66."" 
Mr. LOUD. Did you not strike off the odd dollars and cents? 
Mr. QUIGG. No, sir; my amendment simply takes out the 


,000. 
Mr. LOUD. Iwill say to the gentleman, however, that that 


reduces the amount below that carried for the current year. 


Mr. QUIGG. My amendment takes out 30 inspectors, at $1,200, 


which is the lowest sum contemplated by the gentleman’s plan. 


Mr. LOUD. I am satisfied that the Senate will correct this 


matter, and I am willing to let it go. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
[After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 





Mr. PLatTtT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment the following resolutions: 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
deliver, from the number now in his care, one copy of the compilated stat 
utes in force in the District of Columbia to each Senator, Represent: +, and 
Delegate in Congress, for his personal use, and 500 copies to the superintend- 
ent of documents for distribution to depositories of public documents: Pro- 
vided, That the remaining copies of the work may be sold at $2.50 per copy. 


Concurrent resolution— 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized to print the reports, 


correspondence, charts, maps, and other documents now on file in the Trea 


ury Department or other branches of the Government, relating to the fur 
seal, salmon fisheries, and other matters pertaining to the Territory of Alaska; 
3,000 copies to be printed, of which 750 shall be for the use of the Senate, !,500 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 750 copies for 


the use of the Treasury Department and other Departments whose reports 
are thus printed. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Pog committee again resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the 
chair. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment, and I would like to have it read and then to be per- 
mitted to make a brief explanation before objection is made, if any 
gentleman desires to object to it. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 3, line 12, insert, after the words “in all," “for free-delivery serv 


including existing experimental free delivery in towns where service 
has shown a profit during the past year.” 


‘A 
ica, 


such 
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Mr. LOUD. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, 
‘this bill was first taken up, and I was not present when this item 
was reached. There is a town in my district which was included 


I reserve the point of order on that, Mr. Chairman. 
I was absent in committee when 


among the 46 experimental stations in the United States, and 
aa Tam informed by the postmaster, has shown a handsome 
profit upon its free-delivery system. Now, it seems to me that no 
gentleman in this House can object to the continuance of the ex- 
perimental service as it has existed for the last year in such towns 
as have shown a profit. I believe that what we want nowadays 
is revenue, and it seems to me that it is merely a reasonable re- 
ce = to ask that these towns which have shown a profit may be 
owed to continue their free delivery. I have a list here of 24 

oor which, if it is the desire of members, I will read, showing 
@ 


On that I demand the yeas and nays 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. , I ask that the Clerk read the lan- 
that is proposed to be stricken out. 
Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 
beginning line 14, strike out the s 
7 : Eat eee facilities on trunk 


lines from Boston, Mass. of New York and 
and New Orleans, $190,614.32: Provided, That no part of canton Atlanta 


Tiation 
made by this shall. he expended enlems the Postmmater ts. 
shall deem ture necessary in order to promote tl: of 
the postal service. —s 


oa and nays were ordered, 46 members voting in fay or 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 136, not 
voting 109; as follows: 


places that have made a profit. As to this town in my own YEAS—110. 
district, Iam informed on the best authority—that of the postmas- | Allen, Utah De Witt, Kiefer, Raney 
ter himself—that it has made a profit. I ask unanimous consent poker Kane. ley, K Reeves, 
to offer this amendment, and I trust the gentleman in charge of | Belknap, Doolittle, Laigity, gz 
this bil! will not ob; to it. Bell, Colo. Dovener, r, Snover 
Mr. LOUD. I object, Mr. Chairman. I now ask unanimous | Bishop, pos Little, \ 
consent to strike out the numbers of the paragraphs in the bill, as | Brewster Ellis” Long, Wis. 
the F were inserted merely for convenience. Broderick, Faris, Maguire, Strode, Nebr 
r. HILL, object. ter. <r ae ae 
Mr. LOUD. Then, Mr. , Imove to strike them out. | Burton: Graff.’ ie 
a motion was agreed to; and the numbers were struck out. | Burton;Ohio “Hadley, 1 Terry, 
LOUD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee ee oe, wan, Towne, 
and report the bill and amendments to the House with the | (iiT*.™ a —— — 
—— a Hartman, Kans. Freloar, 
motion was agreed to. Hemenway, , W.Va. Turner, 
The committee accordingly rose; and the er ha ~ dame as, : ala Upaogratt. 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, from the of the Cousins, Henry, Ind. Mondell, Watson, Ohio 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. i, | Sane Hilborn, s ’ . 
6614) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De- | Grow "r", a ee > ie ane 
pment tfor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and had directed | Curtis; Kans. Huling, Otjen, —" Wood,’ 
to report the same with sundry amendments and with the rec- Danford, Hunter, Overstreet, Woodman. 
ommendation that the bili as amended do fae ieee 
The SPEAKER. ee eee to theamendments. 
I should like seamed of tho To eae It is * Ach ware io 
sense ouse y. on exon, Evans, Robbins, 
2 of the bill, the amendment ad on motion of the gen- | Adams, a piney. oe 
eman from lowa [Mr. Hersurn]. I think members must now | Arnold, Pa. Fletcher, Lockhart, Scranton 
re eutiched tine th con deareaptiann and that its only effect re Gardner Loudensinger, Bertie, 
oe tae or the allowance for this Halcer, Ma. Gillet, y Madox, ee 
The P'the SPEAKER. s'a separate voto asked upon any other | Bales Gaiters, MoCnil, Mass Sita, 
So a was no response. : Harrison, = Southwick 
The remai amendments were then tates. Ga. Hart, —. 
The SPE . The Clerk will report amendment upon | Boatner, Heiner, Pa ie” Wy 
which the from California asks a separate vote. —. ee, ee eeeree® 3.4. 
The Clerk read as follows: Buck, Hopkins, Money. : Stone, W. A. 
line “ ” ua » . 
Lat it dnne Ree af hick male wale tad ey'iaocdi pay. | Chickering, Howell, = Ogdan Branein 
seach of chaek Wis ta tebe ond Deco deanna patel ffices."” Gob. Ala. Peaiey a — 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman what Mo. Johnson, Cal. Tucker, 
amendment this is? Is it the one adopted on motion of the gen- Godding, ; ae , FE cod, 
tleman from Iowa (Mr. Hersurn]? oo Kendall, ot 
ene Itis. It can accomplish nothing and ought to be —— nor, Pickler, Walker, Mase. 
c ou Crump, DP. Pitney, er, va 
Mr. PIOKLER. Well, the gentleman from Iowa is absent now, | Gulberson, 7. nN Wetter 
and that amendment was by a pretty full vote of the | Daizell, Lawson, Wiillis, 
committee, and it seems to me—— Denny, gic Wilson, 3.0. 
Mr. LOUD. I know; but thoemenimnent con accomplish noth- Rice 8.0. aan wore 
ea Erdman, Leonard, a... Wright. 
question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, the NOT VOTING—100 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. Abbott, Cowen, Suutites Sheen, 
Mr. PICKLER. I ask for a division. N.Y. Ind. Shuford 
Aitken, Curtis, Johnson, . 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 57; so the | Aldrich, Dayton, Kerr, . 
amendment was agreed to to. Anderson, — 
Mr. BROM ees we teilee. on eaneet Ellett, Va. : rry, 
ment, which I send to the Clerk's desk Fenton, Bahia 
The amendment was read, as follows: — Zee. 
pdmend by striking out oll the words tn nee 14 to 98, both tactustve, om Baker NH. sna f Geral, 
rs LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question , Griswold ant 
on the bill and amendmen‘. Grosvenor, Thome: 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, Imakea of order on the amend- -¥. Grout, ne a 
ment offered by the oe . y yan FP osrt 
The SPEA . t is the it of order? eee 2 Wi . 
Mr. CRISP. That the which the Bowers, Ww: 


ee were 
The question is first on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 


a 
it 


| 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 

erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 


Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr. CocKRELL, ferred to the several Calenilars therein named, as follows: 


Mr. Opgu with Mr. McKENNEY. Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Mr. MozLEey with Mr. MEREDITH. Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3013) 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. Cowen. toamend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 


Mr. BarTHoLpr with Mr. FirzGERacp. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Livinaeston. _ 

Mr. Tart with Mr. Ex..err of Virginia. 

Mr. DoLLIver with Mr. WAsHINGTON. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Rorertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Mr.ikEN with Mr. BankHEAD. 

On this vote: ( 

Mr. Horxuys with Mr. Russe. of Georgia. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ABBorTr. 

Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. Price. 

Mr. Dinsmor® with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 

Mr. GrirFin with Mr. Turner of Virginia. 

Mr. GRosvVENOR with Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. Surra of Michigan with Mr. WasHINGTON. 

Mr. BAILEY (having voted in the affirmative). Mr. Speaker, 
I have agreed to pair on this question with the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. Price}, who is confined at his home by sickness. 
I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. CLARKE]. If he were present, he would vote “‘no” and 
I should vote “‘a 

The result of vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr.S , Irise to ask whether this matter 
which has been de can be further amended. Can anything 
more be done with it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would gute to — oSaper 
tion when some gentleman attempts something. ug ’ 

The bill as amended was Eiveces teed tee, — a ~ 
reading; and it was accordingly re e third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BarRTHOLDT, for six days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. E.tior? of South Carolina, for six days, on account of 
important business. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 1825) 


to improve the merchant marine engineer service and thereby also 
to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 728); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6834) 
to prevent the purchasing of or speculating in claims against the 
Federal Government by United States officers, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 729); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 990) to 
amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for the 
appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and meas- 
ures in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 732); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
. ne granting a pension to Jerusha H. Brown, (Report 

oO. 7 .) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 3751) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., 
of Baltimore, Md. (Report No. 735.) 

a bill (H. R. 989) for the relief of Cogswell & Co. (Report 
Yo. 736.) 

By Mr. METKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
The bill (H.R. 6541) to provide for the adjustment, settlement 
and payment of claims for supplies furnished the Indian industrial 
school at Genoa, Nebr. (Report No. 737.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 7138) to amend an act en- 


to inc te the Convention of the Protestant Epi Church | titleq « Spee: : ee ee Renes 
of the aieiieten: when the Speal ion the same, | tied ‘An act to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway 


Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes ”—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7139) to authorize the Falls 
Church and Potomac Railway Company of Virginia to extend its 
line into and within the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (—H. R. 7140) granting A. L. 
Robeson Post, No. 42, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, 
N. J.,4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 7141) to regulate proceedings in 
pension cases when fraud, clerical error, or mistake of fact ig 
alleged—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7142) to amend the act provid- 
ing for the appointment of additional judges in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. HO : A bill (H. R. 7148) granting to the Soldiers 
and Sailors’ Monument Association, of the county of Middlesex, in 
the State of New Jersey,4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon 
balls—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kaneas (by request): A bill (H. R.7144) to 
authorize Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to collect 
their national revenue—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7145) to authorize the Indian 
and Oklahoma Union Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Resolution (House Res. 
No. 200) requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare a 
statement of each act of Congress, general or special, contem- 
plating any iture of public money for the execution of any 

ic work, where the work was not paid for prior 

July 1, 1405—to the Committee on A iations. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: M ial relative to the passage 
of a bill by Congress to establish a military and national park 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill with 
House amendments was taken from the Speaker's table and re- 


oe as follows: 

The bill (8. ) to establish and provide for the maintenance of a 
free public library and oe in the District of Colambia— 
to the Committee on the of Columbia, and ordered to be 


Mr. LOUD. I move that the House now adjourn. 
Pierre en eener st at ee: — 
morrow morning I expect to call up the con -elec- 
tion case of Aldrich ve. Robbing 7 
The motion of Mr. Loup was to; and accordingly (at 4 
o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 


A letter from the of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
from Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
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upon the Palisades of the Hudson—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. COUSINS: Memorial of the general assembly of Iowa 
in relation to the 5 per cent funds—to the Committee on Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 cf Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5425) 
to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, widow of Gen. Hora- 
tio P. Van Cleve; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr, BELL of Colorado: A bill (H.R. 7146) for the relief of 
J. H Daniel, of Florence, Colo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R, 7147) to grant an increase of pen- 
sion to AGrian Combe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, CHICKERING: A bill (H.R.7148) granting an honor- 
abie discharge to Charles King, late of Company C, Seventy-sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7149) authorizing and directing the Treas- 
urer of the United States to pay all members of the One hundred 
and eighty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, war of the 
rebellion, the balance of bounty due them, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 7150) for the relief of Adam 
Petrey, of Lot, Whitley County, Ky.—to the Committee on Mili- 


tar airs. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H.R. 7151) for the relief of Martha Bot- 
tineau, widow of Pierre Bottineau, late scout and guide to vari- 
ous military officers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7152) to correct the military rec- 
ord of R. T. Jacob, jr., late a lieutenant, United States Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Pg nd HERMANN: A bill (H. R.7158) increasing the pension 
0 rge 


W. Peters, Company I. Twelfth omen Tennessee 
Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H.R. 7154) ting a pension to 
Irene M. Chase, dependent sister of Abner W. Chase—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HULING: A bill (H.R. 7155) to grant a pension to Har- 
vey Geyer, late a first lieutenant Company C, One hundred and 


y-third mare nt West Virginia Militia Volunteers—to the 
' Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 7156) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Elmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 7157) to increase the pension 
of eerie E. Forsyth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McC Y of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 
7158) by Ben benefit of Charles Forbes—to the Committee on Mili- 

B Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R.7159) for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry Ruby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. 5 hw | granting @ pension to 
Francis A. Kitchen, late surgeon, Uni tates Army—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H.R. 7161) for relief of Benjamin 
F. Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7162 


os @ pension to 
Hanson Gray—to the Commitiee on Invali 


‘ensions. 

g fax WNE: A bill (H. R.7163) to grant a pension to Mary 
7 kle, of Duluth, Minn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 


Mr. WHEELER: A bill (A. R.7164) to pension Mrs. Mary 
E. Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R.7165) to increase the pension of Dennis Hol- | P85s2ge 


den—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7166) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Wood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H.R. ne) to correct the mili 
record of James Houselman, second lieutenant peer t : 
Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to the it- 
tee on Military 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXU, the following 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of No. 52, Order Sons of St. 
George, of McKeesport, Pa.; also on of June Rose Council, 
No. 118, Daughters of Liberty of uesne, Allegheny County, 
Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the executive committee of the American 
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number of 205 names of citizens of 
passa 
al transit on its lin d 
rap ansit on es, an: 
of _ —_ any until its enone | 
and opera’ 
Also 
Grant ¢ 
Btates— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





tions and papers 


MARCH 11, 


F Association, concerning mountain forest lands— 
Committee on Agriculture. — 


Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for the pas- 
of a just, equitable, and uniform bankrupt law—to the Com- 


r, of Washington, Pa., against ‘he 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


Also, protest of M. A. 


passage of House bill No. , to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office «1;j 
Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of R. M. Welsh, of Gastonville, Washing(on 


County, Pa.; also petition of Jennie M. Williams, of Ohiopy |e, 
Fayette County, Pa., asking that the law relating to second-cjiss 
mail matter give every advantage to the mailing of religious ),b- 
lications—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roacs:. 


ADAMS: Resolution of the Philadelphia Board of 


y Mr. 
Trade, favoring the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on 
the Judicia 


By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of Liberty Coun- 


cil, No. 11, Order of United American Mechanics, Providence, 
R. L, favoring the 
Committee on Immi 


of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
ation and Naturalization. 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Twenty-one petitions, containing a total 
ashington, D. C., urging the 
of House bill No. 5220, or some similar measure, requiring 
kington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt 
the extension of the tracks 
es are modernly equipped 
—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
— of William Proctor and 79 others, of Mount Hope, 
unty, Wis., against the passage of the joint resolution 
g an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 17., of 


Arcata, Cal., asking for the passage of the Stone immicraiion 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


of 


By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions of the Civic Federation 
nver, Colo., against the removal from Statuary Hall of the 
statue of Pére Marquette—to the Committee on the Sievary. 
By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of A. J. Tullock and 40 others, 
of Leavenworth, Kans., asking for the retention of Gen. William 
B. Franklin as member of the Board of Managers of the Nativnal 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—-to the Committe: on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of George H. Gilman, of HouI- 
ton, Me., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 456%, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protests of citizens of Linneus, Me.; also of Georg: B. 
Sharp = others, rt ees eee petitions 
urging the passage of a proposed am t to the Constitution— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Memorial of James Barnett and 
others, in support of House bill No. 5918—to the Committ. on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, copies of papers in support of House bill No. 5646, grant- 
ing a pension to Frances M. Roberts—to the Committee on !en- 


sions. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of J. D. Grandin, of 
Sherwood, Wis., together with petition signed by 45 farmers. chvese 
makers and dealers, favoring the of House bill No. 210, 
to regulate and control the manufacture and sale of the ariicle 
known to the trade as “ filled cheese ”»—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of E. Davis, jr., and Jes 
P. Easterly, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 191+. to 
amend the laws relating to second-class matter—to the Coim- 
mittee on the Post-Oifice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Brilliant Lodge, No. 40, (rier 
Unived American Mechanics, of Brilliant, Ohio, praying for ‘he 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 11 uu 
gration and Naturalization. , 

By Mr. EVANS: Petitions of oper Sina Tully and others; a!so 
petition of Young E. Allison and , all of Louisville, Ky., 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 1: 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on ‘ue 


Petitionof Rev. David Cole and 40 ot ‘ers, 

onkers, N. Y., pra for an amended form of the preamble 

of the Constitution of the United States, ‘acknowledging \l- 

mighty God as the source of all power and authority in civil <)\- 

ernment, our Lord Jesus Christ as the ruler of nations, an‘ His 

revealed will as of supreme authority in civil affairs’—to t° 
on 


Also, tetition ot Core Mavete’ Protective Union in relation to 4 
bill to regulate the anata ot vessels on the Great Lakes—t» the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. ce 

Mr. GRIFFIN: Protest of 71 citizens of Eau Claire, W's. 
ogden resolution recognizing God in the 
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Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

. HARMER: Protests of H. W. Ramond and Charles F. 
ae Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa., against the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Wooster Council, No. 28, of Bethel, 
Conn., asking for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Union Sg mae a of Bridgeport, 
Conn., against the passage of the bill (H. R, 4566) relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
=i HOWELL: Petition of several hundred citizens of New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, asking for the granting of a survey of 
Shark River, New Jersey, by Government engineers—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of Samuel G. Cowen, John Shaw, 
and 11 other soldiers of Brown County, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of @ service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ions. 
By Mr. HULING: Paper to accompany House bill to grant a 
pension to Harve: Geyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEON AR : Petition of John U. Shaffer and A. J. 
Evans, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of Sidney J. Hart and other citizens 
of City, Mo., praying that House bill No. 167, relating to 
Sunday observance in the ict of Columbia, may be adversely 

rted—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

y Mr. LOUD: ee of ag ee ame ma of Eu- 

e, Oreg. g for favorable action on House bill No. 4566— 
f the es ee the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Letter in relation to House 
bill No. 7158, to correct the military record of Charles Forbes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of the Cooperative Trade and Labor 
Council of Hamilton, Ohio; also petition of the Citizens’ League 
of Ara County, Colo., asking favorable consideration of 
House bill No. 184, relating to direct legislation—to the Committee 


on Rules. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: Petition of Tom W. Neal, of Dyers- 
burg, Tenn., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McRAE: to accompany House bill No. 7131, for 
the relief of Moses M. to the Committee on Pensions. 

she ere to accompany House bill No. 5438, for the relief of 
the of John W. Montgomery, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Indorsements from the Chicago Inter 
Ocean, Ev News, and St. Louis Post-Dispatch for 
the international exposition to be held in 
Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Osmond, Nebr., asking for the con- 
struction of a railroad from Sioux City, Iowa, connecting with the 
main line of the Union Pacific at or near North Platte, Nebr.—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 32 citizens of Salinas, Cal.; 29 citi- 
zens of Wasco, Oreg.; 15 citizens of Calcuttta, Ohio; 136 citizens 
of San J Cal.; 298 citizens of Wellsville, Ohio; 122 citizens of 
Afton, N. Y.; 22 citizens of New Alexandria, Pa.; 148 citizens of 
Lawrence ene: Be: 50 citizens of Allegheny, Pa.; 168 citizens 
of New Castle, Pa., and 173 citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the ition of God in the preamble of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER of West V: : Petition of Eureka Coun- 
cil, Order United American Mechanics, of Parkersburg, W. Va., 


praying for the of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. N AN: Two petitions of citizens of Bosque County, 
aa for a duty on foreign wools—to the Committee on Ways and 
By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 240 citizens of South Dakota, 
urging Congress to take favorable action on the free-home bill— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
A tan of the Kansas State Soldiers’ Home, the Soldiers 
Home of Colorado, and the Minnesota Soldiers’ Home, 
asking Congress to take favorable action as to sanitarium for dis- 
abled soldiers at Hot Springs, 8. Dak.—to the Committee on Mili- 


of 52 citizeris of South Dakota, for an amendment 
of the United States—to the Committee on the 


cine; Petition of Mrs. M. I. Kalder, secretary of the Woman's 
against 





Temperance Union of South Dakota, protesting 
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military training in the public schools—to the Committee on 
Education. 

Also, petition of N. C. Nash, J. E. Halloday, W. F. Bancroft, 
and others in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance of R. D. Whorton and 74 other citizens of 
Huron, 8. Dak., against the appropriation of any moneys by the 
Government for sectarian institutions—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations., 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Woonsocket, 8. Dak.; also, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, Christian Citizenship League, and others, of Flandreau, 
S. Dak.; also, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Badger, S. Dak.; also, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Bridgewater, S. Dak.; also, of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Carthage, S. Dak.; also, of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Howard, S. Dak., asking for the 

assage of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Sominittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Drakola, S. Dak., asking for action 
by Congress on the Armenian trouble—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, remonstrance of R. J. Maxson and 11 other citizens of 
Smyth, S. Dak., against House bill No. 167, known as the Sunday- 
rest bill for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petition of George W. Smith, president, and 
18 other members of the faculty of Colgate University, Hamilton, 
N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill No. 3618, to organize and 
increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York Historical Society, favoring an 
appropriation in the sundry civil bill for the printing of the rec- 
ords of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of G. F. Frill, of the Kentucky Demo- 
crat Publishing Company, praying for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Galkin & Alexander, of Oxford, N. Y., 
praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Protest of Henry 8. Moore, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Con- 
necticut, against the passage of House bill No. 4566, amending the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Offiee and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions from chapters of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution in Moosup, New Haven, Meriden, Danbury, Lake- 
ville, and Windsor, Conn.; from Sons of the American Revolu- 
tion, of New Haven, Conn.; from the Society of Cincinnati, and 
from citizens of New London, Conn.; all containing 356 names, and 
all forwarded through Anna Warner Bailey Chapter, Daughters of 
the American Revolution, of Groton and Stonington, Conn., in 
favor of the acquirement of additional plats of ground contiguous 
to the Fort Griswold property, in order to preserve and protect 
that Revolutionary site—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Protests of Alex. Paton and 32 other 
citizens of Lodi, Columbia County, Wis.; also protest of J. W. 
Blake and 100 others, of Palmyra, Wis., against the adoption of 
joint resolution proposing amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Hayden Samson, of Peckville, 
Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
lawsrelating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Ira A. Richardson and others, 
in favor of reclassification of railway postal clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of L. 8. Sullivan and others, against the passage of 
House bill No. 4331, regulating the number of sailors that must 
be carried on the different craft mentioned in said bill—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petitions of citizens of Manchester, York 
County, Pa., and citizens of Emigsville, Pa., favoring the passage 
of joint resolution No. 11, amending the Constitution of the United 
States and prohibiting further appropriations to institutions under 
ecclesiastical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Dickinson Council, No. 208, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Uriah, Pa., comprising 35 members, pray- 
ing for the of the Stone immigration bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Inemalgeation and Naturalization, 








2714 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





By Mr. Won: ae of tisens of ia Pa., 5 eet me 
sectarian appropriations; a on urging the passage o: 
Pp : anenianent to the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the J 
Also, petition of 8. Anderson 56 others, of Talley ee , Pa., 
raying for the recognition of God in the preamble of the 
Pilen of the United States—to the Committee on the Judici 
By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of W. W. Rockwell Post, 
125, Grand —_— of the Republic, of Pittsfield, Mass., in favor of 
the passage of a bill granting pensions to ex-prisoners ‘of war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, resolutions of W. W. Rockwell Post, No. 125, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Pittsfield, Mass., in favor of service 
pension for all honorably discharged soldiers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, March 12, 1896, 
Prayer by Rev. WaLLace Rapciirr®, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 
fine Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 


appropriation of $3,130 for setting up and operating two portable 
a winills In Reservation, I 


from agency to the mill 
of the Interior on the 10th instant 


e Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmit a letter of the 4th ee 


from N. L. Jeffries, attorney for the North American Commercial 
Company, iosees of the sands of St. Paul and St, aa 

against the proposition to destroy fur by order 
of fl the United United Saas House bill No. 3206, which 
aan ves; which, with the ac- 


sha he » cnlhecall rin an this tents anak be quis. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petiticn of Mary E. Cart- 
t y etieurgnantoens of the White Ribbon 
appointment 


Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Forage | area 


Shesleo prenatete ee sundry citizens of Okolona, Miss., 
ying for the adoption of religious amendment to 

e Constitution of pe db United sod Beatone which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judi es 
Mr. FAULKNER (for Mr. 


Wooster, Wooster, Ohio, praying for the of the proposed 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi , 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio In 
torical Association of Granville, Ohio, praying for the establish. 
ment of an international board of arbitration between Great 
Britain and See States; which was referred to the Co:.- 


mittee on Tite 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have in my hand a petition from ¢t!\, 
White Ribbon women. It is a petition in be of the Woman's 
Temperance Union of New a. sepresenting g 
2,800 women, advocating the settlement of differences between t|\, 
United States and the mother country by arbitration. The peti- 


tion is very brief, and it will be tome to have it printed 
in the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign 
Rxecorp, as follows: 


We, White Ribbon women, who wear the badge of osnend resent the 


home, the church, the se and the 

the golden rule of Christ, that by its means we may help to bring in the go 

age of man, ae earnest] petition your a body to adopt a r 
ae | Pi eetens commnlenien to carry t the provisions of the same, 


whe £ difference between the Uni States and our mo ther 
BS te areata 


oO t Ruste State of New Yo 
Staessen ote the same benefic: 


every ginlacure tn the land woulda: do 
bear thoswo = 


lations, and ordered to be printed in tho 


but that tne heen Undeot Ieationend tae cee cogent argu 
may be the only weapons used between two 80 closely 

akin by reason of their common ancestry and hair comincn 
and history, and their common love and to the home, whic! 


To end we to you with great Seed wil Gnd entire contccc 
that our r to and our plea to you will not prove to be in vain 
In Eoabeaun oman’s Christian povtenoe Ulbien of New Hampshire, 
represen 
Miss C. R. WENDELL, President. 
Miss C. N. BROWN, 
Corresponding Secretary. 
Mr. McMILLAN Hove mng sundry of citizens of 
of Senate bill No. 


Washington, D. C., praying for the 
similar measure, 


tien’ Hi Rail Gone Se ndopt unght-teunat Site lines, 
” Home way t on its lines, 
oe til its existing nt he ext baat i eee, 
un are m tae and operated; 
Which were referred to the Committee on ctof Columbia. 
Mr. WALTHALL the petition of P. KE. Mayers, of 
Scranton, Miss., peer toe w oe erage to amend 


mail matter; which was 
eenaeees and Post-Roads. 


° a > pedition sundry citizens of 
Nebraska LEN presented for fn garebe / of the roposed 
amendment to the Constitution the Uni States; 


— wer — to — ee - er eae? — 
ay. and sundry 
other citizens itizens of Fort Warne, that religious matter, 


nipienetine the memorial of | including facilities under the act 
William B. Gravesand 24 other p of Essex County, N. J., of July 16, 1894 neat mail a © ape h was 
Fon me pm t the enactment of legislation p: for ——— the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Road 
the further 2 Wie of cruelty to animalsin the ict of Co- Seayoaniae of citizens of Memphis, Ind., 

pre eee he ch was referred to the Committee on the District ¢! ying for the of the amendment to 
Colum praying fr the the United ; which was referred to the 

Mr. HARRIS presented tition numerously signed by citizens | Committee on the Judiciary. = 
of Athens, Tenn., re the adoption of the proposed reli-| Mr. MITCHELLof Wisconsin a memorial of 194 citi- 
gious amendment ution of the United States; which | zens of Milwaukee, Wis., against the adoption of 
was referred to the Committee on the J the religious amendment to the Constitution of ‘1 


Mr. FRY —— petition of E. G. Parker Post, No. 


Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Repablic, prayin canetied 
ee ee eee eee ee a to all honorably dis- 
aa en sailo: marines of the war of the rebellion; 
whic rene he chen echo ag 


He also THis so prenantod a ipeeyes of the Merchant Tailors’ National 
the formation of the international 
society Ww ee to the Committee on Foreign S| ae 


99, | United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Juii- 


. CAFFERY eens ones of Alex 
andria, La., and a petition of sundry citizens of Lecomp's. |. 


pee veneer b were referred to ‘ho 


were referred to the 
. memorial of B. C. Corcoran and 50 
Minn., 


inst the 


He also presented ee eae See of a “rest lnw for the District of Columbia, and 
peat. aoe prayi establishment of a national commis- | also against the of the religious amendment to 
pr en masta which was referred en ve which was referred to the 

on 

Renee 3 ee ot Chest tition oR. BL. Grabam and 9 othe a to“ ted a in the form of resolutions adopt! 
ci tion of th a + pow st of Duluth, Minn., praying f 

“Guauient' 4 itation passage of Senate bill No. Seuneteting the oial and pan- 
the United Sod wee sabunsh edhe Ooupuntes on the ishment of States courts; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ee @ memorial of the committee for| He also ted a memorial of the Chamber of Commerc’ of 
ee Oe ee eee See cmap = pease au pratt ea 
monstrating the introduction ferred %0 the Commities Detroit River; referred to the Committee 
lic schools of country; which was referred to the the Judiciary. 
on Education and Labor also eee eeen acne ter tee wa 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the University of by the Forestry praying for the enact- 
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nent our forest reserves; which was re- 
ment of legieiaeloct on Forest Reservations and the 

ted the memorial of Peter H. Christenson and 
coi other citizens of Minnesota; the memorial of Christian 
and sundry : 









reported it with amendments, and moved that it be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

r. NELSON, from the Committee on Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and its Tributaries, to whom were referred the 
following petitions, asked to ‘be discharged from their further 
consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce; which was agreed to: 

A petition of the Board of Trade of Stillwater, Minn., praying 
that an appropriation be made for the protection of the harbor 
and lake fronts of said city; and 

A petition of sundry citizens of South Sioux City, Nebr., pray 
ing that a special appropriation be made to protect encroachment 
of the Missouri River. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 328) for the relief of Richard S. 
Taylor, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1598) for the relief of Richard L. Taylor, late private 
Company F, Fifty-first [linois Volunteers, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. ’ 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3462) to reculate 
the business of storage in the District of Columbia, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. TeLLer on the 
4th instant concerning the issue of rations and supplies to all 
Southern Ute Indians to whom lands have been allotted, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it 
with amendments, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 11th instant concerning 
the claim of the Fond du Lac band of Chippewa Indians, of Lake 
Superior, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on ge meagre, which was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6936) for the reconstruction of the Rock 
Island Bridge, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (5S. 434) for the relief of William F. Wilson, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


other citizens of Minnesota; the memorial of 


itizens of Minnesota; the memorial of V. G. Bryant and 

ae other citizens of Minnesota; the memorial of Joseph John- 
gon and sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the memorial of M. 
B. Van Kirk and sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the memo- 
rial of G. G. Mattson and sundry other citizens of Minnesota; the 
memorial of W.J. Newton and sundry other citizens of Minne- 
gota; the memorial of Josiah Wood and sundry other citizens of 
i and the memorial of Louis Anderson and sundry other 


tizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the 
Fe law for the District of Columbia; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Seth F. Chambers and 
30 other citizens of Cold Spring, N. J, end @ petition of Cold 
Spring Council, sae, Samer ; + ee een Mechan- 
i Cold Spring, N. J., praying for passage e so-called 
Stone immigration bili; Wilel wore seferred to the Committes on 


wtid Mistourt Militia, held at Gallatin, Mo., March 7, 199, 
service who served and were rably . 
and also to the widows and eeees of such a0 sany be deceased ; 
Cavey, ele aaa a an lay cltinmns of ben ee 

eeecievie asses eet es 
Oot DANIEL, presented “a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
Sele tease Ula saes ose 
mittee on Commerce. 


2. 


He also presented the petition of W. P. , E. L. Crockett, Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
W. F. Doran, and sundry other citizens of Virginia, praying for | whom was referred the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Richard H. 
the adoption of the religious amendment to the Consti- | Marsh, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
tution of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 


to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

udiciary. Mr. HAWLEY. he bill (S. 2324) to relieve John McCarthy 
He also presented a petition of the faculty of Randolph-Macon | from the charge of desertion was referred to the Committee on 
College, Ashland, Va., meegiee Son the establishment of a perma- | Military Affairs. Thatcommittee asks to be excused from its fur- 
nent of arbitration Great Britain and the United | ther consideration, and that it besent to the Committee on Naval 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. 
He also the petition of James Wilson, Timothy Casey, 
John M , and Thomas F. Stanford, of Danville, Va., pray- 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 1600, to amend chapter 67, 
ume 23, of the Statutes at of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on tary Affairs. 


Affairs. It pertains to service in the Navy. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHZSLL of Wisconsin, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. Johnson, 
——— it without amendment, and submitted a re »rt thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2035) granting a pension to Julia 
D. Richardson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs,to whom| Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
for the rank, pay, and | referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 2d instant 


mitted an adverse thereon; which was agreed to, and the | reported it with amendments, and moved that it be printed, and, 
innefinitely with the accompanying papers. referred to the Committee on 

the Committees on Commerce, to whom | Appropriations; which was agreed to. 
art eee 1980) for a relief light vessel on the Pa- 
cific Coast, ‘with an amendment, and submitted a report 


GAS BUOYS IN THE ST. LAWRENCE RIVER. 



























































Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2114) establishing gas buoys in the 
St. Lawrence River, to report it favorably with an amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be taken 
up for present consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized 


from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
eens a a entitled 

travelers upon 
common carriers engaged in interstate 
cars with automatic couplers and con- 


and directed to establish gas buoys at or near the following- 
named places in the St. Lawrence River: One at Charity Shoals, one at 
Feather Shoals, one at Rock Island Point, one near the Sisters Island 
Light, one at Sunken Rock, one at Bay State Shoals, and one at the Lower 
Narrows. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill which 


to 
emoluments of retired Oflioces of the United States Army, sub- to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
has just been read. 
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Mr. MILLS. Is it a measure reported from the Committee on 
Commerce? 
Mr. HILL. Itis justr 


Mr. FRYE. It is a bill to which I think there can be no a 
ble ones. It is recommended by the Light-House Board. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to it. I merely wanted to 
know if it had been reported. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in the last 
line of the bill, to strike out the word ‘‘and” where it first ap- 
pears, and after the word ‘“‘ Narrows” to insert ‘‘and one at en- 
trance upper harbor Ogdensburg.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concu in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY FRANCHISES. 


Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to report back favorably the concurrent resolution 
of the House of Representatives referred to that committee day 
before y, and I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that it benowconsidered. Itis a resolution of asingle ph. 

The concurrent resolution was read and agreed to,-as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound into one convenient volume, at the Government Print- 
ing Office, all the various acts of 
in the District of Col ; 
for the use of the Senate, 
tives, and 2,500 copies for the use of and distribution by the Commissioners of 
the District of umbia. 

Mr.HARRIS. There is now on the Calendar the joint resolution 
{s. R. 14) tocompileand publish the laws relating tostreet-railway 


ranchises in the District of Columbia, which was reported a 
— ago. I move that the joint resolution be postponed indefi- 
y. 


The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF BULLETIN ON APICULTURE. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the 
sem of 15,000 copies of the bulletin on apiculture, to report 

t back and move concurrence in the House amendments. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were read and 
concurred in, as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 9, 1896. 


Resolwed, That the foregoing concurrent resolution of the Senate * provid- 
ing for the printing of 15,000 copies of the bulletin on apiculture” do pass, 
h the ere amendments: 
Line 2, strike out “ fifteen’ and insert “twenty.” 
Line 6, strike out “and.” 
Line 7, after the word “ Senate,” insert “and 5,000 copies for the use of the 
oa of Agriculture.” 


end the title so as to read: “Providing for the prin of 20,000 copies 
of the bulletin of apiculture.” or 


THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the joint resolution (S. R. 72) directing the Public Printer 
to supply the Senate and House libraries each with 20 additional 
copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to report it favorably and 
move that it be concurred in. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 3 of 
the title, to strike out ‘‘20” and insert ‘‘ 10”; so as tomake the title 
read: ‘“‘A joint resolution directing the Public Printer to supply 
the Senate and House libraries each with 10 additional copies of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING, 


Mr. HALE presented a report of operations by Col. John M. 
Wilson, Corps of Engineers, upon repairs and enlargementof the 
Goyernment Printing Office and the erection of a fireproof build- 
ing upon the site of the Government Printing Office stables under 
the Chief of oo during the month of February, 1896; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR AT CLEVELAND, OHIO. 

Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 133) peeing 
the Secre of War to submit estimates for necessary repairs a 
Cleveland bor, to report it without amendment, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole to consider the t resolution. 
The jdint resolution was to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third 


eaten 
f IN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 95) directing the Secretary of 


War to submit estimates for necessary irs at Cleveland Har. 
bor, reported adversely thereon; and the joint resolution was } > 
poned indefinitely. 

OBSOLETE CANNON BALLS, 


Mr. PALMER. I am directed by the Committee on Military 


Affairs, to whom were referred the (5. 611) donating condemney 
cannon and cannon balls to the Michigan Soldiers’ Home, ani! {};, 
bill (S. 745) Seager eng wi cannon and cannon balls t. the 
New Hampshire Soldiers’ Home, to report them back with 2 sy). 
stitute which has the effect of a general law for both the bills. | 
call the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. G41. 


LINGER] and the Senator from Mic a RROWS|] to the 

fact that in the opinion of the Chief of ce the proposed 
neral law that I report as a substitute will serve the purposes of 
th these bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire of the Senator from Iinvis if | 
understood him correctly to state that a general law has been re- 
ported co this matter? 

Mr. P . Itisnow with these bills. The Chief 
of Ordnance furnished the of a bill which in his judgment 
covers not oa two bills, but all others of like character, 

Mr. GAL GER. Iam gratified to know that fact. [ think 


Me wit S. 2489) to thorize the Secretary of W 

8 au 0 ar to deliy 
obsolete a: Saaae cannon balls to any of the National 
Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers was twice by its title, 


Mr. PALMER. There is a law now which authorizes the de- 
livery of condemned cannon to all these homes. Application has 
been made for obsolete cannon balls by the homes, to be used for 
mere ornamental The purpose of the bill is to authorize 
ar to deliver such cannon balls. The existing 
law provides for the delivery of condemned cannon. , 

Mr.GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that 
unfortunately this bill will not reach the home that I have in mind, 
It is a State home. 

Mr. PALMER. The bill provides also for State homes. 

‘. Mr. GALLINGER. The title does not so indicate. I hope it 
oes. 

Mr. HALE. Let me state that the Senate has already passed a 
bill authorizing both the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Navy to give or loan condemned cannon or cannon balls to any of 
these homes, and tosoldiers’ monument associations, and to munic- 
ipalities. That bill is now before the House. It can do no harm 
to this measure, too, but it will not perhaps be needed. 

. PALMER. May I ask the Secretary to read the communi- 
cation from General Flagler, which will furnish all the informa- 
tion that is in my on? It will be found among the papers 


aombqeneae the 

Mr. . Ido not object to the bill at all. 

“Mr. PALMER. I desire that it shall be understood. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ORDNANCE, 
UNITED STATES Army, 


we . C., January 6, 1896. 
Str: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bills 611 and 745, dunating 
emned cannon and cannon balls to the Michigan and New Hampshire 

Soldiers’ Homes, with that there is already on the statute books gen- 
eral law that authorizes issue of two obsolete guns to the Nationa! Homes 
for bled Volunteer Soldiers, and also to the State homes for soldicrs and 
sailors (volume 25, 657, Statutes at Large). So that, so far as the cannon 
are concerned, these are . 

But these bills provide for the issue of 100 cannon balls, and the general law 
mentioned above does not for the issue of any cannon bal!+ 

The cannon balls are on and can be su 


,if Congress authorizes 
the issue. Toaocomplish thisit would be necesemry that these two b ll. should 
be enacted into law, and the portions of the bills relating to the guns. being 
unnecessary, should be stricken out. aan desirable, however, that 
all the other national and State homes receive cannon balls, as pro 
ee ee and recommend for eee action th , - 7 
draf' a w will accomplish this recommen at 
ted for Senate bills 611 and 7: a. 


es of the United States 
tary of War be, and hereby 


u directed, subject to suck ions as he may prescribe, 
to deliver to of the National for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers al: 

y or hereafter see Speny of the State homes i 
soldiers and sailors, or either. or hereafter es ished and main- 
tained under State au "puch Gbethets oF waserviceabie cannon balls as 
may be on hand of, not exceeding 100 to any one home, ‘or orn& 
mental purposes. ”*’ ‘ 

Very respectfully, D. W. FLAGLER, 


Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent that the bil! may be 
now considered. ee * es of the 
being no objection Senate, as Commi RO oO 
to consider the bill. 


There 
Whole 

was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 

read the third time, and passe¢. 

the title was aerated sO _— 

the Secretary of War to de. iver obs 
lete or unserviceable cannon balls to any of the National or State 
Soldiers. 
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PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged 
en ae consideration of the two bills reported by the 
Senator from 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2490) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a national park at Gettysburg, Pa.,” 
approved on the lith day of February, 1895; which was read 
oP Pre py its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
see SROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2491) to increase the pen- 
sion of Louisa E. Baylor, widow of Thomas G. Baylor, late a col- 
onel of the United tes Army; which was read twice — 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 

ittee on Pensions. 
rte MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 2492) authorizing the pur- 
chase of a site for a building for the accommodation of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

unds. 
oor WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2493) granting an increase 
of —_— to Albert Flanders; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2494) restoring a pension to Michael 
Carron; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; \ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2495) restoring a pension to Oliver 
R. Goodwin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2496) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of James B. Jordan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill = 2497) to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to adjudicate a claim of the heirs of 
John Bowling, deceased, and to remove the bar of the statute of 
limitations therefrom; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2498) to permit the Home Tele- 
phone Company of Washington, D, C., to install, maintain, and 
operate a and telegraph plant and exchange in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its — and referred to the Committee on the District of 

um 


Col 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2499) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Great 
— ee Company”; which = read ae by its 
title, and, accompanying papers, referred the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. ‘ 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2500) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Charles T. Hurd, formerly a lands- 
man in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 2501) for the relief of 
James ee Marshall County, Miss.; which was read twice by 
its title referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAULKN ER a a bill (S. _ mans appro- 

purpose ing, graveling, and guttering 

Island avenue from Fourth street NE. to Twelfth street 

NE.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2503) for the relief of Addi- 
son A. Hosmer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HA GH introduced a bill (S. 2504) to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal of North America, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on 

Mr. NELSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 98) directing 
the Secretary of War to submit a plan and estimates for the 
repairs and maintenance of the harbor at Stillwater, Minn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I introduce a joint resolution 
which I ask may be read by title and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. If the Senate will allow me one word before 
introducing the joint resolution, I will state that it is a joint reso- 
lution proposing that not $20,000 of the money hereto- 
fore for the of the canals and locks at 

Serer ve Sanh fer the purpose of erecting 
necessary walls uded in the contract 
and which are 


necessary that great work 
can be to traffic immediately. I make the request of the 


that the joint resolution be submitted to the War De- 


g 


den 





Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It does. 

The joint resolution (S. R.99) authorizing the immediate use of 
a portion of the unexpended balance of appropriations heretofore 
made for construction of canal and locks at the Cascades of the 
Columbia River in construction of protecting walls necessary to 
the opening of said canal and locks to navigation was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


ordered to be printed. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 


proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 


priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 
PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE ON THE VIRGINIUS CASE. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That Executive Document B of the special session of the Senate, 


being a mesi of the President of the United States, of March 15, 1875, in 
relation to the Virginius case, be reprinted for the use of the Senate 


CLAIMS FOR BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Isubmita resolution, and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to reexamine Treasury 
settlements Nos. 9695, 159, and 9660, being claims for barracks and quarters cer- 
tifled to Congress for appropriations in House Document No. 234, Fifty-third 
Congress, third session, for the payment of which no appropriations have 
been made; and if found correct to report the same to Congress at as early a 
day as practicable at the present session. : 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
understand? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it has been customary where a claim has 
once been acted upon and reported to Congress to ask that it be 
reexamined. 

Mr. LINDSAY. These claims have been acted upon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That has been therule. 
to know if this came within the rule; that is all. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CALUMET RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iask leave out of order, in view of the fact that 
I am compelled to attend the Committee on Appropriations, to call 
up the bill (S. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Calumet River. 

Mr.CALL. ILhope the Senator from Illinois will allow the order 
of resolutions to be called. There is a resolution on the table 
which I should like to have acted upon. I do not think it will 
take any time. 

Mr.CULLOM. This bill will take no longer time than the read- 
ing of it. I hope it will be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THE WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT COMPANY. 
Mr.CALL. Iask for the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by me afew days ago and which comes over from yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida, coming over from a pre- 
vious day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on the 
9th instant, as follows: 

Resoived by the Senate, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, 


This is an original resolution, I 


I wanted 


and is hereby, directed to obtain from the Washington Gas Light Compan 

and report to the Senate a statement under oath showing the amount of cash 
on hand on the Ist day of January, i895, including money on deposit in banks 
and elsewhere; alsoa statement of the money received from consumers of 


gas; also how much money received from other sources; each to be given 
separately; also the disbursements of money, and for what purpose; also the 
amount of money at the close of business on the 3lst of December, 1495, in- 
cluding money in bank and elsewhere. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the resolution? 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the resolution was introduced by request of a large number of 
persons in the District here who are interested in the subject of 








2718 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 12, 





the gas lighting of the District and the new proposals for improv- 
ing the lighting here. 

Mr. HAR It simply asks for information. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read, Was it reported from a com- 
mittee? 

Mr. CULLOM. It was not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by adding the 
following: 


And also to report to the Senate such further facts in to the man 
ageraent of the business of supplying the citizens of Was in with ga! gas 
and the price thereof as they may deem material for action by the Senate. 


Mr. CALL. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isuggest another amendment, tobe put either 
in the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts or in the 
original resolution of the Senator from Florida, by inserting “and 
also the pe es paid for coal.” 

Mr. HOAR. That is ‘‘ material” and would be included in the 
amendment I have offered; but I have no objection to it, and ac- 


Ri CALL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, theresolution will 
be modified as indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
= and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. 


OAR. Let the amendment be read from the k as it 
om sanaa, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary. Add at the end of the resolution: 
And also 0 te re to the Senate such further facts a to the man- 
agement of Tang wot ha of supplying the citizens of W: 


d th tod thereof as they may deem material for action ay 
and alos the prices paid for coal. . - 

Mr. HOAR. The words “and also the Remy ook, paid for coal” 
should come in before the words ‘‘ as the deem material.” I 
ong t that there be also inserted ‘an the : illuminating power 


furnished.” 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the entire resolution 
aan as it will read with the modifications which have been made. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified will be 


read, 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, oe the Committee on the District of Columbia be, 
and is hereby, directed to obtain from the W: n Gas -¢ nS 
and report to the Senate a aan under oath qowing t of 
cash on hand on the Ist day of conmeee 1885, including money = “qepocit in 
banks and elsewhere; also t of the money received —s — 
sumors of gas; —- how much money Saaeraaibens foun ——s guatens 
be given aise the amon y; also the disbursements of money,and for w 
eee: | nt of money at the close of in the Slat ¢ De- 
cem ber, 1895, inch eee any Se Saas pe here; and also to report to 
the Senate such further facts in regard to the management of the business 
es sup ed the citizens of Washington with also the price thereof, also 
id for coal, and also the illumina a the gas so fur- 


, as Sete teens for action by 


an inv on as to all the materials used in the 
illuminating power, etc., I should not 


the 
mally drastic enough to accomplish the cpuspens 
to that suggestion. 


Mr. CALL, I have no objection 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the resolution should go over, 
ea WOLCOTT. My only desire is to help to Saaloee it; that 
a 
Mr.CALL. I have no objection to the resolution going over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3265) donating con- 
demned cannon and four p of condemned cannon balls to 
— River Post, No. 74, Army of the Republic, Sedan, 


also announced that the House had passed the 
and joint resolution: 
aieets tae the nella? of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, 
F Ragan ay ae: hin (S. R. anounced thet the House had passot 


the House had passed the 
following bliss in in which it requested the concurrence of the 


ed |g oe R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of 


! 


Willian Mahoney; 

A bill (H. R. 2290 to provide for the time and place of holding 
the terms vot the U ted States circuit and district courts in 
oa CE Rosa) the relief of H. Lo 

‘or 

A bill HLH 3070) for the right of the Wock Island, Muscatin 
and Southwestern Railway Company en eae 
Dlinois and Mississi 3 


a 


A bill (H. R. 6304) to authorize the construction of a bridcs 

across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.; 

A as bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize tho 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River, connect;),.- 
Little Rock and Argenta; . 

A bill (H. R. 6614) ry ay ey Hs riations for the service o; ; 
Post-Office Department for the onal your ending June 30, 13); 


and 
A bill (H. R. nist to provide for and binding f 
mane ) to pro printing ng for the 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House hi ad 
signed the enrolled coed 1825) to Spon, onbeg Convention of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church of the of Washington: 
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 
CLAIMS OF UNITED STATES AND TENNESSEE. 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to - n- 
sider at this time Senate joint resolution 91. I will state bri 
that itis a gd resolution ea el the Attorney- esl, al, t 
Secretary 0 Secre of ar to 
three cotpasoners sppobited by the State eeenasece fi rt h 
urpose of in upon certain claims of t) 
Gounneent of of the U: tee United f Sta’ the State of Tenne thy 
and certain claims of ore ennessee against the Govern- 
ment of the United Sta‘ I desire that the joint resolution s)a!] 
aaa will say that if it consumes any time in 


w the request 
, after action is had upon 
by from Tennessee. th 18 
before the Senate on the resolutions in regari jo 
ba, on w the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi.) thinks 
he has a meritorious claim to the floor; and I will yield to that 
ah Shame, After he is through, I intend to press for action 
pon the conference report, and give notice that from this time 
forward I es cya as ag a Pp as a upon the adoption 


The douse from Tennessee asks 
grevent consideration of the joint res- 


he 


t 


simigeeee consent for “ine 
olution named by him. Is 
There 


being no objection, the ean Committee of the 
een erates on Senanel See Tesolution S.R.91) pro- 
viding for the adjustment of claims of the United States 


the State of Tennessee and certain claims of the State of 
ennessee against the United States. 
er nts veg wade. oiye tr fanaa eda amend- 
a for a third reading, read the third 
preamble was agreed to. 

” HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
erred to te bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
a Commerce 


referred 
for the right of the Rock Island, Muscatine 
way Company to build a bridge across the 


) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
River at Knoxville, Tenn.; ana 

-R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the 
ofa across the River, connecting 


to 


bahay am ao tg by their titles, and 


A bill Se R. 71387) to provide for re and binding for the 


Navy 
The H. R. 900) to provide for the ent of the claim of 
William H m ued teak oe ere and referred to 
Phe bill rae to eeeeene place f holding 
of holding 
the terms of the U: } Serie daeserebaneae and district courts in the 


Stabe of South Dalsote was send terion ee ite title and referred to 
the Committee on on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of H. Lott was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offic:s snd 
Post-Roads. 

WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the Senate i to the 
— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. question is on the motion 


Ohio. 

was 

"ite, Breident, shal vote against conearring in 
conference committee. few remarks which [ 
Sie ce ttstventinn of the vote wich 


of the 














I shall give than as any elaborate argument upon the questions 


involv , 

i the outset to state to the Senate the precise parlia- 
ae Tiulees we apa entirely satiofied with these three 
distinct resolutions,we must yote to nonconcur. They are not 
situation to be amended; they can not be altered; they 


= on changed; no instructions can be given in regard to 


hem only question m which we are permitted to vote 
under the present parliamentary situation is whether we agree or 
disagree tothis report. Ishali vote againstconcurring, 


the third resolution. I base my 
ion only. Let me proceed to 


struggles between 

on this continent; but from 

of the United States and those 
Scectaiiionenh iesenepen te 

war isen suc upon peo- 

is of opinion that the Government of 

timate interests of 


methods. 
done, if the report 
not necessary that I should now specify 
the conference report is the only way in 
these resolutions. 
i It is as fol- 


les between 


In order to understand what that resolution means, we must 
understand what the word “intervention” means. If, as here 
used, it means that we have not interfered by taking a hostile 


in the struggles between European governments and their 
Peioaies on thie continent, then it states truth. I do not un- 


reason exists why that fact should be reiterated 
in this : but if it means that we have not at any time 
intervened in the sense of ing those colonies as belliger- 
ents, itis not true. If it means that we have not interf by 
izi i ice of those colonies, itis not true. It 
the word “ intervention.” 

intervene ‘dee Ww was having conflicts 

with its colonies in hemisphere e did intervene by recog- 
nizing them as edid more than that. We recog- 
nized Therefore something more must have 


derstand that any 


the two resolutions which had 
them without the firing of a gun 
consultation—and surrendered to the House of 
Representatives and ee three resolutions, to the third 
of which I now object. I say at the outset that in the 
here, there is intended something 
recognition of belligerency, some- 
recognition of independence. 
-~ . a _ arene by tak- 
struggle, by vely aiding with arms 
ther. Mr. President, I ob- 

It has no con- 


z 


bo geaguned. ‘otec 
by intervention, Sieaars. ee 
before; 


first line of the third reso- 


lution, because it as **the United States has not intervened.” 
does nb sea ST aRMaiian. Th wndees tomething 

le means some 
more. We are to not by those methods; but if it has 
any legitimate at 
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declared that we think the Cubans should be recognized as bel- 
ligerents: we have already expressed our opinion that the Presi- 
dent should exercise his friendly offices to the end that Cuban 
independence may occur in the future. Therefore this interven- 
tion means something different from that. It may mean war. I 
suggest that it is an unwise step for us to take. Let the future 
take care of itself. Let us declare where we stand to-day, and 
not anticipate events. 

This resolution is subject to another objection. It reads: 

The Government of the United States should be prepared to protect the 
legitimate interests of our citizens by intervention 

It sounds too much like a threat, too much like buncombe. [f 
weindorse the general proposition that this Government should 

be prepared to do whatever is necessary, it means little or noth- 
ing. Of course it follows that we should always do whatever is 
actually necessary. Do we mean simply to utter a truism, that 
this Government intends to do whatever is necessary? Whatever 
ought to be done, of course, we shonld do. If this mere declara- 
tion has any meaning whatever, it means more than that. That 
is the reason it is mischievous. Let us be frank»with ourselves; 
let us be frank to Spain; let us be frank to Cuba; let us not deceive 
either party to this controversy. What doesit mean? ‘Should 
be prepared” is the phrase used. 

Let the preparation, if necessary, be by bill. Let the prepara- 
tion be made, not by mere declaration, not by ex parte statements. 
If it means that we should increase our Navy, if it means that we 
should increase our Army, let us proceed by bill duly introduced, 
to which the President of the United States can become a party; 
let us proceed to prepare, not by threatening preparations, not by 
idle boasts of preparation, but by legitimate bills. Let us raise 
the necessary revenue, let us prepare for action by bill. What 
are we going to be prepared for? Let us see: 

To protect the legitimate interests of our citizens. 

Let me suggest that hardly anyone would think of protecting 
their illegitimate interests. Whatinterests? Not their lives: not 
their safety; not their comfort; but their moneyed interests. 
“Protect” their ‘“‘interests” means moneyed interests, because 
the resolution in its words just immediately preceding speaks of 
** losses upon the people of the United States.” 

We are, then, to intervene, not on the score of humanity—this 
resolution does not place our intervention upon any such high 
ground—not for the purpose of stopping bloodshed; not for lib- 
erty’s sake; not because we want to help along free institutions. 
Oh, no; no such words are used. But the third resolution says: 

The Government of the Unit<d States should be prepared to protect the 
legitimate interests of our citizens— 

Because— 
the present war is entailing such losses upon the people of the United States, 

Mr. President, this is basing our proposed action upon a very 
low ground, If there must be intervention in the form in which 
this third resolution states, whatever it may mean, let it be placed 
upon some higher ground than the mere losses to some of the busi- 
ness interests of our country; let it be put upon the broad ground 
of stopping bloodshed; let it be put upon the broad ground of doing 
something for a people struggling to be free; let as put it upon 
the ground of our sympathy with the establishment of republics, 
but do not put it upon the low ground that we are losing a few 
dollars by this contest between Spain and Cuba. 

I know that it is said: *‘ Well, this action amounts to nothing; 
we only propose to interfere if necessary; that is all the resolution 
says.” An unnecessary resolution is an unwise one, as I have 
said, for what it eventually proposes is not stated, and we have to 
guess at it. 

. President, Iam not aware of any very great losses which 
this Government is suffering on account of the warin Cuba. I 
know I am besieged with telegrams from New York. People there 
have seen this resolution, have seen the low ground that is pro- 
posed to be occupied with regard to this question, and some of 
them seem to think that this is a mere question of dollars and 
cents, and that is all, and that we ought to stop passing resolu- 
tions here if such action affects some of our merchants in our cities. 

I su if we proceed at all here we should proceed upon some 
ground upon which we can stand, and not upon the ground that 
some people trading with Cuba are being affected. I have a tele- 
gram from New York. I shall not give the names of the very 
respectabls <eutlemen who send it, but they hold high positions 
in the commercial world. The telegram is as follows: 

Preseutatiitude of the United States toward Cuba serionsly affecting com- 
merce of New York with that island. Merchantsof Cuba are combining to 
boycott American products in consequence of Congressional action, and have 
cabled canceling ait andere and shipments. 

And the ¢ me to base my vote upon a grave international 
question right or wrong upon the mere point that some Spanish 
merchants in Cuba are boycotting my constituents in New York. 
Mr. President, with all due respect to these gentlemen, our action 
here should proceed upon higher ground, better ground, more ten- 

able ground than this. 
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Sir, you will moctiant ant - fee tore of 4 smnentons —- 
tion there were people w ored war. Every 8 e 
for ind dence has had its opponents who |ave fried to stop it 
or to take advan of the incidents of war for the of 
realizing money. You recollect that old wet. that we per- 
mit me here to read, found in Wirt’s Life of Patrick Henry: 


The case of John Hook, to which my correspondent alludes, is worthy of 
insertion. Hook was a Scotchman, a man of wealth, and ee yay of 
unfriendly to the American cause. During the distresses of the American 
Army consequent on the joint invasion of Cornwallis and Phillips in 1781, a 
Mr. Venable, an artyy comauaney, had taken two of Hook's steers for the 
use of the troops. e act had not been strictly legal, and on the establish- 
distinction in the low thought proper to bin action of eeapane aguas 
n the law, tho P r an action 
a _ in the district court of New London. 
r. Henry— 


Patrick Henry, the great defender of liberty— 


appeared for the defendant, and is said to have disported himself in this 
cause to the infinite enjoyment of his hearers, the unfortunate Hook always 
excepted. After Mr. Henry became animated in the cause, says a corre- 
ndent, he appeared to have complete control over the of his au- 
ence. At one time he excited their indignation it Hook. Vengeance 
was visible ineverycountenance. Again, when he chose to relax and 
him, the whole audience was in aroar of laughter. He ted the distresses 
of the American Army, exposed almost ed to the rigor of é winter's sky 
and marking the frozen ground over which they marched with th f 



















the fact. Ican not believe that the officials of this Government 
would keep their own counsels so closely that no one would know 
what the Administration desires. 

Mr. President, we must determine this question from the facts 
which are before us. Wemust determine it from just such know). 
edge as we have, from official reports, from newspapers, fro.) t}). 
en from any source whatever from which it may como 

us. 

My distinguished friend the Senator from Massachusett: [Mr, 
Hoar] yesterday said in substance that this is an idle resolution, 
He says it has no legal effect. He says that it is a Pickwickian 
resolution. The reason why he so stated is that it is concurrent 
in its form, and also because it expresses the opinion of Concre<s, 

But a short time since we passed a resolution authoriziny the 
Judiciary Committee to examine the whole question 1s t)) tho 
legal effect of concurrent resolutions and whether all reso|ntions 
ought not to be signed by the President. The distinguished ¢)yajr- 
man of the committee honored me by making me a member of 
the subcommittee with himself, but without his usual courtesy, 
to which I bear cheerful testimony, he has concluded to (deter: 
mine the question all by himself, and yesterday he boldly declared 
that this resolution was meaningless, of no effect, because the 
their unshod feet. “ Where was the man,” he said, “ who had President would not have to sign it. I eed that was the 


heart fie] his | Vv uestion which we were going to consult about as a subcom- 
cchsaa, andes cakes, henna Ub eek asenion aiken | ett one — 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New York pardon mo’ 


{the man? "thoreft stands; as whether th heart of a, American beats fa 
his bosom you gentlemen are to judge.” He then carried the jury, by the | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
plains around Y of } yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 


VATan hed dellowall dhectiy nitee the Roteomeleined of.” Modegioted tae 
was new y aver Scam , our Mr. HILL. Certainl 

’ in th 1 d noble colors of his . The : . . , 
ain a. ae tee veniietion ond 60 potion of the British us they Mr. HOAR, Ido not understand that the question submitted 
marched outoftheirtrenches. They saw the umph which lighted | up every to the Committee on the Judiciary is the same proposition in re- 
patriotic face, and heard the shoutsof victory,and the cry of * W. ar ne 
was 


© gard to which I expressed an opinion yesterday, or that it has any- 
oe a ae sand shores of tho neighboring river = But hark! | thing to do with it. I certainly have no such understanding. If 
what notes of discord are these which disturb the general joy and silence | I am not interfering with the donstor from New York too much, 
the acclamations of victo’ They are the notes of John hoarsely i 


bewling through the Ame: camp, ‘ Beef! beef! beef!’" 


Mr. President, in the years to come, when this resolution, if 
passed, shall be exhibited to pay as an incident in this great 
crisis of our country’s affairs, it will be said that the American 
Congress voted to intervene on the low ground that the war was 


perhaps he will allow me to state my proposition. 
Mr. HILL. I do not wish to aoe S m the time of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who es to follow me. But 
I will hear a question. 
Mr. HOAR. No;I want to be permitted to point out to the 
Senator, if he has no objection, that I think he misconceives the 


entailing such losses upon the people of the United States. In ent I made y. 

other words, ‘‘ Beef! beef! beef!” again. For these reasons I am . HILL. The Senator from Massachusetts may proceed. 
opposed to the third section of the House resolutions which the} Mr. HOAR. My tion was and is that this declaration, 
conference committee saw fit to adopt, and I shall vote against | by a concurrent , has no | effect whatever. It does 
them, in order that if the vote to concur shall be defeated we can | not relate at all to the question w’ certain concurrent reso- 


strike out the third resolution. If we want to be p for 
whatever is necessary, while I see no necessity for decl in ad- 
vance what we are going to do or making any declaration u 

the subject, I repeat, let it be done by proper measures brought in 
here without buncombe, without threat, without idle and empty 


tions. 

Iam for the other two sections of the resolution. I voted for 
the two resolutions which the Senate the other day, which 
are substantially like these. I think I prefer possibly the Senate 
resolutions, but in substance they are the same and I shall not re- 
tract. I shall not take back that vote simply because there — 
be a little change of public sentiment or use some § 
students have trampled upon the American flag. Iam not fright- 
ened by any such occurrence. 

What is the first resolution? It declares— 

That in the opinion of a state of public war exists in Cuba, the 
parties to which are enti’ to belligerent rights, and the United States 
should preserve a strict neutrality between the rents. 

I favor that resolution because it is an expression of the opinion 
oO . Does not a state of war exist in Cuba to-day? I 
know the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 

esterday said, ‘‘ What proof have we of the existence of war 

ere?” That country is full of reliable correspondents. Once in 
a while there are to be found a few reliable Snes and 
they res every day in the Senueees of the country 
the de of @ greek war aaiating there. 2 era 
in which the press reports are contained, state that one of the 
generals of the insurgents is within a stone’s throw of the capital 
of that country, the city of Habana. 

Mr. President, it is idle to disguise the situation. Theconsular 
reports here show that a state of war exists. Wecan not shut 
our eyes ee ee tous. The precise extent of the 
war is not very ial. The best information that I can obtain 
is that the insurgents have three-quarters of the island substan- 
tially under their control. We mustdetermine this question from 
such light as we have. 
the sapoalive Sapertaneet tp the: the senctution of opto: 

e executive nt by e ution 
ion. Ideny it. I think that if Oe Mintalstretion thought that 
ee oe ae Se ee before this body for 
some © were antagonizing to and em them, some 

ve knowledge of 


lutions may have legal effect without the signature of the Presi- 
dent or whether they can be passed. 

We have neutrality laws making it a highly penal offense to sell 
arms to the insurgent subjects of a government with which we 
are at unless they have been previously recognized as }el- 
digerents, and re the cargoes containing such arms or other 
warlike assistance liable to seizure. Now, my proposition is that 
a resolution by the two Houses of Congress, not assented to by the 
President, declaring a state of cy, has no legal effect 
whatever. So any citizen who, rel on it, would do an act 
to-morrow after its which would be unlawful yesterday, 
would be liable still to all the penalties of trading with the insur- 
gent subjects of a government with which we are at peace and 
whose be cy we have not acknowledged. That is the prop- 

on. 


ution of Congress? — 
aeons ra resol tion dota lle ter os 
of Co: ora a cy, then an Amer- 
ican citizen without committing a crime, as it is said, an 1 sup- 
truly, by the Senators ting the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, may sell arms other munitions of war to the rebels. 
Mr. HA Y. Or to the 


Mr. HILL. Does the eee ee oo upon the ground 
= 


Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably. 


shi 
Mr. HILL. I do not at is al to enter upon the 
question as to whether the signature of the President is necessary 
in order a validity to resolution, because we se 10 
point, and I think the Senator, instead of reliey- 
ToL of the , has ‘added to it. 
. HOAR. Does the that the law of the land 


would be changed one by the of these resolutions 
the Preiiect 


Mr. HILL. After hearing the t of the Senator yester 
hich was in accordance my ous opinion upon 
I am inclined to agree with that this resolution 


one here upon this side of the Chamber would ha has no legal effect without the signature of the President, «”d, 








1896. 


CC mer 


being & concurrent resolution, it will not be presented to the 
President for that purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. So we have both separately, two members of the 
committee, not jointly but concurrently, arrived at the same opin- 


i t report. 
= vr Y. May I ask the indulgence of the Senator from 
ane . 
ner HILL. And in that view I now propose further to discuss 
it and to show that it is a per resolution under the circum- 
stances. I will hear the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray}, 
however. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me for one moment, in 
order that we may put this matter entirely right? I do not un- 
derstand that the question submitted to the Judiciary Committee 
is, whether a concurrent resolution like this would have validity 
without the ture of the President. I do not suppose there is 
a member of body who has a doubt in his mind upon that sub- 
ject; possibly the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] may have, 


but I do not | 2 serge have. I — of the claim of the 
Senator from Alabama about making war by act of Congress with- 
out the President. 


But I understood that the claim had been made, which I at one 
time was inclined to support, that we could not pass a concurrent 
resolution at all without the signature of the President, because 
the Constitution says that every vote to which the assent of both 
Houses is necessary shall be submitted to the President. Soit was 
claimed that where a statute says the two Houses of Congress may 
join in ordering mains. still, notwithstanding the statute, we 
must get the signature of the President to the concurrent resolu- 
tion gg? ot , and so in regard to other public expenditures. 

Mr. think I understand the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I understand the question submitted to us 
is, whether the signature of the President is essential in all cases 
of concurrent resolutions or only as to those concurrent resolu- 
tions to which the vote of the two Houses is constitutionally 
n . It does not touch this question at all. 

“Mr, HILL, I do not think it wise to interrupt my remarks by 
a discussion of this abstract question. The Senator, when he 
reads my resolution, which the Senate adopted and which has 
been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and which we 


are both considering tely from one another, will find it 
—— as I have described it. I yield a moment to the Senator 
om Delaware. 


Mr. GRAY. Iwas merely going to ask the indulgence of the 
Senator from New York that I might call to the attention of 
Senator Massachusetts . Hoar] some language he 
yesterday which I feared might be misleading, 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the 
of the United States who are interested in 
hedescribed. He has said, and I think has 
this resolution, if it were passed, would 
the situation of those who are furnishing 
insurgents in Cuba. But I think he has perhaps 
misreported or inadvertently said what he is reported 

yesterday in these words: 
of arms, en: by this resolu- 


unhappy ' or maker couraged 
sells them to a Cuban insurgent, or sends them 
¥ sots tp a his defense that his Government has declared 
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he is liable to be indicted and convicted for 
week, just as he would have been last 
attention of the Senator from Massa- 
of the law which I do not think, 
over, he will consider as reflecting his 
opinionin this matter. I should be sorry if the people of this 

ordinary commercial venture 
sending arms openly to Cuba, 
disguise to an insurgent, is a 


- 


Mr. HOAR. Ididnot of an ordinary commercial venture. 
a cuuiines Guintaed by the eneteaire laws. 

I Senator's pardon. I am very glad to 
have given a omer of the impression which 
Rae from the use of chat language. 

Mr. HO did not use the phrase ‘‘ ordinary commercial 
Mr. HILL. I do not think it wise to go off into a discussion of 


: 
A 





Mr. _Mr, President—— 

The . Does the Senator from New York 
— je from California? 

Mr. mi 5 to call the attention of the Senator from 


to of the circuit court of appeals of the 

for the ninth circuit, in the case of th 
Tata (56 Federal ‘ , and also to seandecided by Judge 
XXVII—171 
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Blatchford in Florida, reported in 4 Benedict, and also to the opinion 
of Attorney-General Speed, which I quoted the other day, all of 
which go to the extent that commercial ventures such as those re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Delaware may be undertaken and 
carried on from the United States, not in the form of an expedition, 
but that the mere selling of arms and munitions is not unlawful. 

Mr. HILL. I will now continue the argument which I had 
contemplated making. I referred simply to the fact that the 
Senator from Massachusetts had characterized this resolution as 
Pickwickian in its character, as not amounting to anything, for 
various reasons, and among others because it was the mere expres- 
sion of an opinion, that it was a concurrent resolution, etc. 

Away back in 1836 Mr. Clay did not think that a resolution of 
Congress expressing its opinion upon a question of this character 
was Pickwickian. On the contrary, in a report which he made 
in that year he laid it down that while the Constitution vested in 
the President mainly the care of our diplomatic relations, yet 
Congress could properly pass resolutions expressing its opinion. 
What would have been the argument if the Committee on Foreign 
Relations had presented a joint resolution? Would the Senator 
from Massachusetts have voted for it then? Of course he would 
not. What, then, would have been theargument? It would have 
been said, ‘‘ You are embarrassing the President.” It would have 
been said that the Constitution contemplates that the President 
shall be the final judge of what ought to be done, and it would 
have been said that the resolutions were wrong and improper, be- 
cause we were interfering with the prerogatives of the President. 
That would have been the argument. 

I am for this resolution declaring that in our opinion a state of 
war exists which requires the recognition of belligerent rights, 
because it is merely an opinion, because it is respectful to Spain, 
because it is —— tothe President, because it does not ignore 
the President, because it does not require Executive approval, 
because, after all, it leaves it to the President to exercise his pre- 
rogatives under the Constitution, to do as he sees fit on this ques- 
tion, having possibly greater knowledge on the subject, taking 
into consideration, and with respect, as he assuredly will do, the 
opinion of Congress. 

I should have hesitated long before I should have voted for a 
joint resolution which would compel the action of the President 
within ten days. This resolution recognizes the propriety of his 
having the final determination of this question, and it is an appro- 
priate resolution, not a Pickwickian one, just such a one as Henry 
Clay approved in 1836. 

It is a safe resolution, because it is merely an expression of 
opinion. It does not bind anyone except those who declare what 
their opinion is. It has its mora! effect. It will be received with 
respect by the executive department. It has its moral effect 
throughout the country. It will have its moral effect throughout 
the world. This is exactly the way in which such resolutions have 
been adopted in the past. 

Away back in the thirties, when Mr. Jackson was President, 
Congress passed a concurrent resolution—not a joint one—ex- 
pressing its opinion (I have it before me, but I will not detain the 
Senate by reading it), not upon the mere question of belligerency, 
but upon the-greater question of the recognition of the independ- 
ence of Texas. It was not expected that it would be presented to the 
President for approval. It was not presented to the President for 
approval. It was simply a concurrent resolution expressing the 
opinion of Congress. Therefore Senators can not rise here in 
their places and say that this is an unprecedented resolution. It 
is in accordance with precedent, it is a safe, it is a conservative, 
it is a fair resolution; it is the very action which we ought to take, 
Thus far should we go and no farther upon this point. 

Mr. President, Senators have read with words of approval the 
protest of Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Seward against what they termed 
the premature acknowledgment of the belligerency of the Con 
federate States. With all due respect to those distinguished 
statesmen, and I would not detract a single word from their high 
places in history, it is impossible to read those protests and not 
think they were wrong. In May, 1861, several foreign govern- 
ments properly recognized the Confederate States as belligerents, 
not their independence. That recognition took place before a 
single prisoner of war had been exchanged between the two 
armies, and yet Senators read from old musty documents that 
there can be no recognition until prisoners of war have been ex- 
changed. Of course Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Seward felt it was their 
duty to protest. 

There has never been an insurrection anywhere or a rebellion 
anywhere that the parent government did not see fit to protest 
as the recognition of the insurgents as belligerents. Why? 

the p , if possible, of preventing a recognition of inde- 
pendence. recollect what Henry Ward Beecher once said in an 
address. He said: ‘‘If you want to keep a man whom you are 
walking with at about a certain proper pace, you must keep all 
the while a few steps ahead of him.” So, in order to prevent the 
recognition of the independence of the Confederate States, it was 
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deemed wise upon their part to protest against the recognition of 
them as belligerents. Suppose that course had not been adopted; 
do you think the United States would not themselves have recog- 
nized the Confederates as belligerents? Did they not, in fact? 
Did they not very soon thereafter begin a series of i 
between the two troops? Were not of truce recognized? 
Were not prisoners of war exchanged? You can not prosecute a 
whole people for treason. That is the reason why you must rec- 
ognize these great contending forces as belligerents. 
Three-quarters of the Island of Cuba is in insurrection to-day. 
They say that the insurgents are overrunning, not actually occupy- 
ing, the island. Be that as it may, it is proper in the interests of 
humanity, it is proper in the interest of the orderly conduct of civ- 
iiized warfare, that those people should be recognized as belli- 
ts. Must the strife goon? Must we enco it? Will we 
stand by and allow those prisoners, who are virtually pecans of 
war, to be executed, to be guillotined, to be hung upon the gallows? 
This may be done, and we have no power or influence to stop it 
unless we r those people as belligerents. 
Mr. President, the recognition of belligerency is not with 
ves no real offense to Spain. 


which Spain can find anyfault. It gi 

It is in accordance with the dictates of humanity; it is in accord- 

ance with established usage. We can not do less. The whole 

uestion of belligerency is addressed to the discretion of other than 

the conten wers. Thereisnopreciserulelaiddown. Each 
te falc trom tm own Grommenems, So harm can 
y our on. ma, stay crue 

warfare that is being continued in that island. 

Mr. President, what further should we do? I do not intend to 
argue the second proposition, because it seems to be y 
conceded that the second resolution, which simply pro that 
this Government should tender its kindly offices to the end of se- 
curing independence, should be ad . Even the Senator from 
Massachusetts eto Hoar] av that he was willing to vote 
for that resolution, and when the Senator from Massachusetts 
can not find fault with a resolution it is pretty good evidence that 
no one else can, es 

Mr. President, this is our position upon this second question. 
pan yet He with those who voted other 
day it is an appropriate time for thisGovernment to say that 


M . , , 
said that the question of Cuban independence 

staan Gane that in the end it was bound to come. Both of 
wee rae A 


independence for Cuba sooner or later. 

In view of those statements, in the light of that experience, in 
view of all that has taken place in that unfortunate island, may 
we not well anticipate that that dence will surely come in 
the very near future? If we think it will come, may we not act 
fae ery ei ane caine ea eae RORY. Ae 
for that independence which is to come surely and inevitably, we 
the meantime rid this warfare of some of its hardships, some 
some of its brutality? For 
that is all that this resolution, in effect, to do. 


é 
5 


I therefore, for these reasons, thus y expressed, am in 
favor of the first two resolutions which are involved in the con- 
ference I am to the third one, and therefore 
must vote to nonconcur, I do not like the pusillanimous 


of the said us our action upon high ground. 

What tion we should ardiaraens. 

aan not S waiaaie iapamtiem aaa 

peace— any peace 

our general that in the affairs of other 

countries, yet let me what has been so often stated and 
as one of the free States among nations—one of the 

greatest of impossible that our our 

sentiments, our example should not upon the 


REN: i SES = 





and hopes of society throughout the civilized world: ang 
other peoples, no matter in what quarter of the » Whether 
near our own shores or in the distant waters of the acific, imbued 


with the same spirit of ena tee inspiration of our 
success—desire to founda Republic and off the shackles of 
a monarchy, if we can not consistently give them a helping hand, 
at least we should not retard them; we should not crush thei: 
we should not frown upon them; we should not stand up xo 
straight as to lean over backward against them in the exercise 
astrict and cold neutrality; but on the , weshould encour- 
age and cheer them in all the ways and methods permissible tin<.-r 
the wise rules of international law. a —_ efforts on our 
part as well as our sympathies should be extended to every pevj)ic 
struggling to be free from the burdens, oppressions, and Soonen 
of monarchial government. 

We can not ignore the fact that we set them their exam))|o. 
We are responsible for the lessons we have taught the world. \\o 

ine that the right of revolution for just cause 
exists. Who so craven as now wants to abandon it? 

What is the situation? The people of Cuba have founde! a 
a are seeking to maintain it. They are resistiny: tho 
right of taxation without just tation. They want some 
voice in their own Government. y naturally object to longer 


by a distant power that dees not in fact govern, 
but sand plunders them. It isthe old story of our Ameri- 
can over again. There were Tories then, as there are 


Tories now whose sympathies are with aristocratic and mon:r- 
a coeaaiieeieens, oT. then, 
‘orce telligent public sentiment 
a free le determined to maintain free i 
We can not shut our eyes to the fact that there exists what Mr. 
Seward calls ‘‘an irrepressible conflict” between the forces of 
a the one hand and the forces of monarchy on the 
ot hand, between absolute and constitutional governments, 
between those who believe in the divine tof kings to rule 
and those who believe that society itself have @ substantial 
part in its own government. 
of the United States have chosen their side in that 


great praca oo agp: inne being , Sometimes quietly, 
—— and peacefully, ee. aeons Rovaiieticn 
The establishment of republics is in the line of the progr: ss of 


institutions for 


civilization. The history of the last half century shows that the 
salutary influence of our example has performed its work. 
One of the nations of the earth, France, which shared 
oe us the — = our own oo: | =~ taken 
republics planted the cita- 
del of liberty in the very of monarchical . The South 
American countries are all Republics. Mexico long since 
threw off kingly and mever resume it. The revolution 


instituted—resulted in another re} u)- 
lic, and it is our earnest wish that it may have long life and pros- 


Cuba now wants to join the procession of Republics, that it may 
receive with us the of liberty and good government. 
But whether 


she succeeds or 


discharged our duty to it, to mankind, and to liberty. 

Let us our as we understand it and as wo see 
it at this time. the future take care of itself. What position 
we may safely, wisely, and consistently take in this crisis I have 
already indicated. Let us gonofurther at this time. Let us nt 
eee but leave future conditions and situations ‘be 
solved when they arise. In conclusion, permit me to quote ‘he 
ona words of Daniel Webster in a speech in the 

ae 1828 in behalf of virtual recogni- 

tion of independence, when he said: 
anti clcd upep be tans nT beeen melanie oer ade ct this 
eutdled See sen, seme our own volition. Our history, our 


— . our position and our course before 
we have even time to ask whether we have an option. Our place is «1 the 
of free institutions. 


Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon If the Senator will all Task 

. 3 , ow me, 

that the unfinished business be laid before the Senate. 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair always lays the unfinished 


, ENT. The hour of 2o'clock having arn! 
the before the Senate the unfinished business, whic 
will be stated, 


‘The SkoRETARY. .A resolution reported by Mr. Mrrcue.i. of 








egon, from the Committee on Privile; and Elections, that 
= A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from the State 
ef Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, just one word. I 


recognize the 
special order was made for 2 o'clock 


fact that n a 

the unfinished business and the conference report are 
to-aTiged questions, and that therefore the special order must 
go ov' 


Mn. SHERMAN. I think that the controversy or apparent con- 
flict between the two ee may be very easily reconciled. 
I understand the hon le Senator North Carolina [Mr. 
PRITCHARD] desires to speak on the subject of the contested-elec- 
tion case, that nae privileged question. I desire also to speak 
upon the other pri eged question pending; and it would embar- 
rass the Chair somewhat and the Senate to select. I propose 
therefore to go on and not make a very long speech, a compara- 
tively short one in the Senate Chamber, and then to give i 
the tor from North Carolina, who desires to go away. But 
it is understood that after that the Cuban resolution shall be acted 
upon until it is definitely settled. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am not so certain about that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (to Mr. SHerMAN). Understood by whom? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood the Senator from Oregon him- 


self to consent. 
Mr. of . I stated yesterday that after the 
conclusion of the speech of the Senator Indiana [Mr. Tur- 
pre}, so far as I was concerned, having charge of the Du Pont 
case, I would ory to the Cuban resolution, but unfortunately 
the speech of Senator from Indiana continued until a late 
hour and the Senator from Ohio left the Chamber, and, of course, 
the Cuban question was not taken up yesterday. I hardly feel at 
liberty at this time to consent that at the conclusion of the speech 
of the Senator from North Carolina the Du Pont case shall be 
shelved until the Cuban question is finally settled. 
The VICE-PRESID. . The Chair will state that in the 
udgment of the Chair the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
feeeahe is now entitled to the floor upon the unfinished busi- 
ness, it ha’ been laid before the Senate. Does the Senator from 


OMT SHERMAN. Y 
Mr. . Yes,Idid. I desire also toaccommodate the 
Missouri (Mr. CockrELt], and I think we may as 


arrangement made now. The Senator from Mis- 
souri desires to address the Senate upon a subject to-morrow. I| 
think that also should be understood. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Immediately after the completion of the 


oe on re apm . . 
. CALL. arrangement proposed 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from North Carolina will 
allow me to on the Cuban question. 

Mr. Lask the Senator from North Carolina to yield 


s 
re 
Bs 
5 


a few moments—I think thirty minutes will be sufficient—immedi- 
ately upon the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from North 
Carolina. If that can not be obtained, I had intended to ask it 
immediately after the routine business to-morrow, but I can not 
afford to in with my friend from Missouri. The main rea- 
son for my request is because my 8 on Seong condition is such that 
ae Se e next few days, and there is a 
matter that I must see disposed of before I can get away. 

Mr. MILLS. Can we not do that this evening? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can do that y: 

Mr. consent that we may have an 
the conclusion of the remarks 


At the conclusion of the remarks of the 


N I h 
0, no; I can not consent to that. 
. HARRIS. the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from North to-day. 

- MITCHELL of Will the Senator from North Car- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 


era @ to become of = 
lesen Sham SENENEE freee Olio ead te > te deme nich tie 


Senator 
Mr. MITCHELL of 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have asked that the ding busi- 
ness be Scale GRANT cam snake ony Tome’ re 
Tho ; The Ohaie will bmit the request of 
the Senator andi theChair will then recognize > 
ator from Ney Senator from Ohio asks unanimous con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2723 


sent that the unfinished business be laid aside temporarily in 
order that he may address the Senate upon the Cuban resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. At this time? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At this time. 
the request of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think that the proceeding is quite 
fair to go on in this way by unanimous consent. A resolution is 
taken up and one Senator makes a speech and then gives the floor 
to another. There are several who may want to make some re- 
marks, but these arrangements have been going on for a week 
and the floor is preempted all the while. I shall object to this 
order of proceeding. One or the other of these two measures 
should be taken up and disposed of and there should not be 
unanimous consent given for a certain Senator to make a speech 
on one measure and then change over to the other by unanimous 
consent. It appears to put the business of the Senate in a condi- 
tion in which there is not an equal chance all around. 
to any more unanimous-consent agreements. 
cide which case it will take up beforehand. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator from North Carolina will yield 
to me, I suggest that the only difficulty was one inadvertently 
created by the Senator from Ohio. As I understand it, the Senator 
from North Carolina has the floor intending to address the Senate 
upon the Du Pont case. He yields to the Senator from Ohio, who 
has some remarks to make upon the Cuban resolution. That is 
within the province of the Senator from North Carolina. When 
the Senator from Ohio has concluded his remarks, the Senator 
from North Carolina will resume the floor and make his remarks 
upon the Du Pont case, and then the Senate can determine whether 
it will proceed with that resolution or what it will take up. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not understood from 
the Senator from North Carolina that he has yielded the floor. 
The Chair submitted to the Senate the request of the Senator from 
Ohio that the pending resolution, which is the unfinished busi- 
ness, be laid aside in order that the Senator from Ohio might ad- 
dress the Senate. To that objection was interposed by the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. Stowart]. The Chair recognizes the 
Senator from North Carolina upon the unfinished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have the floor, I think. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was my request for an executive session at the 
conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from North Carolina put 
to the Senate? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have the floor, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee has ad- 
dressed the Chair upon a parliamentary inquiry. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL} to object. 

Mr. GRAY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not object except as to its consideration at 
this time. As wassuggested by the Senator from Colorado, when 
the speech of the Senator from North Carolina has been con- 
cluded there will be ample time to make that arrangement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. SotheChairhas stated. What isthe 
inquiry of the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY. It is this: I am anxious to hear the Senator from 
North Carolina, but is it competent for the Senator from North 
Carolina to take the floor upon the unfinished business and yield 
the floor to anyone and then resume it except by unanimous con- 
sent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine that ques- 
tion as the Chair has determined it before. If the Senator from 
North Carolina yields the floor for any purpose, unless he yields 
during an argument for a question, he can not thereafter control 
the floor. The Chair knows of no authority for one Senator to 
— the floor to another. The Senator from North Carolina has 


recognized. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I appeal to the Senator from 
Nevada and to the Senate that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and that the Senator from Ohio be permitted to 
make his h on the Cuban matter at this time. 

Mr. GRAY and others. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. The unfinished business is laid aside temporarily at ihe 
request of the Senator from Oregon, and the Chair recognizes the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I would not trespass again on 
the attention of the Senate upon the Cuban question, and I would 
have been entirely content to leavethe discussion of this interesting 
topic tothe speeches that were made while the resolution was pend- 
ing in the Senate, but since that time the adoption of the resolution 
of the House, the action of the conference committee upon it, and 
the sudden exploit, I may say, of my friend from Massachusetts 
on my left . Hoar] induce me to participate a little further 
in this de . I do it very reluctantly to-day, because I desire in 
every way to promote the wishes and convenience of the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. PritcHarp]. 





Is there objection to 


So l object 
Let the Senate de- 
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The Senator from Massachusetts by his early directions to his 
colleague convinced me that he was one of the strongest supporters 
of the policy of recognizing the belligerent rights of Cuba, and 
assisting, if possible, in gaining its independence. He was not 
satisfied with the resolution reported by the Senate committee, as 
it was quite conservative, very considerate of the dignity and pride 
of Spain, and very carefully prepared in its language, but he pre- 
ferred the resolution offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
nay CAMERON] as an amendment or substitute to the proposi- 

ion of the committee. That resolution went far beyond the reso- 
lution of the committee. The Senator from Massachusetts hav- 
ing committed himself to that resolution, I assumed that he would 
vote for any proposition falling short of it,if he could not get that. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator have that resolution read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwilldosoafterawhile. The Senator, how- 
ever, in a sudden way, without notice to me, although we are very 
near neighbors, sitting side by side, and always possessing my 
highest regard and respect, introduced a resolution of an extraor- 
dinary character. The resolution reported to the Senate was 
adopted by a majority of more than 10 to 1, and a substitute for 
it was adopted by the House of Representatives by more than 15 
tol. Thesedi ing resolutions were brought into conference, 
and after full consideration that of the House was adopted by the 
conference and the report signed by all of the conferees. Before 
any action has been taken in the Senate upon that report, the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, who had been absent at his 
home during the pendency of the debate on the Cuban question, 
rises in his oe and offers a resolution taking the matter prac- 
tically out of the hands of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and pro = to postpone consideration until toward the middle 
of April, and, if adopted, practically defeating the conference 
report. 

is summary and unusual course excited some feeling. The 
Senator is probably aware that I am usually = and cool, but 
I must confess that this sudden change distur my coolness and 
patience. I thought it was a very undeserved reproach, a 77 
severe reflection upon the Committee on Foreign Relations, whic 
had given to the akon war the most careful study, and there- 
fore when I — my views upon this subject I expressed them 
precisely as I felt. 

Now, Mr. President, overlooking all this and thanking my hon- 
orable friend for the high compliment that he paid me yesterday, 
I advise the Senate that we are entirely reconciled and we can sit 
by the side of each other with mutual respect and esteem, which 
on re I express to him are: 

I wish to present, in a plain, sensible way, the Cuban resolution 
and the changes made by the Committee on Foreign Relations as 
the subject was developed. I said that the proposition submitted 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] was not con- 
tained in the resolution first reported by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGan]. It is as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to intayaete his friendly 
oat ® with the Spanish Government for the recognition of the independence 


It was thought by the committee that it was injudicious to pro- 
pose to Spain the independence of Cuba. It was regarded the 
committee, and intended by the Senator who offered it, as a 
intervention by the people of the United States and a demand 
upon Spain—because it would have been construed as a demand— 
for the independence of Cuba. The resolution reported by the 


Committee on Foreign Relations did not gosofar. It provided 
the Government of Spain and the 
tained b: by ba; and that the United 
ould maintain a stri 
ing pow 
tensthory the United States. 


as follows: 
a condition of pattie war exists 
force of arms 
neutrality between the contend- 
according 
That was the simple ——- of the Committee on Foreign 


between 
and for some time 


That, in the ion of Co: 
rnment 
main y 
States of America sh 
to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and 


Relations; but af: , upon further reflection and a thorough 
consideration of the whole subject in all its details, u the pres- 
entation of the the Senator from bama and 
the Senator from ylvania, we came to the conclusion that, 


on the whole, it was aa to annex to the resolution the resolu- 
tion p by the Senator from Pennsylvania, somewhat modi- 
fied, as follows: 

. That the friendly offices of the United States should be 


offered Feed President to the Spanish Government for the recognition of 
So lekcteadekes atte “é 


This resolution went far beyond a ree resolution of the | of 


Senate committee; but it was proposed oe 

tee and presented Ue Bip eens See eeneee thout amendment, 
and by e large vote I have already mentioned of 64 to 6. 

ne concurrent resolution in that form was 


8 
: 
i 
: 
: 
g 
' 
g 


ing of rivalry whatever between the two H 
other consideration except an earnest desire to do the best for +), 
public interests and the most we could properly do for the peo)! 
of Cuba, we 
stantially the same as that 
ferent in phraseology. By the adoption of the report of the ¢.)), 
mittee of conference the matter would be settled, and the H)\)., 
would be relieved from further action. There will be no «| 
tion, as a matter of course, if a better scheme can be propos). 
if, as is thought by some Senators here, the third resolution js 
exactly in proper language, it will be 
ference, so that the matter can be satisfactorily arrang.:!; |);;, 
substantially, the two Houses have 
by the respective Houses, both meaning practically the sai: thine, 








— 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], the Senator from Mas. . 
chusetts [Mr. Lop@g], and myself. 


After a careful examination by the conferees, without any £..- 
ouses, Without any 


to accept the House proposition. It was .))). 


by the Senate, being only: 


‘aile 


Dy} ec. 
or 
t 


easy to have a furthér ¢oy- 
in the resolutions passed 


The complaint of my friend from Massachusetts ageins: tio 


Committee on Foreign Relations was that the committees jer 
to a milder measure than he thought ought to be adopted; thi: is, 
the resolution as reported by the committee did not contain tho 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, and 
therefore he complained of our resolution because it did not &\ {ar 
enough. Yet he afterwards insisted very strongly that th. 
lutions as they now stand with the Cameron amendment in. jo) 
would give no relief to the struggling Cubans; that they would 
have no meaning, no force, either as 
—. But, Mr. President, the expression of the opinion «/ the 


reso- 


W Or aS an expression of 


of the United States in favor of the independei of 


Cuba, or in favor of local autonomy for Cuba, or in favor of (uiba 
in any form that recognized their equal rights as belligerents wit), 
the Spaniards who were treading over their soil, could not (11! 
have great weight. Such a proposition would, I believe. roccive 


to 


the approval of the people of the United States whineyer 
it should be put forth. 

It was also complained that the resolutions were made concur- 
rent. Certainly we might have converted them into a joint reso- 
lution, and thus have required the assent of the President tv their 

assage; but the consideration which weighed with us, after full 
eliberation, was that we ought not to put the President in that 
position. Up to this time there has been no politics in this «11.s- 
tion, and I trust there never will be. We are not dealing in tle 
petty or greater politics of the country, as the Senator from \\as- 


sachusetts seems to think and conveys by a joke. We are deul- 
ing with the lives and property of nearly two millions of }.\))!e 
= we ae a oo eae . of a Revolutionary 
athers “ap or liberty and republican rule. 

Mr. TURPIE. wish to ask the honorable Senator from (Ohio 
whether I understood the statement correctly that these r<0lu- 
tions reported from the conference committee had receive! the 
sanction of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Seiii: : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thecommittee reported a single reso! ii.on, 
which was modified adopted by the Senate. It was amended 
by a substitute by the House. The Senate disagreed to the | !ouse 
resolutions. That sent them into conference; but the orivinal 
resolution reported to the Senate, I believe, was agreed to |)y the 
committee unanimously, 

Mr. TURPIE. These resolutions have never been considered 
by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The conference report? 

Mr. MORGAN. The original resolutions? 

Mr. TURPIE. The House resolutions. ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have the resolutions before me hire in 
print. I do not know to what my colleague on the comiitice 


Mr. TURPIE. Iask the Senator from Ohio whether [ unier- 
stood his statement to be that these resolutions had receive! the 

i Committee on Foreign Relations? [ askit 
{ was mistaken in that understanding, or whether the Soiitcr 
wishes now to state that the three resolutions of the Hows: of 
Representatives received the sanction of the Committee on fur 


? 

a SHERMAN. The House resolutions came over in the 1a- 
ture of a substitute. They were to in the Senate, and 
a committee of conference was That is the usual course 

in such cases. Therefore, it is true that the House rs0- 
utions were never before the Committee on Foreign Relaiions: 
but they were referred to a committee of conference, com,.-rd 
three members of each House, and the House resolutions were 


.HA . Icall the attention of the Senator to th: fact 
that the last two resolutions reported by the committee of « 1!-T 
been before the Committee on Foreign Relations. '\T 
they are the resolutions offered by the Senator from Mass\1\™ 
setts aes but those were set aside in the report finally 
made the ttee on F: 


Relations. So that those 
two resolutions, it may be were laid aside. 








Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me one mo- 


—_ . Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Wwien the action of the House of Representa- 
tives was to the Senate, I followed the usual course and 
moved that the House substitute be referred to the Committee on 
Fore’ ms. it went there. The substitute of the House 
and the 0 resolutions of the Senate were before the Com- 
mittee on ee and that committee, as I remember, 
authorized the rman to move that the Senate disagree and ask 
for a committee of conference, the usual course, I think, and that 


is what was done. ” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will allow me a word. 
Some one has said, and the Senate apparently thinks, that the res- 
olutions reported from the committee of conference have not been 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations. The committee of 
conference has taken two of the resolutions offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] and incorporated them. The 
resolution that was rejected by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and the resolution that has given rise to the most contro- 
versy here, ongeeee as follows in the print of the resolution of the 
Senator from Massachusetts: 

betwee 
gee ae gmmenia end. thet cctoaion on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the ple of the United States and those of 
Cuba in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two the present war is entailing such losses upon the peo- 
le of the United es that Congress is of — that the Government of 

e United States should be prepared to protect the legitimate interests of 
our by intervention if necessary. 

That is the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I intended to read that. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I should like permission to make 
a statement of my understanding of the present status. I do not 
question that these resolutions of the House were before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Foreign Relations; they were introduced there 
by a member of the committee; they were laid upon the table; the 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations declined to report them, 
and they had only the support of one vote. Then the committee 
of conference met, and these same resolutions that the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations had declined to report are re- 
turned now as a report from the committee of conference; but 
they never received the sanction of the Senate Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

r. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I suppose everyone knows the 
course of business in such cases. These resolutions came back 
with a substitute from the House of Representatives, and the sub- 
ject of the disagreement between the two Houses was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. That committee advised 
the Senate not to concur in the House resolutions. They were 
then sent to a committee of conference, and after a careful exami- 
nation on both sides it was concluded that, on the whole, the 
House resolutions were preferable. Whether we were right or 
wrongis a a which the Senate can determine at any moment. 

Mr. HOAR. May : ask the Senator a question? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Idesire, respectfully, to object to further in- 
terruption. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis ety as to a question of fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right 


j : ght. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it not true that every proposition in the confer- 
ence report has once been rejected by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations—the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
eg the House resolutions, and all the resolutions? 

- No, sir; the first resolution, which contained 
neutrality, much as it now stands in the 
was in the resolutions peewee 
that this matter was long considered in the 
on F Relations. For many weeks we had it 
before us, and there were submitted to us a ¢ mass of docu- 
men and information of various kinds, and the com- 
the whole subject thoroughly. 
finall, down upon a simple resolution, 
now stands as the first resolution. It 
one of the meetings of the committee 
and was unable to attend, and a resolu- 
handed over to the honorable Sena- 
reported to the Senate, with a written 
Pennsylvania submitted his resolu- 
minority report, both of which reports 
bmitted by Mr. MorGan was sub- 
— the addition substan- 
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Senator from North Carolina [Mr. ccna, «tho is entitled 
to the floor on the contested election case, and therefore Ido not 
wish to be interrupted, as I desire to make my statement as clear 
and brief as possible. 

The objection was made that the resolutions were concurrent. 
The honorable Senator from New York | Mr. Ht.) properly stated 
that. If after we had received the resolutions from the House of 
Representatives we had changed them to a joint resolution, they 
would necessarily have to be sent to the President of the United 
States; and at a critical period of the war in Cuba he would have 
been compelled to determine upon his executive action in ten days, 
and either approve or disapprove them. All we desired, however, 
was the sabent influence of the declaration of Congress. We did 
not wish to place the Presidentin a dilemma. I would say here, 
that no matter how many differences there may be between us 
and the President of the United States on questions of domestic 
policy, no one doubts his courage, his loyalty, his fidelity to the 
flag of our country in any contest with any foreign power. I 
believe that can be said of him with the hearty assent of nearly 
all. 

I wish to state also that in the entire controversy between the 
two committees the question of party, whether Populist, Repub- 
lican, or Democratic, was never mentioned or thought of, and the 


action of the committee and also the action of the Senate was 
practically unanimous. That was the reason why we did not 
send the resolutions to the President, and I think it was a very 


good reason. 

When we came to examine the question, we had before us from 
the beginning of the session in December last the message of the 
President of the United States upon the subject. It is true the 
reference to the matter in that message was brief. We soon, 
however, had a multitude of other information. We had the cur- 
rent history of events, and we are accepting and acting on faith 
in the current history of events every io upon the most impor- 
tant as well as upon trifling matters; and though that history may 
not be always a reliable ground for action, it is very often our 
only mode of obtaining information, and we must judge of it as 
best we can, according to the source from which it comes. The 
committee had also before it the important fact that Campos, an 
able general of Spain, probably the most distinguished of his 
time, was suddenly displaced because of his disposition to com- 

romise and make arrangements with the rebels, and General 
eyler was appointed in his place. 

Weyler was a general who was denounced before he came to 
Cuba as a tyrant—‘‘ butcher” is the name given to him—and his 
history has been detailed on this floor. It is true the honorable 
Spanish minister—and I think he was justified in doing so—endeav- 
ored to apologize for that general, and endeavored to show that 
Weyler’s name was not meutioned in the book detailing the enor- 
mities to which I referred in my speech on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. Sir, Weyler’s name was mentioned in the paper from which 
I quoted and his character was referred to throughout; and when 
Weyler went to Cuba he did not deny it, but he said—and proba- 
bly there is a good deal of force in that, and therefore it ought to 
be taken in mitigation of his offenses—that he was a lieutenant- 
colonel in the army, that he obeyed orders, and that his orders 
commanded these measures in order to put down and suppress the 
rebellion of ten vears ago. 

The House of Representatives had before it a document contain- 
ing over 200 pages, which covered every portion of this contro. 
versy, and which was used in the Senate. We have the claim of 
the insurgents. My honorable friend from Massachusetts spoke 
of it as a matter of reproach that I introduced here a document 
coming from the agent of the insurgents. 

Mr.HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me,I stated that the 
argument of one of the counsel for these belligerents was not a 
statement of fact on which we could proceed without knowing 
whether the committee had found those facts were true. I did 
not mean to reproach the Senator. My language is reported in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr.SHERMAN. That document contains their case; and in 
that document they present their grievances and the history of 
the war in which they areinvolved. The kindness and liberal dis- 
position of Gomez and-other generals in the treatment of prisoners 
of war, the mode and manner of conducting the war, and the con- 
stitution which was framed by the people of Cuba—most of them 
in the army—are all set out in detail. 

Besides, we had the secret history of the correspondence with 
Spain. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] went to 
the State Department and was furnished by the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Olney, with all those private papers, which show more 
than any other the condition of affairs in Spain and the purposes 
of that country as therein revealed. Asa matter of course, the 
contents of those papers were never disclosed to the public at 
large. . We had the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who went over the correspondence and communicated it to us, 
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and we never revealed itin any way. I have said all that I-desire 
to say in that connection. 

Now, I wish to take up the resolutions before us and, in the 
briefest manner I can, present them, so that the Senate may see 
what they are. First, we must know what the facts are as they 
existin Cuba. Cuba for fifty years has been in a state of rebellion, 
either slumbering or boldly engaged in revolution. Most of the 
—_— of Cuba are of native birth. It is said thatabout two-fifths 
of t egro descent or mixed descent of various 
kinds, some with Indian blood, but that about three-fifths of them 
are native Cubans of Spanish stock, and only 9 per cent are Span- 


iards. The whole history was brought out as to the 


these people and as tothe existence of a war. If war did not exist 
in Cuba, where did war ever exist? 

All that makes war ‘hell on earth” is crowded into the history 
of Cuba. Murder, fire, the ravages of hate, and every form of 
crime is in the daily life of Cuba. 

There are more than 100,000 


which contains a —— 
warfare, either in a limi 
Who are the combatants? 


Spanish soldiers on that 
tion of 1,600,000 people. 


side, whites and blacks, of whatever race or name, 


authorities and the 


: against 
few property 


© sympathize with them. It is said the insur, 


norrnut, uneducated soldiers. 
ing for the same cause as the soldiers of our Revolu 
They have marched from one end of Cuba to the ot 
were the 100,600 Spaniards sent there to conquer the island and put 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. CULLOM. The 
NE ie ies 
What can that be called? Is that war, or something 


élse? It seems to me 
Mr. SHERMAN 


“In Santiago de Cuba i 
the enemy's samp. There 
Se: 


So they may be, but 
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I believe, gave out this 
8,000 insurgents were 











oppression practiced upon them, 


they were, the outrageous 
a Sieg one deem t made by Mr. Margall, 
ve here a statement made \ in which | 
present condition of Cuba. io 


PI Y MARGALL SPRBAKS OUT FOR CUBA—PLAIN TAIK FROM THE sPANicn 
STATESMAN, WHO ADVISES SPAIN TO GRANT HOME RULE WITHOUT DELAy 
TO THE CUBAN PATRIOTS. 

[From the Madrid Don Quijote of July 12.] 
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there were some 25,000 men in another portion of the island. 
and er was in Habana, and it is said was going to move to Ma- 
tanzas, or to some other , where perhaps it was safer. 

| give an illustration of this warfare in the latest account of the 


Why, I ask, are they ignorant? Because for ages they have been 
denied the opportunities of schools and institutions of learning. 
Their system produces ignorance. But they are not ignorant en- 
tirely of all things. They know enough to fight for liberty and 
for freedom, and they have carried on that cause, more or less, for 
fifty years. In ten years they compelled Spain to spend $400,000,- 
000 in order to put down the rebellion, and that cansed or tended 
to cause her bankruptcy. I say now, when this class of men—all 
of them practically, the great body of the people—are engaged in 
warfare, it is not wise for the higher classes to sneer at them and 
talk about their ignorance and their recklessness. It would be 
better a good deal if the better classes there—if there are any 


MACEO'S ARMY. 


of the army of Maceo is overshadowing in its 
Mee t — ne oon the aanant events which have upset all Epain. 
and alarm has f which has caused the American question to take a 


Gomez sooner completed their march eastward through Ma- 
tanzas, ane an end to all o oorehity of grinding y by: few planters who 
were inclined to obey General Weyler’s order, than former took a post- 
tion near the border of Matanzas and Santa Clara, and Maceo 


returned to the sh ahs : : : 
Habana Maceo has brought back 12,000 ca He has left all the ere—should join in as the better classes of our people joined in 
Habeas protons, w there are im h strongly protected. | the revolution led by George Washington, the greatest of all men. 
These 12,000 men ase armed, the ay of test with Maneeres re I wish to say another thing. When I read from the Journal, of 
pF ree SS Recent Qe sutinn of at encou "they are | New York, General Weyler was spoken of as being present when 


certain atrocious and outrageous wrongs were committed upon 
men, women, and children. As I said before, I do not complain 
that the Spanish minister wrote his letter. I think he hada right 
to defend his country and his countrymen whether here or any- 
where, before the people or in the Department of State. I do not 
believe in the narrow idea that a man may not defend his Govern- 
ment and people anywhere wherever he goes and in any commu- 
nity. But the Spanish minister went on and quoted the book 
which I referred to in my former remarks, and then he said that 
Weyler’s name appeared nowhere in the book. But, sir, Weyler 
did not deny his participation in those events, and the paper de- 
clared that Weyler was present. I have not the book yet, as I 
have not been able to find it, but the Spanish minister seems to 
have found it, a book of thirty or forty pages, which he says is the 
book to which I referred. Whether it is or not I do not know. I 
leave that for the Journal, of New York, a very intelligent and 
influential paper, to find out. 


: Pedro Di 
Nunez, Rabi, Quintuc Band Rodriguez, Alvarez, Mestre 
Torres, » 
GREAT POWER OF GOMEZ, 


@ position to assist Maceo if necessary, are Serafin 
Perez, Antonio N Alemann, and others, 
number about 15,000 moun men. They are scat- 
two days’ march fron: Gomez's main body, which num- 
tattle coeemnet Ievatecsinn ont ther poeeset 
or ou resen 
aoe necessary nie P = 


and fe hd ee ee 


asa for his reverses), and also the return of Maceo 
a explain the alarm in Habana and make it easy to under- 
argo ngih of the rebel position outelde the city. 

FREQUENT FIGHTS. 


capes aperitt 
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t yesterday witnin 15 miles of the city limits, in There is another matter. Spain has no right to complain of us 
aiine which woud extend from the coat near Guanatacos,on thoqast, around for nting to her insurgents belligerent rights, because I believe 
of thees ight, at Law Guactinns, where Col rt Gives Seree 4 anne was en. | DY, the law of nations Spain did right when she gave to the Con- 
ged, wns a city that 4) of the 8 Spanish wounded were carried into | federates, although perhaps too hastily, the rights of belligerents. 
esus del e city o an was 


At that time, in June, 1861, no single battle had been fought be- 
tween the Confederate and the Union forces. The battle of Bull 
Run did not come for a month after this recognition. But on 
account of the occupation by the Confederates of a great body of 


i 


sent out wounded who had been too seriously hurt to be 
in without conveyances. This was a part of General Linares’s com- 
ae the same moment the main force was engaged with Castillo at 


* | our territory, including military posts and military stations, the 
Baye on, under and Meats, oF fad Toon Meat iet cles Spanish Government might fairly say that there was such a sense 


at Wajai, 10 miles out, and at Batabano, on the | of strength in the Confederate forces that they ought to be re- 


garded as belligerents even before a single battle had been fought 
in the war. 

I do not complain of that. But here Spain complains when we 
ropose to declare belligerency after tens of thousands of men 
ave fallen on either side in bloody warfare. I do not see how it 

can complain in any way whatever, directly or indirectly, if we 
recognize the insurgents as belligerents—these ignorant, feeble 
men whom they talk about. If ever there was a case for declar- 
ing the fact of the existence of war and that there are two sides 
of that war, waging with infernal ardor in the work of human de- 
struction, it exists there. If war in its worst form in the dark 
ages of the world ever exceeded in atrocity the war that is goin 
= in Cuba, I should like to know where to find the book to rea 
of it. 

Therefore, it is idle for Spain to complain that we recognize 
these rebels as belligerents and that we declare then what, per- 
haps, we can not truly entirely declare, that we will have strict 
neutrality. In actual fact, in warfare, under the laws of the 
United States, no citizen of this country, even after this act of 
ours is completed, could go to Cuba to help the insurgents unless 
we repeal the law. By strict statute we forbid American people 
from going to participate in the wars of other countries. We, 
therefore, do not intend, by anything that is in the resolution, to 
participate in that war unless actual warfare is made upon us 
after the passage of the resolution—actual war, not the displace- 
ment of consuls and the small student war of rushing to break ina 
few windows with stones. That is notwar. But will Spain com- 
mence war against us for doing what she did with us in our troub- 
lous times, for doing what every nation is justified by the law of 
nations in doing, recognize belligerents, and then treat them witha 
fair and impartial neutrality? That is the first resolution and the 
main and material resolution. How any man with a patriotic 
feeling and a knowledge of all the surroundings, the circum- 
stances which we have before us, can refuse to support the Gov- 
ernment in that declaration I can not imagine. 

Now, in regard to the second declaration, let us look and see 
what it is: 

Resolved, That Congres deplores the destruction of life and property caused 
by the warnow waging in that island, and Denar ate that the only permanent 
solution of the contest, equally in the interests of Spain, the people of Cuba, 
and other nations, would be in the establishment of a government by the 
choice Gener of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the Government 


of the U tes should use its good offices and friendly influence to 
that end. 


were 
coast, all a 
REBELS EAGER FOR BATTLE. 
rebels are now inviting battles. Their policy of avoiding contests has 
oun been changed by the nature of their campaign around the city. 
Even the i do not say now that after each meeting the enemy 
has 


been announcement has been changed to a state- 
ment that have taken another position at some particular point. 


Mr. President, that is the condition of Cuba, and I do not un- 
derstand how anyone with the blood of the patriots of the Ameri- 
can Revolution running in his veins can not sympathize with 
those people and his sympathy for them, whatever may be 
the cost. They may be poor and ignorant and weak, as I have no 

ee Sas See, nee all, they are seeking for freedom, the 


wish to read a portion of a letter from a gentleman in Boston. 

Iread a from it, and not give his name. 

re ae oe ne gl the a 

pect ce | that re are composed of the 

S the reckless, t element.” He says that they are 

utterly incapable of mt. That is the sum and sub- 
stance of his letter, and I shall not attempt to read it in detail. 

This in writing from Boston gives a quotation from 

t of his in Cuba. I do not like the 

polars, teen of letter, which commences with the state- 

ment - _— class of the inhabitants Saget tbe aoe 

people living towns, those w ve ta- 

called the better class of inhabitants.” Well, they 

better circumstances, and in that meapens Bay are better— 

patri of a country 

have more regard to the de- 

of property than the defense of public right. In such cases 
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What objection can there be to that resolution? We say that 
we— 

Deplore the destruction of life and property— 

So we do— 
caused by the war now waging in that island, and believing that the only 
permanent solution of the contest, equally in the interests of Spain, the peo- 
ple of Cuba, and Other nations, would be in the establishment of a govern- 
ment by the choice of the pecple of Cuba. 

What man is there, or woman either, in the broad extent of our 
country who would not indorse that declaration? Spain, in con- 
ducting her relations with her dependencies, has lost them one by 
one. She had at one time a greater possession of territory than 
even Russia, greater even than any other nation in the world. 
She had nearly all of South America, she had Mexico, and she had 
the islands; and she lost them one by one in pursuing the same 
line of at she has pursued in regard to the Cabo, 

Sir, if Cuba did not lie in an isolated region, surrounded by 
water, only to be approached by a naval power and controlled b 
Spain mainly as a naval power, Cuba would have fallen like all 
the rest of the Spanish ions; and I say in my place, I say 
as the general feeling of the American people, that this strange 
condition of a pretended possession or government so near our 
shores by which the rights of the poor and feeble and ignorant are 
totally aes garded, by which they are deprived of the right. of 
suffrage, deprived of liberty, and even of the ae of bein 
taught in the common schools or anywhere else, can not stan 
much longer. Grant said so in his time, and so did Fish and 
others, and everyone who has been familiar with Spanish affairs 
has expected the good time to come when this state of affairs 
would cease. I say the time has come when the American people 
should openly and plainly declare their detestation of such horrors, 
their detestation of such tyranny, and,if necessary,I should be 
willing to go further and say that it shall end. 

Mr. President, as to the third clause of the resolution, it has 
been the subject of construction by the honorable Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hrii]. I am not here to discuss questions of 
grammar or of syntax or of parsing. I say that that resolution 
upon its face seems to me a fair resolution, and the only thi 
about it which I do not like is its reference to the interests o 

roperty. I wish the House of Representatives had left that out. 
What I disagreed to to some extent, but we thought on the whole, 
in order to close the matter up, we would accept it. I will read 
that clause: 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 


any European Governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
ee pvery close relations between the people of the United States and those of 


That is all right— 

in consequence of its proximity— 
That is all right— 

and the extent of the commerce between the two peoples— 
That ought not to be there— 


' the present war is entailing such losses upon the paogle of the United States 
oO 


that Congress is of opinion that the Government e United States should 
be prepared to protect the legitimate interests of our citizens by interven- 
tion, if necessary. 

Now, I do not like this resolution in that particular, but the 

meral meaning and substance of it are true and correct. We 

ve larger interests in Cuba than we have in all South America. 
Our importations from Cuba amount to nearly $100,000,000. Our 
exportations last year amounted to $28,000,000. Our people who 
are down there are the owners of land, They have sugar estates; 
they have large interests there. That island is close to us in our 
business relations, but these would not justify war. The fact is 
that the business done by our citizens in Cuba ought not to and 
have not led to this controversy, in my judgment. I really be- 
lieve, and in this presence I can say, that if the Senate dislik ikes 
this particular language, which seems to point at a money con- 
sideration to us by the independence of Cuba, I have no doubt the 
other House would rome respond to any change in that re- 
spect. But in substance itis true. The only trouble is it is better 
not always to say the truth. It is better not always to of 


money and rty and ra interests when the rn of 
millions of s ie are Sanve Paar exe the anaes ines - 
sidered, and the lesser subjects are to be vor from. 

Mr. President, I think I have now said all I care to say in this 
rather informal way. There are many other things which I might 


have said, but I do not wish to upon the time of my friend 
the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr, D}]. Itismy firm 
conviction that it is the duty of specifically and in lan- 

about which there can be no difference of construction, to 


i ee in Cuba, a terrible 
ing war, and that we will recognize the belligerents and deal with 


the t advan 


Spaniards of our commerce, 
of our police, and deny those pri ny oi non whe ae 


them im . We will not give a to the Spanish | da: 
ship Toaded wit oat i ernie aa 


I TS TES a eA aa a 


eges to these men who are fight- | May 


——— 


ing for their liberty. That is what we will not do. That is what 
this declaration is. Wesay we will recognize them as belligerents 
having an equal claim for our forbearance. , 
Now, sir, in conclusion I wish to state that I do not anticipate 
and I do not believe, there will be war growing out of this matter 
There is no occasion for war. We have done nothing that wo 
ought not to have done, but we have been very slow in doing 
what we tg to have done. We might have brought to the r.. 
lief of the Cubans without viola international law various 
forms of aid. We have refused to do it. We treat these poor 
— who are fighting for their liberty much less courte .\y 
we do those who are fighting against them. We respect t)o 
Spaniards and the Spanish nation. They are a proud and 10)})/o 
people. Their history is worthy of consideration. Four centuries 
ago wie J were the most powerful nation in Europe. They eom- 
manded not only the old peninsula of , but they commanded 
also a large portion of what is now Holland, the Netherlands, 
and Germany. But they in all their wars, in all their controyor- 
sies, have exhibited a degree of violence that never was reco:ni.d 
as proper by the English _— They fought with a jit. 
terness that never has copied on almost any other than 
> soil and in any other almost than a Spanish controversy, 
ty therefore have lost their high station among the nativis 
0 * 


urope 

I trust, however, that the time is not far distant when the jew 
blood in that great old country will be brought to the frout and 
when Spain will become the second Republic of Europe. The 
tendency is that way, the feeling is that way, and there ar: sivns 
which I see that a large body of the people of Spain hope that 
Cuba will be made free. If Spain should renew the treaty 0! ( ay- 
pos of 1878 and faithfully observe it, the 


le of Cuba would 
eagerly accept such terms, In my judgment 


is war ought not 
to end it; ought to continue until the Cubans attain their friodom 
against Spanish oppression, until are armed with home rule 


and have a power to make law for t ives. If that be done, 
then all America is blic, for Canada to-day is as much a re- 
public as is the United States of America. Itis held to the m ther 


country only by ties of friendship and auldlangsyne. Every part 
of this great discovered by Columbus is destinc to 
be the where institutions develop to the very utter- 


most, — ow on ne ope, sr I _— to all the 
nations of the world. use ies, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. reg President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from North Carolina in:iulze 
me for a moment? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. ye 

Mr. MORGAN. I merel to take the floor on the resoln- 
tion before it passes from consideration of the Senate. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MircHett of , from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Bw ee Mr. ans 9 — eee me nature 

my task in ertaking y very able and exhaust- 
ive oo delivered by the Gistinzuiehod Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TuRPIE. ] 


The question presented to us is one which should command our 
earnest and impartial consideration. Each member of t)is | «ly 
in dealing with this question occupies the position of a sworn 
juror whose duty it isto hear and determine the case up. its 
merits. In order to arrive at a correct conclusion of the whole 
matter it is n for us to acquaint ourselves with the facts 
in the case and apply the law in accordance with the constitu- 
tion of the State of 

Tt a ree SS in the case that at the orginiza- 
eine SPE TEEE Men Unedited to the discharce 
was con’ discharge 

or of the senate 


of his official duties as until the 9th day of 
April, 1895, the day f that on which Joshua H. Marvil, 
pee gd of the State, died. general assembly, among other 


anes “Sen ged with the duty of electing a Senator «f the 


United States for the constitutional term of six years froin the 
4th day of March, 1895, and, having failed to elect a Senator 
on the second Tuesday after the meeting of the legislature, 
convened in ae assembly on the next day, being the 16th ‘ay 
of Jan , in accordance with the provisions of an act ©! (01: 
en “An act to regulate the times and manner of 
fciding elections for Seastors in Congress,” on the 25th 
day of July, 1866, ane eee vue for a United States Sen- 
ator. Noone having elected to the office of Senator that 
y, the pursuant to the ion of said act, 


con in joint on the following and each succes|ing 
: : e 9th day of 











admitted that on the 9th day of April, as soon as the joint 
eel the two houses had separated, Mr. oe speaker 


oaths prescribed for t 
; that he at once entered u the dis- 
assumed the functions of gov- 
= “oe — as prrerees : unti — 

joint assembly of the two houses on the y of May Gov- 
aol ae did Be assume to act as senator, nor did he take 
in the deliberations of the senate nor of the joint assem- 


@ governor 


: 
F 
= 
g 


any 
further that Governor Watson, on the 9th day of 
Mee, pe the Anal joint assembly and assumed the right to 


vote for a United States Senator. At the final joint assembly 
twenty-eight ballots were had for United States Senator, and the 
yote upon every ballot wasasfollows: __ 

H A. Du Pont, 15 votes; Edward Ridgley, 10 votes; James 
E. ‘Addicks, 4 votes; W. Tunnel, 1 vote. 


It is contended that Governor Watson had no authority at that 


exercise the Hy rd of a senator of the State of Delaware, 
ma that his vote cast for Edward Ridgley was a nullity; and that 
only 29 votes were cast, of which Henry A. Du Pont received 
15, a clear of all legal votes cast; and that Mr. Du 
Pont was duly elected United States Senator and is entitled to a 
seat in this body. 


ore entering a discussion of this case, I leave to say 
ant have read Sl corefulty considered the very able arguments 
presented by both sides and that I have arrived at the conclusion 
that Mr. Du Pont did, on the 9th day of May, as aforesaid, receive a 
majority of the votes cast by those who legally constituted the joint 
assembly of the State of Delaware at that time. In forming this 
opinion, I have ew what I conceive to be a proper con- 
struction of the tution of the State of Delaware. I find on 
examination of the constitution of that State that the second ar- 
ticle of the constitution contains the following section: 


. 12. No person concerned in any army or navy contract, no member of 
ae person holding any office under State or of the United 


Congress, nor any 
on. reper geeranys nin nd otis gece mili held 
oO office, 

a eecianre = 

Here we have a positive declaration that no person during his 
continuance in office of governor of Delaware shall be a sena- 
tor. If this section means anything, it is that the person holding 
or exercising the office of aoa of that State is absolutely dis- 

ualitied from 


functions of senator. I take it that 

it will be con’ ed by those who claim that Mr. Du Pont 
was not y elected that had Goy. Watson been elected to the 
tion of governor and senator both at the same time, that in the 

ace of this in the constitution he would have been per- 


mitted to hold the office of governor and at the same time be a 


senator or tative. I presume no one will contend that he 
could have and exercised the functions of both offices 
at the same That being so, we should remember the well- 
settled of law that no one will be permitted to indirectly 
do that he can not directly do. Those who take the posi- 
tion that Watson on that occasion had the authority to 


vote as senator and exercise the functions of the office of senator 
us to decide that the governor by indirection could do 
he could not directly do. This is such a ant and 
— all on rules of ome with w ody - 
acq am ee at such an argument wi 
not influence members of body in deciding a grave question 
like the one under consideration. 
The third article of the Delaware constitution contains the fol- 
lowing provision: 
Sec. 5. Ni 
Valid bearer tls Sake al oxoscub aceon foreracn® er te 
It is plain to my mind that the effect of this section is to declare 
that no person shall exercise the office of governor while holding 
the office of senator or representative. ere can be no conflict 
between this section of the Delaware constitution, which declares 


N 
a the ee eh eremsox person holding any office under the United States 
And the first clause of section 14 of the article, which declares 


that— 
Uponany in the office of governor, by his death, removal, 
ence. oe the speaker of the senate exercise the office 
a governor ‘by the people be duly qualified. 
These two clauses, it may be claimed, are susceptible of such 
& construction as would make them tively repugnant; for 
inte) ST MMEUPENNIOR Ge vail eanke one teeek that the 


speaker of the senate when the gov- 
become governor, and the other — 
senator or. e 
position that these provisions of paaasilinion are cuccop- 
completely reconciles them. 
we consider them together and construe them as a whole, 


ej 
: 
; 
| 
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as it is our duty to do, the reasonable and proper construction of 
these provisions is that the speaker of the senate shall become 
governor upon the death of the governor chosen by the people, 
and in so doing he vacates the office of senator. 

According to the well-settled rules of the common law, the valid 
acceptance of one office by thé person already holding another 
and an incompatible office vacates the former as effectually as an 
actual surrender of it. In fact, it has always been regarded as an 
abdication, and therefore a quasi resignation. I find among the 
decisions of the supreme court of my State several cases which 
unquestionably recognize the shactohe of the common law which 
forbade the same person from holding incompatible offices. 

I call attention to the case in the matter of J. G. Martin, de- 
cided in 62 North Carolina, page 1538, which expressly decides 
that the acceptance of one office by a person already holding an 
incompatible office vacates the former. I quote the following 
— of the case in point in order that this body may have the 

nefit of the views of our supreme court relative to this question, 

This is a case which occurred during the late war, when my dis- 
tinguished predecessor was governor of our State. The question 
arose as to whether or not General Martin, who was then holding 
the office of adjutant-general, could at the same time occupy the 
office of brigadier-general of the Confederate States. 

An agreed case was submitted to the supreme court of North 
Carolina, and the supreme court of that State, presided over by 
Chief Justice Pearson, one among the most eminent common-law 
lawyers of this conntry, decided that in that case the very mo- 
ment he accepted the office of brigadier-general in the Confeder- 
ate States the office of adjutant-general became vacant, and that 
Governor Vance had the right to appoint a successor. 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, NorTH CAROLINA, 
Raleigh, March 2, 1863. 

DEAR Str: You are aware that the legislature, by a joint resolution, de- 
clared the office of adjutant-genera] vacant, by reason of the incumbent's 
having accepted an incompatible office under the Confederate States gov- 
ernment, and that by a subsequent act the appointment was conferred upon 
the governor. 

General Martin, the present incumbent, having declared his intention of 
yoing the legality of this action of the legislature by an appeal to the courts, 
Iam placed ina ager py = rather embarrassing. To avoid the somewhat un- 
pleasant spectacle of a lawsuit for the possession of an office, confidential in 
its relation to myself, and very important to the public at this time, I have 
concluded, with the consent of General Martin, to make a case and ask the 
opinion of the supreme court immediately thereon 

With this view I should be greatly obliged, and I have no doubt the public 
interest would also be subserved, if you would have the kindness to call the 
court together and give its opinion uponthe question. As earlya day as pos- 
sible is respectfully requested. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, Z. B. VANCE. 

Hon. R. M. Pearson, 

Chief Justice of North Carolina. 


OPINION OF THE JUDGES—IN THE MATTER OF THE ADJUTANT-GENERAL- 
SHIP. 





At the request of his excellency Governor Vance and General Martin, the 
udges of the supreme court have heard a full argument on the questions of 
w presented by the facts set out in “the case agreed,’ and certify their 


opinion to be that the office of the brigadier-general under the Confederate 
States is incompatible with the office of adjutant-general under the State of 
North Carolina; and that on the facts stated “the office of adjutant-general 
is vacant, and the governor may lawfully proceed to appoint thereto.” 

It is proper to state that in giving this opinion we do not act as a court, but 
merely as judges of the court, and have treated the matter in the same light 
and with the same full consideration as if the case had been regularly before 
the court upon a proceeding appropriate to present the question. 

We were indu to take this action, and felt not only at liberty to do so, but 
conceived it was in some measure our duty thus to aid a coordinate department 
of the Government, because we were informed by his excellency the gov- 
ernor that the subject wouldin that way be relieved from all further embar- 
rassment; and that the public interest required that it should be adjusted 
sooner than it could be done by the regular mode of proceeding in cuurt, par- 
ticularly as the court now holds but one term during the year. (Berry vs. 
Waddell, 9 Iredell, 318, appendix.) 

R. M. PEARSON, C. J. 8. C. 

WILL. H. BATTLE, J. S. C. 

M. E. MANLY, J. S. C. 
RALEIGH, March 11, 1863. 


In this case it was contended by the counsel for General Martin 
that he only received a salary for the discharge of the duties of 
one of the offices and that therefore he could not be said to be 
holding two offices that were incompatible, but it seems that the 
court was of opinion that his refusal to receive the salary of one 
of two incompatible offices in law could not change the matter or 
diminish the duties of either office and that his obligation was as 
great to discharge the duties of the office for which pay was not 
received as the one for which a salary was accepted. 

I am not informed as to whether Governor Watson drew the 
salary incident to both the offices of senator and governor, but I 
am inclined to the opinion that he did not, inasmuch as he ren- 
dered no service as senator after his qualification as governor 
save and except the pretended service on the day heretofore men- 
tioned. Mechem’s Treatise on the Law of Public Offices and Offi- 
cers, section 420, in discussing the effect of accepting incompatible 
offices, says: 

It is a well-settled rule of the common law that he who while occupying 
one office accepts another incompatible with the first, ipso facto absolutely 
vacates the first office and his title is thereby terminated without any other 
act or proceeding. (Millard vs. Thatcher, 2T. R., 81; Rex vs. Patteson, 4B. 
and Ad., 9; Rex vs. Hughes, 5 B. and C., 886.) 
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I understand the Senators on the other side to take the position 
that it must affirmativel ageens to this body that there was an 
adjudication of the fact e senate of the State of Delaware 
that the office was vacant before we can find that it was vacant. 
In this decision it is expressly decided to be to the contrary, that 
no further proceeding is necessary in order to vacate the first 
— held by the party who takes the second. I proceed with the 
opinion: 

That the second office is inferior to the first does not affect the rule. (Mil- 
lard ws. Thatcher, 2 T. R.. 81.) And even though the title to the second office 
fail, as where the election was void, the rule is still the same, nor can the 
officer then of his former office to which another has been 
appointed or ‘ted. (Rex vs. Hughes, 5 B. & C., 886.) 

I cite a with these different propositions the decisions of 
the different States sustai the view. 

Mr.GRAY. You are ng from Mechem. 

cme faae alias I = eng: a. Mechem, but at * 
same time I am as as appear in my speec 
in the Recorp, the Suthorities wich sustain each view that he 
entertains on that question. 

In this connectio 


n I wish to call attention to the case of Bryan 
vs, Cattell (15 lowa, 550), in which the court said: 


tn arr nies to hah woane net py 
ther a vacancy e a@ part 
w "Writhin dhe meaning of the law and cases 
Thus, as is 
a a 
ee ee ee 
of state should taxe the office 
be pamed. 


we have nc doubt one Ww 
the 


It seems to me that this , together with the other 

ions which { have quoted, is conclusive. The general trend of 

e decisions is to the effect that if a party accepts another office 
of is ible with that 


As an evidence of this fact, the 
in the Union contains an express provision that no member 
Con or other person hol any other office un 
or United States s during in 
office be 


ernor Watson had the right under the constitution of 
act as senator during his continuance in office as governor it would 
amount to the declaration on our that the section of the con- 
stitution of Delaware which that— 
one eee eT Minny cine hin Beate, or of the United 8 
except attorney officers usuaily appointed by the courts 
ustice, respectively, attorneys at law, and officers in the militia, 

ing office, shall, during his continuance in Congress or in 


or memberof Con 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ing an office where an incompatible office is accepted. Among 
other things, the court said: * 

The case is submitted on the pl and they show that whil 01 
was a judge of the circuit court pate st a representative to the " a. 
latu took his seat, and performed the duties and functions . + 
not any resignation of the judge. 


two offices 4: i 
There has never been 


Says Judge Wagner, who rendered the opinion— 
I am advised, t comm . ae 
Ofive which ts incompatible with the one he ‘holds, fone would 


elected to the legislature had been elected to a seat on 
= to my mind that his rete eircui' ee hens 
should be elected treasurer, or the attorney-general so. 
rotary, of ctaee, Shelr ganeetonaees the offices necessarily vacate 
st Dirt, and hes or departments, the officers at 
each having separate and independent to perform. _— 
Just as they had in this case. There was the executive »f tio 
State of Delaware with his separate, distinct, and independent 
functions to ; there was the State senate of Delaware with 
its separate and independent to perform, 


oDreedeeent ht tay rath teed ord fied + 


This is a principle which our lawmakers have ever kept in view 
and one which we as such are , under our 
and enforce whenever 


ver we come 


governor and senator ell eo 
as well when each 
duties as when the duties were 
itself brings the case within the 
common law as a test when offices are in- 
we are met with the 
in all these cases there is no 
udication of the fact hy some tri- 
When a party holding an oftice 
is incompatible, by operation of law the 
he assumes and quali- 
the duties of omens aes. It isa 
happening of a contingency, and 
on the part of any tribunal can in no 

case. 
from Indiana in his very able and 
contended that Governor Watson inherited 
could not decline it, neither could he accept it. 
Iremember it, ‘ He was simply 
shows the inconsistency 
by those who oppose Mr. Du Pont’s «lain. 
believe that Governor Watson wis 
the world to exercise the oflice 
no means of ae left open to him in 
and outcome of his proposition. A 


he is a Pres 
ony with the Admin- 


4 
i 


i 
if 
E 


[es 
‘i 
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as 


in question is 

of the senate” is used for the purpose of 

. Ifit is, as contended by the distin- 

the office of governor by 

ies as speaker of the 

take the pains to 

constitution of Dela- 

elected by the 

office? If his posi- 

do but to walk in 

ware and exercise 

he was = of the senate. 

This man took the identical oath that 
Oregon. He took three. 

our honorable chair- 

He was well sworn 


office came to him 
comes to an heir. He was unfortunate in )s 
not \ ~ me 
vests in the heir an 
anaes to the property he 
entirely different. (2 
the right toqualify 
the executive of that 


a 


E gE 
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1896. 





it will not be seriously contended that he could have ex- 

State, » = * hice of governor without taking the prescribed oaths 

an being inducted into office in like manner as his predecessor, 

who was elected, when elected, by the people. This theory of the 

Senator is a beautiful one me SoneNS to oopaens late, 
anplicati hatever to case under consideration. 

= oppiceingt is ei Senator also said: ‘‘ We have never heard of 


. itv which has befallen the people of Delaware in 
a — of the — the senate exercising this right.” I 
pes rior t? this unwarranted assumption on the part of 


t . 
Cone atson it has never resulted in a ‘‘ great calamity” to 
ae somal of that State. It must be said, tly to the lit of 
his predecessors, who theretofore exer simijar functions, 
that no one of them ever attempted to violate the plain provisions 
of the constitution which they had sworn to support. The dis- 
tingui Senator, in reply to a question from the Senator from 
declared, ‘‘That Governor Watson's 
ecessors as senator while exercising the office of 
governor,” but when we refer to the record it appears that no 
recedent is to be found in the } ive history of Delaware, 
and | challenge Senators who differ from me to show a single in- 
stance in the records of the legislature of Delaware wherein a 
speaker of the senate, while exerc -_ as — oa ey ever 
mpted even to in ) ve p ; . 
“While Icontend en Governor Watson qualified as 
ernor he absolutely abdicated the office of senator ‘and no 
power, under the provisions of the constitution of Delaware, to take 
again at his will and resume the functions incident thereto, 
I am willing to admit for argument’s sake 
that for the time being his functions as senator were temporarily 
granted that this is the correct position; 
o right to assume or attempt to exercise 
the time he exercised the office of 
great care the precedents in the 
several States where they have provisions in their constitutions 
similar to that of the State of Delaware, and in no instance have 
case where a governor during his continuance in office 
as governor a to exercise his functions as senator. It is 
mind in all the States where there are precedents 
ion of the judicial authorities as well 
that it would be aviolation of the fun- 
the constitutions of these several 
while acting as governor to par- 


preceedings of the legislature. 
rs Saar. On what ground does the Senator base that 
ground that in every constitution 


on, with much em 


be found in every State of the United States it is recognized in 
i ts that the legislative, the executive, and the judi- 

ts t to be kept forever se te and distinct. 

the ground - itupon. That is the ground on which 
ur case. It is a violation of the fundamental principles 

free government to blend the legislative and executive functions 


the Senator from Indiana that Governor 

was “governor.” Iam not going to under- 

take to follow the distir Senator in all his meanderings, 

want to follow a few tions laid down by him. I 

was at the statement that Governor Watson was never 

called ‘‘ governor,” inasmuch as the nals furnish an abundance 

show that he —_ oe aoe Spyerae = the 

This argument only illustrates that my distin- 

al See realizes the ponamenn of his cause. a very fact 

t Cees ae diana made this argument 

me it is his opinion that if it should ap to this 

body that Watson was recognized as governor of the State of 
ware 


4 _ 8245858 
i 
‘ 


Fs 
| 


oe 


He . 
ounce this body determined the fact to be that Watson was recog- 
nized as thegovernor of the State of Delaware, under the common- 
law doctrine, he vacated the office of senator. That very fact 





sie: "0 Soe soa a ‘ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


ut has 


2731 


was actually governor? He did everything that his predecessor 
had done, he exercised every function that his predecessor had 
exercised. Now, wherein does he differ, and in what respect does 
he differ, in exercising those functions from his predecessor, who 
had died? 

It is stated by those who contend that Mr. Du Pont is not en- 
titled to a seat in this body that “the constitution of Delaware 
not only does not forbid, but it expressly authorizes the speaker of 
the senate, while holding that office, to exercise the office of gov- 
ernor.” 

As heretofore stated, this position can not be maintained in the 
light of the provision of the constitution of Delaware. I have 
already quoted the two provisions of the constitution of Delaware 
which in plain terms make the offices of senator and governor in 
all cases incompatible, and in addition thereto is the well-grounded 
orinciple of common law which obtains in this and similar cases. 

t is the duty of the executive of the State of Delaware to execute 
the law, and in order to faithfully discharge his duties as such he 
should be in constant attendance at the executive office, and it is 
absurd to say that he can at one and the same time be present in 
the governor's office, and faithfully discharge his duties as such, 
and participate in the proceedings of the legislature. Among other 
things, the constitution of Delaware requires that the governor— 


Shall, from time to time, give the general assembly information of affairs 
concerning the State, and recommend to their consideration such measures 
as he shall judge expedient. 


That is the express language of the constitution of Delaware 

If we adopt the theory that while acting as governor he could 
legally act as senator, we are then placed in the attitude of admit- 
ting that he would have the right as governor to recommend the 
enactment of a certain law and then be permitted to enter the sen- 
ate chamber, reenforced with the power of governor of the State, 
and then not only would he exert the influence of senator, but 
would bring the almost irresistible power of the executive to bear 
in securing the enactment of any pet measure that he might see 
fit to advocate. 

This one statement of the case within itself clearly demonstrates 
tomy mind that these two offices are incompatible under the com- 
mon law. It would be giving him as senator such power and in- 
fluence as was never intended to be exercised by one individual in 
the legislative halls of this country. This statement of the case 
within itself is a sufficient reason for the opinion that the framers 
of the constitution of the State of Delaware never intended to per- 
mit a person during the time he occupied the office of governor to 
participate in the proceedings of the legislature, and I find no 
instance in the State of Delaware, nor in any other State in this 
Union, where the governor of the State has acted in the dual capac- 
ity of a governor and a senator at the same time. 

In order to maintain the position that Mr. Watson had the right 
to exercise the office of governor while holding the office of sena- 
tor the distinguished Senators who are of that opinion are forced 
to take the position that the words ‘exercise the office of gov- 
ernor” do not mean that be shall be governor of the State for the 
time being, but that he is simply a figurehead without the func- 
tions of a real governor. They ask us to believe that he had full 
power to use the seal of office and sign official documents as gov- 
ernor without any qualification whatever, and in the next breath 
we are gravely informed that he was not governor of the State of 
Delaware within the meaning of the constitution of that State. 

May I ask them in what sense he was not the governor of the 
State of Delaware at the time that he assumed to vote as senator? 
Was he not required to take the same oath when he entered upon 
the discharge of his duties as he would have been required to 
take had he been elected by the people? Was he not required to 
discharge each and every duty incident to the office of governor? 
It is clear to my mind that if the construction insisted upon by 
the Senators who oppose Mr. Du Pont’s claim be a correct one, then 
the people of the district assumed to be represented by Governor 
Watson have been deprived of their rights under the constitution. 
His duties were so pressing that for a whole month he could not 
find time to repair to the senate chamber and look after the inter- 
ests of his constituents. The constitution of that State expressly 
provides: 

There shall be three senators chosen in each county. Where a greater 
number of senators shall by the general assembly be adjudged necessary, 
two- of each branch concurring, they may by law make provision for 
inc: their number: but the number of senators shall never be greater 
than one- or leas than one-third of the number of representatives. 

In the face of this provision that each county shall have a cer- 
tain number of representatives in the senate, it is unreasonable 
to say that in the event a senator should succeed to the office of 
governor that then the county which he happened to represent 
should not have an equal number of votes with the other counties 
in the legislature as contemplated by the constitution. The ques- 
tion of representation in a legislative body is one in which the 
public is interested, and one about which there shon!d be no un- 
certainty. It is not a matter which should be determined by the 
officeholder, and should be one about which there could be no 
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cavil or misunderstanding. In the case of Stubbs vs. Lee, in 64 
Me., page 195, Chief Justice Appleton said: 

Where one has two incompatible offi both can not be retained. The 
public has a right to know which is held and which is surrendered. It should 
not be left to chance or to the uncertain and fluctuating whim of the office- 
holder tc determine. The general rule, therefore. that the of 
and qualification for an office incompatible with the one then held is a res- 


ignation of the former is one certain and reliable, as well as one nsa- 
tle for the protection of the public. 


This decision is based upon the principle that the rights of the 
public are not to be infringed upon by individuals who, like Gov- 
ernor Watson, in their greed would attempt to monopolize more 
than one office. Suppose that on the day that Governor Watson 
qualified as governor the people of his district had demanded the 
right to elect a senator to fill the vacancy in the senate occa- 
sioned by his absence. 

It was well known then to the people of Delaware that there 
would be no vacancy so far as he was concerned; that the vacancy 
would not be filled until the next general election in that State. 
He had absented himself from that body. Now, supposethat they 
should have made application to fill the vacancy occasioned by his 
absence, will it be contended that such a right could have been 
successfully resisted by Governor Watson? I take it that as a 
matter of right they would have been entitled to elect a Senator 
to represent them, as contemplated by their constitution; hence 
the reason for the law which oe that on the acceptance of 
an incompatible office the public has the right to know which is 
held and which is surrendered, and that the determination of the 
question should not be left to the officeholder to determine. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me a question at that 

int, without interference, but to go right along in the line of 

is argument, sup the disability of the governor had been 
simply a case of illness, rheumatism, paralysis, pneumonia, or 
anything of that kind, which would have incapacitated him from 
rforming the duties of the office of governor, and that duri 
is disability it had been necessary to bring the constitution 
provision into play and for the speaker of the senate to exercise 
the office of governor, in that case would a vacancy have occurred? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. There would have been no permanent va- 
cancy in that instance as contemplated by the constitution of Dela- 
ware. The case now before us is entirely different from the one 
the Senator suggests to me. He suggests a question of sickness, 
which may last for a day or for a week; but tke case we have 
before us is not that kind of a case. We have a case in which 
there is a vacancy which we know will exist until the next gen- 
eral election of the State of Delaware, and we know the further 
fact that the legislature will have adjourned before that election 
occurs, 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. GRAY. Ess the Senator noticed that in the clause which 
provides for the filling of theoffice of governor in caseofa vacancy 
the language is something like this—I have not the provision before 
me—in case of the death or disability of the governor, the speaker 
of the senate shall exercise the office until a governor is elected by 
the people and duly qualified; thereby making no distinction be- 
tween a ee ee by death and a temporary vacancy 
eee by bility. In each of thesecases thesame provision 

or 

Mr. PLATT. Is the word “ bility ” or ‘‘inability ”? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. “Inability.” 

Mr. GRAY. I was not quoting exactly, not having the consti- 
tution before me. 

Mr. PLATT. There is a difference between the two words, 

Mr. PRITCHARD. As I have observed, if that be the case, 
there can be no question whatever about Mr. Du Pont’s right to 
a seat in this body, because, as I understand the distinguished 
Senator, he says that it means that there is an absolute vacancy 
— the way up to an election of governor by the people of 

Mr. THURSTON. The constitution provides the manner in 
which the h itself shall ascertain and declare the ina- 
bility, if it be a vacancy caused by inability. The constitution of 
Delaware provides that the senate of Delaware may declare, by a 
two-thirds vote, if I remember the provision rightly, or at least 
may declare, when the office is vacant by reason of inability. 

. MITCHELL of nm. I will read the provision. It is 
contained in section 14 of le III, and is as follows: 


The governor shall not be removed from his office for but with 
the concurrence of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the legis- 


That is the article to which the Senator referred. 
Mr. GRAY. That does not modify the effect of the clause 
the vacancy. 


the vacancy is- made oo constitution. 
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= THURSTON, It simply emphasizes it and makes it ), 
clear. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. TheSenator from Indiana pokes fun { t} 
distinguished Senator from Oregon because he the word ‘re. 
frain” in connection with the conduct of Governor Wats»), x4 
=o considerable time in seriously contending before t}\- |),.;, 

t the word “ refrain,” as used in this connection, al)<0):)+¢\, 
settles this whole question; that it is an admission on the j..;+ (j 
our distinguished chairman which sweeps away every vesii.. of 

pe that now lingers in the mind of Mr. DuPont. Now. [ (.no¢ 
think the Senator from Oregon has used such abad word af(.y |) 
The word “refrain,” among other things, means “to keey) from 
action or interference.” That istosay that Governor Wats) had 
noright tointerfere with the action of the legislature while «4 .r.is. 
ing the office of governor. I can not ine a better word that 
the Senator from Oregon could have used in this connec tii: 
a = Soon that the Se ed eee Indiang 

ould use such an argument for of influencing yote 
on a grave question in the Senate of the United States. T og 
ator m has stated the position of the commiticc so 
plainly that ‘‘he who runs may read,” and any attempt t) )-fug 
the question will not avail Senators who happen to be at 1.) for 
a satisf argument to sustain their views. 

It is also contended that all who voted for United States Sena. 
tor in joint assembly at Dover on the 9th day of May, 1%), had 
been adjudged by their respective houses entitled to their seuts 
therein and that the judgment of the two houses of the le :islature 
is conclusive on the Senate of the United States. This < in un- 
warranted conclusion, and one that is not sustained by tie facts, 
There is no record Which tends to establish the fact that after 
Governor Watson qualified as governor he was adjudy\) tv be 
entitled to a seat in the Senate. I fail tofind in any of thi.) ¢ords 
in this case a single sentence which would indicate any ition on 
the part of the senate of Delaware adjudging the fact to be that 
Governor Watson was entitled to a seat in that body. 

The joint assembly did not have the right to pass upon thie title 
of Governor Watson to a seat in the senate. Thesenate alone had 
the right to say who were entitled to membership in their buy, 
and therefore the fact that he was permitted to participat: in the 
oe of the em assembly proves nothing, because the first 
essential element of a judgment is that the body renderiny judg- 
ment should have jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the action 
That is familiar law and can not be successfully controverted. 

The senate of Delaware has neither actually nor constructively 
=e that Governor Watson had the power to exercise the 
office of senator since the date of his qualification as goyernor of 
that State. That the United States Senate has the power under 
the Constitution to judge of the qualification of its own mei!ers, 
as well asthe manner of their election, no one will controvert. 
Therefore it is highly important that we should pass up. the 

uestion as to whether Mr. Du Pont was duly elected to a seat in 

is body, and in determining this slatare @ inquiry naturally 


ore 


arises as to whether or not the 1 which elected him was 
constituted in accordance with provision of the constitution 
of the State of Delaware. If it should 
islature of Delaware had exceeded the ts prescribed by the 
constitution of that State, I had assumed that no one would se 


That the legislature of that State had the power to jud se «f the 
pe ma rena ee of its a can a ee 
t true that i 50 as ould be had for 
the a wi the cannelntt that State. The legislature 
to act so long as no principle of the 

violated; but the moment the legis- 

ted by the constitution in ad- 
of an be counted, who was not in law 

of that body, then an issue was raised as to whether or 

not they were acting within the limit of their constitutional 
and and once such issue is raised ther: «an be 

of this body to investigat: their 


upon the senate of Delaware by the 
like that conferred upon the Senate of 
Federal Constitution, is the power t0 
t who is or is not entitled to = 
j 
to admit a claimant to a seit —_ 
nobody. U the apportionment 0 
puevicions of qe constitution, 
the senate is composed of 9 senators. This being the cas°. s0P- 
that instead of the record en 


pear to us that the leg- 


the 
the 
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were the ly constituted number of that body and 
ons to vote fora nited States Senator? Suppose that instead 
of Governor Watson ing on the 9th day of May in the joint 
assembly that the eres of | state had appeared and participated 
in the p' ings of the joint assembly and cast a vote for United 
States Senator, are we to adopt the theory that in such a contin- 
gency this body would epeeune ty Pe. soo of the joint assembly 
ware in i vo 
ate 8 yesterday to hear the distinguished Senator from 
Indiana lay down the proposition, if it should appear to this body 
that Governor Watson had died, and that another individual, an 
interloper, should have ap there, assuming to be Governor 
Watson, and they had admitted an interloper, who had never been 
elected, who had 20 right there, who was an intruder, that that 
indgment of the legislature would be conclusive upon this body. 
submit that that one statement within itself shows the absurdity 
of the proposition attem to be maintained by the distin- 
guished Senators on the other side of this case. 

If we are-to be governed by such a rule as this, then the mem- 
bers of this body are powerless to pass upon the qualifications of 
its members. Suppose there had been two houses; suppose there 
had been two senates of the State of Delaware and two joint assem- 
blies; if the proposition advocated by the distinguished Senator 
from Indiana iscorrect, then we would be powerless to investigate 
as to which house was the proper assembly to be represented here, 
and as to which house represented a republican form of govern- 
ment in the State of Delaware. Sar 

The case which we have before us is in all respects as sfrong as 
the cases I have supposed by way of illustration. The moment 
that Senator Watson qualified as governor of the State of Dela- 
ware the office of senator which he had theretofore held became 
vacant and no onecould y exercise the functions of the office 
which he had vacated until there had been an election held and 
the vacancy in accordance with the provisions of the consti- 
tution of the State of Delaware. Such being the case, we are 
forced to the inevitable conclusion that the legally constituted 
number of senators of the State of Delaware on the 9th day of May 
in consequence of this vacancy was only 8, and therefore the 


oint assembly was composed of 29 members instead of 30 had there 
toon no such vacancy. 

The action of Governor Watson on the 9th day of May when he 
pretended to partici as a member in the peaneeein of the 
joint assembly of ware was simply that of an intruder, with- 
out the slightestsemblance of authority for his conduct, and there- 
fors his vote was a nullity. He was clothed with no more au- 
thority or power to act as senator on that occasion than that of 
any private citizen of the State of Delaware. We certainly have 
the right to say that a private citizen would have had no authority 
to act on that occasion. 

In the light of the facts in this case, construed according to the 
constitution of the State of Delaware, we must conclude that Gov- 


ernor Watson had no t to participate in the proceedings of the 
joint assembly on the aoa of rr and that being so, it is the 
duty of this body tosay that Mr. Du Pont, having received 15 votes 
== a , Which number being a majority of the 
vo 


assem 
that as legally constituted, is therefore entitled 
Gas e record discloses the fact that Gov- 
ernor Watson + un sy Agana the joint assembly on the day 
heretofore mentioned for the purpose of preventing an expression 
of the will of a measentey the duly accredited representatives of 
the State of Delaware in choosing a member of this Senate. It 
would be establishing a dangerous precedent to countenance such 
conduct on the of those who are called upon to exercise the 
functions of of the chief executive of a State. His conduct 
on that occasion can not be justified either from a moral or political 
standpoint. It was the act of one who sought by improper device 
to thwart the will of the majority as clearl expressed at the ballot 
affords a good illustration of the evils which our forefathers 
the constitutions of our various 
States in such a manner as to forever keep separate and distinct 
egislative, ve, and judicial branches of our Govern- 


: 
i 


form of government like ours, when 
each branch acts solely within its own sphere there can no harm 

any citizen within our borders; but the moment you 
twoor more of these branches a 


ft 

i 
: 
! 
i 
s 
é 
| 


lasting, in duri th ti 
the exclusion of the consideration of all matters of 
public and finally resulting in the election of noone. In 
majortan tae ee weneety ae © decisive 
ine nae Senet eiaice io une ble pas-oven, then 
ours matter which e- 
peed tout Aa Un Hie these ade etal it is the duty 
U body to exercise its discretion under the Constitution 
nited States, so that the will of the majority of the people 
ie a: 















Delaware, as indicated at the ballot box, shall be carried into 
effect by adjudging that Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat 
in this Chamber. 

ART COMMISSION, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1922) creating an art commission of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHILTON. I think that isa matter of too much impor- 
tance to come up at this hour of the day. There has been quite 
a good deal of discussion about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
The Senator from Texas objects. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I should like to say to the Senator from 
Texas that I have had this bill up before the Senate several times. 
It has been very thoroughly considered by the Senate and by in- 
dividual members of the Senate. Iam obliged to leave the city 
next week, to be away for some time, and 1 am very anxious to 
have the bill passed. 

Ido not Salieee it will lead to any discussion whatever, and I 


3URROWS in the chair), 


hope the Senator from Texas will withdraw his objection. It 
would be a great accommodation to me personally. I know if the 


Senator understood the difficulties that are met with by members 
of the Committee on the Library he would not object for one sin- 
gle moment to the passage of the bill. It meets with the unani- 
mous indorsement of every member of that committee,and they 
are anxious to have it passed. 

Mr. CHILTON. I believe I will withdraw the objection, al- 
though I do so with reluctance, I confess. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam very much obliged to the Senator 
from Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator who has 
the bill in charge why artists and sculptors are excluded from the 
commission? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It has been thought best not to have 
artists and sculptors on the commission because of the fact, as we 
all know, that artists and sculptors run in schools, and each school, 
of course, would be prejudiced in favor of such works of art as 
come from its particular school. The suggestion, therefore, is 
open to that objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Some years ago I drew with great care a bill 

having the same object in view as the pending bill has, and it 
passed the Senate after a good deal of discussion. So far from 
excluding artists, either painters or sculptors, it expressly pro- 
vided that on the commission, which was to consist of 15 persons, 
who were to serve gratuitously except having their expenses paid, 
there should be a certain number of sculptors, a certain number 
of painters, a certain number of architects, and certain other per- 
sons from other callings in life. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will say to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, if he will permit me, that the bill does net appertain to 
architecture at all. It has been deemed best to leave that branch 
out, 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but that does not affect the point 
I am going on to make. 

I suppose it to be true (I do not speak with any claim of having 
personal knowledge on the subject, though I had the honor of cor- 
responding with some very eminent persons in art at that time) 
that the great superiority of France in modern times in its modern 
monuments, public works of art and architecture both, public 
statues, memorial statues, and so on, grows out of the fact that 
they called into the service of the Government in making the selec- 
tion of those works eminent artists. They always find that artists 
who, as they say, have won their spurs are impartial and admir- 
able judges, and that they have at heart the best interests of art 
and of the country; and the criticism which the Senator from 
North Dakota suggested does not apply. 

Now, once or twice within my knowledge there have been called 
in as advisers in such matters St. Gaudens and Mr. Richard Hunt, 
who recently died, both eminent artists of the city of New York. 
Their advice has been of the greatest value. I should be very 
seriously inclined to move an amendment striking out those words 
and leaving the appointments to the discretion of the appointing 


wer. 

POM. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
permit me for just a moment? If the Senator will read section 2 
of the bill he will find that it does not pertain in the least to statu- 
ary to be located in the various Peis of Washington. It is con- 
fined exclusively to statuary and works of art which are to be 
laced in the Capitol building and the new Library building. It 
not relate in the least to statues to be located about the city. 

That is to be done by another process altogether. 
Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the words “‘ other than artists 
or sculptors.” I think there are artists and sculptors in this 
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couatry whose judgment would be exceedingly valuable in this 
matter. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bo stated. 
The Secretary. Insection 1, line 5, after the word “ ms,” 
it is ees to strike out ‘‘ other than artists or sculptors”; so 
as to read: 


The art commission of the United States, to consist of five persons, who 
shall be citizens of the United States, etc. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Under the circumstances I accept the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Then,in line 7, I move to strike out * and emi- 
nently distinguished in literature and the fine arts.” There may 
be the best man in the country for this purpose who is not emi- 
nentiy distinguished in literature. I think the fact that a person 
may be regarded by the Senate, or by the House, or by the Presi- 
dent as a person of high qualifications is sufficient, and I hope 
the provision as to distinction in literature will not be adhered to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Sporerary. In section 1, line 7, it is proposed to strike out 
“and eminently distin ed in literature and the fine arts.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I accept the amendment. 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In section 2, line 2, I move to strike out 
the word “semiannually” and insert “‘annually”; so that the 
commission shall convene annually. 

The Secretary. In section 2, line 2, it is proposed to strike out 
‘‘semiannually ” and insert “annually”; so as to read: 


That it shall be the duty of said commission to convene annually in the city 
of Washington. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mth bills Ses tots ngrossed for a third reading, read th 
8 was e to be e ora A e 
third time, and passed. _ 


LAND FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent to call up and to have 
ge Fah og Soa hg not give rise to a moment of debate. It is 
bili (8.2461) to grant lands to the State of Alabama for the 
use of Industrial School for Girls of Alabama and of the 
Tuskegee Normal and Industrial Institute. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY, 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Tennessee desire to have 
an executive session this afternoon? I am very anxious to havea 
bill which the Senator from Arkansas 
shall be oo of, 

Mr. BATE. We have a small number of Senators present 


now —— 

Mr. PLATT. It will take perhaps five minutes; only the time 
necessary to read the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will allow the 
Senator from Gusnections to call up the bill. 

Mr. BATE. That ends it. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H.R. 
5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
ie other 


Railway Company, a 


Soneieeernak ae 
et 


. BERRY] desires | W; 


Marcu 12, 


The next amendment was, in section 2, line 20, after the wor 
** taken,” to insert: 
And before said company shall enter the territory of any tribe of Indians 
f i 0 Pi ]. 
rand ou Caltgmigh i Stell bare Ung ction epmaseh of wc is ine nelle 
such tribe thereto, which shall be filed with the Secretary of the Inter... 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ameni- 
the pa orem aden to be engrossed and 
ts were and the bill 
be read a third time. ‘pepe 
The bill was read the third time, affd passed. 


EQUITY COURT ROOMS. 


Mr. McMILLAN, I ask unanimous consent to call up the pil] 
& 2307) to provide increased accommodations for the secon 

ivision of the equity court of the District of Columbia, and fy; 
other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro toappropriate 
$2,700 to alter certain rooms in the second and in the third stories 
of the District of Columbia court-house building, which rooms «re 
now occupied by the second division of the equity court and hy 
the surveyor of the District of Columbia, the money to be ex- 

cel under the direction of the Architect of the United States 

1 - 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ST. LOUIS, OKLAHOMA AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
H. R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern 
lway Company to construct and a railway through the 
Indian Territory and Oklahoma , and for other purposes. 
It is a bill that been from Committee on Indian 
Affairs without amendmen 

that, I move the Senate adjourn. 
of this : 


Mr. WILSON. 
It will take but a 
on to it. 


Mr. PEFFER. Let us 
moment. There is no 

The PRESIDING The Senator from Washington 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope before the motion is put I may express 
the hope that the Senator from W there is great 


hurry, will give way. ore are sante'twe bills here that I know 
will 


tee, WILSON state, if I be permitted to d } 
° . may © do so, that 
afternoon and also for a number of days past 
for an executive session relative to certain tments. It seems 
to be impossible to havethem actedupon. [donot wish, however, 
inconvenience any Senator, and I withdraw the motion to 


. WOLCOTT. I am much obliged to the Senator from 


SIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is with- 
the consideration of the bi!! indi- 


the 
‘was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDS AT COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO. 
ask leave to call up the bill (S. 1317) to grant 
Colorado 


Mr. TELLER. I 
siggy we aaeeon the Committee of th 
no as mittee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill, which had been report 
sant Sincanatttes ce Paktie Landa we amendments. ; 
The first amendment was, in section 1, after the word © (olo- 
rado,” in line 3, to insert: 
Upon the payment of $1.25 per acre by said city to the United Stats — 
So as to read: 
to the aaty of Ce —— 
Reverand to hold said 
for purposes of water storage an! <u) )'y 
amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the fol\.w- 


city shall time te the con- 
Pena ete eet aband mn 
or cease to use same the lands herein de 
Sees Gere. 
comtebehaltanande the and approval of the 

to. 


rrbed the Senate as amended, and the amend: 
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get an executive session on some matters that ought to be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. BATE. I shall desire an executive session to-morrow some 
time, before it gets too late. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course an executive session would be in 
order, or any other important, business. I will not urge my re- 
quest, but I should like consent. Of course the matter would be 
left in the control of the Senate. 

Mr. BATE. It is with a degree of delicacy, however, that I 
would call for an executive session when some one was just going 
to speak—with a fine audience, and all that. One dislikes to do it. 
I would not do it to-day for that reason. Of course I could call 
for an executive session at any time, but I do not want to commit 
myself. 

Mr. GRAY. Im reference to the matter of disposing of the 
Cuban resolutions, I understood it to be the wish of the chairman 
ot the Committee on Foreign Relations, and it is the wish of mem- 
bers of that committee, so far as I have spoken to them, that to- 
morrow the resolutions might be taken up at some early and 
convenient hour, and if possible disposed of. : 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cockre.1] is 
going to make a speech to-morrow. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand. 

Mr. PLATT. And it will not bea short speech. It will take 


The bik was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STEAM REVENUE CUTTER. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(s 1460) for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for service 
in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the 4 to have constructed a steam revenue cutter of the 
first class for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters, 
the cost of the construction not to exceed $150,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTOR OF C. M, SHAFFER. 


_ FAULKNER. I ask the Senate to take up for considera- 

Fr * bill (S. 460) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 
‘eee unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. ie 

The first amendment was, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” 
to strike out “five” and insert “four”; so as to read: 


of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and | quite a while. 
aurected $0 pay to executor of 0, it Shaffer, soaeaens, of Berkeley Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is an understanding as to 
—- Wind Sie of a AR det Peli ‘clon of ai. that, but after the Senator from Missouri gets through for the rest 
house, in the town of in said county and State,as acommissary | Of the morning hour or later—— 
storehouse during the war of the rebellion. Mr. PLATT. Ido not believe the Cuban resolutions can be dis- 
The amendment was posed of to-morrow, if an opportunity is given to those who desire 


agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 10,after the word “‘ rebellion,” 
at the end of the bill, to add the following proviso: 
ing the claim, that said warehouse 


srartualy occupied by the nited States for the purpose alleged; and th 

or the : e 
Gaim shall allowed, at the rate of $50 a mouth, for such time as it was 50 
Th 


to make some remarks. 

Mr.GRAY. The sooner we get at them the sooner they will be 
disposed of, whether on to-morrow or some other day. I hope 
the Senate will consent to devote whatever time it can after the 
Senator from Missouri has closed his remarks to-morrow to the 
consideration of the Cuban resolutions. 

Mr. BATE. I will not agree to it until after an executive ses- 
sion has been had. 

Mr. FRYE. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions told me that immediately on the conclusion of the speech of 
the Senator from Missouri he should bring forward the Cuban 
resolutions, and that he was so determined to press those resolu- 
tions that if any objection were made he should move to proceed 
to their consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the request. That settles it. 


occupied and not paid for. 
o ements oan pgrest to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution Ses 105) for the relief of ex-Naval 


Cadets John P. J. ‘Ceiection, Morris, and Chester Wells. 
being no the Senate, as in Committee of the 


There FRANCES R. JACK AND OTHERS. 
pea a eee een tetra tate Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
the advice anf eetmnent of the Senate. to : t John J ate sideration of the bill (H.R. 573) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, 
John R. Morris, and Chester Wells a oe netatend oP ol i Elizabeth J. Jack, and Matilda W. Jack. 
: shall - engineers in There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


to 
the Navy. But they an examination in steam engineer- 
shall be satisfactory to the Secre of the Navy, and 
and receive ee the date of their appoint- 
ments, each other in the order of merit as 
Rowe Oe See Ppeeaien for. 
Mr. PLATT, Was the joimt resolution reported by a com- 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Fran- 
ces R. Jack, Elizabeth J. Jack, and Matilda W. Jack $259.22 on 
account of rent of building in the city of Roanoke, Va., for use as 
post-office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


mittee? to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE, 
was by the Committee on Naval Affairs. Mr. NELSON. I ask leave to call up for consideration the bi 
oz £ ° 3 a p for consideration the bill 
— And it is recommended by the Secretary of the (H. R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Paul Mississippi River, in the county of Aitkin, State of Minnesota. 
Mr. PLATT. right. 7 There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committtee of the 
joint resolution was to the Senate without amend- | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
ment, ordered to a third , read the third time, and passed. The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent—— 
Mr.GALLINGER, I desire to make a request. Will the Sen- 


“TTR tate ome 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
IRON AND COAL MINES ON FOREST RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1632) to permit owners of claims to iron and coal mines on for- 
est reservations of the United States to perfect their title thereto, 
and to procure a patent therefor, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, before the word 
* coal,” tostrike out “‘ and”; im line 4, before the word ‘‘ mining,” 
to insert “‘and other”; in line 8, after the word *‘ to,” to strike out 
**pay the price for the lands embraced in said claims now fixed 
by law to” and insert *‘ perfect title thereto under the mining laws 
of”; in line 10, after the words “ United States,” to strike out 
“and to receive a patent therefor from the United States”; in 
line 11, after the word *‘of,” to strike out ‘‘said” and insert 
“such ”; in line 12, after the word “ claims,” to strike out ‘‘ when 
so paid for, their associates, successors, and assigns”; in line 14, 
after the word “ for,” to strike out “a railroad” and insert “ rail- 
roads or tramways”; in line 15, after the word “ construct,” to 
strike out “to be operated by steam or electricity” and insert 
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“and operate”; and in line 18, after the word “‘ on,” to strike out 
‘* said” and insert ‘‘ such”; so as to make the section read: 

That all persons who have heretofore located iron, coal, and other mining 
claims on the lands of the United States, which, subsequently to said location, 
have been incorporated into forest reservations by proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States or otherwise, are hereby fran the ~~ to per- 
fect title thereto under the mining laws of the United States. And the owners 
of such mining claims are hereby granted a right of way not to exceed 100 
feet wide, with necessary depot Groen. for railroads or tramways which 
they may construct and operate through said reservation to the boundaries 
thereof, and are hereby granted the right to ined on such right of wa 
and necessary electrical appliances for the trans: on of electricity to an 
from said mines. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was to add to section 1 the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That the rights and privile hereby granted shall not apply to 
the Yellowstone National Park or the forest reservations attached ahareto, 


nor‘o any other national park set apart by special act of Congress defining 
boundaries thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word 
‘*same,” to insert *‘ under such rules and regulations as he may 
prescribe to preserve the timber growth and prevent forest fires”; 
so as to make the section read: 


That said parties heretofore mentioned in section 1 are required, before 
building the railway the right of way for which is herein granted, to file a 
survey of the route and a map thereof with the Secretary of the Interior, 
who shall then and there approve the same, under such rules and regulations 
ashe may prescribe to preserve the timber growth and prevent forest fires. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, in the follow- 
ing words: 

Suc. 3. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know that I caught the meaning of the 
bill as it was read; but if I did, it obliges the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to approve wr penieeted railroad the map of which may be 
filed in his office. o not think that ought to be done, 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the section to which I refer be read—the sec- 
ond section. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, I will state what 
the provision is. However, I shall wait until the Senator exam- 
ines the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. This is the language to which I object: 

That said parties heretofore mentioned in section 1 are required, before 
building the railway the right of way for which is herein granted, to file a 
ever of the route and a map thereof with the Secretary of the interior, 
who shall then and there approve the same. 

That language makes it mandatory on the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to approve. 

Mr. CALL. Let that provision be stricken out. 

Mr. HOAR. The provision ought to read “‘ the right shall take 
effect on the approval,” etc. 

Mr. PLATT. As the bill now reads it leaves no discretion with 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BERRY. That is not the purpose of the bill. If the Sen- 

ee will suggest a change the committee will adopt it with great 
pleasure. 
Mr. HOAR. The same objection occurred to me when the bill 
was read. It occurs to me that it ought to read: ‘‘And the rights 
herein granted shall accrue when the same shall be approved by 
the Secre of the Interior,” or some phrase of that kind. 

Mr. BERRY. The committee had no purpose in the matter ex- 
cept to = the right of way on forest reservations, where mining 
claims been filed before the reservation was made, and the 
parties had the right, under the law permi them to run rail- 
roads there, to take out the minerals. The object was to require 
them to secure the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, so 
that Sewer not destroy the forest reservations. If the 
of the does not do that, any amendment to accom that 
ae ge will satisfy the committee. It was very y consid- 

7 the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], who was for- 
merly issioner of the General d Office, and he pets 
the ee was accomplished by the used in the 
The entire committee agreed to the bill; there is no objection to 
it, and the representatives of the Western section of the country 


were in favor of it. 
Mr. PLA out all 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 
‘The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all of section 2 
to and including the word ‘‘same,” in line 5, and to insert: 
tm of tho sans thal be Spproved My tho Secrtary of te nterbor S =™ 
The bill maga to i amended, and the amend- 

was as an 
ments were concurred in, 


MARCH 12, 


pie bin mun catered to be engrossed for a third readin read 


On motion of My BERRY, the title was amended s0 as t)) roqq. 


A bill to permit owners of wiping Gains on forest reservations 
United States to perfect their title the 
for, and for other purposes. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CHAUNCEY M. LOCKW00)). 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent (f th, 
Senate for the present consideration of the bill (S.713) fur the 
relief of the legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lockw o.\. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee ./ th, 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to aut) rize 
the ant representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood to comieneg 
suit in the Court of Claims of the United States for extra )),j) 
service on route No. 16637, extending from Salt Lake City, ( ja) 
to The Dalles, Oreg.; and gives the Court of Claims jurisdic, 
to adjudicate the same upon the basis of justice and equity. ang 
to rendera final judgment for the value of such extra mail s-ryice: 
and from any judgment that may be rendered in the cause ¢ither 
porte thereto may oe to the Su e Court of the United 

tates; and the bar of the statute of limitations shall not ay i) in 
such cases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orJereg 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, aid })issed, 


EDWARD H. MURRELL. 


Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid. 
eration of the bill (S. 1590) for the relief of Edward H. Murr, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Ed- 
ward H. Murrell $1,409.34, that amount having been collected by 
the Treasury agents of the United States from property in New 
Orleans, La., snd to him, and by them turned over to the 
Treasury Departmen 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and assed, 

DISTRIBUTION OF COURT REPORTS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (8. 2262) to provide for the further distrilmtion 
of the reports of Supreme Court and of the circuit courts of 


a 8. 
e bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with amendments, 
The first amendment was, in section 1, line 20, before the word 
“ reprint,” to strike out ‘an exact” and insert ‘‘ a”; so as to read: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to distribute to each of the following-named officers of the United 
States, additional to those in section 683 of the Revised Statutes, 
namely, Secretary of the several Executive Departments of 
the Government req them for official use; each Assistant Attorney- 
; the Solicitor of Department of State; the law clerk and exam- 
iner of spon uent st Justice; Comptroller of the Currency; the 
of Internal ne; the J Advocate-General, Navy Depart- 
t; the Commissioner of Labor; Service Commission; the Inter- 
Commerce $ of reme Court of the United 
nited States: the attorney 
fetes Hecate 
Oh ose already pub- 
or a reprint of the same, etc. 


reto, and to procure a patent ; me 


er! in section 2, line 3, after the word 


The next 
‘**holden,” to insert “inch the Indian Territory”: so as to 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to cach «f the 
where circuit district courts of the United States are now holden, 

the Indian to which they have not already been supplied 

under the provisions of the Sree aeeroved February }2, 1889, one 


e Court, including those 
ssreniy published, and those hereafter to be 


such volumes with ed, or an exact i print of 
= those y furnished will make one 


The 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 3, after the words 
** United States,” to insert ‘shall be y marked on the cover 
‘The property of the United States’”; so as to make the section 
= Stg,$,ihat the volumes @ 
cover “ The of 
justices, j esr clorks, and 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. ; ad 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readins. 
the third time, and passed. 
PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 
the Committee on Pensions 
of House bill No. 29?!,2 


immediate 
no objection, be’ Senate, az in Committe of he 


under ions of this act shall 
shail vinialy marked on the 

* and shall be transmitted by the 
receiving the same to their suc 








1896. 


Whole, 





toconsider the bill (H. R. 2921) to repeal sec- 
tion 6 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to define the duties of pension 


agen prescribe the manner of payiuig pensions, and for other 
ae approved July 8, 1870, and now being section 4784, Re- 
Pur statutes of the United States. 

ELL. What is the clause that is proposed to be 


Mr. 
by the bill? 
ep ARER. Under the present system there has grown up a 
custom among the old pensioners of going tothe pension agencies, 


imes from 150 to 200 miles distant from their homes, and re- 
— their money at the pension agency. When they get there 
they are sometimes upon by sharpersand their money taken 
fromthem. Some 18 of the pension agencies have requested that 
the law be amended so that the checks can be forwarded directly 
to the pensioners, which will enable them to disburse their money 
at home, instead of their being put to the inconvenience and 
hardship in many cases of fing to these distant points. This 
pill is simply intended to do away with that provision of the 

te. 
GALLINGER. It is proper to say, in this connection, that 
a very portion of the pensioners are paid in this way. 
think only some 20,000. Pesaps I have made the number too 


Mr. I know it is not a large number. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS TO PENSIONERS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S. 2405) empowering 
fourth-class to administer oaths to pensioners, which 
is now upon the Calendar, may be indefinitely postponed, as a bill 
on that subject has become a law. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HENRY J. HEWITT. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion at this time of the bill for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Henry 
J. Hewitt. It directs the Secretary of War to cause to be investi- 

ted by the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States 
omy claim of Henry J. Hewitt, of the State of Missouri, for 
corn, oats, hay, horses, and wagons taken from him for the use of 
the Army in northern Missouri in the years 1862, 1863, 1864, and 
1865, and for the use and occupation of his hotel, storehouse, and 
barns by the military authorities of the United States, at Macon 


City, County, Mo., and at Lancaster, Schuyler County, 
Mo., during the 1862, 1863, 1864, and 1865, such investiga- 
tion to extend to status of the claimant, whether loyal or not, 
the value of the and other property taken, the actual rental 
value of the hotel, ouse, and barns for the time they were 

and used by the United States authorities, the purposes 
for w the hotel, storehouse, and barns were used, and by whose 


authority and direction, and whether the forage, horses, and wagons 
so taken were a part of the outfit er by him as a contractor 
or subcontractor in carrying the United States mails to northern 
Missouri and southern Iowa during the years named; and when 
such investigation shall be completed the Secre of War shall 
report the result thereof, with his recommendation thereon, to 
Congress for its action in the premises. 


Mr. PLATT. My attention was diverted for a moment during 
the of the bill. May I inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri what the provision is for determining whether or not there 
is an due to this man? 


Mr. The Secretary of War is to cause an inves- 
oe by the Quartermaster’s Department and report the result 


Mr. TT. That is sa 


bill was reported to the Reants without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS POLLOCK. 
Mr. SHOUP. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 


eration of Senate bill No. 2176. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
sil, Broeseded ao the bill (S. 2176) granting a pension 
The bill was pipeteet from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, line 7, after the words ‘rate of,” to strike 
bo twenty-five” and insert “twenty”; so as to make the bill 


Be it Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
to ee een a eeetges oe ene PrOvinions 
1 at Ol rene nae month. - 


Mr. PLATT. Was that person an enlisted man? 
XXVIII—172 
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= 
Mr. SHOUP. The report will show the fact to be that he was 
an enlisted man. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the report read. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. SHoup 
February 25, 1896, as follows: 
_ The Committee on Pensions, te whom was referred the bill (S. 2176) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Pollock, have examined the same and report 

It a from the records of the War Department that the claimant 
enlisted on the lith day of March, 1852, at Watervliet Arsenal, and was 
assigned to the ordnance department, Watervliet Arsenal, United States 
Army, and was discharged for disability incurred in the line of duty—incura- 
ble varicocele—at Bernicia Arsenal, Cal., April 8, 1853. 

Mr. PLATT. That is sufficient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 13, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 12, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
HENRY M., CoupDeEN. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 


GRAND ARMY POST, SEDAN, KANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3265) donating one condemned cannon 
and four pyramidsof condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, 
No.74,Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate is simply to 
change the title by adding the words ‘‘ and for other purposes.” 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. At the request of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, the Chair desires to submit a change of reference to the 
House. 

The letter from the Secretary of War relating to the purchase 
of land adjacent to the military reservation at Key West, Fla., 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations instead of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. In the absence of objection, the 
change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL, BIG OYSTER BED SHOAL, NEW 
JERSEY. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 55) for the 
establishment of a light-house and fog-signal station at or near 
Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey. 

e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Thata light-house and fog-signal station be established 


at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, mouth of the Maurice River, Delaware Bay, 
New Jersey: Provided, That the same shall not cost more than $25,000. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Thereis an amendment, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to submit to this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is unanimous consent asked? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proposes to submit an amend- 
ment, coupled with the proposition for unanimous consent. 

Mr. LO DENSLAGER. I move to amend the bill in line 6 by 
striking out ‘‘twenty-five thousand” and inserting ‘‘four thou- 
sand five hundred,” which is the amount of the estimate of the 
Department. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey toconsider the bill at this time with the 
amendment proposed? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 
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THE FEDERAL CENSUS. 


Mr.GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of Senate joint resolution 47, relating to the 
ederal census. 

TheSPEAKER. Theresolution will be read, subject tothe right 

of objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas representatives of various Governments which make decennial 
enumerations of the wpepte are making efforts to secure uniformity in the 
inquiries to be used in future censuses; and 

hereas also it is expedient to give early consideration to some comprehen- 
sive plan for the establishment of a permanent census service; Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the Commissioner of Labor, now in charge of the Elev- 
enth Census, is hereby authorized and directed to correspond and confer with 
the census officers of other Governments for the purpose of securing uni- 
formity in the inquiries relating to the pou to be used in future censuses; 
and that said Commissioner is also hereby directed to report to Congress for 


its consideration, as soon as practicable, a plan for a permanent census service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. CRISP. Has this been reported by any committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, by the Committee on 
Labor 


There being no ss the joint resolution was considered. 
Mr. DINGLEY. fore action is taken upon that, Mr. Speaker, 
if I understand correctly, it proposes simply, first, a correspond- 
ence with other countries with reference to uniform data or 
methods of taking the census, so far as ulation and occupation 
are concerned; and then proposes that the Commissioner of Labor 
shall sebmit to Congress a plan for a permanent bureau. As I 
understand it, there is nothing committing Congress to the plan 
, but only to obtain data on which to submit a plan for 


action. 
Mr. GARDNER. That is all it contemplates. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection to that. 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and being 


read the third time, it Moto 
On motion of Mr. GARDNER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
HALVOR K. OMLIE, 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. ee, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 818) for 
the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, N. Dak. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Halvor K. Omlie, who, on May 12, 1893, made final 
proof on his preemption claim for the northw: quarter of section 8, town- 
3. 168 north, of range 58 west, of the fifth cipal meridian, in the State 
of North Dakota, be, and he is hereby, granted a period of one year from the 
ae eS ee ae eee eee Se ee oe 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. What is the rt upon this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask if this has nm reported by 2 
committee? 

Mr, JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes; unanimously reported 
by the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. LACEY. Inresponseto en from Georgia, I may 
say that this is the second request of the kind made in behalf of this 
man, whose sickness has prevented him from completing his pre- 
emptionentry. It isan extreme case, in which relief was granted 
in the last Congress, but he requires some further time to enable 
him to pay for the land on which his home is situated. Itisa very 
clear case and a very meritorious one. 

There be no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to a third ing; and being read the third time, it was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatrt, one of its clerks 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendment the bill 
(H. R. 5882) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Mem- 
Railroad Company to extend its line of railroad into the In- 
Territory, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(8. 666) to amend section 4829 of the United States Revised Stat- 
utes, co surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other medical 
officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 


amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 133) directing the ees ow 
Clevelan: 


Ce are ne eee Ot 
Harbor. 
_ Them also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the follewing resolution: 
printed See: one ee oe 
the various acts of , 


Marcu 12, 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate “‘ providing for the printing of 15,0 
copies of the bulletin on apiculture.” 

e message also announced that the Senate had agreed to {}o 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the title of jv int 
resolution (8. R. 72) ‘‘ directing the Public Printer to supply tio 
Senate and House libraries each with 20 additional copies of t),, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.” 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr.DALZELL. Mr.S er, | ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to authorize the Union Railroad Company to ¢.\)- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Memengabels River,” 
approved February 18, 1893. 

e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to authorize the Union 
i Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Mononyga- 


Railroad 

hela River,” approved voles 18, 1898, be, and the same is hereby, amendv 
so as to cnhenl the time for the commencement of the bridge oa! i = 
named to one year and the time for its completion to three years from and 
after February 18, 1896. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consi(era- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—COLEMAN VS. BUCK, SECOND DIs- 
TRICT, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. MILLER of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pre- 
sent a report of the Cumealitee on Elections No. 2 in eee 
tested-election case of Coleman vs. Buck, from the Second district 
of the State of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from West Virginia | Mr. 
MILLER] submits a report in a contested-election case. Does the 
gentleman desire immediate action? 

Mr. MILLER of West Vi Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I imagine it wil! not 
vere uF of West Virginie The report is i 

. ie unanimous. 

Mr. poe oo oo I im- 
agine n necessary to read entire report. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolutions will be reported to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That H. Dudley Coleman was not elected a Representative in the 
fi Congress from the Second Congressional district of the State of 
and is not entitled to a seat in the House. 

That Charles F. Buck was elected a resentative in the Fifty- 
fourth from the Second district of the State of Louisiana, and is 
entitled to seat in the House. 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
adoption of the resolutions. 
resolutions were to. 7 : 
On motion of Mr. JO. IN of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


LOAN OF ORDNANCE TO HIGH SCHOOLS. 
Mr, MERCER. Mr: Socaker I haye a joint resolution whicl 
5 ° ; a resolution which 
only take a moment. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Da\ir1s) 
is entitled to the floor, if he insists upon it. 
Mr. MERCER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo 


ment. 

Mr. DANIELS. Very well. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Mir r®] 
desires unanimous consent for the t consideration of a joint 
resolution which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Representatives of the United Stat + if 
rer So leprescribed by him, 
to the Seqvermment, st iw hich 

appear rf or mul 

of high schools in the United 

of War for the purpose 

ar shall require a ynd 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


I should be to have the report read. and 
ant sable Ge pectemen Dom Nebraska 


new departure? 








1896. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report accompanying the bill 





- MERCER. I will ask that the report be read. 
a. report OF Mr. Curtis of New York) was read, as follows: 


to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
The One Wres.6) authoriaing rzing the secrelary of War to loan ordnance and ord- 
= stores for military en h omer, bee leave to submit the 
tee ng HIntion authorizes the Secretary of War to fesne, at his discretion 
and under proper regulations to be prescribed by him, out of ordnance and 
ordna: stores that can be as may appear to be uired for 
i oy instruction and ‘in high schools where an officer is detailed 
mailieT hecretary of War for the purpose of instruction, the Secre- 
tary to require a bond in double value for care, safe-keeping, and return 
of the property when required. in : 
vision seems necessary for proper instruction in such ools by 
oun so detailed and appears to be carefully guarded. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


? . 
ag POCKERY. I hope the gentleman will explain the matter 
to the House. E ‘ 
Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to reserve the point of order. This 


seems starting out in a policy that will make a ¢ deal of 
— expe 1s. ieaabene tens of thousands of high schools 


An ne ARSE, "the tleman will recollect that this is con- 
fined to high schools where an officer of the Army is detailed. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I know, but there will be applications—— 
Mr. MARSA. And there are not 10,000 of them by a good 


deal. 
, GLEY. I know that. 
Me MARSH. are limited to 100 public schools and col- 

So the 10,000 do not cut much . . 

Mir. DINGLEY, I understand that all well enough, but appli 
cations will come from all of the schools, and we neither have 
ordnance nor su nor teachers for more than a very few 
me when we start out in this _—e of doing 


and in a great 
before we get through. 
Mr I will say in reply to the gentleman—— 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply object until I can see 
further about this. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 


CONTESTED-ELECTION ©.SE, ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS—FOURTH DIS- 
TRICT, ALABAMA. 


Mr. DANIFLS. Mr. yo I call up for consideration the 
contested-election case of William F. Aldrich against Gaston A. 
Robbins. It has been by the members of the committee 
that the time for be controlled by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DivsMoR®] on the part of the minority and 
myself on the part of the ty. . 

t is also by the members of the committee that three 
hours and a on each side shall be devoted to the discussion of 
the points presented in this contested-election case, and, as I have 
alread, the time is to be apportioned by the gentleman 
from . DINsMORE] on part of the contestee and 
by at a of the contestant. 

The Is there obj 


on to the arrangement sug- 
from 


ew York? 
of Georgia. The tleman from Arkansas 
has been called out and is not here, 
ment of the chairman of the committee. 


I did not hear the state- 


The gentleman from New York says that the 
understanding is that each side is to occupy three and a half 
hours, the time to be disposed of by the chairman of the commit- 
from Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore}. 

say to the gentleman that I saw Mr. 
that it is satisfactory to him. 


SPEAKER. ee caren? After .] Th 
none. The Clerk Gass tie sesatelons m 


Resolved, That Gaston A. Robbins was not elected as a member of the Fifty- 
— from the Fourth district of Alabama, and is not entitled to 


Resolved, . Aldrich elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth Oongeenn fren the Bousth diastet et hia ann eee ct, the Pitty. 


. Speaker, I ask the tleman to yield to 
me fora moment. I desire to introduce a bi eos 


oe define his duties, 
i on Appropriations. 


the 
consent that it be referred 
fo the Committee on Appropriations, as under the rules it would 


SPEAKER. "That would not give the committee any juris- 


i 
| 
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Mr. DOCKERY. 
Mr. DANIELS. 
chusetts [Mr. Moopy}, my colleague on the committee. 


I withdraw the request. 
I yield an hovr to the gentleman from Massa- 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DANIELS. I suggest that the gentleman come over here, 
nearer to the center of the Hall, so that we may be better able to 
hear him. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, let me reply to the suggestion of 
the chairman of the committee that there is some remonstrance 
in this part of the Hall tomy moving to the place he suggests. I 
will say to him that in case he fails to hear me, if he will make a 
further suggestion for removal, I shall feel obliged to yield to him, 
in deference to the right of the greater portion of this assembly. 

It is my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to devote that portion of the 
time which is allotted to me to a plain statement of the outline of 
this case, leaving to my colleagues upon the committee the more 
important duty of arguing it in detail. This contest arises in the 
Fourth Congressional district of Alabama. In that district, in 
the election of 1894, Mr. Gaston A. Robbins received the nomina- 
tion and support of the Democratic party,and Mr. William F. 
Aldrich received the nomination of the Republican party and the 
indorsement and support of the Populite party and that wing of 
the Democratic party in Alabama that is called by the name of 
Jeffersonian Democrats. On the face of the returns Mr. Robbins 
received a majority of 3,736. That majority was attacked before 
the committee on the ground that it was fraudulent; and the 
committee have presented the contest to this House in three re- 
ports, two reports from the Republican members of the committee 
and one report from the Democratic members of the committee. 

The Democratic members of the committee agree that the re- 
turned plurality of 3,736 votes should be reduced, on the ground 
of fraud in the conduct of the election, to 559. The Republican 
members of the committee go further, and report—one win z of 
them—that not only the majority awarded to Mr. Robbins should 
be reduced, but that it should be extinguished altogether, and 
that the true majority was 601 for Mr. Aldrich, the Republican. 
Another wing of the Republican majority thinks that the plurality 
of Mr. Aldrich should be increased, and that the true plurality 
is 1,131 votes. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that there is no 
contest between the Republican members of this committee on 
the result. Every Republican on the committee agrees that there 
was sufficient fraud in the election to vitiate the returns and to seat 
the Republican contestant. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it becomes an important thing for us to con- 
sider the nature of the district in which this contest arises. The 
Fourth Alabama district is composed of six counties. Five of 
them are known as white counties—that is, counties where the 
white population and the white voters largely predominate—and 
one of them is known as a black county, a county in which the 
colored voters and the colored population largely predominate. In 
the counties in which the white voters predominate, on the face 
of the returns the Republican candidate, Mr. Aldrich, received a 
majority of 1,654 votes. He therefore reached the black county 
with that majority in his favor, but by the returned vote in the 
county of Dallas, which is the black county, not only that plural- 
ity was met and extinguished, but a plurality was counted for the 
sitting member. The county of Dallas showed upon the face of 
the returns 5,462 votes to the Democrat and 72 votes to the Re- 
publican. 

Now, it is important to consider what sort of a county it was in 
which there should be a majority of 5,390 votes against the candi- 
date representing the Republican party, the Populist party, and 
the Jeffersonian Decsserathe party. In the first place, it isa county 
in which the population—I eliminate now odd numbers—was 49,- 
000. There are 8,000 white population in the county and 41,000 
colored population. Itmay be said, Mr. Speaker, once for all, that 
members of this House may have it as a fact to carry with them 
all through the case, that in the Fourth Congressional district of 
Alabama, in the county of Dallas, at least, of the Fourth Congres- 
sional district of Alabaana, the colored voters are Republican almost 
to a man; not only that, but that in that county the colored voters 
outnumber the white 5to1. But we havean estimate of the voters 
in that county upon which you may safely rely. At an outside 
estimate there are 7,500 colored voters and 2,500 white voters. 

Those 7,500 voters were all, or substantially all, Republicans. 
The 2,500 voters were not all, or substantially all, Democratic 
voters in the year 1894. There were Populists and there was 
a faction of the Democratic party known as the Jeffersonian 
Democrats, whose differences with the Organized Democratic 
party of Alabama were that the one believed in an honest ballot 
and the other believed in the fraudulent methods that have pre- 
vailed there now for almost a generation. Now, let us see in out- 
line—for I k only in outline—what brought about this mar- 
velous result in the black Republican county of Dallas. Since 
1880—and I need only appeal to the memory of members who have 
served in this House for years and who have witnessed the con- 
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tests that time and time again have come up from the black belt 
of Alabama—since 1880 there has not been an honest election in 
the county of Dallas; there has not been a time when the Repub- 
lican voters did not go to the polls and either have their votes 
thrown out and disregarded by fraudulent technicalities or have 
them counted Democratic. In the year 1894 they despaired of 
having Republican voters go to the ballot box and put in their 
votes and have them counted otherwise than as Democratic. 

How much they despaired, Mr. Speaker, this House can best 
know and appreciate when I tell them that the Republican party 
in that county disfranchised themselves, choosing rather to lose 
their votes than to have them counted for the Democratic candi- 
date. The Republican party authority in Alabama issued an 
order or a request tothe Republican voters in the county of Dallas 
not to register in the spring and not to vote in the fall. The evi- 
dence in this record B sit and proves conclusively, that to a 
very great extent the Republicans of Dallas County complied with 
that request made by their leaders. I may say here, because it is 
a point of importance, that that request or direction did not apply 
to the Populists and did not apply to the Jeffersonian Democrats. 
But even the Republicans of Alabama did not know the depth of 
infamy to which their opponents would descend in order to destroy 
honest elections in that county, for it soon became obvious that 
even the deliberate self-disfranchisement of the Republican voters 
would not keep the Democratic managers from counting their 
votes for the Democratic candidate. 

The chief of the conspiracy that was entered into to defraud the 
voters of Dallas County of their rights was the judge of probate 
of that county. Under the laws of Alabama no man (with some 
trifling exceptions) can vote in the fall election unless he has reg- 
istered in the spring preceding the election. On the first Mon- 
day of May it is the duty of the registrars in the various coun- 
ties and precincts to open the registration. It is continued for 
thirty days. At the end of thirty days the registration list upon 
which the vote is to be taken in the fall election is made up and 
is placed in the hands of the probate judge. He holds the regis- 
tration list of the county. Itisapublicdocument. Every citizen 
has the right, under a rule of law that will not be challenged, to 
inspect that document and to have a copy of it. 

embers will see how important that right was in this case. 
The Republicans had not registered, acting under the direction of 
their State central committee. It was important for them to 
know, therefore, whether there was a fraudulent registration list 
made up in time for the election. It was important for them to 
know, after the election was held, whether there was an honest 
registration and a fraudulent poll list. That registration list—I 
may as well trace it now to the end, because its history will be of 
consequence by and by—that oe list was placed in the 
hands of the judge of probate. It is his duty to give a copy of it 
to the inspectors at each precinct, and after the election is over it 
is their duty to return it to him by a circuitous route, and he keeps 
it, under a statutory provision that it ‘‘ shall be open to the inspec- 
tion of any elector in the county.” That registry list of the spring 
of 1894 has never been seen by mortal eye to this day. I am told— 
this is outside the record, I know—I am told that even the grand 
jury of Dallas County have not been able to get the record of reg- 
istration that was made in the vs. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman point out in 
the record where it is stated that the grand jury have been unable 
to get a couse I have not seen the statement. 

r. M 'Y. Mr. Speaker, in ly to the gentleman from 
Georgia, I will say that I have al y stated to the House that 
tir. BARTLETT of Geo tte the gentl pard 

r. oO r ntleman’s on, 
I did not hear him. ~~ Wg 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Aldrich, the contestant, knowing the im- 
portance of having the registration list as a foundation for subse- 
quent pores wrote to the judge of probate on the 25th day 
of September, which was before the election, saying to him, “I 
desire to obtain from your office a certified copy of the registry of 
voters of Dallas County by beats ”"—the word ‘‘ beat” being used 
as an equivalent for ‘‘ precinct.” He received no reply. Upon 
October 3, still before the election, the chairman of the Repub- 
lican county committee wrote to the judge of probate and asked 
for the registry list or a copy thereof. He received no reply. 
Again, on October 11, he wrote for the same purpose and received 
no reply. After the election was over, when the evidence was 
being taken by the commissioner, he required of this judge of 
probate certified copies of the registration lists in certain im- 

tant beats, and he received a reply from the counsel of the sit- 

member that it would be prod “as soon as it is possible 
for the same to be done.” But it never has been produced, and 
no mortal man has yet seen that list which contained the 
list of men who alone were entitled to vote in that county at the 
election. Whether it is destroyed, whether it is honest or dis- 
honest, no man except the judge of — knows. 

But that is not all. The law of Alabama provides that there 


shall be three inspectors at each election and that each party 
shall have at least one of those inspectors. The inspectors aya 
appointed by three persons, one of whom is this judge of pro\yato 
to whom I have already referred several times. Two clerks aro 
elected, and they are elected by the inspectors. The only rivijt 
of representation which a candidate has at the ballot box un jor 


the law of Alabama is his statutory right to be represente jn 
the person of one of the inspectors. Knowing that the Democ).ts 
were withholding the registration list, which was the found: joy, 


of the right to vote, Mr. Aldrich, with the chairman of the ko. 
publican committee and the chairman of the Populist comiittoe 
applied to the judge of probate for what was his right wader jj, 
law—the right to be represented at the polls by an inspector. [Ho 
presented to the judge of probate a list of several names for o¢), 


precinct. It was proved that those were the names of ter of 
reputable and upright character, men of intelligence—all of tho 
white men. In those precincts where the vote was meant to be 
fraudulent, nota single one of those whose appointment had }).6y 


—— of him by the Republican candidate and the chairman 
of his committee was appointed. 
In that part of the county where the vote wasfraudulent, the 


judge of probate and his associates did not even appoint a sincle 
Republican, with three exceptions; and those exceptions show 
better than the rule the purpose of the man who was makin the 
appointments. He appointed in one beat a man by the name of 
Bowie, an ignorant negro, who could not read or write. And 
who were the other two inspectors? One was the man whio had 
been his master in the days of slavery, and the other was the 
man for whom he then worked and upon whose place he then 
lived. Thus the Republican representative was an illiterate, igno- 
rant inspector under the power of his old master and his present 
employer. 

In the city of Selma there was appointed as tor a misera- 
ble, rascally, purchasable negro, apparently as big a villain as 
there is out of jail in Alabama; he was appointed to represent the 


Republican party at that precinct. In a third precinct a man 
crept in by accident as one of the inspectors, it not being known 
what his political belief was. Thus we have the entire election 
machinery of a part of Dallas County in the hands of the Demo- 
cratic managers, without any control, without any check upon 
them by the registration list, without any check upon thein by 
representation at the polls. 


ow, what did the ublicans, who had disfranchised them- 
selves for the sake of an honest oe knew that they 
could win even without the votes in the black county, if the bal- 
lots were counted honestly—what did they do? They appointed 
at each oe one or two persons who should during the day 
watch the poll and report how many men could possib!y have 


voted. In the county of Dallas there were 28 beats, and what I 
am about to state shows better than anything else in the case to 
what extent the fraud which had been made possible by the judge 
of probate existed in reality. In 13 of the 28 beats there was 
fraud; in the remainder there was an honest election. Where 
there was an honest election the Republican inspectors were at 
the polls. Where there was a dishonest election there wis no 
Republican inspector at the polls. Where there was an honest 
election and a Republican inspector—through that part of the 
a which contains 40 per cent of its population—there were 
polled, according to the returns, 298 votes. In the rest of the 
county, where there was no Republican inspector at the polls and 
which contained 60 _ cent of the population of the county, there 
were polled 5,241 votes, according to the returns. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to go over, in outline, these pre 
cincts—13 in number—which have been found to be fraudu- 
lent. Let me, however, first recite—and when I have done this I 
might as well stop and leave the decision of this case with the 
House—let me first recite the facts upon which every member of 
this committee, whether Republican or Democrat, agrees. [ere 
are 10 precincts, in the fraudulent part of Dallas County, where 
the Republican party had neither tion lists nor a repre- 
sentation at the polls. In the of Summerfield, upon the 
returns, the vote stood 160 for Robbinsand 2for Aldrich. Every 
member of the committee, Republican and Democratic alike. says 
that of those 162 votes, 131, or more than 81 per cent, were fraud- 
ulent. In the | + of Martins there were returned 5) for 
Robbins, none for Aldrich. Every member of the committee 
agrees that 443 of those 503 votes, more than 87 per cent. were 
frauduient. In t the return was 250 for Kob- 
bins and 1 for Aldrich. member of the committee agrees 
that 214, or 85 per cent, of those votes were fraudulent. In liver 

t the return was 276 for Robbins, none for Aldrich; and ev:ry 
committee agrees that 267 of those votes, more than 
96 per cent, were fraudulent. In Union beat the return was 23 


Rob 
ttee, Democrats and Republicans alike, agree ( 
those votes, more than 98 oe more than 9 out of every 10, 
were fraudulently put into the box by the Democratic im 














rs, Whose conduct was not checked by the representation at 
the polls which Mr. Aldrich had the right to have under the law 
sa Bluff beat there were returned 123 votes for Robbins 
and 12 for Aldrich; and of this vote every member of the commit- 
tee that 128, or 95 per cent, were fraudulent. At Carlow- 
ville beat the return was 127 votes for Robbins, none for Aldrich; 
and every member of the committee agrees that at least 74 per 
cent of those votes are fraudulent. At Boykins beat all the mem- 
bers of the committee 50 per cent of the votes returned were 
fraudulent. At Mitchells the return was 389 votes, all for Rob 

bins; and we all agree that 373 of those votes (95 per cent) were 


fraudulent. In the city of Selma the return was 2,014 for Rob- 
bins, 5 for Aldrich; and every member of the committee agrees 


that 1,247 of those votes, or more than 60 per cent, were fraudu- 


eThat, Mr. Speaker, is what we all agree to. The Democratic 
members of the committee, however, stop there. They can not 
go any further without going over the brink and seating the Re- 
publican candidate. g 1 ~ 

But the Republicans to certain other precincts— Woodlawn 
precinct, Orville and Oldtown precincts—and find precisely the 
same frauds we found committed in the other precincts, and so 
they must seat the Republican contestant by the majority 1 have 
already named. ; ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose, without going over these beats in 
detail, to take up three, and only three, of them for the purpose 
of illustrating the evidence upon which the committee acted and 
the method which they adopted in treating that evidence. Take, 
for instance, Woodlawn precinct No. 2. That is a precinct on 
which the Republican members of the committee and our friends 
on the other side differ. They say the returns ought to stand as 
they appear in the report of the election officers. We think other- 
wise, and I take it—because it may be fairly presumed to be among 
the weakest cases in favor of the Republican contestant—I take it 
as an illustration of the rest. At Woodlawn precinct the testi- 
mony shows the number of votes cast to have been 14. The poll 
list, however, shows 130 votes for Robbins and 9 for Aldrich. 

The testimony shows that there were 45 white men all told, of 
all shades of politics, in this precinct, and that every negro in it 
was & ublican. There were two men who were employed, or 
employed themselves rather, to go to the polls at this precinct and 
see how many men went there and how many voted. There 
was some attack upon them; but I can not say that it was suc- 
cessful. One was a school-teacher who had been in the Confed- 
erate service, had been in a ‘‘ Yankee” prison, as he termed it, and 
never in any other, and the other wasafarmer. They were Popu- 
lists and went to watch the vote. They picked out from the poll 
list the 14 men who went to the precinct on that day and gave 
the names of them. They say that not another man could possi- 
bly have voted, for no other person alive and in bodily form went 
to the polls from the opening to the close; and, as I said, they give 
the name of every man who went there on thatoccasion. Further 
than that one of the witnesses, R. B. Cater, was one of the men 
who voted last, and his number was 14 on the poll list, thus con- 
firming, by the act of the Democratic inspectors themselves, his 
own testimony. But the only thing to go on against these men is 
the testimony of a man, one St. John Lewis Tavel, who was one 
of the precinct officers at the election; a Democrat, he says. I desire 
to call the attention of the House to the testimony, or part of the 


irr, CLARK of lows, What 

Mr. im of Iowa. What did you say was the vote at this 
precin 

Mr. MOODY. The vote returned was 130 for Robbins, 9 for 
Aldrich. The testimony to which I have just been referring 
shows that only 14 voted, and no one knows how they voted. 

This man Tavel, to whom I have been referring, was a Demo- 
craticinspector, and the Democratic minority of the committee rely 
largely on his testimony to meet the positive statements of the 
two men whose ene I have outlined. Let us see now what 
kind of a man he was and how far his testimony is of any value. 
In the first place, he was for two or three years before this election 
a and had been in the councils of the Populist party, and 

that the Democratic sunetias in this very beat would 
count a majority them whether they vo or whether 
they did not vote. He was again converted, however, to Democ- 
did't and became an 


Ee. 


of elections at this election. How 
answer the first question submitted to him, which was: 
Did more than 14 men vote at this election? 

He says: 

I refuse to answer that question. I recognize that I am under oath now. 


The counsel next asked him, after taking up the poll list: ‘‘ Can 

[on Wick ont of the list any other names than the 14 who have 
named as 

Now, there was a They were men who knew he lived in 


that beat, and he had lived there all his life, and he was an inspector 
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of the elections. If he swore falsely and named specific names 
there wasa strong chance of indictmentfor perjury, Heresponds: 
home not. 

And it is on this testimony that the Democratic members of this 
coramitiee would overturn the finding of the Republican majority. 
I leave it with you gentlemen here to determine, without another 
word. [{Applause.] 

Itake up néxt the River beat, because it is one of the worst. I 
want to give you samples of all these beats. In this beat the vote 
was 276 to nothing—in favor of the Democrat, of course. There 
were 15 or 20 white people at the outside in that beat. 

Almost every man there was a negro, and every negro or almost 
every negro was a Republican. The evidence is clear. The poll 
list is taken up, and 19 names are selected in the first place who 
specifically swear that they did not vote; or some of them swore 
to that. Not all of them could swear; because of that 19, 5 were 
fictitious men who had no existence in the world, 7 were dead; 
1 of them had been dead twelve years, and 1 of them was lynched 
about a year ago, almost within sight of the precinct where these 
Democrats voted him the year after. [Laughter. ] 

Now, it was in this precinct that they felt safe to trust the Re- 


publican negro inspector, because on the one side of him was his 


young master in the days of slavery, and upon the other side was 
his master in the days of his freedom. They felt safe to trust him 
therefore, but the old man was honest. He was illiterate. He 


could not meet the fraudulent conduct of his associates, but he 
was honest when the time came to take his oath and give his testi- 
mony. 

He tells us in respect to this beat, where 276 votes were returned, 
that there was only 1 colored voter, and he was the man; that only 
7 or 8 men came in that day, and there were only 7 or 8 ballots 
of the voting, but that during the day 
one of the inspectors, his present master, read over to the other 
inspector, his old master, between 200 and 300 names for some 
purpose, he did not know what, and that they were copied down 
on a piece of paper. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is not one particle of contradiction to 
that testimony. There is not a particle of contradiction to any 
testimony in this case, because, conscious of the fraud of which 
he was reaping the benefit, the sitting member did not see fit to 
inform this House through its committee of any facts bearing upon 
the validity of his election. 

Let me take one more precinct, and I am done with the pre- 
cincts. I have afew words more to say upon another subject. 
Let me come to the City precinct. I take that because it is the 
most importantintheamount. As you will remember, there were 
2,014 votes returned for Robbins and 5 for Aldrich. 

Let us see what sort of a city Selma was. By the census of 
1890 it contained 7,622 population. The testimony of the presi- 
dent of the State senate of Alabama, a Democrat, whose testi- 
mony is found in the record, shows that 55 per cent of the popula- 
tion of Selma are colored. 

Yet out of alittle over 3,500 white population they were able 
to get 2,019 Votes, and they must have voted, and it appears they 
did vote, the cradle and the grave in order to arrive at that result. 

In 1893 the total registration in Selma was 623. The registra- 
tion for this year was fraudulently withheld by the false probate 
judge, whodisgraces any seatof justice, wherever he may occupy it. 

We take the poll list, as itiscalled. Let meexplain to you what 
the poll list is. The law of Alabama provides specifically that 
when a voter comes to the polls his name shall be called out, the 
name written down on what is called a poll list, and a number 
attached to it, so that an honest poll list would conform to the 
actual order of the voters who appear to vote. 

Now, the first thing that we have to say about that poll list is 
that it is an afterthought. A man voted at 4 o’clock, according 
to the testimony; his number is 1502. Another one voted at 1.30; 
his number is 1445. Another voted at 4.40, just before the polls 
closed; his number is 221. Nobody voted afterwards. Another 
man voted ten minutes before him, or between 4 and 4.30, and his 
number is 1674. Another voted at 3, and his number on the list 
is 151. 

These were, with one exception, Democrats, who did not know 
the meaning and purpose of the testimony they were giving. The 
moment they began to find out the purpose of it, there was not 
a Democrat in Selma who could tell whether he voted at 8 o’clock 
in the morning or 5 o'clock in the evening. [Laughter.] But 
they had told enough to show that the poll list which appears in 
this record was fraudulently made up as an afterthought; and 
that is the first step we take here, in addition to all the probabili- 
ties in the case. 

But now we go further. There was one ballot box, an Austra- 
lian ballot box. The polls opened at 8 o'clock and closed at 5. In 
order to have voted the 2,021 votes, they would have had to put 4 
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votes a minute into that ballot box, which everybody within the 
bearing of my voice knows to be an impossibility. 

But we go further. We have the testimony of the watchers 
there. We have two men, one the clerk in the probate office, and 
another a ey. responsible man, for all that I could see. 
They s there by the court-house, and they watched its en- 
trances all day long, from sunrise to sunset. One of them said 
there were 715 men who entered the court-house, and the other 
said there were 723. 

They could not see the polling place; they could only see the 
inclosure of the court-house. ey knew these men went in, but 
when they got inside of the court-house there was the office of the 
probate court and register corresponding to it; there was the tax 
collector's office, the sheriff's office. There was the city court of 
Selma, where ome naturally would be going in from time to 
time; and althongh seven hundred and men went into that 
inclosure that day, no man can tell whether they voted, whether 
they went for the purpose of voting, or whether they did some- 
thing else, and went in for the purpose of doing something else. 
Now, then, let us gostiil furtherthan that. I take up this poll list 

exhibiting]. There are the names. Wecan not get from the 
udgeof probate the list upon which this vote was founded. 

oman can getit. Noman can it, because if it is honest it 
would reveal the whole truth. 
former member of Congress for this district, a man who knows 
almost every man, woman, and child in the city of Selma. He 
takes it up, and he can recognize out of these 2,000 names not over 
696 as being genuine living persons. The contestant calls the 
register of vital a man who has held that office for a 
number of years, and the th officer of the county, a man who 
would know the ulation and know the names. He testifies: 
“T have e t list carefully.” Evidently he had exam- 
ined it before, and what does he sa He says—I do not quote 
exactly: ‘‘The first 221 names on list are names of genuine 
persons. The next 1,012 in a body are the names of persons who 


481 names appear to be names 
of genuine —-, the next 279 are fictitious, and the last 5 are 
genuine.” Out of this poll list 1,309 names are proved oo 
which is not contradicted in the slightest degree to be names 
of dead or fictitious or absent 

Now, then, let us see at what point we have arrived. We know 
that about 700 — went into the court-house inclosure. We 
know there were about 700 people who had an honest right to 
vote that day. We do not know whether the 700 who went into 
the court-house inclosure were the 700 who had an honest right to 
vote. We do not know that they did vote, or if they did for whom 
they voted. We have not anything except the lying statement 
of these inspectors which shows that any man who had an honest 
right to vote had actually availed himself of it. I may pause a 
t of difference between 
the two wings of the Republicans upon the committee. The chair- 
man of the committee, for whom we all justly feel the greatest 
deference, feels that honesty and justice require that every one of 
these 700 honest names. the list should be deemed to have 
voted and his vote counted for the Democratic candidate. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. And thereis no proof that they did vote. 

Mr. MOODY. There is no proof that any si man cast a 
vote. Of course, the probability is that they did; but there is no 
proof of it. The other members of the committee feel that we 


they have lost all credit. In that member of the committee, 
a Democrat, agrees. Wefeel it isour duty to entirely 
the We agree wii isi supreme 


him. 
Again, we believe it weal bo + Genes ene 
controversies of this kind. We find that fraud in election is an 


est or it is 7 LARD his own benefit and the benefitof his own 


Ste cag So i ae ne 
an man any : 
Seale ak Gee nk elas pat of Se een 


was put in the hands of a | ing 


county « probate. They have tho 
y hands, 
if they see fit, and I thank God that 
the conclusion of this case that 500 Democrats 
have formed a club to promote honest elections. [A 
say to this House that it is our duty to help those honest Democ?.{, 
to secure the object which they seek, and, when the vote coms 
upon this case, to send down the to the people of the 
county of Dallas and to the city of Selma that no man shall com> 
here and sit to represent them in this or any other Congress w),<). 
garments are so reeking with fraud that he defiles the very ati. 
phere which we breathe. a the Republican sil. | 
Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, intended to yield half an 
hour at this time to the gentleman from North olina Par. 
LinnEY], but he is not present, and therefore I suppose it wi 


judge of 
can have honest elections there 

it has come to my ears since 
in the city of Selm 


use.| [ 


1 be 


eons some gentleman on the other side to proceed niw 
Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. er, I wish to ask the gentlemay 
whether he expects any gen to address the House on that 
side at this time? 


Mr. esse Ican not say. aan have just ee 1 had 
expected that gentleman from North r. LINNEY 
wouldoccupy halfan hour after Se eee te 

i as he has absent so long this morn- 
ouse by ill- 


Mr. DINSMORE. Vir. Speaker, inasmuch as there are to be 
— on that side and only two on this, I think it very 
i , if it can be effected, that we should hear further froin 
Greet Ons i erg ngs not want Seen ceptions 
ut no one u that side is prepared ress th 
pte potene mee a 


on. 

.D Mr. Speaker, I should be glad to oblige the 
other side, and if the from North Carolina were present 
he would proceed at this time, but I can not account 
for his absence, and it seems now to be doubtful whether he will 
be here this morning. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Then, Mr. , we will proceed, and | 

will yea such time as he desires to the gentleman from Georgia 
ARTLETT}. 

OM BAR of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, before I proceed. 

desire to have read the resolutions proposed by the minority of the 


committee, which I shall advocate as a substitute for the resolu- 
tions proposed by the ity. 

The Clerk the utions, as follows: 

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was not elected a member of the House 
of Representatives from the Fourth district of Alabama for the Fift ;-fourth 
and is not entitled to the seat. 
Wo th a Ty Robbins was duly 
elected a member -fourth Congress from strict o 
Alabama, and is entitled to a seat therein. 


HUGH A. DINSMORE. 
2 CHARLES L. BARTLETT 
. SMITH 8. TURNER 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of 
the House: Cesar divided Gaul into three Our Cesar here 
divided the Committee on Elections of the into three parts, 
and, keeping up this rule of three, it seems that the Elections (om- 

was compelled to divide 


mittee itself up into three parts, for we 
have rs en ean ee mane 
are six members majority—although, from the arguinent © 
my friend from Massach Mr. Moopy, this case on the part 


of the contestee so reeks with that the gentleman can not 
but feel contaminated by association with the gentleman who nw 
occupies the seat or by breathing the same atmosphere in this 
House—in spite of these facts, the Republican majority upon the 
committee could not come toany conclusion about this case except 
padi Boop e Robbina’s seat. They remind me of the little 
rhyme we all heard in our childhood: 


voters and electors of the Fourth Congress!o1! 
ballots for; not whom we shal! cast 

our votes for to-day. We had hoped, those of us who hear! the 
in the House when this division of the Elections («1"- 

was made, that a new light had dawned 

e were induced to and believe from the 
on the other side, 

to abandon the old line 
of procedure in contested-election cases, that when certain 4 
tions were to be questions of law as well as questions 0 
ot henceforth 


fact solely by that * will-o’- 
the-wisp” cine ete oftentimes hed and must lead 
into 


: 
E 


= of the distinguished gentle 
man from Vermont [Mr. Powsns). which I have before me, in 


» 
. 
& 








: db he assured this House, because he said he knew it to be true, 
uae no in assuring the House that the sole purpose 
in trying these cases would be to try them as judges and to deter- 

ine the issues, not as partisans, but as judicial officers, upon the 
law and facts as they appear. Even the distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. J OHNSON], who is the chairman of one of these 
Elections Commi ,assured us that such would be the method, 
that w migh t rest assured that these cases, when they came to be 
considered by the committee and to be determined by the House, 
would be determined, not by charges of fraud simply, not by 
charges of wrong, not by allegations, not by political necessity, 
because no such political necessity existed for the majority here, 
not by carrying out the doctrine of retaliation, but in that calm, 
judicial, unprejudiced manner in which judges clothed in the 
ermine of the law determine questions of law and of facts,and he 
rejoiced that the now offered itself when this Co: 8S 
might and would establish a new precedent which will justly be 
followed by all future Congresses. — Ba 

To such calm, judicial consideration and determination of con- 
tested-election cases in this House were we imvited on December 
, se eibesing Gems matters, I am reminded to-day of arule that 
a di chancellor of land, Lord Hale, laid down for 
his own guidance, and I commend it to this House. He said that— 


termining questions judicially vefore him, he carefully laid aside his 
onan not give way to them however much provoked. 
He said, further, that— 


himself'to be prepossessed with any judgmentat‘all until the 
whole business and both parties were heard. 


Andi alteram was the rule he always ado’ a 
Yet to-day, this House is sitting in judicial judgment to 
render a solemn decision upon the right of a member to occupy his 


seat upon this floor, when the House is exercising the highest con- 
stitutional duty that it can ever be called upon to perform, the 
learned gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], my col- 


on the committee, attempts to hurry and force it by an ap- 
peal to passion and prejudice. I shall not follow him in that line 
of discussion. If Idi 


so, Imight refer to other States and cities— 
not Southern States, but Northern Republican States, where they 
roll up Republican majorities mountain high, like Pelion on Ossa— 
where frauds are committed, and where not simply dead and 
absent people are voted and counted by the Republican election 
officers, but where cats and dogs have been voted and the regis- 
tration, enrollment, and poll lists have been padded with thou- 
sands of fraudulent names. I will not ind in any such line 
ic attention to them. It is not my 
to do so, unless ted. 
Mr. , ever since elections were had there have been ir- 
and even frauds; and in all sections the effort in recent 
years has been to cure the inefficiency of election laws, and to 
insure honest élections, and in this sentiment I heartily concur. 
We are told that this is the same old district which, from Congress 
makes its ce before this House. 
that the. Mr. Robbins or Mr. Aldrich was 
elected? Howdoes that determine the question whether, as shown 
by this record, there were cast a sufficient number of honest votes 
for Gaston A. Robbins to elect him, or asufficient number to elect 
William F. Aldrich? 


s 


I stand representing, as I believe, the sentiment of the 
minority of i to make the statement, in which they 
will bear me out, that so far as we were concerned we met the 


: 
| 


more than half way in arriving at the 


truth and in all the frand. We endeavored to do our 
duty and to ‘the truth from the facts and the law as estab- 
lished by the authorities and the precedents of this House in purg- 
ee of. fravdulent ballot that may have been cast, 
I we have so. Thegentlemen of the majority went 
with usa of the way, but w the light broke on them, 
which, if had followed it, would leave a ocrat in his seat, 

a a Texas mule at its own shadow. 
1 do not propose, and in this I voice again the view of the mi- 
to sanction or countenance a fraudulent ballot that 


shown to ‘have been cast, or to count a single ballot that 

buat we do insist that when we have cast aside every 

as we have done, the honest electors who did cast 

have them counted for the man of their choice, 
bn iiaetastumeieen tan Gch pen of hte ned 

ou 0 ety 

a gree a He has told you that to seat 

is to declare to of that county and of 

district of Alabama that elections are hereafter 

this line he does what he did in one or 


toa of the record. 
in it of cases, 


the 
wules of evidencoand with thereles of the House, 
his side a large majority of this body, goes outside 
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Not satisfied with pouring into the ears of the House the tales 
of wrong and fraud which he says characterized that election, 
not satisfied with holding up before this House in holv horror these 
returns, not satisfied with demanding that this House purge itself 
of the breath of fraud by turning out the sitting member, know- 
ing the judicial manner in which we should proceed in a case of 
this kind, the judicial gentleman from Massachusetts, in present- 
ing a judicial question, appeals to the tribunal that is to determine 
the question by bringing here matters unauthorized by the record 
and not sanctioned, as I apprehend, by any sound practice. He 
goes out of the record to tell this House that 500 Democrats out of 
800 in the city of Selma have met together and determined on fair 
elections. 

Where does he get that information? What business has it here 
at such atime as this? I donot know how it came to his ears. 
I suppose that upon the return of the contestant from that very 
successful journey that he made to the Fourth district of Ala- 
bama, to secure Presidential delegates for a certain Republican 
Presidential aspirant, in which he failed, and after the very suc- 
cessful journey that he took in order to secure a renomination for 
himself for Congress from the Republicans of this district—which 
he did not obtain—I presume this contestant has brought here that 
information. It seems that this contestant has been repudiated 
by his own party in his own district, and the only solace he has 
in his defeat at their hands is that he has accomplished something 
for the Democrats in Selma. Truly, ‘a prophet is not without 
honor, save in his own country.” 

Sir, if the people of Alabama, if the Republicans of Alabama, 
if the dissatisfied Democrats of Alabama, if the negroes of Ala- 
bama, if any party in Alabama are so wrought up and delighted 
because the sun of pure elections is bursting through the clouds 
that heretofore have been so dark and lowering, and if we are now 
to have fair elections because Mr. Aldrich is to be seated here, 
then, in the name of heaven, what has come over that same gal- 
lant constituency of Populists and of negro Republicans and of 
white Republicans that they kicked him out of their convention 
and did not renominate him, the champion of honest elections in 
the Fourth Alabama district? 

Ah, sir, I find I have gone out of the record; it might not have 
been proper for me to do so, but I have dons so in reply to a state- 
ment made outside of the record. Sir, when the Republican 
destroying angel passed over this House and determined what 
Democratic contestee should be sacrificed and what one should be 
spared, it failed to leave any sign upon the lintels of the doorposts 
of my friend who sits behind me, the contestee in this case; but 
from the start he, I fear, has been marked for slaughter. 

Sir, fraudulent registration lists, the voting of dead or absent 
people, and other proceedings of that kind are not confined to or 
peculiar to the Fourth district of Alabama. We have had such 
things in Republican States and cities North. I make this state 
ment (and oo the proof of it at hand) not for the purpose of 
suggesting that it should be considered in connection with this 
case, nor to excuse or palliate in the least such methods, for I 


| abhor and detest them, but for the purpose of showing how abso- 


lutely out of place such suggestions are when we are striving to 
find the truth in a judicial way. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, coming down to this case, and discussing it 
somewhat in detail in the time I have and in the line of discussion 
I have marked out for myself, I desire to say that seven members 
of the committee agreed that no county outside of Dallas has been 
successfully attacked in this contest. The chairman of the com- 
mittee, for whom personally I have the very greatest respect and 
esteem, whose opinions, coming as they do from a man who has 
occupied the positions that he has occupied, are obliged to carry 
not only to that side, but to myself and those on this side who 
agree with me, great weight, and the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CooKE], my mal friend (I am glad to say), agrees with him 
and differs with the other seven members of the committee in this 

t, and have thrown out 165 votes in two other counties. 

© majority of the committee, seven out of nine, have found 
that in no precinct except in Dallas are the votes to be changed 
from the way they are returned. But these four gentlemen of the 
committee have, in a county where there were 3,000 white Demo- 
cratic votes cast, only allowed 30 votes out of the contested pre- 
cincts; yet they have, after searching the record, most diligently 
looking through it and scanning it in the closest possible manner, 
determined that there was only one county in the district, the 
county of Dallas, that could be successfully assailed in behalf of 
the contestant in this case; therefore I apprehend the House, how- 
ever it may vote on this question, will determime that the contest 
should be confined to Dallas County. 

Now, it may be asked, what difference is there in the various 
reports submitted by the committee? Judge DanreLs makes a 
report in which he gives 1,270 votes out of the total votes cast 
for the contestant in Dallas County. Judge Da:1eLs makes 
a report in which he deducts 165 votes in the counties of Calhoun 
and Shelby. These 165 deducted from the votes in Shelby and 
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Calhoun counties seven members of the committee say ought 
not to be deducted. 

The proof is that in each precinct of that county was a Repub- 
lican inspector, some of them prominent Republicans, men of 
character and standing. At one of these precincts attacked was 
one Mr. Noble, a member of that family of Northern men who 
have gone to Anniston with capital from the East and made it a 

t city; men from the North who carried money there, who put 
it into manufacturing and mining industries in the county, who 
carried with them as well their Republicanism—and this man 
Noble, a gentleman, a man of character, a man of means, and a 
man of standing in that community, was an inspector at one of 
the precincts where the minority faction of the majority propose 
to throw out 85 ballots. There was a Republican at the other 

recincts, and the election in that precinct is not attacked for 

aud, the ballots have not been produced or called, and yet upon 
the loose statement of voters that they intended to vote or that 
they had voted for Aldrich, the loose statements of ignorant men 
who can not read, can not write, who could not even mark their 
ballots, some of whom swear so fast that they swear “ out of 
sight,” forswear themselves; for they swear that 30 or 40 ballots 
were marked in the shops where they worked, when, as a matter 
of fact, the law requires that the tickets shall not be given out at 
all until the voter is at the polling booth, and the ballot is marked 
in the polling place; and it is upon such evidence that it is pro- 
posed to reject ots and count them for contestant. 

Further, Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the Republican campai 
committee in this district, W. J. Stevens, also a member of the 
Republican executive committee of that State, of whom doubtless 
some of you have heard, and from whom was printed in yester- 
day’s Post a letter in reference to a statement made by contestant, 
testified in his -behalf; and yet if all of the evidence is taken to- 

ther and combined there is not enough in the record as to Cal- 

oun and Shelby counties to permit the four members of the 
committee who belong to the majority to attempt to throw out 
any votes in those counties. They do not even hesitate, doubt, or 
waver as tothe matter; yet two members of the committee refuse 
to permit even Calhoun and Shelby to stand. But Dallas County 
is the real place in dispute; and when we get there both wings 
of the majority unite, practically, and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts holds it up to the execration and damnation of the 
House. But still they can not as to what to do with Dallas 
County, except that both disc a sufficient number of votes to 
unseat the contestee. 

There is no difference as to the result, but the fact remains, and 
it is an important fact here, that six members of that committee 
agree, after the most arduous and tedious investigation, we are 
told, to oust the contestee, yet they can not agree upon the methods 
by which it should be done. They may arrive at the same con- 
clusions, but in doing so one branch discards rules of law that the 
other observes. The difference, it me to say in the language 
of our distinguished chairman, between the two reports is that 
the report signed by the four members chisels Robbins out of more 
votes hen the report signed or chairman of the committee; the 
distinguished chairman and one colleague chisel him out of 
less votes than the four. But the final result is that he is chiseled 
out of enough to unseat him. [Laughter.] 

Now, to proceed, we will consider the evidence as to the votes in 
the various precincts about which there is a difference between 
the majority and the minority, and when considered in detail, 
and when we apply the rules of law to this evidence, it will be 
impossible to judicially or justly reach the conclusion that the 
contestee Robbins was not legally and honestly elected. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not, of course, undertake to go through the 
record or do more than call attention to the facts presented by it. 
I desire to answer some — made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts who opened the discussion of this case. He has 
taken up the matter of the failure to procure the registration lists 
and based serious charges of fraud. You must remember that 
this case was tried exclusively on the evidence of the contestant; 
that not a witness has been offered by the contestee, for a reason I 

rehend to be a sufficient reason, that he did not believe the 
evidence was sufficient, and because of a matter that I shall here- 
after call oon attention to, a matter of law, that he did not be- 
lieve any legal evidence had been offered or taken in the case by 
the contestant. 

Now, I ask the gentleman where it is in the record that there is 
any evidence that these regi lists have been demanded of the 
ju of probate except a letter-book copy of a letter; not an 
original letter, not authentic evidence, but a mere tissue paper 
copy taken from a letter-book—a letter-press copy—offered on 
page 162 by the contestant, which bears w the question. The 
contestant, while he was on the stand, that copy letter 
was in the letter-book of one J. D. Hardy, the chairman of the 
Republican Congressional committee in contest of 1894; that 
this was all the correspondence he knew of on the subject, though 
this evidence, the registration lists, was in the court-house, within a 


few steps from where the commissioner was sitting and taking yj. 
dence, with the probate judge, the custodian of the lists. there al] 
the time, day in and day out, the commissioner being possessed of 
all the powers of the law and having it at his back to compel tii, 
production of the original registry list; although he had the pow; 
and authority to use the mandate of the law and to call on tho 
United States marshal to enforce it; although he could haya 
commanded all the powers of the Government to bring bef... 
him the original record, they satisfy themselves with a press ¢.)),y 
of a letter, and we do not know where it comes from, for Har.\\ 
was not, for some good reason, offered as a witness, and we are 
left uninformed whether this letter was ever mailed, received. oy 
answered. Was ever a serious charge made 7 80 insufficient 
testimony? Contestant did not want them. e found out he did 
not want them, I apprehend. I judge so. They were left out 
doubtless for a purpose, for if these registration lists are in {}\, 
custody of the probate court, and this contestant desired them, or 
the committee desires to have them before it, it being documentar y 
evidence, they could send and have them produced. 

Such is the law, and it has been often so held by this House, and 
if necess: to ascertain the truth the committee should have pro- 
cured it. ese gentlemen, who are seeking the truth and finding 
false registration lists, who want to find out who is elected, should 
want to find nothing but the truth. The power of this House was 
at their beck and call to send for that istration list. The 
House has done it in other instances. The House has sent for 
witnesses in other cases. The House has even sent its committee 
to the contested district to procure testimony in order to properly 
decide a case. We want the truth, whether it unseats a Deinocrat 
or seats a Republican. We want the truth judicially ascertained 
and judicially adjudicated. Yet withthis power at their call, they 
wrapped themselves in stolid indifference to the truth, which can 
be easily found, and they content themselves with the recommen- 
dation that the Democrat give place to the Republican. 

Take the testimony of Mr. Aldrich upon that point, which is to 
be found on page 194. Here is the letter. Here is the evidence, 
He is asked: 

Do < know of any other correspondence on the subject? 

A. Ido not know. 

2. Do you know whether the letter was answered or not? 

. Ido not know. 

That letter is written by J. D. Hardy, chairman, October 11,1894, 
J. D. Hardy, the chairman of this executive district comiittes, 
was not put on the stand, and it was well he was not; for the record 
discloses that he had the purse of that district, contributed |)y Mr. 
Aldrich and his associates, not only to use for legitimate campaign 
purposes, but to buy, to purchase tures of election officers to 
returns. And I ap end that if the records of the court in the 
community where J. D. Hardy lives were examined, we miy)lit find 
that a ot ree already indicted him, and that he is soon to 
be put upon for the attempted bribery of men who were to 
MES cceneenibe ilies judge of probate ho i 

et a respectable citizen, a of pro ,@ man who is 
sworn by the witnesses for the sentesient to be above reproach, 
whom white Republicans like Judge Craig and Dr. McKinnon 
say is a man above reproach—that man is said to be unworthy of 
respect, entitled to no consideration, but a disgrace to the office 
that he holds, because of the testimony of the letter book of J. D. 
ane the corrupt t of the contestant, the man commis- 
sioned to go forth district and purchase votes and purchase 
election officers; this reputable officer is to be denounced as unfit 
to occupy this office bate judge upon the testimony of a 
corrupt purchasing agent of the contestant. 

That is the record. Let the gentlemen on the other side escape 
itif they can. Before a man whom his people have honored as 
they have this Alabama judge of probate, who is known by his 
neighbors to be a Christian man, a man of age both in years and 
in service, is thus denounced, the gentleman should bring svme- 
body else here to question his integrity besides these corruy't pur- 
chasing agents of the contestant, as shown by the record. 

Why, to ae you an instance, W. J. epee testifies that 
ay: oe eader of the Republicans in that district, was author- 
ized _ and a sce to eae Crocheron, the meeobtion 
inspector at Selma n election returns, and Croch- 
— swears to it himself. Stephens also swears that 75 per cent 


the negroes of that Fourth district are hasable, and that 
he to the 75 per cent. Yet this is the character of wit- 
nesses, Stephens and others of like character, that we have heard 


to discredit the character of honorable men. I am not epeaking 
about some of the witnesses in this record, but the record disc] ss 
that these are the witnesses, these purchasable witnesses, t!“° 
witnesses who tell that vay gin Se ae fl rng they have 
witnesses ; , gentlemen of the House, are 
the upon whose testimony a member of this House is to 
not that, but is to be used to destroy the good 

the Fourth districtof Alabama. When the 
gentleman brings his witnesses up before this House to attack 


cs 
& 








e in that community, let him label them and let the 
ow who and whatthey are. Let us know who they are. 
could transport the members on that side of the House 
mal district in Alabama,if I could show them 


House 

Ah, if é 
So cleotien as it was held, and could show them these witnesses 
tified, I have no doubt what they would do with the 


as they These witnesses are ignorant, all of them unlettered, 


who are sharp enough to be rascals, as the record 
— the House coal see those witnesses, it would not 
accept their testimony. as : ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true that the minority of this committee 
do agree with the majority that certain precincts ought not to be 
counted. Itis true we agree that the return of the city beat ought 
not to be counted as returned. It is true we agree that Summer- 
field and Martins and Mitchells and Carlowville and Union 
and those mentioned in our report should not be counted, for 
the reason that there were men—in one case an election officer, 
and no evidence is offered by the contestee to rebut it—there were 
men there who testified that only so many votes were cast; but 
these gentlemen, whom I will call faction of the majority No. 1, 
say that these returns ought not to be counted at all, in spite 
of the evidence that nobody but Democrats voted or were asked or 
expected to vote, and in spite of the fact that the evidence in the 
record shows conclusively how many votes were cast at each pre- 
cinct attacked, the exact number cast at each precinct being ad- 
mitted and stated by contestant in his notice of contest. 

Now, I do not make that statement recklessly. I do not make 
it without regard to the record, but the gentlemen who compose 
the majority—the four members of the majority—had to discard 
all the votes in these precincts, to shut their eyes to all the evi- 
dence on that subject, and refuse to believe the witnesses of the 
contestant, for there are no other, and finally refused to believe 
the contestanthimself. The contestant in this record states it and 
signs his name to it, in which he declares that at each and every 
one of these precincts which these gentlemen have thrown out so 
many votes were cast, giving the exact number at each. Not 
simply that people went to the polls; not people surrounding the 
polls, but that somany went and cast their votes. You will find 
upon the of the minority, pages 3, 4, and 5, that statement 
set out in fall, taken from the notice of the contest. Take, for 
instance, one of these precincts that were thrown out, called Mar- 
tin, where they discarded all the votes, and the contestant in his 
notice of contest admits that there were 60 votes cast in that pre- 
cinct. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELs], the honorable 
chairman of this committee, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cooke} thought proper, under the evidence in the case and the 
admission of this contestant, to count these 60 votes that he had 
admitted had been cast, and count them for the contestee; but 
if that rule is followed out, and the other rule adopted by the four 

ntlemen is followed out, and ee Hill is counted, and Cal- 

oun and Shelby precincts are counted, why then these gentlemen 
find themselves narrowing down to a narrow majority of only 170 
for Aldrich, and know full well that when this House comes 
to consider the evidence as to Orrville and Liberty Hill that it 
should not and coat not to discard them, and this would lead to 
the inevitable t to keep the contestee in his seat. 

We have set out the evidence in this record as to these precincts. 
I ap to the gentleman on that side; I appeal to the distin- 

ed gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers], who so elo- 
quently, so plausibly, and so convincingly appealed to this House 
to submit. to this fair division of the committee that we might 
have a judicial judgment on our reports. I appeal to him to turn 
to the record in the case before he turns this man out. I ask him 
to read the report as to Orrville, Liberty Hill, Oldtown, and Wood- 
lawn, con’ the evidence from the record; and if he were a 
jndge and I before him, or any other member of this 
ouse who is a lawyer, upon this case in a court instead of in the 
Halls of Congress, there would be no doubt about a decision as to 
those precincts. Let the House, if justice is what it is after, if 
this rule is not to govern, if this new sun in the heavens 


report. 
any man on that side of the House who desires to do 
who desires to find a true verdict in this case to read 
with reference to Woodlawn, to Orrville, and Liberty 
stake this case of the contestee upon their determina- 
determined it must follow that the minority 
ination astothem. To give them to 


tion, and if 
have made @ correct 


i. rae means his retention. You have to throw them out 


Now, will you a who have thrown off partisanship, 
gentlemen come proclaiming your majority already too 
you gentlemen who on the 17th of Decem 


this new rule 
tlemen who do ae 


invoked us to 


= 
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Ichallenge you to read. When you have read it, if you can satisfy 
your conscience that this contestee is not entitled to have them 
counted for him, unseat him, turn him out, but when it is done then 
indeed will the seat of every man in a close district hang by a slen- 
der thread; then, indeed, might we as well destroy the precedents 
that have accumulated in this House and in the courts upon 
this subject of contested-election cases; then, indeed, might we 
as well shut our eyes and follow only again that uncertain, mis- 
guiding, and deceptive rule of partisanship which you said you 
sought to depart from at the beginning of this session. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no time to read these authorities; I have 
them at hand. We have taken the troubleto cite them in the mi- 
nority a They have been copied verbatim from the deci- 
sions of the court and from the decisions of this House and from 
learned writers upon the subject. Let us take a cursory glance 
at the testimony as to Woodlawn precinct, No. 3. Woodlawn 
gives 130 votes for Robbins, and I think 9 for Aldrich. Mark you, 
gentlemen, the only witnesses offered in this record, I again beg 
you to bear in mind, are the witnesses offered by the contestant, 
subpcenaed by him, and for whose credibility under the law he 
vouches. 

Yet weare told that this witness, the inspector, Tavel, contest- 
ant’s witness, is not worthy of belief, and that he is impeached by 
other witnesses offered by contestant. : 

Here, then, the majority must disregard the primary rules of 
the law of evidence; the hornbook rules of law as applied to every 
case in court must be set aside in order to disregard this evidence. 
Did any lawyer ever hear in the court-house of a man when he 
—— a witness to prove a fact impeaching that witness un- 
ess he had been entrapped? Is there a lawyer on this floor who 
has a right to wear worthily the title of attorney or solicitor or 
counsel, is there a man here who is entitled to a license to prac- 
tice law, much less a judge, who can dispute a proposition that 
is as old as any rule of evidence ever was? Yet, gentlemen, that 
is what you must do in order to destroy the testimony of St. John 
Lewis Tavel, the inspector whom Mr. Aldrich put upon the stand 
to discredit the return at Woodlawn. 

The contestant does not say that he was entrapped, he does not 
say that he was deceived, but he comes with the next witness and 
endeavors to impeach that man, and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Moopy], who has argued this case on the part of the 
majority, discards Woodlawn because he does not believe the evi- 
dence of the contestant’s own witness. That is a fine position to 
= this House in. You are asked, gentlemen, to unseat a man 
ecause you do not believe the testimony which his opponent of- 
fers to prove that he should be unseated. That is some of the 
new light on the rules of law that comes out of this new judicial 
way of trying contested-election cases. That is one of the fruits 
of the new departure. Lord Bacon said, speaking of the law, 
**Do not remove the old landmarks.” 

I tell you, my friends on the other side, you gentlemen who speak 
abont judicial decisions, you have here one of the first principles 
of the law of evidence disregarded and set at naught and over- 
ridden by the majority of this committee in order to unseat Rob- 
bins. It reminds me of a story in a book written by a gentleman 
of my own State, where Uncle Remus tells a little boy about the 
rabbit climbing a tree. The little boy, with his mouth open and 
his eyes staring, asks Uncle Remus, ‘‘ How is it possible for a rab- 
bit to climb a tree?” ‘‘W’y,” said Uncle Remus, “‘ he jes *bleeged 
to clim’ a tree.” So these gentlemen were just obliged to set at 
naught this rule of the law of evidence in order to unseat Robbins! 
[Laughter. } 

They have done it so far as they can do it, but the question is, 
whether this House is ready to unseat him and to overturn that 
old rule of law. You have the power to doit, gentlemen. You 
can do it because there is no power to call your action in question; 
but when you do it, remember that it is useless to again assure us 
of your purpose to judicially determine election cases. That wit- 
ness a to be a decent man by the evidence. He once be- 
longed to the Populists, but he quit them. He came back and 
voted the Democratic ticket at this election, for the first time in 
four years, I believe. He was thought to be a Populist when he 
was appointed; he was thought to be a Populist when he was put 
on the stand; but the truth did not suit our friends on the other 
side; so this old man, 64 years of age, is to be discredited and 
denounced because he does not come up to the requirements of 
the contestant’s lawyer and swear up to the mark. 

J. C. Compton, president of the senate of Alabama, was a wit- 
ness for the contestant in this case, and each one of these inspect- 
ors, including St. J. Lewis Tavel, was sworn at these precincts 
and declared by Mr. Compton to be of the highest character and 
worthy of credit. Notorly were they sustained by Compton, but 
by a number of others, among whom were Judge Craig, a Repub- 
lican and former member of this House. Yet the gentleman 
from Massachusetts denounces that man as unworthy of credit, 
although every respectable witness, Democrat and Republican, 
swears that he is a worthy gentleman and entitled tocredit. And 





2746 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 1 2, 


he is impeached by whom? Oh, he is contradicted and 

by a man who is shown to be a constitutional, —e ecley- 
cured drunkard, a man who himself declares that he not have 
anything to do, a man who had run away from home and left his 
wife ont his children to work the farm and had hung around 
cross-roads stores and the country grogshops. 

This man’s testimony, the testimony of a strolling vagabond, an 
admitted idler, a drunkard, rambling from place to place, not yet 
over the effects of the Keeley cure—the testimony of that man is 
to be taken to break down the testimony of the respectable gen- 
tleman who had been appointed i tor at Woodlawn. But 
they say R. B. Cater is to be believed. Who is R. B. Cater? A 
man who, the records show, is so'un worthy as a citizen that hisown 
wife and hisown children will not live with him. He is a brother- 
in-law of St. John Lewis Tavel and they had had a family row, 
and the statement of this unworthy man is to be taken to dis- 
credit a gentleman who is shown by the best testimony in the case 
to be worthy of credit. St. John is Tavel swears that every 
vote put into that box at Woodlawn was put in and counted by 
him and the others as it went in, and he says further that if Cater 
and Seay, towhom [ have called attention, swear that only 14 votes 
were cast there, “ lie.” 

That, gentlemen of the House, is the evidence as to Woodlawn, 
the precinct that you are asked tothrow out. Now, with thecom- 
mittee divided, withone branch of it sa that we ought to count 
14 votes at Woodlawn and the other we ought not to count 
any, I ask the members on that side of the House if it is not right 
to go by the testimony as it stands in the record; and if I have 
misstated or changed a word or a line of it I to gentlemen 
on the other side tocorrect me. And I ‘or that purpose. 
The truth is as I have stated it to you. ,are you to accept as 
true the evidence in this case of sworn inspector, of the man 
of credit and reliability, that 130 votes were cast for Robbins, or 
are you to discard it? 

Now let us consider the Orrville I thought at one time 
we had all agreed upon that. 370 votes the chairman of 
committee throws out all but 14. 

Now, gentlemen, I submit the evidence with reference to Orr- 
et pte my Tt will be found on pages 48 and 49 and on pages 
58, 54, and 55. There are only two witnesses. I will give a copy 
of this record to any gentleman who desires it, and while we are 
in search of justice and right in this case, I ask that this evidence 
be closely examined. It is very short. 

Gentlemen of this House, I assert without fear of successful 
refutation that no court worthy of that a tion, from a justice 
of the peace up to the highest tribunal known in this country, 
would throw out a precinct on evidence like that; it would either 
refuse to count the votes that the contestant admitted were cast 
or throw out the whole precinct. The plurality of the majority 
of the committee I believe refuses to count any votes for the sit- 
ting member. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Danims 
counts 14, There are but two witnesses, and their evidence 
be found on pages 48 and 49. 

Both of these witnesses were farmers. One of them says that 
he went to the voting place at 10 or 11 or 12 o’clock—probably 
between 10 and 2. He went to the precinct, and being in a hurry 
remained only about half an hour, and then having voted he 
went away. All the farmers in that precinct vote usually after 
12 o'clock. This man testifies that he voted between 11 and 2, as 
he thought, though he did not undertake to be exact. As all law- 
yers know who have tried cases in court, there is nothing on earth 
so unreliable and uncertain as testimony in regard to the time 
when a particalar snes when the witness has nothing 
to call his attention to time. is witness says he went there 
and stayed about half an hour, and he left, he thinks, about 2 
Othe BPI eR pre yn > The tleman 

pro tempore (Mr. UT). gen ’s 
time has nares. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not understand that the gentleman's 
time is limited. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. There are only two speeches to 
be made on this side. . 


These witnesses testify that there was a large crowd of negroes 
around the polls. The voters in that precinct stop work abou: j2 
o’clock and vote after that time. a generally vote with 
their employers—the white farmers—and these white men in ;)..,; 
precinct are all Democrats. The testimony is that there wi: , 
number of negroes around et appeared to be voting. w)\, 
were there for that purpose. these witnesses testify to t)\1. 
This is the evidence which both wings of the majority of :\\. 
committee act, and which they declare is sufficient to discredit ;},, 
returns; one branch of the majority counts 14 votes of the :> 
for Mr. Robbins, and the other counts nothing. That isa judi: is) 
decision which this side of the House is treated to in a judici,) 
matter! 


That is notall. On pages 53 and 54 is the testimony of J. (;))- 
bert Johnson, a hired spy of the contestant, an informer. 1),\; 
House yesterday dealt severely with hired spies even in (ivy. 
ernment service; and toi in the trial of this case 370 honest 
votes in Orrville tcwnship in the Fourth district of Alabain; ar. 
to be destroyed and discarded at ce and upon the pur- 
chased evidence of a discredi » What does this 
witness say? He say: » that he was 8 
miles away. He does not at Orrville pre- 
cinct. He did not see a man He does not know 

and he says (mark 
) t there are men of 
in Lexington precinct, 8 milesaway. One of 


ao men of similar names who 
. Let me ask the gentleman if there is evidence 
that men of that name ee ge Psp y in question? 
poe BARTLETT of Georgia. Ido not know whether there is 
or no 
Mr. PITNEY. It was very easy evidence to get,if the fact 


were 80. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will find it for you; but you 


the | must remember that the contestant has the burden of the case. 


He is attacking the polls, and it is his duty when these men lived 
within 6 or 7 miles of the place, and where the evidence 
was ogee them and secure their testimony. 
— ao . a is claimed that there were no such men 
iving precinct, although their names appear on the ling 
list in question. If such were the case, it would be easy to pro- 
if they existed or to produce testimony to substan- 
tiate the fact, if it were a fact. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Permit me to read the rule of 
law ble to the case. 

Mr. NEY. I want the facts, not the law. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Let me show you the rule of 
law ing on the subject; and there is not a court, there is not 
a tribunal in this land that ever tried an election case that ever 
justly threw out a precinct because on the pol! list were the names 
of voters similar to others who live in an adjoining county or 


| precinct. Here it is: 


Witmesses are often called to that whose names appear on 
the i fist ay having voted are ot known fo be residents of the county or 
as case may 
This kind of evidence, while admissible for what it is worth, is manifestly 
of little value, and must depend upon circumstances. 
Again: 
Something further must be shown, direct or substantial. than that the 


names of similar to those names that appear on the poll list did not 
veuldle in the provinct of €i8 not vote. - 


No name should be stricken from the poll list as unknown from thi: testi- 

of one witness only no such is known in the county or pre- 

; and when a man of name is as residing in another precinct 

or county, cae pall ben direct or substantial other than presence of such 
the book will be required. 


in this case to these citations taken 
and to the case of Letcher against 
cases. Thatis the rule of law. 
it strike these names from the poll list, but 
— the _— oe tena a. 
. PITNEY. gentleman not answer the queshion 
I asked him. 
Mr. ees of Georgia. Will the gentleman rept !'s 
: Mr. PITNEY. Is there evidence that theeight men whose 1) 
ee ee en at Proce t? 
aa of Georgia. Not one syllable of evidence of 
nh . : 
Mr. PITNEY. pe yng en naar ce aoen red - 
another 5 presumption is t they did not live! 
the soacach Sa tendiiom. Is that the point? Is that wha! + 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Ido not know what was claimed. 
The committee did not so say. They simply say, because the 








1896. 


eee 


itnesses appear on the list, and a man swears that 
other ae similar names, were in other precincts in the dis- 
trict therefore they will discredit the whole return; while the 
ther branch of the committee counts 14 votes. I do not know the 
S I have not been able to understand the reason, and no- 
has been able to do so clearly, and I apprehend no valid 
iven for it. . 
RE. Will my colleague permit a single inter- 


ruption? : : 
TLETT of a. Certainly. 
Mr. a NSMORE. If, as suggested by the entleman from New 
Jersey that was true that there was a number of names on the 
1] list, and evidence was offered to show that there were no such 
rsons represented by either of the names in that beat, and that 
there was evidence of persons of that name living outside of the 
beat: if the evidence went further and showed conclusively that 
there were eight on the list who did not vote, doesn’t the 
gentleman from New Jersey recognize it to be the duty of the House 
now, if possible, to eliminate the fraudulent votes, and count those 
that are shown not to be fraudulent? That is the recognized 
principle of law, and is it not the duty of the House now, as it 
was the duty of the committee, to make the necessary corrections? 
Mr. PITNEY, Well, that might depend to some extent on tlre 
nestion presented, the exact question before the committee, and 
also the extent of the alleged fraud. 
Mr. DINSMORE. I speak with reference to the abstract propo- 
sition in ree to which the ——— made his inquiry. 
Mr. P ° 


I made the inquiry with the view of ascertain- 
ing the fact. 


r. BARTLETT of Any question that I can answer 
the gentleman I am very g to answer, because if the House 
could get the exact facts before them in regard to the precincts in 
question as they existed they would not _—— this judicial—no, 
not judicial, but legislative—outrage to destroy that precinct as it 
was returned and do an act of justice to a member of this body. 

Now, they pick up the list and they hand it to J. Gilbert John- 


rears 

body else 

reason can be 
Mr. DINSM 


son, and he goes over it. He swears he is not familiar with the 
names in Orrville , and yet he undertakes to say that these 
26 names on that at ille that he says live in Lexington, 
did not live at Orrville, simply because of the fact that he did not 
know them. Now,I satel. under the rule of this House—which 
has been un since the case of Letcher vs. Moore, and 
which is un in the authorities that have been cited upon 


this subject—that there is no right to cast out that precinct. 

The majority of the Committee on Elections were not fair when 
they reported that there were “‘ 26 names of dead or absent people on 
this poll list.” There is but one man who testified about it, and 
that is J. Gilbert Johnson. He testified as to Charles West, whom 
he says is dead, but he also testified there is another Charles West 
now living in the same community. Yet, because one Charles 
West had two years before, the committee report that 26 dead 
or absent voters on the poll list. I ask gentlemen upon 
the opposite side is there another suggestion in this record 
that more than one man of the same name appeared upon that 
poll list? Where does it appear that there were twoCharles Wests 
on that list? Gentlemen, under the rules that have been laid down 


it will not do to discard the return from this precinct. 
Mr. PITNEY. Was there any attempt e by cross-examina- 
tion to show that this witness was mistaken in the identity of the 


persons and that there were such persons living in the precinct, 


on whose book appeared? 
Mr. TLETT of Goren I willshow you,sir. Of course, 


in the heat of the argument, I can not turn to it at once. There 
was cross-examination about these men. 
Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Johnson intended to testify that the men of 
these names in question did not live in that precinct, I suppose? 
Mr. BAR of Georgia. No; he did not testify to that. 
He testified that men of that name lived in Lexington precinct, 8 
miles away. He says: 


Tam 
Orediie ne, well acquainted with Lexington beat, and only tolerably so with 


ane me evidence there does not show that he is acquainted 
with in Orrville beat, although he says he was ac- 
— 


the eee in Lexington beat. 
; . seuyese identity of name raises a presumption 
of ee least until the presumption is overcome? 
Mr. of Georgia. No; it not dothat. Thegen- 
astotherule. The rule of law is that it does 
The case of Letcher 
decides the contrary; 
S - country and undertook _ be 
names of negroes, you would soon learn 
being identity of person. Why, 
have been convicted in the city 
than 15 George Washingtons, and so 
names. 
Green Hitt a common name? 


a 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Any sort of a name is a common 
name down there with the negroes. 

Mr. PITNEY. Is Bing Allen a common name? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; that is an ordinary name— 
Bing Allen or Bing anything—it is but an abbreviation of “ Bing- 
ham,” I suppose. We have two men in our town called Dollar 
Bill. They are known everywhere, by the police and everybody ~ 
else, as Dollar Bill; and one Dollar Bill has been indicted and con- 
victed no less than three times in the criminal court there as 
Dollar Bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. A bad Dollar Bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, a bad Dollar Bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think the gentleman will find some pretty 
peculiar names in this record. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, and you will find some very 
peculiar names in every negro community that you go into. I 
ask the gentleman if he would destroy a whole precinct return, 
because 25 men with peculiar names voted at it? Is that any evi- 
dence that the election officers committed fraud? 

Mr. PITNEY. I thinkthere is evidence of the grossest fraud, 
and evidence of a conspiracy to commit it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Where is it in that precinct? 
Point it out, and I will give you all the time you want to point it 
out. I ask you or the majority to point out the gross fraud in that 
precinct, because that is the one I am discussing. Examine the 
record, and then make up your mind from the evidence. 

Mr. PITNEY. Excuse me. I do not say that I have made up 
my mind, understand. On the contrary, I have not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman misunderstood 
me. I did not say that. I said you could not point it out in the 
record; and if I said anything else, I withdraw it. 

Mr. PITNEY. I should not be listening tothe gentleman, if I 
had made up my mind in advance. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I know that, and I assure you, if 
you understood me to say that, I was not intending to say it; but 
I meant to say that the record in that particular district does not 
show that there was any fraud or conspiracy there. 

Mr. PITNEY. You donot deny that there were gross frauds 
in other districts? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not, and have not done it, 
and if the gentleman reads the report he will find that we do not 
deny it, and I stated so. Wherever the fraud has been shown, in 
every single precinct where it was shown, we have done what it 
was our duty to do and what every other man should have done— 
discarded the returns. It can not be shown that in this report of 
the minority a single precinct has been counted as returned when 
fraud was shown, nor that a fraudulent vote has been counted by 
us for contestee. 

It may be well to call attention here to the rule of law that, no 
matter how gross the fraud, if we can find from the evidence the 
number of voters and how they voted and who they voted for, 
we ought to count them. Now, I ask this House if it was not the 
duty of this election committee when they said there were 26 dead 
and absent votes cast at Orrville, as shown by Johnson, because it 
was shown that there were men of similar names in another part 
of the county or adjoining precinct, that they ought not to have 
been satisfied to deduct that 26 from that poll? 

Enough about that. I come now to Liberty Hill, and the record 
as to that precinct is printed in full in the report. At Liberty 
Hill there are only two witnesses, Kline and Rothschilds. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman state that the majority of 
the Republicans do not reject the return in Liberty Hill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have so stated. 

Mr. MOODY. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Four of the Republicans on the 
committee agreed that this precinct ought tostayin. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Dantes] and the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Cooke] think it ought to go out, and deduct from Robbins 
244 votes from that precinct. Now, let us see what the evidence 
as to that precinctisinthisreport. This has been copied verbatim 
from the report, and I will submit that to the House. Hereis the 
testimony of Kline, a Republican, a man who went down to Ala- 
bama from Pennsylvania. He was not a manager here; he was a 
hundred yards away. He was the depot agent, and he could not 
see What was going on at the polls, because there were cotton 
houses between him and the election precinct, and he did not know 
how many people voted there. There may have been 50, or 100, or 
274; and that is all. 

Rothschilds, who lived in Selma, testifies that he is acquainted 
with-the 30 whites and the 300 negroes living in the beat. He also 
testifies thatthe Republican party had not organized in that county 
or beat. They had less organization now than when he lived 
there—at Liberty Hill—some five years before; and the evidence 
in that record from black and white, especially from some of the 
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executive committeemen, one executive committeeman, John H. 
Crocheron, is that the negroes of Dallas County were offended 
with Mr. Aldrich, because he had two headquarters down there, 
one for the negroes and the other for the Populists and Republic- 
ans. They did not like it. He was a man of means. e had 
been put up as a candidate to carry that district, and instead of 
ying down into that district and appealing to the voters to vote 
or him in Dallas, they issued a circular requesting the colored 
poe and the Republicans not to vote. Even suc stanch Re- 
publicans as Craig did not vote. The idea was that the negroes 
were not to vote, and nobody was to vote but Democrats. 

That was the condition of affairs that we had, not only in Lib- 
erty Hill, but in every precinct in that county. Gentlemen who 
are familiar with the character of the colored voters know very 
well that the man who turns his back on them will not receive 
their votes and the man who seeks them will secure their votes. 
Aldrich surrendered in Dallas County. He abandoned his organi- 
zation. He did not endeavor to get asingle vote from the Repub- 
lican side. He advised them to stay away and issued a circular in 
which he sdid: ‘‘ You don’t vote; the Republicans are going to 
carry Congress and we are going to contest. Stay away and don’t 
vote.” These le down there did not like it, according to the 
testimony. ey went out and voted for Robbins, the man who 
was kindto their race. 

Carmichael, an intelligent colored school-teacher, says he and 
others voted for Robbins, a number of them did, because Robbins 
had been kind to his race. Here was a man, a candidate, their 
neighbor, their friend, who had been kind to their race. He was 
seeking their votes; he was appealing to them as his neighbors, 
and was asking them to vote for him. Here was another who 
simply held his head high, put the negro headquarters off in a 
back room and the mixed Republican and Populist headquarters 
in a well-furnished apartment. They told the negroes they did 
not need their votes. That was the spectacle; that was the policy 
adopted by this contestant and his friends in Dallas County. 

Gentlemen, any man can see at once that when the forces were 
deserted by its leaders, when they were left to drift where they 
pleased, ignorant and unlearned as most of them were, it was but 
natural for them to support that candidate who was their neigh- 
bor, whom they knew, and who had been the generous friend of 
their race. And yet, the only reason that they throw out Liberty 
Hill, so far as the minority of the majority are concerned, is be- 
cause there were only 30 white votes there, the balance being 


negroes. 

Fmight goon through this list of precincts, but time will not per- 
mit. You will find upon investigation of the report that wherever 
it has been shown by witnesses who were present at a precinct 
that more votes were returned than were cast, the minority have 
disregarded those returns and counted only the votes proven to 
have beencast. Take Oldtown; the evidence is about the same— 
but I will not rehearse that case, because it is set out in the re- 
port, and I will leave it for my colleague on the committee. So 
that you find on investigation that we do what the law says we 
shali do, namely, purge this ballot of every vote that ought to be 
thrown out. e rule of law is laid down in the case of Wash- 
burn against Voorhees, and elsewhere in the books, that no pains 
are to be spared, no examinations are to be avoided, nothing is to 
be neglected that will discover what the vote was, and we have 
complied with that rule, and have counted for the contestee only 
the number of votes that the contestant himself admits in his 
notice of contest were cast at the several precincts. 

Now, gentlemen, when you take that fact, in connection with 
the theory of this case that the Republicans were not asked or 
e ted to vote, and when you take into account also the politi- 

a of the people who did vote, you certainly ought to 
give to Robbins as many votes as the contestant himself its 
were cast at those precincts. 

I come now, finally, to the Selma precinct; but before takin 
that up I desire to say a few words in — to the argument o 
the gentleman from husetts [Mr. Moopy] with reference 
to the appointment of inspectors. On pages 229, 230, and 231 you 
will find a list of the names of men whose appointment as 
ors was requested and a list of those that were appointed. The 
trouble about those that were not appointed, as requested, was 
that the law of Alabama required that one of the inspectors at 
each poll should be of the opposite political party to the dominant 
party. Mr. Aldrich furnished a list of those that he desired ap- 
pointed, but in that list he did not say whether they were Demo- 
crats, Republicans, or Populists, and in a number of cases they 
were appointed as requested; but in all those cases the same man 
was appointed, either as a Populist or a ublican, as the list 
shows. Mr. Aldrich himself testifies as to the men he requested 
to have —— that he did not know what their poli faith 
was, and therefore, if the list that he furnished the probate judge 
did not omaer with the law, the judge was under no o 
to appoint those men. Furthermore, there is no law re- 
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— the probate judge to appoint men who are nominated p 
the candidates. y 
I pass now to the Selma inct for a few minutes. 
r. MOODY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. Is it not afact that the law of Alabama ro. 
that each contesting party shall be represented at the polls 
least one in tor? ' 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir; I have so stated. 

Mr. MOODY. Is it not a further fact that by the action of the 
— judge and his associates that right was not granted to the 

epublican candidate? 

_ Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I understand thatit was granteq 
in a pet where there was a Republican or a Populist. 

Mr. DY. I donot understand it so, and if the gentleman 
will point out . fact in the record which controls the evidence 
to the contrary, I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Take the city of Selma-— 

Mr. MOODY. In my remarks I made three exceptions, among 
which was Selma. : 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Well, I can not go throngh with 
all these now. I only know this, that the record discloses, where 
eVidence was taken on the subject,and any question was asked 
about it, that there was either a Populist or a apeitican inspector, 
That is the case, I think, wherever that point was inquired about. 
The evidence on the part of the contestant is silent as to what 
were the — of the men that he asked to have appointed. He 
says that he did not even know what their politics were himself. 
and how could he expect the judge of probate to appoint men, un- 
der the law, which required that they should be of certain polit- 
ical parties, when he did not know their politics. 

Mr. MOODY. I have examined the evidence with respect to 
each of the precincts other than those I expressly excepte. and | 
find that there is positive evidence that the inspectors in 2!! those 
precincts were of the Democratic _ 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. at is true; and yon will find 
also that in those precincts there was not a single solitary white 
Republican. Mr. Aldrich was the Republican nominee, and the 
proof is that there were so many white people, 30, 40, or 50, and 
not a single white Republican among them. 

Mr. MOODY. One more question: Does not the gentleman 
remember that the Republican candidate found for each precinct 
in Dallas County three men whom he suggested for appointinent, 
and that the judge did not appoint any of the three? 

Mr. BARTLE of Georgia. Yes; but those men were not 
Republicans. Mr. Aldrich himself, on page 192 of the record, 
swears that he did not know what was their politics. Now, the 
law required the judge to - int a Republican and a Democrat 
at each precinct, but Mr. ch himself did not know whether 
these men were Republicans or not. 

Mr. MOODY. “y were supporters of Mr. Aldrich, and good 
enough ublicans for him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. But he does not swear himself 
that they were Republicans. He was the Republican caniidate, 
and he had no right to say that the judge should appoint « Dem- 
ocrat or a Populist. Mr. Crocheron, who was — at one 
precinct, was a delegate for Mr. Aldrich at the Calera convention, 
which nominated Aldrich. 

The probate judge at Selma appointed two Democrats, and he 
also appointed James H. Crocheron, the Republican member of 
the executive committee of Dallas County, who nominated Al- 
drich and voted for him on the 6th — November, 1894. He had 
been chairman of the committee. t is the wrong the probate 
judge did—he appointed Crocheron. And it turns out that they 
denounce Crocheron because he would not agree, at the instiga- 
tion of Bill Stevens and J. D. Hardy, to refuse to sign the returns 
from Selma precinct. 

Here is the evidence on page 182: Crocheron swears that he was 
there; he swears that as to those 2,002 votes he helped to count 
every one of them and that they went into the box. What more 
does he swear? He swears on 185 that after he had refused 
to sign the return, Mr. Bowman, attorney for the contestant, 
in the presence of H. G. K and George R. Mason and Bob 
Mason, offered him $100 to swear that there were only 762 bal- 
lots cast at Selma precinct. Bill Stevens swears that the party 
was authorized to = to Crocheron to keep him from sig2- 
ing those returns. now, because this matter is disclosed, be- 
cause Crocheron did sign the returns, because he comes 11) ant 
says they were correct, the gentleman from Massachus:t's (Mr. 
Moopy] mildly him as a commercial and purchas- 
able perso Well, if a man who did not take a bribe which 
was offered him is a commercial character, what is the characteT 

tlemen who offered the bribe to him? Is the bribe 
taker or the bribe refuser any worse when it comes to credibility 
than the bribe or the bribe offerer? sont 
Mr. MOODY. Willthe gentleman allow me one more yucstioa 
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that Crocheron told the truth? e gentleman whether he believes | eee ae public, under such cireur ; 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He is your = , ing ee the jurisdiction of atone has no right to 
Mr. MOODY. I ask the gentleman whe tness, is he not? to swear a and pretend to swear the pe o— into a neighbor- 
Crocheron told the truth? ether he believes that Mr we Ay than anv private P ine whom he undertakes 
Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. No; and I ert tTHWAY. Will the zentl ividual might have done 
great many more of these wit ; do not believe that just there? gentleman allow me an inte : 
witnesses told the truth a| Mr. BARTLE nterrup- 
= MOOD rT of one at a time ruth. [Laughter. | Mr Ni eae Georgia. Certainly 
r. + 0 Gec or ia. ” tl oe = - / ; Was th: t bere y. 
man whether he believes thet crew. wo to ask the gentle- ‘Mr winetors ware being oo ction taken at the time that 
Repu OO ro committee, told the Se of that} Mr. NO are . - Georgia. Yes, sir 
Mr. Mt . o not; and for P Mr. NORTHW 4 Fee eae? 
the recinct as to which Stevens eee I did not disturb oo oo I LET T of Ger ria. , Nore - = the re cord? 
publican side. ] . [Applause on the Re- | Coe tae before the notary himself ~ on but the objection 
onl ae . —— Yes; but he testified about Sel Sentimony ee alin on Electi ms t epee Nl of ow 
ed 7 gentleman -—, u mé y sotaken before the notary s to suppress all of this 
tion of beliefs. and I are about even on the am oe EY. I would eee ; ae 
Gentlemen of this House, J. H. Croch . the same connection. I notice a 1e gentleman a question in 
active member of the Republican eet’ is an educated, smart, | lett a a reference is made or eae of the majority of 
agents In Alabama and one of its Sole? we of its accredited | enemy as it was held that it was . a case reported in 2 Bart- 
man of one of its chief committees He h ot oe Stevens is chair- | the eens that there was, therefore oe to take such testi- 
ite to the St. Louis convention. And ania en elected a dele- | out the re I have not examined the Sens established by 
pa not believe these accredited and ntellien on the other side | case ae in their citation— the myself, Does it bear 
a y—men of high standing om ey officials of the Seen oo. Report? 1e reference made to the 
ey 8 xe own the returns made by hon ye party—and yet before “Tl : rT of Georgia. Yes,sir; Lhav 
a rt me 6 island rho” | ot pep aver vores. wosrees Ta 
ae ation The proof is that th rocheron. eub thin per . 1 only wanted your eodh ashburn. 
of th ee votes in Selma Sea nere are from 1,250 | rey ot atement made by the majority of the sa whether it bore 
ovnite epublican there, says so. “It is = Craig, the leader Mr. BARTLE ; 1e committee in their 
It i e men voted in a Democratic primary th n proot that 1,100 | Washbur . ITT of Georgia. Yes, sir 
Po a Craig and all these mas re a 1894. | gentl ennai 2 Bartlett, 54, I aie in hg Veashess anit 
active canvass . r witnesses that | case leman the citation exac 5 aft? se it is: I can give the 
a = stherconyeyances ear Tee teevetemte ta friends had : “Mr. ROYSE oe I believe a few momentsif he cocina no 
ing continued nine hours. And ers to the polls. TI — SE. No; it was: é 
: . . nd 8. 1 rTeSs . ae as an Indiana case. ; 
Top rence Stn na Se or en 
. e gentlemen wi rom New York, | he yo 4ETT of Georgia. Y a strict, 
Massachusetts {Mr M ; with whom the gentl >| 1eld that a may on es: an Indiana cas ‘ 
A oopy} raises hi : st ntleman from | thec ayor of an Indiana tow ana case, and it wa 
gentlemen who are in favor | is hands against fr de contested-electi ai ina town could take depositi as 
] of fa ats st fraud, the | tz aman ection case outs le of degen ke depositor 
os oe hae an Satins votine poy nenent counts with tus one that we swast abe ints oak Chase are cer- 
, ens 0 Ima, all De ; 0pulation of 1 500 28 s case. The Voorhees a ake into view in connecti 
tions the tleman fro mocrats with but very r J case arose outof an el ees and Washburn ec ; LEX tie nm 
%, xcep- aa . é slection held : r 1 contested-elect 
Robbins owes m Massachusetts counts are excep- | there were peculii pacreny 4 in November, 186 ion 
» an admissi three votes fi : - peculiar conditio allel ; = 64. Asallk » 
that 767 votes were on on the part of yr | time. The conditi ms existing in this ¢ know, 
cast at that i of the contestant , ondition of affairs existi g in this country at thé 
House, are you precinct. ow nt | try was one of ¢ ‘airs existing at that ti ntry at that 
ee prepared to treat i , gentlemen of the | c » of armed conflict. T hat time in this cot 
citiz ; at in that 1e | country ¢ ane * flict. There was an exci coun- 
fictates ¢ vightand justi You have the ane te poe the =e the clash of arms. We es ~ he err country, a 
i ce and j ici iali Bey 3 » i , dst of inter- 
to Re d judicial impartiality forbid ne ae mocrat in the House of Representati iter 
vient leaving Selma I wish to say, what I decided ne aoe was held during nec ee was rare, and the 
when C: e gentleman from Massachusett a , was about to say | sions h: i 865, I believe, at the end of ay and the contest was 
a nee h will that he was offered $100 by ie me, that | at haaeash an time cooled. The sea war. Men's pas- 
j ch will be f 108 y Mr. Bow i os attox had not died away »verberation of the guns 
tifies that this off ound on page 185 of tl man, | in control of th ed away, and the Re : 1e guns 
er was made i - 5: he record—he tes- , oO e House of Repres 7 epublican party w: 
G. H. Korne Geo: e in the presence of th es- | ous party at the presentatives, 1 party was 
. rge R. Maso ree men named , y at the polls, but as a victori , not only as a victori- 
swears that wim ason, and Bob Mason—C ment of its views witl ictorious party in the : ori 
only 742 votes an offered him $100 to swe —Crocheron | in crushing s with regard to putting an 1e accomplish- 
cast—Mr. Bo swear that ther shing the Confederacy ganend to slavery : 
that the fact as stated di wman, the lawye e were | determinati pracy. It was a bad ti : iery and 
b 4A met occ a yer, gets up and says cia avion of any question. Men, i ‘ ime for the judicial 
oueet eee ane that MiiGced Gcmecs i a] peliiicel vinwe, ware ie ne cumdiiion to decide judiolal one their 
Mason and Bob | senda Crocheron stat eron. But I | last, whe attach blame to them for it judicial questions 
ed that Geo , whether we sit on that si it, for we are all | ‘ ; 
when this offer was ~~ Kornegae were pr rge R. | case of Washt na side of the House or this; : 1uman at 
this offer of made y Mr. Bo esent at the time | civil strife » urn against Voorhees ¢ — and when the 
; a bribe not onl jowman, Aldrich’s att strife had hardly bee s was decided the wi: 
certify at all, but to only to certify falsely to ret orney— | the antagonisms again m ended. We know that : war and 
whether it was not swear to what was not true—I urns or not to | even entlontad th against Mr. Voorhees were still at at that time 
stances to sh the duty of Mr. Aldrich und ask this House | then, that a Re ne war twenty years at least; ¢ Lit nen ae 
have been ow by those three other wi under such circum- | on the c : Republican majority—th sath and it is not strange 
present that n er witnesses who are stat the committee in refer here was a divison of opinion 
names—the two Masons | such thing occurred? T ated to | majority should d erence to the question—th: oes. yea 
We hear and Korn here are their | bt d determine, when 8 1at a Republican 
on this floo egae are named Si ian is. Ceukeem tab o mas to seat Mr. W 
about pollution. r about a record being full on page 182, | under the stat at Mr. Voorhees, that a at Mr. Wash- 
i Gen ; te, and th: = A ce mayor had sucl : 
examination that tlemen of the aoe ull of corruption, | cumstances t Tee at decision was rende 1 power 
teems an this record, if the wi , you will find upon | Mr. N¢ s to which I have called attenti dered under the cir- 
7 induce Sainooens P tion and Siow ted to be believed, | quiry, i oor. If the Saeseon win 
to smpted corruption i uiry, is it not a fact th : will permit a further i 
contestant. give false testimony in this in order | vide that any notar = the statutes of the United S ther in- 
But, Mr. Speaker, to case for the | may take the Sontionnare 4 jlic living in the Congressi: ; inten pro- 
left off a moment ago veroeee the ae ie discussion of the question I ay BARTLETT of ‘Georgia ee case? mal district 
County was % evidence in Safeom § r. NOR ; . do not s ona 
oo ou unty of Shel Shelby. The notary teens wes en in Dal- | 110 aa If the gentleman teams a _ 
evidence was taken in —iendseatierosworn b eppointen When any contesta: =. soutien 
the Dallas County,and y him, and | mony res ti stant or returned member i : 
under the } is not evid Ys the contestee makes | °f,te follo ting a contested election, he r is desirous of obtaining t 
to laws of Ala ence, because a nota: e which the a officers who may reside hin’? sly for a subpcena oon a 
swear a witness or take Poe any jurisdictional — the ch the election to be contested side within the Congressional 20 eae 
; second, any chancellor j » any judge o > CO 
ted. The oa of the ie eee Tae oer uaatbbor tn tae Sinemet ir Sates of coms ure of 
committee think was well — - committee oa Mr iw, bankruptcy or notary = any town or city; 
uma is a local lace 5 = — who aleetee bows of — outside of icouereies t a authority on a notary 
w 5 opt ci y where he ¢ ve ee rte 
limited to the pada witn urisdiction to adminis- ue NORTHWAY. But it says in aeons to act— 
confines of the county to ered and | Cong ATNER. Because it has been } Congressional district 
- he was appointed; condensed by not confer authority mat eld by the courts that 
’ by the laws of the State. State officer which is not 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. Butif the Federal statutes provide that 
any man may take the testimony or administer the oath? 

r. BOATNER. But, if the gentleman will permit an inter- 
ruption, suppose that the statutes provided that any no pub- 
lic or clerk of a court could administer the oath and e the 
testimony? The gentleman would not maintain that the clerk 
of the court of County A could go and administer oaths and take 
testimony within the jurisdiction of the clerk of the court of 
County B. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. While it does not enlarge the right of the 
individual as a notary public, it designates such individuals as 
have the powers to administer oaths. 

Mr. BOATNER. But when the notary public passes beyond 
the line of the county for which he is appointed he ceases to be a 
notary public and is no longer a notary public. 

Mr. NORTH WAY. There can be no doubt about the statute. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Is the gentleman through? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam through. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Iam glad to answer the gentle- 
man's —— Mr. Speaker, upon this point there is very con- 
siderable doubt. There was enough doubt about it to create a 
division of opinion in the Washburn-Voorhees case at the time 
and under the circumstances that I relate. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me 
@ question there? 

r. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman from Georgia know of 
any authority or any law under which witnesses could be convicted 
of perjury for false swearing upon an affidavit taken before an 
officer out of the jurisdiction or territory where he has jurisdic- 
tion to administer an oath? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I was coming to that. Mr. 
Speaker, in 131 United States and in 107 United States will be 
found two cases, and in 138 United States another case, which 
will answer the question of the gentleman upon this point. It is 
there decided that an affidavit made before a notary public who 
had no authority to administer an oath at the time and place 
where he administered it could not be used to convict of perjury 
the person who made the affidavit. The cases were identical, and 
it is for that reason that no witness who was sworn here before 
this notary public could be convicted, if he had sworn to a false- 
hood, in any court, that we object to permitting a man who was 
not an officer to administer the oath. 


v 
Mr. BRUMM. Nobody denies that proposition. The only 


proposition is, had he jurisdiction here? 

r. BARTLETT of ia. We say he had not, and I 
pose to show it. I say the law of Alabama under which these 
notaries public are appointed is that their jurisdiction to swear 
witnesses is confined to the county in which they are appointed, 
and the supreme court of Alabama, in 102 Alabama Reports, has 
go decided. The Sw Court of the United States, in the cases 
which I have cited, have also decided that. 

Mr. BRUMM. po ae statute had designated a private 
person? Does the gen still contend that that private ae 
son would be limited by anything except the limits of the - 
gressional district for which the national statute provided he 
should be com t to administer oaths? 

Mr. BARTLE of The gentleman is supposing that 
the Congress of the United would doa thing so foolish as 
to appoint a man to swear the witnesses who had no authority to 
administer an cath. Theonly wayin which gentlemen can uphold 
this Lg eng is by putting an extreme supposititious case. I 
do not Congress would ever say that a man who was not 
clothed with any authority to administer oaths could administer 
an oath. Such a Se would be ridiculous, and if it is not 
ny will say to my friend that his question is 


Mr. LACEY. Right in that connection, this contestant ha’ 
followed the decisions of the court in which his case‘is to be 
in his selection of an officer, the question is whether his evidence 
should now be thrown out. That is the point I want to hear you 
=, in connection with this decision to which you have referred. 
. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why, sir, I do not know whether 
they knew about that or not. I think they found out about it 
after they came up here. Be that as it may, the point was made 
to the first witness that was offered that this officer was a notary 
public for Shelby County, and that he had no authority to take 
evidence in DallasCounty. Thatobj was made tothe swear- 
pe Sac Bend, Panes ore eee eee 
appoint any notary public. y recognizes officer t 
State appoints Ayo officer te abeinteee oaths. Suppose the 
notary pu did not have authority to administer oaths in Ala- 
bama, could he administer an oath in a election 
case? Why, certainly not. 
ButI can not detain the House, 
decisions in 107, 131, and 138 United 
ports. They are cited in the report of the 


to refer members to these 
Court Re- 


Now, Mr. Speaker, that being so, believing that this evidenc, 
was not worth the on which it was written, believing that 
under the law of bama, as lawyers there understood it, a1.) as 
the contestee understood it, as the su court of that State jad 
declared it, that this evidence was just as if it had been tyke, 
before a private person—no other evidence was offered ex, ept 
the evidence of the contestant—we felt it to be our duty t., ;\,s. 
cardthatevidence. Thecontestee, believing and feeling cony i)... 
that that evidence was not ee evidence, but simply the stato. 
ment of private persons before another private person, offer:.| ),, 
evidence, and doubtless followed the opinion of his counse) 4) 
the decision of his supreme court in concluding that it was »; 
necessary to offer evidence when no legal evidence had beer s))). 
mitted by the contestant. 

But we can not decide this case on the neglect of contester to 
take testimony. The case of Follett vs. Delano, reported in | [3,y+- 
lett, decides that although the contestee may by silence or 4.) ,)- 
escence do that which bye thee him, the House will not apply 
the rule of when interests of the people of the district 
are involved. is House decided unanimously that back of {)o 
contestee and back of the contestant are the rights of th. )) ople 
of the district to have the question settled, not by the conduct 
simply of the contestant or the contestee, but by the evidence, ang 
this House is yy omy right of the people to have the right juan 
and the man of ir selection represent them in the Halls of 


Congress. 
- In the case just referred to the committee reported and the House 


No confession of the sitting member, however it ee bind him person- 
the unless he is the Gholce at eth 

of its rightful representation. 

The House should ve go proof that the si member has not 


has a majority of votes before un- 
seating the one or admitting the other, however the sitting mem- 


Now, that being so, it is the duty of this House so to speak. if it 

wndictaie to arrive at the truth in this case and the 
right of men to occupy seats upon this floor independent of the par- 
ties to the contest. I a to this House to take this rule 
laid down, as I say, in the and Delano case, and deter- 
mine it in order that the people of the Fourth Congressional dis- 
trict of Alabama may be entitled to its Representative as they 


of the — -- undertak- 
i imperfect way t I must neces- 
sarily have done, to present this report of the minority. The mi- 


a vote that ought not to be counted. They have, however, set 
= faces firmly om to a the voters in 

ese precincts, 8a as they have not m successfully 
attacked, they ought to be counted. I appeal tothis House ag:in, 
and at last, before it shall determine to throw out the whit» Demo- 
cratic vote of Dallas County, with its 3,000 white Democratic votes, 
i evidence before they give this seat 


a5 


g 


: been charged with all sorts of wrongs in 
Alabama. It is said that frands and outrages have been «om: 
mitted. In some cases thatis true, but in my judgment t)at time 
Se You them in the North 
and th. things eee eS have 
been the that have committed, if any were com- 
mitted, in eet, my judgment is they area thing of the past. 
However perfectly you may make the law, however strony!y you 
may denounce fraud, you will never be able, North or Fast, 
West or South, to have absolute a from some oe in 
things passed away, an‘ never 
the floor of any leyjisiative 

or else and uphold frandulent 
votes in an election, but with that conviction and a stern (eter 


= 


that course, and I stand here to 

close this ng on the part of the minority, and tell you that 
i the man who is returned is en- 

pe ay em el gg A 
, ; . are ack yp e 

and turn the contestee ion the Halls of this 
House, will but add another vote to that already overwhelm- 
ing , but you add to the partisan record another wrens 
in out a man who was elected and in placing in his st 
man 


= 


a could not show the honest votes that elected! |. 
TD oT. Gert ealaatcs to th tlemin from 
. le u e gen , 0 
North Carolina [Mr. tome . 
Mr. LINNEY Mr. Speaker, it has been said that this Constes 


1 do-nothing ble ent is, that if 
Ras thecenchall bettas onnbetly- enh deteratee correctly and 
accurately the numerous contested-election cases before 1:. | will 


. 











ormed @ duty to the country of greater importance than 
h a of any question that has ever claimed the attention 
= legislative body in this Republic for the last half 


century. . a ‘ 
7 ing, Mr. Speaker, pales into utter insignificance in com- 

Evert ‘the purity of Be ballot box. There is, sir, a very 
close oD Wablance between the highest crime known to criminal 
law and this crime of placing impure hands upon the ballot box. 

Justice Blackstone tells us, in treating of the crime of high trea- 
son, that the distinction between petty treason and high treason is 
this: ““ When a wife, for instance, or any party to certain domestic 
relations, commits a crime i her lord the husband, that is 

tty treason, because it involvestreachery; but,” saysthe author, 
‘¢ when disloyalty raises its crest and strikes at the law itself, or 
at majesty itself, then it is designated high treason, by way of 
distinction. Therefore,” Says this author, ‘“‘ whoever compasses 
the death of the king in possession of the throne is visited with 
the death penalty, and the blood of the culprit is so tainted that 
it loses its quality of inheritance. Reina 

Why is it, Mr. Speaker? It is because the king, in possession of 
the throne, was the sole representative of sovereignty, the sole rep- 
resentative of power. Not so in a Republic, Mr. Speaker. Here 
we have no so representative of power. The ot box is the 
instrumentality through which the sovereign power is exercised. 
President Garfield fell at the hands of the assassin no blood 
was tainted on the of the — The blood of Guiteau did 
not lose its inheritable ae oe y? Because even the Presi- 
dent of the United States in this Republic was not the sole repre- 
sentative of power, and the culprit, the felon, was as guilty of 
murder, and forfeited his life. Every assault upon the ballot box, 
therefore, is closely akin to high treason. It is, in my humble 
opinion, the daughter of high treason, because it is an 
assault upon the life of the Republic. 

Mr. Speaker, this country has been warned by the best thought 
in it on two different occasions t the disposition in certain 
sections of the Republic, or the disposition generally, to lay cor- 
rupt hands upon the ballot box, and these warnings, coming 
from two great leaders of the two great parties of the country, 
to wit, President Harrison on the one hand and Henry Watter- 
son on the other, ought to teach this American Congress that the 
ballot box should be deemed as sacred as the Ark of the Covenant, 
and that the hand that touches it ager should wither and 


perish as certainly as the hand of Uzza withered and fell by the 
edict of the Almighty when it touched the ark when the oxen 
stumbled. (geen President Harrison, in his message of 
December 6, 1892, propounded the following interrogatory to the 
American Congress: 

Is it not time that we should come upon the high plane of patriot- 
ism while we devise methods that secure the right of every man quali- 
fied by law to casta free ballot and give to every such ballot an equal vote 
in choosing our public officers and in ng the policy of the Government? 


No less patriotic were the utterances of Henry Watterson at 
the World’s Fair at . Standing, ashe did, before the great- 


est assemblage of people ever gave an American orator audi- 
ence, that tative of democratic thought in this country 
raised hi to the highest point of unsel patriotism and 
there to the tatives of the various nationali- 


ties of the world the only infirmity that threatened the peace, the 


stability, and the in ofthe Republic. Said the great orator 
on that memorable 3 

Slavery has amid the war flames, and the mirage of the Confed- 
eracy has never again to return. But there is one crime, there is 
one . in our - paces the pow and integrity of the 
a a peculiar form of corruption touching the purity 


already pressed the danger line. 


This is given from memory, not having the speech before me. 

But he expressed the hope that with expanding intelligence and 
quickened patriotism that iar and most dangerous form of 
corruption would be below the danger line and the Repub- 


lic saved. 

Mr. when these great leaders of the best thought of the 
Repubite: Predident Harrison being a splendid esentative of 
the Republican idea — Fl 


a splendid representa- 
tive of the Democratic idea—I say when those two t repre- 


sentative men thus 1 sentiment of patriotism, 
ttle did they think that eight here in United States, in the 
Alabama, in ten “‘ beats,” there would be 3,177 fraudulent 
a .) This is oo of experi- 

unknown of the Republic. From the 
at the close of the Revo- 


iff 
gS 
i 


BEFRESEE? 
etre 
[ 


to it. 
fact, And the evidence in 
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it and make it a fact established by the admission of every single 
member of the committee, and, if not established in that way, 
proven to a mathematical certainty by mere calculation. 

Now, let us see if I can not show this. On page 7 of the report 
of the minority I find this most remarkable statement: 

Wecome now toconsider the votein Dallas County. We are convinced that 
in the precincts of Summerfield, Martins, Lexington, River, Union, Elm Bluff, 
Carlowville, Boykins, Mitchells, and Selma or City beat the official 
are unreliable, and therefore agree with the majority o 
the result in these beats must be arrived at from the « 

Why arrived at from the evidence? Why these official returns 
unreliable? Because they had been assailed by the proof offered 
by the contestant in this case, unanswered by the contestee, wpon 
allegations straight, clear, and to the point, of fraudulent prac- 
tices and fraudulent methods in the election in those 10 beats, and 
the minority of the committee, after careful investigation, making 
their report, represented by the learned gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT] and the distinguished gentleman from Arkansas 
 epmeeaeng E|, than whom there are not two greater or purer or 

tter men in this House, were forced by the weight of the testi- 
mony to pen this remarkable piece of evidence admitting fraud to 
the extent of three thousand and some odd votes. 

How do I reach that conclusion? By taking the number that 
you found that he actually got—five hundred and some odd 
votes—from the majority returned by the election officers, and it 
leaves three thousand and some odd votes, thereby establishing to 
a mathematical certainty that in 10 beats in Dallas County there 
were fraudulent votes to the number of over 3,000. 

What, then, is the result? Here are three reports. No.1 says 
that there are 3,000 fraudulent votes; No. 2 says there are some- 
thing over 2,000; No.3, 4,000. So the question to be determined 
is merely the quantum of fraud. The three reports, taken in their 
regular order, only establish the degrees of frand—fraud, mors 
fraud, most fraud. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I know that the gentleman from 
North Carolina does not wish to misrepresent the views of the 
minority of the committee; and he will allow me to deny that we 
have contended or conceded that there were 4,000 fraudulent 
votes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Three thousand, I said. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 1 understood the gentleman to 
say 4,000. 

Mr. LINNEY. Oh, no; my friend did not hear me aright. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Allow me to make this suggestion. I am 
sure my friend from North Carolina does not want to misrepre- 
sent the minority of the committee. 

Mr. LINNEY. Certainly not, my friend. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The report of the minority does not admit 
that there were 3,000 fraudulent votes. It admits that the returns 
from the precincts named must be thrown out because they were 
unreliable; but if the gentleman would read further from our 
report he would find we have stated that while we only claim seven 
hundred and seventy-odd votes as cast for the contestee in the City 
beat, there were many more votes cast for him, but we could not 
ascertain how many. We never made any admission anywhere as 
to the number of fraudulent votes, and our report does not show 
that any number of votes were admitted to have been fraudulent. 
Weadmit, however, that the returns were unreliable, and therefore 
the contestee had to be deprived of a great number of votes that 
were actually cast for him. 

Mr. LINNEY. Ithank my friend forthat statement. Now, let 
me see whether I can not refute the gentleman by his own figures. 
According to the reports of the election officers, the contestee was 
elected by a majority of 3,736 votes. Is notthat so? Now, accord- 
ing to the report of the minority, signed by Hucnu A. Divsmorg, 
CHARLES L. BARTLETT, and Suir S. TURNER, the contestee is 
elected by 559 majority. Now, subtracting 559 from 3,736—the 
number reported by the election officers—and it leaves 3,177 frandu- 
lent votes—morethan Isaid. [Laughter andapplause.] I wasin 
error, Mr. Speaker; but the error was against myself. I do not 
say that you gentlemen of the minority come in and say, ‘‘ We 
admit that much fraud,” but you adopt certain figures. And, my 
friends, figures never lie when in the hands of honest gentlemen 
like those on this committee; and when the figures establish a 
fact, it is established so that there can be no further controversy 
aboutit. Asto moralreasoning, a different view prevails, because 
in moral reasoning much depends upon the processes of the intel- 
lect by which you reach a certain conclusion; but in the employ- 
ment of figures you proceed upon mathematical premises, and 
when you reach a conclusion it is absolutely certain. 

So, sir, we have here this astonishing piece of testimony. I 
would to God that I could take my hand and wipe it out, and that 
it could never appear in American politics to be used mm foreign 
nations, in civilized countries, in Christian lands against this 
glorious system of ours—that here where the Bible is read, here 
where the Christian religion is believed in, here where patriotism 
is thought to grow deeper and stronger than in any other section 
of the world, we have to admit, and that admission, too, comes 
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from the greatest men of the North or the South—such men as 
my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DinsMoRE] and my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]—that there are over 3,000 fraudulent 


votes in 10 beats in 1 county! [Applause.] Why, sir, the like 
of that can not be found on earth or in the heavens or on the 
north side of the east corner of hell, [Laughter.] I do not be- 
lieve any such thing ever before happened or was known to Presi- 
dent Harrison or Henry Watterson when they sounded the note 
of warning to the American people. 

Yet it is argued here by my friend the gentleman from Georgia 
that we are put inanawkward position—as awk ward as the position 
of the man who tried to prove that a rabbit climbed because he 
must. He must prove it, saysthe gentleman. By similar reason- 
ing the gentleman descends a muddy slope and drifts along with 
8,000 fraudulent votes. There is no escape from the statement 
that he has taken that position. I say this without meaning any 
disrespect to anybody. 

There is one matter which, although not exactly in " line of 
argument, I must refer to before it escapes my mind. believe 
upon reflection that the majority of this committee did not do ex- 
actly right; they have not found enough fraudulent votes. If we 
had stuck rigidly to the law and to what I believe to be justicein 
this matter we would have thrown out Pences township. Why, 
sir, here is the oath which the officers in that township took. I 
want gentlemen to listen to it: 

You do solemnly swear that you will hold this election law to 
the se of —_ Eaowleden, eo help us over the fence. ae 
Laughter. ] 
hat is there; you can see it for yourself. I wish every mem- 
ber of this House before he gives his vote on this question would 
take a look atit. If he can not see it he ought to havea é 
oe pair of glasses, because the most of men would be almost 
unwilling to believe it. ‘So help us overthefence!” [Laughter 
and applause.] Whatdoesitmean? Will you gentlemen tell me? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow a fur- 
ther interruption? 

Mr. LINNEY. Why, certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Did not every member of the 
com) aittee, including yourself, say that these votes ought to be 
coun, ed, because the witnesses that you put upon tne stand testi- 
fied t aat the votes returned by them were actually cast and that 
or were counted as cast? 

r. LINNEY. Why, certainly; I sdmit that we counted them. 
I have just said so, and I have just said, too, that on reflection we 
ought not to have done so. @ gave you a great deal more than 
you are entitled to. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Well, will the gentleman allow 
another soomment 

Mr. LINNEY. Well, I did not interrupt you, I believe. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not wish, of course, to inter- 
rupt the gentleman without his consent, but I will not do so agaiw. 

r. LINNEY. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. not the gentleman, who is 
a lawyer, know that it is a rule of law that, whether the election 
officers are sworn or not sworn, and it does not matter what sort 
of oath is administered to them, if they honestly conduct the elec- 
tion, the votes honestly cast can and ought to be counted? 

Mr. LINNEY. Well, I see you do not know all the law. 


[Langhter. } ‘ 
Mr. BAKTLETT of Georgia. Well, that may be, but I will 
{Laughter. 


never learn ae 2 from you, anyhow. 
EY. o, sir; I am satisfied that you will not. You 


Mr. LINN 
will never learn from anybody. [Great laughter and lause. } 
I do not know whether the gentleman has overlooked that por- 
tion of the report or not. I do not know whether he has looked 
into the case very ener in one regard, but it is clearly enun- 
ciated in Twyne’s case, which has no doubt been quoted before 
you as a judge—the case is reported in Smith’s ing Cases—a 
that has been followed and respected and unifo held to 
be law, and good law, by the leading —— of the land; a case 
which dealt with a question of fraud, the very matter of thiscase. 
It was held in that case that unusual covenants or statements 
of the deed may become a badge of fraud, as in Twyne’s case, 
where the deed recited that it was made for “ good considera 
and is without taint of fraud.” The courts held that that lan- 
uch an unusual declaration on the face of the paper 
of fraud and shifted the lal oar on 
eed to show that it was not tainted with 
inciple applies to this case, and if 
have no doubt he would just at that 
wn out. 


ae the contestant. Now, 
in Twyne’s case, the recitals in 


‘_ should. 
are a badge of 


————— 
fraud. What but fraud was in the mind of these gent)omey 
when they added the words ‘‘so help us over the fence” t,, tha; 
oath? [Laughter.] Will some gentleman explain it on any thor 
theory? It can not be explained. It never will be exp)sineg 
It stands as a mark of villainy on that paper for all time ()) 4.0 
But we respected as mean a paper as that, trying to supj.rt the 
view of the contestee in the case and trying to keep in har), 
with the distinguished gentleman from Georgia and his a-: 
who filed the minority re in the case. 
the committee did not give to that particular fact the force to 
which I believe it to be entitled. es, there were other intirm. 
ities in that precinct, if you will allow me. 

But that is not all. hy, Mr. Speaker, if I were to wade 
through this case in all of its filth, I would want a pair of rubber 
boots to come up to myshoulders. [Laughter.} Let us se what 
such an authority as e, in reference to elections, says—| read 
section 499: 

Honest voters may lose their votes through the criminal miscon 1n+t of (js. 
honest officers of election. While it is well settled that the mere neyloct to 
comply with director uirements of law, or the performance «f duty ing 
mistaken manner, without bad faith or injurious results, will not justify th 
rejection of the entire it is equally well settled that when tho proceed. 
ings are so ed with dulent, negligent, or improper conduc.) 
part of the officers that the result of the election is rendered unre lialje, the 
entire returns will be rejected, and the parties left to make such proof as 
they may of the votes legally cast for them. 

That is the A BC of the election law, recognized by every intel. 
ligent man who has ever investigated an election case, sini yt in 
every one of the 10 precincts in question—yes, all of the Dallas pre- 
cincts that were assailed for ties of a gross character, 
such as voting dead negroes and dead white men, voting a hun- 
dred or a thousand where only 40, 20, or 30 had voted cr vone to 
the polls, or something of that character—the contestee stood 
there like an ass in a hailstorm and never opened his mouth 
{laughter and applause]—never offered any evidence to protect 
even the election officers from these charges of fraud. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, these people of Alabama who had stood up 
there through storm after storm, honestly believing that corrupt 
hands had been placed upon the ballot box, the men who in many 
instances have been ostracised because of their political opinion, 
the men who, if any people in this country, are to be looked upon 
as heroes, possessing the grit of which martyrs are maie—| say 
that when these men rose finally in their might and hurled 
thunderbolt after thunderbolt — these people, sledye-ham- 
mer blow after sledge-hammer blow inst them, they stood 
there in — silence and never opened their mouths, but they 
come before this House relying upon technical objections such as 
no lawyer that had had a license for two days ought to think of 
insisting upon. lpm pee 

aa my friend has the point in his report, an: it is the 
first objection made, that the notice of contest was defective, that 
it was not stated with sufficient accuracy, with sufficient techni- 


my 


lates 


till, the majority of 


calcertainty. They wanted morecertainty than is required in the 
pleadings in any court. They wanted more certainty than has 
ever been known in any tribunal that I ever heard of. They say 
the notice will not do, when it is a straight-out allegation «f ras- 


cality and fraud at that election, and when it gives notice of what 
they were going to do. The second technical objection is that 
the notary public before whom the testimony was taken had no 
authority. Why, it must be clear, as my friend from Ohio {Mr. 
NorRTHWAY] put it, that when the Federal Government. when 
the Congress of the United States, having charge of these Foieral 
elections, confers upon any person, no matter who, the right to 
take tions, that he exercises that right, not by virtue ofa 
oe but by virtue of the power given him by th» Federal 
statute. 


Suppose, as my friend , the statute had said that any 
justice of the peace should have this power. Does any! oly deny 
it? Suppose it had said any minister of the gospel should have 
this power. Does par amd deny it? In my State it is the law, 
Seve Chaining Santen UMkaee tinre to to's to putin yor 

ere ons ve to dois to put in your 
notice the name of the party before whom the deposition 1s t 
be taken, and it does not who he is; if your State statute 


to take the depositions. 
over Federal officers is a 

they designate the person before whom 
on is to be taken, or the agency before whom thie depo 
sition is to be taken, I do not care what it is, that agency exercises 
gate conferred, not by reason of the existence of tle State 
te, but by reason of the Federal statute creating the ssency 

yet my friend ridicules the idea and says 

test of reason, as I understand it, or the 4p 

but I believe I am safe in 
saying that not one of the cases cited by the gentleman wis * ©a8¢ 


| 
| 








1896. 





things I want to bring out. There are some things about 
this eae tone man will not believe unless he is forced to do 
it. There is hardly a man in this House who would have be- 
lieved, if it had not been sworn to, that any such oath as that was 
ever in any Christian country in holding an election, 
and yet it is here. 


Let me call your attention to another ae It has been alleged 
that dead negroes voted in this election. ell, gentlemen, that 
is hard for us to believe. When President Harrison propounded 
that interrogatory to the Congress of the United States, and when 
Henry Watterson romulgated the patriotic sentiment that he did 
at Chicago, when he was addressing foreign representatives of the 
world, many good men thought at that time that that was an 
sounding of the note of alarm. 
id have heard it just as we hear this, as we hear the ring- 
ing of thefire bellat night. I refer to this placing in the ballot box 
of three th and more fraudulent votes, and in addition to 
that, in many instances, hyena-like, robbing thegrave, making the 
tombs perform the y office of an appearance at the os. 
to be counted as one Democratic vote. ughter.} I will not 
try to read all this testimony, for it would take me too long, but 
I will read some of it. Ido not want to disturb the slumbers of 
anybody, but if my friend from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] can sleep 
well to-night after that, he roof against all sorts of devilment 
in this world. {Laughter.] t me turn to page 17. I want to 
show just a little of this. Here is a witness by the name of 
Mat Givhan. Listen to his testimony: 
know Allen Da Bose? 
: Posed teinew ites. He used to live in Summerfield precinct. He is 


a ge long has he been dead? 


. t eighteen months. 
& fsa any other man living in that precinct by the name of Allen Du 


sir; not that I know of. 
other man living there by the name of Silas Molett? 


of. 
and Allen Du Bose both colored men? 


unh 
We 


fe 


day of Ne a ® oe ertin living in that precinct, or living there on 

the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] answers that 

by saying there was a man named Dollar Bill in town once. 
has that got to do with the matter? 

know Frank Norwood? 


white or colored man? 


£5 


>Fopopopoporoper 
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BORE Ay 
pity 


eS 
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# 
if 
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i 


man or white man by the name of Frank Norwood now 
precinct, or was living there on the 6th day of Novem- 


ean 

W. Callen? 

used to know him. He is dead. 
has he dead? 

eight months. 


it down ‘‘seben,” just as the poor negro stated it. 
a colored man? 
before the last November election? 


man by the name of William W. Callen living in 
Dow oF atthe time of the last November election? ns 
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man. 
he living there on the 6th day of last November? 


take 65. Indulge me; this is right interesting read- 
ing to me; BEEAs Know how 16 sto you. Great laughter. ] 
live in River beat? 
of any such man. 
there? 
but he is dead. 
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That is the young man; and his father, who is aiso named Joe Green, has 
been dead about ten years. They were both colored men. 
That is the case of * Dollar Bill”; but he got both Greens in 
this case. So he could not lose by it. 
». Do you know Prince Hatcher? 
. Yes, sir; he is a colored man and lives about | mile fror me. 
. Did he vote on the 6th day of November last? 
A. Ido not know positively, but I heard him say he did not register, and 
that he did not intend to vote. 
. Do you know Robert Huckabee? 
. Ldid know him. 
2. What has become of him? 
. He is dead. 
[Laughter. ] 
. How long has he been dead? 
. I think he died about the Ist of last September. 
. Do you know Starke Hunter? 
. Lused to know him. 
. How long ago? 
It has been about twelve years ago, I think. 
. Has he moved out of the country. 
. He was moved to the cemetery? 


{Great laughter. | 

. How long is it since he took up his abode in that place? 

. I think it has been about wwalee years. 

Laughter. | 

ell, now, he must have been a faithful Democrat, because he 

stuck to the party not only as long as he lived, but voted for the 
party twelve years after he died. [Great laughter.] I take it 
that he is not a Jeffersonian Democrat, but an ‘*‘ Organized Demo- 
| crat.” [Renewed laughter. ] 

2. Do you know Silas Jackson? 
. did know him once. 


. Well, what is the matter with him? 
A. He was moved to the cemetery four years ago. 
[Laughter. } 
Q. Do you know a man living in River precinct by the name of Rufus Riggs? 
A. [used to know a man living there by that name, but he is dead. 
{ Laughter. ] 
He was a colored man and died last year, in January, I think, in the early 
| part of the year. 
| Q. Do you know James Wilkins, in that precinct? 
| <A. Yes, sir; there used to live a man there by that name. 
Q. What became of him? 
A. The last time that I saw him he was swinging to a limb of a tree. 


[Great laughter. | 
He was lynched. That was some time in 1893. 


Yet we find him set down as an “‘ Organized Democrat” at the 
| last election [laughter], and I have no doubt he voted for my good 
| friend over there, Major Robbins. Now, I do not intend to say 
| anything against Mr. Robbins, because I do not make war on 
| men, but I war on vicious methods. It is the duty of Congress to 

war upon vicious methods such as this and to wither the hand 

that pulls down the ballot box, to wither it with death just as 

God, in his wrath, withered the hand that touched the Ark of the 

Covenant without authority. [Applause.] 

Q. Did you look over that poll list to-night and examine it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

. That is a certified poll list from River precinct, is it not? 
| . Yes, sir. 

Q. State whether or not you noticed a great many names on there of col- 
ored men whom you know did not vote at River precinct on the 6th day of 
November, 1894. 

A. I did; many others besides those I have mentioned. 


Well, good gracious, you see how I have spotted the book in 
trying to pick out those that are dead, and there are a great many 
| others. 
| Now, Mr. Speaker, according to Mr. Paine, according to com- 
mon reason, and according to the dictates of every enlightened 
| conscience in this body, when the returns are so tainted with 
irregularities or with crimes that it is impossible to separate the 
£ from the vicious, what else is there left to do except, in the 
anguage of Mr. Paine, to disregard the election returns alto- 
gether. They have been assailed successfully. Their integrity 
has been assailed. They have presented no evidence in this case 
to overturn this, and then what is left?) Why, nothing at all is 
left except that you shall count the voters shown to have voted, 
and how they voted, by competent evidence. But here in this 
case, Mr. Speaker, there is no evidence, only these election frauds, 
It is shown that it was done in the way I have suggested, render- 
ing, in my opinion, utterly invalid the returns, assailing the integ- 
rity of the returns, and destroying their force. Then, thecontestee 
in this case remained perfectly silent, and offered no evidence, but 
relied on the presumption that might arise, to wit, that these re- 
turns make out a prima facie case, and that he would ask the 
House, on the election returns, to determine this case, and not to 
touch this work which they suppose they had made perfect. I 
submit that, with all the evidence of fraud, it is impossible for 
this House to respect these returns and determine this case safely 
upon them. 
ow, let me call attention to another circumstance tending to 





| 
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show fraud at these beats in Dallas County, for, mark you, that 
y place . Inall the other 
counties, ‘ahhite counties, strange to say, the Republicans carried 
the election by some 1,652 votes. Those 5 white counties, pos- 
sessing a population of 111,000, gave Mr. Aldrich a of 
1,662, but when you come to the county, where are 
only 40,000 people altogether, and only 2,500 white men, you find 
that that county gives Robbins more votes than he got im all the 
other 5 counties. [Laughter.] 
Here the hammer fell. 
r. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of my colleague be extended. 

Mr. DANIELS. e shall have no objection to having the _ 
tleman’s time extended, Mr. Speaker, provided the extension does 
not trench upon the time assigned to other gentlemen. 

By unanimous consent, the time on each side was extended thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, another circumstance that I want 
to call attention to is this, but first [ will read a brief extract 
froma a North Carvlina decision. I love to read North Carolina 
decisions, because every man has an idea, of course, that the State 
from which he comes possesses peculiar merit, a in the 
legal department, and I think I can claim that for North > 
because it is the State of Settle and Pearson—Pearson, C. J., 
Leg be = ree — to the State in which 

ved, the in nion in many respects, 
cially in the t of legal learning. | seek wow fuente 
decision in the case of Boyer vs. Teague. (106 N. C. Reports.) 

Where it does not appear from direct testi 
voted, circumstantial evidence tending to estab 

The fact that a certain person e han 
candidate, and for no other person, that he 
**voted him,” is admissible in evidence and tends to 

It is unnecessary for me to read further. 
only to show that in contested eases circu 


dence is as much in order and has as much force and as in 


evidence in this case, which in z to 

the contention of the maj report. Take the other townships 

in thecounty wherethe Republicans had representatives—for, mark 

hom it is a peculiar device of 1nen who want to steal votes in the 
uth, and in the North, too, I take it, oo to give the party that 


pr emer tape aS 
sentation they have be so infirm 
i be unable to 


16 votes to a precinct. 

leaders requested the Repub not to go to the 

why did they tell them not to go to the polls? was 
reason? I have been a candidate for office several times in : 


the 


feeling 
has a candidate; but here, for one time in 
orld—only one time, I believe—the represent- 
Republican party in that district, or at all events a 
right to be a candidate, Mr. Aldrich, went around 
to his supporters and said to them, ‘‘ Don’t go to the polls.” 
did he do that 


can not read—mnien 
the difference bet wy, 
a calf? I believe 


a such a 
, amd deaf man 

who Cy 
not read is as blind as a stump and as deaf as a stone so far as the 
matters in hands are concerned. 


slimy serpent. 

not read and 

were not as many 
“Did you not sign 
y; Hien — le my 
you not think, cen- 
well as a man like 


showing, the result was according 
i case; but wherever agencies 
the result was what’? An 
,000 votes cast im those 1) or 11 
221 im the other noncontested beats where 
the contestee had a fair showing. 

i ut the negro always voting for the 
gentlemen on other side 
They say that Aldrich is a millivvaire. 
) that anybody has sworn to this; but it may be that 
he is, for I take it that gentlemen who have made this remark 
would not do so without something about the facts. 
But su he is a man of wealth. Why, sir, what is to become 
of == a Sa Democratic om The truth 
is, gentlemen, years Republicans South were 
under the ban of social ostracism; it was a hard matter to bea 
Republican in the South; but now, thank God, the weight of 
social position and excellence is on our side. nn, wom 
So, sir, this idea that the of Alabama beer sub- 
dued, has been overreached, is like the pretense ihat a 
mouse has ovérreached a lion. The thing exists only in the ex- 
cited of the friends of the contestee. No, I wi!! not 
say the friends of the contestee; for ILobserve a remarkab|« ©on- 
servatism on the part of the on the other side in many 
cases of this kind. Sir, I have seen political fights in North (ar- 
olina where the political lines were closely drawn. In one case 
tyo days after an election a suit was upon a matter grow- 
ing out entirely of the heat of the election contest. The jury was 
composed of six Democrats and six Republicans; they were «1 
four days and each man voted according to the political faith that 
was in him; at the end of four opt stood six for the plain- 
tiff and six for the defendant. t illustrates what has been 

the character of contested-election cases. 
But more recently in cases of this kind in this House, be it sail 
to the glory of this House and the members connected wit): it. | 
have seen & more conservative ition to exam- 
ine questions of this kind as any other judicial question would be 
examined. For instance, my friends over there admit—a thing 
the like of which has never been done before—that the vote in |) 
beats of this district was fraudulent; and they admit that a zreat 
many of ee votes one a out. The vice of je 
argumen that after making they assume tha 
a number of votes were given without any information 5 


to whom they were cast for, these votes must be counted for their 
_| side. That 


reasoning will not do. If the returns show t)iai a 
not show for whom they were 

the returns, then the 

Mr. im his work on elec- 


case of this kind the real state of the vote, so far as }+ 
: evidence as might be 

far as to hunt one yan 

(using the illustration of a jtvst 

has been fraudulently re- 

votes were cast 

the com- 


f many hundreds 
at the polls and voted, we should throw «s'le 
take account of such votes as were shown by 
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idence in chief or brought out on cross-examination—there 
ena * the to have been actually cast, with the 
information for whom those votes were cast. 

I maintain that it isa sound legal principle. It can not be con- 
troverted, and never has been successfully denied. There is no 
argument worth a cent against it. Then, if it be a sound legal 

oposition, our on was on that basis, that applying the 
Piaciple of law to the fact here, where a return was made of, 
ps 2.000 votes, and the evidence shows no more than 200 or 500, 
- ‘set aside that return and then examine the testimony to de- 
termine how man yoted, for whom they voted, and how they 
should be and if we found 5 votes or 100 votes and 
could not find for whom they voted, then we set them aside, and 
if we found any number voting and for whom they voted we put 
it down as a proper vote to be received and counted. That is a 
regular legal proposition on which, at any rate, I, as a member of 
the committee, acted; it is asound proposition, and can not be as- 
sailed by any painstaking lawyer. It is on that principle exclu- 
sively that I made up my count, and I have accepted it as acorrect 


one. ‘ . 
, Mr. Speaker, I will take up but very little more time of 
P. House. Tam grateful for the attention given me. 





never happened before in the history of this 

naa frauds have been perpetrated as were 
at this el and it is a high compliment to the 

i and Henry Watterson that 


they should have soun 


matter. 
What is our duty as the representatives of the t American 
ple on this floor? It is to stand up for the purity of the ballot 
box [Applause.] It is our duty to do all that we can to suppress 
these peculiar forms of corruption, and the prostitution of the 
ballot, which nan nan said had reached the high-water 


the alarm several years ago on this 


mark years e must doit. We have promised todo it; we 
have to do it. Let us our word. Wecan not now 
listen o re y that come to us in behalf of a 
contestee upon floor. We have a higher duty to perform, and 


one that we can not disregard. If we do, we put ourselves in the 

same shape that was een by — ne in ae - ae 

treatises some years w spoke of one party in Englan 
okt otism and another ¥ representing 


fraud. In the course of time they changed faith and stood one of 
them in the form of a ing like a man, and another like 
a se that in course of time the tail of the serpent 


split in twoand made two legs, while the legs of the man twisted 
sonal end meee Sons that arms rose from the body of the ser- 


t, arms st o man, and = ae ge Mee aaa paw 

orth the hissing tones serpent. At length the man glidec 

away a viper, while the serpent stood up the stalwart rep- 
resentative of having taken on the garb of a god. 

e can not ourselves in that position. We must do our 
= to our and to the country, and stamp out, 

er the inspiring words of Harrison and Watterson, the villainy 
that has been perpetrated. We must wither the hands of the 
2,000, oe are ae 5,000 men who in this election put their 
impious on the Ark of the Covenant. We must destroy 
— Bde ge neces + mag the soeneaien on wae pa 
Pe rests, generations to come will rise up an us 
Mr. D. Me Gecake: I yield now one hour to my col 
logue em See . Royse}. 

. ROYSE. Mr. , Ll see that the hour is growing late, 
and I to be compelled to break my epooch in 
two, and therefore, if the members of the House will be some- 
= endeavor to close what I have to say on this case 

Allow me to say at the very ing that this case can not be 
settled by crimination or ion. After it is all through 


a consideration, but one of 
them has discussed. Yon will observe by their report that 
pats aay, the notice of contest is not sufficient, although in the de- 
bate has followed not a word has been said on that part of 


which you are all no doubt familiar, and it is not necessary that I 
should dwell upon it at any great length. 

lt isa question whether or not a notary public residing in one 
county is authorized to take depositions outside of the borders of 
that county. It has already been staved here that the authority 
which the has is given him solely ani exclusively by the 
United States does not derive it from any State law 

comes to by virtue of the fact that the statutes of the 
United States him with the authority to take this testimony. 
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The statute provides that the contestant may apply to any one of 
the officers designated in that statute. Among these is the notary 
public; and all the statute requires is that that officer shall reside 
within the Congressional district. It further provides that if 
none of these officers designated are found to reside within the 
Congressional district, the contestant may apply then to two jus- 
tices of the peace. Now, suppose it should happen that there was 
no notary public living in any of the counties but one, and that 
the contestant vas going into the other counties for the purpose 
of taking his deposition, in which counties no notary public re- 
sided. Before whom would he take that deposition? Why, you 
might say before a justice of the peace. But you can not say that, 
for the statute says that if there is a notary public residing any- 
where in the Congressional district the testimony must be taken 
before him before you can resort to the two justices of the peace. 
Hence it is perfectly evident that what the statute means is simply 
that the notary public should be one residing somewhere in the 
Congressional district. 

But we pass that now, and I leave it to be discussed by my 
friend the chairman of the committee {[Mr. DANnreLs] when he 
closes this debate. 

The important inquiry here after all is whether the contestant 
has received a majority of the votes in this Congressional district. 
It has already been shown to you that in five of these counties 
he received a majority of over 1,600. He comes down to Dallas 
County with over 1,600 majority, and the proof in the record shows 
that Dallas County is the strongest Republican county in the whole 
Congressional district. It appears in the evidence that Dallas 
County at one time before this machinery got into operation gave 
the Republican ticket usually from five to six thousand majority; 
but as soon as this machinery was in operation that majorit 
was swept aside, and one witness, who appears to be an exceed- 
ingly reputable citizen of Dallas County, who is president of the 
senate and a Democrat, by the way, says that after that time 
the Democrats usually rolled up a majority in that county of 
from four to nine thousand. There are only about 10,000 votes in 
the entire county. [tis admitted upon all hands that there are not 
more than 2,200 or 2,400 white men living within the borders of 
that county; that the balance of the voters are negroes, every one 
of whom is a stalwart Republican and is as true to his faith as 
the compass is to the north star. 

Now, when we come into Dallas County, and the returns are 
made up, this 1,600 mujority that the contestant has is swept 
entirely away, and in its place is substituted a majority of 3,700 
for the Democratic candidate. And that is not ail of it. This 
great majority is piled up in about one-half. of that county. It 
ase that there are 28 precincts in that county of Dal- 
las. e notice of contest attacks each one of those precincts; but 
when the contestant took his evidence, it only applied to 15 of 
them. As to these 15 precincts, four of the majority of the com- 
mittee have concluded to count 2, and two of the majority have 
concluded to count only 1 as it was returned. 

Now, in the 13 precincts upon which there was no evidence 
offered Mr. Robbins received only 221 votes; and yet when the 
returns come in from the county, he has in that county of Dallas 
5,460 votes. _All but 221 of them are received in 15 precincts of 
that county! That is the situation of things. And it furthermore 
appears in evidence here—and that is a significant fact and one 
that ought to be borne in mind—these frauds upon the ballot box 
had continued so long and to such an extent that the Republicans 
had utterly despaired of having their votes counted in that county 
as they were cast. 

When they went to the polls and voted their votes were counted 
for the Democratic ticket in each instance, and of this the evi- 
dence and the record are full. There is not a single whisper any- 
where in that evidence which denies it. 

In the campaign of 1894 an instruction was issned to the Repub- 
lican voters of that county to stay away from the polis; to refrain 
from voting; for if they did vote their votes would be counted 
for the other man. Now, I ask you, what condition of things 
is that; and how does it reflect upon the men who have had con- 
trol of the election machinery of that county to say that elections 
have been conducted in such a manner that over four-fifths of the 
county dare not to the ballot box and cast their votes? And 
— we are ap ed to upon this floor not to disfranchise some 

onest voter down there in Dallas County: to be extremely cau- 
tious lest we unseat the man who now holds that place in this 
House. 

It seems that this sort of instruction coming to the negro voters 
of that county was not very acceptable to our Democratic friends, 
or at least to those that were managing the election. This man 
Compton, of whom I have spoken, who is president of the senate 
of ibama, makes a statement here which reveals just the tend- 
ency of these men and what they were anxious to do. Some 
question was put to this man while he was upon the witness stand, 
asking him if he had heard of the fact that the Republicans were 
instructed to stay away from the election, and he said he had heard 
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of it, but he did not believe they did stay away, but that they did 
register. Here is what he says: 

I have seen such a circular— 

Meaning a circular instructing the Republicans to stay away 
from the election. 

A. I have seen such a circular as is asked about purporting to have been 
issued by the Republican leaders, advising the negroes to refrain from regis- 
tering for the August election of 1894. I have heard the effect of that circu 


discussed among Democrats in Selma, and as to whether the negroes would 
refrain from registering. 


Why were they debating the effect of that circular anyhow? 


While the registration was in progress I made inquiry of several well- 
known Democrats in the country precincts of this county as to whether the 
negroes were obeying the orders of that circular— 

He was anxious to know something about it— 
and I was informed in answer to my questions on that subject that the ne- 
groes were registering in the country precincts largely, 

Q. Did you not state a moment ago that in hearing that matter discussed 
here in Selma the consensus of opinion was that the negroes were not regis- 
berg as well as the Democrats would like? 

A. I said that the Democrats had expressed themselves as ha 
fears that the negroes would refrain from registering, consequently 
inquiries of registrars as to that fact. 

This shows that there was an anxiety upon their part for fear the 
negroes would not register and would not go to the polling place 
on election day, because the opportunity for counting their votes 
would be swept away from them. But when election day came, 
some of the negroes did register and some of them did vote. But 
whether they registered or voted or not, notwithstanding all that, 
their votes were counted just the same, and in each instance were 
counted for the Democratic candidate, as had been done on former 
occasions. Now, then, we may simply go to these precincts which 
are in dispute; and remember one thing—that in these 13 pre- 
cincts upon which no evidence has been brought and upon which 
there is no controversy, where it seems there was an honest vote 
and an honestcounting, Aldrich received, the contestant received, 
42 votes, 16 per cent of the votes cast in these 13 precincts. If the 
same proportion should have voted throughout the entire ee 
according to the vote as returned by these election officers, Al- 
drich would have had a vote of 363 in the county of Dallas; “but 
when the returns came in he had a vote of 72 as counted by these 
election officers, and only 72. 

Now, then, I have stated to you that of these 15 precincts part 
of us have agreed to count 2 of them, but the rest of us have 

to count but 1. The minority agree with us as to all of 
ese with the a of 2 others. They insist on counting 
Orville beat and Oldtown beat. 

Mr. DINSMORE. And Woodlawn. 

Mr. ROYSE. Excuse me. Woodlawn, Orville, and Oldtown, 
which is 8. It will only take me a moment to go through these 
precincts, Now, they propose to count Woodlawn. Yet itisin 
evidence here by two witnesses, uncontradicted rat Pd one, 
that they went to the ra place in the morning, before the 
polls were opened; they sta there until the polls were closed; 
counted ares single man that went into the po place, in- 
cluding the election officers, and they only amounted to 14 men 
all told. There are two witnesses, uncontradicted except by one, 
and my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] this morning 

ve 7 something of*the character of that man, Mr. St. John 

avell, and he read to you his own statement. When the ques- 
tion was put to him if he would swear as to how many votes were 
polled that day in that precinct, he says: 

I will not swear, for I recognize I am under oath now. 


What was he doing? Was he not ander oath when he made 
that return? Why, I suspect that he was not under oath, for he 
says when that question is put to him: 

2. Were you sworn on the day of the election? 

. I do not know whether I was or not. I can not remember whether I 
was or not. 

Perhaps there was administered to that man just the same sort 
of an oath as was administered to the man in the Pences beat, 
which was read by the gentleman from North Carolina pone 
LinNEY}, that he did not regard it as an oath, and that he did not 
regard that he was making this return under oath; but when he 
came to be sworn before that officer, and lifted up his hand before 
high Heaven and took an oath that he was to tell the truth and 
the whole truth, and knew that perjury was staring him in the 
face, that man said: 

I recognize now that lam under oath. 


He does not stop there, but he says that he never ed his 
name in the same way that it is signed to these returns in all 
life. When _——- upon, and the question is asked if he did 
the returns, he said he did not know certainly, but thinks he did, 
but if he did he never signed it in that way in all his life. Now, 
that is the kind of witness that they want to contradict these 
other two witnesses with. I want to ow the question right 
squarely to you. Do you want to take word of that man as 
against the other two? Certainly not, 
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Now we will come down to Orville precinct. Our friends jp. 
sist on counting the Orville precinct. There was one witness 
that went there in the morning for the purpose of watching tho 
polls. He counted the number of voters that went into the po\l. 
ing place. He stayed there until 11 o’clock, and then the election 
officers came out of their room in the voting place and drove t)at 
man away with threats of bodily harm; and they drove hij 
away, too, because of the fact that he was watching there, and 
they told him that they did not want him there watching their 
proceedings at that election place. 

That is one witness. Another witness testifies that he is wel] 
acquainted with the voters of that precinct. He takes the pol] 
list, looks it over, and picks out the names of 26 men on that list 
and says that neither one of them is a legal voter in that precinct, 
But the case does not rest there. There are 5men whose names are 
upon that poll list of whom itis said that neither one of thein voted, 
and it turns out that each one of those men has his registration 
certificate, and those certificates are = in evidence in this record, 
The law of Alabama requires that before any man can receive g 
ticket to be voted he must deliver up his registration certiticate, 
so that the fact that a man still has registration certificate is 
evidence that he has not voted. Now, these 5 men still have 
their registration certificates, which appear in this record, show- 
ing clearly that they never voted; and yet we are told that this 
precinct ought to be counted as returned. Observe those } men 
were counted as having voted in that precinct. It seenis quite 
clear that that precinct must go. 

Mr. BARTL of Georgia. I suggest to the gentleman that 
~~ he has just been saying applies to Woodlawn anc not to 

rville. 

Mr. ROYSE. Yes; it applies to Woodlawn. 

Mr.COX, These 5 men whostill had their certificates; for whom 
were their votes counted? 

Mr. ROYSE. Idonot know. Ican not tell. It is utterly im- 
possible to tell how any man voted there except so far as thie testi- 
mony discloses it in a few instances. In three or four instances, 
perhaps, in each precinct the record discloses that certain men 
voted for Rebbins, and in other instances it shows that certain 
men voted for Aldrich. Whenever the fact appears in evidence, 
the votes are counted just as they are shown to have been cast. 

Mr. PAYNE. How many were counted for Aldrich in the 
whole Page ld 

Mr. ROYSE. Seventy-two votesonly. Now, the next precinct 
that I want to discuss is Oldtown. Our friends think that ought 
to be counted. In that precinct Mr. Jones, who, by the way, voted 
for Robbins, went to the place of holding the election early in the 
morning, about 9 o’clock. He stays around there about an hour 
and then he votes; then he stays around two or three hours longer, 
some of the time not very close to the poll, sometimes 15) yards 
away, but always in p sight of it. He leaves there about 2 
-o’clock in the oon; and up to that time only 8 men had come 
to the voting aoe and vo 

That is his mony. Then there are 18 persons whose names 
appear on the poll list as ha voted who swear that they neither 
registered nor voted at that election. I know it is true, as sug- 
gested by my friend from Georgia, that that testimony is not 
n SA gery wipe that because a certain man’s name is on 
the and he swears he did not register the evidence of 


fraud is not conclusive, because there may oy be somebody 
else bearing the same name in the county. I[ admit that, ut the 


law in reference to identity of persons is well settled. Identity of 
name is prima facie evidence of identity of person. In all civil 
cases where the question arises the identity of name makes: prima 
facie case of identity of person. But in this case the witnesses 
have sworn themselves to be men that have lived in the nv:ghibor- 
hood for years, and each one of them swears that he is \wll ac- 
quainted ee the whole precinct and that there is not an- 
other man within the limits of the precinct se same name. 
Moreover, it was possible for our friends upon the other side to 
Seasieiad GA thas GOON Meee wtineeE Wie vopiccration list and 
iy co ve u e registration list an 
shown that these men were in fact red who swore that they 
were not registered. But not a © registration list appears in 
evidence in thiscase. Theevidence discloses that application was 
made for this list; it shows that the notary public who took the 
deposition sent a written notice to the judge of probate dumand- 
the list, but that it was not given to him. > 

. DOCKERY. Did the contestant demand the regis’ ration 

list 
Mr. ROYSE. Yes, sir; he demanded it by letter and offere to 
y for it, but he did not get it. I was about to refer to the tes 
Tacos of one man here swears that hedidnot vote. {n Ala- 
bama they have an election in A’ . The State election is held 
then. One of these men who that he did not vote at all 
in the November election was examined. From his testimony 1 
that he was an inspector of election at the August «loc: 
fon, He was appointed an inspector and he went and held that 
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ition. Some questions were asked him in reference to what he 
id at the August election. I read from his examination: 
Q. You say that you were one of the inspectors out there in the last August 


election? 


* ror Hardy and Mr. Ed. Dudley were the other two? 


° Browning was also in there. 
yon Or don the cakerne—taae a mark toit? 
Yes, +. made a cross. 
Did you count the votes out before you signed those returns? 
Ho, Sir; Sey estas crosefor? 

e e ’ 
I dons by Aarons they told me to make it. 
Who told you to make it? 
Hendrix 


z Mr. y- 
at day? 
z How many pecti there were Dot a 45 or 50— 
was at the Augustelection. Yet our friends on the other 
sicuul to count at that precinct 278 votes at the November 
= them colored vote d the oth hite 
© others were white. 

ae a colored man, are you not? —T — there in August? 

man, and vo ere in August. 

9 ineton registered, had you? 

- fe is ‘ou to vote? 

z fio" Minter told me that I had registered. 

That was the manner of conducting elections down there in the 
State of Alabama and right there in the precinct that our friends 
want to keep in this count. ; ; 

Now, alinae, there is but one other precinct to which I need 
refer—the precinct of Selma. Upon the face of the returns there 
is abundant evidence of fraud at that precinct. The city of 
Selma, as has been stated this morning, had a population of about 
7,500, to the census of 1890. Calculating on that basis, 
it could not have had a greater population than about 8,000 at the 
November election in 1894; and with that population there would 
be only about 1,600 votes in the city of Selma. Yet 2,021 votes 
were returned as having been cast in that one precinct—more than 
4 votes to the minute. Does any man believe it? Why, sir, it is 
laid down as one of the principles by which we are to be guided in 
investigations of cases like this that wherever the election officers 
who have the authority to divide up camera crowd too many 
voters into one precinct, it is upon the face of it evidence of fraud. 

And it is utterly impossible to have an honest election in that 
city of Selma. ety. 8 appears in the evidence, that city 
was divided into a num of precincts. Those precincts have 
been abolished, and that city now is all included in one precinct, 
with 1,600 to 1,800 votes in the precinct. There is no process 
known to the law by which each honest voter can cast his ballot 
on election day in that one precinct. 

Butit is not necessary that I should go through all this precinct, 
for the evidence of fraud is sostrong that the committee are unan- 
imous in discarding the returns in this precinct. The only ques- 
tion with us was as to the number of votes that we should count. 
Four of us have concluded that we could count no votes except 
what the witnesses had sworn to—3 for Mr. Robbins and 5 for 
Mr. Aldrich. Our friends of the minority insist on counting 767 
votes for Mr. Robbins. Yet they say they can not tell how many 
votes were cast in that precinct, and it is utterly impossible to tell 
for whom they were cast. It is true that if it should appear that 
nobody but Robbins men went to the polls on election day we 
could count a certain number of votes for him, for we could dis- 


Mr. Robbins. But it must be remembered that 16 per cent of the 
vote cast in the precincts where there is no dispute were for Mr. 
Aldrich. If we assume the same proportion of votes for Mr. Ald- 
rich in this ct, he would receive somewhere between 100 and 
200 votes. Yet the a the committee propose to deprive 
je vote. ey do not propose to allow him in 
the 16 per cent which he has in the other precincts 
is no contest—where the election was honest. 
impossible to count the vote here, because these in- 
not apply to a number of white voters. The evi- 
e a number of white voters had joined the 
; some others of the white voters had united them- 
another faction known as the Jeffersonian Democrats. 
instructions did not apply to those men. a registered, 
to the polls and voted on election day. How many of 
can tell, for the returns can not be relied upon, 
Witnesses have sworn that so many men voted for Robbins, 
Aldrich, and that so many votes were blank. There 
world upon which we could count these votes 
guesswork. 
who oe — — “e saw the 
y says ps there were 50 negroes 
saw. Eeliet aon en that hecounted 
there on that day. d the evidence 
the Republican ticket. One man who 
he could out on the list 50 names 
Repu In that state of the 
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evidence I ask you how any man can count a single vote in that 
precinct. The only course for us is to cast the vote aside. It is 
an unsafe principle to guess at votes. 

Of course it is of the greatest importance that every man’s vote, 
honestly cast, should, if possible, be counted; that no man should 
be disfranchised; yet one of the best methods of preserving the 
purity of ballot and protecting voters from being disfranchised is 
to have some well-settled, sensible rule by which the votes shall 
be counted. 

Suppose you undertake to guess this vote. How do you know 
but that you are disfranchising the 50 negro voters who voted that 
day? Perhaps they voted for the Republican candidate, and then 
you guess 50 Democratic voters, thus neutralizing their votes. Is 
it a safe rule to go by? Should you be so anxious to count votes 
if the result of your count would disfranchise honest voters? The 
only safe rule isto refuse to count any votea where the returns 
are unreliable. Compel the men asking for the votes to make sat- 
isfactory proof, proof that is reliable, as to what votes were cast 
and by whom they were cast. The law is carefully guarded in 
its provisions in reference to the counting of votes, and it is our 
duty to be equally careful in the consideration of these questions 
which arise in this body, because if we adopt the suggestions that 
have been made here it may result in the disfranchisement of hon- 
est voters. We have no right todo that. The important thing 
is to determine the matter right, and not go astray. We should 
not be so anxious, therefore, to count votes, or stand in fear and 
trembling because our action may result in the disfranchising of 
men who voted for Mr. Robbins. How many men have been dis- 
franchised there who voted the Republivan ticket during the last 
generation? And these election frauds, Mr. Speaker, have been 
carried on there for twenty years—unblushingly carriedon. That 
being the case, these are the last men in the world to ask that we 
be somewhat cautious in the determination of this question. 

Now, my friends, to make a comparison here between the votes 
of this district at the present time and on a former occasion, and I 
will conclude. There was a contest over aseat for Congress in 
1882 in this same district. Dallas County was a part of the dis- 
trict at that time, and in the report of the committee on that con- 
tested election we have a table of the votes of Dallas County by 
precincts, or at least a large number >of the precincts, and I have 
made a comparison between the votes cast then and the votes in 
this last election. There is no dispute but what that vote was an 
honest one. The returning board threw out the votes of those 
precincts that were strongly Republican. They were thrown out 
on a mere technicality, on the ground that the returns were not 
formal; but there was no question but that the votes were honest. 

Let us see now the result of the comparison. Somerville pre- 
cinct in 1894 is returned with a Democratic vote of 160 and a 
Republican vote of 2. What was it in 1882, when there was no 
a that the vote was honest? Nothing for the Democrats 
and 250 for the Republicans. Martins precinct in 1894, 502 Demo- 
cratic votes and no Republican votes; in 1882it was 1 Democratic 
vote and 304 Republican votes. Orville precinct, the one they 
want to count 368 for Robbins, in 1894 gives 368 Democratic votes 
to 1 Republican, while in 1882, when there was no dispute as to 
the accuracy of the returns, it gave 3 for the Democrats and 187 
for the Republicans. River precinct, which gives 376 in 1894 for 
the Democrats and nothing for the Republicans, in 1882 gave 
nothing for the Democrats and 133 for the Republican candidate. 
Oldtown precinct, where they want to count 278 for the Demo- 
cratic contestee, in 1882 did not give a single Democratic vote, but 
gave a Republican candidate 145 votes. Union precinct,in 1894, 
293 for the Democrats and nothing for the Republicans; in 1882 
it gave nothing for the Democrats and 269 for the Republicans. 
Pences precinct, which gives 30 for the Democrats in 1894 and 
nothing for the Republicans, in 1882 gave nothing for the Demo- 
crats and 150 for the Republicans. Elm Bluff precinct, 123 for 
the Democratic candidate in 1894 and 12 for the Republicans, in 
1882 gave 5 for the Democrats and 72 for the Republicans. Boy- 
kins precinct, 24 for the Democratic candidate in 1894 and 1 for 
the Republican, in 1882 gave nothing for the Democratic candi- 
date and 93 for the Republican. Mitchells precinct, 386 in 1894 
for the Democrats and nothing for the Republicans, gave in 
and there is no dispute, as I have said, but that the election was 
honest—nothing for the Democratic and 307 for the Republican 
candidate. 

Now, my friends, will you call that an honest election that 
shows such a wonderful change in these few years? Can any 
man, after going through the evidence and looking it over as care- 
fully as we have done, say that there was an honest election in 
that district? In fact, my friends, there is such abundant evi- 
dence of fraud that our Democratic friends themselves threw out 
all but four of the contested precincts, and we owe it to ourselves, 
we owe it to the dignity of the House, we owe it to the community 
and to the whole country at large, that no man shall occupy a 
seat in this House whose title to it is so besmirched with fraud as 
in this case. [Applause.] 


1882 
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Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, the Speaker submitted the 
following changes of reference: Senate bill No. 1469, which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims; Senate bill No. 823, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions, and Senate bill 
No. 728, from the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee 
on Claims, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 6. 227) 
to authorize the Anditor for the War Department to audit certain 

uartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. 
ouis, Mo.; when the Speaker signed the same. 

The motion of Mr. DANIELS was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter from N. L. 
Jeffries, attorney for the North American Commercial Company. 

rotesting against the destruction of seals as contemplated by 

1 No, $206, recently passed by the House, was taken from the 
a table and referred to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred House bill No. 6995, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
= R.7170) to grant the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railroad 

mpany the right to acquire depot grounds at the town of Davis, 
ae County, Chickasaw on, Ind. T., accompanied 
= report a cant which said bill and report were referred to the 

ouse r. 

Mr. GARDNER, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 1) 
to reclassify railway postal clerks and prescribe their salaries, re- 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a yo f oO. 

; which said bill and were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1978) to amend Title LX 
chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes, relating to copyrights 
the same with amendment, —— by a report (No. 741); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 285) extending relief to 
Indian citizens, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendment, os by a report (No. 749); which said bill 
and report were referred tc the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5914) to amend an 
act to authorize the Interoceanic Railway Company to construct 
and operate railway, telegraph, and telephone lines through the 
Indian Territory, re the same without amendment, accom- 
—e by a report (No. 750); which said bill and report were re- 
oe to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. SCRANTON, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3826) providing 
for the election of a Delegate from the District of to the 
House of Representatives of the United States, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 751); which 
said bill and re were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 

severally reported from ttees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
e Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


Gheport No. thf pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe. 


By Mr. of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 6468) to increase the pension of Andrew 
R. Ladd. (Report No. 742.) 
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By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
The bill (H. R. 3755) to increase the pension of Mary C. Thomp- 


son. £ rt No. 743.) 

at r. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Hollidiy, 
(Report No. 744.) . 

The bill (H. R. 6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown. (Roe. 
port No. i), 

The bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur Ff, 
Cogswell. (Report No. 745.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: Th, 
bill (H. R. 2941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P. Buxs, 
(Report No. 746.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 3389) increasing pension of Albert Buck frozp 
$12 to $30 per month. (Report No. 747.) 

The bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
J. Essex. (Report No. 748.) 

By Mr. 8 LINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene, 
(Report No. 752.) 

The bill (H. R. 4755) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arka- 
om Pent County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. (Report 

0. 753. 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
(Re — H. ag granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty, 
Repo o. T54. ; 

io COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The }il] 
(H. R. 6607) for the relief of Helen Larned. (Report No. 755.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Tavalid Pensions: 
The bill (8. 144) ting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 
Ingalls. (Report No. 757.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= Se following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 


By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7168) for the further 


by nee of the harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.—to the Committee 
on 


ivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R.7169) providing 
that all judgments in civil causes in the District of Columbia shai! 
bear interest—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 7171) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to donate 4 ed cannon and 
4 pyramids of cénd cannon bails to James T. Shields 
Post, No. 45, Grand Army of the Republic, Galesburg, Knox 
County, DL, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7172) donating 4 condemned 
cannon and 4 pyramids of cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monv- 
ment Association of Allegan, Mich.—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7173) to incorpo- 
rate the Maritime Canal of North ca, and for other pur- 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R.7174) toamend an act entitled 
“An act to amend 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large 
"to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 7175) allowing the juize 


of any circuit or district court to a t a stenographic reporter, 
enol fixing the Quien oul selanies a such : 


» Com- 
mittee on the J 
oo F 
the United States, and for a currency based thereon— 
to the Committee on , Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 7209) author- 
ng the Secretary of the Navy to donate 2 condemned c:nin 
to Sedgwick Post, No. 7, Grand Army of the Republic, of South 
Kingston, R. I.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H.R. 7210) to amend section 51° of 
ed Statutes, to provide for the organization of national 
in towns of not exceeding 3,000 inhabitants—to the Cvm- 


mittee on as : 
: A joavaeballeh (H. Res. 138) providing for 


of a commission, under the direction of the Secre- 
the survey, with plans, specifications, 
, for the construction of 
from the lower shore 
River, and for the further in- 
of the construction of such water- 
ways and Canals 2 
(H. Res, 139) authoriz- 
ed balance of 
of canal and 


: A bill (H. R. 7208) concerning coins of 
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locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River in construction of Volunteers, he having served the enlistment of Abner Vanness, 

rotection walls necessary to the opening of said canal and locks | to whom the discharge was granted—to the Committee on Mili- 
e navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. tary Affairs. 

By .CHARLES W.STONE: A concurrent resolution (House By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7196) to re- 
Con. Res. No. = ponng for the printing of additional copies | store the name of Flora Bartlett to the pension roll—to the Com- 
of the report of Director of the Mint—to the Committee on | mittee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Printing. . . By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7197) granting a pension to 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of the general assembly of Iowa, in | James D. Cambell, a son of Francis Lee Cambell, a soldier of the 
favor of the 5 per cent funds—to the Committee on the Public | Revolutionary war—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Lands. By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7198) tor the 
relief of David W. Harrison—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

3y Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 7199) for the relief of the La- 
vaca Wharf Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 















es 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
























follows: d 3y Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 7201) granting an increase of pen- 
The bill (H.R. 6969) to remove the charge of desertion from | sion to James Littleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
record of C. Armstrong—Committee on Invalid Pensions By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 7202) for the relief of Mrs. Anna 





discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to C. T. Cooper—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. B. 7058) granting a pension to Thomas B. Roark— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. — : 

The bill (H. R. 7059) granting a pension to John W. Draper— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; ; : 

The bill (H. R. 7122) granting a pension to Maria E. Hess, widow 
of Florian Wan Cenartiee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. __ 

The bill (H. R. 1271) to compensate Elihu Root for legal serv- 
ices rendered by direction of the Attorney-General—Committee 
on Appropriations discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Dorsey Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 7203) for the relief of William 
M. Dalson—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7204) for the relief of Fannie J. Johnson. of 
Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 7205) granting 
a pension to Alphonzo O. Drake, late a private in Company KH, 
Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7206) granting 
a pension to Frank Stay—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 7207) for the relief of the Free and 
Accepted Order of Masons in the town of Keysville, Charlotte 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 7211) for the relief of John 
Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


























PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Protest of W. O. Headlee, of Waynesburg, 
Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the pos- 
tal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Lodge No. 366, Order Sons of St. George, of 
Charleroi, Pa.; also resolutions of Council No. 343, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Layton Station, Fayette County, Pa.; 
also resolutions of Camp No. 141, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
of Brownfield, Fayette County, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Free Harbor League of Los Angeles, Cal., 
for an appropriation to continue the improvement of Wilmington 
and San Pedro Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Charles Knepper, of Carnegie, Pa., asking for 
fveneble action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Petition of the Journal Publishing 
Company, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Camp No. 312, 
of Houtzdale, Pa., Camp No. 469, of Rockton, Pa., and Camp 
No. 586, of Olanta, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America, in favor 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Resolution of the Provi- 
dence Board of Trade, against compulsory pilotage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Providence, R. L., in 
favor of the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Jadiciary. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Willis Wilton, of Eagle, Wis,, 







PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

y Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 7176) for the 
relief of James Welch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7177) for the benefit of George 
Turner, of N . Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7178) to correct the military record of Ma- 
thew ©, igen the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 7179) for the relief of 
Joseph R. Cobb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7180) for the relief of the heirs 
of John Bowling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7181) for the relief of David 
A. Me t—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7182) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Batten, late private Company B, Tenth West Vir- 
ginia Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R.7183) for the relief of Alexander 
L. Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7184) for the relief of Calvin Mallacote—to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to William H. Shil- 
lings, of Roane County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 

* Also, a bill CH. R.7186) for the relief of Wesley C. Owens—to 
the Committee on Mili Affai 


on tary airs. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 7187) for the relief of George W. Qualls—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 7188) a) a pension to 
Spina hana sh ane syoen oo 
i : granting a pension cero 
= 
a a ion to 
eotae ) granting a pension ua Jones— 


on 
Mr, HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R, 7191) removing the charge 
ot Gunmen the military record of as Donlan—to the 



















































on Military Affairs. protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
Also, a bill eee oe netense cf pension to Row the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
Brasie—to the Committee on ons. on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BULL: Petitions of Henry M. Taher & Co., of New 
York, and of Henry L. Aldrich, of Providence, R. L., for an ap- 
propriation to widen and deepen the drawways of the stone bridge 
over Seaconnet River at Tiverton, R. 1.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Protest of Arthur Kellogg and 178 
citizens of the city of Oshkosh; also of P. R. Albrecht and 36 oth- 
ers, of the city of Fond du Lac; also of H. P. Anderson and 140 
others, of Waushara County; also of A. L. Dawson and 180 others, 












Also, a bill (H. R. for muster in and discharge of Jeh 
po cg SIE eter pe pre en  e 
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of Neenah; also of W. J. Ogle and 111 others, of Oxford, Mar- 
quette County, all of the State of Wisconsin, inst the passage 
of joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, —T of T. E. Clark, of Princeton, and the county offi- 
cers of Green Lake, Wis., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
8967, to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway mail 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of M. H. Pulaski and 66 other 
citizens of New York, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, CURTIS of New York: Petition of the American Purity 
Alliance, officially signed, asking for a national commission to in- 
vestigate the subject of social vice—to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

By ‘Mr. DANIELS: Petition of Joseph L. Bucher and other 
veterans of the Union Army, praying for the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, - of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Boston, Erie County, N. Y., to prohibit the sale of beer to immi- 

ants at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Immigration and 

aturalization. 

Also, en of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Boston, N. Y., to forbid the sale of spirituous liquors at the mili- 

posts on Staten Island—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Clarington Lodge, No. 107, 

Order United American Mechanics, asking for the passage of the 

Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the ar. and students of Franklin College 
and citizens of New Athens, Ohio, praying for the establishment 
of a court of arbitration between Great Britain and the United 
States to determine differences between the two countries—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Milton Mann and others, of Gal- 
latin, Mo., asking of a bill granting a pension to Enrolled 
Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of officers of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 137 citizens of Corn- 
ing, N. Y., against the sale of beer at Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and 134 citizens of Corning, N. Y., against the sale of beer 
at Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on a oe 

By Mr. INER of Nebraska: Petition of Lon W. Frazier, 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HANLY: Papers accompanying House bill granting a 
pension to Cicero Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions from 8. A. Clifton, M. M. Mayistein, Leo Pott- 
litzer, W. 8. Leffen, and O. W. Bush, praying for the defeat of 
House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of HenryS. Clubb, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., protesting against the age of House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HART (by request): Petition of Chauncy Lobingier, of 
Easton, Pa., protesting against the of House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relatin S second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Resolutions of a mass meeting held in 
Hutchinson, Minn., to consider the Armenian question-—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Row Brasie—to tne Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Thomas Donlan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the marine engineers of the 
Third eee district of California, asking for ew 
of House bill No. 3618, to organize and increase the efficiency of 
the personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| Mr. oie for Petition = ao. of Long move City, 

. J., praying for the e e immigration — 
the Committee on Imm ion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition of Cook & Tucker, of Raleigh, W. 
Va., — for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of citizens of Shamokin, Pa., favoring 
the Dg of joint resolution No, 11, amending the Constitution 
of United States and prohibiting further appropriations to 


institutions under ecclesiastical control—to the Committee oy 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Goodrich Post, No. 22, Grand Army of tho 
Republic, of Danville, Pa., in support of National Tribune sery. 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. LAYTON; Resolutions of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Asso. 
ciation of the United States and Canada, asking Congress to ree). 
act the law of 1873, which provides for the free and unlimited 
coinage of both silver and gold at the ratio of 16 to 1—to the 
Committee on a Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. LOCKHART: Petition of the heirs of Jacob F. Scott, 
deceased, late of Jones County, N. C., Praying reference of his 
bn claim to the Court of i to the Committee on War 

ims. 
By Mr. LOUD: Petition of G. B. Hamilton, George D. Ellwood, 
Norman W. Lewis, L. Seabrook, Wheelman Company, Allen B. 
Bird, A. Kayser, Biles & Kennedy, D. D. McConnell, and James 
M. Vernon, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Rising Sun Council, 
No. 15, of Malaga, Pa.; Winonah Council, No. 173, of Winonah. 
N. J.; Diamond Council, No. 14, of Swedesboro, N. J., and Social 
Council, No. 213, of Fairton, N. J., Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of A. C. Graw, N. M. Kain, H. H. Fennimore, and 
James E. Lake, against the passage of House bill No. 4566, amend- 
ing the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Com- 
in aan So Oe Eaakeek secoutiiee ag 

, petition of A. M. rook, protesting against House bill 
No. 4566, toamend the laws relating to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petitions of Camp No. 582, of Shamokin Dam, 
Pa.; oe 581, of Richfield, Pa., and Camp No. 577, of Willow 
Hill, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America, for the passage of the 
Stone bill to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Imui- 
gration and Naturalization. 

+ oe McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of W. Bradbury, 
= isher, of Boston, Mass., i the passage of 

ouse bill No. 4566, to amend the laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, por to accom Ss resolution No. 29, re- 
quiring the Secretary of terior to furnish the public library 
of Boston, Mass., a set of printed 
—* American patents—to the mittee on Patents. 

B . McEWAN: Petition of Lafayette Council, No. 129, Jun- 
ior United American Mechanics, asking for the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

* Also, petition of District Assembly No. 197, Knights of Labor, 
of Jersey City, N. J., favoring the enge of House bill No. 5815, 
for the better manning and a. of vessels on the Northern 
Lakes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Denver, 
Colo.; also petition of the Direct islation Reform Society of 
Vineland, N. J., asking passage of House bill No. 184, favoring 
direct legislation—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Communication from the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance and Industrial Union, in regard to the threatened eviction 
of settlers on the Maxwell land grant—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Northeastern Press Asso- 
ciation of Nebraska, in favor of the transmississippi and inter- 
— exposition at Omaha—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Resolution of city council of the city 
of Gussie Nebr., and others, asking for the passage of the bill for 
the transmississippi and international e. ition at Omaha, Nebr.; 
also resolution of the Transmississippi Commercial Congress, !!:- 
dorsing the transmississippi and international exposition, wit: sta- 
pees} on the tronmndeslatpet States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dixon, Nebr., asking for the con 
struction of a railroad from Sioux City, Iowa, connecting with 
the main line of the Union Pacific at or near Nyrth Platte, Ne!".— 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

B . MILLER of West V : Petition of A. Staats, H. 
W. Seam, W. W. Riley, Enoch , and 56 other citizens of 

W. Va.; also tion of James Akers, 7. J. 
citizens of Wayne County, W. Va., asking 
for an amendment to the pension laws—to the Committee on In- 


valid : 
Also, tion of William Emilton, Homer Crosby, and 20 others, 

of rd City, W. Va., ying for an amendment to the Con- 

stitution of the United Committee on the Judiciary. 


cations and drawings 
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E: Petition of 471 citizens of Pennsylvania; 107 
Rhone ae ille, Ind.; 14 citizens of Utica, Pa.; 31 citizens 
of Wenham, Mass.; 71 citizens of Bookwalter, Nebr.; 90 citizens 
. est V . . $4 citizens of Kittanning, Pa.; 34 citizens of 
enor 86 citizens of Little Creek, Pa.; 34 citizens of 
’Ind.; 76 citizens of Selma, Ala.; 24 citizens of Red 
Oak, Ga.; 82 citizens of Massachusetts; 31 citizens of Ben Avon, 
Pa. "and 184 citizens, praying for the recognition of God in. the 
preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
i Judic 4 
mittee om NORTHWAY: Petition of John H. Meck, asking for 


on on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
po ag ye et matter—to the Committee on the Post- 


‘ost-Roads. 
Office snd F O. 8. Hart, pane Akron Beacon and Re- 
1 


tion of 

Ako, Promeling against House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Pos’ -Roads. 5 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of the Sandy Lake News, asking 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. ° ; 

Also, petition of Beaver Valley Council, indorsing the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
aay Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Steward Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Califon, N. J., in favor of the 
Stone eee bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 

ralization. 
— Mr. SAUERHERING: Protests of Thomas Patrick and 36 
other citizens of Waupon, Dodge County, Wis.; f 
and 68 others, of Madison, Wis., against joint resolution propos- 
ing amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Protest of J. W. Berry, of Scranton, Pa., 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 4 - 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition ofthe York Daily Publishing Com- 
pany, of York, Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Albert R. Wickham, Abram 
Musser, and 154 other citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage 
of a service-pension bill and for a bill pars pensions to ex- 
prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petitions of McKees 
No. 356, and Natrona Lodge, No. 316, Order Uni American 
Mechanics; also petition of Washington Camp, No. 154, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America; also petition of Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 
29, of sey Pa., and Grand View ge, No. 7, A. P.A., of 
Pittsburg, Pa., 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of 200 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; W.J. Coleman 
and 81 others, of Allegheny, Pa.; also oo of citizens of Alle- 
gheny County, Pa., for the adoption of the proposed amendment 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Miss C. R. Wendell, president; 
Miss C. N. Brown, secretary, and 2,800 other members of the 


rt Lodge, 


Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New Hampshire, pray- | 
ing for arbitration on all subjects of difference between the United | 


= and our mother country—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
airs. 
ia tion of am ane eee, No. 12, ees 
0 ,» praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Mr. TRACEWELL: Evidence in support of House bill No. 
for pension to Robert O. Lehman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers in support of House bill No. 5721, for the relief of 
Alice Utza—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, in support of House bill No. 7035, for pension t 
par ete en 
y 


Pepys 
‘ ’ 


_ e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘ TYLER (by request): Petition of W. Thompson Bar- 
ron, editor of the Journal of Commerce of Norfolk, Va., protest- 
ing against the of bill H. R. 4566, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
phe WILSON of Idaho: Petition of J. H. McGraw, governor 
of Washington, and 278 others, asking for the improvement of the 
@’ Oreille River, in Idaho—to the Committee on Rivers and 
By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of W. H. Ulrich and 100 members 
of No. 306, of Hummelstown, Pa.; also petition of Charles 
Bi Neff and 240 members of Camp No. 65, of Lebanon, Pa., 
atriotie Order Sons of America, in favor of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


L. A. Hallock | 





dorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- | 


| ator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] to the committee 
| confounded the interest taken by the Senator from Massachusetts 





SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 13, 1896. 


Prayer by Rév. WaLLace Rapcuirrs, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr.LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to make a slight correction 

inthe Recorp. Inotice atthe bottom of page 2725, in the speech of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday, that he said: 
_ Besides, we had the secret history of the correspondence with Spain. The 
Senator from Massacbusetts [Mr. LopGr] went to the State Department and 
was furnished by the Secretary of State, Mr. Olney, with all those private 
papers, which show more than any other the cordition of affairs in Spain and 
the purposes of that country as therein revealed. Asa matter of course, the 
contents of those papers were never disclosed to the public at large. We had 
the statemen? ofthe Senator from Massachusetts, who went over the corre- 
spondence and communicated it to us, and we never revealed it in any way. 

If I had been in the Senate Chamber at the time, I should have 
asked the permission of the Senator from Ohio to make the corree- 
tion which I will make now. I did not receive any papers from 
the State Department, nor did I have any communication with 
the Secretary of State whatever in regard to the Cuban question. 
The papers to which the Senator from Ohio referred came to the 
committee direct from the State Department. They included a 
long and elaborate statement from the Spanish minister of the 
Spanish view of the case and the Spanish side, which I examined 
personally with great care, and which was also read to the com- 
mittee by one of its members, and was the first subject of exami- 
nation when we took up the consideration of the Cuban question. 
Those papers, as the Senator from Ohio stated, were, of course, 
confidential; they could not be printed or quoted. The Senator 
from Ohio referred quite correctly to the confidential nature of 
the papers, showing that we had the Spanish side fully before us, 


| but by inadvertence he stated that they had come through me. 


They had notcome through me; [ had nothing to do with them, 
except that I saw them aiter they had been received by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now remember, and I am quite satisfied 
that I made a mistake in referring to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts as havingreceived the papers from the State Department. I 
now recall the entire fact. The Senator from Massachusetts took 
a great deal oftinterest in the documents as a member of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I probably 
confounded that fact with the statement I made. The truth was, 
as is shown by our records, and as I now recollect distinctly. that 
the Secretary of State, at our request, sent to us the communica- 
tions. They*werereferred to a subcommittee of which the Senator 
from Massachusetts was a member, and he took an active part in 
examining them, and they were read fully and in detail by the Sen- 
[ suppose that I 


on the subsequent day with the reception by the committee of the 
papers. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations whether that Spanish case, 
which the committee considered so carefully, could not be laid 
before the Senate in executive or confidential session, and why the 
committee should have the power of determining this question on 
evidence which we can not have and can not have any report of 
from the committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the question might very fairly come 
before the Senate in executive session, if the Senator will make 
such a motion. I would not care to discuss it now. 

Mr. HOAR. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions ought tomake the motion, and I hope he will make it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will do anything that is thought right 
when we get into executive session, but I would not like to do 
it now. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will make the motion. If I 
may be allowed one observation in regard to what my honorable 
friend has said, it seems to me that is a very important considera- 
tion for the Senate. lf we are doing this thing without the Presi- 
dent and undertaking to commit this Government by a concur- 
rent resolution, the Spanish minister is entirely justified in taking 
public cognizance of our action, of which the Senator complained 
yesterday. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts: who has just taken his seat, as well as to the chair- 
man of the committee, that we are placed in a somewhat unusual 
dilemma. If it is essential, which I think it is not. that Congress 
in acting upon the question of these resolutions should act upon 
the question of belligerency, we are confronted with the proposi- 
tion that:weanust vote upon a question of fact on testimony that 
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reposes in the breasts of the members of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations alone, which they can not divulge to the public and can 
divulge to us only in executive session, and that then the resvlu- 
tions must go to another Chamber which has no exe@utive session 
and which can never know the facts, and the members of that 
body must absolutely, without knowledge of a single one of the 
facts upon which the committee has reached a conclusion, vote 
in favor of or against belligerency. I should be glad to have 
explained to me, not being one of the oldest Senators, whether 
or not we are expected to yield our judgment and our conscience 
so that we are to follow the opinions, intelligently formed, of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, based upon information which 
can never be divulged to us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials are in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to say just aword. I hope that 
there may be some declaration prepared in which we can all join 
with satisfaction, and with a view to that possibility, when the 
proper time comes, I shall move that the Senate insist upon its 
resolutions and ask for a further conference. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
7 it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
he motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a statement 
of the claim of the Sac and Fox Indians of the Mississippi now 
residing in the State of Iowa, prepared in conformity with the 
provisions of the act of March 2, 1895; which, with the accom- 

ying statement, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
airs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the board of 
directors of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to retire and cancei United 
States notes called ‘‘ greenbacks ” and Treasury notescalled “‘ Sher- 
man notes”; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented the petition of James M. Hollingworth 
and 6 other citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; the petitionof W.S8. Liston 
and 17 other citizens of Fulton, Kans., and the petition of D. 
Young and 29 other citizens of Ottawa, Kans., praying for the 
ee og of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
the J ares 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Summit Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Pawnee City, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Real Estate Exchange of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying that an a be made for a na- 
tional exhibit at the transmississippi and international e ition 
to be held at Omaha, Nebr., in 1898; which was refe to the 
Select Committee on International Expositions. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of 46 citizens of Pawnee 
City, Nebr., presen oe the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of Gen. Hugh Cameron, 
of ones County ., praying that the 5th day of April be 
made a holiday, to be known as Resurrection oy If the Senate 
will indulge me, as it is quite brief, I should like to state the 
reasons the General gives for asking this legislation. 

Your oner, unde . lly asks your, 
sonsake hs OR dag of April € ation lug ben th day on ae 

Poutius Pilate caused to be crucified, April 3, 


ved His splendid victory over the 
of the Jews 7 always been a truce 


and was 
¥ autres tenseakiined th that - ble bodies will cheer- 
your ana your honora 
telly oxen uest, as well on your own account as that of the multitude 
of faithful ers comprising trio —God's 
chosen people—many of whom are now prayerfully wai for 
qomtng of Gk NG, WARE, Sh SERN SOR SE 80 SD 
erica. 
Unquestionably this King has done more to establish and maintain free 
government on continent and to make the United States of America a 
‘table nation than any other king; and so we, as individuals and asa 
ought not to be ashamed, with frankness and alacrity. to 
soe we owe Him a debt of gratitude which we will never be 
to liquidate. 


For all these and ther obvious reasons the 
rm oO ws ; undersigned haves your 
= for which he will continually pray. 


HUGH CAMERON, Lawrence, Kans. 


9 tak Gog ve referred to the Committee on the 


udiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented = memorial of 16 citizens of Wk. 
man, Ohio, sanocneentben against the introduction of milit.;y 
training in the public schevis of the country; which was refer;,.) 
to the ittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 10 citizens of Franklin Square 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of —— giving second-class 
mail matter, such as religious tracts, advantage of the act of 
July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-O{ii...., 
and Post-Roads. 

ae a poviies of 86 citizens of Wellsville, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendment ;, 
the Constitution of the United Btates; which was referred to tie 
Committee on the Judi i 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of (',);- 
fornia, praying for the adoption of the pro religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was refer: 
to the Cemmittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Petaluma, 
Cal., ee inst the appropriation of moneys for s«c- 
tarian parposes; whic referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priaticons. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of South 
Dakota, praying for the adoption of the proposed religious anion. 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the — mn of N.F. Mayer and sundry other 
citizens of Wakonda, 8. ., praying for the enactment of lezis- 
lation regulating the sale and manufacture of filled cheese; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of E. A. Merrell and sun- 
dry other citizens of Minnesota, ne a the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District lumbia; which 
Wir: SEWELL presented a petition of Starry Flag Conse 

. presen & pe 0 ouncil, No, 
158, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of New Provi- 
dence, N. J., and a petition of Viola Council, No. 20, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Penns Grove, N. J., praying 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 

to the Committee on Immigration. 
en eae Oregon presented a petition of the Cham- 

TO! mmerce of Astoria, Oreg., that an appropriation 
be made to complete the canal onilea of the Columbia River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 109 citizens of Linn County. Orez., 
a petition of sundry citizens of Portland, -, and a petition of 
29 citizens of Oregon, for the m of the proposed 
religious amendment Constitution of the United States; 
Which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I t the petition of 84 citizens of Delaware. 
praying for the adoption of the — religious amendment to 
the - apectenere of — United I apo it is p> desi 
nated in opposition an irreligious amendment proposed by tle 

. MITCHELL]. I mov that the petition 
udiciary 


agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of subsequently said: I did not hear 
the remark of the Senator Massachusetts a moment ago, in 
which he made reference to some irreligious amendment tv ‘he 
Constitution of the United States supposed to have been intio- 
duced by me. Fearing that it might go out to the country tiat 
I had introduced some irreligious proposition of that kind, [ dis:1c 
to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he did not intend to refit 

en ree resolution to amend the Constitution so that 

nited States Senators be bya direct vote of the people? 


t. 
That was the reference the Sena- 


tor made? 
Mr. HOAR. I su the Senator could hardly take it seri- 
it’ he what I said when I ed attention 
to PE 


Mr. MITCHELL cf Oregon. I did not take the remark either 
seriously or otherwise, because I did not hear it. I was told what 


or 9 
had occurred; and it wd notihoome 
of | .Mr. HOAR presented of 25 citizens of Massachusetts, 


Ca = Massachusetts, of 14 citizens of Marylin, 
of 17 ci of Pennsylvania, and of sundry citizens of Beaver 
Falls, Pa., for the — of the religious 
amendment to the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Mr. a rn See 62) cleans of Siloam 
United 


ant tthe Constitation ch Was 
to of 


; which was 


for the 
to the Committee on the q 

















. . T agai 
introduction of military in the public schools of the 
pert a was referred to ie ittee on Education and 
r. 


i also presented a petition < 57 citizens of Ohio, praying for 


f the proposed religious amendment to the Consti- 
the oho ee t rnited States; which was referred to the Committee 
a _ presented a tion of a citizens of Ohio, and a 

ition of 15 citizens of New Philade = — praying for the 
enactment of a pre giving seco mail matter, such as 
religious full advantage Sof the act T7 July 16, 1894; which 


ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


a, BURROWS presented the petition of J. Luck and 53 other 
citizens of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the of Tesioultural staples by an export duty; 

which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ~ the ek tae of or A. oS mag a 

Griffin, n Hoge, Judge iam Gordon 
seein J. Allen Wate, ee ps undry other citizens of Roanoke, 


Va., praying for the establishment of a United States court at that 
city: which was referred to the Committee on the J teem 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a concurrent resolution of the leg- 
islature of the State of Mississippi. ene ae President 
igerent rights 


and the Congress of the United States to grant be 


to a Cuban lic; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
wee to be vse the "RECORD, as follows: 

Sateen Meee re arin eer che 

+] n Republic, and asking 

Cited Stan and Senators in the Congress to vote for securing the 

‘oated the senate and house of esentatives of Mississippi, That 

aaa ae oo == —— oe in o- ‘str le for : ee 

and in we call to ese 

scammed theme, $0 aa nt rights to the Cuban Re- 
Utne. ber rt tatives and Senators in the Congress to vote a or 
securing the same, 


rel ome, ane So Presi ceernety of state be instructed to transmit 
a of the u ent ngress. 
Passed the house January 28, 1896. 
JAMES F. McCOOL, 
Speaker of the House. 


Passed the Senate February 10, 1896. 
_ J. H. JONES, 
wel ¥ 24, 1808. President of the Senate. 
ebruary 
Appro A. J. McLAURIN, Governor. 
J. L. POWER, Secretary of State. 


Mr. LODGE presented resolutions yee by the legislature of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, tive to the granting of 
ns by the National Government to soldiers and sailors con- 
nn in Confederate ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and to be in the Recorp, as follows: 
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSRTTS. 


In the year one thousand eight hundred and ninety-six. 


Resolutions ee to the granting of pensions by the National Govern- 
ment to soldiers and Gubere ceafined in Confede prisons. 


Whereas a bill is now before the of the United States grantin 
pensions to soldiers sailors Confederate prisons; anc 
Whereas many a. sailors, and marines of the Federal Army 
and Navy were confined e-colied Oonfederate prisons fora great length of 
time, poh and contrac diseases and disabilities 
difficult to pension laws: Therefore, for the pur- 
yee p nhs Silos tan oo specially deserving class of surviving veterans of 
resolved, That the senators and tatives of the Commonwealth 

of Massachusetts, in court assembled, believe in the just.ce and equity 
—— oe athe those that served our oan = »risoners of 
during war rebellion, and uest Senators an epresenta- 
tives from eee in the Sout of the United States to use 

their influence in favor of the passage of 

these resolu properly attested, be trans- 


Resolved, That of ‘tions, 
mitted by the sedan ot the Commonwealth to” to the presiding officers of 


both branches ee Sea, ont ote to the Senators Representatives in 
“Stesae mk adopted February 27, 1896; in senate, adopted 
WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

AULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
instant intended i be Saath iewerekty, ant 

it favorably, an 
eons Committee on Appropriations, and 

to. 

Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
eens = + weeCrensy, late 
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Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the 
incorporation and re,ulation of medical colleges in the District of 
Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re port 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5. 913) to provide for the incorporation and regulation of med- 





ical colleges in the District of Columbia, reported a dvers ely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 


the bill (S. 1665) granting a pension to Rita Stine, amounting 
$20 per aunt, reported it with amendments, and s submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1828) to authorize the Auditor for the I 
terior Department to settle and adjust the accounts of E. C. Chi- 
rouse, Indian agent at the Tulalip Agency, Wash., reportedit with 
an amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Naval 
was referred the bill (S. 1996) amending the act of June L880, 
entitled “‘ An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer 
of the Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor 
and judge-advocate-general, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of 
such officer,” and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


+ 
to 


Affairs, to whom 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1968) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company, 
asked to be discharged from its fur ‘ther consideration, and that 


it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination 
and classification of certain lands in the State of California, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 18) to authorize 
the purchase of the painting by Victor Nehlig, representing Poca- 
hontas saving the life of Capt. John Smith, reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1923) granting to the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., 
the right to lease and use for public purposes Sibley Island, an 
island in the Missouri River, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported the bill (S. 2512) relative to 
the medal of honor authorized by the joint re solution of July 12, 
1862, and the act of March 3, 1863; which was read twice by its 
title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 55) relative to the medal of honor author- 
ized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the joint resolution was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1741) to authorize the Muskogee, Oklahoma and 
Western Railroad Company to construct and operate a line of 
railway through Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affa 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
4th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

COL. WARREN Ss. REESE. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 

Yol. Warren 8S. Reese, of Alabama, an applicant for a seat in this 
Chamber, be accorded the privileges of the floor during the dis- 
cussion of resolution 54. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Nebraska? 


3, to whom 
THURSTON on the 


Is there objection to the request of 


Mr. BATE. I suggest that neither of the Senators from Ala- 
bama is present. 
Mr, ALLEN. I suppose that this is a privilege ordinarily ac- 


corded as a matter of course without objection. If the Senator 
from Tennessee. objects to my request, I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. HILL. I think it had better go over. 

Mr. ALLEN. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. BATE. I merely suggested the absence of both Senators 
from Alabam 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. 

PRINTING FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 7137) to provide for 
printing and binding for the Navy Department, to report it with- 
out amendment, ont I ask for its present consideration. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposesto a ns, vere 
25,000 to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for oa ic print- 
ing and binding for the Navy Department for thetfiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ameridiment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (5. 2505) to amendamn act to amend 
the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, BURROWS (by request) introduced a bill (8S. 2506) pro- 
viding that all official advertising in the District of Columbia 
shall be placed in only one daily newspaper, and awarded to the 
lowest bidder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
*+se Committe on Printing. 

wir, BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2507) grantimg a pension to 
John N. Corgan, of McPherson, Kans.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2508) to establish a cus- 
toms port of delivery at Pueblo, Durango, and Leadville, Colo.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2509) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a statue of the late President Abraham Lincoln at Gettys- 
burg, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2510) for the relief of Thomas 
D. Gold, administrator of Zebedee Gray, of Clarke County, in the 
State of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S, 2511) for the relief of 
James H. Cromwell, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT sulnnitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe Indian appropriation bill; which wasreferred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE FINANCIAL POLICY. 


Mr. PALMER submitted the following resolution; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed: 

Resolved by the Senate, First. That it is the policy of the United States to 
maintain the existing legal and commercial standard of value. 

Second. That the unlimited coinage by the United States of silver dollars 
of 412} grains of standard silver with forced legal-tender quality for all debts, 


public and private, would subvert the existing legal and commercial standard 


of value by establishing a standard of values based upon silver coinage only. 
ORDERS FOR SEIZURE OF VESSELS. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and to be printed: 
Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform the Senate what orders have been issued from the Treasury Depart- 
ment to seize vesseis of the United States loaded with arms and munitions of 


war, with passengers on board, suspected to be destined for foreign ports, 
and under what authority of law such seizures and arrests have been made, 


ALLEGED IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS BY SPAIN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate; 


i transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of March 2, 
a report from the Secretary of State, accompanied Rd copies of co! 


1 rrespond- 
ence, touching the arrest in Habana of Marcus E. R Luis Someillau 


y Azpeitia, and Luis Someillau y Vidal, citizens of the United States. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 18, 1896. 

Mr. HOAR. That message is not in response to the resolution 
of last Monday? 

Mr. CALL. No; it isin response to a resolution a the 
Senate some time since. I move that the message be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, annouuced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

te: 


ate: 

A bill (H. R. 55) for the establishment of a light-house and fog 
signal at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey; an 

A bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled “‘Amact to authorize 
the Union Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
across the Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 1893. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House haq 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 227) to authorize the Auditor for tho 

ar Department to audit certain quartermasters’ vouchers al|eceg 
to belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that, for the purpose of my remarks only, House bill 2749 may bye 
laid before the Senate. , 

Mr. SHERMAN, I oe to the Senator from Missouri that 
he allow the Cuban resolutions to be taken up informally ang 
then to be laid aside, so that we shall have no controversy. ~ 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not any difference in the 
morning hour. This will not displace the Cuban resolutions, 
Those resolutions are a matter of privilege, and there is no wnfin- 
ished business in the morning hour. So it does not make any dif. 
ference. : 

Mr.SHERMAN. Very well. ThenI give notice that after the 
Senator is through with his speech I shall call up the conference 
report on the Cuban resolutions. 

r. COCKRELL. There is no question on that point. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not — the request of the Senator 
from Missouri. I rise in aid of that request. I wish to say that 
I desire to speak next upon the Du Pont resolution, but it wil] be 
inconvenient for me to on before Monday. I shall then on 
Monday yield until T y, if a ed to, provided the Cuban 
resolutions can be dis of on Monday. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not like the parcelin 
the Senate and the yielding of the floor to ators upon one sub- 
and another several days in advance. What fell from the 

ips of the Senator from New Hampshire is the occasion of my 
remarks at this time. He ts that he wants to speak on 
Monday, but if the Cuban resolutions can be disposed of on that 
day he will yield until Tuesday and then speak on the Du Pont 
case, 

Since the time of the rt of the committee on the Cuban 
resolutions I have been, without any prepared speech, trying to 
find an opportunity to =| something upon that subject; but as 
this matter goes on I shall be shut out by some agreement to take 
the vote at a fixed time and shall have no opportunity whatever. 
I do not like this way of doing business, and I do not propose to 
be a party to any agreement hereafter. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 55) for the establishment of a light-house and fog 
signal at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey; and 

- A bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Union Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 1%): 

THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill indicated by the Senator from Missouri. 

The Secretary read the bill by title, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase revenue to meet the expenses of 
the Government and provide against a deficiency. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Mr. President, Idesiretoaddress my remarks 
entirely to the substitute reported by the Finance Committee to 
this revenue measure. The substitute provides for opening the 
mints of the United States to the free and unlimited coinage of 
the standard silver dollar upon equal terms with gold, simply 
restoring the silver-dollar coinage to the i it occupied from 
1837 to 1873. Another section provides for the coinage of the sil- 
ver seigniorage in the Treasury Department and covering it into 
the , which would make a balance of about $5:.')()(),000, 
and another requires that the Secretary of the Treasury sil! use 
silver equally with gold in the redemption of the Treasury notes 
and the backs. a 

Now, Mr. President, what is our present financial condition, our 
liabilities as a Government? We owe over $847,000,000 of United 
States bonds. Over $25,000,000 of these bonds are payable at our 
pleasure to-day and bear only 2 per cent interest, over $55!).(\).00 
of these bonds are redeemable in 1907 and bear 4 per cent interest, 
$100,000,000 of these bonds are redeemable in 1904 and bear» pet 
cent interest, $62,000,000 of them are redeemable in 1925 and beat 
4 per cent interest, and $100,000,000, recently issued, are redeem: 

i terest. In time of profound 
of bonds since January |, 


out of the business of 


$d day of the present 

coin and bullion in the 
silver dollars; and we 

of over $177,000,000, hav- 
seigniorage, the profit that 











Government, over $53,000,000. We had 
wos bees ae these, over $14,000,000 of subsidiary coin, 
s $106 000,000 of United States notes or nbacks, and over 
$30,000 000 of United States Treasury notes issued under the law 
of July 14, 1890, and we had coined from 1878 up to 1896 over 
423,000,000 of standard silver dollars. — he 

What are the objections to this financial status? The objection 
is that the Treasury notes of July 14, 1890, and the United States 
ro tes or greenbacks are ted at the Treasury and gold de- 
manded in their redemption, and the gold is paid and the notes 
ooune into the Treasury, and then the Se of the Treasury 
issues the notes in payment of the liabilities of the Government, 

the law requires firn to do, because when the notes are redeemed 
in gold the law requires them to be reissued and ra in circula- 
tion. They are a legal tender in the payment of all debts and lia- 
bilities not otherwine epoctiot: and if they were not reissued the 
volume of money be contracted by that amount. Then 
they are ga up and brought back to the Treasury and gold 
in demanded and gold again paid; and that this process has 
oom kept up, like an endless chain, and the gold reserve has been 
depleted time after time. ; : : 
is is a terrible condition in the estimation of some. What is 
the remedy? Let us consider the practical question. We see the 


tion. The greenbacks and the 
one ain tad tender, are presented for redemption, 


Treasury 
in gold, ’ 
=o er ee so called, of $100,000,000 is depleted, bonds are 


i , the gold in taken, and bonds again issued. | 
imal ana te 


resented again and redeemed, and 


will let the President speak for him- 
ae ; Tan President, i message of January 28, 1895 (substan- 
tially repeated in his annual message of December, 1895, and in 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury), said: 
the should be authorized to issue 


In the Secretary of 
Governmen the purpose of procuring and maintaining a 
boats of Tee ttt sebemptbon oka cancellation of the United 
the 


sufficient soeeeve ont Treasury notes issued for the purchase of 
Bias legal tender of July 14, 1890. 


* * * . * e 
interest of these bonds should be payable on their face in 
pe be sold only for gold or its representative. 


. * « * - * 
that bonds be issued in denominations of twenty and fift 

dollars and inet ee tuples end that they bear interest at a rate not ex : 

ing 3 per cent per annum. I do not see why they should not be payable fifty 
thar ¢ date. We of the presen generation have large amounts to 


meet and long bonds are most salable. The Secre- 
= Be th os cull well be permitted, at his discretion, to receive on 


tender and Treasury notes to be retired, and of 
when they are thus retired or vedoumed in gold they shouid be can- 


bonds under existing ld be 4 ted by national banks as 
“cue for circulation; and en banks should be Shed to issue circula- 
tion up to the face value of these or any other bonds so deposited, except 
bonds outstanding bearing only 2 per cent interest, and which sell in the 
‘ket 


: 
| 
f 


i y by the gold advocates. 
Is that the only remedy? Is that the safest, wisest, and best rem- 
upon the law authorizing the issue of the ob- 
tions and the terms expressed upon their . Lwill read one 
of the bonds; and I desire to say that all the bonds now outstand- 
ing are substantially in the same language. This is one of the 4 
” Wasnurnoron, D. O., February 1, 1895. 
[Act of January 14, 1875.) 
FOUR PERCENTS OF 1895. 
1925. 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Are indebted to ——— ——— or assigns in the sum of . 

This bond ts ened wander outhority of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act 





to for the of ents,” approved January M4, 1875, 
Shean ot bende denurined in the act entitled “An act to 
authorize the of the national debt,” approved July 14, 1870, as 
amended by the act 20, wi and is redeemable at the pleasure of | 
the United the of February, 1925, in coin of the standard 
value of the States on said July 14, 1870, with interest insuch coin from 
the day of the at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, payable quar- | 
terly on the Ist of , May, August, and November in each year. | 
cabaret trom the payment of all taxes or duties | 
well an from taxation in any form by or under State, | 


: 
z 
8 


re 
i 
i 


Frausterable on the books of this office. 
Se way 
Register of the Treasury. 
In cosnection with this bond, I wish to read a back, a 
United : because the law ble to the ds is also | 


applicable to the greenback. I read a United States note: 


The United States will pay the bearer 
FIVE DOLLARS. 





Washington, D. C. 
Then of the Treasurer of the United States 
* 
é ; ss s ' 
ee iG a 
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Upon the back is printed: 

This note is a legal tender at its face value for all debts, public and pri- 
vate, except duties on imports and interest on the public debt 

Then follows a provision prohibiting counterfeiting. 

I have shown the law authorizing the issue of the bonds on 
their face. Now,I wish to read the act known as the ‘act to 
strengthen the public credit,” passed March 18, 1869, the first 
law ever signed by President Grant. That law declared— 

That the faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the payment in 
coin or its equivaient of all the obligations of the United States not bearing 
interest, known as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obli 
gations of the United States, except in cases where the law authorizing the 
issue of any such obligation has expressly provided that the same may be 
paid in lawful money or other currency than gold and silver 

An express declaration of gold and silver. I shall now read the 
act of January 14, 1875, providing for the resumption of specie 
payments: 

And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal-tender notes then 
outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at the office of the assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not less 
than $50. 

There is the law authorizing the issue of bonds and authorizing 
the issue of the greenbacks, and it expressly recognizes both gold 
and silver coins as the money of final payment. 

I want to read now a legislative interpretation and expression. 
I will read a concurrent resolution passed by the Senate of the 
United States on the 25th day of January, 1878, and by the House 
of Representatives on the 28th of January, 1878, known as the 
Matthews resolution: 

That all the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States. in silver 
dollars, of the coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith, nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

That concurrent resolution was passed in the Senate by a vote 
of 43 yeas—23 Democrats, 18 Republicans, and 1 Independent 
(Judge Davis, of Illinois), on January 25, 1878, before the passage 
of the Bland-Allison law. The nays were only 22, over two-thirds 
of the Senate voting for its passage. Of these nays there were 7 
Democrats and 15 Republicans. In the House of Representatives 
the yeas were 189—116 Democrats voting for it, including such dis- 
tinguished Democratic leaders as Hon. John G. Carlisle, Hon. 
Hilary A. Herbert, Roarer Q. MiLus, William M. Springer, and 
many others. Against it were 79 nays—23 Democrats and 56 
Republicans. 

Mr. President, I say that these bonds, principal and interest, as 
well as the United States notes, can be paid just as legally and 
honestly in standard silver dollars as in gold. I want to read 
some authority on that question. On April 10, 1876, the distin- 
guished gold monometallist-bimetallist, the Senator from Ohio 
|Mr. SHERMAN], reported to the Senate a bill to amend the laws 
relating to legal-tender silver coin. That bill proposed that there 
should be coined at the mints of the United States a silver dollar 
of 412.8 grains troy of standard silver. That would make the 
exact ratio of 16 to1. The first section of that bill provided: 

And the said dollar herein authorized shall be a legal tender, at its nomi- 
nal value. for any amount not exceeding $20 in any one payment, except for 
customs dues and interest on the public debt, and shall be receivable in pay- 


ment of all dues to the United States except duties on imports; and the trade 
dollar shall not be hereafter a legal tender. 


Section 2 provided— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to exchange the 
silver dollars herein authorized for an equal amount of United States notes, 
which shall be retired and canceled, and not be again replaced by other 
notes. * * * 

Section 3 provided— 


That any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at the mints. to be 


taken at its market value as ascertained and publicly announced from time 
to time by the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and to be paid for either in silver dollars or with gold coin or 
United States notes, or bullion for the coinage of said silver dollar may be 
procured in the mode provided for as to other silver coins 7 * 


The Senator from Ohio proposed as early as 1876 to coin silver 
dollars at the ratio of 16 to 1, and with them to redeem, retire, 
and cancel every one of the greenbacks. In discussing that bill, 
on the 1ith day of April, 1876, the Senator from Ohio used this 
language: 

But the vital question presented by the amendments of the committee is 
the restoration of the silver dollar. Why restore the silver dollar when it is 
now so depreciated by the events that Ihave named? Well, sir, the answer 
is that we have a large amount, some $40,000,000, of United States notes, 
which now are a legal tender for al! purposes, and the time has arrived when 
we can redeem them all with the old dollar of the United States. We do not 
create a dollar; we simply peasite for itsissue. The law was, I have shown 
you, up to 1873, that this old silver dollar could be tendered for the payment 
of all debts; but it was simply not coined because the silver dollar was worth 
more than the gold dollar. Does that prevent us from coining it? Not in 
the least. 

* * © * * = * 

The silver dollar was, it is true, a legal tender until 1873, and, in strict law, 
might be restored to its former position as a standard of value without a 
violation of the legal contract between the United States and the bond- 
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I shall now read from the act of Fe 
ize the coinage of the standard silver do 
legal-tender character”: 


ann there shall be coined, at the — mints of the United 
dollars of oe on ns troy of standard silver, as provi: 

act of Jan on Ww shall be the devices and su 
vided by om owhich coins, together with all silver ollars eretcfore 
coined by the United States, of weight and fineness, shall be 
tender, at their a ee a all debts and dues, public and private, ex" ex- 
cept where otherwise e ipulated in the contract. — the Becre- 
tary of the Treasury is Sather and directed to pure 
time, silver bullion, at the market price thereof, not gone ee than 
= month, nor more than $4,000,000 worth 

coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, nto such ee 

I will read — from the Senator from Ohio while he was Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. In the finance report of 1878 he said: 

The Secretary deems it pro to state that in the meantime, in the = 

cution of the law as it now Peieia, he will feel it to be his duty to redeem all 
United States notes presented on and after January 1 next at the office ct 
the assistant treasurer of the United States in the ars of New one in sums 
of not less than $50, with either gold or silver coin, as desired b y the holder, 
but reserving— 

Now, mark the language— 


the legal option of the Government; and to =a 
a a emands on the Treasury, except w 


28, 1878, ‘to suthor- 
and to restore its 


pee 
in the 


out United States prion tee for 
coin is demanded on coin 


Here was an e declaration of the Senator from Ohio in his 
finance report of 1878 that, while he would redeem those notes in 
gold, _ —* the legal option of the Government to redeem 

em in silver 

We have discussed the law in regard to the bonds and the green- 
backs, and now I will read a Treasury note [exhibiting]. Itreads: 

The United States of America will pay to bearer $5 in coin. 

Washington, D. C. 


Upon the back of the note is the following: 


This note is a legal tender at its face value in payment of all debts, public 
and private, except otherwise expressly Minted in the contract. 
No gold there; it is simply payable in coin. Now, let me read 
the act of July 14, 1890, and see what as ee 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is here 
time totime, silver bullion * * * J tacmertaterhet Seotnereal 
to issue in — of such heses of silver 
Cae oy te by the Secretary of the Treasw 
and of as he may prescribe, and a sums 
Soo appropriated. * 
issued in accordance with the 
redeemable on demand, in coin, at the 
United States. or at the office of any assistant treasurer of the Uni 
and when so be reissued; Sa Gad anaes maton 
tender in paymen tof ‘all debts, publie and private, except where other- 
wise expressly si sigulated ss the contienh, and shall be receivable for customs, 
taxes, and all pattie a en so received may be reissued; and such 
notes, when held rt or association, may be counted as a 
part of itslawfulreserve. That npon demand of the holder of any of the Treas- 
ury notes herein provided for the Be Secretary of the re ene ee aneane 
regniations as he may prescribe, redeem such ver coin, at 
his discretion, it being the established policy of the United States to maintain 
the two metals on a parity with each eae upon the present legal ratio, or 
such ratio as may be provided by law. 
Sue. 3. That Secretary of the shall each month coin 2,000,000 
ounces of the silver bullion aa under the visions of this act 
pee eens silver dollars until the Ist day of July, 1891, and after that time 


Mark the language— 
meneenn se _ silver ee oP Se the yoovidionres this act 
necessary to vide e redemption 
sone hovel 9 ovied oF, ‘and ‘any 2 ,. neleeraniians shaaeaaele 
The poegnce ewe a repeal act er Gani: 1, 1893, al aver 
pesiet ee visions of the law authorizing the purchase ver 


os issue of Treasury notes in its payment. 
repeal any other part of the lawof July 14, 1890, Dat left it im fall 
force on effect, and it is expressly stipulated in this repeal law: 
And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to —— 
the use of af beth Gubh ond eibvas on ahetdand cnenew: -and tocets beth ges eae 
silver into money of — intrinsic and quslamnengeee 2 
be secured ternational 


kets and in the take ct 


Mr. President Siamtdianiiilitine mirdaacasetas cade iiel 
the or on the face of the obligations 
themselves, req payment in gold. I say to-day that there 
is but one solitary of this Government which calls for 
ee in gold, and that obligation is the gold certificate. The 
ef greenbacks and Treasury notes in gold is a volun- 
tary assum samption on the at ani or , and 
is in direct o the cla 
which says segedtnt yal mag 
under the provisions of this act as 
ne arama 
.” Both greenbacks and Treasury notes are a 
ally as a er oe heyy et 
early expressed, required such mption in 
as well as in 
be ow not this done? The exclusive use of 


purely voluntary. If the policy of redeeming in silver as well as 


has been | 


ki Sementtiitial out there would have been no trouble wh,;, 
ever. wae, he genes re ee up to 1891 that 
both were redeemable in gold and silver—in silver as well as |), 


gold. 

The repor oun Ohio, in 1878, whic {have the Treasury, now the So». 
ator from Ohio, in 1878, which I have proanates. prevented the pres 
entation of the eee in gold 
deenh eae ino 

From January, 1879, the date of the resumption = se 
ments, to July 1, 1891, the backs presented for redempti 
were only a little over $34,000,000—$34,000,000 in thirteen y. 
only an annual ay <p ene not a Treasury note was 

f to October 14, 1891; and yet 

eee tes , over $339,000.) 0) 


in 

Nar, teh. a ensnotinn ainatiaaehan Oh 3 1, or 
July 1, 1891. From July 1, 1891, to October 1, 1 
of backs had been redeemed in 
to 1, 1895, over $76,000,000 
redeemed in gold. Over $351,000,000 of 
Treasury from July 1, 1891, to October 
years, and yet in the thirteen 


pay- 


tically sine 
iy $205, ~ ) 00 
From July 14, 
notes had an 
gole was taken from the 
ease So, four 
O00 000 « yf 
had ever been present - 
at the same time from July 
Both ri . 8 


gold. 
thing that with this discrimination against 
standard si silver dollar over one hundred and forty millions jy 
gold had been voluntarily exchanged for silver dollars or certiti- 


1891. 
for to October 14,1891. W hy? 
0 eT Gat oe the notes were redeemable in 


silver, end that the Ge the Government reserved the option to so redeem 
them, as sta: ted by Secretary Sherman in his finance report 0! (<7 8, 
The silver py until October 14, 1891, were the watchdozs of 
the of the , and infinitely more 
successful in ee off gold raiders than the pemee *hilds and 
the Belmonts have ever been since October 14, 189 

Mr. STEWART. If it will not the tee I will 


interrupt 
suggest that they are still the wa’ of the treasuries of 
= and Germany. ar 


this leier from the Repub- 
lican Taked Shaskanaaeaeae eee, 2 


one CLUB oF eee SETTS, 
ee ooreatn! Street, 


Boston, October », 
Dear Str: There is i aaa eee eS in Massachusetts 


to the act of > eae comres the view 
authority tee tbunary apee it, in order to put an end a: 
possible contrgrersy 
Republican oases wae be greatly obliged if you will 
14 increases two and a half tir 
a dollar? 
pressut colaing silver? If not, when was 


the present Treasury notes notesbased? Are they secured 


rd, Open er dollar cans Ee may worth of silver bullion pur: hased 
fer market valas 


Fourth. How does ao basis of the present notes differ from the silver cer- 
ifleates. issued ? 
h. Are not the present notes redeemable in either gold or silver coin at 
Treasury? Does Government 


Fift 
the sae States the 


t 
Lhave the honor to be, yours, truly, ELIAU B. HAYES, 
Secretai'y of the Republican Club of Massach 


itso redeem the m when 


Orvice OF THE SECRETARY. 

D. C., October 10, 1391. 
to the interrogatories to silver submitted in your 
oe tea ne Teens follows: tole 

The act of July 1800, does not increase the coinage of silve r de 
+ since the Ist of of the present year has practically stop)°d 


times the amount perehased under the a" a month 
amount under the act of 1878. a1 id 

fou & 9 (which was a! it 
under the act ) until the the Ist of uly of the present 


such silver dollars were tobe coined as were n° cessary 
ption of the Treasury notes issued in purchu- of 


ae ae is all that the law required; but it was neveT 
er goes on to say: 3 

in silver « rs, 

ry not are blag prepnted for redemption. ¢ dollars, 
er bullior 

feorequtedby the acto 0" 

ry 
on ie the ast of July 14, 1390, 


14, 1890, from July 
ah ny the Pacific Coast. 


woe 








these notes 


notes issued in the first instance uw the 

Tope. ren Susan & Ent ah tap nares D i 
Pare nw Toquires of the silver bullion and the silver dollars 
coined = wr a ae them 


a to a silver dollar which has been 
dee ret an Treasury atthe time the certificate was issued, and they are 
Pers certifies that there fas boon, a0 the Treasury of the United 
States one silver a to the laa 

Whe United of America will pay to bearer one dollar in coin.” 


Secretary t to ntain 

the Secret in the have, as stated above, 

behind each dollar a gold dollar's worth of silver bullion, while 

the present silver a promise to to the bearer a silver dol- 

ie. redeemed in when so presented for redemp- 
Fifth. Treasury notes are gold rocenet 


tion at the any assistant treasury of the 
Very repoctfaliy, CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


Evrav B. HAYEs, * 
Oo EAT eipentican Club Massachusetts, 
258 Weskinatee sivect. Boston, Mass. 


ty rec wg telegram was sent to Secretary 
Foster Boston, Mass., October 13, 1391. 
ak in your letter of October 10 to. epeniions Chub, poupee bare 
assistant treasury, I sent a me acld. "The won cateeed ty 


ney will you please send in- 
notes gold. An early answer 


PHINEAS PIERCE, 


this morning, euae setemacion 
your letter Eorectiy ston policy of 
rections ae redeem 


32 Summer Street. 
ARLES 
Fn, reas the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
Now, what was the answer? 
OcTOBER 14, 1891. 
ree Boston, Mass.: 


Assistant Treasurer Kennard has been instructed to redeem Treasury notes 
ime CHAS. FOSTER, Secretary. 
Charge Department. 
Here is another telegram from Secretary Foster: 
OCTOBER 14, 1891. 
cay Boston, Mass.: 
Why didn't you to es States Sreesuree for instructions when 
Treasury notes are redemption 
FOSTER, Secretary. 


Ww notes 
in gold?" to which I wired the following reply: 
made of ury notes 

not arisen for asking for s) instructions.” 


M. P. KENNARD, 
Assistant Treastrer United States. 


Washington, D. C. 


of Mr. Kennard, who was the assistant 
, States in Boston at the time of this trans- 
to the Assistant . Mr. Hamlin, and I 


have the 
eter VRE OL eee bo the portions of the 


Susrreasury OUntrep STArss, 
of replying to ar note f the ath 
our ol 
towas October 13, 1801, not 1800, 
to this office in January, 1891, I found 
i sidesta the yepressatatives of al 
- A n yes ver 
; and in the language of the la 
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The banks saw this and that the redemption of those notes in gold opened 
the doors to nearly sixty million of them then in circulation. That demand of 
the Continental Bank was so unusual that the well-informed chief teller of 
this office, of more than twenty-five years’ service, came to my desk for in- 
structions, and as there was no precedent and in the absence of any instrue- 
tions from the Department, I decided I had no right to redeem such notes 
with gold until further advised. On the lith I was instructed by the Treas- 
urer y wire to “ redeem asury notes in gold, if presented and a demand 
made for such redemption.’ 

This was the first intimation to this office from the Treasurer that those 
Treasury coin notes should be so treated. 

Faithfully, yours, 


Hon. C. S. HAMLIN, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, that opened Pandora's box, and all the financial 
ills that have resulted in this country since October 14, 1891, have 
been omany because the Secretary of the Treasury surrendered 
voluntarily, meekly, submissively the right of the Government to 
redeem those notes in silver as well as in gold. Therecord shows 
it. They were never presented. Nota Solar of Treasury notes 
were presented until October 14, 1891, for redemption either in 
gold orsilver. They were a legal tender, and nol =: wanted them 
redeemed. This surrender by the Republican Administration was 
voluntary and was in defiance of the express law and the purpose 
of the law and the expressed will of Congress. The executive 
branch had no right on earth to surrender this option. It wasin 
disobedience to legislation; it was in disobedience to the expressed 
will of Congress. It was notin the interest of the people. It was 
not in the interest of the masses. It might doin a monarchy, but 
not in a republican government. We are the only nation on this 
earth with full legal-tender gold and silver coins and a paper cur- 
rency redeemable in coin that has surrendered its option and in- 
vited gold raiders and gold speculators to come with the Treasury 
notes and greenbacks and get gold. 

Secretary Foster redeemed not one solitary Treasury note in 
silver. Secretary Carlisle has redeemed more than $19,377,000 of 
the Treasury notes with standard silver dollars, and has retired 
and canceled them, and no harm has come. Had every ounce of 
the silver bullion in the Treasury been coined into standard silver 
dollars and every Treasury note redeemed and canceled no harm 
would have come. Secretary Foster redeemed in gold from the 
14th day of October, 1801, to the expiration of his term, over 
$34,000,000 of the Treasury notes, and Secretary Carlisle up to 
October last had redeemed over $43,000,000. Over $41,000,000 of 
them were presented at Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. It 
was simply a meek surrender to the gold gamblers, as a con- 
venience to them to get gold upon which to speculate. There is 
no law upon the statute book requiring the Treasury to maintain 
$100,000,000 gold reserve. Secretary Carlisle has so decided. All 
the funds in the Treasury are deposited in the general cash. 

Now, let us look as to what has been done by reason of this 
meek and unjust and impropersurrender of the option of the Gov- 
ernment to pay in silver as well as in gold. Po maintain this 
imaginary gold reserve of $100,000,000 the executive administra- 
tion, January, 1894, sold $50,000,000 of 5 per cent ten-year bonds 
for over $58,000,000 of gold, and put the gold in the Treasury and 

yroclaimed its purpose to continue to redeem greenbacks and 

Treasury notes in gold whenever demanded. 

From January, 1894, to November, 1894, $103,000,000 of gold 
was taken out of the Treasury, and in November, 1894, the Gov- 
ernment issued and sold $50,000,000 more of ten-year 5 per cent 
bonds for more than $58,000,000 of gold, and put the gold in the 
Treasury and used the Treasury notes to pay current expenses. 
More raids were made. It had only whetted the appetites of the 
bond lovers and the gold-standard advocates to get more bonds 
and to fasten the gold standard by permanent legislation nam- 
ing gold as the money of final payment. Between the sale of 
bonds in November, 1894, and the 28th of January, 1895—only 
about two months—$69,000,000 of gold was taken from the Treas- 
ury. On January 28, 1895, the President gave to Congress the 
message I have quoted, recommending the issue of $500,000,000 of 
bonds payable in gold. In February, 1895, Congress having re- 
fused to authorize the issue of any gold bonds, the executive 
administration issued and sold more than $62,000,000 of thirty- 
—_ 4 per cent bonds for a little over $65,000,000 under the now 

amous, if not otherwise. Rothschild-Belmont-Morgan syndicate 
contract to guard our Treasury. Sixty-two million dollars of 
United States thirty-year bonds were sold at the rate of $104.50, 
They have since sold in the open market at over $123. 










p * 


M. P. KENNARD. 


A ane pcomcn speculation called patriotism. Think of it! 
Preans of praise sung to the Belmonts and the Rothschilds and 


the Morgans for their patriotism in buying American bonds at 
$104.50 on the $100 and then selling them for $123 for every $100 
of bonds. But the raids were renewed, and only recently $100,- 
000,000 more of thirty-year 4 per cent bonds were sold for $i11,- 
000,000 and a little over, as reported, a total increase of our bonded 
interest-bearing debt of more than $262,000,000 in time of profound 
peace. Todo what? To maintain the gold reserve and to show 
our patriotism. 

That reminds me of a little squib that I saw in the financial 
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circular of Dimock & Co., of New York. Speaking of the patriot- 
ism of the bond speculators and gold euablens, referring to the 
last bond sale, they say: 

It was purely a matter of business, and not of patriotism. Uncle Sam set 
up a bargain counter and marked down his staple goods for one day. One 
boy with a capital of a oatage stamp bought $150,000 of bonds and sold them 
for $6,000 profit before he paid for them. A thrifty Boston man and his 
wife bought ten times as many bonds at a corresponding profit on an invest- 
ment of 44 cents. The syndicate bid for one hundred millions, was awarded 
thirty-three millions, and sold its bonds for a profit of $1,800,000 before it had 

— or sm. The syndicate was just three hund times as patriotic as 

e small boy. 


Laughter. | 
hat is this proposed remedy, Mr. President? We have seen it. 
It is a miserable makeshift. It simply substitutes for a nonin- 
terest-bearing debt, for the full legal-tender greenbacks and Treas- 
ury notes—mere demand obligations, whose debt quality has been 
absorbed in their money function, and which are y money 
used by the people in the daily transactions—an equal amount of 
interest-bearing gold bonds. It contracts the legal-tender cur- 
rency of the country to that amount, reduces the selling price of 
all the products of the soil, the mine, and the factory, and is in 
violation of that cardinal principle of every honest republican 
government that when in debt it should maintain in circulation 
the largest sible amount of its indebtedness in the shape of 
noninterest-bearing obligations that the people of the country will 
keep in circulation without depreciation. 
hat is further proposed in the proposition of the President? 
To surrender to the national banks the absolute control of the 
— circulation. It proposes to give to the banks the right to 
eposit bonds, draw interest upon the bonds thus deposited in the 
Treasury, and then receive from the Treasury dollar for dollar of 
legal-tender money and loan it to the people at interest—double 
interest, interest upon the bonds paid by the Government and in- 
terest = the loans paid by the money borrowers. The banks 
invest their capital and receive interest upon it, get an equal 
amount of money, and then receive interest upon that from the 
borrowers. In 1895 we paid to the national banks over $8,000,000 
in interest on their bonds, and they were loaning to the people an 
amount equal to 90 per cent of those bonds and receiving the 
highest rate of interest that the people would pay. 
tisa rep mn 49 to issue fifty-year bonds. Never in the his- 
tory of this great Republic has any man ever before proposed to 
issue a fifty-year bond. It isin direct violation of that great prin- 
ciple proclaimed by the immortal Jefferson that a republic has 
no right to issue a bond running longer than twenty years, be- 
cause we of this generation have no right to bind coming genera- 
= of “eign freemen in a government of the people and by 
e people. 
Fitty-year bonds! It is a perpetuation of the national debt, a 
curse. Itis anti-Democratic; it is contrary to the inau l of 
the immortal Jefferson, the honest payment of the public debt, 
and the sacred preservation of the public faith. It is in direct 
conflict with the Democratic platform of 1840: 

That Congress has no power to charter a United States bank; that we be- 
lieve such an institution one of deadly hostility to the best interests of the 
country, dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties of the 
people, and calculated to place the business of the country within the con- 


= a concentrated money power and above the laws and the will of the 
people. 


Mr. MILLS. That is a quotation from Jefferson. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A quotation from Jefferson, I thank the 
Senator from Texas for the suggestion. 

That platform was readopted by the national Democratic con- 
vention of 1844, and again in 1848, and again in 1852, and again 
in 1856, and again in 1860—a cardinal monumental principle of 
the Democretic party, a beacon light. This financial policy is 
in direct conflict with it. 

The pro remedy, Mr. President, is too costly to the at 
millions of this country. It is the costliest remedy for finan 
ills that any executive officer of any Government on this earth 
ever proposed. This tame surrender of the option to use silver 
and the efforts to maintain the gold standard have already bur- 
dened the masses of the Ferm with interest-bearing bonds which, 
when paid, principal and interest, will have cost them $506,093,880. 
That is permanently fixed upon the taxpayers of this country. 
Now, carry out this remedy and issue $500,000,000 more of 3 per 
cent fifty- bonds to retire the legal-tender notes used as 
money, and it would cost when _ at maturity with interest, 
$1,250,000,000, making $1,756 ,003,880. 

That is not all of this proposed remedy for our financial ills. It 
proposes to give the national banks entire control of the A pon 
currency. Suppose they issue only $350,000,000 of notes an 
loan them to the people for fifty years, say, at only 5 per cent inter- 
est; the money borrowers will in interest $17,500,000annually 

875,000,000 of interest in the . out your grand 
cial remedy, and it will cost the og OY and the money 
borrowers at the end of fifty years $2,631,093,880. For what pur- 
pose of gg os All done to tain our credit, our financial 
standing. of it! In 1865, with a population of 34,748,000, 


Marcu 13, 


we had an indebtedness of more than $2,845,000,000. With a 
country nearly half of which was devastated, just emergin, (;, m 
the grandest civil contest that was ever waged in this wor|:| we 
yeaa oe an tn 

e have pai ce , to 81, 1893, in prin. 
cipal and interest on the bonded indebtedness of the Unite star, 
$4,072,207,945, and in the ordinary nes of the Government 
$6,953,990,881. We paid over $11,036,198,837 in that time. Now 
~egren —_ of 70,000,000 2, — nm eocording to the 
go. voca ’ extremely rosperous, Pppy, and free, and yet ¢, 
maintain our financial chedit and standing this enormon, ‘tera 
is proposed to be placed on the shoulders of the taxpayers, almost 

ual pregate of the debt at the close of the war. 

. SQUIRE. How much was the interest paid, as part of the 
public debt, at that time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The total interest paid from August 3). 1495 
to August 31, 1893, was $2,370,616,966. For the fiscal year {sig 
$133,067,624, and for 1867, $143,781,591, the largest amount ever 
— in one year. We only had about $600,000,000 of bonds, whey 

he process of sustaining the credit and standing of the (ited 
ee oes begun. Then we had an indebtedness of $2,445 ,(1) (9 
in . 

Now, Mr. President, the question arises, can the national )anks 
maintain gold redemption? If the whole United States can not 
maintain a gold reserve, can the national banks do it? It is a perti- 
nent question. Toretire the United States notes is to transfer the 
whole of the demand for gold on the banks, their notes then being 
redeemable only in gold. Now, if they can maintain the gold re- 
demption of their tion, it will prove conclusively, beyond 
a shadow of a doubt, that there has and now exists a com- 
bine, to say the least of it, to raid the gold reserve, force the issue 
of bonds, vest in them the absolute control of our currency, and 
then, when clothed with this absolute power to manage and direct 
the currency of the country, redeem it or not, just as they choose, 
and just as they did in 1893, when the to honor drafts in 
money to their customers and coun banks, and resorted to 
$38,000,000 of clearing-house certificates in the city of New York. 

bred spe oe: have not forgotten what was done in 1881 by the 
nati banks on the attempt of oa to reduce the interest 
on bonds, when they retired $18,000, of their currency in one 
day and produced an incipient — nor have they forgotten the 
violation, the flagrant, violation, of the law of July 12, 1882, 
extending the charters of the national banks. 

The law of July 12, 1882, provides that— 

No national association shall be a member of any clearing house in 
which such [gold silver] certificate shall not be receivable in the settle- 
ment of ch -house balances. 

There itis. The law to-day standing upon your statute books 
rohibits a national bank from a member of any clearing 
ouse that refuses silver dollars and silver certificates. When 

the silver agitation began, or soon after the ge of the silver 
law of February 28, 1878, on the 12th day of November, 147%, the 
oan adopted arule prohibiting the payment of balances 
at the clearing house in silver certificates or silver dollars except 
as subsidiary coins in small suths under $10. February 2s, 1878, 
was the date of the law au the coinage of the standard 
silver dollar and making it full tender. November 12, 1878, 
the clearing house of New York passed its resolution. In 1S”, 
the fact coming to the knowledge of Congress, we inserted in the 
national bank charter renewal act the provision that I have read, 
— yet ever since they have been in open defiance of that law, 
and are ‘ 

The right to issue a paper currency is the right of sovereignty. 
It does not belong to private institutions. It is not the legitimate 
function of ba . It isthe sovereign function of government. 
Now, confine the banks to their legitimate function of deposits, 
loans, drafts, and bills of exchange, and let the Government con- 
tinue exercising its sovereign function of issuing the money of 


and nobody will com 
dent, it is a crttinise a policy, but what should 


to . 
business this disastrous, costly policy, pare!) 21ng 
to the of the country? The answer is in. The execu- 
tive branch, in obedience to the legislative will and to ex'sting 
law, should have reserved the ion to redeem in silver dollars 
as well as gold; should have all the silver bullion in the 
into standard silver dollars; should have redeemed and 
every one of the Treasury notes and retired them. «+ the 
when redeemed in silver dollars; should have T™ 
silver dollars as well as gold, and to-day 
tary dollar of Treasury notes out- 
one of them would have been redeemed and 
we would have had outstanding 42 
dollars and $53,000,000 of surplus 
to the balance in the Treasury, which would have pr 
bonds to the Treasury exhaustion, 
$262,000,000 bonded indebtedness would 
be in existence to-day. 




















on this earth that could have Pe the 
ee Re ircen, Wha could have preverted the 
men. 0 CO ve preven e 
of ih as The of the ; had the 

and the law requiring to coin it. He co 
have coined it and seleamed end canceled every one of the Treas- 
Who could have prevented it? The greenback is re- 
as well as gold. Redeem it in silver, and what 
Who can tit? Whocan do anything? Who 
of creer — a —— is ane 
danger? Mr. President, it is a mere nightmare dream 
pry and nothing else. There could have been no 

of the 
Now t to 


ure of this plan. 

wan some evidence in regard to this matter. 
Secretary Carlisle on the 2ist of January, 1895, was examined be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and there was asked why the Government did not 
reserve the option of redeeming in silver as well as in gold. In 

his reply he says: 
* * * Butif the of gemsving to the Government, at the beginning 


of rodouming ld or silver all its perer present 
would have worked bene , and there would have been no 
the Secretaries of the from the begin- 


trou of it, but Treasury 
a ee pursued a policy of redeeming in gold or silver, a 
the option of holder of the paper, and if any Secretary afterwards 
a man who wanted 
especially if he had made 
we have had in the last two years, 
disastrous. 


disaster coming when any relief is proposed by the use 
There it is, Mr. President. Mr. Secretary Carlisle for- 
Hef that Secretary Sherman in his finance 
the greenbacks in gold, intimated 

ht to the Government to redeem them in 
were presented for redemption to amount 
ything for thirteen os Only a little over $2,000,000 were 
presented a . The — notes were issued under the law 
of July 14, 1890, and not one of them was ever presented for re- 
dem: either in gold or silver until October 14, 1891, when 
Foster tel p ed to the world his intention of re- 

them in gold, a proclamation to the world: ‘‘ Come and 
gold; we give you the option; we throwit away; we place 
President, I submit that in 1892, wffen a majority of 
yotes of the United States were cast for the Demo- 
branch, it was believed that it made a change of 
a mere change of the ee of the executive chair 
of Departments and substituting for them others to 
of their predecessors, which had been con- 
But they tell us in defense of this meek sur- 
trailing after the former Administration policies 
maintain the parity. They say that the law of 
maintenance of the parity of the metals. Here 


la 


il 
gees 
HF 


It being the established 
metals on a parity with each 


Now, mark 
equal 


of the United States to maintain the two 
upon the present legal ratio. 

it is not to preserve the parity of the two coins, 

purchasing power, but it is to main- 

metals. They say that clause controls 

the discretion. In order to maintain the parity of the 

two Secretary has paid out gold instead of silver. Has 

he maintained the parity of the two metals? Let us see how he 

has carried out the . The bullion value of the silver in the 

parity process was , was 84.31 

was 65.20 cents; in 1894 it was 56.56 cents; in 1895 

the highest was 52.683 cents and the lowest was 46.27 cents, an 


report of 49.168 cents. These are taken from the mint 
ens The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 


Senate the unfinished business, which 


by Mr. MircHe.y of 
ee gee antec, 
en a@ seat in the Senate from the 

Oe Se peemare for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the unfinished business be informally laid aside in order that the 

conclude his remarks. 

. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
The Senator from Missouri will pro- 


enna een the parity of the two 
of 35.142 cents on the 
and they call that main- 
Now I will read the repeal clause in the law 























































silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to 
secured through international agreement, or by such safeguards of legis- 
lation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value— 


Of what?— 
of the coins of the two metals and the equal power of every dollar at all 
times in the markets and in the payment of debts. 

The pretext that they must maintain the parity of the two metals 
no longer holds. There is no obligation to do it; it is a mere pre- 
text to evade the use of silver. 

Mr. President, I have discussed this proposed financial plan. 
Let us reason together. Error is not dangerous when reason is 
left free to combat it. What does the proposed remedy of the 
President mean? It means a gold standard pure and simple, gold 
monometallism. Gold monometallism means that gold shall be 
the only standard of value and money of final payment and re- 
demption of all the billions upon billions of indebtedness of the 
entire country. It means that all other kinds of money, whether 
composed of silver or of paper currency, shall be redeemable in 
gold, the only money of final payment, or the coin money shall be 
limited in its legal-tender power to a small sum. What does the 
euphonious term ‘‘sound money” mean? It means gold mono- 
metallism pure and simple; it is no longer a guise to cover up the 

old standard. Secretary Carlisle, in his speeches recently in New 

ork, has proclaimed for the single standard of gold. The New 
York Chamber of Commerce have issued their pronunciamento to 
the commercial men of the United States that we must maintain 
the present gold standard of value. The President in his message 
says: ‘‘Issue these bonds and have them upon their face call for 
gold.” The Kansas City Times, a Democratic paper in western 
Missouri, boldly comes out and advocates the single gold standard. 
The issue, then, is the gold standard on one side and bimetallism 
on the other. I stand to-day to advocate bimetallism, the Demo- 
cratic, constitutional system of this country, and to oppose the 
old standard. To this gold standard there are, in my opinion, 
atal objections. The first one is, it is contrary to our Constitu- 
tion and the bimetallic system therein established. What does 
our Constitution say? 

The Congress shall have power * * * to coin money, regulate the value 
thereof, and of foreign coins, and fix the standard of weights and measures— 


And that— 
no Stateshall * * * coin money * * * or make anything but goldand 
silver coin a tender in payment of debts. 

The only power given is ‘‘to coin money”; that is, to coin gold 
and silver into money, and then to regulate the value of such coined 
money; that is, to declare the legal tender, the debt-paying power, 
of such coined money and of foreign coins. 

Gold and silver metals are clearly not money, and never become 
money until coined in pursuance of a law of Congress. This 
money, coined from both gold and silver at the ratio fixed by Con- 
grees, is the money of our Constitution; is honest, sound, safe, irre- 
deemable, absolute money of final payment, the end of the law in 
the payment and satisfaction of al money obligations, and is the 
only true and legal measure of the values of all property, and is 
inherently, intrinsically, and honestly of the exact value of its 
legal-tender. power in all payments. Each State clearly has the 
right to make this money, the gold and silver coins, a lawful ten- 
der in the payment of debts, but can not deny to either coin such 
legal tender. Congress can not take from any State this clear 
right. No power is given to Congress to regulate or fix the com- 
mercial value of gold and silver as metals, or to declare that our 
coins of gold and silver, or either, shall not be money, or to demon- 
etize either gold or silver. 

Daniel Webster said in his speech of December 21, 1836: 


Iam clearly of the opinion that gold and silver, at rates fixed by Congress, 
constitute the legal standard of value in this country, and that neither Con- 
gress nor any State has authority to establish any other standard, or to dis- 


place this standard. 


That is an objection which can not be refuted and can not be 
overcome, and no one has pretended to make an argument here 
against it. 

But, Mr. President, I am opposed to the single gold standard 
because it is contrary to the record, the principles, and the tradi- 
tions of the Democratic party for a century of our constitutional 
existence. From March 4, 1801, to March 4, 1861, the Democratic 

arty and its principles dominated and had controlling influence 
in the enactment and administration of our laws and Government. 
During this period our constitutional bimetallic system, the free 
and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver into honest, sound, 
safe, full legal-tender money at the ratio fixed by Congress, first at 
15 to1, and then by the laws of 1834 and 1837 changed by reducing 
the quantity of gold to the dollar to 15.988 to 1, or, as usually called, 
16 to 1, was maintained and continued up to 1873, when it was 
destroyed and the single gold standard established. 

Let us now briefly review the record made by the Democratic 

, through its representatives in Congress to restore the true 
atic bimetallic system. This record, concisely stated, 
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shows that in the Forty-fourth Congress, the first one with a 
Democratic majority in the House, 110 Democrats voted for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver and 16 against it; and again 
123 Democrats voted for and passed a free-coinage bill and only 
17 against it. 

In the Forty-fifth ———— Bland's free-coinage bill was passed; 
97 Democrats, includin on. John G. Carlisle, voting yea, to only 
10 voting nay. In the Republican Senate the free-coinage clause 
was stricken out and a substitute agreed to for purchasing not 
less than two nor more than four million dollars of silver per 
month, and as so amended was passed and vetoed by a Repub- 
lican President, and then passed by Congress over his veto by 118 
Democrats, including Mr. Carlisle, for to 22 Democrats against it 
in the House, and y 25 Democrats for to 9 against it in the 
Senate, and became the law of February 28, 1878. In the same 
Congress the concurrent resolution presented by Senator Mat- 
thews, afterwards a justice of the SupremeCourt, was passed in the 
Senate by 28 Democrats for to 7 against it, and in the House by 
116 Democrats, including Mr. Carlisle, for to 23 against it. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress, in the House, 100 Democrats, in- 
cluding Mr. Carlisle, voted for free and unlimited coinage to only 
9 against it, and 107 Democrats, including Mr. Carlisle, voted for 
to only 4 against an amendment directing and requiring the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay out standard silver coin the same as 
gold coin in payment of all coin obligations of the Government. 

Think of it! A representative of the honest, toili 
Mr. Carlisle, voted inthe House to compel a Republican 
of the Treasury to pay out silver dollars the same as gold. 

Mr. BATE. When was that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the Forty-sixth Congress. In the Forty- 
ninth Congress 96 Democrats voted for, to 70 Democrats against, 
free coinage. 

In the Fifty-first Congress 101 Democrats in the House voted 
for, to only 12 Democrats nst, Bland’s motion to recommit the 
Windom silver-purchasing bill with instructions to rt a bill 
for free and unlimited coinage of the silver dollar, and in the Sen- 
ate Plumb's free and unlimited coinage substitute was passed by 
27 Democrats, including Mr. Carlisle, for, to 3 Democrats against 
it, and in House 1138 Democrats voted for this free-coinage substi- 
tute to 22 against it. Every Democrat in House and Senate voted 
against the conference committee report, which became the Sher- 
man law of July 14, 1890, 

in the Senate in January, 1891, 24 Democrats voted for free coin- 
age to 1 inst it. 

In the Fifty-second Congress in the Senate 20 Democrats voted 
for, to? Nemocrats against, free coinage, and in the House, to con- 
sider the Senate free-coinage bill, 118 Democrats voted yea and 64 


masses, 
tary 


nay. 
in the Fifty-third Congress in the House 101 Democrats voted 


for, to 116 Democrats against, a free-coinage amendment to the bill 
for the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law, and in the Senate 
18 Democrats voted for, to 18 Democrats against, a free-coinage 
amendment. 

In the House, in March, 1894, Blard’s bill, requiring the imme- 
diate coinage into standard dollars of the profit or seigniorage in 
the bullion purchased. under the Sherman law of July 14, 1890, 
amounting to $55,156,680, and then the coinage of the remainder 
of such bullion into such dollars, to be in redeeming and 
canceling the Treasury notes of July 14, 1890, issued in the pur- 
chase of the bullion then outstanding to the amount of $152,951,280, 
was — by 186 Democratic yeas to 50 Democratic nays, and in 
the Senate by 30 Democratic yeas to 10 Democratic nays. 
was in the Fifty-third Congress—the last vee 

The bill was vetoed by the President, and in the House 118 
Democrats voted for, to 55 Democrats against, passing the bill 
over the veto, and the veto prevailed, although over two-thirds of 
the Democrats voting in the House voted to pass it over the veto 
and three-fourths of the Democrats in the Senate voted yea in 
passing the bill. 

In the Fifty-fourth Congress, the present Con. , in the Sen- 
ate 22 Democrats, 14 Republicans, and 6 Populists voted yea for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver. The nays wereonly 13 
Democrats and 22 Republicans. In the House of Representatives 
56 Democrats voted for that bill to 31 Democrats against it. This 
is their record in Congress. 

Mr. President, suppose when the President sent to this body in 
the Fifty-third Congress his message for the unconditional repeal 
of the Sherman silver-bullion-purchasing law he had in rated 
in that message his message of January 28, 1895, the 
finsxcial scheme which I have just discussed, and told Con- 

ss that he would even veto a bill for the coin 
Ballicn in the Treasury, how many votes would he have gotten for 
the unconditional repeal of that law? 

I was speaking of the record of the Democratic party. I have 
given the record of the Democratic in Congress. It shows 
consistent action on every occasion in favor of true bimetallism 
by the restoration of the silver dollar save alone in the Fifty-third 
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Con , when unconditional re was by the power of 
the Executive. Then it was there failed to be a majority of 
Democratic votes for free and unlimited coinage. Bimetallicy 
has been the policy of the Democratic party in all the legislat;,, 
and attempted legislation since 1873. 

Now, let us look at the record of the Democratic party i: 
national conventions since 1873. In our Se pepe of 1880 we @ 
clared for ‘‘ honest money”; not the kind of “sound money ” .; 
‘‘honest money” that we so much about now, but ‘honest 


” 


Consisting of gold and silver, and paper convertible into coin on demand. 
In our platform of 1884 we declared: 


We believe in honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Cons: 


tion, and a circulating medium convertible into such money without los 


Not convertible into such gold, but “‘ convertible into such ¢o\q 
or silver money without loss. 

In our platform of 1888 we declarod: 

The Democratic pasty of the United States, in national convention assem 
bled, renews the pledge of its fidlelity to Democratic faith, and reaffirms :) 
platform adopted by its representatives at the convention of 188+. 

Thus reaffirming that we believe in honest money, the gold an 
silver coinage of the Constitution. 

In our platform of 1892 we declared: 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver as— 

What?— 
as the standard money of the country, and to the coinage of— 

What?— 
path ante and silver without discriminating either metal or charge 
for tage: but the dollar unit of of both metals must be of equal 
intrinsic and exchangeable value, or be adjusted through internation) agreo- 
ment or by such safi as insure the maintenance of 
the ty of the two metals and the equal power of every dollar at al! times 
in the markets and in the payment of debts; and we d that all paper 
currency shall be kept at par with and such coin. 

Not in such gold, but in such gold and silver coin. 

The language of our platforms of 1880, 1884, and 1888 is plain 
and not ony omer of misconstruction. They declared unequivo- 
cally for true bimetallism, the gold and silver coinage of the (‘on- 
stitution, not of one or of the aaa but of both. A difference of 
interpretation of the platform of 1892 has occurred. Ther: isa 
contention that it means one thing and a contention that it means 
another. The g&d-standard men undertake to make it mean the 
gold standard; the zealous free-silver advocates claim that it ineans 
the free and unlimited of silver. That that platform de- 
clares for bimetallism no gold or silver Democrat candeny. That 
is what it declares for—bimetallism—that is, that we shall use 
both gold and silver as standard money, money of final payment 
and redemption, and that we are committed ‘to the coinage of 
both gold and silver without discriminating against either metal 
or charge for mintage ”—the unlimited, the free coinage of each 
metal at the ratio fixed by , in full legal-tender moncy. 
If it means anything, it means that. There are limitations upon 
it, some say. 

But the dollar unit of ee both metals must be of equal) intrinsic and 
pee mn ere or be adjusted through international agreement or ly 
such safeguards of tion as shall insure the maintenance of the parity 
of the two metals. 


That declaration of the platform was taken from the Repul!ican 
law of July 14, 1890. That means bimetallism. It is not a con- 
tradiction of the record of the Democratic party from the founa- 
tion of this Government. It was construed, it is true, by sme 
few of those who were back of the screen and knew what was 

oing on, to mean the gold standard; but they did not want it 
Giscussed. They wanted the tariff discussed. That was forced 
to the front and the financial question was relegated to the rv. 
But when the election was over and victory was achieved, then 
the financial question was pressed to the front, and the tariff 
question relegated to the rear. 

Mr. President, I will give you my reasons why I oppose the old 
standard. It is anti-Democratic; it is contrary tothe entire Dom- 
ocratic record of this Government up to 1873; it is contrary ‘0 

iti Democratic party; it is contrary to the legis- 
secured by the eon 

i Congress; it is contrary to the platforms of the pa''y, 
and it is contrary to the platforms of the party upon which it has 


achieved its | 
d standard. There 1s 

uced to supply 

of final pay- 

cade» eee. Of all the 

at least 50 per cent. 

Some writers and 

character and standing believe to-ay 

but even more than three-fourths of () 
annually consumed for industrial pur}o~'s 
to say that it can not be demonstrated ()\«° 
entire product is not consumed for industrial purposes. ut 











ponbalt of it is used for aatucietes mempeem, 

is mon . By the min 

ofa unnemmtatiiohet the extremist t 

1d Oy a ears, ae rf ” 
to $8,399,101 ,000—only $6.65 per capita of the 

ee. But one-half of that was used indus- 


= en as money in 1893, being 
any sane, intelligent man tell me that 





trially, 
; is a sufficiency of money of final payment and 
; billion dollars 


$3. rts on fot of indebtedness and for the 
exchange cf the 


of dollars of the annual products of the 
world? 


But now let us look at the current eee. aS five age 
to 1893 the average annual product of gold was only a 
little ome $135,000,000. If it had all been used as money, there 
would only have been 10 cents and 7 mills pee capita; but only 
one-half of it was used as money, and that left only 5 cents and 
three-tenths of a cent fcr use as money, which was wholly insuffi- 
cient to meet the demands of the rang population and com- 
merce and to restore the annual losses by abrasion and otherwise. 
Gold can not be produced at the will of man. More wars have 
been waged and more bloodshed caused by the thirst and avarice 
of the seekers for gold than by all other causes combined, and yet 
it has never been can never be secured in unlimited quanti- 
ties. Itcan not be produced in any given quantity; it is uncer- 
tain in its production; it is not now money; it does not circulate 
in anycountryin the world as money; itishoarded; it isa reserve, 
and only recently it was largely at a premium, and the money 
brokers of the world have it completely cornered. ; 

I oppose it, farther, because itis a theory of two moneys, discord 
bet ween the two metals, which have gone hand in hand 
ith each other the earliest ages down to this time. It is 
1d for the rich, monarchical, aristocratic element, and silver for 

e masses. It is not our policy. No nation can use gold “~. 
We must use silver. No nation on earth can use gold as its only 
coin . You can not make dollars and half dollars and quar- 
ters and out of it. It has been tried, and it has proved a 
failure. You must use silver. Let gold and silver be used upon 


terms of equality with no discrimination. 

Another objection to gold is that it fluctuates. It is unstable 
in its product and in its ing power; it is timid and cow- 
ardly. The least its value causes it to go from nation 
to nation. Eyer since 1873 the most gigantic struggle the world 
has ever beheld has been waged for the acquisition of gold. What 
is the evidence of that? I could read author after author, but I 
will take the gold records of the mints of the world. 

ee ee, d in 20 years, from 1873 to 1893, was 
oe it at least was used industrially. That 


tone-half for or$i,184,000,000. Inthesameperiod, when 
only had 1808 0 gold for coinage, we coined $3,020,- 


4 


we 
200,000 of $1,836,000,000 more gold coined than was 
left for coinage of the entire world’s product, and being $652,000,000 
more gold than the world produced in that entire period. This 
of the cae of gold over the product was 
caused by its from na’ to nation and being recoined. 
That shows the le, the fearful le for gold. 
In times of danger and war w does gold go? It flees to its 


pores fo and its safe retreats, and it remains hidden, se- 


until white-winged peace prevails over the land. Then 
the comes forth, and, saan the name of i and 
loyalty, it buys all the debts which have been contracted during 


the war at from 50 cents to 60 cents on the dollar, and then de- 


mands cones in Witness the Venezuelan messa 
a idk te it, scious goldste possibility of au. 


S 


standard? e whole 


on precious 
ike ely from ocean to ocean and from nation 
to nation, aad in one the New York papers say the shrinkage 


securities the market was from three 
to five eadeed million dollars. Yet you want 
standard continued. 


; the ts I make are not fears; 
an iE gre They prove what? 

; standard is a miserable, 
ee a failure to-day; it is stamped a failure 

of the wan, and every part of it. It is the enrichment 
creased power of the dollars named in the bonds and 
credits fab tn deceased selling price of all the products of the 
d standard is another 


greatest commercial 
proven a failure in 


crisis 1839 the of borrowed 50,000,000 
francs, from bimetallic ; second, in 1890, in 
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the Baring Bros. failure, when the Bank of England and the whole 
gold-standard fabricin every nation, kindred, and tongue was trem- 
bling and ready to totter and fall, the Bank of England borrowed 


$15,000,000 of gold from bimetallic France. If England has not 
been able to stem the tide of adversity, how can we? England is 
the greatest money power., It is the great power of money and 
the money lender which demands the gold standard to-day—a most 
dangerous, selfish, and avaricious power. 

Please hear what the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@r] 
said in this Chamber on February 20, last: 


But, Mr. President, Lord Salisbury obeys a stronger force, a mightier will 
than his own. In the last resort, the power which controls in Europe and in 
England is the great power of money and of the money lender. The money 
lenders do not care how many Armenians are butchered; the Armenians are 
not nominated in the bond; but they care very much tha hall be 


t thing 

done to disturb or jar anything; that nothing shall be done to i _ b values; 
and they fear that if England moved to rescue the wretched Armenians values 
might be disturbed and Ottoman bonds decline. 

It is this money power of Europe and the money lender who 
want the gold standard. Why are they attempting to force it 
upon this country to-day? Why do the Rothschilds and the Bel- 
monts and the Morgans want it? Is it for the interest of the toil- 
ing masses? Is it to better the condition of the masses? Is it 
patriotism? Isit philanthropy? Is it humanity? Let the people 
think. Are those men acting from these motives, or is it for the 
pen of increasing eas power of every dollar named 
in their securities and decreasing the present selling price of 
every dollar’s worth of products of the sweat and toil and labor of 
the millions of the world? That is it pure and simple, nothing 
more, nothing less, and nothing else. Why should the bankers, 
the brokers, the money lenders, and the gold jobbers be allowed to 
dictate the financial system of the United States? Do they want 
it in the interest of the people? Is it not for their own interests? 
They would not be human beings if it were not. They are not 
angels, and they make no profession of being such. They are 
like other men. They want to increase their own gains. They 
hold to the doctrine that he that provideth not for his own house- 
hold ‘‘ hath denied the faith, and is worse than an infidel.” 

Why should they force upon us the single gold standard? If 
they do, if the bankers and the brokers and the money lenders 
and the bondholders force upon this country the single gold stand- 
ard, then the manufacturers ought to force upon this country the 
tariff laws; then the whisky producers should be allowed to dic- 
tate. to this country tne laws which shall govern the distillation of 
spirits; the railroads should be allowed to come here and tell us 
what laws they want. They are just as patriotic and humani- 
tarian and philanthropic as are these money brokers and money 
lenders. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are more so. % 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are more so, the Senator from Ala- 
bama very truthfully and appropriately says. No, Mr. President, 
the very men who desire and are attempting to-day to forge this 
single gold British standard upon this country should be a warn- 
ing to the masses of the people never to submit to it. 

think I have shown conclusively by facts and figures and legiti- 
mate nen not by denunciation, that the gold standard isa 
miserable, costly failure. What do we propose? We propose a 
constitutional Democratic bimetallic system, open the mints of the 
United States to the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver 
upon equal terms into money of equal debt-paying and purchasing 
power, standard money, money of final payment and redemption. 

What are the objections toit? Our gold monometallist friends— 
we have heard a great deal about that very recently—say, ‘Oh, do 
not agitate the silver question, it will divide the Democratic party.” 
No, no, Mr. President, the advocacy of a cardinal, monumental 
— of the Democratic faith, clearly outlined and sustained 

y our written Constitution, maintained and revered by our party 
from its foundation until silver was destroyed by the Republican 

in 1873, and the restoration of which has ever since then 
demanded by our party representatives in Congress and pro- 
claimed in our national platforms in 1880, 1884, 1888, and 1892, 
surely can not now divide or disrupt the Democratic party. On 
the contrary, such advocacy will maintain our fidelity to Demo- 
cratic faith and will aid in strengthening and preserving the Demo- 
cratic party. It is the policy upon which we have won all our 
victories. Not one has ever been won on the gold standard, and 
not one will ever be. We have been told by the so-called sound- 
money men that in Missouri we have had an object lesson, that in 
the elections of 1894 the Republican party elected a majority of the 
Representatives in Congress, and that it was because we balla free- 
silver platform. Is that so? Is that a legitimate argument? 
What did we have in the Fifty-third Congress as the result of the 
election in 1892, and what in the States of New York, Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
and Delaware? Let us see what we had. I will make the com- 


In New York, in 1892, we elected 20 Democratic Representa- 
tives in Congress; in 1894 we elected 6, In Ohio, in 1892, we 
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elected 11; in 1894, 2. In Pennsylvania, in 1892, we elected 9; in 
1894, 2. In New Jersey, in 1892, we elected 6; in 1894, none. In 
Connecticut, in 1892, we elected 8; in 1894. none. In Massachn- 
setts, in 1892, we elected 4; in 1894,1. In Rhode Island, in 1892, 
we elected 2, and in 1894, none, In Delaware, in 1892, we elected 
1, and in 1894, none. 

Here was the Democratic party in the States which I have named 
fighting under the gold-standard banner of the Administration. 
It was not understood by the masses of the voters in 1892 to be a 
gold-standard banner, but in 1894 it was demonstrated that it was 
a singie, gold standard banner. What was the result? Look at 
it. There itis. In 1895, only at the last election last fall, the ex- 
ecutive administration and gold-standard policy were indorsed in 
unequivocal terms in Democratic platforms in Ohio, New York, 
New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. 

Were victories the result? No. There is no danger of dividin 
the Democratic party. Those who do not believe in the cardinal, 
monumental principle of that party, the true bimetallic standard, 
the beacon light, the pillar of cloud by day and the pillar of fire 
by night, which has guided the Democratic hosts for a century, 
during all its constitutional existence, as their true financial policy, 
and given it its undying vitality, will slough off from the party; 
but it will not divide the Democratic party. There is no danger 
of division. 

But, Mr. President, they say that if you give free and unlimited 
coinage to the standard silver dollar you will drive all the gold 
out of the country and contract the currency by $600,000,000 be- 
fore can coin any silver, and then what a catastrophe that 
will be. That has been the old prophecy we have heard ever 
since 1878. I have heard it semiannually, annually, and quadren- 
ey ever since. Let us look at the record and see what it has 

one. 

In 1878 we did not have a silver dollar. Now we have 423,000,- 
000 of standard silver dollars. In 1878 we were estimated to have 
$25,000,000 of gold, all on the Pacific Coast. We commenced the 
coinage of silver in February, 1878. In January, 1879, we had 
$234,000,000 of gold, an increase of over $200,000,000 the first year 
of silver coinage. In 1882 we had over $525,000,000 of gold; in 
1885, over $578,000,000; in 1888, over $706,000,000; in 1891, over 

707,000,000; in 1894, over $670,000,000; in 1895, over $618,000,000. 

ere the record proves the falsity of this prediction for the last 
twenty years. It is only the nightmare of gold monomaniaism 
pure and simple, and nothing else. 

But suppose the prediction were true. Let us just suppose 
that tho restoration of bimetallism drove all the gold out of the 
country. Where would it go? Think of it. It belongs to some- 
bodygit can not pick itself up and walk off by itself and hide 
i . What would they do with it? Where would they take it? 

ould take it to Europe. What would they do with it? 

ould — it in the bank vaults there as a reserve, and it 
wo ultiply and increase the value of the reserve there. 
there was any possibility of there being anything like half enough 
gold in the world to meet the purposesof the world for money, it 
would produce such an excess of gold in Europe that it would 
depreciate the price; it would necessarily produce an excess of it 
in those particular places. But they will not give it away when 
they get it over there. No man will my that. they do not put 
it mto banks and hoard it, they will sell it for something they are 
more anxious to hold than gold, something that will be of value, 
and they will bring it to this country and we shall not have lost 
one doilar’s worth of value, 

What will be the effect of gold going outof the country? There 
will be no full-standard money then but the silver dollar. What 
will the banks do for areserve? They are bound to keep a reserve. 
They will take the silver. Somebody is bound to take it. Silver 
will then be the only money of final payment, the only money in 
which national-bank paper can be redeemed or other obligations 
paid, and that will create a demand for siiver; that will increase 
its _. The flow of gold to Europe will decrease the price of 
gold there, and that will inevitably bring the two me to an 
approximate value. It is inevitable; we can not avoid it. 

But we are told that it will derange our foreign trade. No, Mr. 


.President, no. During the entire war period we had no gold, we 


had no silver, we had no coin, and yet we had no trouble with our 
exchanges—none in the world. What we sell in foreign countries 
is paid for in the money of the country to which we sell, and what 
they sell here is paid forin our money. This will be so, no matter 
what our standard may be. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator in that connection state what 
was the rate of foreign exchange during the last year and a half 
of the war? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know; but I suppose gold was very 


high. 

Mr. HOAR. It was about 260 or 270. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Possibly it was. At one time gold was 270 
or 280; but still we got along very pleasantly without it. 

That is a mere prediction; but there is another prediction, and 
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that prediction is that it will drive home all our foreign securities: 
that this country will be deluged with our securities held abroad’ 
_ Again, we are told that the restoration of silver would stop the 
investments of foreign money in this country and cause al! our 
American s varities, bonds, etc., held abroad to be returned to 
this country, and really seem seriously alarmed. hat greater 
blessing could be bestowed — this country than the givin: to 
our nation and people a sufficient amount of sound, irredeema}|o 
gold and silver coined money of our Constitution to enable our 
people to transact all their business, develop all our resources, and 
pay for and own all the obligations and debts of every kind of our 
Government, States, municipalities, and corporations, and receiv, 
the interest and enjoy perfect financial independence of all nations 
and all gold syndicates? Suppose the bonds and securities are re. 
turned here; the holders will certainly not give them tous. A|] 
they can dois to bring them and sell them to us at such prices as we 
are vee pay. hall we forever remain dependent for 1: mey 
upon the Rothschilds and associates? How can our people earn 
and secure our own money unless our Government by law author- 
met they tall us, and this is th 

et they us, an s eargument upon which they rely, 
that the opening of our mints to the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver ~~ with gold would deluge us with the silver of the 
world. I am willing to rest the cause of the free coinage of silver 
upon this one issue. The charge that we will be deluged with 

ver is a prediction, a fear, an apprehension, a dread. Where is 

the silver of the world? It is, ,in manufactures, in orna- 
ments; second, in bullion; third, in money, and, fourth, in the 
bowels of the earth. You can not find any silver in this world 
anywhere else. There it all is, every bit of it. 

ow will that silver get here? Take the silver that is in orna- 
ments, in manufactures, in arts. not everyone know that 
that silver is more valuable in the art, in the ornament, in the 
manufacture in which it exists than it would be if you were to 
pay for its extraction and then have it coined, destroying the 
whole ornament, the art, the manufacture of which it is a part? 
Common sense tells us all that no silver will come from that source. 
Isthere any silver bullionin the world? Search the world over, and 
Ichallenge any man to show $20,000,000 of silver bullion any where 
on this earth. It is not stowed away like pig lead, and pig iron, 
and copper, and zinc, and other metals that can be produced in 
— quantities. But I will treat of that more fully here- 

r. 

The next question is as to that which is in money. Will that 
come here? Let us go by the record. I make no predictions. I 
want to test the question of the deluge of silver by the recorded 
facts of history, facts that everyone can see for himself. By our 
mint report of 1894 the silver money in the world was $3,435 ,,()()(),000 
full legal tender and $619,000,000 of limited legal tender, aggre- 
gating more than $4,000,000,000. Let us analyze it. Will this 

ited legal-tender silver money come here if we open our mints 
to the u ted coinage of silver? It contains from 5 to 1!) cents 
less silver to the dollar than our dollar. If it came here there 
would be an actual loss, aside from the expense of remitting, of 
from 5 to 10 cents on every dollar’s worth. How is it used in the 
countries where it exists? It is limited legal tender—that is, it is 
a legal tender for from five to ten dollars—and as such limited le- 
gal tender it is the equal of gold. It is the money of the poople. 
tis in daily use. It is the money with which 90 per cent of the 
individual transactions of the masses of the people is conducted. 
Go to London, go to any of the cities of the world, and go to the 
markets and see the kind of money that does the millions of do!- 
lars of business of individual transactions. Go to England, with 
her $105,000,000 of limited -tender silver coin. It is the equal 
of gold for $10. It pays a debt of less than $10 equally with gold. 
Is any Englishman to gather up that silver and bring it here 
and lose from 5 to 10 cents on the a in order to get an Amer- 
ican silver dollar? 

Now, think of it. I want honest, intelligent, thoughtful men to 
think of pee) gc Sas 9 Will the en doit? You know 
they will not. No sane man would doit. If such a man should 
land here an inquisition of lunacy would be held over him imme- 
diately, and he would be sent toan asylum. No, no; it can not 


come. 

Now, let us go to the full -tender money. That is the 
largest amount. Where is it ? One-half of all the silver 
money in the world is in India and China. How is it in India: 
It is in the silver rupee coined at the ratio of 15 to 1, 6.2 cents 
Sivertson logat toner oney st conn." Te 0 

ver 1s the only - e country. is the only 
money they have. It constitutes only $3.20 per =. Will they 
bring their eee silver money here and suffer a loss of 
6.2 cents on the in order toget American silver dollars which 
they can not take out of this country, because the moment thcy 
leave our terri the silver becomes bullion? No, no. Will 
China? All the there is only $2.08 per capita. It is in the 
hands of the people. have no gold coinage. Silver is the 









are beginning to coin. {tis there the money of 
os. hands of the millions and the hundreds of mil- 
They can not do without it. Itis carried 
country to the other. It can not come here. 
Now, how about the balance of the silver, the other half of it, 
full leg: , remember, coined in every nation at the ratio of 
154 to 1, 3 cents less silver in the dollar than in our dollar? In 
every country it is theequal of gold. It is full legal-tender money. 
’ a aoe. is the equal of gold in those countries 
urchase of a eewerty and in the payment of debts, and to 
here to our ts there must be an actual loss of 3 cents on 
dollar, besides the mse of transportation and the delays 
y will the silver thalers of Germany, 
transactions, be brought here to the United 
a loss of 3 oe on a, ore aes = of it, 
i i men. When you about the deluge and shake your- 
a fear and apprehension that this country will be lined 
over with silver, think of it; think of how it will get here; whence 
it will come. Will that of France come here? Certainlynot. No 
that it will. There it is the equal of gold. There it 


one , 
is used equaly with gold and at a less ratio than ours, as I said, 
at 15} to 1. boo danger of the silver in ornaments or the 


silver in bullion or the silverin money coming to this country and 
flooding us; not a peo . : 
But we are told that there is an overproduction of silver and 
that it will us with the metal; that we can not afford to 
to free because of this overproduction. We have 
heard this in season and out of season. Let us analyze the ques- 
. This is a prediction, as every argument 
It is said that we have an overproduction. An 
ove’ how? Compared with the record of the past. 
That is the only way we can have an overproduction. Let us see 
if that is the fact. Now we can deal with you, my good mono- 
metallist , on questions of fact in records which are acces- 
sible to us all. But before I leave the question which I was just 
discussing, I wish to make one more point. I want to know what 
the e of the world would do with the silver if it were here. 
ou about this eer being deluged with silver. Sup- 
pose all the silver in the world were dumped into our mints and 
coined into standard silver dollars in one day; how much would 
we have? With all the silver peoney in the we — ne 
just $46.69 capita, a very @ more money than France has 
er That would be all. Does anybody believe that all the 
silver money in the world can be gathered up and brought to our 
mints in a year, in five years, in ten years, in twenty years, or till 
Gabriel blows his trumpet? Just of it.. I want to know of 
those who fear the flood of silver, who is to go through all the 
nations of the earth with their diverse languages and money coins, 
some with less and others more silver in them, some new and many 


i 


worn and abraded, find them, buy them, ing along the gold 
or something sufficiently valuable to pay for can, pay the cost of 
——oe to our mints and have them coined into our dollars? 
Just of the tion. The mere suggestion shows the 
ridiculous absurdi’ such a hecy as the flooding of this 
country with the silver of the world. t what would they do 
with Now have brought it all here, what are they 
to do with Would they give it tous? Oh,no. What 

they do? They would take it toour mints; certainly. They 
would have it coined; certainly. They would get it back; cer- 
tainly. And that would be the end of it. That is all we propose. 
Open the mints to the silver of the world; let it come along and 
be coined into our dollars. Take them and do what you please 
with them. What are they to do with them then, pray tell me? 
They weuld not gre them tous? Oh, no. They would not take 
them away from this country? Oh,no. The moment they got them 
out of our territorial limits they would be bullion. They would 


that we were willing to seli them at our 
ould that be a curse to this country, with 
to be sold, if they were sold for standard 


the of gold by our laws? 
thes could do with it. 
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overproduction. In the fifty years from 1801 to 

aul ane _ of te gold a eliver of the world, for 
cent was an s cent was 

silver. Now take the wen ity years from 1874 to 1893, when there 
was an a rte What was the product? Of 
every of, both and silver, 47.4 per cent was gold 
and Se ee , $10 less silver in every $100 worth 
of both in the years from 1874 to 1893 than in the 
fifty years fr 1801 to 1890, and you call it uction. For 
pin 1831 to 1840 the product of was 64.77 per 
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1873. There is the record in the mint reports. Those reports 
state it just as I say. It shows that during that period the pro- 
duction of silver to gold was 20 to 50 per cent greater at different 
dates than it has been at any time since 1873, and yet what a re- 
markably steady ratio was maintained between the two metals for 
that entire period of four hundred years. No, Mr. President, no 
deluge of silver will ever come to this country from other coun- 
tries. There never has been a deluge. 

There is another fact that can not be answered. No nation on 
this earth has ever been deluged with more silver full legal-tender 
money than it could use, or of silver and gold combined. Silver 
can not be produced in unlimited quantities any more than gold. 
But here is another argument, and I challenge any gold-standard 
advocate to refute it or to meetit. I say it is an unanswerable 
argument. I state that in advance, that your attention may be 
specifically directed to it. By the mint records of 1894, in the 
twenty-one years from 1873 to 1893 the world’s silver production 
was $2,609,925,533. Twenty per cent of that at least was used for 
industrial purposes. Many estimate it higher. Deduct 20 per 
cent for industrial purposes, and you have left for monetary use 
$2,087 ,940,427. How much silver was coined in the mints of the 
world during that time? In that period of twenty-one years the 
world coined $2,457,993,104 of silver, being $370,052,677 more of 
silver than was left for monetary purposes. Deduct only 12} per 
cent, and everybody must admit that more than that was used for 
industrial purposes, and yet the world coined $174,308,262 more of 
silver than was left for monetary purposes. 

Now, my friends, these are not idle predictions. They are the 
recorded facts and figures of history, and they conclusively prove, 
first, that there is no silver bullion in the world stored away; sec- 
ondly, that the annual production of silver is wholly consumed 
year by year and more too; and, third, that as in the past so it 
will be in the future, the annual product of silver will be con- 
sumed in the world. It must be so. Why? No nation can do 
with gold only. No nation can ever get along with gold as its 
only metallic money. You can not make your dollars and half 
dellere out of it. You have to use silver, and every gold nation on 
earth to-day is using silver as a limited legal tender and as small 
money. That silver must be annually added to. It rapidly dis- 
appears. It is abraded and worn. It is lost. It has to be sup- 
plied annually, and some nations have a fixed law prescribing an 
annual increase of silver coin in proportion to the population, and 
the annual increased consumption is equal to the annual product. 
Then the gold nations can not do without silver, because silver is 
the money of the world to-day, in which 90 per cent of the indi- 
vidual transactionsarehad. England can not part with her silver; 
Germany can not; France can not. None of the nations of the 
world can, and they must add to their coinage every year. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s statement is exceedingly interesting 
to me, the most interesting statement of the proposition to which 
I have had the honor to listen, and I have listened to many on this 
same general subject. What does the Senator from Missouri un- 
derstand to be the motive of all those European nations, then, in 
limiting the coinage of silver? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Simply because their Governments are in 
the hands of the aristocratic, the wealthy classes, and they want 
to increase the purchasing power of the dollars named in their 
bonds and securities and to dameens the selling price of all the prod- 
ucts of the world that they have to buy. 

Mr. HOAR. But my question is not exactly answered. If, as 
the Senator understands, opening the mints to the free coinage of 
silver will not decrease the purchasing power of gold at all, but 
it will remain the same—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not say it will not decrease the pur- 
chasin wer of gold. I say it will. I did not say it will not. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator claimed that the standard 
money of the country would remain of equal value—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would. 


Mr. HOAR. If we opened the mints to the coinage of silver? 
Mr. COCKRELL. It would, by silver going up and gold com- 
ing down. 


r. HOAR. Very well. Then those moneyed men and aristo- 
crats have not increased the purchasing power of the dollar of the 
country or have not affected it by closing their mints- 

Mr. COCKRELL. They would, if they were toopen their mints 
to the coinage of silver. They did affect it by stopping the 
coinage of silver. They doubled the purchasing power of every 
dollar of their securities by demonetizing silver, and they want to 
hold to it. If you will read Mr. Rothschild’s statement before the 
Berlin conference, at which the distinguished Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] was present, you will see he says: ‘‘ The low prices 
of wheat and other products is not a curse; it is not injurious to 
us.” Certainly not. I will in a moment come to that point to 
show why England wants gold monometallism. In an article 
from The Statist—— 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps, if I do not understand—I am sure that 
I do—the Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Gertainly; it is no interruption. 
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Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator to claim that the quan- 
tity of silver used in different countries as money would not be 
changed, that none of the silver of other countries would come 
here any more than there is now, by opening our mints to the free 
coinage of silver; that they would keep their silver as they have it 
now and we would keep ours as we have it now; that there would 
be no change. I donotsee,if that doctrine be true, what difference 
the limiting of the coinage of silver by the great European nations 
has made to anybody. That is my trouble. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The limiting of itis in the fact that they 
have got it asa minor coin, a legal tender for not exceeding $10, and 
the Rcthschilds are never bothered with silver. They do not have 
ten-dollar transactions, as Mr. Alfred de Rothschild said in the 
Berlin conference. He said: ‘‘ Why, we can not have full legal- 
tender silver. My house transacts business amounting to sev- 
eral million dollars at a time, and we could not have silver dollars.” 
Oh, no, that kind of money must not be made for that race and 
that class of bankers. 

Mr, HOAR. Perhaps thatis very good sarcasm on Baron Roths- 
child, if he be a baron, but it does not quite answer my inquiry. 
I understand the Senator to say that if we opened our mints to 
the free —— of silver there would be no temptation whatever 
to bring the silver from any part of the earth here; that it would 
remain as now performing its functions. To be sure there isa 
limited coinage there, but it would remain just where it is now. 
The limited coinage of silver in all those countries is the equal of 
gold at a ratio, as the Senator has just stated. I can not under- 
stand, if that proposition be true, how it is that the limitation of 
the coinage of silver in those countries or in this country 
any difference to any mortal man. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It makes all the difference in the world, as 
T have said. 

Mr, HOAR. The silver in this country now, under our limited 
coinage of silver, our five or six hundred millions, is equal to gold, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. It is quite as good. , 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. It is true that in the panic several 
years silver was 3 cent above gold in value. 

Mr. COCKRELL. tainly it was, and Secretary Carlisle re- 
fused to receive gold for it at that time. 

Mr. HOAR, understand. Iam not talking about the bul- 
lion values; I am talking about the money values. 

Mr. COCKRELL. at is it exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. The silver in this country which we have coined 
is equal in money value to gold to-day. It is equal in the other 
countries in money value to gold, where it is coined, the limited 
amount, and the silver of the world exists, that in money and that 
in the arts, withthat value. Now, lam notasking about whether 
the fact be so or not, but I take the Senator's statement. He says 
for us to o our mints to silver would not change that. 

Mr. KRELL. It would not cause that silver to come to 
our mints. 

Mr. HOAR. It would not cause it to come to this country. 
Therefore it would leave the silver of the world exactly where it 
is—unaffected. If that be so, what earth\y difference does it make 
whether the existing condition shall continue or not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are two things. Silver is a limited 
legal tender there, and in that capacity it is not a measureof value. 

r. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the coined silver is 
a full — tender there as it is here. 

Mr. SKRELL. No; I beg pardon. There are two kinds of 
coined silver. 

Mr. HOAR. It is of full legal value. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is the limited legal tender, $619,909,- 
000. That is limited in legal tender, anywhere from $2 up to $10— 
40 shillings in England. at does por any of the debts and 
obligations. Silver is not the standard and measure of value. 
The standard and measure of value in England is gold. In Ger- 
many it is the gold standard. In other nations it has been the 

ld standard. The amount of gold is the measure of value of 
the products of the world, and silver is not estimated init. There- 


fore gold has doubled in its urchasing power and silver 
= not affect prices. Gold does affect prices, and its scarcity 
oTeAses 


rices, : 
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me tosug- 
gest to the Senator from Massachusetts that the silver in this coun- 


try would perform exactly the same function if it was paper that 
it does now? 


Mr.HOAR. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. vi a no uma Precisely. Itis not treated as money of final 
at all. 

7 - TELLER. It would not measure value. 

Mr.HOAR. That is the question to another thing. 
oe y Mery which, eee 7 ating ia 

,w so very so very 

po and clear. I will state my proposition. It does not 


make any difference whether the is the standard or not wit) 
reference to this proposition. e Senator says there is in Ger. 
many and in France and in England a certain amount of sily.;. 
oe a limited amount, whether in terms it is a legal tender {), 
small sums or large—in fact, the coined silver of those countries j. 
equal in its existing value, not bullion value, but the value aft.; 
it is coined, to gold. 

Mr.GRAY. In exchangeable value. 

Mr. HOAR, In excha ble value. You can at any time talco 
silver dollars or their equivalent in this country, in England, 
elsewhere, and exchange them for corresponding gold coin .) 
equal terms. Sofarthatisagreed. The Senator saysif you wi: 
to open the mints of this country to the unlimited coinage of sil. ;. 
instead of limiting it to the limited amount of circulation };. 
there would not any more silver come to this country than t! 
is now; that the same amount of silver would remain over ther, 
because there is no temptation to bring it here. Then the silver 
of the world would be in exactly the same condition. 

Mr. TELLER. No; not in the same condition. 

Mr. HOAR. Abroad they would have it in the same conditiv, 
The silver of the world would maintain in those countries pr.- 
cisely the same relation to a that it has now, and the silver 
here would have the same tion to gold that it has now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, what earthly advantage is there in thos 
countries to the gold men, to these Rothschild demons, in m:.': 
taining their limited coinage, if away the limit does not 
change the relation between coined silver and coined gold :iii 
does not make a flow of the silver of the world to one country, t» 
the country where the coinage is unlimited from the countrivs 
where itis limited? What earthly difference does it make? That 
is my proposition. 

Mr. KRELL. Mr. President, I have explained fully that 
the silver money of the world where it is will remain there and 
will not come if we restore the free and unlimited coinage. It is 
limited in its power there. There are $679,909,000 of limited leg! 
tender silver. It is coined at the ratio of about 144 to1. There is 
much less silver in it, from 5 to 10 ce-ats less silver, and it will not 
come here. The amount of the silver as full legal tender there is 
limited. Thereis nofree coinage. Itis limited in amount. It is 
the full equal of gold there; they are using itas such; they will not 
part with it; they must have it in the character in which it is used 
now, and they must add to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Should we have any more silver cvined here than 
we have now? 

. COCKRELL. I think we should have more coined her. 

Mr. HOAR. Where would it come from? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think ps not so much would go into 
the arts and manufactures there would probably be a stimu- 
lated uction of silverin ourowncountry. The silver product 
has off in the past few years; but it would not come in an 
amount sufficient to flood the country or be more than we could 
consume as we have done in the last twenty years. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understood the Senator a little while ag., |i 
said that he did not think the amount of silver in the arts would 
be diminished 


? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I said that that which is already used in the 
arts would not come to us. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator suppose that some would «ue 
from other countriz.. to be used in the arts? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose that there would but little come. 

Mr. HOAR. Practically—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Practically it would go back to just what it 
was before. 

Mr. HOAR. It would make no substantial difference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But for the time being. Isay the mere 
fact of our ing our minis for a short time bring some 
silver to us 


del aes come, but there would be no 
—— no deluge, no 
could assimilate and absorb as money of 


from it; no more would come than we 
final payment and re- 
demption and the eyual of gold. 

Mr. HOAR. Senator understand that the stimulus to 
increased ——< of silver would have an effect which would re 
duce the value of silver? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Senator’s question? eo 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that by having ‘ie 
unlimited coinage of silver in this country there would be an i1- 
creased silver product occasioned by the stimulus for the miuins 
ver which would have an effect on the proportionate va:\le 


sil 
i COCKRELL. , 
Mr. . No; I do not think it would have any fet 
on the value. There would be a little increased produet, but 10% 


an unlimited one, because it never has been and never could be 


is, what earthly differ- 
we or do not maintain freé 
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TELLER. If the Senator from Missouri will on me & 
ats t, 1 should like to state to the Senator from husetts 
the contention of the bimetallists. It is that the standard money, 

Mich i is now everywhere (for silver in this country, what- 
a may be its relation to gold, is a subordinate money), deter- 
ps prices of products the world over. I saw that recently 
disputed in the New York Tribune, and I went to-day to look up 
what old said on the subject, and he lays that down as 

ly as his time as an unquestioned law of money. We say if 
that is true, when you open the mints to silver and make silver 
and gold equal in money functions and money privileges you 
have done exactly what you would have done if you had trans- 
muted by some all of that silver into gold. As I have 
heard the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] say, it is the poten- 
tiality of all the silver bullion in the world to perform the func- 
tions of That is what makes it. 

Mr . Now, ~ a ~—, I come 2 mt aoe. 
ictio rather a statement o . Itis remar e. wan 
dict the attention of the lawyers of the Senate toit. The objec- 
tion is that law can not increase the value of the metal in the coin. 

Mr. PALMER. I apprehend nobody disputes that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. - Thought the Senator would assert it. 

Mr. PALMER. I suppose that whenever the law furnishes a 
new empl + for a metal it increases its value. 

; COCKRELL. Oh, I did not understand the Senator. I 
beg pardon; he states the proposition correctly. But I am sorry 
that while my distinguished friend from Illinois maintains a true 
cardinal bimetallic ciple he is still following after the will- 
o’-the- and the Yack o"lanterns of the gold standard. 

Mr. PALMER, Ihave always maintained, and I repeat now 
for the benefit of my friend from Missouri, that silver may be en- 


in value ving it new uses, but I doubt whether silver 
ee as vy ble as gold, for the reason that I need not 


time to t out. 
oe : me OKMELI. Now, then, our gold monowmetallist friends 


Mr 
sneer at the 50-cent silver dollar; they tell us that the commercial 
value of the silver is only 50 cents in the dollar, and the distin- 
guished jurist and statesman, Hon. John G. Carlisle, formerly a 


ember of this body, now Secretary of the Treasury, in his gold- 
campaign of 
words: 


last year asserted upon the stump these 
establishing ratio do not affect the value of the metal contained 
ae either at home or abroad, because it is the metal— 


The metal— 
that fixes the value of the coin and not the coin that fixes the value of the 


Then, my good friend from [linois is not a full-fledged gold- 
standard advocate. Here is the gold-standard assertion, headed 
by Secretary Carlisle, and the whole procession began proclaiming 
the same doctrine, and have kept it up ever since. Silver dollars 
aredishonestmoneyintheirestimation. Legislationagainstsilver, 
they tell us, did not cause a fall in the commercial prices of the silver 


metal, nor the fall in the —— of the commodities of the world, 
nor the rise in the ing power of gold. These are most 


it that gives to gold and silver their value? Why are 
precious ae We can not eat them; we can not live on 


for foodand clothing. Wecan only wear themas ornaments. 


sf 
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They have two uses that give them any value. One is their 
use ind in the arts and manufactures. This is a limited | 


use for monetary pu 
to the free coinage of both it creates 
law for the coi of gold and silver 
demand at a fixed price, and it fixes com- 


my friend from Missouri allow me to re- 
eee ees he used a few minutes ago? I under- 
re by tro processes GU Wish cae would be the en. 

: one wo e en- 
wheste ere and other would be a depression in the 


. If you 
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do not agree with Secretary 
w for the free and unlim- 
ratio creates an unlimited 








agreed upon. Now, by law they are created into money. Money 
does not exist by nature; money is the creature of law and of law 
alone. 

Mr. President, I have numerous quotations here to sustain the 
theory that money is the creature of law; that the commercial 
value of silver was depressed and lowered by its demonetization 
and the discriminating legislation against it; that with the lower- 
ing of the price of silver followed the lowering of the prices of 
all the products of the world—real, personal, and mixed—and also 
the increased purchasing power of gold. Gold has doubled in its 
increased purchasing power, while silver has still the purchasing 
power it always has had relatively measured by commodities. 

I quote from the speech of Hon. John G. Carlisle in the House 
in 1878, who said: 


I know that the world's stock of the precious metals is none too large, and 
I see no reason to apprehend that it wil] ever become so. Mankind will be 
fortunate indeed if the annual production of gold and silver shall keep pace 


with the annual increase of populatior, commerce, and industry someting 
" 


to my view of the subject, the conspiracy which seems to have been forme 

here and in Europe to destroy by legislation from three-sevenths to one-half 
the metallic money of the world is the most gigantic crime of this or any 
other age. The consummation of such a scheme wou ltimately entail 


more misery upon the human race than all the wars, pes 


ce, and famine 
that ever occurred in the history of the world 












’ The aly | instan- 
taneous destruction of half the entire movable property « rid, inclad- 
ing houses, ships, railroads, and all other appliances fo g on com- 
merce, while it would be felt more sensibly at the momer t produce 


anything like the prolonged distress and disorganization 
inevitably result from the permanent annihilation of « 
money in the world. 

It is the truest prophecy that he ever uttered. It has been exem- 
plified ever since 1873, and to-day we are experiencing the disas- 
ters which he en would be the result of that policy. 

I want to call attention to Hon. John G. Carlisle as a lawyer and 
the representative of the honest yeomanry of Kentucky when he 
was declaring what effect law had upon money: 

With an ample currency— 


Said he in 1878— 


of society that must 


the metallic 


With an ample currency, an industrious and frugal people will speedily re- 
build their works of internal improvement and repair losses of property, but 
noamountof industry or economy on the part of the people can create money. 


Listen to that!—‘‘ can create money” 


When the Government creates or authorizes it the citizen may acquire it, 
but he can do nothing more. 


There is Hon. John G. Carlisle when he upon the floor of the 
Senate represented the honest yeomanry of Kentucky and before 


‘he was wined and dined by the Belmonts and the Rothschilds, the 


old brokers and the bond lovers of Europe and Lombard street. 

say in 1878 Secretary Carlisle announced the principle correctly. 
In 1895, when he attempted to reverse himself, he stated what is 
contrary to the whole history of the world and every legal writer 
upon the question. 

When our Government authorizes by law the coinage of gold 
and silver into our dollars of money it stamps upon the faces of 
the coined money the year of the coinage, the words ‘‘ United 
States of America” and the value of the coin; if silver, ‘‘One 
dollar,” and if gold, ‘‘ Ten dollars,” ‘‘ Five dollars,” and declares 
the legal-tender value to be the nominal or stamped value. 

Mr. President, coined dollars are then money, absolute money, 
irredeemable money, without price and of the exact value stamped 
upon their face. There is no such thing as cheap money. Cheap 
money of final payment and redemption! There is no such thing. 
Paper currency, although a legal tender, is a redeemable money. 
It is not absolute money, it is not the measure of value. It is 
redeemable, and depends upon the solvency of the Government 
issuing it. The Government may issue it to such an amount that 
it will become utterly worthless and not even worth the paper on 
which it is printed. 

Mr. GRAY. Its value depends upon the probability of its being 
redeemed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Its value depends, as the Senator from Dela- 
ware says, entirely and absolutely upon the probability of its be- 
ing redeemed. 

n 1868 the advocates of bimetallism pointed out and gave warn- 
ing of the inevitable results of demonetizing silver by any leading 
nation then using it with free and unlimited coinage. Their warn- 
ings were unheeded and scorned by the gold advocates, who re- 
fused to see the pitfall before them and madly and blindly rushed 
toward the phantom light of the gold standard, just as they are 
doing to-day, perfectly infatuated, unmindful of reason, facts, 
and arguments. 

I quote from the speech of the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
ae SHERMAN] of July 11, 1876, in the Senate. I have quoted it 

fore. The Senator knows it is correct: 

The enormous effect of the law in Germany and as a consequence the 


partial demonetization of silver coins [ suppose is felt by every man, wor 
and child who buys or sells anything. A struggle for the possession of 


if goid 
at once arose between the great nations, because anybody could see that if 
000,000 of silver coin were demonetized and $3,500,000,000 of gold coin 


made the sole standard it would enormously add to the value of gold, and the 


nan 
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Bank of France, the Bank of Engiand, and the Imperial Bank of Germany at 
once commenced grasping for gold in whatever form. Therefore, what we 
have observed recently is not so much a fall of silver as it is a rise of gold, 
the inevitable effect of a fear of the demonetization of silver. 

I quote from the letter of Senator SHERMAN of July 15, 1878, in 
which he states truths diametrically ovposite to what Secretary 
Carlisle asserted in 1895: 

Daring the monetary conference in Paris, when silver in our country was 
excluded from circulation by being undervalued, I was strongly in favor of 
asingle standard of 


old. At that time the wisest among us did not an- 
ticipate the sudden fa 


of silver or the rise of gold that has occurred. This 
uncertainty of the relation between the two metals is one of the chief a - 
ments in favor of a monometallic system, but other arguments showing the 
dangerous effect upon meen by dropping one of the precious metals from 
the standard of value outweigh in my mind all theoretical objections to the 
bimetallic system. 


I now quote from Robert Giffen, a gold-standard advocate of 

England: 

shstone: es. 
gitacke tote the intsonned earnens St gad. Tuas eo 
tent so general as we are at present ex 
crease in the purchasing power of gol 
universally, conceded. 

I want now, for the benefit of my = friend from Massachu- 
setts, to show how the English are benefited by the single gold 
standard. i quote from the London Statist, a gold-stan 
- thority, I understand, a reliable statistical paper. 
its recent issues: 

The cash value of our imports in 1895 was £416,687,000, but at the 1890 level 
of prices the value would have been no less than £597,100,000. The benefit to 
this country, therefore, from the fall in prices of foreign and colonial produce 
in 1895 compared with 1890 thus amounted to the enormous sum of , 400,000. 

Four hundred and fifty million dollars of benefit by the decreased 
prices of commodities the English people had to buy between 1890 
and 1895. But the paper goes on and says: 

On the other hand, our exports in 1895 were of the cash value of nay. —, 
169,000, whereas at the prices of 1890 the value would have been 600,000, 
peat loss of £41,500,000, due tothe fall in prices. On balance, there- 
fore, the fall ery in 1895 compared with 1890 gave a profit to this country 
amounting to about £49,000,000. 

About $250,000,000 they made by the decreased price in the com- 
modities they had to buy. England thus in the last five years 
bagged $250,000,000 net of the substance of other nations (chiefly 
of the American people) because of the decline of prices during 
the past five years. It was able to do this, first, because itisa 
creditor country, and, second, because, while its exports were 
manufactures, the stuff it bought in other lands was chiefly raw 
material. The manufacturer can always in a measure protect 
himself from eee? because if he must sell cheap he can also 
buy his raw material cheap. The loss falls heaviest upon the 
producer of primary substances, like the farmer, who begins the 
work of production and can not recoup his losses by moving back 
upon any other producer. England can not feed her people; but 
she has compelled us to give them food below the real value; she 
grows no cotton, but she has forced our planters to supply her 
mills with the staple at half price; she mines no silver, but she has 
bought for use in her Eastern trade American silver after driving 
down the price from $1.29 an ounce to 65 cents. How did she con- 
trive thus to filch from our people their substance? By inducing 
us to adopt her gold standard and enlisting in behalf of the main- 
tenance of that robber system the American press, the American 
bankers, and a great body of American citizens who do not perceive 
the true character of the et 

J. Thorold Rogers, an eminent English economic writer and 
gold advocate, in a lecture on the commercial and industrial his- 
tory of England, said: 

The fall of silver is entirely due to the cessation of silver minting and the 
abandonment of a silver standard, according to the law I laid down in an 
earlier part of this tecture, * that the dominant factor in any one of the pre- 
cious metals which determines its value is its use as currency.” 

The editor of the Encyclopedia Britannica, ninth edition, in 
summing up the varied views on money, says: 

The objection which denies the power of government to fix the relative 

e 


values of gold and silver * * may be set aside by the consideration that 
the use of the precious metals takes two forms, (a) their use as commodities; 
(d) their use as money. Since the state can influence the demand for these 
me as money, and since, therefore, it can raise the value of either of them 
by in demand, it follows that within assignable limits it can fix 
the ratio between them, and that these limits are the ratio which would sub 
sist between their values if gold were demonetized and that which would 
su if silver were demonetized. 


I quote from Mr. Alfred de Rothschild, a delegate from Eng- 
land to the Brussels Conference in 1892, to show the effect of law 
upon the price of the metals. He said: 


Gentlemen, I need hardly remind you that the stock of silver in the world 
is estimated at some thousands of millions, and if this conference were to 
break up without oe at any definite result there would be a depre- 
ciation in the value of that commodity which it would be frightful to con- 
template, and out of which a monetary panic would ensue the far-spreading 
effects of which it would be impossible to foretell. ; 


hecy was ever more 
all of prices to an ex- 
oe 2 to be referred to an in- 
is generally, and I might say almost 


rd au- 
It said in one of 


advocate has made one prediction that has been led, 
only one that has ever fulfilled. He predicted in 1892 the 
crisis which was then approaching if that conference 


I want it recorded in the annals of our | = 
should 


MaRrcn 13, 
adjourn without rehabilitating silver. It did adjourn without ro. 
habilitating silver, and the results have followed just as he sai. 

I quote now from Secretary Carlisle’s report to the House of 
Representatives of October 4, 1893, when he said: 

As is well known, on June 26 the e ected a bi) 
closing their mints against the aaa —— tee i yn ~ 
coming known there was t pressure to sell silver, and the market be. 
completely disorganized. ice in London declin 
and hh New York from 84 to 62 cents per ounce. 

Twenty-two cents per ounce fall caused by a law of India, ang 
yet in 1895 this distinguished Secretary tells the country in }\j; 
gold-standard campaign and crusade that a law establishing ¢}), 
ratio does not affect the value of the metal in the coin at home or 
abroad, because it is the metal that fixes the value of the coin, and 
not the coin that fixes the value of the metal. It isa poor catise 
which calls for such a miserable pretext of a ent. 

Certainly, then, the result of laws demon silver has been a 
fall in the commercial value of silver and a rise in the purchasing 
power and commercial value of gold, and a fall in the debt-pa ying 
power—the selling price of all property, real and personal. ~ 

Had gold been demonetized instead of silver, it would have fallen 
in commercial value as silver has, and bimetallists would be most 
strongly urging the restoration of gold to its old place, and our 
gold advocates would be silver advocates, and calling gold the 
cheap, dishonest, unsound 50-cent money. 

The gold advocates say that the commercial value of g01\1 is 
equal to its coinage value. It is true that while the purchasing 
power doubled, its commercial and coin value remained about the 
same. Why? Whatgives gold bullion a commercial value aljout 
equal to its coinage value? There can be but one answer. It is 
law, and only law. England by her law in 1816 established the 
single standard of bzr and opened her mints to its free and un- 
limited coinage at £3 17s. 104d. per ounce, and by law in 1444 re- 
quired the Bank of England to hase all gold bullion offered 
at the fixed price of 17s. 9d., 14d. less than its coined 
value. The United States, Germany, ce, and other countries 
have mints open to the free and unlimited coinage of gold at a 
fixed price. ese laws endow gold bullion with the functions of 
money and maintain its commercial value at its coin value. 

Sec Carlisle ridiculed bimetallism and the donble stand- 
ard. He declared that it was a failure here and in France: that 
it was incomprehensible to his mind; and he asked how it was 
possible to have two different legal and authoritative measures 
of the same thing in use and at same time. He forgets that 
Congress, by the Constitution, fixes the standard of weights and 
measures, and that we have exact pound weights made from iron, 
brass, lead, etc., and bushel and. on and yard measures made 
from iron, tin, wood, brass, and materials, and each weighs 
or measures the exact weight, quantity, or length indicated with 
as much precision as if all were made of gold. 

* As to the alleged failure of bimetallism, Secretary Carlisle says 
we had silver monometallism practically from 1792 to 1834, and 
practically gold monometallism from 1834 to 1873. These state- 
ments depend upon the past events. To the record of the past we 


to the alleged silver standard, 1792-1834, President Jefferson, 
on May 1, 1806, through his gy narcimy Sed State, advised the Mint 
Director that ‘‘ the President directs that all silver to be coined at 
the mint shall be of small denominations, so that the value of the 
largest piece shall not exceed half a dollar,” and assigned as a 
reason that the bank director had represented that silver dollars 
of our coi were —purchased for export. 

No more silver dollars were coined to 1835, but many millions 
of dollars in halves, quarters, and dimes, full legal tenders in 
payment of all debts, were coined, and gold and silver coins of for- 
eign mintage were legal tenders by our laws. Why, if we were 
on a silver standard, were our coined silver dollarsexported? The 
mint record shows that in a year up to 1834, except the years 
1816 and 1817, our mints coined gold ing over fifteen and 

1 i of dollars. Why was gold coined? Certainly not 


for export, and certainly for domestic use. 
As tothe dstandard, 1834-1878, themint recordsshow the coin- 
age of stan dollars in every year except 1858. Why coined? 
Certainly not for export, but for icuse. Besides the dollar 
» we coined many millions of silver half dollars, quarters, 
. legal tenders in all payments, to 1853; and by our 
laws to 1857 silver dollars of foreign mintage were also a full legal 
circulation. 


to the free and unlimited 

full legal-tender money of 

in every year except the 

of one coin and then at other times 
nor at a premium, and the busi- 

veal Her 
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aap etined in every yest from 1808 to 1874, except 
1872 and 1873. During period her mints coined 
05,189 of gold and $948,511,859 of silver. . 
‘As here, so it was in France; neither coins at a premium or dis- 
count, and neither poole nor business affected by the slight fluc- 
speculators and brokers to ship from one 
country to another. The coins were balances to each other and 
maintained a practically equal value. } 
period were very great fluctuations in the 
world’s product of silver and gold, much greater than has occurred 
,and yet they maintained a remarkably stable ratio at 
54 to 1, and were only three times above 16 to 1—16.08 to 1 
in 1808, 16.11 to 1 in 1812, and 16.25 to 1 in 1813—and never below 
Thus the ratio remained substantially what it had been 
—about 15} to 1. ¢ ; 
ccord.ng to the official records, bimetallism was not a failure 
either in the United States or France, but a decided and beneficial 
success in each country. : 

In still more conclusive proof of Secretary Carlisle's charge of 
the failure of bimetallism, I quote from the final report of the 
English royal gold and silver commission, organized in 1886, com- 
posed of twelve distinguished E statesmen, gold monomet- 
allists and bimetallists of the English stripe. I will state that this 
is a unanimous report, signed by all the members in 1888. 

the vast changes which occurred prior to 1873 in the rela- 
thetwo metals without an Sereecpeneieg disturbance in 
eir market value, it appears to us diffi to st the conclusion that 
some influence was then at work tending to steady the price of silver and to 
keep the ratio which it bore to gold approximately stable. ** 
ow, undow the date which forms the dividing line between an 
fixity in the relative value of gold and silver and one 

marked is the year woes the bimetallic system, which had pre- 
viously been in force in the nion, ceased to be in full operation. And 
we are led to the conclusion that the operation of that apoio, 
established as it wasin countries the population and commerce of which were 
erable, a material influence upon the relative value of the two 
metals. So as that system was in force, we think that, notwithstanding 
the in production and use of the two metals, it kept the market 
price of : weer steady at the ratio fixed by law between them, 
Nor he it ee »~ usa priori unreasonable to suppose that the existence 





k 
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Latin system with a ratio of 15} to 1 between the 
poate Pants i ble of keeping the market price of silver 
steady at ratio. 

The view it affect the market price to the extent to which 
there was a demand for it for currency in the Latin Union, or to 
which it was actually taken to the mints of those countries, is, we think, fal- 

I call particular attention to this: 


The fact that the owner of silver could in the last resort take it to those 
mints and have it converted into coin which would purchase commodities 
ratio of of silver to 1 of gold would, in our opinion, be likely to 


affect the price of silver in the market perelly, whoever the purchaser and 
for whatever country it was destined. It would enable the seller to stand 
out for a price to the legal ratio and would tend to keep the 


t that point. 

With these mint records and the unanimous report of this com- 
read before him or accessible to him, Secretary Car- 
lisle, in his Covington speech—and I call attention to this profound 
argument—last summer or spring, said: 

The banking and other great financial institutions, which own and hold in 
their reserves much the greater part of this gold, would at once sell it ata 
wo dollars for one, or they would exchange 
at the ratio of about 32 pounds of silver for 
each pound of gold, have the pene of silver coined into dollars at the ex- 

cheap money pay the demands of their 


I was at a Secretary of the Treasury making such an 
When Lreed it ie the I was loath to believe that 
he had actually made such a ent until I read in the press 
of substantially the same statement by other 
oe D ly Hon. William D. Bynum, of 
and others in the employ of the Sound Money League of 


New York, aeote speeches in behalf of the gold stand- 


ard, and assertions as that. 
The ae when analyzed, is, to speak mildly, absurd and 
must know there is no place in the 


world where even twenty-five millions of silver bullion, much less 
could be purchased. Think of it! We have 

opened our mints to free and unlimited coinage of the standard 
ver dollar, Secretary Carlisle tells the people that the hold- 
ed, will go out into the 
buy ver at 50 cents on the dollar, take it 

to the have it coined, and then pay off their debts and ob- 
_ it. Are all warpeopie of the worldidiots? Arethey 
silver to the mints and have 

rel ee ee contrary, sell it to the gold bankers at half 
price? eee peers 60 these to resorted to for the 
bolstering up ignis fatuus called the gold standard. 

was mints would be opened at 

once s and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 15} 
1, that would make a fixed price for silver in 

in every part of it; and no 
it for much less than that 
The history of the past tells 
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us so, andit is a strange spectacle for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury by such argument to bolster up the standard to which he has 
become a recent convert, though I admit that recent converts 
have the right to become very zealous in the advocacy of their 
new ideas:and new schemes. I donot, however, think they should 
resort to-such arguments and such stuff as that. 

The mint records and the unanimous report of the commission 
I have just read prove this as conclusively as anything to occur in 
the future can be proved by exactly similar occurrences in the 
past. 

But our gold-advocate friends have another fear. ‘‘Oh,” they 
say, ‘‘you are advocating the restoration of silver for the benefit 
of the mine owners.” How they roll that as a sweet morsel under 
their tongues—restoration of silver is for the benefit of the mine 
owners. Why? The gold advocate says, ‘‘ Because it will increase 
the price of bullion.” Increase the price of bullion? Secretary 
Carlisle, your leader, tells you that the law establishing the ratios 
does not.affect the value of the metal to be coined. It is the value 
of the metal in the coin, it is the metal that fixes the value of the 
coin, and yet you say if we restore silver the increased price of 
silver will benefit the mine owner. That is a ridiculously flimsy 
pretext. Let us stand up like men and advocate upon historical 
records and facts the policies we espouse. 

Mr. President, the degradation of silver and the discrimination 
by laws against it prevent the rise in its commercial value. It is 
idle to expect silver, degraded and discriminated against as it has 
been, to rise in its commercial value. 

Ever since the recoinage of silver dollars began in 1878 every 
President and Secretary of the Treasury has proscribed and dis- 
criminated against them. They have refused to treat or use them 
equally with gold in paying interest or principal of our coin bonds 
or even imredeeming greenback or Treasury notes, although every 
bond issued since July 14, 1870, has upon its face thesé words: 
‘**Redeemablein coin of the standard value of the United States on 
said July 14, 1870.” Germany, although with a gold standard, 
has $105,000,000 of full legal-tender silver money, coined at the 
ratio of 154 to 1, with 3 cents less silver than in our dollar. They 
use it equally with gold and do not call it a cheap, dishonest, 
50-cent dellar. They pay it out equally with gold and honor it. 

France has over $400,000,000 of silver money at the ratio of 154 
to 1, with 8 cents less silver thanin ourdollar. They use it equally 
with gold and never call it a cheap, 50-cent dollar. It is there 
used and. honored equally with gold and as the equal of gold. 

Now listen to this strange fact: From 1880 to December 31, 

1895, gold. and gold obligations were voluntarily exchanged at our 
mints for silver dollars and silver certificates to the extent of over 
$186,000,000. Here is a remarkable instance: Shortly before 
August 17, 1893, gold coin was presented to our Treasury officials 
and silver dollars asked in exchange and refused for the reason, 
as stated by Secretary Carlisle— 
That all the silver dollars in the Treasury at the time were required under 
the provisions of the laws relating to the currency to be held in the Treasury 
to cover the outstanding silver certificates and the Treasury notes issued 
under the act of July 14, 1890. 

The Secretary refuses to give silver dollars in exchange for gold 
because he’ must hold the silver dollars to redeem the Treasury 
notes, and then when the Treasury notes are presented, he chooses 
to hold on to the silver dollars and to pay the notes in gold, notin 
the silver dollars that he has hoarded in the Treasury and refused 
to exchange for gold. 

With equal propriety and assurance you might expect parents 
having two daughters to maintain them in equal standing, honor, 
and virtue when they recognize and treat the one only as honest 
and virtueus and refuse to recognize or treat the other as her 
equal or to introduce her into society, and merely give her lodging 
room and proclaim her to the world as dishonest, immoral, and 
lascivious. 

The gold advocates say we have plenty of money, we need no 
more money. If so, then I ask why, in every financial panic, does 
the clearing house in New York issue its millions upon millions of 
clearing house certificates, as it did issue in 1893 $38,000,000, and 
only recently issued some? What more conclusive proo 
that there is an insufficiency of money than this one fact? 

Secretary Carlisle and others proclaim that 90 to 95 per cent of 
the business of the world is done by checks and drafts and that 
we do not need any more money, that these answered the pur- 
pose of meney. Upon what is this assertion based? Think of it 
a minute. It is based upon confidence. You take this man’s 
check because you believe he has money in bank with which to 
pay it; you take another man’s draft because you believe you will 
get the money on it when it is presented. It is based entirely 
upon confidence. If confidence is a sufficient foundation for a 
safe, stable financial system, let us do away with gold and silver 
and paper currency, and let everybody take everybody's check, 
goto the bank with it,and have it credited there. Let us have 
confidenee—unlimited confidence. We need more irredeemable 
money ofrfinal payment and redemption. Our laws alone can 
authorize zit. e must so authorize it by our laws before the 


is there 
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le can even havea chance to earn and acquire it by industry and 
gality. They need such money, authorized by the laws of our 
nation, for the transaction of their many billions of dollars of 
domestic home business, which is 95 per cent of all their transac- 
tions, domestic and foreign. Then they can easily provide for 
transacting the 5 per cent of foreign business. 

It is silly to talk about a nati financial system resting upon 
confidence. You have seen the effect of it year by year. e 
least little excitement, the least threat of war, makes the whole 
fabric of the world resting on the gold standard tremble and shake. 
It has been done repeatedly. I will not consume the time of the 
Senate in pointing it out. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me? I do not want to in- 
terrupt him if he objects, but right there on that point I should 
like to ask him a single question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ifit be true that about 95 per cent of the exchanges 
of the world is effected without the actual use of money, what 
difference would it make in that percentage if, according to the 
Senator’s own theory, we had free coinage of silver? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The free coinage of silver would form a 
wider and broader and deeper and more stable foundation for this 
structure to rest upon, and silver would be used and silver certif- 
icates would be used more extensively, instead of bank checks 
and drafts; the whole system would be more stable and certain, 
and the banks would have a greater reserve. Therefore there 
would be less danger of the destruction of confidence than there is 


now. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that, but I only want to ask the 
Senator—because this is a very interesting point—about how much 
difference in the poooenas it would make, assuming that there 
is 95 per cent of the exchange of the world accomplished without 
the use of gold, which is recognized as the sole standard and 
measure of value—what difference in that respect would there be 
if we had silver? Would it more than double the amount of cash 
transactions? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is mere tion. I have thought 
of the question very frequently, but I do not think any man can 
tell. Take the large cities. They have become accustomed to 
making their exchanges through the clearing house in this way, 
and they will never abandon that system unless some shock comes 
to induce them to change it; but it will be different with the 
masses of the le. 

Mr. GRAY. I will not interrupt the Senator further, but he 
will see what I mean. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think I understand the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. What I mean is this, that even if it doubled the 
money of what we call final redemption, then there would be 
about 10 per cent of exchan made by hard money, leaving 90 
per cent of the exchanges to be effected by credit devices. Would 
that be sufficient to at all affect the result in regard to the finances 
of a nation or of the world? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think it would immensely. 

Mr. GRAY. Or would not the credit devices increase in pro- 
portion to this substratum of cash? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, I do not think they would. There 
would bea greater volume of money; it would bescattered among 
the people; there would be more hoarding of it. It would be 
money of final payment and ere and in caseof any emer- 
gency the Government would not have to bow the knee to Eng- 

dand beg the Rothschilds and Belmonts to come and stand 
guard over our Treasury. The people of the country would have 
money among themselves, and they would take our securities just 
as the people have donein France. When the French Govern- 
ment wanted money it would call u the people, who would 
tender twice the amount that was asked for. So her securities 
are held there, and notwithstanding her indebtedness is one of the 
largest among the principal debtor nations of the world, she has 
never suffered such financial crises as other nations have suffered, 
and she has oe through the ordeal of the copper syndicate fail- 
ure and the Panama Canal scandal, which would have paralyzed 
and broken down the gold-standard system of any other nation on 
this earth and driven it into complete panic and demoralization. 

Mr. GRAY. Have they free coinage of silver in France? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, but they have had; and their system is 
based upon the bimetallic standard, and they honor silver instead 
of dishonoring ann Snes it; they treat ié as equal to gold, and 
it has the equal confidence of the people. 

Mr. President, confidence is a sufficient foundation oo 
financial system, and our gold advocates, in the guise of 
of silver, ever since 1877 have cried for an international agree- 
ment. Conferences were held in 1878, 1881, and 1892, and in the 
unconditional repeal act we were referred to an international 


agreement. . 
International agreement presupposes the power in two, three, 

or more commercial nationh to maintain fue relative value 

between gold and silver. It is simply a question of power, and 
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those who advocate international admit, therefore, th.+ 
three or more commercial nations have the power to maintain |), . 
ratio. Then itresolves itself simply intoaquestion of power. \\ 
stand committed to bimetallism. The President and this (o)). 
gress, and the gold advocates in this , have every one 0; 
them voted for this unconditional till. Thatact, approved 
November 1, 1893, states em ically: 
And it is hereby further declared that the efforts of the Governn 
should be steadily directed to the establishment of asafe system «| 
metallism as will maintain at all times the equal power of every dollar ¢.)| 
or issued by the United States in the markets and in the payment of de); ;. 
In 1792,in our infancy, with very little over 4,000,000 popu!. 
tion, we established our constitutional bimétallic system, the \,\. 
limited coi of gold and silver upon equal terms into stan: 
money of final redemption and payment. We did not then ©»). 
sult any nation; we did not advise with any nation; we did 1. 
ask the assistance of any nation; we felt ourselves, then si:));))\ 
occupying the fringe of the — that covers the body of this 
great country to-day, the Atlantic Coast, and, only occupying t)is 
narrow strip of country, we felt our ability to establish our 0) 
financial system without asking the assistance of any other nati. 
Every self-respecting, in dent nation on this earfh esta)- 
lishes its own financial sy , and maintains it. We are the 
only nation, and I challenge a refutation of that statement. 
which has ever, since 1873, trailing around among the na- 
tions of the world ing them to come and help us to establish 
a financial system. Oh, it is and humiliating to the 
spirit of an erican citizen to hear this plea, that we must hive 
foreign alliances. What! a Democrat advocating foreign «)\i- 
ances in contravention of that cardinal principle proclaimed |y 
the immortal Jefferson, ‘“‘ Peace, commerce, and honest frieni- 
ship with all nations, and entan alliances with none.” That 
was our motto then; it was our so long as the Democratic 
party was in power, when we maintained the true bimetallic 


; im our Monroe doctrine to Great Britain, with an in 
timation of war, on the least appearance of encroachment on 
American soil, and then turn around and glorify our patrioti-n. 
and yet we meekly submit tothe establishment of the British ¢old 
standard as our financial system, binding our toiling millions in 
eternal financial bondage to her, and we call that patriotism! 

Have we the power as a nation to establish an independent 
financial system and maintain it? We had the — when we 
were only 4,000,000 strong. Wethen established that system, an 
we maintained it until it was overthrown in 1878 by the crime of 
that year. As a nation to-day we are the on this earth in 
all the elements of power, greatness, and resources. We 
have 70,000,000 , unequaled by any like number in any 
other nation on this earth, with resources untold and undevel- 
oped, with a territory extending from ocean to ocean and from 
the Lakes to the Gulf, producing everything with which huiin 
wants can be satisfied, with gold and silver in greater quantities 
than almost any other nation, with a united, patriotic, 
laboring together as one man, and y increasing more rap- 
idly than any other nation, with the of Russia, with an 
i than the ‘d’s entire foreign com- 
merce. 


I say, with this a, and ability, we can by our law restore 
the standard silver dollar tothe exact it held in our coinaze 
i act which has been fit! 


of silver upon 
of full legal tender and final payment: 10 

we can maintain it. Wo have o thoenedl resources to which w 
can resort to maintain our bimetallic system by legislation. \1 
they are amply sufficient to enable us to maintain it. Ever)» 
tary objection against the restoration of the standard silver (ir 
is a prediction, a fear, a dread, an apprehension. I challenge y 0 
ow any real, substantial argument inst the unlimited 

ver that is not based upon a jon, an apprehen- 

sion, a fear, ora dread. There is resort. 

No, Mr. President; there is no in the restoration of our 
true, constitutional, Democratic em. What 1s 
bimetallism? I answer in the of Mr. Muhleman, ¢«)) 
assistant treasurer of the United at New York, in his late 
work, Monetary Systems of the World: 

» ae Motes simply defined is meant the free and unlimited coinax’ * 
gold and silver into coins of full power. Not the mer: we 
of the double standard, but the actually mirits on the terms above 

I answer again in the language of the royal and silver com- 
mission of England in the report made in 1888: 


to must, in the view 

of or silver which may be brows) © 

part ofa his liabilities at nis ©) 
metals = 


to 
of the two at a ratio fixed by 


we demand bimetallism, we simply ask to open onr 11)» 
and unlimited coinage of the eras: metals, gold 
































of final payment and re- 
into full legal oorped it Comanen, each exactly equal 
at the coined value stamped thereon, in the payment 


eeenves eunally with gold we create an 
r silver and establish the fixed price for sil- 
own country, but also in the markets of the 
world, an the of the market or commercial and 
ing value of silver and the full legal tender of both coins of 
gold and silver as standard money of final payment of all obliga- 
tions, with the right of the debtor tochoose the coin of apenas, 
and thus prevent undue appreciation or depreciation in the money 
ment. 
Oe eee and by the historic record of the past ages we know, 
that there is no danger, no real danger in such restoration of bi- 
metallism. It is idle to call our presentsystem bimetallism. The 
system we have had since 1873 is not bimetallism. It is gold mono- 
metallism. It has been tried in the balances and found wanting. 
Lay aside your fears and your apprehensions, and let us try bi- 
metallism once again. It can not make us any worse than we 
have been you have been maintaining the gold standard, 
ever since 1898, by the use of over $262,000,000 of interest-bearing 
ae of the sound-money advocates claim that th i 
ey are in 
cae of bimetallism. What kind 6f bimetallism? The kind we 
have now. The kind that must end in gold; gold the only money 


pant and all other money, silver as well as paper, re- 
pier gold or limited in its legal-tender qualities to $10, $25, 
or $50; not a money of final payment and redemption, but a 
limited legal tender. 





very nation with the single gold standard is to-day suffering 

7 al financial , just as Secretary Carlisle a 
in 1878—low rrices for products and high prices for gold. That 
is the condition im every gold nation y. On the contrary, in 
every silver-standard country silver has not depreciated and pur- 
chases just as much of domestic products to-day as it did in 1873. 
There is no in restoring bi ism. There is not gold 
and silver enough in the world to answer the purposes of money. 
la to the records. It has 


I make that assertion . to : 
never been in ted quantities, and it can not be 
produced at the willof man. Read your histories. See the wars 
of conquest and the slaughter and the rapine which have been 
carried on for the purpose of getting gold. Read of the lives and 


the fortunes that have been wasted and destroyed in seeking after 
that has had tee eke eet dior tad it could 

were in existence to-day it would give us only $14.48 per capita. 
us only $6.34 per capita. To- 


= There never has been a nation on this earth that has ever 
gold without silver for You can 

not a 
use for If all thé and silver combined 
for four h years from 1493 to 1893 
Four hundred years’ production would give the present popula- 
and all in existence as money ieder. all 
500,000,000 of irredeemable paper 
and silver money with 


It from nation to nation, 
os a shuttlecock be- 
New York and London for the last two or three years, 
unloaded in London, not taken off the ships, but 


here. 
is noexperiment. It has been tried and sustained, 
it has been the world’s unbroken system since Abraham 
nped out of Uz of the Chaldees up to i816, when Britain es- 
tabli: ee eres Gold monometallism is purely 
a British in the fruit of British avarice and greed. Out- 
unknown until about twenty-six 
i i the 
stated by Secretary Car- 
yeomanry of Kentucky in the other 


een give silver a fair chance. 
our worse. 


are the most suitable metals for use as money 
from time immemorial 
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unknown. The annual production does not keep pace with the 
increase of population, commerce, and industry and the increasing 
demand for coined money. 

There is no possible danger that we shall ever have too much 
irredeemable money of final payment and redemption, either of 
both gold and silver or of silver or gold. Infinite wisdom and 
power has so distributed these precious metals in the earth that 
all the people combined can not find them or either of them in 
unlimited quantities or in greater quantities than they can use 
for money. Search the world’s record from the day when Adam 
and Eve were driven from the Garden of Eden, and you will not 
find a nation that has had more gold and silver, or either, than it 
could profitably use. 

Then give us back our democratic bimetallic system by restor 
ing by our laws the silver dollar to the old place it had in our laws 
prior to 1873. 

We should either establish by our own laws our monetary sys- 
tem in our interest and for our own advantage, and then maintain 
it by the many effective and amply sufficient means we possess, 
just as every other independent, self-respecting nation does, or 
else we should surrender back to old England, whose power we 
have twice defied and triumphantly repulsed, our independence; 
confess our incapacity for self-government and place ourselves 
under her selfish and avaricious guardianship and protection; 
haul down “ Old Glory,” our star-spangled banner, the c! n em- 
blem of the free and the brave, waving in honor, glory, and power 
over the greatest nation of people on earth; hoist in its stead the 
royal standard, and cry aloud, *‘ Long live the Queen of Great 
Britain and Empress of India.” 

Mr. PUGH. I give notice that on Monday, after the routine 
morning business, I shall ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to address it on the substitute of the Finance Committee to 
the House tariff bill. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, March 16, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 13, 186. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

George H. Newman, of Fayetteville, Tenn., to be agent for the 

Indians of the Colville Agency, in Washington. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

William H. Anderson, of Shelbyville, Ky., to be register of the 

land office at Enid, Okla. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

First Lieut. Thomas N. Wood, of the Marine C 
captain. 

Second Lieut. Rufus H. Lane, of the Marine Corps, to be a first 
lieutenant. 


orps, to be 


a 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be second lieutenants, infantry arm. 

Candidate Sergt. Joseph Drips, Troop D, Eighth Cavalry. 

CandidateSergt. William F. Creary, Company C, Third Infantry. 

Candidate Corpl. Edward T. Hartmann, Company H, Seventh 
Infantry. 

Candidate Corpl. Howard W. French, Troop I, First Cavalry. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Anson E. Chamberlain, to be postmaster at Dalton, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Albert B. Dresser, to be postmaster at Needham, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Frank P. Dunlap, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

Edward A. Ellis, to be postmaster at Newton Center, in 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

F. Horton Johnson, to be postmaster at Vineyard Haven, in the 
county of Dukes and State of Massachusetts. 

Oella C. Munch, to be postmaster at Yellow Springs, 
county of Greene and State of Vhio. 

A. M. Kissinger, to be postmaster at New Carlisle, in the county 
of Clark and State of Ohio. 

Elmer E. France, to be postmaster at Kent, in the county of 
Portage and State of Ohio. 

J hine J. Gaffney, to be postmaster at Los Gatos, in the 
county of Santa Clara and State of California. 

Thomas Fox, to be postmaster at Sacramento, in the county of 
Sacramento and State of California. 

Catherine Riley, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Warren and State of Ohio. 


the 


in the 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 18, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
STEAMER MATTEAWAN. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 4698) to provide an Ameri- 
can rey for the steamer Matteawan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Asturian Prince, owned 
by Charles W. Hogan, a citizen of the United States, to be registered as a 
vesse! of the United States under the name of Matteawan. 

Szo. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause the inspection of said vessel, steam boilers, steam pipes, and 
their appurtenances, and cause to be granted the usual certificate issued to 
steam vessels of the merchant marine without reference to the fact that said 
steam boilers, steam pipes, and a aan were not constructed pursu- 
ant to the laws of the United tes, and were not constructed of iron 
stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests in the inspection of said boilers, 
steam epee, and appurtenances shall be the same in all respectsas tostre 
and ‘ety as are required in the inspection of boilers constructed in the 
United States for marine purposes. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the report on this bill was read 
some two or three weeks ago. The bill was objected to because 
it did not appear that the repairs on this vessel had been com- 
pleted. The case comes under all the requirements of the statute, 
except that the vessel was not wrecked in American waters. She 
was wrecked in the West Indies. The repairs cost over $50,000, 
and the purchase price was $10,000. The repairs have been com- 
pleted, as shown by affidavits before the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CITIZENSHIP OF MARINE ENGINEERS, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr.8 er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the mer- 
chant marine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the 
efficiency of the Naval Reserve. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended to read as follows: 

“Suc. 4131. Vessels registered pursuant to law, and no others, except such as 
shall be Set Genet according to law for carrying on the c or fishing 
trade, shall be deemed vessels of the United States and entitled to the bene- 
fits and privileges appertaining to such vessels, but no such vessel shall enjo 
such benefits and privileges longer than it shall continue to be wholly own: 
by a citizen or citizens or a corporation of the United States and be com- 
manded by a citizen of the United States. And all the officers of vessels of 
the United States shall in all cases be citizens of the United States. The word 
“ officers” shall include the chief engineer and assistant engineers on vessels 
propelled wholly or in part by steam, and no person s q be- 
come an officer of a merchant vessel of the United States who is not a native- 
born ss or whose naturalization asa citizen shall not have been fully 
completed. 

All licenses issued to officers of steam vessels shall be graded in accord- 
ance with the laws governing the steam vessel inspection service, and no 
license for a higher grade s be issued except pen written application by 
the holder of a license, which application shail not be nted unless the ap- 

ylicant shall have successfully an examination before a seney au- 

horixed board of examiners as to his qualifications to be an officer of the 
advanced e. nor until such applicant shall have served under his <—e 
license at least twelve months prior to his application for advancement; an 
no license shall be suspended or revoked except upon ¢ duly rred 
in writing, verified and oaeroess before an officer authorized to ad- 
minister an oath, and sustained by the Supervising Ins: eral after 
an investigation of the charges, in which the accused s be allowed coun- 
sel and may testify in his own behalf; and in no case shall the accused be 
deprived of his license until a charge of incompetency or unfitness 

shall be sustained by the Supervising Inspector-General. 

“Tie examination of an applicant for a license of a higher grade shall take 

place within ten days after such time as the a — — uest. 
ve years, but holder of a 


“Every license issued shall be for a term o 
license may have tke same rene for another five years at any time before 
its expiration: Provided, however, any officer holding a license and who 
is engaged in a service which necessitates his continuous a! from 
United States may make application in wri 
the same to the board of local with a statement 
= before a consul or other officer of the United States auth 


ran oath, setting forth the reasons for such “Sra 


upon 
the same the board of local inspectors that, 0 y issued such 
lrenew the same for one additional term of such license, and shall 
pplicant of such renewal. 

CC war of other emergency an rson who shall a license 
as engineer of a steam vessel shall be su to temporary into the 
Navy of the United States to act as neer under such pe eg ag le 
be established by the Secretary of the Navy; and while serving in the na 
service of the United States such person shall be entitled to receive the same 
Fae Fee Semenentn 08 on Cee PSOE SE Se are 
milar u ies.”’ 

Sno. 2. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with this aekare hereby re- 
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The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries reco). 
mended the following amendments: 

In line 12, page 1, after the words “ United States,” insert the words «, 
corporation of any State thereof.” “ re 

Strike out lines 7 and 8, page 2, and insert “‘ citizen of the United States » 

At the end of line 8, page he 5 

“All the officers of vessels of the United Statesshall be citizens of the | nitoq 
States, except that in cases where, on a fore voyage, or ona voyage from 
an Atlantic to a Pacific port of the United States, any such vessel is {. ,1,y 
reason deprived of the services of an officer below the grade of master. 1, 
place, or a vacancy caused by the promction of another officer to such ))!,,. 
may be supplied by a person not a citizen of the United States until t)\.. ‘).: 
return of such vessel to its home port; and such vessel shall not be lial). to 
any penalty or poeae tax for such employment of an alien officer.” 

t the end of ne + nage 6. 88 : 
“Sxzc. 3. This act 1 effect on and after January 1, 1897." 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr.8 er, I can make a brief statement to the 
House concerning this bill. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, without op. 
once will be allowed to make a statement of the nature «f the 


i 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to require 
that engineers and assistant engineers on vessels under an A)))eri- 
can registry shall be citizens of the United States. 

Previous to 1884 the law authorized the employment of aliens as 
engineers and assistant engineers on American vessels. By the 
act of 1884 an amendment was made requiring that all officcrs of 
American vessels should be citizens of the United States. ang 
under that law the Department immediately issiied a 
circular, stating that the former statute providing that aliens 
might be employed as engineers had been repealed, and that the 
law now required all such engineers to be citizens of the United 
States. That was the interpretation of the Department fromm is4 
down to 1893, when a new interpretation was made about the 
time that the steamers New York and Paris received American 
registry. On the New York and Paris imeers and assistants 
were employed who were not citizens of the United States. Nearly 
all of them immediately took steps to become citizens of the United 
States, and I think all who so took steps can become citizens before 
the ist of Jan , 1897. The object of the bill, as I say, is to pro- 
vide that all engitoors and assistant engineers on American yes- 
sels shall be ci of the United States. We have postponed 
the date when the bill shall take effect until the ist of January 
next, in order to allow the assistant engineers on the Puris, \vw 
York, St. Louis, and St. Paul to become citizens of the United 
States on or before that date. 

Mr. LOUD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will wait until I complet: my 
statement I shall be very glad to answer his question. 

Mr. LOUD. Itis t on the point you are talking about. 

Mr. PAYNE. The law, as of course all the members of the 
House are aware, provides that in case of war these vessels can 
be taken and as auxiliaries to the Navy, and of course it is 
very important, not only in the time of war, but previous to that 
time, that all these engineers should owe allegiance to the United 
States. If we had an who was a foreign citizen, or an 
assistant engineer who was a foreign citizen, a very slight acci- 
dent might ruin the machinery of either one of these ves-els. The 
committee deem it wise, therefore, to make this provision at the 
earliest date possible and practicable at which these enzincers 
might become American ci . The International Navigation 
Company, owners of this American line, were heard before the 
committee, and the principal objection they had against the bill 
was that it would take effect at once and embarrass thei. We 
amended it to conform to their views in this matter, s: that 1t 
shall take effect January 1, 1897. The other amendment to the 
first section is simply a of the present provision 
of law with reference to that item in the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I like to ask the gentleman 
from New York if, in his the construction given this law 

much in the decision of 1893? 
. Ido not see how any lawyer can read the law of 
other statutes of the United States in referenv: to the 
officers = — vessels, — bly ree 4 as it wes 
constru Secretary Treasury in 1893, and the presen 
= the Treasury, and also the Attorney-Genera!. _ 
. LOUD. This carries out the intent of the law: 

Mr. PAYNE. * think the law to-day, by its plain intent. was 
correctly construed from 1884 to 1893, in requiring that thes: men 
should be considered as officers of vessels, and should be retired 
to be citizens of the United States. ; 

made in reference to the licenses of 


license end with a term of five years, 
, and the away of the license In 
engineer should become eee, and ‘a provision for 
at the end of five years. There is also a further provsion 
‘t enacts into law what I ns is — 
Department, that w an enginee 
and he is in a f port, that he 
can go before a consul and by presenting proof of competency, LY 
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otherwise, the papers can be forwarded to the inspector 

affidav'd his license can be renewed for a ee of five years only. 
DINGLEY. I understand from the statement of the gen- 
tleman from New York that the general law of register as it now 
exists, and which is now reci in this bill, is unchanged, but 
that the only change that is made in the law is ifically to in- 
clude engineer? and assistant engineers and the rs, who must 

citizens. 
ir PAYNE. There is one other change that I meant to speak 
about, and that is the provision of law that makes these engineers 
subject to draft in aed toexte the United States in case of war. 
. DING 





LEY. And toextend the period of licenses from two 
years to five That is the only difference? 
Mr, PA Yes. 
Mr. DINGLEY. There is no other change? 
Mr. PAYNE. There is not. 


Mr. MERCER. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York if 
the extension of the time at which this bill shall take effect until 
the ist of January is on the theory that we have no American citi- 
zens who are competent to act as engineers on these vessels? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; but the men who are engaged on the 

the Paris are men who had been there for many 
When the —— was made, and some of them before, 

i for first papers in order to become citizens 

of the United States, and they are old and trusted employees upon 
these vessels. And the changes met the a proval of the engineers 
1) as the a al of the American Line. 
. MERCER, Does the gentleman recollect that when the 
St. Louis, as good as any ship which flies an English flag, made 
her first trip across the Atlantic some distinguished English citi- 
gens were on board, and one of them a temporary resident of the 
city of Washington, and because he saw fit to make a voyage in 
an American-built ship was severely criticised by the British press 
for doing 


so? 
Mr. PAYNE. I think I saw something of that kina in the pa- 
I do not know whether that is an argument in favor of 
is bill or not. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The amendments 


e 
¢ 


e recommended by the committee were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

si and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, 


On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of another bill. 

SS I desire to proceed with the case of Aldrich 


Mr. LOUD. I desire to make a report. 
Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman will yield a moment. 


TONNAGE TAX. 


Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2672) concerning tonnage tax. 
The bill was as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 11 of chapter 421 of the laws of 1886, as 
cmendey Oe. searen, 1 of shagter @ of the ws of 1888, be, and is hereby, 


“Seo. 11. 14 of ‘An an act to qemave cqstats burdens on the 
marine and American aren carrying 
ae P approved June 26, 1884, be, and is hereby, 
of the tax on tonnage of Bounta por ton per annum 


1, 1884, a duty of 2 cents per ton, not to exceed in the ag- 


is hereby =e at each entry on all 
> 
ted States from any for- 
tral America, the West India Islands, 
f£ South America bor- 
waiien Islands, or Newfoundland. A 
r ton per annum, is hereby 
shail be entered in the United 
however, to include vessels in dis- 
and 4224 and so much of section 
section are hereby re- 


chapter 421 of the laws of 1886 and section 4232 of the 


take effect one month after its passage. 
, the object of this bill is to repeal 
1 in reference to the tax under 
; the flag of the Netherlands and also 
are now ee et tt 
made by those nations to 
and their ports. 
that is, the trans- 
cents a ton a year, and the 
in the American trade, plying between the 
© 3 cents for five , or eres oon 
; peal te repel. the reck r provi- 
i the tax on American 
with the Americas— 
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from 8 cents a ton to 2 cents, or from 15 cents per ton per year to 
10 cents per ton per year. As I said, the principal countries now 
enjoying this reciprocal provision are Germany and the Nether- 
lands. The amount of exemption to these two countries is 
$80,000 a year, which the United States would receive—and which, 
by the way, goes toward the support of the marine hospitals, over 
that—which they donot nowreceive. This agreement under which 
this reciprocal arrangement went into effect has saved to the 
United States vessels some $600 or $700 a year, while it has saved 
to the German vessels and to the vessels of the Netherlands some 
$80,000 a year; or, in other words, the benefit is almost entirely to 
the owners of foreign vessels and vessels sailing under a foreign 





g. 

Mr. CANNON. How does the gentleman propose to cure that? 

Mr. PAYNE. I propose now to charge the same tonnage tax 
on German vessels and vessels from the Netherlands that we 
charge to vessels from Great Britain and other countries having 
vessels engaged in the transatlantic trade. 

Mr. CANNON. Does that violate any treaty? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; the matter has received the attention of the 
Administration and of several Administrations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. . There never was any treaty upon this subject. 
It is simply legislation on our part. 

Mr PAYNE. There is no treaty such as the gentleman sug- 
gests. Our treaty was with reference to the trade with Brazil. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from New York permit 
a question? 

fr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do I understand from the gentleman that it 
is proposed to reduce the tonnage tax on the coastwise carrying 
trade? 

Mr. PAYNE. The proposition is to reduce the tonnage tax on 
the trade between our ports and the West Indies and the South 
American ports, and shee between our ports and Canadian ports 
on the lakes, from 3 cents to 2 cents a ton. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the object of that? 

Mr. PAYNE. Simply to favor that commerce. The change 
does not make a very large reduction in the amount of revenue. 

Mr. MecMILLIN. What reduction does it make? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not state the amount at this moment, but 
I will give the gentleman the estimate from the report before I 
take my seat. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to know the aggregate reduc- 
tion of revenue that this change would make, and also whether 
this legislation has been recommended by the Treasury Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill is recommended by the Commissioner 
of Navigation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What about the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. PAYNE. 14do not know whether the Secretary has con- 
firmed that recommendation or not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has he been called upon for an opinion? 

Mr. PAYNE. The recommendation of the Commissioner of 
Navigation was contained in the Commissioner’s annual report, 
which passed through the Secretary’s hands, but Ldo not know 
that the Secretary has in so many words expressed himself in 
writing in favor of the measure. 

In regard to the question of our treaty obligations, I will say, in 
the first place, that President Cleveland in 1895 reviewed this sub- 
ject in his annual message, and came to the conclusion that such 
a change would not violate any treaty. The United States cir- 
cuit court, in the caseof the North German Lloyd Line vs. The Col- 
lector of New York, a case which the North German Line never 
appealed, so that it must be taken as acquiescing in the decision, 
the court in that case decided that this discrimination was not in 
conflict with the ‘“‘most favored nation” clause of any treaty 
obligation. Mr. Blaine, as Secretary of State, in 1892 held the 
same opinion, and in support of it he cited the opinion of Attorney- 
General Garland given in 1885. So it will be seen that the exec- 
utive authorities of the Government that have examined this ques- 
tion, as well as the courts, have held that no violation of any treaty 
obligation is involved. 

Mr.CANNON. This bill,if I understand the gentleman. places 
the Netherlands and Germany upon the same footing as other na- 
tions in this respect? 

Mr. PAYNE. Upon exactly the same footing. 

Mr. CANNON. I have an indistinct recollection that years ago 
we appropriated to refund tonnage tax paid by Belgium. is Bel- 
gium now on all fours with the rest of the world in this respect? 

Mr. PAYNE. Belgium now pays the tonnage tax, and the 
American lines plying between New York and Philadelphia and 
Antwerp pay the tonnage tax. The gentleman’s question suggests 
one of the inequalities of the present system. 

We have an American line sailing from New York to South- 
ampton and there are two German lines, the North German- 
Lloyd and the Hamburg-American, sailing from German ports 
to New York, but stopping at Southampton to take on and unload 
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passengers and freight. Those German lines have all the ad- 
vantages of competition with the American line between New 
York and Southampton, while at the same time they are exempt 
from the tonnage tax and the American line has to pay the full 
tonnage tax. A like inequality exists between the situation of 
the vessels of the (American) International Navigation Company 
plying between New York and Antwerp and coming in competi- 
tion with the Netherlands line running from New York to Am- 
sterdam and Rotterdam, the Netherlands line being exempt from 
the tax and our vessels having to pay it. 

Mr. CANNON. Then this legislation, if enacted—I am asking 
only for results—will put other nations upon an equality with 
each other in this matter and will also put the United States upon 
full equality with every other nation? 

Mr. PAYNE. Every nation will be on an equality in this re- 

ct. The vessels of all nations will pay the tonnage tax. 

Mr. CANNON. Will that result in an increase or a decrease 
of revenue? 

Mr. PAYNE. There will be an increase of something over 
$80,000, and the decrease on account of reducing the tonnage tax 
on the American coastwise trade—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. The near-by foreign trade. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; the decrease on account of that change of 
the law will be about $7,000 a year. 

Mr. CANNON. So that the net increase of revenue will be 
about $72,000? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; above $70,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. After this reduction is made in the coastwise 
tonnage tax, will there be sufficient revenue from this source to 
— the marine hospitals? 

r. PAYNE. Yes; because the net increase under this bill 
will be upward of $70,000, 

Mr. McMILLIN, Then, taking it all together, this will be aself- 
sustaining service. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Commissioner of Navigation anticipates 
that there will be an increase of $100,000 of revenue, but even 
upon the basis of the present figures it is clear that there will be 
over $70,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of 
the aos titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 

uested: 

A bill (S. 2114) establishing gas buoys in the St. Lawrence 


River; 

A bill (S. 2489) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver 
obsolete or unserviceable cannon balls to any of the National 
Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 

A bill (8. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Calumet River; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 91) providing for the adjustment of ser- 
tain claims of the United States against the State of Tennessee and 
certain claims of the State of Tennesseeagainst the United States; 

A bill (S. 1922) creating an art commission of the United States, 


and for other purposes; 

A bill (8.2461) to grant lands to the State of Alabama for the 
use of the Industrial School for Girls of Alabama and of the 
Tuske Normal and Industrial Institute; 

A bill (8S. 2307) to provide increased accommodations for the 
second division of the equity court of the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; 

. A bill S = to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 
pr ings, 0.5 

A bili (S. 1460) for the construction of a steam revenue cutter 
for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters; 

‘ A bill (8S. 460) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 


eceased; : 4 

A bill (S. 1632) to permit owners of claims to iron and coal 
mines on forest reservations of the United States to their 
title thereto and to procure a patent therefor, and for other pur- 


poses; 
A bill (S. 718) for the relief of the legal representatives of Chaun- 
cey M. Lockwood; 
A bill (S. 1590) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell; 
A bill (8. 2262) to provide for the further distribution of the re- 
ports of the Supreme Court and of the circuit courts of appeals; 
A bill (S. 94) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt; and 
A bill (S. 2176) granting a pension to Thomas Pollock. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed y:\;)). 
out amendment bills and a joint resolution of the following ¢;;),. 

A bill (H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled *\\), .,; 
to define the duties of pension agents, to prescribe the man). ; 
paying pensions, and for other purposes,” approved July x. 
and now being section 4784, Revised Statutes of the United s1.;.. 

A bill (H. R. 573) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Eliza) 
Jack, and Matilda W. Jack; 

A bill (H. R. 7137) to provide for printing for the Navy D 
ment; 

A bill (H. R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a brides 
across the Mississippi River in the county of Aitkin, Stato ¢¢ 
Minnesota; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval ()).+s 
John P, J. Ryan, John R. Morris, and Chester Wells; and 

A bill (H. R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahom, 
Southern Railway Company to construct ard operate a rail.) 
through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, ani (.; 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had pass«! \i:), 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing the Arkansas Nt); 
western Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory; in which the concurrenc 
House was requested. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Prr- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles: : 

nm March 2, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 4153) to grant to Fort Smith and Western Coal 

h ilroad Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, 


and for other epee 

An act (H. R. 5474) to provide for the extension of the time 
within which suits may be brought to vacate and annul Jand jat- 
ents, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) calling upon the Secretary of 
War for certain information in relation to the harbor at Mauito- 
woc, in the State of Wisconsin. 

On March 4, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley: 

An act (H.R. 147) | et ag @ pension to George W. Case, late 
private Company B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry; 

An act (H. R.3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane Dulany. 

On March 6, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 4043) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, is; 

- An act (H.R. 3537) making appropriations for the payimeut of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; 

An act (H.R. 3962) to authorize the construction of a briiye 
across Lake St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas; 

An act (Hi. R. 4779) relating to the anchorage and movem«nts of 
vessels in St. Marys River. 

On March 7, 1896: 

An act (H.R. 3982) granting to Lincoln Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Hope Valley, R.1., 1 condemned cannon; «'» 
to the Woman's Relief Corps, of Taylorville, Ill., 4 condemned 
cannon and 4 condemned cannon balls for the purpose of decort- 
ing a soldiers’ monument lately erected there by said corps: and 
also to the town of Newton, in the State of New Jersey, | pieces 
of condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls for the decoration of 
the new soldiers and sailors’ monument in that town; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 65) to authorize Lieut. Sidney 5. Jor- 
coaine Sst NINE EEE We eiosent mnodals from the 

surgeon, , to accept medals from the 
British Government. ‘ 

On March 11, 1896: : 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 108) directing the Secretary of Wor to 
submit estimates for work upon Newtown Creek, New York. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
Underclause2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was tin 
the "s table and referred by the Speaker as follow: 
mat (S. 666) to amend section 4829 of the United States be 
tatu 


medical tes, — surgeons, assistant surgeons, and o\ ier 
officers of the National Home for Disabled Volust«t 
Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


THOMAS JOHNSON. 


Mr. BERRY. 1 ask unanimous consent for the present «>! 
eration of the bill (H.R. 365) to fix the date of the discharse vf 
Thomas Johnson. 











1896. 





The bill was read, as follows: a ae 
it enact Secre oO ar be, and he ereby, author- 
xd tc px iholaat ofthe tse of ‘Thomas Johnson, Company L. Seventh 
joes tacky Cavalry, at November 10, 1862. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to have some ex- 
nation of it. 
Mr. BERRY, 
the enemy during 
from the service, 
roll of his company, 


Thomas Johnson was captured and paroled by 
August, 1862. Subsequently he was discharged 
having been severely injured. On the muster 
dated December amen a is oe ares 
“Di a private,at Camp Lew Wallace.” e soldier hav- 
eee in a road wreck, the War Department 
records have been diligently but unsuccessfully searched in order 
to ascertain the date of his discharge. It being apparent to the 
committee after examination that the discharge was in the latter 

rt of the year 1862, this bill has been reported in order that by 
vt of Congress we may officially fix the date, which the War De- 
partment, in the absence of official records, can not do. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Has the bill been favorably 


eT ERRY. Yes, sir; by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The re is here. : c 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to hear it read. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the report will be 


eS report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read, as follows: 


mmi on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
ae the Gate of of Thomas Johnson, having had the same un- 
der consideration, would report it back with an amendment and recommend 


that it do pass. 
the records of the War Department that Thomas Johnson 
a po = a 5, 1862, and mustered into service August 18, 1862, as a 
private in Company L, Seventh Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, toserve three 
He was captured and 


years. He paroled by the enemy during the month of 
August, 1862 (the 


date not stated). The muster roll of the company, 
dated ent 1862, is the only roll on file on which ‘is name is borne, 
and he is reported thereon, “ & private, at Cainp Lew Wallace.” 


ted search has been made of all records on file in the War Depart- 
sont to afford information as tothe date and cause of the soldier's dis 
charge, pot nothing has been found sho by whose authority, for what 
reason, or as of what date he was disc . In statements submitted to 
the Department, with a view to establishing date and cause of discharge, the 
soldier declared that at the time of his capture he had been injured by the 
fall of his horse; that he was then sent to p Lew Wallace, and was there 
examined medical officers, who pronounced his injuries incurable, and 
that he was from the service. 

A variance appears in respect to the alleged date of the discharge, as in some 
instances it is stated to be in the early of November, 1862, and in tho 
others the month of January, 1863. In view of the contradictory statements 
made by the soldier, and the 
cause of discharge, it was unable to arrive at any definite con- 
clusion in the matter, except that it is evident that he was discharged on some 
date prior to December 31, 1862. 


It is apparent that soldier was discharged the service some time in the 
latter part of but that, owe to the loss of his discharge in a railroad 
wreck, and the al of other record showing the date of such dis- 
charge, the only method w such date can be supplied would be the 
passage of the 


Your committee are satisfied that the relief should be granted, and submit 
the following amendment: 

Strike out the word “tenth,” in line 5 of the printed bill, and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twentieth.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to strike out “tenth” after the word ‘“‘ November” and insert 
“twentieth,” See to. 

The bill as was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, BERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 


Sy be discharged from the further 
postal service, the 


4808) to increase the efficiency of 
the Julliciary iiss Seeteiee oxy to the Commit- 

on . g any criticism on the 
reference, I will state that the bill is of a semijudicial character, 


iving additional powers to inspectors; and therefore 
the Judiciary Committee properly take charge of the 


measure. 
The jecti 
ol See In eae absence of ehjection, the change of 
There was no objection. 
7 ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DANTELS. Iask now that the House proceed with the con- 


case of Aldrich vs. Robbins. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up the 
case. 
Mr. . Lrise toa inquiry. This 


. parliamen 
bee is it not in order under Rule XXVI to move to go 
= the to consider bills on the Private Cal- 
endar? a the Chair upon the question whether that 
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| with judicial spirit and without partisan feeling in the c 
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motion is not now in order. Of course I do not feel like making 
it, but I hope the chairman of the Committee on Claims or the 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims will do so, 

The SPEAKER. The Chairdoes not think that business would 
be in order as against an election case, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Therule is very emphatic in saying that— 





Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consider ate 
business unless otherwise determined by the House 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a question of privilege 
would override that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The House, however, could, I pi 18 


postpone the question of privilege, and then a motion would be in 


order to proceed to the Private Calendar, if either of th 
men | have indicated would make it. 
The SPEAKER. Unquestionably the question of consideration 


can be raised on an election case 
raise it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


if any gentleman wishes to 


Isimply desired that the chairman of one 


of these committees should make the motion that we pro d to 
the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. If neither 
of them sees fit to do so, of course I shall not undertake to do it 
myself, 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH VS. RO Ss. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York |Mr. Dan- 


IELS] calls up the pending contested-election case. 

Mr. DANIELS. The arrangement is that the gentlem 
Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore] shall now make the closing 
on behalf of the contestee. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker,it should not be, but it is ask- 
ing a great deal to request of members of the House of Repre- 
tentatives to divest themselves of all partisan feeling and to devote 
so an election contest that judicial temper which was promised to 
the House in the early part of the session on the part of gentlemen 
of the majority who have control of our proceedings. It would 


n trom 
argument 


| perhaps be a vain hope and one requiring too much of confidence 


that would impel us to believe that every gentleman would act 


a- 
! 


tion of the question now before the Honse. The fact has alread 
been made manifest to us that many gentlemen have not cared to 
inform themselves about the real issues involved in this contest. 
The array of empty seats on the Republican side which glared be 
fore the view of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Georgia |Mr. BARTLETT], yesterday throughout the whole 
of his able argument in behalf of the contestee, when not more 
than a dozen Republicans honored him with their presence, to say 
nothing of attention, is evidence that at least some people on that 
side of the House do not care tohear what may be said on our side 
of the question. 

And yet I state it to be my belief that there is not a gentleman 
on that side of the House outside of the Committee on Elections 
No. 1 who has ever read the record in this case, and the statement 
is equally applicable to this side. 1do not criticise gentlemen for 
not having done so. Ido not make this statement as censure, 
because I realize that it is utterly impossible for Representatives 
to attend to their other legislative duties and at the same time 
devote themselves to studying the voluminous records in all the 
contested elections pending before the House. 

I could not expect it. I do not believe that there are a dozen 
gentlemen on the other side of the House who have read the two re- 
ports of the majority of the Committee on Elections or the views of 
the minority in this contest. I understand, of course, that this isa 
gratuitous statement, but I say what I believe to be a fact. Gen- 
tlermen are given too much to following leaders upon all of these 
questions. All I have a right to ask of the Democrats on this side 
of the House, and even to as great an extent of the Republicans 
on the other side of the House, is that they at least give attention 
to the case now and endeavor to ascertain as much of the truth of 
the issues involved as may be possible from an attentive hearing 
of the arguments of gentlemen who have made it their business 
to inform themselves upon the record. 

If, Mr. Speaker, it is the purpose of the House, without any un- 
derstanding whatever of the issues involved here in a contest, to 
unseat a member who holds his certificate from the governor of 
his State and reverse the findings of sworn officers without refer- 
ence to anything whatever except partisan declamation on the 
floor of the House, I can not prevent it, but I must at least protest 
against it. I am aware, sir, of the difficulties which environ me 
in this case. Iam admonished by the temper the House has al- 
ready evinced and by circumstances to which I have already 
referred that we can not hope, perhaps, that the question will be 
decided by the deliberate and intelligent judgment of the House, 
but that members will be led by blind partisanship in the determi 
nation of the matter; but I can not for that reason forego the 
formance of my duty in trying to have it otherwise. 

I appreciate the difficulties which confront me at the threshold 
not only by reason of the circumstances that I have already na 
rated, but I realize the difficulty that any man must encounter 
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who comes before a deliberative body in support of a case in which 
is involved a question of fraud, and where he admits fraud to 
exist. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not intend that gentlemen in the discussion 
of this question shall put me in a position of trying to defend fraud. 
The arguments of gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
on yesterday, the logical result of the arguments advanced, is an 
effort to put us of the minority in the position of trying to defend 
fraud in connection with this case. I want to say that not one of 
us has done so and not one of us will do so, and I take the occasion 
here to assert that I abhor fraud, I detest it, and I go to the full 
length with the gentlemen who in their heat during the course of 
this discussion have expressed their denunciation of fraud in con- 
nection with this election. And neither privately nor officially 
— I ever consciously give my support to it either here or else- 
where. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what is the question which confronts us? 
Will gentlemen endeavor to get down to the issues of this case 
and give it a judicial and impartial consideration? Will they en- 
deavor, for one brief moment, to divest themselves of prejudice? 
Will they endeavor to constitute themselves judges, impartial 
judges, acting under the influence of a desire to maintain the in- 
tegrity of the House and of our institutions, as well as to keep 
intact the purity of the ballot box? If the question is whether 
there was fraud in the election in the Fourth district of the State 
of Alabama in the election held in 1894, if that is the only ques- 
tion presented for our consideration here, I might as well take 
my seat, because we have admitted that upon the record. If the 
question is whether or not, as stated by my distinguished friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] on ee that for a gener- 
ation that district has been the field of fraud in elections, and 
particularly the county of Dallas, then I might as well withhoid 
any remarks I may see proper to make, for lam notinformed upon 
that from the record. If the question before the House is, dd 
Gaston Robbins, the contestee in this case, stand, in the manner 
facetiously described by my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
LINNEY] from North Carolina on yesterday, silently by and fail to 
take any testimony in connection with the case; if, forsooth, be- 
cause he has elected to rely wholly upon the evidence taken by 
the contestant, and because of that fact the case is to be disposed 
of to his detriment, then we have no day in court. If it is to be 
summarily decided upon the statements of gentlemen who are 
members of this House, their own gratuitous statements, that all of 
the negroes of the South are Republicans, and therefore that Rob- 
bins could not have obtained any negro votes in that district, then 
I need not proceed further with the discussion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to protest against each of these views 
of the case. These are not the questions confronting us. The 
question is presented to us as judges; the question is er to 

‘ou as men, as sworn officers of the Government, to determine the 
ue according to law, because that is involved in the oath that 
every member takes who assumes the solemn responsibility of 
representing a constituency in the American Congress. The ques- 
tion is, is this contestee, who holds the seat, entitled on the facts 
set forth in this record, in view of all of the evidence, even in view 
of fraud admitted and proven, entitled to retain the seat and rep- 
resent his constituents upon this floor? 

Not as a matter of personal right to him; not as to the personal 
rights of the contestant, but in recognition of the rights of the 

eople of the Fourth district of Alabama to be represented here 

y the man for whom a majority of the votes not fraudulent 
have actually been cast in the election held for that purpose. We 
have no personal feelings in this matter. Wecannot have. The 
law requires us to determine it from a judicial view, having ref- 
sacs to what may be legally considered in the case, that is, the 
record. 

If the contestee has seen fit to rely upon the case as made out 
by the contestant in his testimony, if he has deprived himself of 
the benefit of taking testimony, I think it is a misfortune; never- 
theless he is not to a refused a hearing in this House on the tes- 
timony that has been taken on that account. He is not to be 
prejudiced before this body by reason of not having taken testi- 
mony. 

Are you a gentlemen, of considering it in the light of the 
testimony and the law itself, and rendering a eee judg- 
ment upon thecause? Ibelieve that you may single out any gentle- 
man upon either side of this House and ap to him y, 
and he will endeavor honestly and faithfully to render a judicial 
opinion upon any question presented; but when it comes to party 
action, Mr. § er, that is a different matter. When men get 
together in the phalanx of n organization they do not act 
under the cool, deliberate conviction t impels the ju upon 
the bench; and there is no better illustration of it than that af- 
forded by m genial and able friend from North Carolina 





y very 
Mr. Linney] in the speech which he delivered yesterday before. 


e House. y, Mr. , in the committee room my friend 
is conservative, is reflective, is considerate, is disposed to be fair— 
wants to be. 1am convinced that he endeavors there in confer- 
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ence with his ages apes the committee, where the best por. 
sonal feeling prevails, y and dispassionately to determing 
questions without reference to party advantage; and then he ;., ymeg 
before the House and in an argument before you tells you that 
when he was cool and deliberate in the committee, in passin j 1,49. 
ment upon this case, he did wrong, and now under the int dxica. 
tion of the applause that comes from a association in the 
House he is impelled to make the wildest declarations, and t. say. 
“I think I did wrong; you ought not to let me doit.” Unforty: 
nately, Mr. Speaker, we can not appeal from Philip drunk to 
Philip sober. In the case here, we look sadly from Philip sober 
to Philip drunk [laughter]—drunk with demonstrations of par. 
tisan coe. 

Mr. Speaker, before I begin to take up this matter in a |icica) 
way, I want to brush aside a few matters that came from the 
argument of the gentleman who spoke in behalf of the majority 
report—no; not the jority report, for there is no majority ré. 
port—but in behalf of the resolution to unseat this contest« anq 
seat the contestant, a resolution supported by two reports 
a division of the majority into two factions. 

Now, sir, these gentlemen content themselves with making the 


. being 


broad declaration—they assume it and take it for granted —that 
every man who is a colored man is necessarily a Republican. | 
want to call the attention of the House to the condition of affairs 
which existed in that county of Dallas, where the princija! part 
of this contest is located. The proof shows that the Republican 
party there was in a state of disorganization; that it was without 
any leadership urging it on to united effort; that it had abandoned 
its purpose in that line; that they had been in the habit of voting 
indifferently as they chose. The themselves testified to 
the fact. Itis in the evidence here in the cause, and these ventle- 


men know it is true. 

Not only that, but the leading white Republican of that county, 
Ju ig, who had the honor of representing the district in 
the Congress of the United States, and who in times gone by has 
been chosen judge of his district, testifies that there are in the 
county of Dallas normally from 100 to 200 colored Democratic 
voters. He says that is a conservative statement of the colored 
Democratic voters in Dallas County; and moreover, Judge (Craig 
testifies that frequently the negroes, even Republican negroes, 


when there is a popular Democrat in the field, will vote for him 
as against an a that they do it,and that even when there 
is a popular ublican antagonist, he says that from 100 to 200 
colored voters in the county can be counted as reliably Demo- 
cratic. Not only that, but 1 do not want any gentleman here to 


forget other testimony which is significant, as given by Judze 
Craig, and that is that there are not more than from 1\)) to 20) 
white Republicans in Dallas County. There are not more than 
800 white Republicans and Populists and “Jeffersonian Demo- 
crats” all told. Yet he testifies that there are from 2,500 to 2.600 
white voters in the county of Dallas, all Democratic with the 
exception of from 100 to 200 Republicans, and, including the Popu- 
lists, not more than 300 at the outside; but he says that a con- 
phy gg estimate of the Democratic white vote in that county 
is 2,400. 


Now, Mr. § , in view of these facts proven by the record, 
what do we contemplate here? We contemplate a majority of 
this committee coming before the House of Representatives and 
asking Congress to ise two-thirds of the white vote of 
Dallas County, in the State of Alabama, because fraud has been 
proven in certain precincts. While we have agreed with them 
and have cast out the votes in the precincts where oo of frand 
was at all reliable, this record bristles, on the other hand, with the 


testimony of colored men who swear that there are Democratic 
negroes in the county, and some of them swear that they voted 
for Robbins. One swears that he votod for him because he is4 
friend of their e. 


Mr. Speaker, it is outside of the record; no gentleman is }ound 
byit; but inasmuch asso much has been said outside of the revord, 
I hope I may be indulged to say that any gentleman whio lives 10 
the South knows more of the c of the colored man than 


those who are not associated with him in life. 

There is one oe of which the colored man is proud and has 4 
right to be proud of, and that is his franchise. It was !estowed 
upon him before hewas prepared for it, but I concede every honor 
to the Republican party for which it has any right of conteaton 
in this respect. I want to tell you that every Southern man knows 
that the negro is going to vote, if he is given a chance. |!" does 
not want to lose his vote, he will tell you; and he will vote for = 
man who solicits it and saysto him, ‘I am your friend; come an 
stand with me.” In my own district, and at my own home. there 
are colored men who are mblicans, who will tell any- 

, and swear on the that they are Republicans, and yet 
jg he mi can take them away from their Democratic friends 
in elections. They are our ; they have confidence in 0S; 
we have rendered each other mutual : the white Democrats 


mean majority . stand . Of course I donot 
mea - i vue aan. Seabenes resides in the county 
« ae 
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of Dallas. His home is in the city of Selma, and yet if colored 


men go to and vote for him, and their names appear on 
the poll lists, this House is told that that is a badge of fraud, even 
when the is that the contestant himself issued notice to 


+ his emissaries to say, ‘‘I do not want your votes.” 
eee ond from Massachusetts said here yesterday that it was only 
as I understood him—I do not want to misquote him—in 

as County who were requested not to register or vote. — 

Mr. MOODY. Thegentleman misunderstood me. Isaid it was 
onl ublicans who were requested not to register and vote. 

ly ReENSMORE. So far as we are able to ascertain from the 
report, it was the organized opposition to the Democracy that was 
enjoined not to vote there. So far as I have been able to discover, 
the Populists and the Jeffersonian Democrats also refrained from 
voting, and not only that,the white Republicans refrained, This 
was a common understanding between the opposition. 

Here is the evidence of the contestant himself, in the record, 
which I read from: ace at “ 4 

blicans, an ellersonian mocrTa’ remain away 
Pa in +. @ prearranged plan. 

And yet when they are instructed by a “‘ prearranged plan,” 
when there is an agreement, and when the contestant himself 
has testified that they remained away, when they show here that 
Judge Craig says that Mr. Aldrich disfranchised him; when we 
come and ask House to count the votes that were cast for 
Gaston A. Robbins, we are told ‘‘ you can not do that.” Twenty- 
four hundred white voters must be disfranchised because you are 
unwilling to count any colored voters for the contestee in this case. 
Mr. Speaker, have we not the right to judge from all the evidence 
we have here as to how men voted? Why, the contestant in his 
notice of contest admits that a sufficient number of votes were 
actually and | y cast, more than enough, to elect Robbins, 
and he says his ds of all parties of the Lge remained 
away, did not vote; and yet he says afterwards, in his desire for 
the seat, that many—how many he does not pretend to know or 
say—were cast for him. 

ow, before ing further, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the 
attention of the House for a short time as to the legal aspect of 
the case. I stated before that the question for us to consider is 
who, asa matter of fact-—and if we can ascertain it from the record 
it is our duty todo it—received a aay of the legal votes actu- 
ally cast at election, for the one who did is the chosen member 
for the Fourth Alabama district. After eliminating those town- 
ships wherein there was fraud, after eliminating all votes not 
proven to be fraudulent, it is our duty to determine who received 
the greater number of those that remain, which one of the par- 
ties, the contestant or the contestee, is entitled to a seat in this 


House. 

In the first , Mr. Speaker, we have in the views of the 

i attention to the fact that the notice of contest is 
not in com with law. I do not pro to dwell upon that. 
That t was ridiculed by my valued friend from North Caro- 
lina . LinnEY] in his most entertaining speech; and the fur- 
ther question of the right of the notary to take the depositions in 
this case and the validity of the evidence in the case were ridiculed 
by ny friend from North Carolina. He said that no 
lawyer who 


tion. That may be the gentleman’s opini 
I want to call the attention of the House to 
the learned gentleman’s own argument he had 
no —o of the question involved, and that when he came to 
t question he did not seem to know that there were 
wo questions that were distinct and dependent upon separate 
grounds. Iwill read from the record what is stated upon that 


question. In the firstinstance we demur to the notice of contest, 
and, as I said a moment ago, upon this I do not care to dwell, but 
leave it to the House for its . Iwill pause here long 


enough to state the objection to it. The proof taken is not in 
pursuance of the notice of contest. The notice of contest is not 
it 


and to my judgment, as the law re- 
ae ee nhs aieelnon to the fact that there 
bt Apps ns ah tig It said that ‘‘ you are accredited 
with so many votes aes ee ee .” It does not 
say how many votes were lent. It says, ‘I received of the 
pera remake than were returned for me,” but does not 


state nor how many. 
Thea | Ser er act the notary ho took all 
or e notary who 
the depositions im Dallas Conn had authority to act, whether or 


the of ee to the witnesses was a valid and 
binding whether the testimony taken before him is tes- 
timony consideration of this House, since, having been 
re en meneey be thocounty of Chilton, he took the testimony 
pe f Calhoun and Dallas, beyond the limits of his 


. a at 
ae 
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Those are the two questions. Now let me refer to the speech 
of the honorable gentleman from North Carolina. Here is what 
he says: 

_ Why, my friend has raised the point in his report, and it is the first objec 
tion made, that the notice of contest was defective; that it was not stated 
with sufficient accuracy, with sufficient technical certainty. They wanted 
more certainty than is required in the pleadings inany court. They wanted 
more certainty than has ever been known in any tribunal that I ever heard 
of. They say the notice will not do, when it is a straight-out allegation of ras- 
cality and fraud at that election, and when it gives notice of what they were 
going todo. Why, it must be clear.as my friend from Ohio {Mr. Norrn- 
WAY | re it, that when the Federal Government, when the Congress of the 
United States, having charge of these Federal elections, confers upon any 
person, no matter who, the right to take depositions, that he exercises that 
right, not by virtue of a State law, but by virtue of the power given him by 
the Federal statute. 

He is mixing up the two questions here; he seems incapable of 
separating them; and yet he presumes to lectureother gentlemen 
for their opinions as lawyers, and says that no lawyer who had 
had a license for two days ought to take such a position. 

But let us follow him further: 

Suppose, as my friend suggested, the statute had said that any justice of the 
peace should have this power. Does anybody deny it? Suppose it bad said 
any minister of the gospel should have this power. Does anybody deny it? 

This upon the notarial question. Now see him flounder over 
to the question of notice, not conscious, apparently, that it isa 
different one entirely. 

In my State it is the law—and I believe I can safely say it is the law in the 
State im question here—that in taking depositions all you have todo is to put 
in your notice the name of the party before whom the deposition is to be 
taken, and it does not matter who he is; if your State statute authorizes it, 
he is properly authorized to take the depositions. 

Now, let us go to the consideration of the question of the power 
of the notary to act. I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that in the only 
case where this House had adjudicated this question it has been 
determined adversely to mycontention. In the case of Washburn 
vs. Voorhees the House found that the authority conferred by 
the statute of the United States created an individual officer 
for the purpose of taking the testimony and did not recognize or 
designate an officer already constituted and authorized under State 
law to take it. It is upon this point that we take issue with the 
view laid down in the case cited. Let me first read the statute as 
it was at the time the decision in the case of Washburn against 
Voorhees was rendered. Hereit is, and the House will observe 
that it is different from the law as it now stands. It provides 
that— 

When any such contestant or returned member shall be desirous of obtain 
ing testimony respecting such election, it shall be lawful for him to make 
application to any judge of any court of the United States, or to any chan 
cellor, judge, or justice of a court of record of any State,or to any mayor, 
recorder, or intendant of any town or city in which said officer shal! reside, 
within the Congressional district in which the said contested election was 
held, who shall thereupon issue his writ of subpoena, etc. 

In that case the law specified that the officer before whom the 
testimony was taken, if a mayor, could take it in the city in which 
he resided, and in that case of Washburn vs. Voorhees the testi- 
mony was taken before a mayor who went outside of his jurisdic- 
tion and all around the county taking testimony. The statute 
said that if he was a mayor, recorder, or intendant he could take 
the testimony in the town where he resided. What else does this 
statute say? It says that no witness shall be required to go 
beyond the limit.of his county to testify. 

Now, what was the purpose of the Congress of the United States 
in enacting that statute? Was it to take a man who was already 
an officer under State authority and make him an officer to take 
this testimony? Was it to take a man who was already a judge, 
a member of the judiciary, and reinvest him with authority as a 
judge? Wasit the purpose totake a man who was judgeof a court 
of record under State authority and reinvest him with authority 
to act in a judicial capacity? Or was it the intention of Congress 
to designate an officer already accredited with authority and vested 
with the power to administer oaths to exercise his jurisdiction in 
behalf of Congress in taking testimony in contested-election cases? 
With all respect for those who hold contrary opinions to mine, it 
does not seem to me that that is in accordance with reason. But 
let us examine the statute itself, the statute under which this case 
arises: 

Sxc. 110. When any contestant or returned member is desirous of obtaining 
testimony respecting a contested election, he may apply for a subpoena to 
either of the following officers who may reside within the Congressional dis- 
trict in which the election to be contested was held 

First. Any judge of any court of the United States. 

Second. Any chancellor, judge, or justice of a court of record of any State. 

Third. Any mayor, recorder, or intendant of any town or city. 

Fourth. Any register in bankruptcy or notary public. 

Sec. 111. The officer to whom the application authorized by the precedin 
section is made shall thereupon issue his writ of subpoena, directed to al 
such witnesses as shall be named to him, sons their attendance before 
him, at some time and place named in the subpcena, in order to be examined 
respecting the contested election. 

Sec. 112. In case none of the officers mentioned in section 110 are residing in 
the Co ssional district from which the election is proposed to be con- 
tested, the application thereby authorized may be made to any two justices 
of the peace residing within the district, and they may receive such applicar 
tion and jointly proceed upon it. 
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Then, in section 115 it is provided that— 

No witness shall be required to attend an examination out of the county 
in which he may reside or be served with a subpoena. 

Will gentlemen contend that Congress believed there was a 
district in the United States where there was no judge of any 
court of record? Will any gentleman contend that Con be- 
lieved there was any district in the United States where there was 
no notary public? Certainly not. But Congress was consulting 
the convenience of the parties contestant and contestee, by per- 
mitting them to go before any “‘ officer ” residing within the bounds 
of his jurisdiction and employ his services in taking the necessary 
testimony, and in case there was no judge of a court of record at 
the time residing in the county, or no district judge of the United 
States, then the parties need not go into an adjoming county to 
find a judge, but the on might be taken by a notary or one 
of the other officers mentioned. 

But without regard to that point, the argument is the same. It 
is manifest that Congress intended not to create an office, but to 
designate an officer already existing by virtue of the authority of 
the State in which he was living and to avail itself of his services 
for the purpose required. The language is that when the ty 
desires to take testimony “‘he may apply to either of the follow- 
ing officers.” 

** Officers” shall be selected. ‘‘ But,” said a distinguished gentle- 
man—from Indiana, I believe—yesterday, ‘‘suppose Congress had 
said ‘any person.’” wi ir, the gentleman's question answers 
his own proposition. If Congress had said ‘‘any person,” that 
would have vested the person with authority for the p , but 
it would have been looked upon by every lawyer in the land as a 
most absurd piece of legislation, Every man would have been 
constituted an officer under the statute. But the act does not say 
“person”; it does not say ‘“ ininister of the gospel”; it does not say 
any of these persons enumerated outside of the statute, but it 
says ‘‘ the following officers,” enumerating different officers already 
in existence as officers having authority by the law of their cre- 
ation to administer oaths. And it is my opinion as a lawyer, how- 
ever little credit may be attached to it, or however little it may 
deserve, that it never was the purpose of Congress to create new 
officials, but to select and designate such officers as were already 
vested with legal authority and to authorize them to take the 
testimony required by this statute. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that a precedent established by 
the House of Representatives is worthy of the same consideration 
which the solemn, deliberate judgment of an unbiased court has a 
right to demand from it. Weall know what a precedent amounts 
to in this House. We are frail; we come here battling for par- 
tisan supremacy; we come here seeking by every means at our 
command to secure some advantage over the opposition. Gentle- 
men know that in past election cases the decisions of this House 
are not entitled to that consideration to which the dignified, de- 
liberate judgments of unbiased courts are entitled. I do not feel 
bound by the decision in Washburn vs. Voorhees. I do not feel 
that Congress is even bound by the fete aed of a court if it is 
wrong, much less by a decision of this House, when everybody 
knows that these precedents are disregarded whenever it suits 
the convenience of the party wishing to do so, and when every- 
body knows that the tem entering into the adjudication of 
these questions is not a judicial temper but a partisan one in nine 
cases out of ten. 

Now, then, this notary public who took all this testimony in Dal- 
las ar and all the testimony in Calhoun County was brought 
from another county for the purpose; he traveled all around with 
os onpean an = i. election. ue ee 

rought over for the purpose 0 i is testimony. Nobody 
else would do. I say, Mr. Speaker, it is my deliberate judgment 
that this is not legal evidence. There is no witness who testified 
before that notary who could be convicted in a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction of the crime of perjury, for under the law of 
Alabama the jurisdiction of a notary pu lic is restricted to the 
limits of the county for which he is appointed. If the a 
taken by this notary is not legal evidence, the contest must . 
for it leaves us with the vote as returned by the election officers. 

Now, there is one legal os which, while it was ignored 
by gentlemen on the other side in a large part of their argument 
yesterday, will not be denied by any gentleman in this House 
upon either side of the Chamber, and that is as to the duty of 
Congress where there is fraud . Iread from McCrary on 
Elections, pages 831 and 332. e rule laid down in this House 
in the case of Howard vs. Cooper is thus quoted: 

When the result in any precinct has been shown to be so tainted with 
fraud that the truth can not be deducible therefrom, then it never 
be permitted soem 0 ae Sane The precedents as as the 
evident requirements of truth not only sanction but call for the rejection of 
the entire poll when stamped with the characteristic here shown. 

Commenting on the rule thus laid down, this author says: 


The rule just stated pot, Oe ee eee ee it 
boneeicut aonkaneel: The committee, no ee ree ue ae 
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result, as shown by the returns, is tainted with fraud, the returns are +. },. 
rejected as false and worthless. But as we have elsewhere seen, the que<:, , 
whether the entire ae the — be gereeted, Sor fraud depends 
upon another question, w rfrom evidence 

the true resale. The returns ma 

true vote may in some cases be 
independently of the re. 

and enforced. 


When ed either fre yt n 


be ascertain: 
returns or from evidence aliunde, the vote of the precinct must be rej... 


7 7 + ~ * * . 
In adopting this rule the committee do uot lose sight of the danger w) 
may attend its application. SS netasense 4 v0 cabaaary, net jess than neces 
in its proper use, it is extremely liable t\ abuse. Heated isanship ; 
blind prejudice, as well as indifferent investigation, may under its coy«y \ 
at injustice It is not to be adopted if it can be avoided. Noinvestiga 


ould be spared that would reach the truth without a resort to it. Bu 


not to be forgotten or omitted if the case calls for its application. 

Here is a wholesome proposition of law upon such a questioy as 
this. Why,sir,agentleman said to me y in conversation, 
a gentleman of the opposition: “If there were so much priv { .f 
fraud in these other townships, I am in favor of throwins ¢), 
whole thing out.” Sir, that is the only thing I fear from :),), 
House; that is the thing inst which I protest. All Lask of you 
is to judge of the issues with reference to the precincts whic); :re 
not successfully attacked for fraud; if then you believe that t\. 
contestant was elected, unseat the contestee, and nobody can oon. 
sure youraction. Butif yourush toa conclusion simply from the 
gee of fraud, then you have done injustice to the Fourth 
district of Alabama and its le—not only tothem, but to yvour- 
selves and the Government w you represent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the consideration of such vvn- 
tlemen as honor me with their attention to this matter as it |as 
been judicially determined _S committee, in so far as it has 
been judicially determined. the first place, there are six coun- 
ties in the district, Calhoun, Chilton, Cleburne, Dallas, Shelby, an 
Talladega. Of these six counties the contest is narrowed down to 
two by the proof, for —- the contestant gave notice that 
all manner of fraud and ing had been committed in two 
other counties, he offered no testimony whatever to show it 

It was said on yesterday by the gentleman from North (aro- 
lina [Mr. Linnery],in the Gieousalion of this question, that the co 
testant had carried all of the other counties. That, Mr. Speaker, 
was a mistake. If he had examined the record he would hive 
found that it was not correct. It is true the contestant came to 
Dallas County with a majority of 1,612 in his favor, but he did 
not carry all of the other coun as the gentleman has said. He 
came with a majority of 1,612. What is it? He comes to Dallas 
ae this 

Mr. DANTELS. the gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
him, I desire to correct one statement that he has just made. He 
has said that the contestant came to Dallas County with a majority 
of 1,612. The contestee concedes in his brief that he came with 
1,654 down to Dallas aaty. 

“Mr. DINSMORE. Well,itmaybe. Iwasspeaking simp|y from 
memory, and was only the figures to illustrate a point. The 
exact number is for the purpose of the argument: }ut 
I will accept the statement of the , and will modify the 
number accordingly. So the con’ t, according to the testi- 
mony, came to County with a majority of 1,654. Now, a- 
cording to the of the Republican witnesses in this cis», 
there are 2,500 Democratic white voters in the county of Da!lis. 
The contestant, then, comes to a county having all of these Dvi- 
cratic white voters. a county in which the voters belonging |: ‘|e 
organization opposed to the candidate had been in- 
structed not to register, and not to go to the polls, and not to v'«; 
a county where the been e ed to remain from 
the , and, as in the notice of contest and in the brie! 
of the contestant himself, they did so remain away, and tov) 
part in the election. : 

Now, when the contestant came to this county with the m- 
jority i have specified, the members of this committee ex)'-s 
themselves as amazed that the contestee comes out of that 011 'y 
with a majority in his favor. Why? Because a majority! ''° 
residents of that county are colored men, many of whom «' 
proven to haye voted the Democratic ticket, some proven to !\\\° 
voted for the contestee, all of whom had been enjoined to rn 
away from the polls; and only that, but the white Repu)! 

the ulists, and the J emer sdopic the 
then, anything strange that the contesi 

the votes of his own party ina coun'y 

the other side took no part in 

Democrats; and are they aston’! 

face of these facts that the contestee ee: 
, guinent; is is its tenor, 

into, and Which wasbrought 

these gentlemen bec se 

is fraud or was fraud in 

duct of the election, has had its influence. —_ 
ou restrict the fraud to those localities where the evi!’ 
it existed, and having done that you will find, gen 


n 
tis 














lieve, if ele consider this conn Glepantionately, ont 
aes tical bias or prejudice, that the contestee was 


dul vat any Por is entitled to the seat he holds on this floor by 
vartan af the certificate of the governor of his State. — 

Mr. COX. Will ——— yield for an inquiry just there? 

Mr. DINSMORE. ith pleasure. ; 

Mr. COX. When you come to the county of Dallas, estimated 
to be a large Republican county, and where instructions had been 

iven to the Republicans not to attend the election or to vote, and 
majority is overcome by the Democratic candidate, what I wish 
to know is as to the exact vote of that county. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Ifm ae — be patient for a moment, I 

j bout aes nt. 
aie, COX. beg the gentleman's pardon for interrupting him, 
but I wanted to know exact vote there. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not regard it as an carne That 
is a consideration of the question that I propose to address myself 
to immediately. Now, as I have said, there are six counties 
which I have named in this district. Three of these are not ques- 
tioned. There wasa contest in the county of Calhoun at a certain 
precinct involving only a small vote. There were also beats in 


the city of in Wards 1, 2, 3, and 4 of that city, where a 
question was made by the contestantas to the accuracy of the 
votescast. Thecontest in these instances, however, depended en- 
tirely upon different from that involved in the Dallas vote. 
The co’ eran eae — eee ‘od = of — 

; precincts, e jority 0 comm ound this 
pe agg unsuccessfully iled, and that it should be counted 
as re’ Seven out of nine of the members of the committee 
so found, and not a majority of the committee itself, but a 


majority of the Republicans on the committee, determined that 
there was not fraud m these wards, and that that vote should 
stand as J the officers of election. Am I not author- 
ized, then, in view of these facts, to ask the House to so find, and 
to count this vote as returned, when four of their own members 
of the a the House say that it should not be at- 
tacked? This is all there is outside of Dallas County, and I con- 
tent myself with this method of dealing with it, as it 
is not necessary to take up the time of the House further in a 
discussion of that branch of the subject. 

Now, there were certain ons of Dallas County which we 
concede must be counted. I have made a tabulated statement of 








that part which ought to be counted and is supported by a 
majority of the committee. It is as follows: 
County. Robbins. | Aldrich. 
Uncontested: 
Cae Dnn Renn enGnke Cbbend boeces ence ceccceccccccce 320 73 
Re ebantnctenteewee cocces cocucccceccs 562 677 
EE EE SE 1,390 2,110 
As counted by seven members of the committee: 
Cc RE ES ee 1,838 1, 48) 
a dete cece cence saccce coccee 920 1,631 | 
Un nw 221 42 
Li = RSET GeO eicicaieds 
As counted by five members of the committee: 
ee 29 2 
Fee ik cnn cenumocnese acocece in aciute dle 
EF EST 37 1 
River ..... ii icsbidbenh cada Sckecncces coce- Dy Rath wtnieihs 
iis tebtinenccneccessmcccosccecce 6 
31 
7 
31 





counties of Chilton, Cleburne, and Talladega there was 

County only one precinct is contested, 
I have already referred to wards 1, 2, 3, 
4, in the city of Anniston, ee cottestont claims that he 


of the con beats, where con- 
that township seven members 
minority and four Repub- 


Hill should be counted as 
assailed successfully, and 





Votes, were actually received by the contestant 
River Union, Pease, an me ee , Martins Sa beitobee’ 

’ : ite ° 
and is, the town of Selma. Upon this computa- 
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The venerable and able chairman of the committee oe. DAN- 
IELS}| himself has joined in this count, as has also Mr. Cooxr, 
another Republican member of the committee, and say that a 
Republican House should count the vote as so reported. Then 
that leaves a majority for Aldrich of 207 votes. But we are not 
through with all the beats. There are three more beats, and here 
is where the battle lies. The beats of Orrville, Woodlawn, and 
Oldtown the minority of this committee say should be counted 
as returned by the election officers, and if you do so you seat the 
contestee. If you count any two of them you seat the contestee. 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], who opened the 
argument upon the other side of the Chamber vesterday, stated 
that we had agreed to throw out certain beats. But, he says, here 
the gentlemen were forced to stop, because if they had not they 
would have seated Mr. Aldrich. I might retort, Mr. Speaker, 
with more justice than gives sanction to the insinuation of the 
gentleman against us that we have acted not in honesty but in a 
partisan spirit—I might retort upon a majority of the committee 
if I thought proper to do so, but I refrain. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman understood anything I said 
yesterday as a reflection in the slightest degree upon the Demo- 
cratic members of the committee, I beg leave to withdraw it and 
to say that I had no such intention whatever. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I am perfectly sure that my good friend, 
for whom I have the highest respect, was only influenced in saying 
what he did say by the heat of debate. and not by any belief on 
his part thatany gentleman of the minority had been actuated by 
any except proper motives in arriving at his conclusion. But it 
isin the Recorp. It was stated on the floor; and I could not but 
refer to it in self-defense. 

Mr. Speaker, if I do not offer reasons why these beats should be 
counted for the contestee, I can not expect you to give them credit. 
With a vacant side of the House staring me in the face, I can not 
expect to convince absentees; but I appeal to such as honor me 
with their attention and manifest a desire to know something 
about this case to hear the views as expressed by the minority, to 
consider them well, and also what I shall have to say. 

At this point I want to advert once more to the speech made by 
my delightful friend from North Carolina [Mr. Linney]. Mr. 
Speaker, that distinguished gentleman started out by swinging 
incense before the memory of Blackstone, pronouncing a pane- 


gyric upon Jere Black and the distinguished sons of his own 
State, Judge Pearson and Judge Settle, all eminent lawyers. 


The gentleman himself honored the bench upon which he once 
sat. He revels in the glory of the ermine; but the speech which 
he made yesterday, I regret to say, does not partake of the spirit 
and dignity of the bench, does not evince the judicial mind, as did 
the gentleman's utterances and reputation while he served upon 
the bench, before he became a member of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, he spoke very eloquently; he challenged the ad- 


| miration of the opposition; he won the rapt attention of his own 


side; he evoked the enthusiastic applause of the galleries, but 
what he said outside of theargument that I have already referred 


| to had nothing whatever to do with the question involved before 
| the House as it now stands. 


Did he take the evidence in this case 
that is here for your consideration, upon which you are asked to 
consider the issues now, as to the controverted questions? Not 


|} atall. He amused the House and entertained himself by reading 


from the record here page after page of the testimony with refer- 
ence to deceased and absent negroes down in Alabama, in Dallas 
County; but not one word of that evidence applied to any beat 
which is in controversy. It was all with reference to River beat 
and other beats which are conceded by the minority as fraudulent, 
and which have been cast out of consideration, which the House is 
notasked by ustoconsider. And yetthe gentleman won the praise 
of his side and the applause of the gallery, and the encomiums of 
the press for his bold, defiant attack upon ‘‘Southern methods” 
of conducting elections. 

Su somebody had come before my distinguished friend 
when he was on the bench, and an issue was made before him, an 
issue well defined from the pleadings, and this man had got up 
and sawed the air and stamped and fumed upon matters irrele 
vant and outside of the case. My friend from North Carolina 
would have rapped him down and told him he did not care to 
hear him upon such matters. I state this deliberately, I mean 
what I say, that every word of the argument of the gentleman 
from North Carolina upon testimony in this case relative to Dal- 
las County was upon beats which the minority cast out and do 
not ask the House to consider at all. 

Mr. COX. And the majority agreed to that? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Why, weall agreed. There was no dissent- 
ing voice on that. 

Mr. PITNEY. If I understood you, the minority of this com- 
mittee agreed that the returns from those 10 precincts, or what- 
ever the number was, should be cast out? 

Mr. DINSMORE. We did. 

Mr. PITNEY. The ground of your action was that there was 
plenary evidence of a widespread conspiracy to commit fraud—— 
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Mr. DINSMORE. ‘The gentleman is in error in that statement. 

Mr. PITNEY. Let me finish my question, and then the gentle- 
man can make any correction he thinks necessary. The majority 
of the committee claimed there was evidence of a wides con- 
spiracy, manifesting itself by certain methods adopted in each of 
hone precincts. The minority of the committee agree that those 
10 returns shall be thrown out. Does the gentleman not think 
that the evidence of the conspiracy and the evidence of the meth- 
ods adopted in the 10 precincts which the minority have 
shall go out is to be taken into consideration, together with other 
corroboratory evidence which relates particularly to those other 
beats which it is proposed to dispute? 

Mr, DINSMORE. If the gentleman is a lawyer,as I ume 
he is, he is familiar with the principle of law that until after a 
oe has been established by proof you can not introduce 
proof to connect parties with the conspiracy; and I maintain that 
there is no conspiracy proven in this case. There is not a syllable 
of evidence that justifies a conclusion of the existence of a con- 
spiracy. 

Mr. PITNEY. My contention is that there was a conspiracy to 
commit fraud in this case. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I insist that there is no evidence of a con- 
spiracy. Gentlemen may assume a conspiracy, but there is not a 
particle of proof of it. hen they attempt it, they go back for a 
generation and refer to the past condition in that district. 

Mr, PITNEY. Ido so by referring to the evidence in these 10 
precincts, Was there not substantial proof of a conspi in 
these 10 districts? Was not the character of fraudulent methods 
the same in all? 

Mr. DINSMORE. My dear unconverted friend, the frauds in 
connection with elections are similar in every beat, in every dis- 
trict, in every county and State election throughout the Govern- 
ment where fraud is committed; and there are but certain kinds 
of frauds that may be successfully resorted to. Oneis stuffing 
the ballot boxes; another is padding the poll list; another is permit- 
ting men not entitled to vote to vote, an eg ee returns, and 
another that of buying votes; andthatis all. But it isinsisted— 
and here I will pause to advert to that—it is stated defiantly that the 
ew judge was the chief conspirator. It was stated repeatedly. 

y friend from Massachusetts nods his head. The judge of pro- 
bate was stated to be the chief conspirator in this fraud. The 
only evidence in this case against the judge of probate was that 
he is the man who — the inspecting officers and the man 
who has control of the archives, who when a letter, or letters, if 
you please, unaccompanied by fees, making a demand for a copy 
of the registration list were sent to him, failed to send it. There 
is no evidence in this case that anybody ever went to him and 
asked for it. Why, the gentleman from Massachusetts said that 
nobody had ever seen the list. ‘‘No eye has ever seen this regis- 
tration list.” Now, I appeal to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to know where he got this information? 

Mr. MOODY. From the record. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The record makes no such disclosure. 

Mr, WATSON of Ohio. I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion for information, to know whether we correctly understand 
what the gentleman has stated with reference to the evidence in 
this case which was read by the gentleman from North Carolina 
yesterday. Do I understand you to say that what he read was 
not evidence in the case? . 

Mr. DINSMORE. No, sir; I did not make such a statement. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Wemay have misunderstood you. Do 
I understand you, then, to say that if the testimony which he read 
was taken in this case that it was not germane to the issue. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Is the gentleman ready for an answer? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Gertain! Y. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The reason why I insist that it was not ap- 
plicable is because that testimony was taken to show that fraud 
‘was committed in certain beats—the River beat, Union, and one 
or two others—-no matter what beat; but the whole committee, 
without reference to party, every member of the committee, 
that they should be cast out, and were cast out, and are not now 

considered on the result. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. Mc LIN. And there is no issue upon it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. There is no issue upon it; and ye the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, with a judicial record him, 
blazed here with fiery eloquence on propositions which nobody 
controverts. a 

Mr. MOODY. . Speaker, I am asked by gentlemen about 
me to request unanimous consent that the gentleman now speak- 
So . his remarks. 

EAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
eo minutes remaining of his time. 


. MOODY. It is very a t from my knowl Mr. D 
y apparen y —_ 


of the 
case that the gentleman's remarks can not be 
ten minutes; and I ae that the ‘leman 
from sas can speak upon subject at his best 
pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
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setts asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ark.nsa< 
may be allowed to proceed without limit. Is there object ii: 
[After a eet The Chair hears none. ; 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend and ...). 
league, and assure the House that I shall endeavor not to ajyycs 
its patience and its indulgence. 

r. Speaker, I want to continue the consideration of the ¢.s)j. 
monyfurther. Certain gentlemen have talked about a conspir;cy 
I was going on to say, when I was interrupted, that the char... jg 
made that the judge of probate is the chief ae and yet 
all that they can allege against him from the record is the fact t/)at 
when he was written to by Hardy, the chairman of the P0))):)\s+ 
central committee, and by Mr. Aldrich, two letters, in neit)or of 
which were inclosed the fees for a copy of the registration |ist. 
that it was not furnished. The evidence does show that. if | am 
not mistaken, and I do not want to misrepresent anythin. [| 
peregeryg very carefully, and I will attempt to state nothing out. 

e of i 

There is no proof that Aldrich ever went to him and demanded jt. 
There is no proof that Hardy ever went to him and demanded 
it. There is no proof that either of them ever tendered the feos for 
this registration list. On the contrary, the evidence in this case 
convinces me that they were reo age rn to lay the foundation 
for a contest and that they did not, good faith, want a rezistra- 
tion list. However that may be, nobody will deny that they 
could have gotten it, or, if anybody does deny that, certainly 
nobody will deny that the best way to have obtained it was the 
way which they did not take, namely, to go to the judge of pro- 
bate and said: ‘‘ Here, you are the cus mn of these records; as 
such custodian you have in your on the registration list 
of Dallas County; I want a copy of it, and here is the money for 
it.” But they did nothing of that kind. There is no such testi- 
mony in the case,and there are 100 of testimony in this case 
certified by this same judge of probate of Dallas County. 

But gentlemen say there is another point to show that this 
judge was guilty of glaring fraud. Whatis that? Why, that he 
refused or neglected or failed to appoint as inspectors of elec- 
tion individ selected by Mr. h, the contestant, for that 
purpose. Mr. Speaker, there is no law requiring the judge to 
a those persons, and no gentleman will say that there is. 

law requires that the inspectors shall be of different parties; 
that isall. No right is given to the candidate by the law of Ala- 
bama to demand that certain individuals shall be appointed, but 
the law does distinctly provide that the inspectors appointe:| shall 
be of different political parties, or that there must be appoint- 
ment from the opposition, and Mr. Aldrich testifies that he did 
not know the politics of the men whom he asked to have appointed. 
As a matter of fact, a number of them were Democrats, and that 
being so, the probate judge had no authority to appoint them, 
because that would have been to make all the appointments from 


one party. 
I want to the House to an understanding of the true atti- 
tude of this mat Fraud is charged against the probate judge 
as inspectors whose appoint- 


because he refused to a 
en e contestant, who had no right to 


int 
ment had been requ by 
make such a demand. Then there is a charge of fraud agsinst 
this probate judge for failing to furnish oer of the registration 
list when in fact there was no proper demand made for that list. 
Now, is this House, upon this , to dishonor this offi- 
cer and affirm the statements made by my friend from Massi- 
of probate was the arch conspirator in the 
ation of fraud in that county? 
the gentleman from Ar- 


y do not. 
position is not that the judge of pre bate 
in declining to appoint the persons whose 


san bepoat bis uty 
wen u 

names were presented to him, but that in 10 of the 13 beats 
that are found to have been fraudulent he did not conform to 
= on of law which requires that each ty shall have 
a representative at the polls, and that the proof in the record is 
abundant and conclusive that subject. Our position is that 
of probate, in direct contravention 
one of these fraudulent precincts 
the world is responsible for the 
case where there was not a repre 

probate is the man. 
ble for the frauds—that 
condition. Bat the gentleman 
on the other side is that in 4 
ted ignorant negroes 45 


t—whom? Whom 
? 


lear. 
. my stupidity, and 
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. Iam quite certain that you are on that 
oa a oes contention is that the law entitles Mr. 
drich 


Al and the cartier tatevcs entices txsometat 
duty of the ju of bate to appoint 
poll and ta We do not ss that td win his duty to Int the 


person suggested the can te; he was not compelled to do 
that under eos ought to have selected and appointed 










Mr. COX. Who wrote those letters? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Aldrich wrote one, and Mr. Hardy, the 
chairman of the Republican committee,wroteanother. I will turn 
to = I read those letters as they appear on page 231 of the 
record: 






















HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN CAMPAIGN COMMITTER, 


September 25, 189k. 


t he 

: My Dear Str: I desire to obtain from your office a certified copy of the 
somebody who was a Republican or a Populist or a Jeffersonian registered voters of Dallas County, by beats. © acertified copy o 
Democrat. He did not do so except dh te he ong In —— — . eee Saeie me how soon such a copy can be made and amount of your 
three there was appointed, accident, a Republican; in another | fees for the same. 
place an Wie aanebe to sit between his former Will ped oes Sesth aoe heodquer-ters with list of inspectors for 

your county when appointed, and greatly cblige, 

master in the days of slavery and the person upon whose place he Yours, respectfully, W. F. ALDRICH. 
lived; and in the third place the a) tee was a purchasable | Hon. P. G. Woop. 


Judge of Probate, Selma, Ala, 

















negro whom I am sure the eman from Arkansas would 
a he says. S They were the only representa- 


Ocroner, 3, 1894. 


tives that the contestant had; and what we complain aboutisthe| yy pean sin: We wish to obtain a certified copy of the registration list 
conduct of the u who made all this fraud ble. of your county (Dallas), by beats. 
D r. ‘ I t to be in e attitude Please inform us how soon we can get this list and amount of your foes 


therefor. 
Fees will be remitted on notice from your office that the list is ready. 
Most respectfully, 


Mr. DINSM 

h I am left by the majority of the committee and by the 
oe ty . ar 7 ange saree ag re man hye 
. tleman sa, woul ieve on oath. confess. that 
T hove soa enptslens about this individual; and I regret not 
to be able to give the utmost confidence to the testimony which 
has offered here and upon which he asks this House 

to seat him. ie he that the character of a number of witnesses 
in this case is as not to entitle them to be believed by myself 
or anybody else. But as - this one witness who the gentleman 


J. D. HARDY, 
Chairman Republican Campaign Committee. 


Per F. M. 8., Secretary. 
Hon. P. G. Woop, 
Judge of Probate, Selma, Ala. 
Mr. MOODY. There is another letter on page 194. 
Mr. DINSMORE. I will read it. 


My Dear Stir: On the 3d instant I addressed you a letter, re 


































uesting a cer- 


says unworthy of credit, take occasion to remark that he ought | tified copy of the registration lists of your county (Dallas) by — and ask- 
to be entitled to some respect at least from Republicans, since he | ing the amount of your fees therefor. To this I lave no reply as yet. Will 


you kindly inform us how soon we can get said list and the amount of fees 
for the same? 
Most respectfully, 


7 J. D. HARDY, Chairman. 

Hon. P. G. Woop, 

Judge of Probate, Dallas County, Selma, Ala. 

Now I read from the sworn testimony of Mr. Aldrich imme- 
diately following that letter: 

And I know of no other or further correspondence by him on that subject. 

Q. Do you know the political affiliation of the persons whom you requested 
the board, whose power it is to appoint inspectors of elections, to appoint? 

A. I do not in all cases. 

Q. Do you know the political affiliations of the persons who were appointed 
and did serve? 

A. No, I do not. 

That is what Mr. Aldrich swears in his testimony, taken after 
the election. It is contended here that none of these Republicans 
were appointed, but Mr. Aldrich swears he does not know the 
political affiliations of the men who were appointed. 

This is all of the correspondence, I believe, on the question of 
the registration list. 3" a 

Mr. MOODY. No, there is Commissioner Holbrook’s letter. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I thought I had already referred to that. 
This letter is dated January 21, Selma, Ala., and I ask you to 
observe the headings of all of these letters. It is as follows: 


; SELMA, ALA., January 21, 1895. 

DEAR Srr: You will please furnish me, at your earliest convenience, a cer- 
tified copy of the original registration lists, as certified to you by the beat 
registrars, from the following beats in Dallas County, to wit: City precinct, 
No. 36; Orrville precinct, No. 8; River precinct, No. 10; Oldtown precinct, No. 
12, and Liberty Hill precinct, No. 25. 

Copies of the foregoing registration lists are desired for use as evidence in 
the contested election case wherein W.F. Aldrich isthe contestant and Gaston 
A. bins is the contestee,in which case testimony is now being taken be- 
fore me. 

Yours, respectfully, 8. 8S. HOLBROOK, N. P. 


was at that time the chairman of the Republican central commit- 
tee of the county of Dallas, and was a leader of the delegation that 
nominated Mr. Aldrich as the candidate of the Republican party 


fi ter. 
Sa eee eaten beats there was no Republican ap- 


ted and that Mr. Aldrich had a right to expect such appoint- 
ments. I deny that contention. There is an in the law on 
which to base it. What is required by the law is that a ‘‘ member 

” be ted—he may be a Populist; he may be 
a nenes And the law could be complied with it 
was . The proof shows that in some beats there was not a 
single white Republican, so that none but black Republicans, 
men who were ignorant, or a majority of whom were so, could be 


E 


; . Will the a allow an interruption? 
Mr. DINSMORE. Yes, sir. 

. PITNEY. I wish to make a suggestion concerning the 

effort made by the contestant to secure the production of the orig- 


nel or a certified copy of it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not quite understand the gentleman. 
Mr. PITNEY. The question has been raised as to the effort 

that the to uce in evidence, for the benefit 

of this aoe, the registry of Dallas County, or a certified 


of : 
“he DINSMORE. That is the question I was discussing a fow 


moments 
Mr. PITNEY. Now, the contestant made some effort in that 
direction; but the tleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore] 
contends that he did not make a proper or sufficient effort. On 
that point I wish to make this suggestion: Inasmuch as the con- 
showed other evidence attacking, admittedly on very 
strong grounds, the returns from 10 beats, attacking those 























returns with such force that the minority of the committee were Hon, F af Probate of Dallas County, Selma, Ala. 
ag nea _—_— ees ee rear eee Sere, Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no evidence, there has never been 
contention registry list would be very eeatieek evihence any offered, so. far as I remember, that any one of these letters 


ever came into the ssion of the county judge. 


the evidence that he intro- Mr. MOODY. the gentleman will pardon me, on page 196 


not 
duced those beats cast the burden u the contestee 
tin otis Day 


: of the record is the admission by counsel for contestee that the 
poe: aoe on pace on ic avae eesy list, or @ cer- probate judge had received all of them. 
age Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman is correct. I will read the 


I shall not attempt to evade the embarrassing 
to the that the contestee did not 

take evidence. in answer to the ion just made, I will 
PU i een eri sam to do so; and unless 
shows that was such fraud in every 

beat as to render the returns unworthy of non, Ses should not 
as the evidence offered for consider- 
friends wrote two letters to 


statement. It is as follows: 


Contestee further says that at the are r time and place he will show by 
competent witnesses that the said P. G. Wood, judge of probate, did furnish 
to the contestant in this cause a certified copy of the registration list, asked 
for by J. D. Hardy, chairman, in his letter dated October 3, 1804. Contestee 
will further show at the proper time and place that the request made in the 
letter dated qanuary 21, 1895, signed by S. 8. Holbrook, N. P., will be granted 
as soon as it is Je for the same to be done. 

Contestee its that the letter signed by J. D. Hardy, chairman, and 
addressed to P. G. Wood, probate judge, was received, and, in fact, all of the 
three letters above introduced were received, by P. G. Wood, but states that 
said P. G. Wood has ever been ready and willing to comply with the requests 
therein asked as soon as possible and the requirements of the law are prop- 
erly met. , 


Now, Mr. Speaker, here are a number of letters, four in all, ad- 
dressed to this man, dated and headed from Selma, Ala. Contest- 
ant evidently, as these letters show, was relying upon correspond- 
ence by letter addressed this way for the actual obtaining of these 
lists rather than by making the attempt in the usual manner, and 
in such a manner as a man who really desired to obtain the lists 
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‘would have pursued. I confess that for the purpose of a contest 
it is perhaps better to have had it in writing, because there are the 
words; but if he actually wanted the lists, what would my friend 
from Massachusetts have done, what would my mercurial friend 
from North Carolina [Mr. Linney] have done, if he felt that he 
was being defrauded by an officer who had control of these lists? 
Why, would not either of them have gone at once and said: ‘‘ We 
want this registration list; here is the money for it; give it to 
me at once in nase of my right, and here is your money to 

ay forit”? He would not wait to send a letter to him and ask 
Pim if he could furnish it, but he would go and tender the money 
for acopy of it, and say,“ Now, giveittome.” Hewould not have 
had to wait if he had done so, and I say that it is the most flimsy 
testimony, in my mind, ever presen here on which to ask a 
judicial tribunal to condemn a public official. 

Mr. PITNEY. But is it not sufficient evidence on which a judi- 
cial tribunal might ask the other party to the contest to produce 
the testimony, or make an effort, at least, to do so? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, I have already answered that sugges- 
tion of the tleman once, and I do not think it necessary to 
repeat it. If he wants to decide this case on the ground that the 
contestee did not take testimony in his own behalf, he is at liberty, 
of course,todoso. But, as I have already said, while the contestee 
no doubt prejudiced his case by not eg i testimony in the 
Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, district has a right 
to have this question decided on the testimony that has been taken. 
There can be no question of that fact. 

Now, I have been detained so long at this that I shall pro- 
ceed at once to consider some other aspects of the question. I want 
to ask gentlemen to consider with me the Selma beat in Dallas 
County. Remember that up to this point, including the Selma 
beat, we have the sanction of a majority of this committee, to 
count, as stated in the table I have presented, all of the votes in 
Dallas County and the other counties all a leaving out of 
consideration only Orrville, Old Town, and Woodlawn cts, 
and ree oe parties in red ere at this - ¢ that Mr. 
Aldrich will have a majority, t proceeding of the committee, 
of 207 votes against the wold: Mr. Robbins. But before I take 
up the three beats which it has been insisted by the minority shall 
be counted as returned, but against which all the majority have 
decided, I want to consider and concentrate your attention solely 
on the Selma beat of Dallas County. 

I have consented with some reluctance, Mr. 5) , to throw 
out the official returns of Selma. To my mind the testimony at- 
tacking it is meager. Such testimony as has been offered here to 
show that men voted in the precinct who did not actually vote has 
not been of as reliable a character asI would have wished. The tes- 
timony of a witness that he is acquainted with the people in a par- 


ticular locality, and yet does not know a large number of names | 


of men appearing on a certain list, is not to my mind such evidence 
as would enable any man, in the ordinary transactions of life, to 
consider it as sa tory. Take a pa and show it to a man; 
here isonecontaining alistof names. ‘ you recognize the names 
of a living in this beat?” ‘“ Well, I recognize this, or 
that, and this [picking them out], but from here to 
recognizethem.” And yethere is this testimony. 

of testimony the majority are asking i 

credit the returns, hol that it is evidence of fraud, though the 
law does not so specify. e law says that simply proving that a 
man of a certain name lives in another place and was not present 
when the voting was done is not sufficient evidence to challen 
the vote of the same name when deposited in the ballot box. e 
law declares that there must be corroboration to show that the 
individual is one and the same person. Only in a very 

radic instances have they fixed the identity of the individual him- 
self. But Judge Craig says, “I do not know a number of these 
names,” and the inspector of health of the district testified that 
“did not recognize many of them.” Now, I ask one of you - 
tlemen to try an experiment. Go home to-night, take up 
mailing list from your own home in the city where you live. 
over it and see whether you are not confronted with name 
name of men living at your own home that you can not 

do not know anything about. 

But the evidence discloses that in this beat there were two 
employed who went and watched, and ing to their 
mony only between 700 and 750 votes could have been 
there, because only that many went into the polling 
testified that they were there all day, from the time 
opened until after they were closed; that they could see; 
is evidence of various witnesses in this case that from 
tions where they placed themselves it would have been 

them to ha 
place 


Fiveli 


F 


i 
| 


for ve seen that went in and out of 
ing ¥ . One with live-oak acorns 

with coffee and whenever ten men went in one man 
would take a grain of coffee out of one pocket and put it into the 

. The man with the acorns waited until he a hundred. 
Then he would take an acorn out of one pocket put it into the 
other. These mencome in and testify thatonly seven hundred and 


ul 


F 
é 
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odd votes could have been polled there, because only that 1.1). 
le went in. The testimony of more than one witness s}).)\, 

as I say, that these men were not in a position, as stated by th... 

selves, where they could have seen the le who went in 

there. In addition to that, the testimony here shows that in {), |. 

beat there are at least 1,250 white Democrats. 

Judge a Oe leading—and we may assume the most int: ||i- 

t—white Republican in the city, a man who has represey;..| 

the district in Congress, swears there are at least 1,250 white De)),.,. 

crats in the city. The testimony shows that there was an acii\. 

canvass; the most active one oe ae = for a num- 

carriages and v were plying in diffe: 

ing the Democratic voters to the polls. 

762 votes—or whatever the nun! 

contestee, I did it believing that ) 

is I meant yes- 


t 
I 
r 
® 


L 
é use we are unable—being of Opinion that the 
proof is sufficient to attack the validity of this return and to m.ko 
it unreliable and doubtful—we are unable, when we look around 
for testimony to support any definite count, to find evidenc. 9), 

number, and we can only take the nuin- 
ber which has been admitted by Mr. Aldrich in his notice of ¢n- 
test to have been cast, and proven by the witnesses, although in 
such an unsatisf: way, to have gone in there. 

I do not believe that Mr. Robbins got e: 
beat, where the proof shows there are 1 white Democrats at 
least and at least 25 colored Democrats. I donot believe that Mr. 

twice that Many: for 
; 10,000 inhabitants, a town 
it; and even Judge Craig 
high as 1,400—from 1,250 to 1,400. He says 
antagonist running, even then 
counted upon. 
is where the disfran- 


demand upon the part 

them responsible for this disfranchise- 
ility of the poll itself and the 

return; but I do insist that when 76 


are admitted by the con- 
notice of contest, when 


Republicans testify 
tion to the Demo- 


i yh I am sup- 
ported the judgment of the distinguished venerable chair- 
man ‘is committee, a man of reputation for judicial learning, 
and another one of my Republican 


and bulldozing in 
nesses called the 
of the contestant—testifies as follows 
Q. Mr. Saati Where ony Spay Sears the polling place in the 
A. one that I know. 
Yet in the notice of contest it is said that there were great co- 
horts ing the streets, intimidating the voters and kee) ing 


upon the committee. 
that there was all manner of intimid:tion 

this precinct. Mr. McIiwain, one of the wit- 
contestanmt—beeause these are all witnesses 


them the 
Was there any intimidation at the 
& Not that 1 know of Ten eres 
This is one of the watchers who is giving this testimony 
\ Degen yeewes any attempt at bribery im the city precinct, No.» at 


inthe city precincts’ 
conversation. I think they 


© 


peroriore, 


to prevent legal electors from exervisiny ‘heir 


' ee son any. Reaeenennaner ey Speen en the ety prociact, No. 36? 
Were there any threats to arrest made in city precinct, No. 3’ 


Not that I heard of. 

. _— of any voter who have voted for Mr. Aldrich and 
Se for him by any deputy sheriT or 

. I did not see any deputy sheriffs intimidate, or any frie of 

prevent voters from voting. 


ee zo 


i 
4 


Other 


r Compton 8 
the other side. I 


i 
: 


alias 


9,000 votes in D: 
ticket in that 













phenomenal vote for the Democrats to receive in Dallas 
o* That wehhas been Democratic since 1878. 
oA nt how many colored voters have you got in Dallas County, and how 
A rs? 


many white 
Is it of importance, gentlemen, to know how many voters there 


are? 
A. There are in Dallas Coun 
. are about 7,00 
"iG Now, Major Ewant tank you i 


, according tomy judgment, about 2,400 white 
colored voters. 
4 ou honestly believe that there are 
3.000 Democratic voters in the omer Dallas on a fair, square count of the 
ite. every man being allowed to vote for the candidate of his choice? 
7 ‘Ican only answer this question ay cares en eee to my recollec- 
tion, at no election held in County within the eight years has the 
Democratic candidate for office received less than 3,000 votes, according to 
the returns made and certified to to the proper official. 
Q . that is not an answer to my question, and again I ask you if you 
hones 


belie under a free ballot and a fair count, each voter in Dallas 
County all a to vote for the candidate of his choice, the Democratic 


allo 
party coald poll votes in ie et 
Here is a man who hesitates and deliberates well upon his state- 
ment before he makes it. He says he thinks that a popular Dem- 
ocratic candidate can 3,000 votes in a free and honest election 
there, if honestly counted. 


that there are 2,400 white voters in Dallas County. In your 
ju ‘ reas beer many of those white voters belong to the Populists or J etter. 


‘A. Well, my judgment is that there are not exceeding 150. I doubt if there 
are that many now. 


Remember that. 


There being 150 that would leave 2,280 Democratic white 
2. would it not? he eonld the Democratic party get its other 750 


voter from to give it 3,000 voters in this county? 

A. From the negroes. 

Had he any justification in saying that? Grigg says that there 
were henna one and two hundred colored Democrats in that 
county, and you are told the same by other witnesses, this man 
Compton aa es Gen there were negroes whom, when they 
were approached by , they were able to induce to vote 
for them. 

I will not detain the House further, as I promised not to abuse 
its indulgence, this beat. But let it suffice anyone, in con- 
clusion, to say ‘that I have made, that we of the minority have 
made, such a conservative estimate of the vote which should be 
counted for the contestee with this object, that the chairman of 
the committee, who is a Republican, and one of his associates, who 
is a Republican, has coincided with us, and if I have the misfor- 
tune of b having my judicial friend from North Carolina formally 
turn against me this proposition, I rest secure in the arms 
of the chairman of the commi 

Now, in reference to three other beats—Woodlawn, Or- 
ville, and Oldtown. I will take Woodlawn first. 

Mark pa. ee Hill the chairman of the committee throws 
out for He and his associate [Mr. Cooke] throw Liberty 
Hill out for fraud; but the other four Republicans, even these 

of ours on this committee, who are so 
j of fraud, say there is no —— why Lib- 
ei can not be counted, giving the vote for Robbins and 
Aldrich there as shown. There are but three precincts where we 


i 
iz 
Hl 


of the mi stand alone—W oodlawn, Orrville, and Oldtown— 
— I will the evidence concerning these as rapidly as pos- 
sl . 

I want to call attention to the ar, t of the gentleman with 


‘ I desire to ask atten- 
) distinguished friend; and when I sa 
friend I mean it, because I have a sincere regard for my frien 
tleman of learning and ability, and in 
calm, judicial demeanor. But he says in 
me refer to it, I have it here in the 
, where it has been printed. 
the testimony of St. John Tavel. He 


4 


i 
i 


Eu 
: 
& 
F 
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of the ion of this beat. He was one 
of the men who had been inspector at the election. Now, here is 
=e testimony which the gentleman from Massachusetts quotes 


first question submitted to him, which was: 
a ee pee 
to answer question. I recognize that I am under oath 


goes further down and quotes from some of his testi- 


4 
i 


‘3 


him, after taking up the list: “Can you pick 


Ont of the iiss other ee eis Fhe tee hee eneecd on portant 
Oc eetives testes nec 


there was a strong 


What says my friend? 


2a Sean Pa eee peel ea 
here to another word. . 
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Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] says the 
testimony of this witness is the testimony upon which the minor 
ity would ask you to overturn the findings of the majority as to 
this precinct. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of 
the House to other testimony of Mr. St. John Tavel; and it is to 
the testimony that I want to confine myself upon this question. 

Sut I shall take occasion to say that the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Royse] in his statement yesterday tried to throw discredit 
upon him by saying that he said that was not as he signed his 
name. He never said he never wrote his name that way. The 
substance of that is that he sometimes wrote his name with two 
“I's” and sometimes elongated; but he did swear he signed 
these election returns. They did not tell usthat. They quote his 
testimony. They play with this thing of his name; but they never 
once tell this House that John Tave! says here positively that he 
did sign that election poll list. But I want to refer to the rest of 
his testimony. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy | 
said that he refused to state that more than 14 did vote there. He 
does not tell you further on. He does in his testimony come up 
boldly and squarely and say that there were as many votes polled 
there as returned in that list. 

Why not state to the House all the testimony? Why is it that 
one gentleman will dwell, with all the tropes and figures of rhet- 
oric, upon testimony that is not pertinent to the issue before the 
House, and that should be disregarded with the returns it was 
introduced to support? Why is it that my other friend will refer 
to isolated statements of Mr. Tavel and tell you that that is the 
testimony upon which the minority ask that the view of the ma- 
jority shall be overturned, and yet omit this most material part 
of his pa 

Mr. PITNEY. Is there any testimony of Tavel that he signed 
this specific return or any one of that purport? Is not his testi- 
mony simply that he signed a poll list? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will read you his testimony. 


Q. Did you sign the inspectors’ certificate of election after the polls were 
closed on that day? 
A. I did. 
2. Where were you when you signed that certificate? 
. Lwas in the room of the polling place in Woodlawn precinct. 


. How ¢@id you sign your name?! 
. [do not remember exactly as to how I signed it 
2. What is your best recollection? 
. According to the best of my recollection, I signed it in my usual way. 
Generally, I abbreviate the St. John to St. I sometimes write the John in 
full and sometimes abbreviate it to Jno. Well, | sometimes write out the 
the letter L. If I change the 
f { change the Tavel part of my 


Lewis in full and sometimes designate it b 
Tavel part of my name at all I elongate it. 
name it is to write it with two “I's.” 

There is no evidence in this case, unless I have overlooked it, as 
to how that return was signed, but Tavel says that he signed it 
himself, and what better evidence can you ask of the fact than 
that? Tavel is your own witness, and he says he signed that 
return. 

Again he was asked: 

Q. Do you swear positivel 
Woodlawn precinct on the 6t 


gress from this district? 
A. L refuse toanswer that 


that there were more than I4 votes cast at 
day of November, 1894, for a member of Con- 


uestion. I recognize that lam under oath now. 

Q. Do you say under oath that you saw 139 voters living in Woodlawn pre- 
cinct, each for himself, cast a vote in that precinct before you, as one of the 
inspectors of election on the 6th day of November, 1804, for a member of 
Congress? 

A. I do not remember how many votes were cast that day. 

Now, I ask the House to remember that in this part of the ex- 
amination they are appealing to his recollection, but further on, 
when he makes his offici~! signature the basis of his remembrance, 
he verifies this, and says there were this number of votes: 

Q. Did you sign the poll list showing that 139 men voted there that day, 
each man voting for himself? 

A. To the best of my recollection, I did. 

Q. Is that the truth, Mr. Tavel, that 139 men voted at Woodlawn precinct 
on the 6th day of last November for the two Congressional candidates? 

A. I think so. I suppose so. Of course, I decline to state positively that 
they did. 

With that becoming caution which any man, relying upon his 
mere recollection or upon anything except his official record, 
ought to manifest, he qualifies his answer in that way; but he goes 
on to verify his statement further: 

Q. Do you believe that the 139 men whose names appear on this poll list 
were present, and each for himself voted at that polling place on the 6th of 
November, 1804? 

A. Yes; I do believe it. 

So, gentlemen, here is your own witness, a man who was an in- 
spector of elections, and I have read you histestimony. You took 
a part of his testimony, a little bit of it, garbled it, presented it to 
this House as his testimony, and said that upon that testimony 
the minority asked the House to overturn the conclusions of the 
majority of the committee; but here I show you his positive tes- 
timony that he did sign that poil list and that he believed 139 votes 
were polled there that day, each man voting for himself as set 
forth in the return. Now, how is this testimony attacked? It is 
attacked by two witnesses, Seay and Cater. Seay is proven by the 
evidence to be a kind of a vagabond. 
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T)'s evidence shows that he has abandoned his infirm wife 
and fone roaming over the neighborhood for a week ata time, 
and that when asked what he was doing he said, ‘‘I’m workin’ 
for other people.” ‘You were working for other people when 
you ‘ame to watch that precinct, were you not?” ‘It seeins I 
was.’ He is one witness who contradicts Tavel, and Cater is the 
other, Now, Cater ee that he has spent a part of his 
time in jail. I want to do him full justice. I do not pretend that 
the rcord discloses that he was in jail for stealing a mule ora 
hog, but I do say that it shows he was in jail for lack of influence 
enovgh among the respectable people of the community to be able 
to secure for himself an appearance bond. 

Those are the two witnesses who are summoned into this court 
to contradict Tavel, one a roaming vagabond and the other a con- 
fessed jail bird, and their testimony is relied upon to invalidate 
returns which another witness, one of the inspectors of election, 
has sustained by his oath. Now, shall this poll be cast out? Do 
it if you like, gentlemen, but if you do, so far as I am concerned, 
you will do it over my protest. I would not cast out that poll for 
aw) I would not disturb an official return in any election on 
behalf of any person on such evidence, I would rather leave the 
case to the certificate of the officers who made the return than to 
disturb it upon evidence like this, for remember when you do 
throw out that return you throw out the solemn act of three men 
acting under cath upon the testimony of one man who is a vaga- 
bond and of another who isa jail bird. These two men testify 
that they were at that poll and saw only 14 men vote, and that is 
the testimony upon which you are asked to throw out the poll. 

Now, I will go to another point, for that is all the evidence upon 
this subject. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman says that is all the evidence on 
this subject. Is it not the evidence of Seay that he was there all 
day watching with his companion, and that he (Seay) was the 
last man that voted; and does not the poll list disclose the fact 
that his name is No. 14, while on the list there are returned 139 
votes? Now, would it not have been very easy to contradict moe 
by showing that he voted early in the day, or that others vo 
after him? 

Mr. DINSMORE, My friend is still harping on my daughter, 
upon contestee’s failure to take testimony, of which I think I 
have sufficiently spoken. When I said that was all the evidence 
in the case, I meant that these witnesses gave the only testimony 
upon which you relied to impeach the return at this poll. 

Mr. PITNEY. But does not the return impeach itself on that 
evidence? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I think not. That return is supported by 
the testimony and by the certificate and by the attestation under 
oath of three men acting under an official obligation. They have 
attested it and they support it by their testimony, and I do not 
think this House will disregard it because two tramps come in 
and seek to overthrow the testimony of these three men. 

Now, I go to Orrville beat. William M. Booth and W. H. O’Brien 
are the two witnesses called here. These, with one other witness, 
E. M. Riley, are the only witnesses, I believe, who testify as to 
the number of votes that were ape Saag in that place. 
O’Brien does not know. Booth does not know. I read from the 
evidence of Booth: 


2. How long were you in or abcut the poils? 
. Only a very short while. 
Q. Did you see any colored men entering the polls or leaving while you 
were on the ore: 

A. I did not take any particular notice. I saw some in the town. 

Q. Do you recollect whether or not there was any crowd directly around 
the polling place, either when you entered or when you left the place’ 
A. No, sir; I do not really recollect. 

Now, let me run hastily over the evidence of O’Brien: 

Q. What is your name, how old are you, where do you live, and how long 
have you li there? 

A. name is W. H. O’Brien. I am 4 years old. I live in Orrville pre- 
ot ey. I See eee ow eight years. 

. To what po y do you belong? 
? Tothe = 


Q. Did you or did you not vote on the 6th day of November, 1894, for a 
neo S a the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama? 


. For whom did you cast your ballot 

. For Robbins. 
2 Were you at or about the polls rauch during that day? 

. I was not, sir. 

. At what time did you arrive at the polls when you went there to vote, 

how h did you remain? 

_- here some time in the afternoon, and I remained there only a 

short time. I suppose that I was there possibly half an hour; not over that. 

Q. According to your best recollection, was it after 2 0’clock when you were 


there? 
A. I guess, sir, that it was about 2, or it may have been a little after that; I 


can not tell exactly. 
Q. Are you positive, Mr. O'Brien, that it was not after 3 o'clock in the after- 


a am not positive as to that time. 
Now, in evidence of this kind on the part of the contestant—and 


such has been the argument here—the object was to fix the time 
within which certain votes were polled and to connect that with 
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other = as to the number of votes polled about that time | 

use long enough upon this to call attention to the fact that t)> 

timony of a witness as to his recollection of the hour at whi:-); 
a ic event occurs is always attended with great unr:|\,. 
bility. No man can te: accurately in such a case unless thera 
is some particular fact to his attention upon a particular tiie 
at which the event occurred. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the tleman permit a question? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Is be v lad to answer, it if I can. 

Mr. PITNEY. I venture toask it Eeaateon the gentleman stated 
to me yesterday that he would answer any questions. 

_Mr. DINSMORE. Ido not think I have declined to do so in 
instance. I shall be very glad to answer the gentleman, if | . 

Mr. PITNEY. What I wish to ask is this: Whether the .\j- 
dence of O’Brien to the effect that he voted about 2 o'clock (his 
number on the poll list being 7), in connection with the eviderco 
of Booth, who testified that he voted between 12 and 3 o'clock — 
nearer to 3 than 12, according to my understanding of his evi- 
dence (his number on the poll list being 294); in connection 
with Johnson's evidence that certain names on this poll list are 
the names of persons residing in another precinct; in connection 
with the further fact that there were produced in evidence five 
registry certificates of men whose names were on this poll list— 
a from a custody other than that in which the law would 

eave them if those men had voted, for the law requires that 

the voter shall surrender his registry certificate to the inspectors 
of election when he votes; in connection with the additional fact 
that there was no inspector there representing Mr. Aldrich, and 
that there was no production ot the registry—my question is, 
whether this evidence, taken all together, tends in any degree to 
impeach those returns, and if so, in what degree? 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman has propounded a great many 
questions in one. I shall endeavor to answer them to the best of 
my ability. In the first place, I stated a moment ago that the tes- 
timony of any witness as to the time when any particular event 
occurred is generally unreliable; and O’Brien’s testimony as to the 
time when he voted is not, to my mind, so satisfactory that I would 
not upon it impeach any return, even in connection with any other 
evidence. The testimony in this case further shows that the bulk 
of the voters would be most likely to come in about the hour of 
noon, when le were taking a recess for their midday meal. 
That evidence is given by some one; I donot remember who. The 
testimony of O’Brien (his number being 194)—— 

Mr. P 'Y. O’Brien’s number was 7. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Well, sir, the testimony of O’Brien as to his 
vote I connect with the votes of the other witnesses who testify, 
and I conclude that they testified truly; that testimony of this 
kind where it is not contradicted is to be accepted as correct. 

As to the five certificates of tration, the law does not re- 
quire that they be preserved; they may be thrown down any- 
where and fall into the hands of any idle or designing person. 

Now, a word as to the testimony of Johnson as to finding on the 
list the names of persons who did not live in that beat. Mr. (iil- 
bert Johnson is a ubiquitous witness. He testifies as to various 
beats. He does not restrict his testimony to people living in Lex- 
ington beat, where he resided; he goes over into Orrville and 
claims to be familiar with all the colored people in that beat. 
But his testimony, even if you accept it as true, is subject to the 
rule which I mentioned a while that when a man simply 
comes in says, ‘‘ Here is the name of a man who lives in another 
beat, not in this beat,” such evidence is not sufficient to satisfy a 
court—and if this House is not a court it ought to be—that the 
identical man bea’ that name was in another place and did 
not vote there upon that day. 

Mr. PITNEY. Butwhen Johnson mentions 25 different names 
I would ask the gentleman whether that does not raise some pre- 
sumption of the truth of his hooves al 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not remember the number of names he 
mentions. The gentleman asks if this does not raise some pre 
sumption in favor of the truth of his testimony. How they 
struggle, Mr. Speaker; how they strive for some faint suspicion, 

burden of proof is on them to overturn the re- 
turns by satisfactory evidence, because you must attack the off 
cial acts of the sworn officers of el , who performed their 
official duties and verified it by their signature and their oat! in 
order to overcome the presum in favor of thecontestee. And 
yet, notwithstanding this, with this burden upon them, the 40" 


tleman will jump at some vague suspicion. 
Mr. PITNEY.. Excuse me, I did not undertake to give my ow? 
nion in reference to the matter. es amesied fo 
& tan expression of the opinion of gentleman imse fw ul 
has studied the case, as to whether he was not willing in view of 
this testimony to give some t to this cumulative evidence. 
Mr. D O Well, Mr. , I hope the oe is 
en een eee es m further 
interruptions. I hope he understand that I mean no dis 


any 


an, 









, but I want to get through as soon as possible and 
— any longer than necessary. I have tried to 
to the gentleman in yielding to his inquiries. 

Y. Ithankthe gentleman for his responses. : 
ae = wit- 
what a herd of cattle has been brought into this case! 
ee Mr. Riley who testified, one E. M. Riley, and his tes- 
timony will be found on page 50 of the record. He came to Orr- 
ville beat as a “ spotter,” or was sent for that purpose. He says, 
“Twas intimidated,” ‘I was scared.” ‘‘They ranmeaway!” The 
ntleman from Indiana [Mr. Royse] argued that Riley was 
frightened away from the polls. Let us see what his own testi- 
mony is. ‘i 
_ Where do you reside 
z In the city of Selma. b 
: rrville on the 6th day of November, 1804" 
z Porat there En Gumpens Sot counting the men that voted in that 
precinct. 
Q. Who 


hired you for that purpose? 
. Mr. G. B. Deans. 
o. Who is Mr. G. B. Deans? : ; 
z He is the chairman of Mr. Aldrich’s campaign committee. 
2. How mych ae Deans pay you for going to Orrville on that day? 
. Lrecei L 
. Your —— in going there was to keep an account of the number of 
von wae oe at that precinct, was it not? 
& Rube dollars and fifty cents was the hire you were to receive for keep- 
? 


For what was the $12.50 
For staying there oat as I did. 
. If you had stayed there would you have received more money? 
z If Thad sta there all day | would have received more. 

’ How much would you have received if you had stayed all day? 
z Twenty dollars. : 
Q. Was that the price that Mr. Aldrich paid for services of that character 


. PITNE 
Mr. DINSMORE. Now, to hurry on. 


ven you? 


the price agreed on with you? 


Now, they charge bribery against the contestee in thiscase. But, 
Mr. Speaker, there is not a shadow of testimony from the begin- 
ning to the end of this whole volume which has been brought here 
which attaches the faintest suspicion, even, against the contestee 
of any bribery, or anybody acting for him. And yet not only this 
witness, whose testimony I have just quoted, but divers others 
testify as to the bribery of the men on behalf of Mr. Aldrich in 
the election. 

He was asked further: 

2 How long did you remain at the polls? 

Between three and four hours, I think. 
? At what time was the warning given you to leave? 
. Lsuppose between 10 and 11 o'clock. 
Did you or not leave at once? 
I not. 
Why? 
J did not feel like it. 
not afraid of any bodily harm. 
or [ should never have left. 
that you did leave within the fifteen minutes within 
warned to leave? 
I left within fifteen minutes. 
warning was given you before yov left? 
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fifty minutes? 
thirty minutes? 
ten minutes? 
five minutes? 
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how long it was, for I do not remember. 


: away from the polls, and yet he was 
ng to hisown testimony. Now, what 
It was seriously contended by one gen- 
case for the ene that there was in- 
everybody familiar with the principles of 
that unless somebody was influenced by 
deprived of his ballot or prevented from 
successfully made by somebody to 
election and actually succeeded in 
of their duties, that such 
des that, this man did not 
voted at that precinct. He 
frightened, according to his 
why he did not leave, he 


are you going to stand on the testimony of a bribed 
no answer to say that they were only paid $20 a day 
I feel warranted in 
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saying that this testimony from the very beginning showed that 
these witnesses were paid to watch and testify for the purpose of 
impeaching the returns; bribed to testify. 
precinct. 


That is the Orrville 


Where is the testimony that attacks the returns? Nobody has 
testified as to the number of votes polled; not a witness called for 
that purpose, except the testimony of the officers themselves, 
which is testimony until it is overturned for fraud. The testi- 
mony, the certificates of election of the officers of election, who 
verified the accuracy and correctness of the returns by their offi- 
cial oath, is the only testimony that you have. 

Now, let us go to Woodlawn beat. The testimony of witnesses 
in reference to this is set forth in the record. I wish to call your 
attention especially to the testimony of Louis P. Jones. He tes- 
tifies that he did not stay there long, but that he was 150 or 200 
yards off from the polling place. That he was in a position for 
twoor three hours where he could see the voting place and those 
wko went to it. According to his recollection, only one came into 
that polling place after he had been there. Let me read from his 
testimony: 

Q. Did the colored people in Oldtown 
eral thing register last May? 

A. Ido not know. When I registered none registered the day that I regis- 
tered. The people were advised by circulars sent out by Dr. Moseley to the 


I mean the colored voters—as a gen- 


| colored people in that precinct not to register, and the number that I talked 
with said that they were not going to register 
. Are the colored voters in Oldtown precinct Democrats or Republicans? 


A. Ido not know that. My best information is that they are Republicans. 

Q. Do you know any Democrats among the colored people in this county? 

A. 1 know some colored people who vote the Democratic ticket, if that 
makes them a Democrat. 

Q. Do you vote the Democratic ticket? 

A. Dol have to answer that question? 

Q. Do you consider it disgraceful to vote the Demox 

A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. Louis, who did you vote for on the 6th day of last November for Con- 
gress’ 

A. The reason that I said that was because we all were 
years ago to vote it. 


ratic ticket? 


instructed two 
Then Lewis stopped and turned to the attorney who was taking 
the testimony for the contestant and says: 


Is you Mr. Bowman?’ 
years ago. 


You instructed us to vote the Democratic ticket two 


Then he is asked: 


Q. Who did I tell you to vote for two years ago? 

A. You said vote for Reuben F. Kolb, and you said that if anybody said 
that he was not a Democrat—I know you instructed us to vote for him. I do 
not know what else you said. 

Q. Now, who did you vote for on the 6th of November last, for Congress, 
in Oldtown beat? 

A. I voted for Mr. Robbins. 
? You say that Dave Riggs did not vote there that day? 

. Isaid that he did not vote while 1 was there at the polling place. He 
did not go directly away with me. I saw him within twenty-five or thirty 
minutes after I left there. He came then to the place where I was standing 
in sight of the polls, and he told me that he had not voted 

Q. When you went away from there to go back home, did you go away 
from there together? ; 

A. He went away, but did not go with me. He went inan opposite direc- 
tion from where the polls were, and went in the direction of his home 

Q. What time did you leave that place to go home in the afternoon? 

A. Ido not exactly know. I suppose between | and 2, or prebably it might 
have been 3 o'clock when I went Scene. 


Q. On the road home did you meet any voters going toward the polling 


place? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Pretty near all the voters in that precinct are colored men, are they not? 
A. To my best judgment, I feel pretty sure that they are. 
2 Why did Dave Riggs say that he did not vote’ 
. He said that he had not registered. 
Q. Did you vote for Governor Jones two years ago? 
A. No, sir; I did not vote for Jones or Kolb two years ago. 
Q. You are a Democrat, are you not? 
A. No, sir; I am not a Democrat, but I voted for Mr. Rob»ins because he 


has done favors for my race. I vote the Democratic ticket sometimes when 
I think it is to my interest to do so. 

Again, on cross-examination, he was asked: 
Lewis, are you or not a representative colored man? 
. Well, I used to be, but I am not now. 
. When did you quit being a representative colored man? 
It has been a long time ago. 
. The representative colored man will tell the truth on oath, won't he? 
. No, sir; he won't. 
. Will a colored man who is not a representative colored man tell the truth 
on oath? 

A. [have not known them all to be tried. 

[Lanughter. ] 

ere is a colored man testifying as to this beat. There is noth- 

ing in his testimony upon which it can be attacked save and ex- 
cept the one fact for which he was called to testify, namely, that 
there is the name of a Louis Jones on the poll list. I suppose they 
tried to get something out of him as to how many votes were 
polled. All he testifies to is that he did not vote, although his 
name is on the poll list. They ask you to throw this out because 
of the testimony of men who swear they did not vote, while there 
are names of a few on the poll list corresponding with theirs. 

Now, the House was regaled yesterday by a lot of irrelevant 
testimony read by the gentleman from North Carolina {Mr. Liy- 
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NEY] not in support of the issue here. Evidence was introduced 
in behalf of issues already eliminated from this contest. Let me 
read the testimony of two or three other witnesses who were called 
by the contestant to testify in his behalf: 
. What is your name? 
. Bol’ Adama. 
2 Where do you live? 
. In Oldtown beat, Dallas County. 
How long have you been living there? 
For twelve years. I am a colored man and wasa slave before the war. 
be you register last May? 
No, sir. 
. Did you yote in the last November election for Congressman? 
3 No, bn I was in the field working. 


2 ¥ shore any other Bob Adams living in that precinct besides yourself? 
. No, sir 


2 Are you a Repti or a Democrat? 


lam a Repu man, 
D she ccleved in that beat as a rule are Republicans, are they not? 

, ™ are. 
blican 


Nearly all of the 
Q. Were the colored people not advised by the leaders of the 


party not to register and pot to vote in any of the elections of last year? 
A. Ido not know about that. 
This was in Oldtown beat. Here is a colored man who did 
not know about these instructions. I read this for the pu 
of showing that these colored people were not all inf the 
instructions; and this is in support of the and the evidence 
that colored people did vote in that contest and did vote for Rob- 
bins, for the testimony shows that in the Orville beat, and it is 


erally with their landlords; that 
in that beat; that they work upon the farms with th 
and usually vote with them. And there is other testimony that 
goes to show that thissometimes happens toa large extent through- 
out the county. 
There was another witness named Gamble who testified that he 
did not vote. The name on the poll list was Gammon. 
. Your name is G-a-m-b-1-e, is it not? 
. Yes, sir. 
2 And _ G-a-m-m-o-n? 
Q. You are not the Gammon who voted in Oldtown precinct on the 6th of 
November, 1894, are you? 


A. No, str; I did not vete. 
9 Oldtown precinct i. a pretty large precinct, is it not? 


. Yes, sir. 
9. How large a precinct is it? 
. Ido not know how large it is. 
. About how voters live in Oldtown precinct? 
. [do not know, sir. 
Do you know all the voters who do live in Oldtown precinct? 
No, air; J do no’ 
There are lots of them there that you 49 not know, are there not? 
Yea, sir. 
Do you take much stock in politics? 
No, sir; a little somet 
What was the election held tor on November 6, 18%? 
For Congress. 


x 
z 


z 
z 
z 
z 


Here is another, George Walton, who is called to testify in behalf 


of the contestant. He testifies that he did not vote. 


; place is Oldtown preeinct? 
2 Tociiner. ee ie 
That is the beat in which he lives. 
2 oy us meer people live there? 


sir. 

9. Who is Vice-President of the United States? 
. Ldon't know that. 
. Fe er need eae eae 
. ion*t know, sir. 

%. Who was the Republican nominee for Congress in this district? 


Mr. Kolb. 

This witness is testifying with reference to the election for Con- 

ess in the Fourth Congressional district in Alabama in 1894. 
fic is called to invalidate the return, to show that he did not vote 
and he swears that he did not know who was the Democratic 
didate, but that Mr. Kolb was the Republican candidate. 
Kolb had run for governor in the August election 
was not a candidate then; and we are left to the inference that he 
thought he was testifying as ‘o the A election and not as to 
the November election, because Mr. Kolb was not the Republican 
candidate, but Mr. Aldrich was. 


can- 
Mr. 
, and 


I will not upon the intelligence of the House to go 
further into cn atknser, I have called attention to the man- 
ner in which this matter has been argued, upon excerpts from 
this testimony with reference to these beats, both on ee 

4, from Massachusetts [Mr. Moony} and my from 
Indiana [Mr. Royse], without gi the testimony which bore 
upon it, and which more amply and fully covered the 

ound. I maintain with my colleagues of the minority that these 
ht to stand as returned by the officers of election, 

ully assailed, not assailed by 

testimony as is entitled to the consideration of 

ouse; that these three ts should be counted as re- 
turned, which would show the contestee elected by more than 500 


‘A few more words upon the subject of bribery. The evidence 
of Crocheron shows that he was approached and offered money 


_T acquit the 
a 
to his association a man, 


Marcu 13, 


to make a false return. The evidence of Bell shows that he ». 

ceived $30 or more for watching a precinct, when he did not |j\.,, 

a. when he did not live in the county, but was a citizen 
exas. 

Gentlemen, how does this a to the calm, judicial 1); 
Suppose this were an action ing before a tribunal where «:;; 
are decided according to the so ign principles of law, wi 
out bias, without prejudice, without ticism or party feeliny, 
Why, it would not last as long as a snowflake would last in (),..; 
torrid country referred to yesterday by my friend from N.;:), 
Carolina [Mr. Linney}. It may be sufficient testimony for you ;., 
unseat a ocrat; if so, do it; but I a to you once more t) 
eliminate that part of the case from consideration which has })..), 
eliminated by the unanimous consent of the committee and |), 
deavor to arrive at your conclusion upon the part which prop. r|y 
appeals to the j of members of this House. If you do 
apply the principles of law that you would apply if you wer. 
judges upon the bench, I verily beheve you will not allow the 
turns from either Woodlawn, Oldtown, or Orrville to go out, |)\)1 
that you will leave them there standing upon the certification | 
the officers inted, who did certify to them under oath: |. - 


thé flimsiest, 
most y 


I know the difficul 
I have not tried to it. I have not tried to shield myse|; i 
any way from it. I say with you that I shal! welcome the day, 
if it ever arrives—alt it may be as far away as the millen- 
nium—when there shall be no fraud manifesting itself either i), 
the South or in the North, either in Alabama or in Pennsylv iii, 
either in Mississippi or in New York. 

But the concluding remark yesterday of my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts was that so jealous is he of the integrity of the ass.\- 
tions of this dis i body that he would not have its atis- 
phere contaminated by a person who comes from a district wher. 
all these frauds have ot proven. 

Mr. Speeker, I challenge one single word of this testimony fr.) 
beginning to end that in anywise insinuates any improper «1- 
duct the contestee y. In what I am about to say 
contestant. t my friend who is so jealous of the 
ee ee ogee welcomes 

sa) i against him, 
whose chief attorney is con thes evidence of bribery. 
The chairman of the committee who — his campaign 
is convicted by this evidence of bribery. Let him who stands 1) 
for pure elections criticise evil and wrong wherever it appears, 
whether for him or against him. 

The Speaker of the House ted me to membership upon 
this committee, and in the selection he did me honor, but he imy-«! 
upon me burdens of which I could well wish to be relieved. 11 we 
are to be beasts of burden for the House in these election c:-«s, 
all ask is that you give to us credit for sincerity of conviction 
and honesty of conduct, and that will weigh well our state- 
ments, our arguments, and the of our labor, and determine 
the cause fairly and justly, and the minority will be content. 
[Loud a on the Democratic side 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia 
[ Mr. TURNER] expected to address the House as one of the minori'; 
in the discussion upon this case, but so much time has been t: «11 
that he has given = the idea of saying anything in the Hous 
and desires to be at li So nese hie rennet in the Recorp. 


The SP. The from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Virgini: !« 
given ission to print remarks in the Recorp upon this »1''- 
ject. Aaa [Aftera pause.] TheChair hears 0. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, owing to the great time that !i0s 
consumed in addressing the House question, | feel 

have to say within 

them by _— re “nm 

ee a lengthened (\is- 

of the attributes of this case. come down to the obj«c- 
: made and discussed here on tlie 
sap of bag , I desire to 

provisions of the statute upon 

eee _— com- 

; ™m judgment ey leave the 

the haw tions which have been 

outside of the county of Shelby. 

resided im that county: and 

aes a resident of the county of 

to take testimony in the county 


Solow at statute in reference to the 
are mentioned in the statute to (vke 
we see that the intention of 

the case within the author- 
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officer by the local laws of the State, but 
designate =e of the office the individual who should 
ee thorized to exercise the authority conferred upon the officer 
be ata egaage of the laws of the United States. It does not 
pi ject him to the q ification that he shall be limited in his au- 
thority State laws or any State adjudications upon this 
ority Wy it the laws of the United States have d ted the 
pe of persons by reference to their offices who shall be author- 
ized to take testimony provided for by the statute of the United 
States in contested-election cases. Take, for instance, the 
notary or any other officer who is mentioned or referred to in the 
statute of the United States, and he has no authority whatever 
der the local laws of his State to take one word of testimony in 

a contested-election case. The laws of the State have conferred 
ad such authority him, but he is a State, a local, or a county 
or a city officer, his duties and his power and authority are 
rescribed by the laws of the State, which of themselves exclude 
altogether the bility of taking evidence in a case of a contest 
altogether So that we are not to look at the laws of the 
State for the purpose of ascertaining the authority of the indi- 
vidual whois selected to take oe eneny in acontested-election 


district it would go entirely unprovided for. But the statute goes 
further and declares that no witness shall be required to attend 
an examination out of the county in which he resides or is served 
with a subpcena. Why make this provision for the protection of 
the witness and restrict his attendance to the county in which he 
resides or in which he is served,if the officer has no authority 
under the laws of the United States to go beyond the limits of the 
county? The provision would be entirely absurd under that con- 
struction, and it is warranted by no authority. Now, we go fur- 
ther. Itis provided in section 117 that the depositions of witnesses 
residing out of the district and beyond the reach of the subpoena 
may be taken before any officer authorized by law to take testi- 
mony in contested-election cases, showing still the intention of 
Congress to be that the officer who is selected to take testimony in 
such cases shall act without restriction throughout the entire 
length and breadth of the Congressional district in which the con- 
test is intended to be carried on. But if it turns out that the wit- 
ness is in some other Congressional district, then the law has 
provided that you may go before an officer in that district and 
take that witness’s testimony. And his authority has not been 
restricted to the county for which he may be an officer or to any 
particular county of his Congressional district, but it extends to 
the entire district in which he shall reside. 

Again, the statute provides in section 120 that— 

All witnesses who attend in obedience to a subpa@na, or who attend volun 
tarily at the time and place appointed, of whose examination notice has been 


elected i 
. ven, as vided by this chapter, shall then and there be examined on oath 
they appear as Representatives before the Congress of the United | 
States. 


. > the r who issued the subpcena. 
matter entirely and exclusively sub the | ri 
eae te cerariciiten Sires thas te aepones Is not that broad enough to dissolve and dismiss all possible 
a e local officer, who is referred to as a local officer who doubt as to the authority conferred by the statute in this matter? 


shall exercise this broad authority created by the act of Congress. 
We have only to look at the language of the law in order to see 
that it was the intention of Congress to cover the whole subject 
by its ee iy Spemnerny the authority that should be exer- 
cised by the officer in cases of this description, and, without going 

into observations upon this subject, I will call the 
attention of the House to the language of the sections of the stat- 


It has been seen that by the preceding provisions the officer is 
authorized to issue subpoenas for all the witnesses who may be 
named to him, without restriction as to the county, the only lim- 
itation being the Congressional district itself; and when these 
witnesses who are subpcenaed in this way appear, they are re- 
quired to appear before the officer who issued the subpcena; and 
it is no matter where they shall appear, provided it is within the 


matter. The vided Congressional district in which the contest has arisen; and the 
ute relating to this : y have provided thet when there officer has full and ample authority, and is positively required by 
is a contested election and the person contesting the election is his sect? ; ; - / , 
desirous of taking evidence he may apply to either of the officers | this section of the statute, to go on and take the testimony of these 
for a subpoena, one of them being a notary. The statute pro- | Witnesses. a 
vides that the person the election may apply toeither | By section 122 it is further provided that— 
of the officers mentioned in statute for the su to se- The officer shall cause the testimony of the witnesses, together with the 
cure the attendance of his witnesses and the taking of their evi- pg teen mm aged ay Se partion ee Weir agvate. 20 SS Sees Se wees 
. as 28 0 22 parties o 1erT agents, i attend 
dence. The statute does not any or by any possi- | ing. and to be duly attested by the witnesses, respectively 
ble constraetim of language tit or restrict the authority of the You will see in this language another clear indication of the in- 
ion 6 Sn which he may have been appointed | tention of the law. It does not refer to the “ officer” of a county, 
or elected the laws of the State, but it gives him ample and | but it is “the officer” who shall have issued subpcenas requir- 
complete authority, equivalent to the entire necessities and re-| ing the attendance of witnesses; he is the person who is to take 
quirements of Sao instituting and carrying on the pro- | the evidence, reduce it to writing, and send it to the Clerk of the 
ceeding? Then the provides, among the officers to w House of Representatives. 
thisapplication may be made, that the applicant mayselectanotary | Section 123 adds still further force to this construction of the 
public for Sas exercising i Federal i and it | statute. That declares that— 
proceeds farther declares that officer—mar : wage! The officer— 
of the statute, ; it is not in the plural, it .— i hall Mark the language—indicating clearly that but one officer may 
i ee a - esl wine be required to execute the entire purpose and authority of the 
pe oe _— a ee on ena statute. If this were not the case, we should find somewhere in the 
him, ; statute something to indicate an intention to restrict the examina- 
oe in wea a There is of ee tion to the authority conferred upon the officer by the State lewis- 
pe there. contrary, does a ren “ lature. But eee not, either by direct language or by implica- 
impress itself oe your minds as bein . | tion, anything in the statute in any form imposing this restriction 
prey | vias So ve made it, authorizing the officer and | upon the authority of the officer. On the other hand, an entirely 
eer a to issue subpoenas for all the witnesses who new and independent proceeding is provided for by the language 
— to eter eae as to where any witness | o¢ the law. ere is confided entirely to the authority and juris- 
nw en oe expect to be nee — = a diction of one person the issuing of the subpamas, the taking of 
pa Yeon the wit to is eee 00S oe on nl the evidence, and the return of the evidence to the Clerk of the 
Represe ives. 
cramiued concerning. the contested election. ‘Then the statute | "'T'Continue the reading of section 123: 
tion 110 te te Ome . ots men = ted, The officer shall have power to require the production of papers; and on the 
are residing the Congressional district—not limit » | refusal or negiect of any person to produce and deliver upany paper or papers 
The, 220 aguin, to the » but to the Congressional -— | in his possession per gto the election, or to produce and deliver up cer 
in case neither one of officers mentioned in this section | tified or sworn i f the same in case they may be official papers, such 


oi . 
. are ee be lia! Sapam De penalties preserined in seetion 116. Al papers 

. us produced, and eerti or sworn copies of official papers, shall be 
then be made to two justices | transmitted by the officer, with the testimony of the witnesses, to the Clerk 
district, and whose author- | of the House of Representatives. 


. 
| 
. 
| 


i 
‘ 


mm be cleasty an broad a0 the Congressional if. Can there be a doubt as to the intention of Congress in this 
; what is | of providing this authority to take the | matter? Can it be doubted that Congress intended to create an 

before two of the peace if neither one of the | entirely independent proceeding of its own, one which should not 
other mentioned resides in the district, if they are to be Seen ween the laws of the State, but to be within the scope of 


limited by the extent of the or ion conferred | the mn mm made use of, confiding the authority to any one of 
ten them ae tae Iie perfocty to that | these to take the testimony within the entire length and 
Congress United States so restrict officer | breadth of the Congressional district, when applied to by either of 
the contesting parties—to issue his subpcenas, and to proceed to 

found were selected where no other officer could | hear the evidence in the contest? 
be district, aad if the justices were to | Of course, it would not be expected in a case of this description 
be ae aes tat they conld that legislation any less broad in its character would have been 
take evidence in the of the | provided, because less broad legislation would not have been suf- 
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ficient to meet the emergencies or necessities of the case. It will 
not necessarily follow because the person selected is an officer of 
a particular description that the party to the contest would be 
able to find another within the district; and the language has been 
carefully drawn so as to make it the duty of this officer to issue 
subpcenas for all witnesses, to require the witnesses to be brought 
before him, to take their testimony, and to return it, together with 
copies of any documents or papers that may be produced before 
him, to the House of Representatives. 

As will be seen, the duty as well as the authority of the House 
is singular in its character. Authority is not conferred upon two 
or more officers except in the case of justices of the © where 
no one of these designated officers can be found within the dis- 
trict, but it is confided solely and wholly to the one officer, what- 
ever his character may be officially, to go on and take all the 
evidence that may be neers for the purpose of making up the 
case and sending it to the House of Representatives for its ion. 

In the case of Washburn vs. Voorhees (reported in 2 Bartlett 
on Elections, 54) this ae came before the House of 
sentatives in the year 1866. In that case it was objected, as it 
been here, that the mayor of the city, who had no authority what- 
ever outside the bounds of the municipality, was not authorized 
to go outside of that city and take evidence in a contested-election 
case. But that objection was met in the same manner in which 
it has been met here, though perhaps not quite so much in 
detail. The House concluded that there was nothing whatever 
in the objection; that Congress had substantially created a tri- 
bunal of its own, had prescribed the mode in which its authority 
should be exercised, the officer who should exercise it, and the 
manner in which the evidence and the papers should be returned 
to the House of Representatives. Upon this subject, the report of 
the committee in that case used this language: 

But the committee were of opinion that the authority to take these depo- 
sitions was derived not from the statutes of Indiana, but from the statute of 
the United States already cited, the mayor of a city being one of the persons 
designated in that statute to e such depositions; and that he would have 
been authorized as such Cocignatet. person to take those depositions had the 
statutes of Indiana conferred upon him no authority to r oaths. 

In view of this authority that has stood unquestioned since 1866 
down to the present time, in view of the broad of the 
statute of the United States and its manifest intention to confer 
upon the officer this extended authority, can there be a doubt that 
this notary had the power to go into the county of Dallas and take 
in the manner prescribed by the statute the testimony that has 
been objected to? It strikes me there is no plausible und on 
which to sustain the objection which has been made. king to 
the intention of the law and the object to be attained, it being the 
object of Congress to build up a system of its own and to confer 
the authorit a any one of these officers mentioned in the 
statute to take the evidence anywhere within the Con onal 
district where it might be offered and to return it to the House 
of Representatives, it seems that this question is presented in such 
a form as not to be open to controversy. 

Now, ng from that, I desire to call your attention to the 
manner in which the reports of the committee have been made 
that brought the case before the House for its consideration. Four 
members of the committee have in their report, which I have no 
doubt the House is familiar with, reached the conclusion that the 
contestant was elected in the district by a majority of 1,121 votes. 
That is the utmost limit that has been placed upon the evidence 
in dealing with the votes cast in this election in 1894 for t- 
ative in Co s from the Fourth Congressional district in the 
State of Ala Now, in reference to the result, the other two 
members of the committee, Mr. Cooke of Illinois and 


m 
have not gone quite so far in determining what the oun also 


the contestant should be under the evidence produced and re- 
turned as the report to which I have just called your attention. 
We have, however, gone through these matters, precinct by one 
cinct, carefully and systematically, and after a careful scrutiny 
of all the votes returned by the and clerks of the elec- 
tion precincts, have reached the conclusion, after going through, 
as I have said, with the utmost care, and looking at all the evidence 
bearing on the rights of each of the parties in this contest, that 
the contestant was elected by a of 601 votes. So, you 


will see that there is no sutetantinl di erence between any of | ing 


the members of the committee, unless it be as to the number or 
size of the majority that the contestant is entitled to over the votes 
that were allowed the contestee at this election. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. If the gentleman will permit me, 
he does not mean to say that, I — The gentleman means, 
no doubt, no difference between majority of the committee. 


The gentleman said of the whole committee. There is a marked | the 


difference in that — 

5 e majority; that is 

the two reports made by the 
This Qifference, I may say, 

the 

Dallas 


t. Iwas com 

of the committee. 
Mr. Speaker, has arisen ; 
vote that was returned from one of the precincts in 
aunty for the contestee, That is the precinct known as 


Marcu 13, 
No. 36, or the City precinct. There the vote returned b 

tors and clerks of elections as having been taken in t 
tion was 2,021 votes. 

It will be recollected that theinspectors were to meet at 8 o'clock 
in the morning and p themselves for taking the vote yy 9 
o'clock, and that they were required to close the polls at 5 o'clock 
in the afternoon; and when you come to consider the vast 1m. 
ber of names recorded as having voted during that time, y.\) yi) 
see that it required the receiving of three or four votes yor 
minute throughout the whole , without cessation, to hays 
taken the number of votes claimed to have been here cast nq 
placed in the ballot box. They returned 2,021 votes, and of that 
2,021 they have been generous enough to give to Mr. Aldrich, the 
contestant in this case, 5 votes. 

Now, evidence is given by persons who went to the polls sus. 
a there was to mischief that day—for suspicion 
seems to have extended ee the county—for the 
purpose of seeing and counting the individuals who went t)) these 
00 for the express or supposed —— of voting at this elec. 

ion. One of these witnesses stationed himself at the court-house, 
near where the polls were ed, and another went to another 
part of the grounds, where ey could see the two doors of the 
court-house, where voters would ordinarily enter the buildin, ang 
one of them counted 715 persons as having gone into the court- 
house on that day,during the whole time, and the other one 
counted 723; and this count was made in such manner as to im. 
= upon the mind of anyone reading the testimony that they 

ad fairly and honestly, so far as they were able to, discharged 
the duty they had assumed to , namely, to discover the 
number of persons who went to the polls on this occasion. 

Now, other witnesses had their attention called to this remark. 
able return of 2,021 votes; among others Mr. Craig, a lawyer of 
extensive practice, who had held various positions of trust in the 
State of bama, and who had also been a member of Conzress, 
He is a gentleman whose integrity is without the slightest riflec- 
tion of suspicion, and his attention was called to the number of 
voters —— to have cast their votes in this county of Dallas 
and in this particular precinct, and according to his statement 
all that he could recall of persons whose names were on the list 
thus returned was about 196 votes. Another gentleman, Jolin A, 
McKinnon, was a physician in extensive practice in Selma, a inan 
who was well acquainted with eg there, who had the returns 
presented to him and went thro them thoroughly, and stated 
in his evidence that he vo the names of 221 persons, run- 
ning down to No. 221 on poll list, as citizens and voters in 
the city of Selma. Then his statement is that he ran down the 
list to 1234, from 221, and there was no person on the list whose 
name he could recognize as a ype who was a resident or voter 
of the city. From 1234 to 1700 and more he says he found the 
names . that he was acquainted with and knew to be 
citizens of Selma, but when he from that point fo 2021, 
there was not a single name of an individual that was known to 
him on the list who was a citizen or voter of that city. This was 
an in t man who had resided many years there, a physician 
of & ve practice, and who had also occupied an official posi- 
tion in taking statistics relative to births and deaths of the prople 
residing in the city; and this testimony, after careful considera- 
tion of all the names on the list, after bringing to his recollection 
all the possibility of his acquaintance in the city, was that only 
about seven hundred or seven hundred and thirty or forty in this 
district of the names that were included upon that list did vote 
in this election. 

Mr. Comptont, who was a responsible lawyer in practice there, 
testified that he went to the polls, and it took him two minutes 

to take his ballot and prepare it and put it into the ballot box. It 

took an intelligeta lawyer two minutes to do that. : 

These circumstances were sufficient to impress upon the minds 

been perpetrated 
returned in this man- 


y the in. 
hat eleg- 


t these persons had come 

those votes. And we should 

of the committee in reject 

to 221, had it not been for 

himself. That statement we con- 

evidence, conclusive upon 4S, 

vote that we do allow in this 

the contestee, giving to him, for the pur- 

ae the rights of the voters, the 

the ——s that we reached concerning 

of that day. Now, upon this subject Mr. Aiirich 

contest: 

ae y, commonly called Selma or City beat, there 
said election oniv 767 votes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Does not Mr. Aldrich, in his 2 

tice of contest, make that same statement and admission w’'!) ref: 

erence toevery other one of the contested beats in Dallas Countyt 
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ANIELS. I think not. 
ar BARTLETT of a. It is | gem so, anyway. 
Mr. DANIELS. - We dispose of the others when we get to 
them. Now, under the circumstances, I will say that I desire to 
m ress my remarks within the shortest ible limit, on account 
of the length of time that has been taken in this debate, and there- 
* d to questions. 


of I beg the gentleman’spardon. I 
eld. 


ANIELS. Now, it was in consequence of the evidence 
. - upto this point, indicating that over 700 people had gone 
to the polls that day and probably had gone there for the purpose 
of voting, and this unqualified admission of the contestant him- 
olf, that we were obliged to limit the vote—instead of striking it 
all down to 22i—to 762 in favor of the contestant upon this occa- 
There is the difference, substantially, between our report 


sion. ae 
made by the other four members of the majority of 
= a ttee. The ‘Lave stricken out all these votes down to 


99}. while we have allowed to the contestee in this case 762. I say 
to you, gentlemen, in reference to these matters, that we pursued 
the utmost liberality in endeavoring to ascertain the vote of this 
a3 well as other precincts, for the purpose of determining who the 
legal voters were, how many legal votes were cast, and preserving 


their rights, i of sacrificing them on account of the fraud 
and the illegality of other voters who went to those precincts, or 


who are represented tohave gone to those precincts, and deposited 
i ots. 

tt San has been called by the gentlemen representing 
the minority of the committee to three or four precincts as pre- 
cincts should be maintained, which we have not allowed, 
which we have concluded were not sustained by the evidence 
taken before the notary upon this occasion and returned here for 
the consideration of the House. It is claimed on behalf of the con- 
testee that the votes in these precincts, three or four in number, 
should be retained, and in that way asmall majority will be given 
to the contestee, allowing him to retain his seat as a member of 

e House. 
“aa in this respect I desire to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that there was returned for the contestee, as the major- 
ity received by him in this district, 3,738 votes. That is the return 
of the ing officers and the canvass as made by the secretary 
of state, and it was upon the strength of those votes, returned in 
this manner, canvassed in this way, that this certificate was given 
to the sitting member. But here in the examination which has 
taken place before the committee the evidence has been of so 
cogent and forcible a character as to prove to the satisfaction of 
the minority itself that this statement was an unmitigated and 
unqualified fraud; that instead of there being 3,738 majority given 
to him, there was given to him only a majority of 559, leaving a 
number exceeding 3,000, by the practical confession of the minor- 
ity of the committee, or, to be precise, 3,177 votes, that could not 
be counted, even by the gentlemen who are di to be so lib- 
and so generous to contestee in the disposition and deter- 
mination of this contest. 

So that they have cut down the majority that was returned in 
this manner from 3,738 to 559, thereby acknowledging that the 
sitting member sits here in this House under a load of 3,177 fraud- 


B 


ulent or votes. That is the position that he occupies here 
to-day, and it is only by unwarrantable criticisms upon three or 
four where evidence them is perhaps not 
quite so as it is in others, that he is secured this 559 votes 
asa retaining him in his seat. 


pretense 
om aan = es pgs of a oe — 
of one 0! one wi , Telating to these 
different precincts. = ¥ 7 
That soon ees the precinct of Woodlawn. Two witnesses 
on the hearing who testified that they were at the 
eben ~~ mecaie, early in the morning, before 


3 


were _— ; that remained there until the 
ae closed in the afternoon; poees cee Oem pgreeee ae 

a y: yet what do we find the 
officers of the election did? Why, they certify that 160 votes were 
taken and only two votes for Aldrich. Now, it is claimed on the 
Bee ie ene mnteeity of = committee — 
ores precinct, because testimony of t 
John Lewis is in contradiction of these two witnesses, who 


ee Ae aes tame 24 votes voted st the polls on 
attention to a few o 
questions and answers to those ‘aeuilens by ie om — 

person can give the slig 
credit to the statement that he sande. It is stated, as the fact is 
in the characterized 


winch owas eked oT 
not Laman voted at Woodlawn precinct on that day? 
ere there more than 14 votes polled there on that day? 

suppose so? 


ge 
£ 
: 
| 
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A. From my recollection of the vote cast, there were more than I4. 

Q. Do you swear positively that there were more than l4 votes cast at 
Woodlawn precinct on the 6th day of November, 1894, for a member of Con- 
gress from this district? 

A. I refuse to answer that question. I recognize that Iam under oath now. 

He had been one of the inspectors of the election, and was called 
upon in behalf of the contestant here to prove what was the truth 
and the fact, supposing the truth could be elicited by questions 
put to him direct, as they were upon this subject. And yet you 
will see from the answers that he makes that he evades this en- 
tirely, substantially confessing that his mind is a blank on the 
subject, and when he is brought to the point where he must an- 
swer the question directly, fearing the consequences of perjury, 
he says, “I decline to answer.” 

.Q. Do you say under oath that you saw 139 voters living in Woodlawn pre- 
cinct, each for himself, cast a vote in that precinct before you, as one of the 
inspectors of election, on the 6th day of November, 1804, for a member of 
Congress? 

A. I do not remember how many votes were cast that day. 

Then again: 

Q. Did you or not make and sign a certificate as one of the inspectors of 
election at Woodlawn precinct on the 6th day of November, 1894, to the effect 
that 139 votes were cast there that day? 

A. If it is usual for inspectors to sign that sort of a certificate 
probable that I did so. 

And yet, not knowing and really not believing that any such 
number of persons voted in this precinct on this occasion, not be- 
ing able to state that more than 14 had gone there and voted, he 
is willing to sign this certificate, false in its character, represent- 
ing that this large number of persons were there for the purpose of 
and giving their votes. 

Now, objection has been taken also to Liberty Hill. I desire to 
call the attention of the House to that, and then I shall pass to 
the consideration of other matters. We depend mainly upon 
Rothschilds, one of the witnesses who were called. Mr. Roth- 
schilds was sworn. In Liberty Hill 274 votes were returned, and 
not more than 30 white persons are stated by this witness to have 
resided in that precinct. Now, Mr. Kline, whose attention was 
called to the number of people that were there during election 
day, gives this answer: 

Q. In your best judgment, how many men were in Safford on the day of 
the election? 

A. Ihave no idea; I do not know whether there was 1 or 100. 

. Do you think that there were as many as 150 there on that day? 
. I think that there were not. 

And yet you find the inspectors of this election returned 274 
votes there. Mr. Kline answered further: 

2. Do you think that there were as many as 225 there on that day? 

Q 


, itis very 


My judgment is that there were not. 

. Do you think that there were as many as 274 men in the town of Safford 
oe day of the November election between the opening and closing of the 
polls? : 

A. No, sir; I think there were not. 

Now, Mr. Rothschilds was a person whohad previously resided 
in this precinct, had been engaged in the business of a commission 
cotton merchant there, but at the time that this examination took 
place had removed and resided in anearby precinct. He is asked: 


Q. Have you or not an intimate acquaintance with the conditions and with 
the people who live in Liberty Hill precinct, Dallas County? 
A. Ihave. 


Q. Please state, in your best judgment, how many white voters reside in 
oar ie Hill precinct. 

A. My best judgment is that there are about 90 residing there. 

2. How many colored voters? 

. From 200 to 300, 
2 About how many names of white men do you find on that poll list? 
. Thirty-one, if I am not mistaken. 

Q. You are a Democrat, are you not? 

A. Yes sir. 

And that fact probably accounts for the cautions manner in 
which this man gave his testimony, restricting his answers in this 
way so as to do as little damage or detriment to his own political 
friends as possible. But we do not stand, Mr. Speaker, upon the 
testimony given in this matter by the witnesses whose attentiun 
was called to these particular precincts for the purpose of main- 
taining the integrity of the resolutions or the conclusions at which 
we have reached. e look outside of this for the purpose of as- 
certaining and determining what was the stimulating motive that 
operated upon the minds of these people upon the day or prior to 
the day of this election, and we charge that there was a con- 

itacy entered into on the part of the majority party to carry 
this election in such a manner as to secure the election of the con- 
testee without reference to the number of votes that may have 
been polled and without having a bearing on any other conse- 
quences that might result from the violation of the law. 

Now. «hat do we find in this respect? We find that before the 
election. ook place—and I call the attention of the House to this 
as a circumstance indicating the existence of such a conspiracy as 
is charged, because conspiracies may be established not only by 
direct evidence, not only by confessions of the persons who are 
engaged in them, but by circumstances tending to indicate clearly 
their existence, and such circumstances are potently and intelli- 
gently set forth in the record in this case brought before the House 
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for its consideration—it is stated on 195 of the record that 
a list of names of persons suitable for inspectors was offered to 
the probate judge, and he was asked to select for each precinct a 
name which would be satisfactory to the Populists and to the other 
parties represented, and place that man on the board of inspect- 
ors for the purpose of endeavoring to manage the election ina 
careful, regular, and reasonably cautiousmanner. Themen upon 
that list were reputable men, as appears by the statements made 
in the record without contradiction, and the list was presented to 
the probate judge, but the case says, ‘‘ But whom they did not 
appoint and who were not appointed.” 

Now, why was it that the persons were notappointed who were 
selected in this manner to represent the minority to secure an 
honest and lawful election? It is not claimed that there was any 
expectation that the colored vote would find its way to these polls 
on that occasion. The colored voters had been advised by their 
leaders not to register and not to vote, because their votes would 
not be counted. There was a suspicion throughout the county 
that there was some rascality contemplated, and that votes would 
be returned for the sitting member here without reference to the 
actual number of voters or the actual circumstances of the case, 
simply for the pu of putting him in as a member of this 
House. Now, to show that the Republicans did not generally 
vote, [ simply call attention to one statement contained in the 
brief which was submitted to us on the part of the contestee. In 
that brief I find this statement: 

It is admitted that the Republicans of Dallas County were requested not to 
vote, and did not vote. 

So that the Republicans who were in the county did not go to 
the polls and deposit their votes in the ballot box or pass them 
through the hands of these inspectors at all. It is proved by the 
testimony of Mr. Craig, and is uncontradicted, that there are 
about 10,000 voters in the county, about 75 per cent of whom were 
Republicans, and only about 25 per cent, about 2,400 or 2,500, 
were whites and Democrats. Yet, Mr. Speaker, when you come to 
consider the votes at this poll, you have a return of 5,464 majority 
in favor of the sitting member, although in point of fact, when you 
come to sift down the votes actually given to and received for him, 
you find that there were not more than 1,003 votes cast there for 
the Democratic ticket in that county during that election, leaving 
over 3,185 spurious votes that were in the returns made of the 
vote in Dallas County from these 14 precincts. 

Now, to go back again to the conspiracy, you find from the re- 
port of the minority of the committee that as to ten or eleven of 
these precincts they admit that the vote there can not be counted, 
and therefore that it should be rejected. This is substantially an 
admission that the vote cast there was spurious, and for this rea- 
son they admit that the vote of these ten or eleven precincts ought 
to be rejected. We agree that that is the case, but we insist fur- 
ther that these other three or four precincts which the contestee 
endeavors to save can not properly be counted for him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how l we establish the fact of this con- 
spiracy? You have first the fact that the probate judge refused to 
appoint as inspectors the men whom it was proposed to put on the 
board of inspectors at each precinct in a position where they could 
see what was going on. Why was thatrefusal made, unless it was 
to avoid the possibility of having wed y-ray present who could 
be a witness of the iniquity and the villainy which was there to 
be transacted? It is not to be supposed that in the fifteen precincts 
of this county this large vote would be given in the different pre- 
cincts, exceeding the white population so largely as it did, un 
there had been some preconceived plan among the persons who 
were managing the election as to what should be the result. It 
would be quite outside of all experience to find so many isolated 
instances of fraud without any concert of action, precinct after 
precinct joining in ae an extrav t vote of this descrip- 
tion. Whe. then, was this done in the different precincts? It was 
because a plan had been laid down, a scheme had been concocted, 
by which these persons were to enter into a conspiracy to return 
votes that wal the contestee in a seat in this House, when, 
in point of fact, he had not been elected. Look through the list, 
which you will find in the printed record, and you will see the uni- 
form manner in which these precincts were villainously carried 
by the return of a vote beyond that which was cast there, and be- 

ond the white vote at those precincts, as has been proved by dis- 
nterested a We — aes. the eee _ ty in 
passing upon those beats so far as they can reasona supposed 
to present an honest return of votes, and therefore whan there 
was sup to be uncertainty as to the number of white votes 
cast at the s, and there isa certainty as to the number of white 
purple residing in the precinct, we have said: ak tae per- 
these white people did appear at the and cast oes, 
and we will give the contestee the t of the doubt,” while 
we had drawn the lines with strictness and ri applied the 
evidence, we should have excluded quitea umber 
of these votes and increased the majority of the contestant beyond 
what we have stated it in our report, 


As we have gone through this vote, precinct by precinct—as ¢}), 
evidence has developed the truth of the occurrences attendin «| }\. 
election in that district—we have found the vote to be in this «.,:,. 
dition—a condition which of itself, I may say, conclusively })».,\..; 
the existence of one of the foulest conspiracies to violate the |..\. 
and to poison the ballot box that has ever been brought to th. ;+. 
tention of a Congressional or other legislative body: In Sum)... 
field precinct, which is not questioned, they have returne| |) 
votes for Mr. Robbins, 2 for Mr. Aldrich; and the evidence js (|); 
the white vote of that district did not exceed 31. We have {| 
fore reduced the vote 129. In Woodland beat, where the 1: )))), 
was 130 for Robbins—where there were 14 white persons resii|)),. 
and where the votes are proved by two witnesses to have be: 1, 
more than that number—we have taken out that number, less t)\o 
9 returned for Mr. Aldrich, and left the vote 125 less for the ¢; 
testee. £o in Martins, the vote returned for Robbins was 3): 
Orrville, 368; in Lexington, 250; in River beat, 276; in Oldtown, 
278; in Union, 293; in Liberty Hill, 274; in Elm Bluff, 123: jy) (yy. 
lowville, 127; in Boykins, 24; in Mitchells, 389; and in th. | 
precinct, 2,014, we having made, it will be remembered, a (1. 
tion of 1,258, the return having been 3,021. 

That shows the vote in those precincts as returned by the ./- 
cers, who were allowed to m the election and contro! ihe 
ballot box as they pleased, in obedience to those who were in con- 
spiracy with them. These votes amount to 5,241. Making the 
deductions which the evidence required should be made, the y- 
ber is 4,118, ee I have already stated, 3,185 spurious votes 
in those precincts, in addition to the 30 which appear to have joo 
honestly given to the contestant. 

Now, let me call attention to another thing which tends to «in- 

ize the evidence of a flagrant conspiracy on the part of these 
officers. I refer to the cases in which no vote whatever was viven 
to the contestant. It is not to be oe that where such large 
numbers of votes were cast as 503, 278, 276, etc., there would be no 
vote whatever for the contestant; yet, according to the returns 
made by these officers in those precincts, not a single vote was 
given for him. All the votes in these precincts were in an un- 
scrupulous manner turned into the ot box as votes for the 
contestee and counted for him for the purpose of returning him 
here as a member. 

Now, let us look further for the purpose of determining this 
question of . When the witnesses were before the 
notary occasion was to offer evidence to the effect that these 
inspectors of elections were men of fair character. They stand 

pon the — of fairness of character as a shield 

of fraud, illegality, and iniquity. Undoubt- 

Speaker, where a person holds an official position, the 

on is that he obeys the law and discharges his dutics 

. So, there isa presumption of innocence in favor of 

every man accused of crime. Yet how easily and how readily 

this presumption is overthrown when a witness comes |» fore a 

court of so and gives evidence that an offense has been cvin- 

mitted. y such evidence con Gememeton is entirely over- 

thrown and the obligation is p upon the person who claims 

and insists upon his innocence to vindicate himself if he can 
— the imputation of fraud and illegality. 

ow, what have these officers done in these various precincts— 

either the 4 in w the minority contend the election was fairly 

conducted or the 10 where, as they concede, the election was 1t 

way as to entitle it to confidence? What's 

tion in which these persons place themselves? N«twith- 

number of fraudulent votes 

= mecenl vote an thoee pre: incts, 

persons, either 4 precincts or the 10, lias 

gone upon the stand to testify that his conduct in connection with 

that election was legal and honest and that the returns inv!) ™)- 

resented the true state of the vote cast. These circumstan > :! 

anything further, are sufficient to overthrow 

possible presumption in favor of their integri' y. 

Mr. Speaker, when a is made against a person in- 

table conduct to him and 

mal inculpated in this 

take the stand to rebut such a charge a1! to 

innocent, if there 

been a consciousness on their part that they could sot ='''', 

would have rushed over each other for the purpose of ro 

evidence in vindication of their acho, 

and honestly and that the 

. But not oneof 

himself. The evidence 

for the contestant, with the excepto 

have called attention, went directly t. )"'° 

where they were inspectors the electi:1 \\"s 

on and the vote dishonestly returned. 

I refer to these circumstances as cogent evidence estab!) '"> 
the fact that there was a foul conspiracy on the part of these 








1896. 










j which the probate judge was a prime mover, and in 
— ace of election, the inspectors and the clerks, were 
yart to fabricate the returns and to place votes in the box and 
rel 7 hem for the benefit of the contestee in this case; votes 


return i 1 
, ble circumstance was he entitled to or had he 
pepe chatow of a foundation to claim. 


J hen we take into consideration these circumstances 
aman force anil the effect of them, these volun abdications 
by these men who were implicated in this matter of fraud of all 
dle sosition to attempt to exculpate themselves. what other infer- 
oe can be drawn from what has taken place than that there was 
this conspiracy? Was it not—in addition to the direct evidence 

‘ven concerning the votes of this precinct—was it not the most 
S mprehensive evidence that could be presented of the existence 
of a conspiracy, of a concerted action for the purpose of depriving 
the people of that locality of their rights and foisting a member 
on this House who had no right to aseat here? You know, asa 
matter of experience, that when there is concerted action taking 
slace, when such a conspiracy is set on foot, it is not proclaimed 
fo the winds of heaven; itis kept as secret as possible in the breasts 
of the parties to the illegal action—the participants and movers in 
the conspiracy themselves. The fact that they did not take any 
testimony to exculpate themselves is peculiarly convincing, be- 
cause to do so would be to still further implicate themselves and 
acknowledge the existence of the fraud; and hence we are driven 
by force of circumstances to ascertain the existence of the concerted 
action by the existence of the incident of persons cooperating 
to secure the same end, and determine that fact by ascertaining 
that they are occup the same position, that they are working 
to the same purpose and pursuing the same methods, all of which 
point to the one fact that the 7 was set on foot, and that 
each one was performing his share in the effort to make it a suc- 
cess; for, Mr. Speaker, if we see a number of persons engaged in 
bringing about a particular result, no matter what the result may 
be, and their actions are consistent with the existence of a design 
to bring about such a result, and that they finally do succeed in 
bringing it about, all must assume that there was some concerted 
action, some t or arrangement between them to cement 
their unity of conduct to reach the result afterwards accom- 

lished. is precisely the situation here. You have also, as 
have said, the large votes that were returned from the different 
recincts, all indicating the improbability of any such a vote 
ing given, and the conceded illegal vote of 3,185 for the con- 
testee. 

In reference to the Woodlawn precinct, the evidence of the 

witnesses shows that there were only 45 white voters in the pre- 


cinct. In Lexington inct there were only 45; in River pre- 
cinct only 15 or 20, al oe Oldtown from 175 to 200 voters in the 


precinct, and there was no distinction in that number between 
the white and the black. This number included all of them; and 
then you refer to the testimony of Mr. Craig, to which attention has 
already been called, that seven-tenths of the voters of these pre- 
cinets of this county were colored and Republican and that the 
men had been to register or vote at the polls, and 
counsel for contestee has itted in the most solemn manner and 
in his brief that such was their action, and that these persons ab- 
stained from voting. At Liberty Hill the evidence shows that 
there were not over 30 white voters in the beat. At Carlowville 
pa by. = conspiracy Ee tines - —_-: otaety 
instance the same ug recincts, 
and that votes far in excess of the number of the white j al vot- 
ers living in the precinct were returned at this election. No more 
flagrant violation of the laws of election—and they are frequent 
enough it is mournful to say—can be found in the peer of 
any State or any locality in the Union, no matter how debased, low, 
or corrupt it may be, than is exhibited in the returns made on this 
occasion when come to be ga and measured by the cir- 
cumstances to I have ao pe attention. hat are 
we to say in reference to returns of character? The minority 
say that there are at least 3,171 illegal votes, or fraudulent votes, 
and therefore 10 of the precincts must necessarily be thrown out. 
Where and why should they draw the line between the 10 and the 
4? Where can be the difference? You see the evidence of con- 
to the one as to the other. The persons 
on the board of inspectors were 
é in the 4 precincts; the persons who were 
the inspectors in the 4 precincts neither of them asked to come 
on the stand and vindicate the integrity of his conduct. They are 
an antediluvian hy and very dumbness runs 
in 


Fe 


ieee erste 
en recincts. 

They all acted alike and from the same motives. ’ 
to the peas EEnEEns Seen, £8 © matter of justice 
States, as a matter of justice to the 
certainly the influence of your action 
and may have much todo in the way of 
of that , is it not your 
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duty, is it not the duty of the House, to speak out in potent terms 
and remove from their association the man who is here seated 
concededly representing 3,171 or more illegal or fraudulent votes, 
and where the evidence is so strong and so conclusive as further 
to show that by a majority of at least 601 he has no right here, 
but that the seat belongs to his opponent, the contestant in this 


case? 


I leave this matter in your hands. 


The responsibility is upon 


the members of this House to vindicate the laws and the rights of 


Republican institutions. 


If such an election is to b 
it is to be allowed to be maintained. and if Representa 
chosen and returned in this manner, then so far we ha 
publican institutions, but thisisa government of fraud 


erated, if 
Ves ure to be 
ive no re- 


f trickery, 


of knavery, by debased persons who are willing, if they take an 


oath at all, to violate that oath and return whatever may 
appear to be necessary for the purpose of frustrating the 


to them 
rights of 


the people and placing in positions of honor and trust persons who 


have no right to be there. 
tegrity of the State, all require that 

dication of the rights of the people 
the rights of the State in the disposition 


on the Republican side. } 


I ask now, Mr. Speaker, that a vote b 
tions that are appended to the report of four members of th 


mittee. 


The SPEAKER. 


minority. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That William F 
of Representatives from the Fourth district of Alabama f 


Aldrich was no 


The integrity of the country, 


The Clerk will report the resolutior 


Congress, and is not entitled to the seat 


Resolved by the House of Representative 
elected a member of the Fifty-fourth Congress from the 
Alabama, and is entitled toa seat t 


Mr. DINSMORE. 


nays. 


. That Ga 


‘rhe yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. DANIELS. 


of this case 


ted a member tl 


ton A. Robb 


the in- 
there should be a signal vin- 
» richts of the law. and 


\pplause 


» taken on the two resolu- 


is of the 


House 
Fifty-fourth 


ns was duly 
Fourth district of 


Upon these resolutions I ask the yeas and 


‘The question is on substituting these resolu 
tions for the resolutions offered by the majority. 


I should like to have it understood that this 


vote is as to whether Mr. Robbins is to remain in the seat or not. 


That is the substance of this, as I understand it. 


The SPEAKER. That is the effect of it. 


Mr. DINSMORE. 


olutions of the minority? 


Allen, Miss. 
Bartlett, Ga. 


Berry, 
Boatner, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cooper, Fla. 
Crisp, 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Downing, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, Utah 
Arnold, Pa. 
Arnold, R. 1. 
A very, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, Md. 
Baker, N. H. 
Barham, 
Belknap, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Blue, 
Boutelle, 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 


Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Chick 


Bartlett, N.Y. 


YEAS —38 


Erdman, 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hendrick, 
Hutcheson, 
Jones, 
Kendall, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Little, 
Maddox, 
MeClellan, 
McCreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
Me Millin, 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Moses, 
Neill, 
Ogden, 
Otte, 
Owens, 
Richardson, 
Sayers, 
Sorg, 
Sparkman, 


NAYS—173. 


Clark, lowa 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo 
Codding, 
Coffin, 
Colson, 
Connolly, 
Cook, Wis. 
Cooke, Il. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Crowther, 
Crump, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Danford, 
Daniels, 

De Armond, 
De Witt, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Eddy, 

Ellis, 
Evans, 
Fairchild, 
Faris, 
Fischer, 
Fletcher, 
Foss, 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 
Gibson, 


Gillet, N. Y. 
Graff, 
«srosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hadley, 
Hager, 
Hainer, Nebr 
Halterman, 
Hanly, 
Hatch, 
Heiner, Pa 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
lenry, Ind 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hill, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Howell, 
Hubbard, 
Huff, 
Hulick, 
Huling, 
Hunter, 
Hurley, 
Hyde, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Is the House called upon to vote on the res- 


The SPEAKER. The House is now called upon to vote upon the 
question of the substitution of the resolutions of the minority for 
those of the majority. : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 58, nays 173, not 
voting 124; as follows: F 


Spencer, 
Stallings, 
Stokes, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Underwood, 
Walsh, 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, 8S. ¢ 
Yoakum. 


Joy, 

Kem, 
Kiefer. 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knox, 

Kulp, 

Lacey, 
Leighty, 
Leisenring, 
Leonard, 
Lewis, 
Linton 

Long 

Loud 

Loud nslager, 
OW, 

Mahon, 
Marsh, 
McCall, Mass 
McCall, Tenn 
McLachlan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Miller, Kans 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milnes, 
Minor, Wis 
Moody, 
Murphy, 
Northway, 
Overstreet, 
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Stone, C. W. 


Marcu 13, 


Royse, 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Simpkins, Sulloway, 
Snover, Taft, 
Southard, Tawney, 
Sperry, Thomas, 
Powers, Stahle, Towne, 
Prince, Steele, Tracewell, 
Pugh, Stephenson, Tracey, 
Raney, Stewart, N.J. Updegraff, 
Reeves, Stewart, Wis. adsworth, 
NOT VOTING—1IA%. 
Dovener, Lorimer, 
Draper, M. ire, 
Ellett, Va. Mahany, 
Elliott, 8.C. McCleary, Minn. 
Fenton, McClure, 
Fitzgerald, McCormick, 
Bailey, Foote, McEwan, 
Bankhead, Gardner. McKenney, 
Barney, Gillett, Mass. McLaurin, 
Barrett, Griffin, Meredith, 
Bartholdt, Griswold, Miles, 
Beach Milliken, 


ach, 

Bell, Colo. Miner, N. Y. 
Mondell, 
Morse, 
Mozley, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 


Parker, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 


was recorded. Iam paired with my colleague on the commit as 
the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Linney. If }, ae 
present, he would vote ‘“‘nay,” and I would vote “ yea.” , 

Mr. GROUT. It had escaped me that I was paired. | wit). 
draw my vote. 

Mr. KYLE. My coll e, Mr. WILLIAMS, is confined to hig 
room by sickness of himself, and I ask that he be excuse:|. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague, Mr. WasHineroy. 
tained at his room by illness. I request indefinite leave of 
for him on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mycolleague, Mr. PATTERSON, is paired with 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. SHERMAN. If not paired. jo 


would vote ‘ © ~ at 

Mr. BAILEY. I am paired with the gentleman from Poysy). 
vania, Mr. DALZELL, and desire to withdraw my vote. i 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DANIELS. I now ask for the passage of the resolutions 
— by the committee. 

he SPEAKER. The question now is on the resolutions of tho 
majority, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Gaston A. Robbins was not elected asa member of the Fifty. 
fourth Con from the Fourth district of Alabama, and is not entitled io 
a seat therein. 

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was elected a member of tho Fis 
fou e aegeeay from the Fourth district of Alabama, and is entitled ¢> a 
rein. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolutions, 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the vote, the Chair wil] 
submit the following requests of members. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fi llows: 

To Mr. Samira of Illinois, until Monday next, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. Brum, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Buck, for two weeks, on account of important |usiness, 

To Mr. Mappox, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Harpy, for ten days, from Monday, March 16, on ac- 
count of important business. 

To Mr. Linney, for five days, on account of important |usiness. 

To Mr. Be. of Texas, for five days, on account of sickness 

To Mr. Jounnson of California, for to-night, on account of sick- 

ness in family. 


Pitney, 
Poole, 


is de- 
absence 
Abbott, 
Anderson, 
Andrews, 
Apsley. 
Atwood, 
Babcock, 


Hartman, 
Heatwole, 
Henderson, Odell, 
Hepburn, Otjen, 
Hermann, Patterson, 
Hopkins, Pendleton, 
Howard, Price, 
Howe, uigg, 


Hull, 
Serbura, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
; Robinson, Pa. 
Livingston, Rusk, 
Lockhart, Russell, Ga. 

So the motion to substitute was rejected. 

During the roll call, 

Mr. DINGLEY said: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time for taking recess be extended until the case be closed, 
and that when the House adjourn to-night it be until Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the time for taking recess be extended until the case be closed, and 
that an adjournment until Monday next be taken by the House 
at the close of the night session. Is there objection to the propo- 
sition? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. MILEs. 

. Harpy with Mr. Russevw of Georgia. 

. Rosrnson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rusk, 

. SHERMAN with Mr. PATTERSON. 

. Bowers with Mr. MAGuIRE. 

. WARNER with Mr. CoopEr of Texas. 

. ANDERSON with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

. Morse with Mr. HALu. 

. GRIFFIN with Mr. McLaurin. 

. Curtis of New York with Mr. MEeREprITa. 

. REYRURN with Mr. EL.iott of South Carolina. 
. ADAaMs with Mr. TucKER. 

. Watson of Indiana with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana. 
. Grout with Mr. Livineston. 

. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

. BARTHOLDT with Mr. Cowen. 

. VAN Horn with Mr. ELLert of Virginia. 

. ATWoop with Mr. Firz@eRap. 

Mr. Moziry with Mr. McKenney. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. Smira of Michigan with Mr. Price, 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr, CLARKE of Alabama. 

For this day: 

Mr. TAYLER with Mr. Kye. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. DaLZzELL with Mr. Bamey. 

On this vote: 

. TRELOAR with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. TuRNER of Georgia. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. LocKHART. 

. WoomER with Mr. Buck. 


e Fifty 


ty. 
seat 


REPRINT OF BILL AND REPORT. 

At the request of Mr. PICKLER, a reprint was ordered of the bill 
(H. R. 5549) to prevent discontinuance of pensions, to restore pen- 
sions discontinued, to establish uniform rates of pension, to facili- 
tate the allowance of pensions in matters of proof, and for other 
purposes, and the report thereon. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Corriy and 

Mr. LivinesToN as directors of Columbia Hospital. 
SPEAKER. On the question of ing to the resolutions 
ority, the ayes have it, and the resolutions are agreed 
to. The Chair un ds that the member desires to be sworn. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask that Mr. Aldrich be sworn in. 

Mr. Aldrich oye at the bar of the House and took thie oath 
of office. applause on the Republican side. | 

The SP. . The House is now in recess until § o'clock, 
and the gentleman from New York, Mr. Payne, will please take 


the chair at the session. 
Accordingly (at 5 0’ and 15 minutes p. m.) the House was 
declared in recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 
ving expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 
te Mr. PayNeE took the chair as aon pro tempore and 
rected the Clerk to read the : 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House al encnst Stieg oS o\ded: p.m. take arecess until § o'clock, 
e 


The recess ha 


The 
moval of litical 
aintiee‘tnt Site ronbring charger ot deertion sly all 
said not to beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. ’ I move that the House resolve 
of the Whole for the purpose of considering 


. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. BLAck of Georgia. 
Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. Cousins with Mr. Wooparp. 
Mr, HarMeER with Mr. ABBorr. 
Mr. Quiae with Mr. BELt of Texas. 
. GiLLeTt of New York with Mr. Strait until Tuesday. 
. LINNEY with Mr. TuRNER of Virginia. 
. WitiiaM A, Stone with Mr. CocKRELL. 
. TURNER of Virginia. I did not hear whether my vote 


Calendar. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should be glad — 
The SPEAKER pro te This motion is not debatable. | 
Mr. yor me Well, I want to say to the ood side that if 

business m here. 
he queetion ¥ a aaaien of Mr. THow as, and the 
declared that the ayes seemed to have 1. 
I ask for a division. 
there were—ayes 70, noes |. 












Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 


EAKER tempore. The pointof no quorum is made. 
pened ere are 76 members present; not a quorum. 
The only motions now in order area motion for a call of the House 
otion to adjourn. 
one. PICKLER. I move a call of the House. 
The motion was to; and a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk ed to call the roll, when the following-named 
members f to answer: ; 
bbott, Qurtie, lowe Latimer, Robinson, Pa. 
re exam, pore 
ever usk, 
Arch Ti. ey emond, Leisenring, Russell, Ga. 
aim. Miss. Denny, Lester, Sauerhering, 
‘Anderson, De Witt, Lewis, Sayers, 
i le v; Linney, Scranton, 
On BL Linton, Settle, 
aw Dolliver, Livingston, Shafroth, 
Babcock, Doolittle, Lockhart, Shaw, 
Baker, Md. Dray Lorimer, Sherman, 
Bankhead, Va. Loud, Shuford, 
Barne Elliott, 8. C. Skinner 
Barrett, Fenton, Mahany, Smith, Mil. 
Barthold Fi McCail, Mass. Smith, Mich, 
Bartlett, Foo McCall, Tenn. Southwick, 
tlett, N. ¥. Fowler, McCleary, Spalding, 
h, Gamble, McClure, Sparkman, 
Belknap. ner, McCormick. Spencer, 
Bell, Tex. Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Ky. Stahle, 
Bennett, riffin, McDearmon, Steele, 
Be Griswold, McEwan, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Grosvenor, McKenney, Stokes, 
Black, N. ¥. Grow, McLaurin, Stone, ©. W 
Boatner. ’ MeMillin, Stone, A. 
Boutelle, Meiklejohn, Strait, 
Bowers, Halterman, Mercer, Strode, Nebr. 
Brewster. Hardy, Meredith, Strong 
Bromwell, Harmer, Meyer, Strowd, N. C. 
Brosius, Harris Miles, Sulzer, 
Brumm, Hatch, M Swanson, 
Buck Heiner, Pa. Miner, N. ¥. Tayler, 
5 Henderson, Money, Tucker, 
Burton, Ohio Hendrick, Morse, Turner, Ga. 
Yannon, Hermann, Moses, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Hi Mozley, Tyler, 
Clark, lowa Hi Newlan Updegraff, 
Clarke Howard, oonan, Van Horn, 
Cobb, Odell, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Mo. Hi Ogden, Walker, Mass. 
C pet. Sues Walker, Va. 
en, arner, 
Cooke, Il Hull” Owens, Washington, 
Cooper, Fla. aaneen, Patterson, wae 
Cooper. ellington, 
Cooper, Wis. ie, Cal. Perkins, Wheeler, 
Johnson, Ind Phillips, Williams. 
Cowen, Jones, ice, Wilson, g. Cc. + 
Cox, Joy, guise, Woodard, 
rson, aos Richardso Woot " 
Culbe: ic n oomer. 
Kulp, Robertson, La. 


tempore. The Clerk will now call the 

Upon this call excuses will be in order. 
Mr Speaker, | desire when oe mane Mr. oe was 
called). ' say that my colleague, Mr. OTJEN, 
is sick, I visited him at 6 o'clock this evening and found him in 
bed and forbidden by his physician to leave his room. I ask that 
he be excused. 

There was no 0 , and it was so ordered. 

Mr. NORTHWAY (whenthe name of Mr. Bowers was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I am authorized to say so, but I know that Mr. 
Bowers has been detained from the House by sickness for about 
two weeks, and I ask that he be excused. 
no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. POOLE (when the name of Mr. BREWSTER was called). 
, Mr. BREwsTER, has been sick during 
excused. 
San a ee nea Wee 20 ordered. 
the name of Mr. CULBERSON was called). 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Judge CULBERSON, is not well and I ask 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (when the name of Mr. Gar 
my colleague, Mr. GARDNER, was called 
business this afternoon. I ask that he be ex- 





name of Mr. GRIFFIN was called). 
Mr. GRIFFIN, be excused on 





es * ¥ 
Bein. oe ite 
a 
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Mr. HATCH was excused. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey (when the name of Mr. Howe. 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. Howe, 
be excused, as he is unavoidably detained from the House this 
evening. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HICKS (when the name of Mr. Hurr was called) 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. Hurr, be excused. 
been called away on important business. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (when the name of Mr. Kcr was 
called). Mr. Speaker, Mr. Kuup is detained from the House by 
illness. I visited him this evening at half past 6 and found him 
sick in bed. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr.STEWART of New Jersey (when the name of Mr. McEwan 
was called). Mr. Speaker, [ask that my colleague, Mr. McEwan, 
be excused, as he is unavoidably absent. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ANDREWS (when the name of Mr. Mercer was called). 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MERCER, is absent from the House 
on account of sickness in his family. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MOODY (when the name of Mr. Morse was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Morsg, is detained at home by sick- 
ness. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FISCHER (when the name of Mr. ODELL was called). Mr. 
— my colleague, Mr. ODELL, is absent by leave of the 

ouse, and New York being one of the States having no leaves of 
absence on account of sickness, I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman is absent by 
leave of the House he does not require to be excused. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey (when the name of Mr. PARKER 
was called). Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. PARKER, expected 
to be here this evening, and if he does not arrive he is necessarily 
detained. [Laughter.| I therefore ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FARIS (when the name of Mr. Royse was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Royse, has been in attendance at every 
Friday evening session since this Congress began. He is unavoid- 
ably absent to-night, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado (when the name of Mr. SHAFROTH was 
called). Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SHArRoOTH, is in Penn- 
sylvania at the bedside of his sick mother. I ask that he be ex- 
cused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CHICKERING (when the name of Mr. SHERMAN was 
called). Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SHERMAN, has been 
called to his home upon very important business. I ask that he 
be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MILNES (when the name of Mr. SPALDING was called). 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, General SPALDING, is sick, and has not 
been out of his house since yesterday morning. I therefore ask 
that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. POOLE (when the name of Mr. Strope of Nebraska was 
called). Mr. Speaker, Mr. StRopE, not thinking any man in the 
American Congress would be mean enough to call ‘*no quorum” 
on the Union soldiersto-night to keep them from getting their pen- 
sions, and not feeling very well, has absented himself from this 
meeting, the first Friday evening session he has failed to attend, 
and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FARIS (when the name of Mr. STEELE was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague, Major STEELE, returned from his home 
in Indiana yesterday and on the way contracted a severe cold. I 
talked with him this afternoon in the Hall and found that he was 
quite indisposed, and that is the reason he is not present this even- 
ing. I ask that he be excused. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HICKS (when the name of Mr. STAHLE was called). 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. STAHLE, be excused. 
is confined to his house by illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that all those who are not 
here be excused because they are not here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That proposition is out of order. 

Mr. CHICKERING. There are one or two here that ought to 
be excused because they are here. [Laughter. } 

Mr. WALSH (when the name of Mr. SULZER was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. SuLZER, who is absent 
on important business, be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 


Mr. 
He has 


Mr. 
He 
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Mr. WATSON of Ohio (when the name of Mr. TaAYLER was 


called). Mr. Speaker, my 
train this evening to attend the 
that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COFFIN (when the name of Mr. WELLINGTON was called). 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. WELLINGTON, left here on 
Wednesday night feeling very ill, and is nowsick at his home. I 
ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. WELLINGTON was excused. 

Mr. MAHON (when the name of Mr. WoomEer was called). 
Mr. Speaker, as is known to the House, my colleague, Mr. WoomeER, 
is y crippled. He is able to be in the House during the day- 
time; but it is exceedingly unsafe for him to come out at night. I 
ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. WooMER was excused. 

The roll call having been concluded, 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Grosvenor, is ill 
at home. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. GRoSVENOR was excused. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the objection to 
excusing my colleague, Mr. SuULZER, is withdrawn. 

The question being et there was no further objection, 
and Mr. SULZ&R was excu 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. Dixs- 
MORE, be excused. He is in somewhat delicate health, and when 
he closed his speech to-day was quite exhausted. 

There being no objection, Mr. DINSMORE was excused. 

Mr. PITNEY. In regard to my colleague, Mr. PARKER, whois 
one of the most faithful members in attendance on these evening 
sessions, I want to say that he has recently received news of the 
sudden death of his mother’s brother; and he told me to-day that 
he was obliged to go home and attend the funeral, which is to be 
held to-morrow. I presume that he has departed from Washing- 
ton on that errand. I therefore ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. PARKER was e 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask an excuse for the 

ntlemen from Missouri, Mr. MozLey and Mr. BarTHo.pt, who 
Cove gone home on account of a death in the family. 

There being no objection, Mr. MozL#y and Mr. BarrHo.pt 
were excused. 

Mr. JENKINS. I also ask an excuse for my colleague from 
Wisconsin, Mr. Barnry. He has been called home by an impor- 
tant telegram. He did not disclose to me the nature of the busi- 
ness calling him away. 

There being no objection, Mr. BaRNEY was excused. 

Mr. AITKEN. I ask an excuse for the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, Mr. Jounson, who is busily engaged, no doubt, in looking 
after those diamonds which were stolen at his hotel. 

Several Mempers. What is the excuse? 

Mr. BARHAM. The gentleman from California was excused 
to-day, and there is no necessity that he be excused again. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to ake oh ow poem inquiry. If it 
is resolved to continue the session of the House and to revoke all 
leaves of absence, that would include, as I understand, those 

nted during this call. We are continuing the session of the 

ouse simply to undo what we have done, unless itis the purpose 

of the chairman of the i on Invalid Pensions to move 
an adjournment upon the completion of the roll call. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not catch the remark of the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr, BAILEY. As we have been granting leaves of absence 
pending the roll call, my ion was that if the gentleman, on 
the completion of the roll call, should offer a resolution revoking 
all leaves of absence and ordering the arrest of absentees, every 
en has been granted during the last half hour would be 
revoked. 

And I suggest that the way to reach it would be, first, if it is 
intended to arrest the absentees and bring them before the bar of 
the House, to order the arrest of those not recorded as present on 
this cal), and then to excuse thoes members to whom it may be 
desired to grant leave of absence, which would have the effect of 
excluding them from arrest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that 
it would be competent to order the arrest of those who are absent 
without excuse without revoking the leaves of absence. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the from South Dakota will un- 
derstand, if all of the leaves are ted and not revoked, that it 
would be utterly impossible to @ quorum, and we may as 


e, Mr. TaYLER, lefton the 7.30 
ral of a near relative. I ask 
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Mr. TALBERT. My understanding was that in adopting +), 
new rule there was a proviso that the warrants of arrest s)\..)\ 
not apply to these sessions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The new rule has been ado) (1 
which differs on that subject, but the old rule has been reen ¢-{.j 
and remains in force as in former Congresses. 

The Chair will state that 145 members have been recorded as 
present on this call; not a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. .I move the adoption of the resolution [ seng 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved. That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring 
bar of the House 
the House. 


The resolution was adopted. 


to the 


such of its members as are now absent without the leay« o¢ 


Mr. HICKS. I rise toa parliamentary inqui Does that in- 
clude the gentlemen whose names have been and excused by 
the House this evening? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No order has been made reyok- 
ing the leaves of absence. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, if in order, I rise to move to 


reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was adopted. My 
purpose is simply this: This is the first Friday night that this 
proceeding—— 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in crder at this 
ime. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to debate that question. 

The SPEAKER pro It is not a debatable question. 

The pending question is the motion to lay on the table the mo- 
-_ of the gentleman from South Carolina, which is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. TALBERT. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from South Carolina is out of order; that he can 
not move to reconsider the vote because he did not vote for the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no know!edge as 
to how the gentleman voted, there having been no rol! call. The 
presumption is that he voted with the majority, and the point of 
order is not well taken. 


Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman had better sit down until he 
learns something about rules. (Laughter. 
The eantians ahi taken on the motion of Mr. Nortuway, it 


was adopted. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say I hope that 
resolution—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. TALBERT. Excuse me; I thoughtthe motion was carried. 
Utne SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the gentleman’s motion was 

> § M0110 

laid on the table. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? ie 

Mr. POWERS. I ask unanimous consent for permission to 
make a speech. ughter. ] 

Mr. TALBERT and others. order! ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. tleman asks unanimous 
copeent to he peer ae corer ane a . Is there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. PICKLER, Mr. HEPBURN, aad others 
othe SPEAKER tempore. Objection is made. 
* pro 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. : 

Mr. POWERS. The House is very anxious to bear me, ev! 
dently. a ge ae 

Mr. @ > I make up my mind about objecting. | 
want to know on what side of the question the gentleman is gong 


Mr. PO On ‘our side,” of course. ghter. 
Mr. MAHON. I ask unanimous consent tinal the: gentleman be 


well adjourn at once. allowed to make a statement to the House of what he intends tv s*'- 
Mr. TALBERT. As I understand it, the rule meage | Mr. BAILEY. I move that the gentleman from South — 
to calls of the House does not apply to Friday if I | be excused, and as I do not desire myself to submit any rem" : 
cm net unistaboet, thet is to cay the rule applicable to the inn- on the motion, I the floor to the gentleman from Vermon 
ance of warrants on these occasions. The pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. |. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The new rule, the Chair woulé| Mr. POWERS. I make the point of order that I ho 


state in response to the suggestion 
the old rule, which has been readopted, does apply to such cases. 


of the gentleman, does not, but | fi 


“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 











House will be in order, and the Chair will recognize 
ae unless order is restored upon the floor 


. Lrise toa parliamentary inqui r. : 
. The conticanaes wilh tate 1 
to inquire, if the gentleman had the 


Mr. : 
prevented from addressing the House? 
iL how Eh peo tempore. The quntiouen did not have the 


anes 


= POWERS. I rose and asked unanimous consent to make a 


h. Objection was made from various quarters, but the same 
cbjections subsequently were withdrawn. Now, I insist that the 
original request is the only matter pending before the House. It 
is # t and must be to the Speaker that there is a very gen- 
oar esire \'» % my request be granted. as) 

The SP pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont that he did request the privilege of address- 
ing the House. numerous objections were made, and 
the question was It could not be renewed by several 
members sayi ney withdrew the objection. 

Mr. POWERS. renew the request. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
asks anew the pri of addressing the House. 


Mr. HEPB (without ri ing). I object. 
5 mem 
Several other Rina i 


gentleman can object unless he rises in his 


place. 
WART of New Jersey. Mr. er—— 
Me. OO WERS. I raise the poimt of order that no objection can 
be made by a gentleman unless he rises in his place and addresses 
Chair 


i The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already announced 
that the request has been objected to. ea 
Mr. Y. Imove to excuse the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon} from upon this session of the House. 
Several members objected. ’ 
Mr. BAILEY. Ido not ask unanimous consent. I move that 
the gentleman be excused from attendance upon this session of 


re. The Chair will state to the gentle- 
inion of the Chair the motion is not 
in order, for this reason: U: the rule the Clerk proceeded to call 
of absentees, when excuses were in order. Subse- 
quently to that the House adopted a resolution to send for absent 
bers. When any absent member is brought into the House, 
hen House to excuse him. Other- 
wise, while the House is under this order to bring in absent mem- 
bers, the Chair thinks that no ion to excuse a member is in 


, | will be frank—— 


). I will be frank in saying to the 
the Chair held that way, to then 
and it the gentleman from 
Chair; but now a serious 
some interest myself, and I de- 
iousness that the original call 
oe 1 Sa emma —— 
gentlemen who did not happen to be in 
the first roll call, but who had come 
Any gentleman so coming in was 
name was called, to rise and offer any 
to be recorded as present. 


tempore. gentleman from Texas is 
of order. 
of order? 
Well, the gentleman is endeavor- 
not interrupt the gentleman from 


The Chair himself stated the nd of his rul- 
South Dakota not understand 
the Chair. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated what, in the 
opinion of the Chair, is the rule upon the subject. The Chair did 
not —e rule upon the subject, although the Chair is prepared 
to rule. 

Mr. PICKLER. I thought the Chair had ruled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Texas upon the’point of order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, this of course becomes a 
precedent, and Iam sure that the Chair is as anxious that the 
precedent be.a correct one as any member on the floor. You 
would find yourself in this condition: If, after the order of arrest 
had been made by the House, it should then come to the knowl- 
edge of any gentleman on the floor that a member includedin the 
order of arrest was either himself sick or at the bedside of a sick 
member of his family, the Sergeant-at-Arms in strictness would, 
im obedience to the order of the House, be compelled to arrest 
him and take him from his own sick bed or from the bedside of a 
member of his family. I respectfully sutanit that it must be 
within the power of the House, at any time during the entire prog- 
ress of the call of the House, to excuse any member for whom a 
good excuse is presented. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. If, under the writ the Sergeant-at-Arms finds 
a member sick in bed, he returns that excuse here when he comes 
in with his report, does he not? 

Mr. BAILEY. He is not at liberty to take an excuse. His 
order is to arrest him and bring him to the bar of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. He must either bring him to the bar of the 
_— or report that he is sick, and he can be excused by the 

ouse. 

Mr. BAILEY. His order is to arrest him. Let me suggest this 
to the gentleman: Suppose the Sergeant-at-Arms goes to a tavern 
and finds one of the members sick whom he has been ordered to 
arrest and he telephones that he has found Mr. A included in his 
warrant, and that Mr. A is sick, or that Mr. A sits at the bed- 
side of his sick wife, will the gentleman from South Dakota insist 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms may, in his discretion, fail to carry out 
the order to arrest that sick member? 

Mr. PICKLER. But the Sergeant-at-Arms can report that to 
the House, and the House can excuse him. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the House can excuse before the Sergeant- 
at-Arms reports as well as after. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. Suppose the Sergeant-at-Arms should find a 
member dead. Would he be required to bring his dead body here? 
Sa) 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly he would not. You can not arrest a 
dead man. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, rather than have the question incorrectly 
decided, as I raised the point merely and purely for the sake of 
permitting the House to gratify its anxiety to hear my distin- 
guished friend from Vermont, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WATSON ofOhio. Suppose heshould find a memberin jail. 
What would hedo? Would he bring him tothe bar of the House? 

Mr. BAILEY. He could not. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Then your argument fails. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no; your question involves a conflict of 

jurisdiction, and does not reach my contention. 
Mr. PICKLER. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
inquire who raised the point of order upon which these proceed- 
i have been based? 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary in- 


quiry. +4 

Mr. PICKLER. Why is it not? 
Mr. PITNEY. Irise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. One point of order is pending. 
Mr. POWERS. I desire to be heard on the point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
— has no desire to hear any further debate upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. POWERS. That is an assumption that I hardly think is 
satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 84. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Texas. 
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Mr. PICKLER. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know that all debate on the point of order is 
in the discretion of the Chair. If the Chair declares his readiness 
to rule, and does not desire to hear the gentleman from Vermont 
on the point of order, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that allfurther proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!”] 

Mr, PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tieman rise? 

Mr. PITNEY. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no proceeding before 
the House. The gentleman from South Dakota is recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, — It is evident that 
you can not get members here to-night, and I am opposed to our 
spending further time. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seem to have it. 

Mr. BISHOP. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 86. 

Mr. PICKLER, Mr. Speaker, I demand tellerson that. [Cries 
of ‘* Too late! “4 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair had not completed the 
announcement of the vote. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thirteen gentlemen havearisen— 
not a sufficient number; tellers are refused, and the motion is lost. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

Mr. COFFIN. A pointof order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will first state the 
question tothe House. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the House refused to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. EVANS. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
has beer intervening business, and that a motion to reconsider 
this kind of amotion can not be made after other proceedings have 
intervened. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. According to the recollection of 
the Chair, the vote has just been announced on the motion to sus- 
pend further ee and tellers have been refused. 

Mr. LACEY. There has been a motion to adjourn since, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion to 
reconsider is in order, and also the motion to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. The question is on the motion to lay on 
the table the niction to reconsider. 4 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. POWERS. I rise for the purpose of making a personal 
explanation. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. That is notin order. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider 
made by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The question being taken, the motion to lay on the table was 


agreed to, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms is now after the absentees? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair supposes the fact to 
be that the warrant is now being made out for the arrest of absent 
members, but so far as the House is concerned, the nt-at- 
Arms is already ers in the performance of his functions 
under the order of the House. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 


rivilege. 
* The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
will state his question of personal privilege. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. POWERS. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota will state his point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. My point is, that during a call of the House no 
other business is in 
question of nal privilege at this time. 

The SPE pro tempore. The Chair thinks that unless the 
ae relates to these proceedings under the call the gentleman 

= eet oe not be in a ie sania sih 

¥. ERS. . Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
ee, oe claim the right to define it to the House. 

Mr. ILEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman's question of 

rivilege grows out of any matter connected with the call of the 
Tones, undoubtedly he has a right to be heard, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. In effect the Chair so stateq 
The Chair stated that the gentleman would not be in order 11):\¢s; 
the question of privilege to which he rose related to the proj o.q. 
ings under the call. 

“  Tabiabcaee It is entirely confined to the proceedings ii), Jor 

ec . 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ver) nt 
will proceed. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, all things come to them 
that wait. I rose in the utmost good faith to make a few huyi)le 
remarks to this House, calculated to _— the House instruc. 
tion Ae g~ the subject then before it. [Laughter.] I was inter. 
rupted by my much-valued friend from Iowa [Mr. Hepi; ».\) 
but I will now disclose the real purpose of the speech that | pro. 
posed to make. I proposed to uss the propriety of meinbers 
absenting themselves from their duties here in the House ¢,, ¢ 
home to make Presi*ential candidates [laughter], but my good 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], who has just arrived froin 
mission of that kind, raised an objection to my talking tv the 
House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. May Ibe itted to explain? 

Mr. POWERS. I object. ughter. ] 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman oucht 
to be permitted to explain the platform. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Verinont 
has the floor and will please confine lf to the question of 


sa ag 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the privilege which, I claim, has 
been violated, by the Chair especially, lies in this fact, that while 
the 356 members of this House, or so many of them as are present, 
were clamoring for an opportunity to listen to me, the Chair took 
it upon himself to prevent them from having that enjoyment. 
eet arn 

The SP. protempore. The Chair thinks that the matter 
presented by the gentleman from Vermont does not amount to a 


question ot ys nal privilege. 

Mr. POWERS. e privilege which I claim is this: That every 
member of this House, when he risesin his place and address: the 
Chair, is entitled to a respectful hearing, not only from the Chair, 
but from the audience. [Laughter.] The audience has viven it 
to me—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
presents no question of personal privilege. He is out of order. 

Mr. POWERS. Iamcomingtothat. [Laughter.} The Chair, 
if he will be patient, will see in a few moments that I have a 
grievance here that ought to be remedied. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Well, the gentleman will state 
his question of personal privilege. 

Mr. WERS. The privilege is the opportunity to make a 
speech for the edification and instruction of the House of lt«pre- 
sentatives [laughter] and the presiding officer of the House. Now, 
I was about, by way of preamble, to say [laughter ]—— 

The SPEARER tempore. gentleman will state his 


uesticn of privilege. 

Mr. POWERS. I was just about todoso. [Laughter.| [am 

so constituted, Mr. Speaker, that I can not get at a question of 
privilege without going back and getting a starting point 

in the same way as a great always does. When he un- 

dertakes to write the story of a nation it will not do to start right 

off with current matters; he must go back and ascertain the 

causes that have led up to the current events. 

Now, when I no the absence of my good friend from lowa, 
@though he was absenton a mission that in some sense | approve, 
nevertheless I thought he ought to have asked permission 0 tls 
House if he was ques to Iowa to assist ip ws a Presidential 
candidate, because there are lots of Reed men onthis floor. | Ap- 
mam) There are lotsof McKinley men. [Applause.| [donot 

ow but there is now et man. [A lause.} Why, 
sir, I noticed a few days ago that in the stree Washington a 
gentleman was down and robbed because he was trying 
to bet es on the nomination of McKinley. I, being » eed 

, Was not that a man who was going around 
betting money on lost it. hter. 

But when my friend from Iowa lett bin Satins here to go out to 

a Presidential oe * did seen 
to me that he violated my privilege, my personal priviley:. 1" 0° 
asking my consent that he might go; because he is a Repres:nta 
ve on this floor, and my constituency has the right to have the 
benefit of his valuable counsel in the administration of the «a1 
of this House; and when, therefore, he ran away from his (uty 

in which I and my constituents 


ae gentleman answer a question’ 
friend seems to have some great trou!le 00 
Iowa having gone home to 
Presidential “boom.” I wish to inquire 
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whether the gentleman from Vermont is to be the “favorite son” 


om thet ERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, as long as Pennsylvania is 
resenting rather curious quantities for that prom, I do not 
fnow but tat Vermont might as well goin. [Laughter.| 


The SP tempore. The Chair hopes the gentleman 
from Vermont be in order. : p 

Mr. PO I will come to the question directly, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont is 
ont of oP ViERS. ‘The question — 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
i resume seat. 
wil POWERS. Will the Speaker grant me this request—to ask 
the House if I may not print in the Recorp the remainder of my 


Mr. CHI ING. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague from 
New York, Mr. GILLeT, who is now present, having come here on 
his own motion without being arrested, may have his name placed 


of those present. 
= BAILEY. e is entitled to that under the rule. | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. He is not, as the Chair under- 
stands, pending a call of the House, without the consent of the 
Ate BAILEY. If he appears without being arrested, he is en- 
titled to have his name entered on the roll. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule is: 


, unless the Ho otherwise direct, 
feats ee elitel ts the Halt ot the ouse, ae they shall report their 
names to the to be entered upon the Journal as present. 

The name of the gentleman from New York [Mr. GILLET] will 
be entered on the Journal as present. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. 8 er, I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
be instructed to arrest the members of the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman’s motion is out 
of order, as the House has adopted an order for the arrest of all 
absent members, Therefore a motion to arrest particular mem- 
bers is certainly out of order. 

Mr. W. . I submit as a question of order that the only 
way in which we can disentangle ourselves from this snarl—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is no question of order. 
The Chair has a the gentleman’s motion out of order. 

Mr. WALSH. I submit that it will be impossible for us to get 
cut of this snarl unless we adopt a special rule, and the only way 
to get at that is to have the members of the Committee on Rules 
brought here. 

Me PICKLER, Mr. Speaker, it being evident that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania who has raised the point of no quorum 
is determined to defeat all pension legislation to-night, and as it 
is evident that we can not have a quorum by reason of the late- 
ness of the hour, I therefore move that further proceedings be 
st with, [Cries of “‘ No!” “‘ No!”] 

question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PICKLER) there were—ayes 34, noes 91. 


So the motion was . 
Mr. AITKEN. Mr. r, Lrise toa ptamentory inquiry. 
The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
jae b * would be the effect if we were to adjourn 
a 


e are tempore. The House would stand ad- 
ee M y morning, and all proceedings under the 


Mr. AITKEN. Would not those members whose names are in- 
cluded in the warrant of arrest be required to make excuses on 


Mena 
The tempore. They would not. 
Mr. AITKEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


a was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 33, 


Mr. STEWART of oer: I move that during the ab- 
sence of the Sergeant-at-Arms House tak 


ea recess, and that 


in the meantime the gentleman from South Carolina {Mr. Tat- 
Mn. ep Bermitted to addres the House. 

The tempore. That motion is not in order. 
wana =e. I to ask unanimous consent to consider a 
qug of AKER pro tempore. The Chair can entertain no re- 

Mr. Ferg I move to dispense with further proceedings 
ncbe question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 22, 

So the motion was rejected. 


Mr. POOLE. 


I would like to make a parliamen- 
a fact that under the rules of the House 
the consideration of 


private pension bills and bills of a similar character; and is it 
not also a fact that the entire evening has been frittered away up 
to this time by the objection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. od 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary in- 


quiry. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, it will be entirely 
useless to expect to secure a quorum of the House at this late 
hour, so I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAILEY. desire to ask the Speaker if it is not true that 
he has just signed the warrant for the arrest of the absentees? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is hardly a parliamentary 
inquiry. The Chair would have no hesitation, however, in pri- 
vately answering the gentleman, if he desires the information. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, as it is perfectly plain that if we arrest 
these absent members we can not get them here before the hour for 
adjournment, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman that there has been no intervening business since the last 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit to the Chair that the Chair has signed 
the warrant for the arrest of the absent members, and that is very 
important business. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. That is hardly intervening busi- 
ness, so far as the House at large is concerned. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Chair does that as the organ of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out of order. 

Mr. WALSH. [rise to make a motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that that is 
not in order. The House is without a quorum and proceeding 
under the rules to secure the attendance of its absent members. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I desire to knowif it is not in order 
to have another call of the House to ascertain who have left the 
House since the former call? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not in or- 
der to have another call upon acall. The officers of the House 
are engaged in executing the former order of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to say this, if the Chair will permit me, 
that that question has been raised and decided already. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentle- 
man rise? 

Mr. BAILEY. On the point of order of the gentleman from 
Kansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BAILEY. i 
question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. 
thinks he is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Chair will permit me to say so, that ques- 
tion has been decided twice affirmatively. I had myself once the 
honor to be in the chair when it was decided, and followed a 
decision of Speaker Carlisle when he occupied the chair, and I 
suppose that the Chair does not want to hold that such a call 
would not bein order without proper consideration of the subject. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair does not think it would 
be in order to entertain another call of the House while one is 
pending and being prosecuted by the officers of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. I recall distinctly that the House was in the 
progress of a call. The gentleman from Mississippi {[Mr. ALLEN] 
moved a further call of the roll, because it was believed that some 
members who had been arrested and brought to the Hall had again 
absented themselves. I then had the honor to be in the chair, 
and the question was not one free from doubt, but I thought then, 
as I think now, that the House must have the power to ascertain 
if absent members, having been arrested and having been brought 
before the House were still present. I decided that it was in order 
to order a further roll call, and upon investigation I found that 
Speaker Carlisle had decided the very question. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to page 238 of the Manual: 


The Chair thinks the motion is 


The Chair has already decided it. 
suppose the Chair wants to be right on the 


The present occupant of the chair 


Pending proceedings under a call of the House, the House may order the 
roll call to be repeated to ascertain which of the members are then absent; 
and it is in order to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody mem- 


bers who have absented themselves since the first call of the roll. 


Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the roll, to see what 
members have absented themselves since the former call. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Several MemBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. PICKLER. It being evident that the opponents of pen- 
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sion legislation do not intend that there shall be any business done 
to-night, I move that further proceedings under the'call be dis- 
pensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
— moves that further proceedings under this call be dispensed 


eM. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, has not that mo- 
tion been laid on the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from South Dakotais inorder. The gentleman moves that further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 71. 

ae LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

ion and nays were ordered. 
PEAKER pro tempore. As many as favor the motion of 
the a from South Dakota to dispense with further pro- 
coed —— Seasnes the call will, when their names are called, say 
se Si Bh “ no. ” 
Loodinn tes on was taken; and there were—yeas 32, nays 109, not 
voting ? 214; as follows: 
YEAS—®. 
Mahon, Snover, 
McLachlan, i 
Parker, Talbert” 
Pickler, 
Powers, 
Russell, Conn, 
Simpkins, 


NAYS—109. 


Kiefer, 
—— 


bere 


Little, reopen, 
Lon 


Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. &. 
= enslager, 


Graff, 
Hadley, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Hanly, 
Harrison, 
Hartman, 
Heatw 
Hemeu way, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hepburn, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 

‘ Hill, 
Hubbard, 
Hulick, 
Hurley, 


Kem. 
Kendall, 
Kerr, 


Calderhend, 
Codding, 
Coffin, 


Connolly, 
Cook, Wis 
Crowley, 
Crowther 


Crump, 
a 
ery, 
——— 
whings, 
Eddy, 


Wise N. 4 
Wilson, Ohio 
n,8.C. 
Woodard, 
Woodman, 
Woomer 


So the oe to nines with further proceedings under the 
call was saecres 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a recapitulation «1 ti, 
vote. 

The SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. Mr.S er, I have a report to mak 

The SPEAKER pro tem t is not in order at this time, 
until the vote is anno On this. question—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I eed a recapitulation 


vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tem . 
tion of the vote will be crtined. 
Several members objected. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 


Dakota—— 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Imove thatthe Honso do now adjourn. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. Pe 


f thig 


Without objection, a recapitula- 


pore. The hour of 10 o’clock and 3) min 
utes having arrived, the Chair, under the special rule, declr. s that 
the House stands adjourned until Monday next at 12 o'clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rale XXIV, the following executive © .umn- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and refer. i as fol- 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recommend- 
ing that Pueblo, Colo., be made a port of delivery, and transmit- 
ting a draft of a bill for that the Committee on Ways 
oull Meena. and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the of the Interior, transmitting a state 


Secretary 
ment of the claim of the Sac and Fox Indians of the Mississippi, 


in conformity with the of the act of March 2 
ae the Comenittos on In Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, a reply to the resolution of Congress 
approved March 2, calling for certain information respectinz the 
harbor of Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a y of the findings filed by the court in the «ase of 
William R. Hill, administrator of Clairborne B. Hill, deceased, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claiins. a id 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans 
TiePotce chalshncter filed by the court in the case of James 

elson G. Allen, deceased, against The 
co semaal States—to the Goaumittes on War Claims, and ordered to 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were *°v°r- 
othe delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars 


named, as follows: 

Mr. SETTLE, from the ttee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was the bill of the House (H. R. 8%) 
Conn., a subportof entry, reported t)e = 
t, ecompanied @ report ( 766); which 

said bill and Bagby ng Bees Cslowiar 
Mr. PA' the Committee on Interstate and For 
nib) to to which was referred thebill ofthe I~ H.R. 
pore construction of a wagon and foot bridge 
Eeetichicodte Mibe-Gt os user tt ctty of Columbia, 
the same amendment, accompanie by 4 


repo 0. 767); which said bill and report were referre| to the 


an ee RULICE. from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
whivh was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 227) reins 
bills ‘of sale; conditonal sales, or deeds of tri ust O° 
chattels District of Columbia =o eee oe — > 
same with accompanied report (No. % , 
said biil and were referred to the Mou Calendar © 
Mr. PA from the Committee on Ways and Means, 


AND 








1896. 


; referred House bill No. 4437, reported in lieu thereof a 
whit Re. 7250) to amend “An act to simplify the laws in rela- 





on of the revenues,” approved June 10, 1890, 
ae by a re (No. 792); which said bill and report 
were referred to the ittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. - 


Mr.SPARKMAN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, to which was referred House bill No. 317, to increase the | 
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By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension to the widow of Gen. John 
Newton. (Report No. 781.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 819) granting a pension to Catharine Leary. (Report 
No. 782.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7127) granting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman. 


limit of cost of the public building authorized by act of Congress | (Report No. 783.) 


approved June $0, 1886, to be erected at Savannah, Ga., and author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to enter into a contract or con- 
tracts for the construction of any portion or the whole of said 
building, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 798); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
Pe reported from aamiiven, delivered to the Clerk, and 
ref to Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White, in lieu 
of House bill No. 5338. (Report No. 759.) E 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Mary Arnold. (Re- 


. 760. 
Tho bill (ER. 6644) eenant No to Gen. John M. Thayer, 
United States Volunteers. ( No. 761.) 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H.R. 5792) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Julia A.Jameson. (Report No. 762.) ; 
Mr. CROW THER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rickards, widow, 
and the minor children of John D. Rickards, deceased. (Report 
0. 763. 
By Me. BISHOP, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 6608) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
record of W.Taylor. (Report No. 764.) 

y Mr. , from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 5407) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
ing against Oscar A. Bulette, late private in Company E, Fifty- 
econ Tilinois Infantry Volunteers, during the late war. (Re- 


- aabel Geom 7 Cam a Hew of it ~~ 
H. R. 7214) for oO ls pbell, in lieu of House 
{ 2. Report No. 768.) 

% of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 7246) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 


No. 786.) 
The a tnka ) for the relief of the officers and crew of 
United steamers Forest Rose and Argosy. (Report No. 


peepee or op Res. No. 203) to refer the bill (H. R. 933) 
owners of the steamer Clara Bell, ther 
accompanying the same, to the Court of ims. 


the Committee on War Claims: 

for the relief of the trustees of Carson- 
Tenn. (Report No. 771.) 
relief of the trustees of Holston 


E 
i 
7 


ef 
B 
f 


i 
of 
£29 
i 


A] 


mumittee on War Claims: 
of Benjamin Peter Bailey, 
State lunatic as No. 773.) 


tum. ( 
tue) Randolph and Dora L. 
A from the Committee on War Claims: 
bill (H. R. 5808) for the relief of Leo L. Johnson. (Report 


5982) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood. 


, from the Committee on War Claims: 
referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
for com tion for-the use by the 
his invention relating to rojectiles, for which 
ne vee 25, 1852. (Re- 
GHB 686) Sor tho retiet of William 8. Grant. (Report 


Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
: relief of James R. Wyrick. ( No. 778.) 
?: the Committee on ions: The 


» fate Thad Thompson, syeitete te the 1 vo- 


: 


sere 
ger 
: 


? 
z 
= 
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esi 
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By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (H. R. 4405) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary. 
(Report No. 784.) 

By Mr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 4268) granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Graham. (Re- 


port No. 785.) 

By Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia: The bill (H. R. 1861) for the relief of James Linskey from the 
operation of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the 
Territories and the District of Columbia to American citizens. 
(Report No. 789.) 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 954) for the relief of J. C. Irwin & Co. and Charles 
A. Perry & Co. (Report No. 790.) 

The bill (S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, administrator 
of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps. (Report No. 791.) 





ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee 
on War Claims, reported adversely (Report No. 779) the bill (H. R. 
4936) for the payment of bounty to James Pebley; and the same 
was laid on the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R.7213) rega- 
lating certain prosecutions in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 7215) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon balls to Colonel Joseph H. Wilson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Zelienople, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and 
cannon balls to Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of 
Evans City, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

~ Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 7217) to increase 
the limit of cost for the erection of a public building in Stockton, 
Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7247) to increase the circula- 
tion of national banks and promote the redemption of legal-tender 
and United States Treasury notes—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7248) to grant land to the 
State of Florida for the use of the normal college for white pupils 
at De Funiak Springs and for the use of the normal college at 
Tallahassee for colored pupils—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands 


By Mr. STEPHENSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 140) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to make a survey and submit an esti- 
mate for a breakwater in Marquette Bay—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. POOLE: A memorial of the assembly of the State of 
New York, asking for the passage of a bill for the construction of 
a first-class revenue cutter for service on the Atlantic coast at or 
near New York Harbor—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
~~ Commerce. 

y Mr. BARRETT: A memorial of the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, favoring the passage of House bill No. 306, to pension 
prisoners of war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A memorial adopted by 
the legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of House bill No. 306— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 6534) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth 
M. Stevenson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6198) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin H. March, guardian of 
Ruth March—Committee on Ways and Means discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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The bill (H. R. 6793) to authorize a reliquidation of certain en- 
tries of merchandise—Committee on Ways and Means discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5285) to refund certain import duties—Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 1935) for relief of Irwin Tucker—Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 7218) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of Louis W. Mayer—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7219) for the relief of 
oO. ih Noland, of Mancos, Colo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7220) for the relief of Lewis 
C. Overman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 7221) granting a pension to La- 
fayette Taber, of Fort Dodge, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 7222) for the relief of Walter 
Langley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 7223) granting a pension to 
Sarah Floyd, of Keavy, Laurel County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7224) granting a pension to John W. Turpen, 
. Columbia, Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7225) for the relief of 
H. J. Alexander—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7226) for the relief of Twy- 
man O. Abbott—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 7227) increasing the pension of 
William Goshen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7228) to increase the pension of William A. 
Rhoderick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7229) granting a pension to James L. Carty— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7230) granting a pension to John W. Burton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7231) for the relief of Kate K. 
Parsons, of Mayo, Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICE: A bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of John 
G. W. Brooks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7233) for the relief of John Frey- 
burg, of Saxton, Pa., granting him an increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 7234) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William A. Perry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 7235) toincrease pension of George 
W. Farnum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7236) for the relief of Nim- 
al D. Kineaster, of Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 7237) for the 
relief of the First Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Point 
Pleasant, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7238) for the relief of Andrew J. Holley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7239) for the relief of Hiram and Hatcher 
Short—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 7240) granting a pension to 
John W. Bruner, late of Company F, Second Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, and Company G, First Regiment Pennsylvania 
Cavalry, and the United States Signal Corps—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 7241) granting an increase of 

nsion to Samuel S. Patterson, late of Battery C, First West 

irginia eof and a veteran of the Mexican war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H.R.7242) granting pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth Dennon, widow of the late John Dennon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill ae 
W.5. Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H.R. 7244) granting a 
pension to Willie L. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7245) for the relief of the trustees of the Brad- 
dock Street Methodist a Church, of Winchester, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 7249) for the relief of W. A. 
Burrell—to the Committee on Claims, 


granting a pension to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Washington Camp, No, 
556, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Washington, Pa.; 9). 
resolution of Mechanics’ Council, No. 352, Order United Americ: 
Mechanics, of Uniontown, Pa., indorsing the Stone immigrati,y 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, in favor of House bill No. 5215, intro- 
duced by Mr, WILBER—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

a7 Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Poy. 
field, Pa., favoring the passage of joint resolution No. 11, amend- 
ing the Constitution of the United States and prohibiting further 
appropriations to institutions under ecclesiastical control—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petitions cf Earl C. Tuten and Edward T. Tuten. of Belle- 
fonte, Pa , protesting against the passage of House bill No. 455, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAILEY: Petition of S. E. Watson, farmer, of Watson, 
Tex., on the monetary question—to the Committee on Coinace, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Union Lodve, 
No.5, Order United American Mechanics, of Penacook, N. H., in- 


dorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Imuni- 
gration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Ukiah, Cal.. asking 


relief for book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petitions of C. W. Lee, August Greve, and 
Levi E. Palmer, publishers, praying for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-:lass 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Rouails. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of citizens of Girardville, Pa... pro- 
testing against sectarian appropriations of public moneys and 
urging the passage of the a resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee 
on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Memoranda of evidence to accom- 
pany House bill No. 5692, for the relief of Stephen W. Parker—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Walter B. Frost, publisher, of Prov- 
idence, R. L., — against the passage of House bil! No. 
4566, to amend the laws relating to second-class matt:r—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Resolutions of the Maryland Historica! So- 
ciety, praying for an appropriation to enable the Secretary of State 
to prepare for publication the records of the Continental (on- 
gress—to the Comittee on ey Se an 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of H. J. Alexander—to the Committee on War Claiins. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Protest of W. C. Young and 5) 
other citizens of Oshkosh, Wis., and vicinity, against the pussage 
of joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

7. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of A. J. Gault, publisher, 
of eatland, Iowa; against the passage of House bill No. 150, 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Dr. James A. Ray and 44 o: hers. of 
Columbia County, Oreg., praying for the recognition of (i: in 
the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. FARIS: Petition and evidence to accompany House !)ill 
No. 6146, increasing the pension of Jeremiah Lockwood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. no 

Also, petition and evidence to ems Ae House bill No. 6753, 
for the relief of George W. Winters—to the Committee on Military 


Also, petition and evidence to accompany House bill No. *’, 
to pension Charles Wilson, alias Mike Noonan—to the Comittee 
on Pensions. . 

Also, petition and evidence to accompany House bill No. - 80, 
for the relief of Frederick Hutton—to the Committee on Iny.lid 

Me wa, © sgh a on Siig House bill No. 7114, for 
a pension to Mrs. Henrietta Coffman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. | 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of F. M. Balt, protesting ayainst 
the passage of House bill No. 4568, to amend the postal laws re 
saan matter—to the Committee on the Post-tfice 
asthe 
- By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of E. A. Walrath, of 


Osceola, Nebr. for favorable dction on House bill No. 49°, 
to amend the } ws—to the Committee on the Post-U‘lice 
and Post- 








By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Ashland Council, No. 81, Order 


i can Mechanics, unanimously asking for the passage 
on immigration bili—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Nat 


on. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of W.S. Kantner and William Heller, 
officers, and 51 members of Washington Camp, No. 402, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Juniata, Pa., for the passage of the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 


ization. 
eee of J. L. Sechler, of South Fork, Pa.; L. G. La- 
made, of Altoona, Pa., and Lon A. Smitt, of Myersdale, Pa., 


praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal iowa relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

Also, petitions of W. V. Marshall, of Berlin, Pa., and Amos 
Claar, of Bedford County, Pa., protesting against the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Lafayette Lodge, 
No. 37, Order United American Mechanics, in behalf of the Lodge 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 

ization. 
roy itr. HITT: Petition of 25 ex-Union soldiers and sailors, in 
favor of the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Retail Grocers and Merchants’ 
Association of Illinois at their third annual convention, sympa- 
thizing with the Cubans in their struggle for liberty—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of J. W. Crawford, E. J. Rey- 
nolds, and others, of Olean, N. Y., also T. S. Woodard, J. J. 
Crandall, and others, of Scio, N. Y., for amendment of postal laws 
so that religious literature, such as tracts, etc., be given the ad- 
vantage of the act of Congress of July 16, 1894—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of M. H. Wilson and 28 others, of 
Barron County, Wis., protesting against joint resolution propos- 
ing amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. st 

By Mr. KEM: Memorial of 195 citizens of Nebraska, relative 
to the bill ceding to the State of Nebraska the public lands for 
irrigation to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. IN: Resolutions of the Maryland Historical So- 
ciety, of Baltimore, for an appropriation to enable the Secretary of 
State to p for publication the records and papers of the 
Continental Congress “to the Cominittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of George W. Owen, publisher, of 
Owotto, Mich., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Victor B. Rottiers and J. E. Austin, represent- 
ing the Grand Army post at Birch Run, Mich., praying for the 
pessage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


By Mr. LOUD: Petitions of Charles T. Bainbridge & Sons an¢é N. 
Belfield & aie aoa Pa., praying for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 888, , and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter post- 
age per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to sec- 
ond-class and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


Also, — of Duncan McPherson and George Bentley, ask- 


for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the pos- 
laws to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Roads. 


By Mr. McDEARMON: Petition of J. L. Sparks & Co., pub- 
of Ripley, Tenn., protesting against House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to secund-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
my my MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of the trustees of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Point Pleasant, 
W. Va., with exhibits and evidence to accompany their bill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, evidence to support bill for the relief of Andrew J. Hol- 
Eanes ten w. A. Gin 1 
. 4 ition . A. Gillespie, president, 
other officers of the en _ a Se 
Mich., asking for passage of a Sunday law in 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 


. MONEY: Petition of Frank Burkitt and others, of Oko- 

ww ee a of the proposed religious 

: ition of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MYRSE: Petitions of 83 citizens of Selma, Cal.; 10 citi- 

zens of New York City, N. Y.; 15 citizens of Millville, Mass.; 73 

citizens of Waltham, ; 10 citir..ns of Baltimore, Md.; 39 citi- 


zens of 162 citizens of Pennsylvania, and 45 citizens of 
a cetera: od 45 citicons of 


aT 
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to the Committee 





amble of the Constitution of the United States- 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, to authorize a commission to promote the arbitration 
of international disputes—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of George C. Jackson, pub- 
lisher, of Akron, Ohio, against the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
amending the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of Wilson Post, No. 496, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Zelienople, Pa., to accompany House 
bill No. 6894, for two condemned cannon and cannon balls; also, 
petition of W. H. Weier, commander of Post No. 573, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Evans City, Pa.,to accompany House bill No. 
6894. for a condemned cannon—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension t) 
Samuel 5. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petition of 200 citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., 
members of Salt City Council, Order United American Mechanics, 
praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of N. Belfield & Co., of Philadel- 
phia, praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, 
and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of James M. Gillespie and 8 others, 
of Jonesboro, Ind., asking that the present low rate of post 


stage 
be maintained on second-class matter—to the Committee on the 


| Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of Mathew Atkinson and 40 others, of Red Key, 
Ind., praying for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SORG: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7202, for the 
relief of Miss A. Dorsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of Abraham Lincoln Lodge, 
No. 7, Order of United American Mechanics, indorsing the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of L. P. Gibson, editor of the Journal 


of the Arkansas Medical Society, protesting against the passage of 


| House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
| class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 


Roads. 
By Mr. TRACEWELL (by request): Petition of James Gor- 
don, jr., and 69 other citizens of Jennings County, Ind., request- 
ing Congress to pass joint resolution No. 11, to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. TRACEY: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to W. S. Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: Petition of Noah Price, of Madi- 
son County, Va., praying reference of his war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of James C. McCue, deceased, late of 
Albemarle County, Va., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Benjamin Bowman, of Rockingham County, 
Va., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 160, of 
Richland, Pa.,in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
MonpDAY, March 16, 1896. 


Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CAnTER, of the city of Washington. 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was dispensed 
with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 10th instant, a report of the Director of the 
Geological Survey concerning the progress and result of public- 
land surveys in the Indian Territory under the direction of the 
Geological Survey, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of February 26, 
1896, calling for information as to whether or not poaching is 
carried on to any extent in the Yellowstone National Park, whether 
animals from that park cross the boundaries thereof into Idaho 
and Montana and are there slaughtered contrary to existing law, 
etc., transmitting a report of the Secretary of the Interior and of 
the acting superintendent of the Yellowstone National Park for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, respectively, in which poaching 
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and the condition of affairs in the Yellowstone National Park 
generally are discussed; which, with theaccompanying papers, was 
referred to the Select Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game, and ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of February 13, 1896, information, together 
with a statement respecting certain railroads, their customs, rules, 
pe yam agreements, charges, and the reasonableness and 

lity thereof; which, with the accompanying statement, was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the American 
Academy of Arts and Sciences, praying for the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures by all the departments 
S the Government; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance, 

He also 3 a a petition of the faculty of Shaw University, 
Raleigh, C., praying for the establishment of an international 
board of arbitration for the settlement of all international disputes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also ——— a petition of the Philadelphia a Associa- 
tion, of P a Pa., praying that the Senate be present at 
the dedication of the monument on the battlefield of Antietam on 
— 17, 1896; which was referred to the Committee on the 


ibrary. 
Mr. GALLINGER proseate’ a petition of C. W. Sawyer Post, 
No. 17, De ent of New ——— hire, Grand Army of ot the Re- 
pubiic, of Dover, N. H., prayi r the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was ordered to ‘Iie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present sundry papers in connection with 
Senate bill No, 913, to provide for the incorporation and regula- 
tion of medical colleges i in the District of Columbia, reported by 
me a few days ago. I move that the papers be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I present a memorial obviously intended for the 
Senate from mem of the Ardmore Bar Association of the In- 
dian Territory, containing an able argumentin regard to the court 
system of that Territory. I move that the memorial lie on the 
table, and that it be — as a document, 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of G. M. Foster and sundry 
other citizens of Deepwater, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation giving second-class mail matter, such as religious 
tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also ted a petition of the common council of St. Joseph, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation giving national 
recognition and g necessary appropriation for exhibits at the 
transmississippi e at Omaha, Nebr.; which 


xposition to be held 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the annual convention 
of the Missouri Roads Im ement Association, held at Colum- 
bia, Mo., January 16-18, 1896, favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 6452, to establish engineerin ae experiment stations in connec- 
tion with the colleges established in the several States under the 
act of July 2, 1862; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of M. V. Carroll, of Lamar, 
Mo., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 4566, re- 
lating to seoend dite mail matter; which was referred to "the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of J. J. McClellan and 
88 other citizens of Westport, Miss., praying for the enactment of 
legislation giving second-class mail matter, such as religious 
tracts, full advan of the act of July 16, 1894; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of E. N. Dingley and 
sundry other citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., pra for the en- 
actment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of lambia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 15 citizens of Barnes- 
ville, Ohio, remonstrating against the introduction of 
tothe Com the public pe of the country; which was 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
acon Uninet of Bradner, Ohio, pra for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which wae referred 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


second-class 
metter, See ee ee Cea ina 
16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


roterned | St 


Ohio, | to 
mail wing, 


He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 41, Union V+. 
eran Legion, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactiney, 
service-pension law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

ak ok presented a petition of sundry citizens , 

ae , praying for the enactment of legislation giving «....,\. 
ao matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage . 
act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Commit: 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the American Pro! 
Association councils of , Nebr., remonstrating agai 

lacing and unveiling of the statue of Pére Marquette i in: 
Fall: which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


ive 


tuary 


He also presented a petition of the South Side Improvement 
Club, of ‘Omaha, Nebr. ok, panel of = — of commis. 
sioners o aaee ii oeene or the enactment of 
peer nervy a calcntee necessary a ap- 

iation a rendbitnet the teonamnianton exposition to be held 
aha, Nebir.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


“ie also presented the petition of L. M. De La Mater and sundry 
other citizens of Inman, Nebr.; the petition of D. L. Pond ang 
sundry other citizens of Inman, Nebr.; the petition of John T):o1)- 
son, of Clearwater, Nebr., and the petition of M. J. Marble and 
onasiry ther itiesanet Geneva, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
tracts, fall etitantnge of tha ant of Daly 16, 1604, which 

v; act 0} y which w 
ferred to the antag of Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Hie aloo peosented the sonunoetel of Teed. Wiliiaae of Fairbury, 
Nebr., remonstrati: the passage of House bill No. 4506; 
relating to second-c mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

ee MOCO Idaho, 
remonstrating against passage Pacific road fundin 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pacific R: aitroade 

He also presented a petition of the National Association of Acri- 
pone erg tm and carin Manufacturers * hicago, Ill. 
praying for of legislation providing or the f forma. 
tion and of a cian railroad t classification 
ame mp the United States and the Territories; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. sal chien th aaah Ls mae tage ene 24 other 
ee fewer praying adoption of the sroposed 

amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
as vane abtemnelt 40 tee Getaanintes on the Jediciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Marine Engineers’ 
a cl Sk on of — vessel owners and 
other praying or passage of Senate 
bill No. 735, to reorganize and and increase the efficiency of the per- 
sonnel of the Nery; and also for the passage of Senate bill No. 

oo. the merchant marine engineer service; which 
the Committee on Commerce. 
“ie QUAY. I present a memorial of the board of managers of 


ere Te- 


the New York Produce Exchange, in behalf of what is known as 
the Bo Green site for the new custom-house in that city. [ 
move that the memorial be ted as a document and referred 
to the Committee on Public and Grounds. 

The motion was 


agreed to. 
Mr. QUAY ——— a petition of 200 citizens of Blairsville, 
Pa., eS appointment of a national commission to in- 
bject of social vice; which was 


Forward Grange, No. 1003, Pa- 

=» tnpnnaion praying for the passage of 
the protection of mitural staples by 
Comunittee on Fi- 


nance. 
He also eS oe ae Labor League of 
i og mee pepe against amending as shipping 
ws relating to rights of seamen; which was referred to the 
Commerce. 


io aben pea sundry memorials of citi of Hust 
e zens ustontown, 
Cobra, Hestwood, and Snyder, alin the State o Pennsylvania, 
remonstra against the appropriation of moneys for sec!«™a0 
ae were referred to the Committee on Appropn’ 
ions. 
He also petitions of citizens of Lawrence 
County, West Alexander, i eariehie, Oakmont, 
en New Castle, Pitts ading, Mohns 


Hollisterville, burg, 
Store, —_— Harrisville, Kenneth, New Alexander. Mar 
bw Waimingion, Conterii, Perpacsus, ec ing oak. 
County, Allegheny. County, Kendall Cree 
Butler Gounty, Potter County = 


e, a } 
New Ho Norris 
rankford, 


Wilkesbarre, 
, and pl in the State of Penn: 


Guctahoe, which religious — 


were referred 


Mount 
Wiekley, West Lebanon, Allentown, Delano, 
wn, Media, Lansdowne, Clearfield, 


ee 
ment to 
to the Commdttes on the Jediclany. 








1896. 


HALE ted a ition of E. G. Parker Post, No. 99, 
pertnent of Maine, Fdany Army of the Republic, of Kittery, 
Me., praying for the enactment of a service- on law giving 

month toall honorably discharged Union soldiers of the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. HANSBROUGH ted a tion of J. J. Crittenden 
Post "No. 31, Department of North ota, Grand Army of the 
R ublic, pra for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
winch was to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE presented a = of the American Academy of 

Arts and Sciences, praying for the adoption of the metric system 
and measures by all the departments of the Govern- 
h was referred to the C ittee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Jack- 
sonville, 0., and a memorial, in the form of resolutions es 
at a meeti ing of the American Patriotic League held in New York 
March 9, 1896, senensteneeg aguinet the appropriation of moneys 
for sectarian purposes; which were — to the Committee on 

ropriations. 
“tle Sos a petition signed by sundry citizens of El 
paso and apps, i, praying for the adoption of the proposed 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Palmyra, IIl., 

i of legislation giving second-class mail 
matter, such as tracts, full advantage of the act of July 
16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


ted a petition of the faculty and stu- 

dents of Guilford , North lina, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a permanent board of arbitration between the United 
and Great ritain; which was referred to the Committee 


ition of Nicholas John, a citizen of the 

he be granted an increase of pension; 

Upeeene ie tecs OT iamon an 

presen . W. Musson an 

other citizens of Franklin and adjoining counties in Kansas, pray- 

ing for the enactment of Senate bill 239. 

Nir, CHANDLER. What is Senate bill 239, I will ask the Sen- 
ator? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is a bill to prohibit the collection of special 

liquor taxes from other than those who are duly author- 

i traffic in intoxicating liquors by the laws of 


to. 
present the petition of a very large num- 


the United States, beginning with a 

national conference held at Saratoga in August, 1494, praying for 

the passage of a bill for the erection of a national memorial home 

aged and infirm colored of the United States out of 

moneys now in the reer dh me the estates of deceased colored 

soldiers whoserved latewar. The bill referred tois one 
now pending before the ittee on the District of Columbia. 

In connection with the resolutions adopted by that conference, 

i from all ms of a United 

p paper with the signa- 

far as I know, from every State in the 

number of States, including, 

y of the most distinguished men. 

the name of Charles H. J. Taylor, who is 

of deeds in the District of Columbia, of Rev. W. B. 

D. D. secretary of the African Methodist 

House, New York City, and James H. 

it Ministers’ Union of Philadelphia. 

ee Clinton, editor of the Star 

of the State Normal School, Golds- 

, editor of the African Methodist 

a number of other teachers, pro- 

of the very best classes of colored 


some distance farther , here are special 
idually from all over the country 


referred to the Committee on 
ask that committee to give 


rhe 


nD 


ial 
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directors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., and res- 
olutions adopted by the common council of the city of St. Joseph, 
Mo., favoring national recognition and the necessary appropria- 
tion for exhibits at the transmississippi exposition to be held at 
Omaha, Nebr.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VILAS presented the memorials of J. S. Larson and 42 other 
citizens of Racine County; of C. B. Grant and 110 other citizens 
of Marquette County; of Alex. Patton and 31 other citizens of 
Monroe; of Ida Farrand and71 other citizens of Milwaukee County; 
of Theodore Bethke and 168 other citizens of Milwaukee County; 
of P. R. Aibrech and 30 other citizens of Fond du Lac County; of 
Hans Sorenson and 68 other citizens of Winnebago County: of 
John Behuken and 126 other citizens of Waukesha County; of 
Sanders Thompson and 64 other citizens of Dane County; of 
W. H. Sweet and 46 other citizens of Chippewa County; of A. E. 
Pound and 23 other citizens of Chippewa Courty; of John Copper 
and 48 other citizens of Washburn County; of Aaron Niles and 36 
other citizens of Dodge County; of H. P. Jensen and 28 other 
citizens of Racine County; of Jacob Jensen and 45 other citizens 
of Waupaca County; of William H. Canfield and 28 other citi- 
zens of Sauk County; of E. Bushnell and 44 other citizens of 
St. Croix County; of George H. Kisner and 34 other citizens of 
La Crosse County; of Mrs. [. Thompson and 57 other citizens of 
La Crosse County; of J. L. Callahan and 56 other citizens of La 
Crosse County; of Mrs. Cora Saltz and 181 other citizens of La 
Crosse County; of Thomas Francis and 45 other citizens of Green 
County; of J. W. Blake and 106 other citizens of Walworth County; 
of F. P. Chase and 276 other citizens of Green County; of H. R. 
Johnson and 568 other citizens of Clark County; of Nicholas Meyer 
and 34 other citizens of Milwaukee County; of Herman Bichel and 
26 other citizens of Jefferson County; of H. J. Pierce and 20 other 
citizens of Saul County; of M. H. Wilson and 27 other citizens of 
Barron County; of T. C. Duncan and 110 other citizens of Grant 
County; of E. M. Aldred and 29 other citizens of Grant County; 
of G. W. Waterbury and 31 other citizens of Sauk County; of John 
G. Mundt and 50 other citizensof Marathon County; of A. T. Potter 
and 39other citizensof Vernon County; of Mrs. W. A. Saunders and 
59 other citizens of Marathon County; of Rev. D. P. Olin and 40 
other citizens of Marathon County; of Julia E. Murry and 77 other 
citizens of Richland County; of Albert Mathe and 83 other citi- 
zens of Portage County; of William Schroeder and 42 other citi- 
zens of Wood County; of O. N. Vig and 76 other citizens of Vernon 
County; of Julia Petersen and 54 other citizens of Waushara 
County; of Arthur Kellogg and 89 other citizens of Winnebago; 
of John F. Wood and 35 other citizens of Richland County; of 
Richard 8S. Drew and 32 other citizens of Wisconsin; of Rev. A.C. 
Tett and 56 other citizens of Dane County; of Henry Vitcsh and 
85 other citizens of Marathon County; of L. E. Gatham and 35 
other citizens of Door County; of L. B. Green and 46 other citizens 
of Jefferson County; of R. G. W. Collins and 12 other citizens of 
Iowa County; of Wilton Stoddart and 83 other citizens of Mil- 
waukee County; of John H. Andrews and 87 other citizens of 
Winnebago County; of William Bowman and 31 other citizens of 
Dane County; of C. H. Crawford and 33 other citizens of Monroe 
County; of -Eliza Mann and 49 other citizens of Door County; of 
A.L. Fox and 85 other citizens of Vernon County; of Carl Peter- 
son and 13 other citizens of Wisconsin; of A. 8S. Bliss and 66 
other citizens of Waupaca County; of O. H. McCrilles and 21 
other citizens of Monroe County; of E. T. B. Snow and 87 other 
citizens of Milwaukee County; of Samuel Crockett and 177 other 
citizens of Marquette; of W.H. Tenks and 13 other citizens of 
Waushara County; of Andrew Neystron and 122 other citizens of 
Pierce County; of A. T. Know and 385 other citizens of Clark 
County; of J. H. Kleiner and 152 other citizens of Ean Claire 
County; of Spencer Scribner and 72 other citizens of Columbia 
County; of Prof. M. P. Cady and 121 other citizens of Shawano; of 
H. P. Anderson and 84 other citizens of Waushara County; of 
Grant Hawlins and 59 other citizens of Marathon County; of J. M. 
Wickware and 163 other citizens of Langlade County; of John A. 
Ogden and 119 other citizens of Langlade County; of Vesta Mack 
and 53 other citizens of Waushara County: of John Thornton and 
25 other citizens of Polk County; of A. Anderson and 113 other citi- 
zens of Dane County; of Arthur M. Arveson and 174 other citizens 
of Langlade County; of W. W. Ames and 59 other citizens of Eau 
Claire County; of C. M. Stark and 101 other citizens of Waushara 
County; of R. Edger and 90 other citizens of Waushara County; 
of William Nohr and 107 other citizens of Portage County; of 
Walter Ledman and 23 other citizens of Vernon County; of C. W. 
Olds and 31 other citizens of Rock County; of Robert Kickbusch 
and 38 other citizens of Marathon County; of N. H. March and 
51 other citizens of Marathon County; of Isaac Gilbert and 10 
other citizens of Dunn County; of Richard H. Palmer and 9¢ 
other citizens of Dunn County; of A. C. Allen and 39 other citi- 
zens of Columbia County; of J. 5. Bugh and 36 other citizens of 
Waushara County: of C. H. Dickinson and 70 other citizens of 
Rock County; of W. Bingham and 43 other citizens of Adams 
County; of Fred E. Moses and 139 other citizens of Door County; 
of Mrs. R. Town and 41 other citizens of Lincoln County; of 
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W. H. Farrell and 42 other citizens of Waupaca County; of 
George Heald and 106 other citizens of Polk County; of John 
Masbaum and 66 other citizens of Forest County; of P. J. Hanson 
and 53 other citizens of Monroe County; of Ira Whitehouse and 
16 other citizens of Lincoln County; of i oseph Benton and 80 other 
citizens of Richland County; of J. B. Logue and 53 other citizens 
of Richland County; of Benjamin Jackson and 57 other citizens of 
Richland County; of John F. Thompson and 99 other citizens of 
Clark County; of Leona M. Hunt and 15 other citizens of Sauk 
County; of J.J. Butcher and 101 other citizens of Vernon County; 
of ©. Crary and 101 other citizens of Vernon County; of J. C. 
Jacobson and 47 other citizens of Waupaca County; of Nathan 
Cary and 62 other citizens of Waupaca County; of Nels Johnson 
and 88 other citizens of Pierce County; of William Edwards and 
167 other citizens of Jefferson County; of O. Paulson and 51 other 
citizens of Brown County; of John Mickelson and 81 other citi- 
zens of Brown County; of Mrs. George Richardson and 381 other 
citizens of Brown County; of Mrs. James Green and 51 other citi- 
zens of Brown County; of Mrs. W.H. Forest and 38 other citizens 
of Brown County; of John 8. Rennings and 59 other citizens of 
Brown County; of Svend Christensen and 26 other citizens of Dane 
County; of A. G. Hughes and 101 other citizens of Rock County; 
of Anna M. Jensen and 121 other citizens of Brown County; of 
Thomas Pringle and 106 other citizens of Brown County; of Mrs. 
Henry Pearsell and 49 other citizens of Elroy; of Mrs. A. M. Mit- 
tlesteat and 15 other citizens of Lincoln County; of Edna Osgood 
and 86 other citizens of Marathon County; of D. H. Morgan and 
28 other citizens of Green County; of W. G. Kendall and 8 other 
citizens of Waupaca; of J. R. Rice and 108 other citizens of Clark 
County; of G. E. Scott and 31 other citizens of Polk County; 
of Clinton Cardey and 24 other citizens of Grant County; of 
W.H. Madden and 101 other citizens of Marinette County; of 8. G. 
Manchester and 53 other citizens of Marquette County; of Elmer 
Moon and i01 other citizens of Vernon County; of August Wolff 
and 156 other citizens of Barron pe ge of Anna Slaught and 71 
other citizens of Grant County; of Albert Broughton and 244 
other citizens of Green County; of William Proctor and 78 other 
citizens of Grant County; of Alex Irvin and 41 other citizens of 
Portage County; of H. D. McQueen and 82 other citizens of Port- 
age County; of Ernst Sigglekow and 55 other citizens of Dane 
County; of D. Ayers and 26 other citizens of Rock County; of 
Almon Clarke and 88 other citizens of Milwaukee County; of H.M. 
Mills and 116 other citizens of Milwaukee County; of Charles A. 
Schall and 48 other citizens of Milwaukee County; of Alex Law- 
son, sr., and 25 other citizens of Door County; of John Clark and 
12 other citizens of Dane County; of George Constance and 18 
other citizens of Ashland County, and of C. M. Beard and 241 other 
citizens of Elroy, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating 
against the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; which were referred to thé 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH presented petitions of Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics of Council No. 117, of Atco; of Council No. 23, of 
Asbury Park; of Council No. 125, of Atlantic City; of Council 
No. 208, of Atlantic City; of Council No. 214, of Arlington; of Coun- 
cil No. 51, of Allentown; of Council No. 119, of Bayonne; of Council 
No. 170, of Bayonne; of Council No. 3, of Bridgeton; of Coun- 
cil No. 188, of mton; of Council No. 79, of Beverly; of Council 
No. 107, of Belford; of Council No. 202, of Barnegat; of Council No. 
49, of Califon; of Council No. 102, of Crosswicks; of Council 
No. —, ot Cold Springs; of Council No. 60, of Cranbury; of Coun- 
cil No. 22, of Clayton; of Council No. 34, of Chatham; of Council 
No. 109, of Cedarville; of Council No. 64, of Cassville; of Coun- 
cil No. 188, of Camden; of Council No. 133, of Camden; of Council 
No. 122, of Camden; of Council No. 1, of Camden; of Council No. 
151, of Camden; of Council No. 55, of Dunellen; of Council No. 
110, of East Millstone; of Council No. 42, of Elmer; of Council 
No. 98, of Eatontown; of Council No. 16, of East Orange; of Coun- 
cil No. 25, of Freehold; of Council No. 213, of Fairton; of Council 
No. 65, of Farmingdale; of Council No. 141, of Fairhaven; of 
Council No. 191, of Flemin, ; of Council No. 115, of French- 
town; of Council No. 91, of Goshen; of Council No. 48, of Glass- 
boro; of Council No. 73, of Hopewell; of Council No. 183. of Hurff- 
ville; of Council No. 193, of dingville; of Council No, 218, of 
High Bridge; of Council No. 144, of Hamburg; of Council No. 54 
of Hamilton Square; of Council No. 127, of Imlayston; of Council 
No. 106, of Jac Mills; of Council No. 2, of Jersey ae of 
Council No. 18, of Jersey City; of Council No. 35, of Jersey City; 


of Council No. 162, of Jersey City; of Council No. 168, of Jersey |- 


City; of Council No. 175, of Jersey City; of Council No. 155, of 
Kearney; of Council No. 190, of Little Falls; of Council No. 186, 
of Livingstone; of Council No. 176, of Lindenwold; of Council No. 
94, of Junction; of Council No. 78, of uan; of Council 
No. 204, of Millville; of Council No. 15, of Malaga; of Council No. 
59, of Metuchen; of Council No. 171, of Millburn; of Council No. 
158, of Middletown; of Council No. 189, of Monmouth Junction; of 
Council No. 36, of Newark; of Council No. 95, of Newark; of Coun- 
cil No. 130, of Newark; of Council No. 187, of Newark; of Council 


MARCH 1 


6 
y 


No. 159, of Newark; of Council No. 166, of Newark; of Counci] No 
180, of Newark; of Council No. 184, of Newark; of Council No. {9 
of Newark; of Council No. 196, of Newark; of Council »,’ 
215, of Newark; of Council No. 217, of North Long Branch. of 
Council No. 199, of Newport; of Council No.10,of New Ey\yt: 
of Council No.12i,of North Branch; of Council No. 85, of (jai. 
hurst; of Council No. 66, of Princeton; of Council No. 12. of 
Pleasant Mills; of Council No. 41, of Plainfield; of Counci] Np 
147, of Passaic; of Council No. 112, of Pitman; of Council NX, 
222, of Peapack; of Council No. 185, of Paterson; of Council No. 63° 
of Perth Amboy; of Council No. 144, of Perth Amboy; of Council 
No. 136, of Rocky Hill; of Council No. 150, of Raritan; of Co une] 
No. 195, of Rockaway; df Council No. 165, of Ringoes; of Counc] 
No. 61, of Roselle; of Council No. 98, of Red Bank; of Council No, 
81, of Rahway; of Council No. 33, of South River; of Council No, 
211, of Summit; of Council No.72,of Somerville; of Council No, 
69, of South Amboy; of Council Mo. 14, of Swedesboro; of Council 
No. 49, of Tabernacle; of Council No. 128, of Titusville; of Coun. 
cil No. 210, of Turkey; of Council No. 50, of Trenton; of Council 
No. 90, of Trenton; of Council No. 100, of Trenton; of Council No, 
36, of Union; of Council No. 30,of Vineland; of Council No, 295 
of Verona; of Council No. 131,of Westfield; of Council No. 173’ 
of Wenona; of Council No. 124, of Warren ~— Mills; of Coun- 
cil No. 108, of Windsor; of Council No. 16, of Washington, and of 
Council No. 40, of Woodbridge, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration piil: 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Middlesex County, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also — the petition of Sarah Gregor and 33) other 
citizens of Barnegat, N. J.; the petition of F. P. Bunnell and 95 
other citizens of Blairstown, N.J.; the petition of James S. Young 
and 62 other citizens of Garfield, N.J.; the petition of H. 7. 
Beatty and 50 other citizens of Hoboken, N. J.; the petition of 
8. J. McDowell and 96 other citizens of Friesburg, N. J., and the 
petition of J. H. Egbert and 24 other citizens of Belleville, N. J., 
praying for the adoption of the ans religious amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAKER presented sundry ee and affidavits to accom- 

ny the bill (S. 2336) to place on the retired list of the Navy Louis 

. Housel, late lieutenant of the Navy; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the affidavits of J. W. Powell and James W. 
Morgan, of Leavenworth Nene Kans., to accompany the bill 
(8S. 2400) for the relief of Jam . Morgan; which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHITE presented a memorial of the Democratic State 
committee of i ia, protesting against the passage of pend- 
ing funding bills with reference to the Central Pacific and other 
railroads and insisti —— the collection of all moneys due or to 
become due to the United States from those corporations; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the National Association of 
Statio Engineers, ior Association, No. 36, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and a petition of the Association of Stationary Engineers, 
No. 2, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of |eisla- 
tion to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personne! of 
the Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of 16 citizens of Wakeman, hio, 
and a memorial of sundry citizens of Ohio, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation providing military training in the 
public schools of the country; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military | 

He also presented a petition of 23 citizens of Youngstown, (hio, 
and a ) tition of sun citizens of Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation gi second-class mail matter, such as reli- 
gious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; whicli were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the H. P. Nail Company. of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. *'*, © 
— 1-cent letter postage per half ounce; for the passax: of 

ouse bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating tos: mnd- 

, and for the of House bill No. 5560, to 
the transmission of free matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. | 

Mr. PLATT the memorial of Delight Couch and #4 

izens of Center Groton, Conn., remonstrating agai<' the 
of Senate bill No. 1055, to establish a bureau of military 
the ion of auniform military drill 
States and Territories; which 
was to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. NELSON presented a of sundry citizens of Minne- 
for the enactment of legislation granting protect! 
— Armenians; which was to lie on the table. 
He also presented the memorials of Mary J. Wing, J. H. Sargent, 








1896. 


Howard Rand, S. F. 
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District of Colum 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 





Weeks, and sundry other citizens of Minne- 


lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1265) for the relief of 
mart 


Em , Dunbar & Co., reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a thereon. : ; 

Mr. SBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 21) for the purchase 
of a statue of Victor Hugo, to be placed in the new building of 
the Li of Congress, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 


erred the bill (H. R. 5286) providing for disposal of lands 
Ivin renithin the Fort Klamath hay reservation, not included in 
the Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: . 

A bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Snion Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 


ie bill H. R. 5979) for the right of the Rock Island, Muscatine 
and ieciroeaeen Railway Company to build a bridge across the 
Illinois and Canal; — : : 

A bill (HL. R. ) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the 
construction of a free bridge across the Arkansas River, connect- 


Little Rock and ta. 
te CLARK, Saas Clembenttbes on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the S. 2087) to provide times and places for hold- 
ing terms of United States courts in Utah, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. es 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1862) to amend the act creating the circuit 
court of appeals in to fees and costs, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1864) to amend the act creating the circuit court of appeals 
in regard to cases under the revenue laws, and for other 
pur —— it with an amendment. 

Mr. HO . Lam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2272) to fix the salaries of the 
chief justice and judges of the Court of Claims, to report it with- 
out — I ask leave to submit hereafter a written report 
upon the 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted. The bill will 


be eee on the Calendar. 

. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (5S. 212) fixing the compensation of United States 
district attorneys, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment. 
vis a7 ro the same emetine, to he yo was sea or 

. fixing compensation of Uni tates marshals an 
uties, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment. 
: from the same committee, reported two amendments 
intended to be 


to the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation and moved that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee ae ee and printed; which was agreed to. 
Mr. the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 1587) to provide for the private sale of 
in Missouri, it with an amendment. 
. tor from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] 
necessarily absent from the Senate this morning. He asks me 
— favorably, with an amendment, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, the amendment submitted by him on the 30th of 
January last, for a messenger for the United States cir- 
cuit court of the eighth judicial circuit, intended to be 
frevens to the executive, and judicial appropriation 
, With a that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
The 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so referred. 
on the District of Colum- 


i from the Committee 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2182) for the relief of Anton 
Gloetaner, reported it without amendmen 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
was referred the bill (S. 1989) to authorize the payment to 


H. Russell of the of his grade, re- 
wn vee fled 
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the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
; which were referred to the Committee 


t, and submitted a report 








ment of a public administrator in the District of Columbia, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5.981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the courts of 
the District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hear the amendment read which is 
reported from the committee. 

Mr. BACON. It simply limits the information not to be dis- 
closed to conimunications confidential in their nature. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. After the word “information,” in line 6, the 
committee report to insert the words “ confidential in its nature.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom were referred sundry memorials remonstrating against the 
introduction of military training in the public schools of the coun- 
try, asked that the committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same, and that memorials be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ALIENS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. CHILTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment, to whom was referred the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from New Hampshire {[Mr. GaLuincer] 
December 16, 1895, relative to the number of aliens employed in 
the several Departments, to report it with amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2513) to restore to the 
pension rolls the name of Agnes A. Blackman; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2514) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2515) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. E. L. W. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2516) for the relief of Winslow 
Warren; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S.2517) to refer to the 
Court of Claims the war claims of the State of New Hampshire; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the bill which has just 
been introduced, I present a memorial from Governor Moody Cur- 
rier, of the State of New Hampshire, which I move be printed as 
a document and referred with the bill to the Committee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2518) removing the 
charge of desertion from the name of Myrick R. Burgess; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2519) to amend section 4746, Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2520) to require certain 
street railroads in the District of Columbia to issue and receive 
transfers, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2521) to provide for the drainage 
of lots in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. QUAY introduced a bil* (S. 2522) creating a corporation 
known as the Alaska Transportation and Trading Company, and 
granting right of way for the construction and operation by that 
corporation of a turnpike and post-road from Taiya Inlet to Lake 
Bennett, in the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2523) for the relief of the 
widow and children of John Hamilton, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 2524) to 
increase the pension of Mary B. Le Roy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2525) granting an increase of 

msion to James E. Swanson, of Florida; which was read twice 

y its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 2526) for the relief of - 
man 0. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
aopemqenres perers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CU M introduced a bill (8.2527) to recognize the gal- 
lant conduct and meritorious services of Francis M. Charles as a 
volunteer aid in the late war; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present certain papers to accompany the bill. 
Iam not aware of the rule in such cases, whether the papers go 
with tne bill to the Printing Office, or go directly to the commit- 
tee to which the billis referred. I hope the papers will not be lost, 
at any rate. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2528) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Larrison; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2529) for the relief of 
Sarah E. Catton; which was ead twice by its title, and referred 
te the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2530) to regulate street- 
railway fares and transfers in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Colurcbia. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2531) for the relief of 
Elias Breese; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
compere x papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LINDSAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2532) ved- 
ing for the withdrawal of distilled spirits from bonded ware- 
houses by the distiller or owner, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce, at the requestof Mrs. Mary J. 
Custer, of Kansas City, Mo., a bill in regard to the flag of the 
United States. A plan of stars in the flag accompanies the bill, 
which I ask may be printed on one of the sheets with the bill, and 
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2533) to amend section 1791 Revised Statutes of the 
United States me read oanee oy. its title, one! —_ the accom- 

r, referred to the Committee on udiciary. 
Peet. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2534) to amend section 4193 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to the record of bills of sale, mort- 
gages, hypothecations, and conve of vessels; which was 
a twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
ciary. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (8.2535) granting a pension to 
Elender Herring, of ore, Kans.; which was twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2536) for the relief of Lewis @. 
Overman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2537) granting a pension to Virginia 
Wallach; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2538) for the relief of the Portland 
Company, of Portland, Me.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2539) to extend Connecticut 
avenue; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (8S. 2540) to provide compensation 
for a bridge and for buildings and other improvements constructed 
by certain persons upon public lands afterwards set apart and re- 
served as the Yellowstone National Park; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 100) eg 
ing a life-saving medal to Daniel E. Lynn, of Port Huron, Mich.; 
which was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 101) authorizin 
and directing the Secretary of War to ascertain value 
commercial importance of certain public works, and to make other 
= ae and report thereon; which was read the first time 

its title. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask that the joint resolution be read at 

The joint resolution was the second time at length, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the Secretary of 
War be, gad be hereby is’authorived and directed $e ensavtedn She vabnecnd 
or 


of the improvement of the 
be a depth of not less than 
said river of a continuous inland waterway 


mouth of the St. Johns River in of a ship canal across sthmns 
Forida, and of « ship canal between Laice lrfe and eeOhie Rivet” 
Soe , and forthe the sum of £5 (19 


e , herein contained sh!) 
mit the United States to the purchase of any A sha 


ments herein men \..,, 
and that report hereof shall be made on or ore the first Monday .; | 
cember, A. D. 1897. oe 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be prop) js.q 
by him to the Post-Office Te bill; which was reterp.q 
- the a on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and order) to 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to). pyro. 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; \ |... 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, ang 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro. 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; wj:\-h 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, ang 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment intended to be proyyose 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which) was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BRICE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on A ropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW su two amendments intended to he 

by him to the Indian a bill; which were re. 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed hy 


him to the a bill; which was referred to 
€ and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
HOME FOR INFIRM COLORED PEOPLE. 


Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 386) to vide a home for aged and infirm 
colored people; which was to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. ELKINS. I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 
consi tion. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the on Foreign Relations be, and it is hereby, 
instructed to submit to the before the vote is taken on what is known 
as the Cuban resolutions, now pending before the Senate, or the resolutions 
on the subject of war in Cubs that passed the Senate, a report giving «! 
the material facts and findings of committee in support of said resolu- 
tions; that said committee especially set forth in said report whether or not 
there exists a state of war in and if so, how long it has existed, the 

the field and otherwise on ec ithe: 
whether or not the ba have adopted a constitution, ani if», 
when and where, and if have an organized government in operation un- 
der said constitution, and at what place in said island; also, what part or por- 
tion of Se and what — and towns inland oa seacoast are n 
occupied by suid insurgents; also, report what rights, ifany.said resol itin 
if would confer on the Cuban insurgents, and how far they wil atic 
if at all, relationsof the United States with Spain under internat onal |: 
or existing treaties, and whether or not said resolutions, without executive 
action or con will have any or effect upon the United 


currence, 
States, the Government of Spain, or citizens either country or the 


proposed 
ferred to the Committee on 


number of men 


Cuban insu 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the resolution go over; and now. if in 
order, I desire to call up the conference report upon the Cuban 
resolutions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have morning business to pre- 
sent. 

Mr. QUAY. I wish to t morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Objection being interposed, the reso 
lution will goover under therule. The order of morning business 
is not yet concluded. 

AMERICAN COTTON PICKER. 

Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That. the Secretary of the Interior and bereby is, directed to 
transmit to the Senate en E eiitengeeiedsner of Patents 
Cotton States a ieiaaeie cotton picker exbibited at the 
iis — Exposition lately at Atlanta, Ga. 


MARGUERITE SHANKLAND. 
Mr. quay scbmitted the following resolution; which ws T* 
ferred the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, {to pay to Marguerite Shankland, dug he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to to x ter of Manning R. Shack 
jand, deceased, Inte ® the cilice of the Bocsotary of the Senate, # sum 








et 
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Oo nsinienasinnn 
equal to six months! salary, - nae Genel olen ga ler outof | Senator from Connecticut desires it. I supposed the committee 


it pay- | would tse whatever means were necessary to accomplish the pur- 

the it to be considered as in lieu of all funeral expenses or other pose if the resolution were passed; but I accept the suggestion of 

BOAT RAILWAY AT THE DALLES OF THE COLUMBIA. the Senator from Connecticut, and will add to the resolution the 

ITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following resolution; | words *‘that the committee shall have power to send for persons 
ae by unanimous consent, and agreed to: and papers.” 

Vea c ioal, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to advise Mr. FAULKNER. I desire tostate tothe Senate that this sub- 


if any, have been taken by the Depertent of | ject has been under thorough investigation before the Committee 
the Senate as to weet eet eather Winn, to secure the condemnation of } s 





; n the District of Columbia of this body and also the committee 
Justice, S the Government in the | ©” the Dist ' : 
fans i the State of Oregon necomeary. for tho uso of the G of the Cotumbia, | of the other House, and as far as I could catch the terms of the 
constructimch proceedings have been institated, the cause for delay. resolution from the reading at the desk I think the information 
" TREASURY SETTLEMENTS. has already been furnished to the House committee and that it 


appears in a public document. If there is any fact called for by 
the resolution which is not in that document, in the information 
returned by the company to the House committee, I did not catch 
the reading of the resolution correctly. I think all the informa- 
tion asked for by the resolution is already in a document pub- 


lished by the House of Representatives, and in response to informa- 

cneurances on the steamer heretofore reported forappropriation | tion called for by the House District Committee. We are investi- 

in Senate ecutive Document No. | A yt ed Teet for auwccmeiation tn gating the same question in the Committee on the District of 

ae Columbia of the Senate. I will only say to the Senator from 

Florida—I am not positively certain that my statement is abso- 

lutely accurate, but if he will send for that document he can see 

very soon whether it does not embrace all the information that he 
proposes to call for. 

Mr.CALL. This subject has been under investigation by com- 
mittees of this body for the seventeen years in which I have been 
in the Senate of the United States. I have no other interest in the 
resolution than have the people at large here, and it was presented 


Mr. HILL. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
Bi era ceclution was read, as follows: 


That Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
_—_ ny 3 a Tromsury settlement No. 4813 of 1864 for appropriation, 
= favor of the Sun Mutual other insurance companies of New York, for 


repert Troan ashington Marine rance Com of New 

Tork. ¢ en in steamer Santen taetaiere reported for ap- 

propriation in House Executive Document No. 234, Fifty-third Congress, 
rd sessicn. 

Mr. HOAR. I have an impression that that same order, or 
something substantially equivalent, in regard to the Sun Insur- 
ance Company has viously been adopted by the Senate, and 
that the matter will be found in a document. 

Mr. HILL. I did not understand the Senator's remark. — 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from New York if the 


at the request, as I understand, of a large number of prominent 
information Im — = — sat ee a ee. veople in the District of Columbia. However, as the Senator from 
viously been from ¥ and is not already MM | West Virginia has made the suggestion that possibly there may 


ur documents? 
= HILL. That be. I think that is the case, but it is 
desired to use it ao hates the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator desiresto have it come in again from 
the Treasury Department, I have no objection to the resolution, 


be such information in a document already printed, I have no 
objection to a day's delay, and 1 will ask that the resolution may 
lie over until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so order-d. 


of course. ; ORDERS FOR THE SEIZURE OF VESSELS. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and| Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, pursuant to the 
agreed to. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business has not yet been 


WATER-SUPPLY INVESTIGATIONS. concluded. 


Mr. BAKER submitted the following resolution; which was Mr. LODGE. I beg pardon; I thought the morning business 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: was concluded. “ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
transmit to the Senate a statement of the investigations by the Geological | resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL], coming over 
March 2 1805, dor gauging the str scones rn a eecrred from a previous day, which will be rea Le Ce 
et oe lao Ghaben: etc., and aiso of the reports now in preparation aden The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. CaLt, directing the Sec- 
the results of the work. qesie & Sercher directed to state whether the in- | retary of the Treasury to inform the Senate what orders have been 


formation semen Sears Ss 2 manne ng pam gg | issued from the Treasury Department to seize vessels of the United 
iccuataneieen water supply popa eaparts ponnecti oa | States loaded with arms and munitions of war, etc. 
te cae “ a - Mr. CALL. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENT AT SIOUX CITY. i 


. i resolution. 
ee Se Seen we following resolution; which was) ‘vir, PLATT. Let the resolution be read. 
So — einen t. agreed Se on toe The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CaLt on 
Resolved, That the Secretary ar reby directed to cause re- eT og ae 5 ones 
submitted to the Senate a plan and estimate for the imguoverent the 13th instant, as follo wes 
of the Nebraska side of the Missouri River opposite Sioux City, Iowa, in Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury 1 





e directed to 


p 


with the report of Capt. H. F. Hodges, Corps of Engineers, dated | inform the Senate what orders have been issued from the Treasury Depart 
November 16, 1804, and printed in House Executive Document No. 48, Fifty- | ment to seize vessels of the United States loaded with arms and munitions of 
third Congress, third session. war, with passengers on board, suspected to be destined for foreign ports, 


THE WASHINGTO GHT MPANY. and under what authority of law such seizure > an la rests hay » been made. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT is Chetrlaro before the Senate the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreving to the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida (Mr. CaLL], coming over | 70! 


from a previous ’ The resolution was agreed to. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. Cau on the 9th instant, and MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
— = ee wen eeed, as follows: A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
sobued Senate, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, | BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
pe fg ET I the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
cash on hand om Seo iat a of January, 1895, including money on deposit in | Senate: ; ! 
banks and ; & statement of the money received from con- A bill (H. R. 365) to fix the date of discharge of Thomas John- 


z,souroes, each to | son; 

at the close of Goetiness on the Bist of Dacaher A bill (H. R. 2672) concerning tonnage tax; 

ae > penert to = A bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of Capt. W.J. Kountz; 

with management business o A bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes 
of ey pie teas of the United States, to improve the merchant marine engineer 

Benate service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Naval 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question agreei Reserve; and 

resolution as modified. s beara ang to the A bill (H. R. 4698) to provide an American register for the 

Mr. PLATT. It is rather unusual to pass a resolution directing | Steamer Matteawan. 

ay ee Pesan curtsin tnformetion. 22 not THE FINANCIAL POLICY. 

ough Senate ought ve information; mk we| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 

£0 obtain ave it; but certainly if the committee is to be directed | resolution submitted by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], 

be information from a private corporation there should coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 


for keane getters to send pt by havi pet oem The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PALMER on 
oa 


i 
ip 
: 
g 


a 
u 


E 
§ 


F 
in 
i 
§ 


ce 


send papers, and aon ’ the 13th instant, as follows: 
Mr. Coe te to Resolved by the Senate, First: That it is the policy of the United States to 
no objection to such an amendment if the 


maintain the existing legal and commercial standard of value. 


at 
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Second. That the unlimited one by the United States of silver dollars 
of 412; grains of standard silver with forced cae quality for dll debts, 
public and private, would subvert the existing legal and commercial standard 
of value by establishing a standard of values based upon silver coinage only. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senate seems to be now engaged in the dis- 
cussion of two very important questions, and Iam content that 
this resolution shall lieover. I propose, however, at some conven- 
ient time to ask the Senate to take up the resolution, when I shall 
submit some remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the resolution 
will go over. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to call from the table 
the answer of the Secretary of the Interior to the resolution of in- 
quiry which passed the Senate on the 4th instant, and I shall move 
to have that answer referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
I desire to make a few observations upon it before it is committed, 
if I may have the permission of the Senate to doso. The whole 
matter will not occupy more than five minutes of time, and in all 
probability will not lead to any debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Utah, to take from the table the communication re- 
ferred to by him, the indorsement upon which will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, in response to the Senate reso 
lution of the 4th of March, as to the reason the nonagricultural and unallotted 
lands of the Vacunpengre Indian Reservation have not been restored to the 
public domain and proclaimed open to entry and location. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Utah, to refer the communication to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, it would be unfair to send to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, without a statement which will 
show to the Senate its utter incompleteness, this alleged answer 
to the resolution of the Senate, sent by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and without calling the attention of this body to the wron 
which is being perpetrated, not only upon the peop eof Utah an 
of the West, but upon the Treasury of the Uni States, by the 

rsistent inaction of the Secretary of the Interior and his refusal, 
f, that inaction, to obey the mandate of the law. This com- 
munication is not an answer. Itis merely anevasion. Where it 
is not discourteous to the Senate it is misleading. It is discour- 
teous to the Senate in that it does not give any reply to a very 

roper inquiry propounded to the Secretary of the Interior by the 
Beunte, but refers us to the geological report of some special agent, 
who was sent, outside of the law, with instructions to examine 
the character of the land which the law says shall be thrown open 
to settlement and mineral entry. It is no more a reply for the 
Secretary of the Interior to state to the Senate that certain val- 
uable mineral deposits exist there than it would be a proper an- 
swer of the Secretary of the Navy to the Senate, had he been 
required by law to build certain warships, to say that some scien- 
tist had discovered a new barnacle which fastened u the bot- 
toms of vessels, and therefore the Secretary of the Navy deemed 
it inadvisable to execute the law. 

The communication of the Secretary of the Interior is mislead- 
ing, in this, that it states that the matter of the opening of the 
Uncompahgre Reservation is now in the hands of the President of 
the United States and the Secretary of the Interior has not been 
advised as tothe President's ge: ara Nowhere in all the volumi- 
nous correspondence which n had on this question is there 
any showing, nor has there been any public showing by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, that he has reported to the President of the 
United States according to the terms and provisions of the law 
the designation of the lands not allotted to the Indians. 

I desire to call attention to the fact that the Senate may now 
have notice of it and that the Committee on Appropriations may 
have notice of it, that there was appropriated in 1894 the sum of 
$16,000 to pay for the work of a commission to allot lands in sev- 
eralty to the Uncompahgre Indians and to treat with the Uintah 
Indians in Utah for the nee of portions of their reservation. 
That commission was appointed in November of 1894, and pro- 
ceeded to Utah, ostensibly to engage in its work of treating with 
the Indians, but as late as March, 1895, in communication with 
the Secretary of the Interior, the commission states that it so far 
has been unable to do anything because of the fact that the 
ground was covered with snow. The whole business has been 
conducted just along that line of ignorance and miscon on. 
A commission was sent into the tops of the Rocky Moun at 
the beginning of winter to examine the soil as to itsc 
and fitness for agricultural purposes; a commission of gentlemen 
who knew nothing whatever concerning the character of the soil, 
no matter how estimable they may have been in other respects, 
was sent to the reservation and ee there for months, 
drawing pay from the Treasury of the United States and abso- 
lutely performing no public service, as is shown by the official 


co. ‘i 
Mr. President, in asking that this so-called answer of the Secre- 


Marcu 16, 


tary of the Interior shall go to the Committee on Indian A ‘ir. 
I desire most emphatically now to protest against any appro) ria! 
tion which may be charged to the account of the people of ;} 
West in treating with the Indians, which shall beso misma)... 
and I desire here and now publicly to protest against the jnj))\.4 
assumption of the Secretary of the Interior that he alone ky 
anything about the character of the land in the Uinta) yj 
Uncompahgre reservations of Utah. I insist that he has 1). )), 
right to set up his individual opinion against the declarat).., of 
the law of the United States, which says that, under certaiy, (on. 
tingencies, these reservations shall be declared open to sett |e: ont 

he men who have had this matter in charge have hai {| ’ 
pertinence to assume that the only ones desiring to have the » ser. 
vations opened were men who are the agents of corporations seek. 
ing to obtain control of the asphaltum lands of Utah. 

The Secre of the Interior intimates as the only possi})|.: req. 
son for his failure to carry out the law, his individual opinion 
that it would be well for Congress to pass an act requirine that 
the mineral lands in the Uncompahgre Reservation shall }o sojq 
or leased at public sale to the highest bidder for cash; that if this 
were done vast sums of money would come into the public Troas- 
ury, and if the lands were allotted in the ordinary way, by <«tt\o- 
ment and mineral entry, the Government would be deprived of 
extensive profits which should go into its Treasury. 

Mr, President, this is a misconception of the real situation. [¢ 
these mineral lands should be put up at auction and soli to the 
highest bidders they would necessarily fall into the hands of large 
corporations. If they are located as are all other mineral lands of 
the United ar seep ae oe ee man who has made his 

rospecting trips throug a ion of country, will, under the 
Taw, take his just portion of the valuable land, Servint therefor the 
price fixed by statute. The law restrains the entries on the 
asphaltum arene to 10 acres to each person, as it restrains the 
entries of mineral lands to defined areas. 

Mr. President, it would not be fair to leave the matter without 
protesting, in the name of the West, against the management of 
affairs so distant from Washington by a sentiment so wholly alien 
to the progress of the West. It isa great misfortune that the 
Secretary of the Interior is not required by law to know some- 
thing of the country over which he exercises such absolute juris- 
diction—a jurisdiction more autocratic than that of the Congress 
of the United States, because here, when laws are to be passed 
affecting the welfare of the West, there is discussion. With the 
Secretary of the Interior there is merely his dictum of personal 
opinion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Utah, to refer the communication of the Secretary 
of the Interior to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON, I ee the Senator will not object to the com- 
munication lying over for one more day. It is a new question to 
some of us, and I should like an ey of looking into it to 
some extent while the subject is still before the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. I have no objection to that, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Utah 
will go over, . 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


Am from the President of the United States, by Mr. Prv- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President liad on 
the 18th instant approved and signed the following acts ani jvint 
resolutions: 

An act (S. 477) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, requiring the district judge for the soutiern 
district of Florida to reside at Key West; 

An act (S. 636) toauthorize the construction of a bridge across 

e Missouri River at or near Chamberlain, S. Dak.; 

The joint resolution (S. R. 65) to print the annual report of the 
General Superintendent of the ving Service; - 

The joint resolution (8. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary :f the 
Treasury to distribute the and diplomas awarded by the 
World’s Columbian Commission to the exhibitors entitled thereto; 


and 

The joint resolution (8S. R. 85) granting the county of (Je, 
Mo., to use certain rooms in the United States build 

ing at Jefferson City, Mo. 

JOINT RESOLUTION BECOMES A LAW. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 43) authorizing and directing the Sec 
of Age ulture to purchase an ute seeds, bulbs, etc., 
oe in ears, having been presented to the 
dent on March 3, 1896, a not having been returned by him 
Congress in which it originated within the ten 
Constitution, has become a law without his 


im- 


Mr, LODGE. Pursuant to the notice I gave on March 1\). | de- 
to submit, very briefly, a few remarks upon Senate bill 2147, 
which I ask the Secretary to read. 








1896. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill, as 


TThe Secretary read the bill (S. 2147) establishing additional regu- 
lations immigration to the United States, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That section 1 of the act of March 3, 1891, in amendment 


immigra nd contract-labor acts, be, and hereby amended by 
= tothe pcm aliens excluded from admission into the United States 


thef : 
* First. oe 
native country or some other language, except that «n 
lan on < eee able to read ond write who is the nt or grandparent 
an Pimissible immigrant may accompany or be sent for by such immigrant. 
“Second. For the purpose oft testing the ability of the immigrant to read 
uired by the foregoing section, the inspection officers shall 
with copies of the Constitution of the United States, printed on 
uniform pasteboard slips, each containing five lines of said Consti- 
tution printed in the various languages of the immigrants in double small 
ica type. slips shall be kept in boxes made for that purpose and so 
ponstructed as to conceal the slips from view, each box to contain slips of but 
one language, and the immi t may designate the language in which he 
refers the test shall be ain Bach immigrant shall be required to draw 
} ae of said slips from the box anv read. and afterwards write out, in full view 
of the immigration officers, the five lines printed thereon. Each slip shall be 
returned to the box immediately after the test is finished, and the contents 
of the box shall be shaken up by an om oe officer before another drawing 
ismade. No immigrant failing to and write out the slip thus drawn by 
him shall be admitted, but he shall be returned to the country from which 
he came at the expense of the steamship or railroad company which brought 
him, as now provided by law. The inspection otficers shall keep in each box 
at all times a full number of said printed pasteboard slips, and in the case of 
each excluded immigrant shall keep a certified memorandum of the number 
of the slip which the said immigrant failed to read or copy out in writing.” 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this bill is intended to amend the 
existing lawso as to restrict still further immigration to the United 
States. Paupers, diseased persons, convicts, and contract labor- 
ers are now excluded. By this bill it is proposed to make a new 
class of excluded immigrants and add to those which have just 
been named the totallyignorant. The bill is of the simplest kind. 
The first section excludes from the country all immigrants who 
can not and write either their own or some other language. 
The second section merely provides a simple test for determining 
whether the oe can read or write, and is added to the bill 
soas to define the duties of the immigrant inspectors, and to assure 
to all immigrantsalike perfect justice and a fair test of their knowl- 
edge. 

wo questions arise in connection with this bill. The first is as 
to the merits of this particular form of restriction; the second 
as to the general policy of restricting immigration at all. I desire 
to discuss briefly these two questions in the order in which I have 
stated them. The smaller question as to the merits of this partic- 
war bill comes first. The existing laws of the United States now 
exclude, as I have said, certain classes of immigrants who, it is 


over 14 years of age who can not read and write the 


universally would be most undesirable additions to our 
pulation. exclusions have been enforced and the results 
ows been beneficial, but the excluded classes are extremely lim- 


ited and do not by any means cover all or even any considerable 
part of the immigrants whose presence here is undesirable or in- 
jurious, nor do they have any adequate effect in properly reducing 
the great body of Lomlgvetion to this country. There can be no 
doubt that there is a very earnest desire on the part of the Amer- 
ican people to restrict further and much more extensively than 
has yet been done foreign immigration tothe United States. The 
uestion before the committee was how this could best be done; 
thatis, by what method the largest number of undesirable immi- 
grants and the smallest possible number of desirable immigrants 
could be shut out. Three methods of obtaining this further re- 
striction have been widely discussed of late years and in various 
forms have been brought to the attention of Congress. The first 
was the — of a capitation tax on all immigrants. There 
can be flo doubt as to the effectiveness of this method if the tax 
is made sufficiently heavy. But although exclusion by a tax 
would be thorough, it would be undiscriminating, and your com- 
mittee did not feel that the time had yet come for its application. 
The second scheme was to restrict iminigration by requiring con- 
sular certification of immigrants. This plan has been much ad- 
vocated, and if it were possible to carry it out thoroughly and to 
add very largely to the number of our consuls in order to do so, it 
would no doubt be effective and beneficial. But the committee 
was satisfied that consular certification was, under existing cir- 
; that the necessary machinery could not 


cu impractical 
2 provided; that it would lead to many serious questions with 


ne ee and that it could not be properly and justly 
enf It is not necessary to gu further into the details whic 
ponent i committee to this conclusion. It is sufficient to say 
here the opinion of the committee is shared, they believe, by 
ae judges who have given the most careful attention to the 


The third method was to exclude all i ants who could 
neither read nor and this is the plan which was adopted by 
the committee and is embodied in this bill. In their report 
the committee have shown by statistics, which have been collected 
and tabulated with great care, the emigrants who would be af- 
fected by this test. It is not necessary for me here to do 
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more than summarize the results of the committee’s investigation, 
which have been set forth fully in their report. It is found, in the 
first place, that the illiteracy test will bear most heavily upon the 
Italians, Russians, Poles, Hungarians, Greeks, and Asiatics, and 
very lightly, or not at all, upon English-speaking emigrants or 
Germans, Scandinavians, and French. In other words, the races 
most affected by the illiteracy test are those whose emigration to 
this country has begun within the last twenty years and swelled 
rapidly to enormous proportions, races with which the English- 
speaking people have never hitherto assimilated, and who are 
most alien to the great body of the people of the United States. 
On the other hand, immigrants from the United Kingdom and of 
those races which are most closely related to the English-speaking 
people, and who with the Englsh-speaking people themselves 
founded the American colonies and built up the United Stat: 
affected but little by the proposed test. These races would not 
be prevented by this law from coming to this country in prac- 
tically undiminished numbers. These kindred rac }s also are those 
who alone go to the Western and Southern States, where immi- 
grants are desired, and take up our unoccupied lands. 
which would suffer most seriously by exc! 


‘8, are 


The races 


fusion under the pro- 
posed bill furnish the immigrants who do not go to the West or 
South, where immigration is needed, but who remain on the At- 
lantic Seaboard, where immigration is not needed and where their 


presence is most injurious and undesirable. 

The statistics prepared by the committee show further that the 
immigrants excluded by the illiteracy test are those who remain 
for the most part in congested masses in our great cities. They 
furnish, as other tables show, a large proportion of the population 
of the slums. The committee's report proves that illiteracy runs 
parallel with the slum population, with criminals, paupers, and 
juvenile delinquents of foreign birth or parentage, whose per- 
centage is out of all proportion to their share of the total popula- 
tion when compared with the percentage of the same classes 
among the native born. It also appears from investigations which 
have been made that the immigrants who would be shut out by 
the illiteracy test are those who bring least money to the country 
and come most quickly upon private or public charity for sup- 
port. The replies of the governors of twenty-six States to the 
Immigration Restriction League show that in only two cases are 
immigrants of the classes affected by the illiteracy test desired, 
and those are of a single race. All the other immigrants men- 
tioned by the governors as desirable belong to the races which are 
but slightly affected by the provisions of this bill. It is also 
proved that the classes now excluded by law, the criminals, the 
diseased, the paupers, and the contract laborers, are furnished 
chiefly by the same races as those most affected by the test of 
illiteracy. The same is true as to those immigrants who come to 
this country for a brief season and return to their native land, 
taking with them the money they have earned in the United 
States. There is no more hurtful and undesirable class of immi- 
grants from every point of view than these ‘ birds of passage,” 
and the tables show that the races furnishing the largest number 
of ‘‘ birds of passage” have also the greatest proportion of illiter- 
ates. 

These facts prove to demonstration that the exclusion of immi- 
grants unable to read or write, as proposed by this bill. will 
operate against the most undesirable and harmful part of our 
present immigration and shut out elements which no thoughtful 
or patriotic man can wish to see multiplied among the people of 
the United States. The report of the committee also proves that 
this bill meets the great requirement of all legislation of this char- 
acter in excluding the greatest proportion possible of thoroughly 
undesirable and dangerous immigrants and the smallest propor- 
tion of immigrants who are unobjectionable. 

I have said enough to show what the effects of this bill would 
be, and that if enacted into law it would be fair in its operation 
and highly beneficial in its results. It now remains for me to dis- 
cuss the second and larger question, as to the advisability of re- 


stricting immigration at all. This is a subject of the greatest 
magnitude and the most far-reaching importance. It has two 
sides, the economic and the social. As to the former, but few 


words arenecessary. There is no one thing which does so much to 
bring about a reduction of wages and to injure the American 
wage earner as the unlimited introduction of cheap foreign labor 
through unrestricted immigration. show that the 
change in the race character of our immigration has been accom- 
panied by a corresponding decline in its quality. The number of 
skilled mechanics and of persons trained to some occupation or 
pursuit has fallen off, while the number of those without occupa- 
tion or training, that is, who are totally unskilled, has risen in our 
recent immigration to enormous proportions. This low, unskilled 
labor is the most deadly enemy of the American wage earner, and 
does more than anything else toward lowering his wages and forc- 
ing down his standard of living. An attempt was made, with the 
general assent of both political parties, to meet this crying evil 
some years ago by the passage of what are known as the contract- 
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labor laws. That legislation was excellent in intention, but has 
proved of but little value in practice. It has checked to a certain 
extent the introduction of cheap, low-class labor in large masses 
into the United States. It has made it a little more difficult for 
such labor to come here, but the labor of this class continues to 
come, even if not in the same way, and the total amount of it has 
not been materially reduced. Even if the contract-labor laws 
were enforced intelligently and thoroughly, there is no reason to 
suppose that they would have any adequate effect in checking the 
evil which they were designed to stop. It is perfectly clear after 
the experience of several years that the only relief which can come 
to the American wage earner from the competition of low-class 
immigrant labor must be by general laws restricting the total 
amount of immigration and framed in such a way as to affect most 
strongly those elements of the immigration which furnish the low, 
unskilled, and ignorant foreign labor. 

It is not necessary to enter further into a discussion of the eco- 
nomic side of the general policy of restricting immigration. In 
this direction the argument is unanswerable. If we have any 
regard for the welfare, the wages, or the standard of life of Amer- 
ican workingmen, we should take immediate steps to restrict for- 
eign immigration. There is no danger, at present at all events, to 
our workingmen from the coming of skilled mechanicsor of trained 
and educated men with a settled occupation or pursuit, for immi- 
grants of this class will never seek to lower the American stand- 
ard of life and wages. On the contrary, they desire the same 
standard for themselves. But there is an ap ing danger to the 
American wage earner from the flood of low, unskilled, ignorant, 
foreign labor which has poured into the country for some years 
past, and which not only takes lower wages, but accepts a stand- 
ard of life and living so low that the American workingman can 
not compete with it. 

I now come to the aspect of this question which is graver and 
more serious than any other. The injury of unrestricted immi- 
gration to American wages and American standards of living is 
sufficiently plain and is bad enough, but the danger which this im- 
migration hotabons to the quality of our citizenship is far worse. 
That which it concerns us to know and that which is more vital 
to us as a people than all possible questions of tariff or currency 
is whether the quality of our citizenship is endangered by the pres- 
ent course and character of immigration to the United States. To 
determine this question intelligently we must look into the history 
of our race. 

Two hundred years ago Daniel Defoe, in some very famous 
verses called the ‘‘True-born Englishman,” defended William II, 
the greatest ruler, with the exception of Cromwell, whom England 
has had since the days of the Plantagenets, against the accusation 
so constantly made at the time that he was a foreigner. The line 
taken by Defoe is the highly characteristic one of a fierce attack 
upon his opponents. He declared in lines which were as forcible 
as they were rough that the English-speaking le drew their 
descent from many sources; that there ws no such thing asa 
blooded Englishman, and that King * idliam was as much an 
Englishman as any of them. The last proposition, in regard to 
the King, whose mother was a Stuart, was undoubtedly true. It 
was also superficially true that Englishmen drew their blood from 
manystrains; but the rest of the argument was Indicrously false if 
the matter is considered in the light of modern history and modern 
science. , 

For practical purposes in considering a question of race and 
in dealing with the civilized peoples of western Europe and of 
America there is no such thing as a race of original purity accord- 
ing to the divisions cf ethnical science. In considering the prac- 
tical problems of the present time we can deal only wi artificial 


races—that is, races like the English- ing people, the French, 
or the Germans—who have been deve as races by the opera- 


tion during a long period of time of climatic influences, wars, mi- 

ations, conquests, and industrial development. To the philo- 

ogist and the ethnologist it is of great im nce to determine 

the ethnical divisions of mankind in the earliest historic times. To 
the scientific modern historian, to the student of social phenom- 
ena, and to the statesman alike the early ethnic divisions are of 
littie consequence, but the rr marked race divisions which 
have been gradually developed by the conditions and events of 
the last thousand years are absolutely vital. It is by these con- 
ditions and events that the races or nations which to-day govern 
the world have been produced, and it is their characteristics which 
it is important for us to understand. 

liow, then, has the pr agar, cape | race, which to-day con- 
trols so la a part of the earth's surface, been formed? Great 
Britain and Ireland at the time of the Roman va, mney = popu- 
lated by Celtic tribes. After the downfall of the Empire 
these tribes remained in possession of the islands with probabl 
but a very slight infusion of Latin blood. Then came what 
commonly known as the Saxon invasion. Certain North German 
tribes, own brothers to those other tribes which swept southward 
and westward over the whole Roman Empire, crossed the Eng- 


lish Channel and landed in the corner of England known as })\. 
Isle of Thanet. They were hard fighters, pagans, and advent). 
ers. Theyswept over the whole of England and the Lowlands 
Scotland. A few British words like basket, relating to dom: ~:\. 
employments, indicate that only women of the conquered race...) 
not many of those, were spared. The extermination was {\..- 
and thorough. The native Celts were driven back into the Hj. 
lands of Scotland and to the edge of the sea in Cornwall ing 
Wales, while all the rest of the land became Saxon. 

The conquerors established themselves in their new country 
were converted to Christianity, and began to advance in ¢iyi)\,\! 
tion. Then came a fresh wave from the Germanic tribes. | 
time it was the Danes. They were of the same blood as the Sax. 
and the two kindred races fought hard for the possession of f),.-. 
land until the last comers prevailed and their chiefs reac) ;\\5 
throne. Then in 1066 there was another invasion, this time fy); 
the shoresof France. But the new invaders and conquerors \. re 
not Frenchmen. As vee a says, they were only Saxons who 
spoke French. A hundred years before these Normans, or N ort}- 
men, northernmost of all the Germanic tribes, had descended {) 
their land of snow and ice upon ee They were the most 
remarkable of all the people who poured out of the Germanic for- 
ests. They came w urope in their long, low ships, a set of 
fighting pirates and oninetem, and yet these same pirates brouylit 
with them out of the darkness and cold of the north a remark:!)le 
literature and a strange and poetic mythology. Wherever t)y 


8 


m 


went they conquered, and wherever 7, sto they set up for 
themselves dukedoms, So and kingdoms. To them we 


owe the marvels of architecture, for it was they who were 
the great builders and architects of mediwval Europe. 1) 
were great military i as well and revived the art of forti- 
fied defense, which been lost to the world. They were great 
statesmen and great generals, and they had only been in Nor- 
mandy about a hundred years when they crossed the English 
Channel, conquered the country, and gave to England for many 
generations to come her kings and nobles. But the Normans in 
their turn were absorbed or blended with the great mass of the 
Danes and the still earlier Saxons. In reality they were all one 
>. They had different names and spoke differing dialects, 
t thei : 


iey 


their istics were the same. And so 
this Germanic of one blood, coming through various chan- 
nels, dwelt in an ene or lessand absorbing to 
a greater or less degree their neighbors of the northern ani west- 
ern Celtic fri with an occasional fresh infusion from their own 


brethren who dwelt in the low sea-girt lands at the mouths of the 
Scheldt and Rhine. In the course of the centuries these people 
were welded ther and had made a new speech and a new race, 
with strong and we!l-defined qualities,-both mental and moral. 
When the Reformation came this work was pretty nearly done, 
the shackles from 
were ready to come 
rt m a world where the des- 
potism of the church had been broken, and where political desjot- 
ism was about to enter on its great struggle against the forces of 
freedom. Let me describe what these English ple were at the 
close of the sixteenth century, when the work of race makiny |ial 
been all done and the achievements of the race so made were 3) ut 
to begin. I will take for this purpose, not words of my own. |uat 
illiant sentences of one of the greatest of modern English 


silent centuries, among those silent classes, much had becn 
only had red deer in the New and other forests been g.! pr 
and piaoh sae Wenebeesseced Ramen Co Menisert, warsof Hed sit! " te 


Roses, battles . battles of and many other battles been 
transacted, and adjasted: but . not without sor® toi! and 
sad be RERtee Gee aatek neeere’ with yellow harvests 
ve’ wi yellow harv: . 
become ich ; the mnd- den Ceasters hd Che oe 
compact towns. en to the mar 

Panbane of Cheeftiold whistles Worstead could em week s 
or men. 


y their 
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m yarn, and knit 

ngland bad prop 
manufacturinse n 
in English hands 


? 

but could do something —some cun 

fellow-creature’s head with battle-axes [he 

shuttles. brethren, with their 

and tools; what an army —fit to conquer that land of 

ay, strangest of all, th Eng 

ing. even of believins: 

had itself then; conscience, and 1" 

is its handmaid. Ideas of eneenavaliie kinds were circulating 

wool comber, poacher, or w 54 

: ppened to write b oks- h 

nature has hitherto seen " © 

. Saxon, Norman, Celt, or Sarms' 

fifteen hundred known years- 0 
England had contrived to rea!) 
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have to take that fact 
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much as a le truce can be made and the war proceed 


needed to be adjusted, as the others had done, as still others 


ing of the English people was complete, and when they 
were entering upon their career of world conquest, is of peculiar 
interest to us. en it was that from the England of Shakespeare 
and Bacon and Raleigh, and later from the England of Pym and 
Hampdenand Cromwell and Milton, Englishmen fared forth across 
the great ocean to the North American Continent. 
lishinen to come here settled on the James River, and there laid 
the foundation of the great State of Virginia. The next landed 
much farther tothe north. I will again borrow the words of Car- 
lyle to describe the coming of this second English migration: 
‘ ustrial side, while this t constitutional controversy 
But now on, tie eeasddile class had not ended, had yet but begun, what a 
aa was that that En care y, in quest of other objects, struck out 
moo the ocean, into the waste land, which it named New England. Hail 
to thee, poor little ship Mayflower, of Delft-Haven; poor common-looking 
——— 2 
ean tors provisioned with vulgarest biscuit and bacon; yet what ship 
‘Argo, or miraculous epic ship built by the sea gods, was other than a foolish 
bumbargein comparison? en fleeces or the like these sailed for, with or 
without effect; thou, little Mayjlower, hadst in thee a veritable Promethean 
spark: the life spark of the largest nation on our earth, so we may already 
ame the transa tic Saxon nation. They went seeking leave to hear ser- 


mon in their own method, these Mayflower Puritans; a most honest indispen- 


, : m of Kish. seeking a small thing, they 
a ecarch Oe Ie eat thing. “Honor to the heave and true; they v = 
ily, we say, carry fire from heaven, and have a power that themselves dream 
not of. Let all men honor Puritanism, since God has so honored it. 

At the period of these two English settlements, and just_about 
at the same time, the Dutch settled at the mouth of the Hudson 
and the Swedes upon the Delaware. Both, be it remembered, were 
of the same original race stock as the English settlers of Virginia 
and New England, who were destined to be so predominant in the 
North American colonies. At the close of the seventeenth century 
and during the eighteenth there came to America three other mi- 
grations of people sufficiently numerous to be considered in esti- 
mating the races from which the colonists were derived. These 
were the Scotch-Irish, the Germans, and the French Huguenots. 
The Scotch-Irish, as they are commonly called with us, were im- 
migrants from the north of Ireland. They were chiefly descend- 
ants of Cromwell's soldiers, who had been settled in Ulster and 
of the Lowland Scotch, who had come to the same region. They 
were the men who made the famous defense of Londonderry 
against James II, and differed in no essential respect either of 


race or lan from the English, who had preceded them in 
America. e of them settled in New ee. but most of 
them in the western part of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Vir- 


ginia. They were found in all the colonies in a greater or less de- 

, and were a vigorous body of men, who have contributed very 
Geaety to the upbuilding of the United States and played a great 

in our history. The German immigrants were the Protest- 
ants of the Palatinate, and they settled in large numbers in western 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia. The Huguenots, although 
not very numerous, were a si arly fine body of people. They 
had shown the highest moral — in their long struggle for 
religious freedom. They had faced war, massacre, and persecu- 
tion for nearly two centuries, and had never wavered in their con- 
stancy to the creed in which they believed. Harried and driven 
France by Louis XIV, they had sought refuge in Holland, 
in England, in the New World. They were to be found in 
this country in all our colonies,and everywhere they became a 
most valuable addition. 

Such, then, briefly, were the people composing the colonies when 
we faced England in the war for independence. It will be ob- 
served that with the exception of the Huguenot French, who 
formed but a small percentage of the total population, the people 
of the thirteen colonies were all of the same Se race stocks. 
The Dutch, the Swedes, and the Germans simply blended again 
with the English-speaking people, who like them were descended 
oe Germanic tribes whom Cesar fought and Tacitus de 
scri 
During the present century, down to 1875, there have been three 
large migrations to this country in addition to the always stead 


stream from Great Britain; one came from Ireland about the mid- | 


dle of the , and somewhat later one from Germany and 
= a via, in which is included Sweden, Denmark, 


orway. The Irish, although of a different race stock origi- 
nally, been closely associated with the English-speaking 
people for nearly a thousand years. They speak the same lan- 
pa during that long period the two races have lived side 
, and to some extent intermarried. The Germans and 
Scandinavians are again people of the same race stock as the Eng- 
founded and built up the colonies. During this cen- 
Yom aimee Pee, two a preceded it, aaee 
any to country, except from 

qindred or allied races, and noother, which was sufficiently numer- 
Ou produced any effect on the national characteristics, or 
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to be taken into account here. Since 1875, however, there has been 
a great change. While the people who for two hundred and fifty 
years have been migrating to America have continued to furnish 
arge numbers of immigrants to the United States, other races of 
totally different race origin, with whom the English-sp« 


aking peo- 
ple have never hitherto been assimilated or brought i 


have 

suddenly begun to immigrate to the United States in large num- 

bers. Russians, Hungarians, Poles, Bohemians, Italians, Greeks, 

| and even Asiatics, whose immigration to America was almost un- 

known twenty years ago, have during the last twenty years poured 

in in steadily increasing numbers, until now they ne il the 

| immigration of those races kindred in blood or speech, or both, 

| by whom the United States has hitherto been bailt up and the 
American people formed. 

This momentous fact is the one which confronts us to-day, and 

if continued, it carries with it future consequences far deeper than 

any other event of our times. It involves,in a word, nothing less 

| than the possibility of a great and perilous change in the very 

| fabric of our race. The English-speaking race, as I have shown, 

has been made slowly during the centuries. Nothing has hap- 


pened thus far to radically change it here. In the United States, 
after allowing for the variations produced by new climatic infiu- 


ences and changed conditions of life and of political institutions, it 
is still in the great essentials fundamentally the same race. The 
additions in this country until the present time have been from 


kindred people or from those with whom we have been long allied 
and who speak the same language. By those who look at this 
question superficially we hear it often said that the English- 
speaking people, especially in America, are a mixture of races. 
Analysis shows that the actual mixture of blood in the English- 
speaking race is very small, and that while the English-speaking 
people are derived through different channels, no doubt, there is 
among them none the less an overwhelming preponderance of 
the same race stock, that of the great Germanic tribes who 
reached from Norway to the Alps. They have been welded to- 
gether by more than a thousand years of wars, conquests, migra- 
tions, and struggles, both at home and abroad, and in so doing 
they have attained a fixity and definiteness of national character 
unknown to any other people. Let me quote on this point a dis- 
interested witness of another race and another language, M. Gus- 
tave Le Bon, a distinguished French writer of the highest scientific 
training and attainments, who says in his very remarkable book 
on the Evolution of Races: 





Most of the historic races of Europe are still in process of formation, and 
it is important to realize this fact in order to understand their history. The 
English alone represent a race almost entirely fixed. In them the ancient 


Briton, the Saxon, and the Norman have been effaced to f 
homogeneous type. 


orm @ new and very 
It being admitted, therefore, that a historic race of fixed type 

| has been developed, it remains to consider what this means, what 
a race is, and what a change would portend. That which identi- 
fies a race and sets it apart from others is not to be found merely 
| or ultimately in its physical appearance, its institutions, its laws, 
its literature, or even its language. These are in the last analysis 
only the expression or the evidence of race. The achievements 
of the intellect pass easily from land to land and from people to 
| people. The telephone, invented but yesterday, is used to-day in 
China, in Australia, or in South Africa as freely as in the United 
States. The book which the press to-day gives to the world in 
English is scattered to-morrow throughout the earth in every 
tongue, and the thoughts of the writer become the property of 
| mankind. You can take a Hindoo and give him the highest edu- 
sation the world can afford. He hasa keen intelligence. He will 
absorb the learning of Oxford, he will acquire the manners and 
| habits of England, he will sit in the British Parliament, but you 
can not make him an Englishman. Yet he, like his conqueror, is 
of the great Indo-European family. But it has taken six thousand 
years and more to create the differences which exist between 
them. You can not efface those differences thus made, by educa 
tion in a single life, because they do not rest upon the intellect. 
What, then, is this matter of race which separates the English 
man from the Hindoo and the American from the Indian? It is 
| something deeper and more fundamental than anything which 





| concerns theintellect. We all know itinstinctively, although it is 
} 80 impalpable that we can scarcely define it, and yet is so deeply 
| marked that even the physiological differences between the Negro, 
the Mongol, and the Caucasian are not more persistent or more 
obvious. When we speak of a race, then, we do not mean its 


expressions in art or in language, or its achievements in knowl- 
| edge. We mean the moral and intellectual characters, which in 
their association make the soul of a race, and which represent the 
product of all its past, the inheritance of all its ancestors, and the 
| motives of allits conduct. The men of each race possess an inde- 
| structible stock of ideas, traditions, sentiments, modes of thought, 
| am unconscious inheritance from their ancestors, upon which 
| genet has no effect. What makes a race are their mental 
and, above all, their moral characteristics, the slow growth and 
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accumulation of centuries of toil and conflict. These are the 
qualities which determine their social efficiency as a people, 
which make one race rise and another fall, which we draw out of 
a dim past through many generations of ancestors, about which 
we can not argue, but in which we blindly believe, and which 
guide us in our short-lived generation*as they have guided the 
race itself across the centuries. 

I have cited a witness of the highest authority and entire disin- 
terestedness to support what I have said as to the fixed and deter- 
minate character of the English-speaking race. Now thatI come 
to show what that race is by recounting its qualities and charac- 
teristics, I will not trust myself to speak, for I might be accused 
of prejudice, but I will quote again M. Le Bon, who is not of our 
race nor of our speech: 


Inability— 
He says— 


to foresee the remote consequences of actions and the tendency to be guided 
only by the instinct of the moment condemn an individual as well as a race 
to remainalwaysin avery inferior condition. Itis only in proportion as they 
have been able to master their instincts—that is to say, as they have acquired 
strength of will and consequently empire over themselves—that nations have 
been able to understand the importance of discipline, the necessity of sacri- 
ficing themselves to an ideal and lifting themselves up to civilization. If it 
were necessary to determine by a single test the social level of races in his- 
tory, I would take willingly as a standard the ~ ee ay displayed by each in 
controlling their impulses. The Romans in antiquity, the Anglo-Americans 
in modern times, potent the ple who have possessed this quality in the 
highest degree. It has powerfully contributed to assure their greatness. 
Again he says, speaxing now more in detail: 


Let us summarize, then,in a few_words the characteristics of the Anglo- 
Saxon race, which has peopled the United States. There is not perhaps in 
the world one which is more homogeneous and whose mental constitution is 
more easy to define in its greatoutline. The dominant qualities of this mental 
constitution are from the standpoint of character a will power which 
scarcely any people except preieee the Romans have , an uncon- 
querable energy,a very great initiative, an absolute empire over self, a senti- 
ment of independence pushed even to excessive unsociability, a puissant 


activity, very keen religious sentiments, a very fixed morality, a very clear 
idea of duty. 


Again he says: 


But above all it isin a new country like America that we must follow the 
astonishing progress due to the mental constitution of the English race. 
Transported to a wilderness inhabited only by savages and having only itself 
to count upon, we know what that race has done. Scarcely a century has 
been necessary to those people to place themselves in the first rank of the 
great powers of the world and to-day there is hardly one who could struggle 
against them. 

Such achievements as M. Le Bon credits us with are due to the 
qualities of the American people, whom he, as a man of science 
looking below the surface, rightly describes as homogeneous. 
Those qualities are moral far more than intellectual, and it is on 
the morai qualities of the eee race that our history, 
our victories, and all our future rest. There is only one way in 
which you can lower those qualities or weaken those character- 
istics, and that is by breeding them out. If a lower race mixes 
with a higher in sufficient numbers, history teaches us that the 
lower race will prevail. The lower race will absorb the higher, 
not the higher the lower, when the two strains approach equality 
in numbers. In other words, there is a limit to the capacity of 
any race for assimilating and elevating an inferior race, and when 
you begin to pour in in unlimited num — of alien or lower 
races of less social efficiency and less moral force, you are run- 
ning the most frightful risk that any people can run. The lower- 
ing of a great race means not only its own decline but that of 
human civilization. M. Le Bon sees no danger to us in immigra- 
tion, and his reason for this view is one of the most interesting 
things he says. He declares that the people of the United States 
will never be injured by immigration, because the moment they 
see the peril the great race instinct will assert itself and shut the 
immigration out. The reports of the Treasury for the last fifteen 
years show that the peril is at hand. I trust that the prediction 
of science is true and that the unerring instinct of the race will 
shut the danger out, as it closed the door upon the coming of the 
Chinese. 

That the peril is not imaginary or the offspring of race prejudice, 
I will prove by another Gdintereated witness, also a Frenchman. 
M. Paul Bourget, the distinguished novelist, visited this country 
a few years ago and wrote a book containing his impressions of 
what he saw. He was not content, as many travelers are, to say 
that our cabs were high priced, the streets of New York noisy, the 
ears hot, and then fee t he had di of the United States 
and the people thereof for time and for eternity. M. Bourget 
saw here a great country and a great people; in other words, a 

eat fact in modern times. Our ways were not his ways, nor our 
ronstts his thoughts, and he probably liked his own country and 
his own ways much better, but he none the less studied us care- 
fully and sympathetically. What most interested him was to see 
whether the socialistic movements, which now occupy the alarmed 
attention of er were equally threatening here. con- 
clusion, which I state in a few words, is of profound interest. 
He expected to find signs of a coming war of classes, and he went 
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home believing that if any danger threatened the United States 
it was not from a war of classes, but a war of races. ; 
Mr. President, more precious even than forms of govern), nt 

are the mental and moral qualities which make what we ca!) .; 
race. While those stand unimpaired all is safe. When ¢)).. 
decline all is imperiled. They are exposed to but a single day... 
and that is by changing the quality of our race and citiz. 
through the wholesale infusion of races whose traditions 4) 
inheritances, whose thoughts and whose beliefs are wholly :))..y 
to ours and with whom we have never assimilated or even jy.) 
associated in the past. The danger has begun. Itis smal] as \.: 
comparatively speaking, but it is large enough to warn us (0) 0 
while there is yet time and while it can be done easily aiid ¢; 
ciently. There lies the peril at the portals of our land; t}-r. js 
pressing in the tide of unrestricted immigration. The tire js 
certainly come, if not to stop, at least to check, to sift, and {) ye- 
strict those immigrants. In careless strength, with generous 
hand, we have kept our gates wide open to all the world. If we 
do not close them, we should at least place sentinels beside then) 
to challenge those who would pass through. The gates which 
admit men to the United States and to citizenship in the creat 
Republic should no longer be left unguarded. 

O Liberty, white Goddess, is it well 

To ieave the gates unguarded? On thy breast 

Fold Sorrow’s children, soothe the hurts of fate, 

Lift the down-trodden, but with hand of steel 

Stay those who to thy sacred portals come 


To waste the of freedom. Have a care, 
Lest from th 


brow the clustered stars be torn 
And trampled in the dust. For so of old 
The thronging Goth and Vandal trampled Rome, 
And where the temples of the Ceesars stood 
The lean wolf unmolested made her lair. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles. and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (8. 2672) concerning tonnage tax; 

A bill (S. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, to improve the merchant marine envineer 
service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Naval 
Reserve; and 

A bill (H. R. 4698) to provide an American register { 
steamer Matteawan. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 365) to fix the date of discharge of Thomas Joln- 


son; and 
A bill (H. R. 8715) for the relief of Capt. W. J. Kountz. 
FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 


Mr. PUGH. Iask that the House bill on the tariff, with the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance of the Senate, be laid 
before the Senate for the sole purpose of enabling me to aildress 
the Senate upon the amendment reported as a substitute by the 
Finance Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). The 
Chair lays the bill before the Senate. It will be read by title. 

The Srcretary. A bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increa-« the 
revenue to meet the expenses of Government and provide axainst 
a een 

Mr. PUGH, Mr. President, when my present term in the Senate 
expires on the 4thof March, 1897, I will have been a mem! er 0 this 

ysixteen years. During that time I have been in persons! and 
political association with tative men of all parties distin- 
guished for more or less ability and paanene. I have served on high 
committees with these representatives. I have heard and taken 
some partin the great debates on important national question.) 
cially the economic questions of tariff and currency. It mist be 
conceded that the de on the tariff and currency questions in 
the two last Congresses and the present session have nev-r en 
—— in ability and learning by any lawmaking boy |) 
wor 

All these : — and means of moairing Batormatis n » 

ualify the people and their representatives, ai y the Americat 
Frese asa powerfal'a in the undertaking, have been enjoyed 
fy every voter in the United States who can read and un(«r~' ind 
the lish . Here we are to-day with about 7).))').(') 
of people, advanced in the est civilization and increasing 
rapidly in number, and in all paeeising the use of money, 

f government certainly equal to any the Inehest 
human capaci ever originated and administered: |) ed 
with natural advan uns in quality and inexhanst!- 
ble in quantity, with human capacity, intelligence, energy. -*!!!, 
and co not and certainly not surpassed by any pop" 
lation in the world, and with marvelous inventions to 
aid in the great work of ~ t and progress in —, = 
tmhanufacturing transportation and commerce 

With all octal advan , agencies, and instrumen- 
talities to promote and insure all forms of improvement and prog: 


sup 


t 
+ 
i- 


r the 


the 








is it that the greatest ability, intelligence, statesmanship, 
-_ wr oun of which we justly boast in this great 
country present the spectacle to the world of confessed inability 
to understand so as to deal wisely and satisfactorily with present 
conditions? Who hasshown a wi lingness, what party dares in this 
crisis to take the risk of formulating and presenting and advocat- 
ing any specific remedy for the terrible evils that are now causing 
apprehension, uneasiness, and discontent all over this country? 
The universal inquiry is, what is the matter? Tell us what you 
think is the cause of existing troubles. Explain how it is that 
our people have never had such experience in the history of this 
country. Who is to blame, or is anybody to blame? Whenever 
there is any attempt to respond to any of these questions, the air 
is filled with contradictions and disapproval, and every suggestion 
is met with counter statements, charges, crimination and recrim- 
ination, and so the matter stands. What shall I say is the matter, 
and what shall I say is the remedy? From the beginning of our 


troubles, 1 have never had any doubt about their cause or its inevi- | 


table effects, or the remedy. The cause is manifestly the insuf- 
ficient supply of money, and the lack of circulation and equal 
distribution of the money now in existence. 
herent in our present inadequate and congested currency system. 
We are in the midst of the experiment to establish in this country 
the English system of finance. 

The question of the eae and character of money needed by 
the people in any country in their trade and commerce has always 
been and will never cease to be the subject of irreconcilable con- 
troversy. The ies to such a controversy make the conflict 
irrepressible between capital and labor. I can express an opinion, 
however, that will not be questioned, and that is that the people 
of the United States, according to number, resources, and the 
advantages I have mentioned, need more money and can make 
better use of more money than the people of any other country in 
the world. I have no doubt that the people of the United States 
can profitably employ double the quantity of money per capita 


that can be so employed by the same number of people in any | 
other like area of country in the world. Take the character of | 
ple and the character and geographical area of our country | 
as I have described them and compare them with the same num- | 


our 


ber and the same area of country anywhere in the world, and I 
challenge a denial of my statement that the peoaie of the United 
States, in their trade and commerce and the development and 
maintenance of their resources and industries and means of trans- 
portation, require more money and can make more use and better 
use of double the quantity of money now in existence than any 
like number of people in any other country in the world, and they 
have less — according to the demand, sony, and oppor- 
tunities to use it than any other country in the world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Alabama 
pleasesuspend foramoment? The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to place before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside. c 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, such 


will be taken as the sense of the Senate. The Chair hears no | 


objection. The Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

r. PUGH. With acountry superior in area and four times the 
productivity of the whole of Europe, we can not claim one-sixth 
the amount of gold now in existence in Europe. It has always 
surprised me so much is said about per capita supply of cur- 
rency. It isan invention of money owners and money lenders to 
mislead and deceive the people. Take present conditions in this 
country for illustration. It is estimated in round numbers that 
there is in existence in the United States eo Ra aye in gold, 
$600,000,000 in silver, $346,000,000 in greenbacks, $150,000,000 in 
Sherman Treasury notes, and $207,000,000 in national-bank bills. 
over $1,900,000,000. Put the per capita at $25 if 

ou please, is an extra t estimate, it is intended by this 
ve rule to make the e believe that there isin actual cir- 

culation among the le in each State, accessible to the people. 
enough money to give $25 to each man, woman, and child. at 
the people in each county in State in the Union have $25 for 
each woman, and child. t is the fact? Where is the 
$600,000,000 in gold? How much of it is in actual active circula- 
tion cme te people? How many people have a single gold 
me sees any gold, and who handles any gold except the 
basis, houses in settlement of bal- 

in not capable of being put into circulation among the people: 
among the people. 

mate x than a million of waahhie 

L and can never be made the 
ina and that explains the istent demand of 
its make it the standard of value and the only 
It insures contraction of cur- 


‘ 
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In a word, it is in- | 





|in gold. 








rency and monopoly of prices. 


Then take the greenbacks. I 
doubt whether more than $300,000,000 have been saved from de- 


struction. And since they have become a part of the endless 


| chain to draw gold out of the Treasury they are and will continue 


to be hoarded in the Treasury and held by gold gamblers, and 
have practically lost most of their usefulness in circulation among 
the people. They have become the prize sought by gold specula- 
tors, and have nearly disappeared from use as money in circula- 
tion, and are being employed mostly in keeping up the raid on 
the gold reserve in the Treasury. 

it may therefore be reasonably estimated that $900,000,000, made 
up of silver and silver certificates and the bills of national banks 
and some greenbacks, constitute the entire volume of our circu- 
lating medium that goes into markets and makes prices and serves 
the current use of money. If I am substantially right in my esti- 
mates, the deceptive and misleading test of sufficiency of the 
money supply by the per capita amount in existence would give 
the real quantity in actual circulation at about $13 per capita, 
certainly not over $15. And the truth is that in the Southern 
States, having no large cities where banks exist, the per capita 
would not reach $3. More than half the money in the Southern 
States at the $3 per capita is in the banks, and a large amount in 
actual use among the people is borrowed by them from the banks 
or money lenders at high rates of interest. ‘The remarkable dis- 
cussion of the currency question has been fruitful of surprises, 
and not the least among them is the contention of the gold advo- 
cates that the quantity of money or currency in existence or cir- 
culation is not an important or influential factor in the trade and 
commerce of the country and takes no part, or but an immaterial 
part, in fixing or regulating the prices of property, labor, and 
commodities. 

This manifest absurdity is one of the necessities to which the 
advocates of gold as the only sound standard and redemption 
money are driven in the struggle to support their financial system. 
It is the gravamen of the present controversy about what is the 
best system of finance. If it makes no difference what is the 
amount of money in a country, it follows necessarily that the 
$600,000,000 of gold reported officially as being in the United States 
will serve all the purposes of a standard of values, and as a redemp- 
tion basis for the support of an additional supply of sound money 
it is utterly useless, as there is no necessity to increase the quan- 
tity of money beyond the $600,000,000 in gold now in the United 
States. As the contention of the sound-money gold advocates is 
too glaring an absurdity, they move up a little and plant them- 
selves on what they declare to be the crucial test of their sound- 
money system, and that is that gold shall be the only standard of 
all values and the only primary, irredeemable money, and that 
all other forms of currency, whether silver or paper, whether 
issned by the Federal or State governments, or by banks, State or 
national, shall be only secondary money and must be a represent- 
ative of gold, and the equivalent of gold, because redeemable only 
The accuracy of the foregoing definition of the only 
financial system now recognized and sought to be enforced in the 
United States by the Cleveland Administration can not be ques- 
tioned. 

In opposition to the gold standard and gold redemption system 
of finance now being enforced in the United States, it is proposed 
and urged that Congress shall first restore silver to the same right 
of coinage that gold has by existing law by reenacting the coinage 
act of 1837 that President Jackson approved, and thereby reestab- 
lish the only true bimetallic system. 

The foregoing statement defines and makes clear and unmis- 
takable the financial issue upon which the people of the United 
States are now divided and terribly in earnest in the struggle of 
the respective parties for what each believes to be the better sys- 
tem 


It must be understood and kept constantly in view that the 
primary and paramount question is as to what shall constitute 
the coin standard and legal-tender redemption money of the 
United States. Shall coin standard and redemption legal-tender 
money be composed of only one metal, or shall it be composed of 
two metals? Shall we have gold only, or shall wé have gold and 
silver as standard and redemption legal-tender money? 

When the coin basis is established as it was by the coinage laws 
of the United States prior to 1873, the next and the secondary 
question as to our paper currency redeemable in both gold and 
silver without discrimination can be more easily adjusted. The 
question that overshadows all others is, shall the United States 
have a narrow, contracted, coin basis, made of gold metal, that is 
scarcer and harder to find and the least capable of being coined 
into pieces that can be used in circulation, and shall this one metal 
be made the only support for all the currency to be supplied to 
the people, and can no more currency be issued and put into circu- 
lation than can be redeemed in this one metal? 

Iam able to form no stronger conviction on any subject than 
that I have formed and cherished for many years, that no greater 
calamity could befall this splendid country than to keep it on gold 
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as the only standard and redemption money, and to subject the 
people of the United States to the use of only such an amount of 
paper currency and silver coin as would correspond with our su 
ply of gold, in which alone it is all to be redeemable. The people 
of the United States will never submit to such a calamity if they 
are capable of self-government. 

The most important question that has arisen during my service 
in the Senate, and the most a and far-reaching question 
that can arise in the next Presidential election, is the money ques- 
tion, now absorbing public attention in this country and in Europe. 
There is no subject with which the people and those who seek to 
represent them and those chosen to represent them ought to be 
more familiar than with the functions and value of money. In 
greater or less amounts money is employed in wey human pur- 
suit, and contributes materially to its success. Money is indis- 
pensable in every buman pursuit and undertaking. For this 
reason the acquisition of money, money making, employs more 
human effort and a greater variety of human agencies than any- 
thing else. It is inexplicable why the problems of finance have 
so long baffled all degrees of human capacity, experience, and in- 
telligence, and judging the progress and improvement in finance, 
as evidenced by existing financial conditions in Europe and the 
United States, the world has advanced but little from where it 
was in the beginning, when money as a standard of value was 
substituted in the place of barter. The impossibility of reaching 
apermanent solution of what seems to be the simple rules and 

rinciples of finance grow out of the great disparity between 

bor and capital as parties to the irrepressible conflict, in ability, 
opportunity, and means of investigation, to form opinions. It is 
an interminable and irrepressible conflict between opposing pub- 
lic and personal interests. My duties and responsibilities as a rep- 
resentative have required me to make finance and currency and 
the functions of money a study to the extent of my ability. I 
have read standard authors, heard anc participated in the great 
debates in the Senate of the United States, in which all the learn- 
ing upon this subject seemed to have been exhausted. I have 
read messages of Presidents, the reports of Secretaries of the 
Treasury, and after all this labor and opportunity to qualify my- 
self to come to proper conclusions I find myself entangled by a 
most incieuatilie mass of perverted, and in numerous instances 
fabricated, history, interwoven and supported by the most plausi- 
ble reasoning and misleading argument, requiring an amount of 
skill to discover error and expose it not generally possessed by 
people who have to labor and those not disposed to apply them- 
selves to reading and study. A great number of such well-mean- 


ing = save themselves from the labor and trouble of making 


up their own opinions by accepting the advice of some one who is 
no better informed, but acts under the influence of his class or 
considerations of some personal advantage. 

In this connection, I will call attention to a most remarkable 
state of things. Three years ago there was not a Democratic voter 
in Alabama or a Democratic newspaper who would not have re- 
sented any prediction that at any time in the future, under any 
circumstances, they would be found opposing the restoration of 
silver to free coinage and supporting the single gold standard. 
There was universal agreement and the most 
upon the question of finance prevailing in the Democratic party 
of Alabama and all the Southern States. While this is conceded 
to be an undeniable fact, it is claimed that those Democrats who 
now oppose free coinage and advocate the gold standard had the 
= to change, and it was their duty to change their opinions 
when additional information and additional reflection satisfied 
them that they had been in error, and seeing they were wrong 
they gave up silver and took to gold. This is ail conceded, but 
how long will it be before they will make another change? How 
old must their opinions become before the authors of them can 
be accepted as standard authority on finance? For fifteen or 
twenty years, while the new Democratic converts to the single 
gold standard were advocating and struggling for free silver 
coinage in the Democratic party, the Republicans in Congress 
and their public speakers and newspapers in the country were 
flooding the country with every one of the identical facts and 
arguments these new converts are now parading and urging 
as the grounds for their conversion to the gold standard within 


the last two years. 

I heard these ts by Republicans in the Senate for 
the last fifteen years. ey were all made and published broad- 
cast against the of the Bland-Allison Act seventeen years 
ag. and since then the Democratic party in State convention in 

States declared for free-silver coinage, and in 1892 elected 
Democratic Congress Pp to the 
bill. How was it possible j 

and their Representatives in Congress in 1892 were so 
mistaken in the ome i 
land was last el ? 
Cleveland was for the 


erfect harmony 
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any ae Democrats to-day in Alabama, or elsewher. jy 
the South, if Grover Cleveland had sent a message to Congres: 
yt bee silver be restored to free coinage ? 

But at last this is a Government of the people, and they 1).; 
take care of it, if they intend to take care of themselves. 

As | have stated, there is no public question in which the peny|o 
are more interested than that of money. How money shal] |, 
created and furnished. to the le, in what kind and quanti:, 
and how distributed. A financial system is made up necess,yi), 
of a trunk or body and branche. Like a tree, it must hays ) 
trunk or body to produce and —— the branches. The trunk 
or body of the system is the standard of value and the rede). 
tion basis that supplies the limbs with nourishment and prod i... 
and supports the fruit of sound currency. The fundament,! .),.) 
primary question with which the people of the United Stat«. 4; 
now dealing relates to the body or trunk of the tree of finajco 
The first and paramount question is, shall thet runk or body «¢ 
our system of finance be composed of two metals or only (yo 
metal? Shall the basis of the system be made up of gold and 
silver or of gold only? After we have decided the first and jar,- 
mount question as to the composition of our coin standard of 
value and redemption eaupert of other currency, then the nex: 
troublesome question is how shall our coin, our primary 9) 
standard money, be supplemented with additional and repros.),t..- 
tive currency in s jient amounts to meet the legitimat. 
demands of the people in their trade and commerce. |! +} 
power that exists to decide these questions is vested in the (oy- 
ernment of the people, State and Federal. 

When the States framed and ratified the Constitution of the 
United States, they reserved all power over the subject of moiey 
except what they granted to the Federal Government and })1.)))\))- 
ited to themselves. The only power to create and define the value 
and functions of money is vested in the Federal Government by 
the language ‘That Congress shall have power to coin money and 
regulate its value,” and the States prohibited to themselves *: T)\o 
power to make anything but gold and silver a legal tender in ‘| 
payment of debts.” Congress alone can coin money and regulate 
its value. Congress alone can create money. Money is the crea 
ture of law. e State can make nothing but gold and silver a 
legal tender in payment of debts. Paper can not be coined for 
any purpose, and therefore it can not be coined into money. It is 
manifest that nothing was intended to be coined into primary 
irredeemable legal-tender money but gold and silver. 

When the Constitution of the United States was framed and 
adopted, no country or Government in the world was using gold 
alone as primary money or had made gold the single standard of 
value. Every country and Government in Europe had been for 
centuries in the equal use and allowed the free equal coinage of 
both gold and silver as primary money and the only standard 
of value. The universal use and coi of both gold and silver 
was founded on the experience of each and every ‘country and 
Government in Europe, acting alone and independently, without 
any international agreement. Without reference to degrees of 
intelligence or differences in commercial conditions, relations, or 
necessities, it has so happened that every Government in the world 
had failed to adopt and had never proposed the adoption of the 
single gold standard of value. Hvery country and Government 
on the globe that had adopted but one metal as their standard of 
value chose silver instead of gold, and have been for centuries in 
the sole use of silver ins of gold as their primary standard 
and redemption money. 

nder t circumstances and conditions and in the face of 
this history, our forefathers adopted both gold and silver as pr- 
mary standard money, without discrimination or limitation in 
coinage. The first exercise of the power to coin money and res 
late its value was by members of Congress, many of whom ha! 
aided in the Constitution of the United States, and on 
the recommendation of Hamilton as Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the approval of Jefferson and Washington, the First Cons'ess 
made rte os of pure silver and 412} grains of standard silver 
a stan ollar, worth 100 cents, and declared that this silver 0 - 
lar should be the unit of value in the United States. At that time 
the United States was just born into existence and had no ex} 
ence of its own, and of course had to act on information furnis!r| 
and experience in finance. This law 0! ‘ue 
First Congress went into tion in 1792. 

What reasons induced ton and Jefferson to recommend 

and the First of the United States to pass the free «on 
law of 1792? In the report of Hamilton, as Secretary of the 

, which Jefferson approved, it is stated that— . 
ot anal the use of either gold or silver as mone inte aieidge thea ee rise 
. circulating medium and is _—- oe Se coereen the ar 
most advisable not bo attach the 
=a eee areal reducing it 


would ba bea greater 
from ductuations in the 












is report states the reasons, which are as sound to-day as in 
sot che both gold and silver should be admitted to free and 
imited coinage 


unlimi at a fixed ratio, and these reasons are: 

1. If you admit wy one metal to coinage, you necessarily 
abridge the quantity of the circulating medium, and the quantity 
of the circulating medium is determined by the unrestricted coin- 
age of both metals and decides whether we are to enjoy the 
benefits of a full circulation or suffer the evils of a scanty circula- 
te sc Toabridge the quantity of the circulating medium by limit- 
ing coinage you give rise to all the objections which can arise 
from a comparison of the benefits of a full circulation with the 
evils of a scanty circulation.” 

Here then are unqualified opinions of Hamilton and Jefferson, 


ressed under the gravest responsibility and most mature de- | 
jibe there are benefits to be derived from a full circula- | 


liberation that 
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laws never to be restored, and the rabulous superstructure of 
wealth made up of the property, labor, and productions of seventy 
millions of people contracted in value to the standard of one metal 
that is produced in the least quantity in our own country, and 
that is the least capable of being handled and circulated among the 
people in their trade and commerce. But, incredible as it is, the 
claim is made that the Democratic party, State and national, is 
preparing, under the leadership of one man, to go back on its 
whole history, confess that it has been in error for a hundred 
years, and in solemn convention dedicate itself to the support of 


the gold standard and the policy of financial contraction. If such 
a revolution in the cardinal principles of the Democratic party 
| On a subject of such vital and far-reaching importance ever be 


| comes a success, it will be the most remarkable event in political 


tion of both metals and that evils would follow the scanty circu- | 


lation of only one metal. And the report sustains the proposition 
that free en unlimited coinage of both gold and silver is an in- 
dispensable predicate of a bimetallic system of finance. But it is 
urged on the authority of Hamilton and Jefferson that if both 
gold and silver are admitted to free and unlimited coinage it must 
be done on a ratio fixed upon the relative commercial value of the 
two metals as bullion in the bullion markets. But under what 
conditions is this relative commercial value of the two metals as 
bullion to be ascertained and fixed by the law? At that time no 
government or country in the world was on the single gold stand- 
ard. At that time every government and country in Europe 
granted the right and privilege of free unlimited comage to both 
gold and silver. 


was fixed on the universal free and unlimited coinage of both 
metals everywhere in the world, except in the Orient, where silver 
alone was coined and used as money. The commercial ratio can 
only be fairly ascertained on the basis of the free and unlimited 
coinage of both metals. When the relative commercial value of 
trial and e of free unlimited coinage, as was done in 1792, 
even abridge the coinage of one metal than would follow from the 
occasional variations in the relative valne of the two metals, as 
paeeaae abridge the coinage of one metal without ‘ effec- 


ly destroying the office and character of the other as money | 


and reducing it to the situation of mere merchandise.” Why is 
it that this axiomatic truth can be utterly denied and disregarded 


in formulating a bimetallic system of finances? 
That is y what happened by the treatment of silver by 
our own Government from 1873 to the present hour. 


| tion or discrimination in favor of either metal w 


| 


history. 

It can not be denied that the bimetallic system of finance estab- 
lished by the First Congress on the approval of Washington, Jef 
ferson. and Hamilton was founded on the free and unlimited 
coinage of both gold and silver as standard money, and on the 
recognition of the theory that such coinage of both metals was a 
necessary constituent element in bimetallism, and that any limita- 
iuld degrade the 
other metal to the condition of mere merchandise and effectually 
destroy its money functions. 

This bimetallic system of finance, consecrated by the deliberate 
sanction of Washington, Jefferson, Hamilton, and the unanimous 
vote of the First Congress, is now sought to be restored by at least 
9,000,000 voters in the United States, who are unfortunately divided 
and distributed among different national parties so organized as 


| to be dominated and neutralized in their numerical strength by 
So that the relative commercial value of the two metals in 1792 | 


the machinery of national conventions. When this system of 
bimetallism was put in operation it was soon discovered that a 
mistake had been made in fixing the ratio between gold and silver 
at 15 to 1, instead of adopting the French ratio of 154 to01. The 
American ratio of 15 to 1 was an overvaluation of silver as com 


| pared with gold to about 3 cents in the dollar, and this difference 


the two metals is ascertained and fixed by law on a full and fair | 


| 


between the American and French ratio operated against an in- 


‘ | crease in the United States of the quantity of metallic money 
Hamilton and Jefferson agreed that it would be a greater evil to 


expected to be obtained from the coinage of both metals. 

Gold was not taken to our mints because a loss would be sus- 
tained on it of over 3 cents on the dollar, which could be avoided 
by taking the gold bullion to the French or other foreign mints, 
where the ratio was more favorable to gold than in the United 
States. President Jefferson in 1806 issued an order suspending the 
coinage of standard silver dollars on information furnished by the 
Director of the Mint that as fast as our standard silver dollars were 
coined they were taken up and exported by brokers to make the 


And it is | 3 cents overvaluation of silver in the bullion market in the United 


precisely what is now being demonstrated by the present financial | States. The fact of the loss of our standard silver dollars by 
administration. The wisemen who acted under the responsibility | being exported is established by the order of Mr. Jefferson sus- 


= 


of mone: 
a 
whether they be gold, silver, or paper. The value of money and 
of everything else is regulated by the law of supply and demand. 
There may be, and is, ter variation in the demand for other 
things, but the demand for money is always constant and never 


the value of each dollar in any country depends 


on the number of dollars in circulation in that country, | 


ceases. The demand for money is ‘‘equal to the sum of the de- | 


mands for all other things,” as all the products of hand and brain 
a offered in exchange for money. 
is an 


States is 
express power of Government to deal with money as 
a legal tender is limited to gold and silver. 


deemable and legal-tender money. Gold and silver are not issued 
as money on the credit of the Government. There is nothing 
behind gold and silver with which to compare it as money; it is 
se. 
not a word in the Constitution that indicates the grant 
existence of | aera in 
but gold ver. Uponthe principle of strict construc- 
rule of Democratic faith, there is no grant of power 
banks, and the party has often so declared 
national convention. power to charter banks and to make 
—— silver representative currency redeem- 
in coin has never been exercised by Congress with the sup- 


into the proportions of 
of the world, ae - 
representatives shou 

of limiting the power of Con- 
metal as money, and driving the 
in own country in greater 
the world, out of our coinage 


produce, 





There is no power | 
anywhere to make gold or silver anything else than primary irre- | 


Congress to make anything else | 


It seems strange that gold was not taken 


ing the first law of the United States on the subject of | pending their coinage. 
money cohuage wel understood that the fundamental principle | to our mint because it was undervalued in the ratio, and was 
t 


carried to foreign mints to be coined at its full value with silver 
under the coinage laws of France, and that at the same time that 
gold was going abroad for an apparent good reason that our 
standard silver dollars, as fast as they were coined, were gobbled 


up by brokers to be carried away with gold to foreign countries; 


| and to put an end to this loss of our standard silver dollars Mr. 


Jefferson ordered their coinage to be suspended. The fact is, we 
got but little increase in our supply of either gold or silver from 


| the coinage of our own mint. ‘ 


t fact that the Constitution of the United | 
on every form of money except gold and silver, | 





It is an undisputed fact that the United States Bank, then in 
operation, from the beginning of its existence, waged war upon 
any increase in our supply of specie currency composed of either 
gold or silver, and from the first day our mint was open to the 
coinage of gold and silver until the last charter of the United 
States bank expired in 1835 that bank employed all its power to 
prevent the circulation of gold and silver money and force both 
out of our country and thereby contract thesupply of coin money 
so as to secure the monopoly of furnishing currency to the peo- 
ple. The causes I have mentioned produced the effect from 1792 
to 1834 of scarcity in our supply of specie. There was but one 
mint in the United States, and that at Philadelphia, until 1835, 
when a bill was introduced to establish three branch mints. one 
at New Orleans, another in North Carolina, and another in 
Georgia, for the convenience of the miners of gold in North and 
South Carolina, and Georgia, which was vigorously opposed by 
Mr. Clay and the friends of the United States Bank. 

As late as 1834, the amount of gold mined in the United States 
did not exceed one million and a half per annum; and at that 
time three-fourths of the gold and silver furnished to the entire 
world came from South America. On account of the scarcity of 
coin money in the United States, Congress resorted to the enact- 
ment of laws to invite foreign coin into our country by making it 
legal tender, and these laws continued in operation until 1857, 
when they were repealed. Under our laws legalizing foreign 


coin at least $110,000,000 of foreign silver came into circulation in 
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the United States, and with our subsidiary coins of half and quar- | theater to maintain its parity with gold when both metals had t}). 


ter dollars and dimes we had more silver money in circulation in | 
the absence of the coinage of our standard silver dollars, caused 
by the undervaluation of silver bullion, in 1834 than we now have 
in the United States, according to population. Suppose the coin- 
age law of 1792 had fixed the ratio at 15} to 1, like it was in France 
and like the average ratio was in Europe, who can discover any 
reason why the free and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver 
would not have continued to this day without any substantial | 
variation in the value of the bullion of the two metals in the 
markets of the world? 

The effect of the ratio of 15 to1 in the law of 1792 and the 
effect of the change of the ratic to 16 to 1 in the law of 1834 was 

rfectly natural and legitimate on the plainest principles of 

nance. No bullion owner would carry his gold or his silver to 
the mint to be coined into money when his bullion was worth 
more uncoined than it would be when coined. To induce the 
owners of gold and silver bullion to take it to the mint to be 
coined into money, the ratio must be so fixed by law as to approxi- 
mate substantially the bullion value of each metal when estab- 
lished on the unrestricted right of each metal to ge into the mints 
to be coined into money. e ratio can not be fairly established 
when one metal has the unrestricted right of coinage into money 
and the other is mere merchandise, with no right of coinage into 
money. 

The whole theory of bimetallism is founded absolutely on the 
unrestricted right of free and unlimited coinage and indiscrimi- 
nate use of both metals. Free and unlimited coinage into money 
of both metals is an unalterable law of bimetallism. What is 
the unquestioned cause of the wide difference in the bullion value 
of gold and silver? It is that gold bullion can be now taken to 
the mints of the United States by its owners and coined into 
money. If any person owns 22.33 grains of is old he can take 
it to any mint and have it coined into a standard dollar with one- 
tenth alloy, making 25.8 grains of standard gold worth 100 cents. 
This right that the owners of gold bullion have to take it to the 
mints and have it coined into money free of expense makes the 
gold bullion as valuable to its owners as it is when coined into 
money. Stop the coinage of gold and take away the right of its 
owners to have it coined into money free of charge, and how much 
would gold bullion be worth as mere merchandise with all the 
demand for it as money taken away by law? Without the right 
to be coined into money there would be no demand for it ae 
by jewelers and manufacturers for use in the arts, but when gold 
bullion can be coined into money, as soon as it is turned out of 
the mint the whole world joins in the scramble to get it. 

Look at the spectacle presented in this country and Europe of 
the ferocious passion for gold. Mo such powerful combinations 
and instrumentalities were ever before employed in the world’s 
history as are now at work to get possession of gold. How are 
we to account for this wild hunt for gold? It is certainly on 
account of its greatly increased value. It is because it is the only 
metal that can be coined into money, that is the only standard of 
all values of all things, and is the only money that has the right 
of being the redemption basis of all the currency that can be 
furnished to the —— in their trade and commerce. With the 
quantity of gold limited by nature, and this one metal being the 
only standard of all values of all things, and the only money in 
which all currency that goes into circulation must be redeemable, 
who can tell how high this single standard of all values is to be 
raised? Who can estimate the one power of — when 
the demand for it and the scramble to get it absorbs the highest 
capacity, all the energies and activities of the world? 

ill any honest man, with ordinary capacity and intelligence, 
deny that this extraordinary value and power have been imparted 
to gold by giving it the sole right of coinage into money, and, as 
money, making it the only standard of all values and the-only re- 
demption basis of all the currency permitted to circulate amon 
the people, while at the same time excluding and denying to sil- 
ver the —_ of any coinage, and placing it in the position of mere 
merchandise and degrading the silver money allowed to remain 
in existence and circulation as legal tender subsidiary money— 
that is, pane ee gold and dependent on gold for its soundness, 
and without ing saved by this dependent relation to gold from 
the humiliation of being classed as “‘ fifty-cent dollars.” 

When at any time in the history of any country in the world, 
where gold and silver had the same equal right of free and un- 
limited coinage at a fixed ratio, has silver bullion or silver monet 
been worth less than gold, or had less purchasing power than go 
in the markets of the world. And to-day in gold-using countries 
where silver is excluded from coinage over two billions of legal- 
tender silver coins are in circulation side by side with gold, and 
having less silver in the coins than in the silver dollars of the 
the United States; and, also, in the face of the undeniable fact 
that silver was never dropped out of the coinage laws of any coun- 
try in the world because silver bullion or silver mae 
less than gold as bullion or money. Silver has never failed on any 


same right of coinage. 

When I hear an advocate of the gold system of finance mak. 
the assertion that a restoration of silver to the same right of ¢vj)). 
age now enjoyed by gold would give the people a debased ¢y,. 
rency, worth no more as money than silver is now worth «< 
bullion without any right of coinage, I feel bound to discredit })js 
sincerity or his ability to present and discuss the question und:r- 
standingly. It is a self-evident proposition, founded on undeyi- 
able history, experience, and common sense, that silver bullion is 
worth only 50 cents in the dollar, for the plain reason that it js 
mere merchandise and has no right to be coined into money. [+ 
the deprivation of the right of coinage into money put the price 
of silver bullion down to 50 cents in the dollar, how can it je 
—— that the restoration of the right of coinage will pro- 

uce the same effect it has always produced in every country in 
the world? ; 

When the owner of silver bullion is given the same right the 
owner of gold bullion now has to take his bullion to the mint and 
have it coined into standard legal-tender money, it is as certain as 
_ human event can be that the parity between the two metals 
will be as completely restored as it has ever heretofore existed on 
terms of equality in coinage. But to assert that when both initials 
re same right of coinage into money that one of the metals 
wi worth no more as money than it is now selling for as |y1!- 
lion, when both are legal-tender 100-cent dollars, possessiny the 
same purchasing power, is trifling with the common sense and 
common ae of the people. 

But the complaint is made that you are making by law 50 cents’ 
worth of silver belonging to a miner worth a dollar to be put in cir- 
culation by the miner as a hundred-cent dollar free of charge for 
coining. 

This is precisely what is now done by law for the miner of gol, 
and nothing more is asked to be done for the miner of silver. If 
youdeprive the gold miner of the right of coinage, you strike down 
the price of his bullion below 50 cents on the dollar, as gold is 
not used as much in the arts assilver. It is the money function 
that creates universal demand for both metals and makes both 
equally valuable. But why not change the ratio from 16 to 1, so 
as to put a dollar’s worth of silver bullion at present prices in a 
standard silver dollar? 

Let us see how such a demand can be granted. What must be 
done and how must such a change operate? In the first place, 
any change in the ratio will require the reccinage of every silver 
coin in the United States, ag: ting over $600,000,000. Secre- 
tary Carlisle states that it would ten years to recoin our 
present supply of silver, and during the ten years not a dollar of 
our present stock of silver could be used in circulation. Then. 
again, if you make the ratio 32 to 1, just double what it is now, 
you strike down $300,000,000 worth of our present stock of silver, 
now legal-tender money, with the same os power as gold. 
You make a debt paya le in silver at 16 to 1 by contract payable 
in silver at 32 to 1, thereby doubling the amount of silver 
demanded by the contract when the debt was created. Then, 
again, how is the one-tenth mer in our silver coins to be elimi- 
nated? It is utterly impracticable to change the ratio. If silver 
is ever restored to coinage, it will be at the ratio of 16 to 1, and 
the enemies of free silver coinage know it. 

When you hear any man advocating the free coinage of silyr 
on a change of ratio, put him down for the gold standard. If you 
are pens to free coinage at 16 to 1, you will certainly act 
with the gold party, if you act atall. Then, again, how about an 
international agreement? The gold-standard nations of Europe 
are circulating as legal-t~nder silver over two billions of <ilver 
coins side by side with gold. If these nations were required to 
change their ratio and put as much silver in their coins as now 
amounts to a dollar’s worth in gold, there would be a loss on the 
present value of their silver coins of one billion of money now 
equal to gold in debt-paying and purchasing power. “0, iy 
with all this nonsense about t dollars and a change of ratio. 

But the Democrats who have been converted to the gold cure in 
the Cleveland infi have lately discovered that Andrew Jack- 
son was an enemy of silver and put this country on the 
gold ee act he ere 1834 raising the ratio bet ween 
gold and silver from 15 to 1 to 16 to 1, intending thereby to =!) 

e of silver dollars have no bullion carried to the 
mints to coined into dollars but gold. On this suppos')” 
Jackson was the most extreme contractionist who ever lived. |! 
struck down the Bank of the United States and retired all its 1r- 
culation, and he knew that we had but one mint at Philadel)! 
to coin gold and $1,500,000 was all the gold then annually mined 
in the United States, and that all the world was dependent 0” 
South America reagens And how is it explained, on the suppos!- 
tion that Jackson favored the gold standard and opposed the ''° 

of silver at 16 to 1 among the last acts of his last Ad- 


ministration he the ots law of 1837 which every 
friend of silver in the Un States is now struggling 








ed? I challenge the production of a single sentence 

have 10a Jackson or a single act of his on the currency 

nestion that Mr. Cleveland would approve. No two Presidents 

oe wider a) on the question of finance than Andrew Jackson 
and Grover Cleveland. . ‘ 

Remember that the contention is that the establishment of the 
gold basis was the intentional and desirable effect of the coinage acts 
of 1834 and 1837, which were allowed to remain in operation with 
the effect intended, and that for the purpose of stopping the 
coinage of silver dollars and es the coun on the gold 
basis the act of 1873 was wholly unnecessary and harmless. I 
can name Democratic Representatives in the House and Demo- 
cratic members of Mr. Cleveland’s Cabinet, who, until 1893, were 
clamorous advocates of the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 and are 
history since 1834, all the time in 


parading and en 
Fall. view, to justify their sudden conversion to the English system 
of finance. 


If it be true that the country was on the gold basis with the 
English system of finance for forty years prior to 1873, why is it 
that all knowl of such a financial condition entirely escaped 
Senator R. M. T. Hunter, who during most of this time repre- 
sented the great State of Virginia as Democratic chairman of 
the Finance Committee in the Senate. 

The following is his report to the Senate in 1853, the very time 
the financial was in full operation with the approval of 
Jackson and the Democratic party: 


mischief would be great indeed if all the world were to adopt but 
ante precious metals as the standard of value. To adopt i aeons 
would the ae currency more than one-half; and the reduction the 
other way, should silver be taken as the only standard, would be large o- 
to rove highly disastrous to the human race. Indeed, a reference to the 
history of aon metals and the general course of human production 
can searcel to convince us that there has been a constant tendency to 
appreciate value as compared with the residue of the property of the 
world, and that extraordinary increase of the supply of the precious 
metals of which we have any account exercised a highly beneficial effect 
n human 
“When contracts are made by a standard which is (ppinelly contracti? z, 
the advantages are on the side of capital as nst labor, and produc..ve 
energy is cram recei less than a fair share of the profits of its 


enterprise. inven of substitutes for payments in coin, and 
before the increased | ly of specie from the discovery of America, human 
history is full of the strifes between debtor and creditor, and human legisla- 
tion is rife with ts to limit the encroachment and engrossing power 
of capital. So much is the value of currency affected by the facility with 
which it be counted and its convenience of transportation, that there 
will always be difficulty in su 


ying the place of small notes with anything 
but silver or that of notes wi quything but gold. We require, then, 
for this reason, the double standard of gold and silver; but ubove all do we 
uire both to counteract the tendency of the specie standard to contract 
enter the vast increase of the value of the property of the world. And 
what harm can arise from ~ mE myer increase of the precious metals, if 
allowed to swell the volume of currency? On the contrary. a more 

the eeastry, the moral and political condi- 


y be imagined. 

Of all the great effects produced upon human coctety by the discovery of 

there were probably none so marked as those brought about by the 
ux of the precious metals from the New World to the Old. European 

under a decreasing of the precious metals 

of value; human ingenuit 
profits, and capital a 


7 grew dull under 
have been divided between it and labo 


rbed nearly all 
r. Butan increase of the 
in such quantities as to check this tendency operated as a 


joug 
n wer to the machinery of commerce. 
“T shall have to ask the indulgence of the Senate to allow me to 
conclude my remarks to-morrow. 


ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH ARKANSAS. 


_Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report on the Cuban resolutions. It 
is not n to make a motion. I call up the report. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state to the Senator from Ohio that I 
think two weeks ago to-day I secured the floor for the purpose of 
having considered the bill (S. 502) to ere a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas, 


that sh 


which I had been to get considered for a long while. At 
the request of the from lowa [Mr. Gear], I agreed to let 


the bill go over until the 16th of the month, at 2 o'clock, to-day, 
and consent it was made the unfinished business 
for that hour, as the Record shows. I hope the Senator from Ohio 


ran Bive Ra on epportanity to have the bill considered. I have 
waiting, and I am very anxious to have it dis- 

posed of in some way or other, either passed or defeated. 
6 nn How long a time will it probably take to act 
Mr. BERRY, I think we can get through with it in one day 


to the Senator from Arkansas that 
, and it ought to remain such. 


But perhaps he will not think it advisable 
ion is disposed of 


‘go on with it until the Cuban question . 
I could have assurance that the Cuban ques- 


pape in any reasonable time. As a matter of camper 
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to put myself in that position at all, but I simply wish to have an 
understanding as to some time when the bill shall be considered. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ishall be perfectly willing, so far as Iam con- 
cerned, to agree to the Senater’s bill retaining its place as the 
unfinished business; but as the conference report is a privileged 
question, and such reports usually occupy but little time, I must 
insist now that it shall be taken up. However, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I will do all I can to secure a hearing for the bill the Sen- 
ator from-Arkansas has in charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
the Chair understand that the Senator from Ohio asks that the 
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Retaining its position. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; retaining its place. 

Mr.BERRY. Very well; I can not object to that, but I do hope 
Senate bill 502 will be acted upon when the Cuban matter is dis- 
»osed of, or if the debate on the Cuban question is prolonged, that 
it can be laid aside, so that I may have one day for the considera- 
tion of this bill. We can dispose of the bill in one day, between 2 
o’clock and the usual hour of adjournment, I think; but of course 
I do not wish to antagonize the conference report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask for a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire suggests the absence of a quorum. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, 


Chilton, Hill, Roach, 
Allison, Cockrell, Hoar, Sherman, 
Bacon, Cullom, Me Millan, Smith, 
Baker, Daniel, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Bate, Dubois, Morrill, Tillman, 
Berry, Elkins, Nelson, Turpie, 
Brice, Frye, Pasco, Vest, 
Burrows, Gear, Peffer, Vilas, 
Call, Gordon, Perkins, Walthall, 
Cannon, Gorman, Platt, White. 
Carter, Harris, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from 
Ohio asks that the unfinished business, Senate bill 502, be tem- 
porarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consider- 
ation of the report of the committee of conference with reference 
to the resolutions regarding Cuba. Isthere objection? TheChair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninaG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits of the port of entry of New 
Orleans; 

A bill (S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, administrator 
of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps; and 

A bill (S. 1804) to authorize the First National Bank of Sprague, 
Wash., to change its location and name. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5382) to authorize the 
Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis Railroad Company to ex- 
tend its line of railroad into the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. 

WAR IN CUBA, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of cénference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the resolutions relative to the war in Cuba. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN] is recognized as being entitled to the floor upon the 
pending question, which is on concurring in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I had supposed that my col- 
league [Mr. PuGH] would proceed with his argument until it was 
closed, but it appears that he is not physically able to go further 
with it to-day; and as is customary with myself I will come in 
now for the purpose of filling up the time until some one who is 
more interesting is ready to proceed, or some subject that is bet- 
ter entitled.to public attention has been called in the Senate. 

I supposed when weentered upon the investigation of this matter 
in regard to Cuba it would be very becoming in us to go slowly and 
deliberately; but at the same time that when we had set our faces 
in a certaim direction—the direction ingicated by the resolutions 
passed by beth Houses—we would persist in our action until we 
came to some final conclusion. because it is scarcely fair to our- 
selves, to Cuba, to Spain, or to the people of the United States that 
we should keep a subject in anxious agitation before the Senate for 
any considerable length of time, particularly one that attracts such 
grave attention and is in itself so very important as this subject 
must be adwfitted to be. 
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The resolutions of the Senate and of the House, adopted by an 
almost ananimous vote, with the exception perhaps of a mere ver- 
bal criticism, mean exactly the same thing; and there is, therefore, 
no substantial ground for any controversy between the two Houses 
as to the wording of the resolutions that weshall adopt. Person- 
ally I am entirely satisfied with either form of expression, believi 
that there is no substantial difference between the resolutions o 
the House and the Senate upon this subject. 

I am more particularly of that view because neither the House 
nor the Senate has undertaken to reach any conclusion which in 
its effect upon the Government of the United States would be in 
the slightest degree mandatory. We have halted deliberately and 
purposely and wisely within the domain of opinion, without reach- 
ing the domain of mandate or enactment, in this matter. We have 
thought that it was our right and our duty to respond to the voice 
of the American people as it has been presented here in various 
memorials and petitions from State legislatures and from commnu- 
nities and from societies, some of them political, some religious, 
some commercial, and from the very large number of people of 
the United States, who, being perfectly aware of the situation of 
affairs in Cuba—being perhaps as well (or even better) advised on 
that subject as the Senate and the House—have thought that it was 
their privilege to present their views to the Congress of the United 
States in the form of petitions and memorials. 

When the people of the United States unite, as has been done 
here very largely in the presentation of their opinions formulated 
in memorials and resolutions and petitions, we have the right to 
believe that they have taken a sincere and a sedate view of the 

uestion; that they know what they are talking about; and that 
the views and wishes they express in regard to Cuban independ- 
ence and Cuban belligerency and the conduct of the war in 
Cuba are justified by their own examination into the facts. 

Amongst the memorials which have been sent to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations of the Senate I find one from the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of New York, which, for the moment, 
I can not lay my hand upon. I can, however, state the substance 
of it. It is that the general assembly of the State of New York 
memorialize Congress that we shall recognize the existence of bel- 
ligerency in the Island of Cuba. Another memorial I am in- 
formed come from the State of a. The precise form 
of it I am not able to recall—I donot think that I have even heard 
itread. I will ask the Senator from Mississippi |Mr. WALTHALL] 
if I am mistaken in regard to a memorial having come from the 
legislature of his State on the subject of Cuba? 

, _ WALTHALL. There was such a memorial presented last 
riday. 

Mr. MORGAN. Coming from the legislature of Mississippi? 

Mr. WALTHALL. From the legislature. 
oan MORGAN. What was the purport of it, if the Senator will 

me? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Icanturntoit in a moment. Here itis, in 
the Recorp of Friday’s proceedings. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. Memoralizing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to grant belligerent rights to the Cuban Republic, and asking 


our Representatives and Senators in the Congress to vote for securing the 
same, 


Be it resolved by the senate and house of representatives of Mississi, 
we extend our sympathy to the Cuban people in their struggle for 
and independence, and we call on the Conazee 
United States and request them to grant be 


i, That 
‘eedom 

and the President of these 
igerent rights to the Cuban Re- 
public, and ask our Representatives and Senators in the Congress to vote for 
securing the same, and that the secretary of state be instructed to transmit 
a copy of the resolution to the President and Congress. 

Passed the house January 29, 1806. 
JAMES F, McCOOL, 


Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate February 10, 1896, 


J. H. JONES, 
President of the Senate. 
A. J. McLAURIN, Governor. 
J. L. POWER, Secretary‘of State. 
There is a memorial coming from an extreme Southern State, a 
very close neighbor to Cuba. That memorial has been well con- 
sidered. That is noclaptrap. That is no suddenly formed opin- 
ion. That is not an opinion which is without foundation in justice 
and in fact. It comes froma great State that is entirely willing 
to make its contribution of whatever may be needed for the to 
of sustaining the attitude of the Government of the United 
tates whenever it is taken upon this question. You will observe 
that in the resolutions of the Senate and of the House and in the 
report that is now the subject of discussion we have not gone 
any where near the extent that has been gone by the general assem- 
bly of Mississippi. Now, here is the memorial of the general 


assembly of New York: 
Stare or New York, ee 
|, /anuary 1896. 
= oh Pine oY il exists bet the ; t of Spain 
a vil war ween Sen 
and the Government proclaimed and for some time maintained force of 
arms by the people of Cuba; and 


Approved February 24, 1896. 


Marcn 16, 


Whereas the sti e for independence and for republican institutions}, 
the Cubans bo rome ona people of the United States a deep ——, 7 
fom Seely ches and a hope that they may succeed in their momentous .,,. 

Resolved (if the senate concur), That we partici te in the deep inte; 
which is felt for the success of the people of Cuba in their struggic stab 
lish their od and independence. , 

Resolved, That the tand Congress of the United States be, and ¢))... 
are hereby, petitioned to extend to the insurgents of Cuba a forma! }...,.. 
nition of their rights as be rents. 

Resolved, That of resolution be duly certified by the clerk 
forwarded to the President and presiding officer of the United States x, 
and House of Representatives. 

By order of the assembly. 


Mr. HILL. Did the senate concur? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know. 

Mr. HILL. It does not seem to have done so. 

Mr. MORGAN. It reads “ by order of the assembly.” 

Mr. HILL. I will state that the legislature is composed of tho 
assembly and the senate. The senate does not seem to have vy. 
curred. 

_Mr. MORGAN, This is a memorial of the house of represeita- 


. HILL. Of the assembly. 

. MORGAN. That means the house of representatives 

. HILL. It would be analogous to the house of repre. 
but there is a senate and an assembly. 

we MORGAN. They are the direct representatives of tie 
people. 

Mir. HILL. Both are elected at the same time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Both are elected at the same time and eom- 
rise one — body of legislative authority. The people, there- 
ore, of the great State of New York, which has the contr:|—| 

might Ss domination—of the commercial and financial! }) wir 
of the whole United States, in a certain sense, and perhaps of the 
whole Western Hemisphere, in a pretty large sense, have disrolied 
themselves of their fears and apprehensions. They have step). ( 
forward in answer to this plea of the people of Cuba for inde- 
pendence and for recognition, and for justice, and have expressed 
themselves in that State through at one of the houses— 
through the popular house—in favor of the attitude that a great 
many gentlemen in the House and the Senate of the Congress of 
the United States think ought to be taken—that is to say. direct, 
immediate recognition of the independence of Cuba. 

Following that come some memorials from a mass meeting of 
citizens of Pawtucket, R.I., favoring the recognition of the bellig- 
erency of Cuba; amemorial from a public meeting held in Delaware, 
without any indication of the number of persons who were assem- 
bled, to the same effect; a letter from the secretary of the St. Louis 
Merchants’ Exc’ , favoring Cuba’s belligerency; a memorial 
from the American tective Association, favoring the acknow!- 
oe the independence of Cuba; amemorial from Joe Hooker 

ost, No. 21, Grand Army of the lic, Mount Vernon, Ohio, in 
favor of granting ae to Cuba; resolutions of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Mo., asking Congress to grant 
ee rights to the people of Cuba, now struggling for their 

om; set the Trades and Labor Assembly of Colorado 

in favor of the Cuban insurgents; aresolution of the Board of Trade 
of La Crosse, Wis., urging the recognition of Cuban belligerency: 
a resolution of the ve en of are permont, urging 
Congress to recognize the belligerency of Cuba; a resolution «f ti: 
Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo. favori the recognition by 
arene a ee eo we pene ot Kansas 
City, favoring ing of belligerent rights to the people 0! 
Cuba; aaa ation from the Board ot e of _— ity, 
uesting Congress to grant er EN t ts to the people of 
Guinn iamendierel ;a resolution of the Board of Trade of Lndianap- 
olis, in favor of dence; a resolution favoring the rec- 
iti ts, which was offered in the Senate by 

; a —— from oo P. - of Ne- 

ting belligerent rights to the Cuban 

Betrsbure, Pa. I chal read that fo 

ra. shall read that tor 

ing before the Senate some idea of the sent 

religionists of this country on this subject. [ts % 


und 


iale 


A. E. BAXTER, 


nt 
nta- 


. tae ths Cuban canes, pase ty tee Associatiot 
= Pa., Monday, October 28, 1895. ' 

Whereas life, Maer. and the pursuit of happiness are the essentials fr 

the malate ee ical to man; and a % 

aan of European powers have ®*) 

ve Americaand Americans; and _ 

emancipation of American institutions «" aran- 

establishment of a government “for "2° 

thers were forced to have 


themselves to-day in the ident ical 

our forefathers to strike for liberty; and : 
and the excessive burdens force 

in Europe and anextravagant, 











pensi unnecessary retinue in Cuba, to the detriment and political 
a ass liberty loving people. we find the stroke for liberty by the 


people praiseworthy in every way; and 
is a ple to be ah authorities have not been able to crush out what was 
bat have been taxed to their umost ability by plac- 


field and marshaling the aid of all other coun- 
of the necessary resources to contend 


of these difficulties the patriots have been able 
ize and maintain a provisional government, 
they are entit to belliger- 
ional courtesies: There- 


fore ; pion 
2é That this ministerial association indorse and extend our sym- 
Be it reethe Cuban cause, and arene Seeen to the President and Congress 
ee ted States to grant to Cuba belligerent rights and the recognition of 
her provisional government, thereby emphasizing the spirit and the letter 
f the Monroe doctrine, and that every American be allowed, without let or 
hindrance to have commercial intercourse with the Cuban patriots, furnish- 
dities or munitions of war without being subjected to the espion- 
officials or the military or naval despotism on the part 
of Spain. . 
- That a of these resolutions be sent to the President of the 
onitdes tho President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives as our prayer in behalf of the independence of Cuba: Fur- 


a That a copy be sent to the Cuban junta at New York, to be for- 


warded to the President of the Provisional Government, showing our appre- 
; port in behalf of their noble cause. 
ciation and sup; H. C. ©. ASTWOOD, Chairman. 
W. H. MARSHALL. 
WM. P. LAWRENCE. 


In that memorial which comes from that body of ministers of 
the Christian gospel, there is presented in a condensed fotm nearly 
all that can be said on this subject so far as our rights, duties, 
and sympathies coincide in moving us to action. It contains also 
a statement in concise form of those facts which are undeniable 
to the whole American intelligence, a denial of which would shame 
any man who seeks to make it. 

Resolutions were presented also from the city council of St. 
Angustine, Fla., favoring a recognition of Cuba; resolutions in 
the nature of a memorial of the city council of West Tampa, Fla., 
favoring —— of the independence of Cuba; resolutions of 
sympathy with Cuba adopted by citizens of Quincy, Il.; memorial 
from the city council of Tampa, Fla., favoring the recognition of 
Cuba; resolutions.of a mass meeting of citizens of the city of Des 
Moines, lowa, praying Congress to recognize the freedom of tne 

ple of Cuba; tions of George A. McCall Post, No. 31, 
Brand Army of the Republic, of West Chester, Pa., favoring the 
recognition by this country of belligerent rights to Cuba; resolu- 


tions adopted by the city council of Jacksonville, Fla., in favor of | 
the recognition of the Guben revolutionists as belligerents; reso- 


lutions of Nassau Camp, No. 104, United Confederate Veterans, of 
Fernandina, Fla., favoring the recognition by the United States 
of the Cuban revolutionists as belligerents; resolutions of the Ohio 
Normal University, expressing sympathy for the Cuban insur- 
gents; resolutions of the students and teachers of the Normal Uni- 
versity of Ada, Ohio—the same place, I suppose—in favor of Cuba, 
and signed by other persons; resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
Kansas City, Mo., requesting Congress to recognize the belligerent 
rights of Cuba; resolutions of 149 citizens of Fairfield, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the ition of the Cuban revolutionists; resolutions of 


citizens of Newark, N. J., expressing for Cubans who are strug- | 


gling for independence their sympathy. These resolutions were 
oe meeting assembled in Newark on the 13th of 
1 

Then follows a memorial of citizens of Pueblo, Colo., express- 
ing sympathy for the Cuban insurgents. A large mass meeting 
seems to have been held for the purpose of getting up that expres- 
sion. Then follow a tion of citizens of Fremont, Nebr., ask- 
ing recognition of Cuban belligerents; resolutions adopted at 
Providence, R. L., December 20, 1895, asking Congress to recog- 
nize now the 
lutions of citizens of Akron, Ohio, in favor of the recognition of 
Cuban belli ; resolutions adopted at a mass meeting held 
at Kansas November 20, 1895, favoring recognition of Cuban 

; petition of the Houston Typographical Union, No. 
87, favoring recognition of Cuban insurgents; memorial of the 
students en teachers of the Ohio Normal University, at Ada, 


Ohio—an one; resolutions of the National Grange of 
Patrons of ing the acknowledgment of Cuban 
belligerency and sympathy to the Cuban cause; petitions 
of citizens of Dak., praying the Congress of the 
United States to grant to the Cubans belli nt rights; resolu- 
tions of a mass meeting of the people of Newark, N. J., recom- 


Soy 
for a as 


ts be accorded to Cuba; petition 
of the city of Philadelphia, praying 


og of the Cuban patriots in 
uations of sympathy with Cuban 
Florida demanding bellig- 
signed; is a petition from citi- 

same effect, largely signed, headed 


i 





t rights of the Cuban revolutionists; reso- | 
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| sentatives, but I have no doubt that what he 


this package of petitions, memorials, and resolution 
| see how many ot them are written in that way. 


} 





| hundreds of letters from business men al] 


i my colleague has brought me out on that point 
| ters from business men all over the country, which I did not 
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by the question, ‘‘ Shall Cuba be free?”; here are memorials from 
citizens of Florida, urging the Government of the United States 
to grant the Cuban combatants the rights of belligerents; a peti- 
tion of citizens of Ashland County, Ohio, in favor of the recogni- 
tion of Cuban independence; a petition praying for a speedy rec- 
ognition of belligerency in favor of the Cuban patriots in their 
struggle for freedom by the citizens of Hobart, N. Y.; a petition 
of the citizens of Oregon, favoring the recognition of th l 


- indae- 


pendence of Cuba, extensively signed; a petition of citizens of 
Chicago, 0il., praying for the speedy recognition as b ‘ents 
the Cuban patriots in their struggle for liberty, largely signed: a 


petition of sundry citizens of Akron, Ohio, in addition to those 
heretofore submitted; the petition of Amethyst Council, No 40, of 
Amethyst, Colo., A. P. A., for the recognition of the Cubans 
belligerents. 

Mr. President, I also hold here a mass of petitions signed by 
1,688 individual citizens from all over the United States. It would 
seem that almost every county in the United States is represented 
in this wide reach and range of petitions. 


as 


Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I am author 
ized to say that in the House of Representatives petitions and 
memorials from various parts of the United States to the same 
effect were presented, sufficient to fill a large box. There had 


been presented there many times the number that have been pre- 
sented in the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. We are all of us familiar with the methods by 
which a great many of these petitions come to us and are gotten up 
in all parts of the country. I do not know whether it is so in this 
case, but I presume it will be found by anybody who looks at these 


petitions that they are all upon printed headings sent out from a 
single source and signed and returned. The spontaneity of peti 
tions of this kind comes not from the country at large, but from 
Nerv York or Washington. 

I do not suppose that the Senator from Ohio had strictly the 
right to refer to anything that occurred in the House of Repre 
states is true; that 
this deliberate plan, this whole proceeding prepense,has gone on 
and that petitions have gone to the other House just as they have 
come here. 

Mr. MORGAN. In reply to what the Senator from Maine as- 
sumes or presumes in regard to these petitions, I will hand him 
s;and let him 


Mr. HALE. If the Senator will send them to my desk I shall 
be very glad to look at them. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator can investigate to see whether or 
not anybody has been putting up a fraud on the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States in this matter. 

Mr. FRYE. It is just exactly as easy to get remonstran 
signed as it is to get petitions signed, and they are ordinarily ob 
tained in the same way. I should like to inquire of my colleague 
if he has ever heard of a remonstrance being presented to Con- 
gress against the recognition of Cuban belligerent rights 

Mr. HALE. Yes. I will tell my colleague that [I have had 
over the country 
Mr. FRYE. Iam not talking about letters. 

Mr. HALE. They are to me of much more force 


and effect 
than these cut and dried petitions. I have had 


an!tilam glad 
hun ireds of let 
think it worth while to put before the Senate, protesting against 
this whole crusade. 

Mr. FRYE. Butthere never has been presented a remonstrance 
on the subject to either House of Congress by anybody. 

Mr. HALE. Letters are the best form of remonstrances that 
can be brought before Congress—earnest expressions of opinion 
of business and conservative men all over the country. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it has got to be the habit, and I 


think it isa very evil one, too, of men who are called business men 

men who own estates and property—setting themselves against 
Congress and against the public sentiment of the people of the 
United States, widely, universally, and sincerely expressed, in pri 
vate communications to Congress for the purpose of keeping down 
any legislation that might cost them a little money or a little dis- 


turbance of their peace or their business relations. I know we 
are in the presence of such difficulties as that; but men who thus 
seek privately to influence Senatorial action and are not willing 
to come out with their public protests and memorials and avow 
what they propose to have us do and to act upon are not much 
in the way of an enemy, when the American people happen to have 
one. 

What chance, Mr. President, have the few representatives of 
these Cuban insurgents, who are denounced as robbers, as pirates, 
as mulattoes, as negroes, as Spaniards and dagos, and as a con- 
temptible, low crowd by the high authorities, the ministerial 
authorities of Spain present in this Government, to manufacture 
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sentiment to influence the people of the United States or the Sen- 
ate or the House of Representatives? None whatever. They have 
neither the money nor the means with which to do it. ere is 
no indication in that mass of petitions of any false presentation of 
sentiment. I doubt not that every man who signed those peti- 
tions—and they are signed with pen and with pencil, and some of 
them signed with a cross mark—honestly expressed to the people of 
the United States what his convictions were. The Senator from 
Maine oes does not think that the legislature of New York 
or the legislature of Mississippi have gotten up any bogus repre- 
sentations here to us or have been operated upon by some spasm 
of indignation or patriotism to cause them tolay before us an earn- 
est admonition and request to grant belligerent rights and also 
independence to the Island of Cuba. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations had not supposed until 
this very moment that they were being dealt with improperly in 
the presentation of this great mass of petitions, and in all sin- 
cerity they have acted upon them as if they came-voluntarily 
from the American people and expressed their honest views. 

I brought these forward merely to show the amount of pressure 
that had been brought upon the Committee on Foreign Relations 
in the Senate, and in connection with that, to show how conserva- 
tive and careful had been the action of that committee. Not- 
withstanding this very great pressure, and notwithstanding the 
gratification we could have given to hundreds and thousands, if 
not millions, of the people of the United States by being prompt 
and urgent in our response to their demands, we have gone as 
slowly and as patiently as it was possible for us, with a decent 
respect for the opinions of mankind, to the step in this direction 
which we have taken at last. 

Not only that, but we were told in the debate the other day that 
the Spanish minister here had sent a paper or a memorandum of 
some kind before the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate which had not appeared anywhere in the papers in this case. 
There was such a paper sent to us, and it has not appeared. It 
was a memorandum sent by the Spanish minister through our 
Secretary of State, for the purpose of advising us of the situation 
of affairs in Cuba, with a view to get us to delay our action upon 
assurances from that minister that the steps which had already 
been taken in Cuba for the suppression of the rebellion were about 
to become successful. Any Senator who desires to do so is entirel 
at liberty to read it. So it is a matter of no consequence at all, 
except that, notwithstanding this great pressure of tions and 
memorials to which I have just referred, the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations hesitated, stopped in their movements for a 
month or more, to see whether or not the Spanish minister was 
correct in his view of the progress of the efforts in Cuba to sup- 

ress this insurrection and rebellion. Therefore we have not come 


fore the Senate of the United States or before the country with- 
out opinions deliberately formed, and without a careful investi- 
ation of every fact within our reach connected with this very 
delicate and very important subject. We have neither been asleep, 
nor have we been too hasty. 
We have tried to control our action by a profound 


d for the 
rights of Spain and the rights of the Government and the people 
of the United States, and a profound respect for the Senate of the 
United States. So that when we should come in here with our 
final action we should be able to present some scheme or project 
of action upon which both Houses could unite and which would 
present the views of the American people at this moment of time 
upon this great question, saying oe about what pro: we 
might make in our views upon further developments in either di- 
rection—either in favor of the revolutionists there or in favor of 
the Government of Spain—but confining ourselves, as we thought 
it our duty to do, to the situation as it appeared to be presented 
in the facts at the moment of our report. 

Now, I trust that after this, Mr. President, there will not be any- 
thing more said or even thought in respect of the action of the 
committee to the effect that it has either been inconsiderate, or 
that it has been hasty, or that it has been too slow. I believe we 
have acted as dutifully as it was possible for a committee to do. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Alabama 
yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. I have not been present during the entire time of 
the Senator's remarks, and I do not know whether or not he has 
referred to the statement of the Spanish minister, which, to the 
surprise of some of the Senate, was brought before the body on 
Friday. If he has not, before he closes I hope he will explain to 
us what in some respects was a mystery. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the chaifman of the 
Committee on Foreign tions, on Thursday referred to the 


Spanish case, which nobody outside of the committee before that |- 


had heard of, and stated that the committee did not have it be- 
fore them; that the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
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oun) had communicated with the State De ent and had 
learned the Spanish case from some statement of the Spanish ; ‘in 
ister, and had told the committee what it was. On the next morn. 
ing the junior Senator from Massachusetts corrected the Senator 
from Ohio, and stated that he had had no personal comm). 
tion with the Department, but that the case as made out for {ho 
Spanish Government by the Spanish minister had been prese)toq 
to the committee, and had been read to them by my colleacue 
Vang FRYE}, em which the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Typ» ;:| 
the third member of the committee, who sepesced upon the scene, 
rose in his place and stated that the resolutions which had |e, 
reported from the conference committee had never been })o-/\)re 
- oe on Foreign Relations and had never been approved 
y them. 

Now, the Senatorfrom Alabama [Mr. MorGAn], the fourth :em- 
ber of the committee, has arisen to more explanations. Befor: he 
sits down I hope he will state to the Senate whether the Coit. 
tee on Foreign Relations, which theSenate trusts as a consery tive 
committee to present this whole case to this body, did haye the 
statement of the Spanish minister, because members of the com- 
mittee complained bitterly that the Spanish minister had a})))oaro4 
and appealed to the country through the newspapers, but had pot 
approached the committee through the proper channels. | hoje 
the Senator will not leave the floor before stating, if the Spanish 
minister did through the State Department send a statement to the 
committee, why it was that in some way or other the comunittee 
did not report that fact to the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the notes of the Reporter will 
show that it has not been ten minutes since I stated that whole 
thing to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I have just stated to the Senator that I was not 
present here all the time, and did not hear all he had said. 

Mr. MORGAN. I cannot keep the Senator from Maine in his 
seat, of course, but [ a I must go back and repeat what [ 
have said for his satisfaction. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will ask the Senator to explain—for | (lo 
not think he has done that to the satisfaction of the Senate. al- 
though I was not here—why it was, if the committee had that doc- 
ument, had that statement, and had that case, it did not at some 
time, before it was unwarily disclosed to us by the Senator from 
Ohio, report it to the Senate, and give us the benefit of it’ 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine is a lawyer. ani he 
knows it is very seldom that an affidavit or a statement made on 
a motion for a continuance is offered in evidence on a fina! trial. 

Mr. HALE. But this is not the case of a new trial. The Sen- 
ate has never decided this case, and Congress has never decided it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wish to say that what the Senator 
from Maine has said is not a correct statement of what | cither 
said or did. 

Mr. HALE. Did not the Senator say—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not engage in any wrangle about it. 
I will refer to the Recorp. 

Mr.HALE. Certainly we understood the Senator from ()hio. the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, to state that tle 
Spanish case had been os by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGe}, who had in communication with the State 

ent, and who had told the committee what it was. The 
next day the Senator from Massachusetts himself rose in his place 
— oa an from ae stated that the = 
the ish minister was brought to the entire committee. | lis- 
poets omg vain, Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. If I can get the floor long enough to make an 
answer to a question that is a deal longer than my speech, ! 
will try to do it, and try to satisfy the Senator fzom Maine about 
this business before I get through. A 

aan was anxious to delay action in the Senate of the United 
States. Spain was afraid, 1 suppose, that this grave body would 

into a tantrum, and finding an opportunity, woul’ launch 
orth some very bell t declarations in regard to Cuba. And 
so the minister from Spain sent a memorandum to the Secretary 
of State, Mr. Olney, forth, according to what he thought, 
cone view of the si on in Cuba as well as in Spain Mr. 
Olney, so far as I know (I know nothing about it; the chairman of 
the committee can correct me if I am mistaken about it). ©o"- 
cluded that it was his duty to send that paper to the Senate comint- 
tee. Ido not know whether it was called for or not. But at all 
— the a to the Senate emagerey - was - Qt oe 
in an orm. original which was submitte 
by the minister to the Secretary of State was sent to the 
committee. I was not there when the paper arrived, nor was 
there when it was being read, being ed from the committee 
some f tous matter. i came in just about the time of the 
of the session, and the chairman called my attention to the 
from been read, and it 
being in the hands of the clerk of the committee, I asked leave to 
glance over it, as it was going right back to the State Departwent; 











1896. 


i  ————————————————————————— 


and I looked it over. The only impression it made upon me at the 

time was that it was a plea for continuance, for postponement, on 
of Spain. 

the PaTALE. Let me ask the Senator—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I have it here. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not going to ask the Senator about the text 
of the memorandum; but was any indication ever given to the 
Senate by the Committee on Foreign Relations that that commit- 
tee had had any such paper—— ; j 

Mr. MORGAN. There was no occasion for it. : 

Mr. HALE. Or that there was any case on the other side until 
it was unwarily brought out by the Senator from Ohio? ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Ah, there is no use for the Senator from Maine 
to attempt to cast suspicion upon the integrity of the Committee 
on Foreign ions in a matter of this kind. 

Mr. HALE. I do not attempt to cast suspicion upon the integ- 
rity of the committee, but I do say that there is a general feeling 
that the committee itself has not communicated to the Senate any 
information whatever upon which it has based its action, and it 
never was more illustrated than it was on Friday, when the Sen- 
ator from Indiana (Mr. TuRPie], in his seat, said that the resolu- 
tions reported by the committee of conference had never been 
approved by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have the floor on this question, and 
to keep it until I get through with it. 

The Senator can prevent me from asking a ques- 


T 


am 
going 
Mr. 
Cha 
. Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator from Maine is endeavoring to raise 
a case of surmise and suspicion against the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, that they have concealed from this body some fact that 
bears upon the condition of the case as stated by Spain. I will 
read the paper and comment on it as I go along, for the purpose 
of showing that nothing has been withheld here that Spain con- 
tended for at all. Nothing has been attributed to Spain that she 
does not admit, except perhaps in some casual remark by a Sena- 
tor. But nothing in the way of facts has been presented on this 
floor in behalf of the committee that Spain does not admit. 
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| could not chase them down sufficiently to capture them. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Not merely the executive government, but 
the whole Congress moved backward and forward until they had 
nine habitations in the United States. The British Government 
Where 
was our Government when this Capitol was set afire and burned 


| to the ground by the British who came across the Atlantic Ocean? 


| 





| prefects of the different districts of Cuba. 


| change their government from place to place? 


A fugitivein Virginia. What wasitslocal habitation then? Does 


| this gentleman expect to make a point upon the people of Cuba 


because they are compelled in the exigency of their situation to 
Yet the truth is, as 
is shown by reports made and published in the Evening Star from 
Captain Mannix, who visited the place on two occasions, that 
there has been from the outbreak of the revolution a permanent 
capital in Cuba, at Cubitas, on the top of the mountains at the 
eastern end of the island. It has never been changed, it has never 
been attacked, and it has never been approached by the Spaniards. 
It is the place from which justice is administered and the civil 
law is executed in its protection of the rights of property, life, 
and liberty. 

So the complaint of Martinez Campos, which is contained in 
the telegram that he sent to Mr. Dupuy de Lome, is merely that 
the insurgent government has no fixed residence. ‘* They came 
to the villas and have returned to Camaguey.” What does he 
mean by “‘returned to Camaguey”? He means they came to the 
villas for the purpose of executing their orders and administering 
justice, as Mr. Mannix explains, through the prefects and sub- 
When they had gotten 


| through with the establishment of civil government and their 
| inspection of the offices of civil government there, they returned 


to Camaguey. Camaguey is the capital province of Cuba, and 
Cubitas is the town, the village, if you please, in which that gov- 
ernment is established, and has been from the beginning. ‘The 
Spaniards have never dared even to attempt to attack it. 

That seems to have been a necessary part of the programme 


| which Mr. Dupuy de Léme wants to lay before the Government 
| of the United States in order to satisfy us that it would never do 


for us to recognize the belligerency of a government which is scat- 


Mr. HALE. I am very glad at this late day to have the Senator | tered about as that is from place to place. 


bring in the r he has. 


Mr. MO 


If the establishment of a government as a civil government de- 


. Itisnotalateday. The paper was sent back | pends upon the place where it is obliged to be in order to escape 


to the State Department because the Secretary of State required | from capture, then, of course, those men can never establish civil 
it tobe done. He did not communicate to us a copy of it, as I government until they have first conquered and driven the Span- 


think he should have done. He should have left it with the com- 
mittee instead of keeping it as a state paper which he would not 
communicate. So on last Saturday I wrote to the Secretary of 
State and asked him for a copy of the paper. Hisreply to me was 
that he would consult the Spanish minister and, if he consented 
to it, I might have a copy. 

Mr. HALE. Did he cofisent? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Mr. Olney says: 


My Dear Sir: The § minister says he has noobjection to your read- 
ing the inclosed as part of your speech to the Senate on the Cuban resolu- 
tions. Iaccordingly send it to you. 


There Spain, through her minister, seems to have some closer 
relation to the Sec of State than has the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. He can send a paper up through the Sec- 
retary of State to be read in our committee room and withdrawn 
and carried back to the files of the State Department and kept 
there, not communicated; and when I asked that the paper might 
be sent here the says, ‘“‘I will confer with the Spanish 
minister, and if he consents to it I will let you have a copy.” 

The committee did not keep a copy of the paper, as perhaps 
they might have done and as perhaps they ought to have done, be- 
cause they regarded it isely in the light in which it was in- 
tended to be considered, as a — on the part of Spain for 
further time, that we would delay action until Spain got ready 
to have some very favorable report made by the Senate of the 
United States in her behalf. There is added to this a paper dated 
the 11th of January, 1896, marked ‘‘ Confidential.” r do not be- 
an that paper was before the committee, but I am not certain 
of it: 

Str: In reply toa 


whichI addressed to the governor-general of Cuba, in 


pos some questions whose answers I have 
not been able to inclose in my memorandum of yesterday for the short time 
I bal at my command, I have received the following answer: 

The rgent government has no fixed residence. They came 
to the Villas have returned to ener. One hardly knows where they 
Wander about as soon as a column of the army goes in their persecution. 
They do not live nor reside in any inhabited place, and do not exercise any 
act of civil government.” 


That is all true, no doubt—all true. How many places of habi- 
tation did the t of the confederacy have during the 


governmen 
Revolutionary war in the United States? Nine different places to 
which they resorted, 


escaping from the British in one quarter to 
find protection in another. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Continental Congress moved back and 
forth from place to place. 








iards out. 

Mr. HALE. 
him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. HastheSenator read that most interesting account 
of the peregrination and wanderings of the correspondent of the 
Evening Star in trying to find this nebulous capital, in which he 
entirely failed? 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is that the name—Captain Mannix? 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that there exists at the 
place which he has named anything that is in the form of a repre- 
sentative government? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. Does he believe that at this place, at this small 
village which the correspondent either did not find or barely found, 
there exists any such legislative body, any such judicial tribunal, 
any such head of the army and the navy as existed at Mont 
gomery, and afterwards at Richmond, in the Confederacy, or as 
existed all through the war of the Revolution, at the time of the 
rebellion, if you call it so—the war against Great Britain? Does 
the Senator believe that any such condition exists in Cuba to-day, 
or has existed for the last year? 

Mr. MORGAN. I supposed I had the floor for the purpose of 
explaining this paper and making some remarks upon it. But | 
find I am here only for the purpose of answering questions like a 
school child at a kindergarten. 

Mr. HALE. It is not my fault if the Senator appears lil 


Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask 


Captain Mannix? 


a 
school child who ought to be questioned, It is not my fault 
Mr. MORGAN. No; Iwill come at the Senator about that and 


put him on hisanswer to questions. When he got up here he asked 


} me if I had read an article published in the Evening Star, in which 


| its correspondent had wandered all through Cuba and had faile« 


to find the capital. 

Mr. HALE. Or barely found it. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir. In the first question the Senator put 
to me he said Captain Mannix had failed to find it. Then, when 
he found that Captain Mannix, whose story he read just as well 
as I have, did find it, and not only found it, but afterwards re- 
turned to it and was treated with great hospitality and kindne 
while he was there, and had to march for miles on foot 


$4 


, meeting 


with many guards, in order to get there—when he found that he 
says perhaps Captain Mannix found it, and if he did it was some 
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miserable little village or place, one, perhaps, that a decent gov- 
ernment had not any right to be at. 

Mr. HALE, I took the Senator's words about a village. It is 
a very small place. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a small place. 

Mr. HALE. With that interruption, I am not going to worry 
the Senator any Pe 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator does not worry me. He is wor- 


rying—— 

Mr. HALE. I had the honor to address the Senate on the sub- 
ject a few days ago, and I welcomed interruption. I was inter- 
rupted by several Senators. 

r. MORGAN. I donotcare about discussing that matter. If 
the Senator will just let me have a little breath of time to say a 
word or two together, it will be all right. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think that any Senator can prevent the 
Senator from Alabama from occupying—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I will prevent interruption by refusing to let 
the Senator interrupt me. 

Mr. HALE. I will not interrupt the Senator again. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do not doit any more. If the Senator does, I 
will call him to order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. While the Senator from Alabama takes a 
breath, will he allow me to make a statement about Cubitas? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not only is the statement of the Senator 
from Alabama correct, but it is to be borne in mind that Captain 
Mannix described fully, when he went to Cubitas, exactly how he 
went, what train he took; that he went to Matanzas. Hedescribes 
the whole physical conformation of the country after he reached 
the interior we where is the capital. He describes his return 
from it, and he afterwards described another visit which he liter- 
ally made there. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, a second visit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And that the Spanish Government, with 
that information in their hands, have not taken the capital and 
never have dared to try to take the capital is very good evidence 
that the insurgents, whether or not they need to have a capital to 
entitle them to recognition as belligerents, have a capital, and that 
even all the Spanish troops in Cuba can not reach and capture it. 

Mr. MORGAN, Gomez and Maceo have come nearer to cap- 
turing — than the Spanish Crown has ever come to captur- 
ing Cubitas. 

r. CHANDLER. The insurgents have been within a half 
dozen miles of Habana, and there is no evidence that the Spanish 
troops have been within 50 miles of Cubitas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The insurgents have been within 10 miles of 
Habana within a few days. 

Mr. MORGAN. That so great aman and so great ———_ as 
Campos, in reply to the telegram of the minister, could state no 
better reason than that for discarding the existence of a civil gov- 
ernment in Cuba is something which to me is very surprising. 
Why did he not say a Cuban Government does exist; it has its pre- 
fects and subprefects, its collectors of taxes, its judicial iza- 
tion? Why dia he not say that it is supreme over the military, 
and that Gomez and Maceo hold their commissions to-day signed 
by Cisneros and countersigned by the secretary of war, combin- 
ing together, the civil and military authority, all of the elements 
of a republic except a navy? They have not any navy because 
they have no money to buy ships and no chance to build them. 
The mere fact that Gen. Martinez Campos should say no more 
against the Government of Cuba than he said in this dispatch 
is enough to convince any sincere man, it seems to me, of the 
actual existence of that Government in Cuba. 

More than that, that government is nota stranger to Cuba. It 
is the same government, headed by the same men, Cisneros as 

ident, Gomez as commander of the army, which capitulated 

1878, hauled down the flag of the lone star of Cuba upon terms 
and conditions made with Spain which recognized, wey rec- 
ognized, their existence at that time as a republic. en they 
went out as a republic they yielded up their sovereign authority, 
as they claimed it, into the hands of the mo of Spain, 
When it is found, as will be demonstrated even more fully than it 
has been, and beyond the power of all denial, that Spain has broken 
every covenant in that capitulation, when Cisneros comes back to 
the head of the civil ere and Gomez comes back to the 
head of the war establishment, and they hold a convention for the 
purpose of establishing a constitution which is now printed in the 
records of Congress, sent to us by the Secretary of State—when 
that has been done, it is too late for General Campos or any 
else to say that a government does not exist in the Island of Cuba 
on the part of the revolutionists which has power over life, liberty, 
and property ; and to-day-when a citizen of the United 
States, of Spain, of Cuba, or of any o government comes within 
the purview of its power he is bound to yield his be- 
cause it is at least a government de facto. : 

If an American citizen in the heart of the province of Camaguey 
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should lend or give a thousand dollars to this provisional goy,.;),. 
ment, or this government de facto, for the purpose of carry in. 
the war and the Spanish monarchy after the war was over s)),.\< 
arrest him on the island and try him for that as an act of tre.<,,, 
or as a breach of their laws against the insurrection the G.\ 
ment of the United States would be bound to thrust its ar), 
and say, ‘“‘Stop, you can not try this citizen and condemn hj) 
obedience to a government de facto established in Cuba whic), 
did not have the power at the time to overthrow.” That i- 
situation, stated in a very brief way, but in a concise and per 
ous one, I trust, so that there can be no doubt left about it. 
government is powerful enough to protect any man who is \ 
reach of its influence, even though he enters its armies an: 
the oath of allegiance to it, because he can not refuse to do | 
is conscripted or if enlistment is demanded of him. 

The Spanish minister then on to state his reasons wh 
should not recognize the belligerency of the Cubans. He |\y< 
them out in extenso at an early day in the month of January: | 
do not recall the date. What does he say about it? ; 

Sugar does not pay direct taxes. The especial tax on manufacture \ 
ished. The only tax now paid by sugar is 75 cents per ton on expor: 
the name of “load permit.” 

If the crop could be entirely lost, and the average exportation of 61),\:( 
were absolutely impossible, the loss for the treasury would be $450,/1) 
is less than 1 per cent of the war expenses. 

The insurgents do not occupy any part of the country permanent!y 

That means the men in arms, of course, the insurgents. They 
**do not occupy any = of the country permanently.” General 
Washington's army did not occupy any part of this country per. 
manently while the Revolutionary war was going on. His ariny 
was operating from Quebec down to Savannah, back and fortli, 
oftener chased than chasing. ova however, who lived in 
the country were some of them hostile to the Government of Great 
Britain and some were friends to it. They were divided u) int, 
parties that were called Whig and Tory, in some communities 
about equally divided, and in some the Tories had the ascendency. 
They were not called the insurgents. It,was the army lo jy 
General Washington that was called the army of the rebeilivn, 
the insurgent army. They moved about, of course, as militar 
necessity required, from place to place. They had no great forts 
that they could fortify and remain in, and the Cubans would nit 
take Morro Castle and agree to hold it as against a fleet, because 
they have not the powder and ammunition to do it with. They 

d not do it. is not their style of fighting. Their cam- 
paign is not suited to any such exigency. He says: 

The insurgents do not occupy any of the country permanently. If 
they would occupy a well-known one army would be there immediat 

That is to say, they will not sit down and let the Spaniards come 
up and cut their throats, and that is a very bad thing to do. 

As they are all mounted and are continually*changing horses it is easier for 
them to outmarch the troops. 

- We know that is so. 

Their tactics has always been not to engage in a fight, and to destroy al! the 
cultures and to attack the small towns garrisoned only by a very small (urce 
of militia. 

Legitimate warfare, proper, good tactics. 

If there are more than 20 soldiers they never epgosech the blockhouses. 
Only when their forces greatly outnumber those of the army a part of them 
stands to fight to better allow the others to follow their usual tactics 

That is from General Campos, an extract from that same dispatch. 
That is a serious t for General Campos to make ayainst 
the Cubans, but the Cubans were ing him with those tactics 
all the time. drove him off the island, and they sent him |) 
miles with his c of staff at ttime on foot through the 
morasses of Cuba, after the army and drivenit 
until he could not find it. I donot wonder that he complain d at 
it. But, Mr. President, the complaints have been getting !ou''' 
ard louder from that day to this, and these Cuban tactics, it secins, 
ave too much for the power of the Spanish army. He says: 

Please nee et eet my memorandum, and accept 
eee E. DUPUY DE LOME 


Now, here comes the memorandum: 
is unchanged, and probably, faking Gulp im gunsideration the foal r. 
ation e al res of 
Gon : by ral of the two Cuban leaders, Maximo 
Gomez and Maceo. | | 
twomen to the Province of Matan2s 


aan command of 

Habana and to the limits of del Rio has been prepared with ('s 
intention of producing # theatrical effect and to impress the public 9) inion 
in the United States. 


Presi that traged ; they been } j i dit has 
jatiean slaved with : ther. That theatrical effec’ about 
which Mr. Reoer ae has been a very severe ¢" ct 
upon the military situation of Spain in Cuba. He says: 

bable been —and in this they have ut! rly 

ghtmaniarna maa pempteraabs 
m™m 5 

‘A month's time has revealed that they did not fail in (hat 

Maceo went down in Pinar del Rio and came back with an «my 








1896. 








timated at an increase of 10,000 soldiers, more than 
ot [eee following Maceo in the hope of getting guns from 
the hands of the Spaniards or their dead comrades when they 
were killed in battle. 


The reports of the press and of interested persons have presented the in- 


victorious army marching toward the capital of the island, and 
omreye evel considered the possibility of the investment of Habana. 
They might well have done so. Circumstances have been 
strongly tending in that direction. 


Nothing further from the truth— 


Says the minister, and yet we hear by every mail that comes 
from Habana of the burning of railroad stations, the breaking up 
of the trains, and the destruction of the railroad lines within 7,3, 
10. and 15 miles all around Habana. 


To understand the war in Cuba it is necessary to bear in mind the nature 
of the soil— 

Now, mark this— 

the soil and the kind of warfare that isonly possible there. The 

the aaturesiecnuatet the Spanish forces had to comply with the moral duty 

of every government to protect as much as possible the private property. 

The army has been scattered to garrison the sugar estates, and has been suc- 

cessful to a great extent in preventing the burning of the buildings and the 

of the mach . The rest of the forces have been in constant 

a of the insurgents, 


gor poe oa. to remain in apiece, chem 
wander abou su ng in having en ments, which have 
= decisive, Shaan the policy of the enemy been to disband at 
the approach of the forces of the army. os 

war against the ts in Cuba can only be compared with irregu- 
lar guerrilla wars and Indian wars, in which only by mere chance it is possi 
ble to deal a severe and decisive blow. 

The same war, with the same guerrilla bands, that drove Napo- 
leon out of Spain; the same tactics—Spanish tactics—applied to the 
Spanish army by these poor vagrant Cubans of whom he 
speaks. 

speace can only be attained by the constant persecution of the bands, 
oa oe nes them from establishing themselves in a part of the country. 
by lessening their number, by consvant engagements, and by discouraging 
them. diminishing their rescurces and proving them that— 


“ To them” I suppose he meant— 


that they can not succeed, because the greater and better part of the country 
not only is not with them, but against t ; 

That is a dolorous outlook for a man who is going to conquer 
that co in a few short months. How long are we to wait | 
here until tactics and Spanish power can provide for 
Sparish authority in Cuba, against this declaration that ‘‘ peace 
can only be attained by the constant persecution of the bands, by 
preventing them from establishing themselves in a part of the 
on by lessening their number, by constant engagements,” | 
etc.? If that is the only chance to get poe in Cuba, good-bye | 
to peace in that island; it will never be realized except when | 
the Spanish power has consented to the independence of the 
people. 

This fact— 


z 
i 


has been completely demonstrated in the actual campaign. The insurgents, 
i another, and have traversed a large 


to 

doing so they have not been gaining ground, but 
changing the field of their operations. ae 
The two leaders the Cuban rebels, the Dominican Maximo 
Antonio Maceo, are now in the province of Habana 
has been deemed necessary to withdraw an 
from Puerto Principe, Santa Clara,and the west- 
Cuba, nothing has occurred there, showing not 
at their disposal, but also that the country at 


meeting has ever been held in the 

Zz revolution outside of Habana to indi- | 
cate that ae as Sehepantie. of Cubaare in favor of the 
monarchy against the blic. 


It seems that this ought to be the moment to show sympathy and give sup- 


eaten ot the Spanish commander-in-chief has been called 
capital of the island. 


this mean? It is a suit to us, a petition to us, not 
the action demanded of us by the 
their petitions and memorials and 
but it is a moment that ought ‘to show 


ee and when the attention of the Spanish com- 
mander- cial tee Cex, called near the political and business 
That is to say, it is a confession that Gomez 
is the critical moment at 
the United States ought to give its sup- 
Spain as against the Cubans. | 
become the solicitors of our 

angry with the le of the 
waiteel ee a expressed for _— —_ 

Sete i ene and done a 

else to drive them our coasts w. they applied here for | 
No words more plainly | 
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| a Spaniard. 


| that the 
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express what is demanded of us than is contained in that paper. 
He proceeds: 


The present advance is not 


lificult toexplain 
had an engagement, if I we 


Maximo Gomez and Maceo 








liremember, on the end of November. in the State 
of La Reforma, near the line dividing the Pr ne f Puerto Principe from 
the Province of Santa Clara. The conmamander of the Spanish troops de 
feated what he thought was the main | f the enemy, and went in the 
persecution of him in the region knownas Camaguey n Maceo and Maximo 
Gomez, taking advantage of the nature of the soi shed two bodies to 
the west, leaving the Spanish columns and lines to their r ard. It was 
the beginning of the raid that has brought so muc! tr ) property 


and that has so greatly influenced the public op 


There he confesses that Gen. Martinez Campos was outwitted 
and defeated, in fact, in his purpose by Maceo and Gomez, and he 
laments that that is 


the cause of the destruction of th re 
amount of property in the Habana district and also down in Pinar 
del Rio: 

Nothing is easier, although unfortunate, than what has been done by the 
two Cuban leaders. They areat the head of afew thousand men, in their great 
majority negroes, mounted, without commissary department to d y il 
movements. They meet or disband, according to the necessit occa 
sion, marching continually. stealing and changing hors : : reg 
ular army, running and disbanding when the soldiers rea ng 
only a few shots, to reform again, sending marauding parties t roy the 
cane fields. 

A new description, a new history, of Francis Marion of the 


American Revolution. We did not find any fault with Francis 
Marion’s tactics. We looked at the splendid results achieved by 
that gallant and devoted man, and his name will go down to his- 
tory among the most splendid lights of the American military 
family. 








It is well to say that nothing is easier than to burn the sugar cane. It has 
always been in Cuba acurrent proverb that a negro with a b f matches 
ean prevent the gathering of the total sugar crop. The destruction has been 
confined, with very few sad exceptions, to the cane fields,a thing that has 


been impossible to prevent, as everybody familiar with the condition of the 
island well knows. They have not dared to approach the buildings and plan 
tations that were protected by detachments of the army or volunteers, nor 
have they, in all the time that the revolution has lasted, tried to attack or 
hold any town of mediumimportance. Not asingle town or village has ri 

in their favor, raising the rebel flag, although the bulk of the bands has passed 


| sometimes at a near distance 


As it has been said above, the military situation of 
changed. The insurgents have not cained ground 

At the beginning of the military operations, after the arrival, late in De 
cember, of the third army corps of the 25,000 men to the Island of Cuba, and 
when the dry season was well settled, the insurgent chief 
raid with the intention,that has not been 


the island has not 


s have made a bold 


oncealed, of influencing public 
opinion abroad. Thatisall. They know that they can not saccced, and their 
only hope is founded, directed by the Junta of New York, in what they most 
desire—in the possibility of bringing difficulties in the relations of Spain and 


the United States. The Junta has not succeeded, alth 
they have not been able, although engaged continually 
neutrality laws that they have never obeyed, and now they look for a 
rect intervention to help them in a fight that they can not 


1zh it has tried t 
in it, to violate the 






} » indi 
win because tl 


| are asmall minority 


The insurgents have ridden through the provinces of Matanzas— 
Listen to this— 


The insurgents have ridden through the provinces of 
Clara and nothing else— 


That was in January— 


Matanzas and Santa 


destroying a great deal of property of noncombatant 


3’, not only of the sup 

porters of the Government, but also of foreigners. The excuse for such acts 

| of unnecessary vandalism is that they want tocut the resources of the Spanish 
Government. This reason is too preposterous. The tax derived from sugar 


in the Island of Cuba can sustain an army of 
only for a comparatively short time 

Therefore it is preposterous. That is all they had—their sugar 
and tobacco—for exportation, to get money with, and I have always 
understood that any belligerent power not only would, but that 
it had the right to destroy the resources of the enemy by burning 
up his crop or whatever else he had that would contribute to his 
strength. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was done on both sides in 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course it was. 

The real reason of the destruction is to punish the landowners f: 
loyal support to the Spanish Government, which repr 
and civilization in the island 

Well, I really enjoy rea ling such words coming from the pen of 
** Peace, freelom, and civilization in the island” 
and at the same time to drive to their ranks the many laborers that will be 
left without the means of subsistence, and to prevent the d rtion in their 
ranks that were anticipated the moment that many thousands of men that 
have been driven to their ranks by the crisis brought a by the low prices 
of sugar in the last years would be offered honorable means of 
salary. 

The rebel bands that have been presented to the American public as an 
army have been near Habana. They have not beenable to attack or even to 
surround the city, and it seems absurd even to consider it. remembering that 
to the present moment they have not even tried to hold a 


over 100,000 men in campaigr 


our civil war. 


* their 
‘ 


scnta peace, freedom, 





ning a 


T piace where to 
' establish what they call their government They have destroyed the rail 
roads in Matanzas, but these have been immediately repaired and are rur 


ning, and have brought part of the troops by which they have immediat 
been surrounded. They are so now, and by enough forces to give us the } 
will be compelled to fight, and that their r« t toa more favor 
able field for the operations of guerrilla bands will be prevented 


I suppose that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hauer} wou 


uld be 


delighted with a resolution passed by the Senate of the United 


trea 
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States that the Cuban forces should stop and fight and should not 
run any more into the swamps, like Marion did. That would suit 


exactly. Thatis the sort of support we could give to Spain down 
there that would be of material assistance. 


If the military situation has not changed, and to a certain point is better, 
the political also is not changed. The rebels, to answer the request of their 
sympathizers abroad, have formed what they name a government, and have 
written a constitution for the only purpose of printing it in the New York 
papers. But that government has no place where to reside; it has been 
yeadering from one place to another in the fastnesses of the mountain of 
Najasa. They have no regular functions; there is nocivil government; they 
do not exercise any jurisdiction in fact. The only one is that exercised by 
the rebel bands that wander about without a place where to rest. The direc- 
tion of the rebellion is on the field and chiefly by the organization that with 
the name of * Junta’ resides in New York, and is composed of individuals 
= nave —" the American nationality and sworn allegiance to the 

merican 4 

It is said in Cuba that the actual war has been imported against the will of 
a large malority of the country. ars has been planned abroad; for 
years political clubs established in the Uni States and in some countries 
of South America have collected funds and prepared the uprising, and when 
a law giving a large measure of self-government to the island, accepted and 
voted even by the Cuban deputies of the Home Rule party, was passed, when 
they were losing all hopes of having followers in Cuba, the war was imported 
by eaders that are mostly foreigners cr colored men, and ‘that were nearly 

1 of them abroad. 

The insurrection has spread, and it is not a wonder, taking into considera- 
tion the class of men that form its ranks. Out of a few young and _enthusi- 
astic men who have nee the ranks of the rebels, only what would be called 
in all countries old aeapogees are at the head of the revolution. Not only 
they have not established a government, hut they will not be able to form 
one, even if it were possible that the Island vt Cuba would be separated from 


Spain. 

Tne advance of the bands of Gomez and Maceo has brought close together 
all the a parties of the island deciding to support the Spanish Govern- 
ment, use even the most liberal and radical the Home Rule oy 
xnow oe og and law are impossible in the present condition of the islan 
withou n, 

In this revolution the negro element has the most im t 
only the principal leaders are colored men, but at least eight-tenths of their 
opens. The black population of the island forms a little more than one- 
third of the 1,600,000 Cubans, but they are strong and numerous in the eastern 
part, and the result of the war, if the island could be declared en ener 
will be a secession of the biack’ element and a black republic on that part o 

e island. 

The revolutionary organization that from New York has directed the pres- 
ent uprising has been mistaken in its cere of the forces of Spain. 
They did not e that Spain could send in a short time alarge army with 
such facility and in Spanish bottoms. At the same time they have not been 
able to suppose that in could have, as she has and will have, the necessary 
money to sustain what she is bound to sustain, the integrity of her territory. 
They could not understand the unanimous and stanch determination of the 

litical parties and of everybody in Spain to sacrifice the last man and the 
ast dollar to prevent a bad minority of people without standing in the island 
to oblige the anes. to accept, against their will, a change of govern- 
ment that will bring the total destruction of an island that is to-day the rich- 
est territory of the ish-speaking nations in America. 

In all what is said— 


I suppose “ that” is meant— 


in favor of a few thousand rebels; all is forgotten about the large majority 
of Cubans loyal to Spain and ruined by the revolution; nothing is said of the 
hundreds of thousands of citizens born in Spain, but who haye lived since 
childhood in Cuba, and by their economy and thrift have built the foun 
tion of the riches of the island; nothing of the foreigners that want to 
protected against their deliverers. 

The insurgents have not shown that they can succeed; they have not estab- 
lished a government and will not be able to establish one. It is the 
of everybody that in a very short time the main body of the insurgents, which 
isin a critical position, will be dealt with; but if the chances of war should 


make nec the increasing of the Spanish forces, it is not idle to state 
that according to the latest ers of the war department of Spain, the Ist of 
January, 1896, the roll call of the standing army in Spain was over 83,000 men; 
and at the same time that in the system of mobilization that has brought to 


Cuba three army corps of 25,000 men each, 43 battalions of 1,000 men have not 


been touched, and can be sent at a moment's notice. 

The Cuban insurgents are, and represent, a small minority of the 
the island; they do net occupy permanently any town or of the te 
the principal feature of the revolution is a radical war; the 
government established, and no civil and judicial jurisdiction is exercised; 
the revolution has been started from ab: , is maintained by foreign aid, and 
its last and only hope is to be ee by foreign intervention, o ed by 
a systematic presentation of facts. 

Now, I have read the whole of that miraculous and mysterious 
paper, and I have shown that it is what I claimed it to be, a mere 

tition for delay. And the Senate granted it by giving the delay, 

y waiting to see whether or not the conjectures of the minister 
from Spain would be realized in the near future or how the tide 
would turn. 

Very soon after this was handed in, the Spanish Government, 
despairing of any conquest of the insurrectionists of Cuba through 
the powers of Martinez Campos, who was the greatest man, both 
in a military sense and in the sense of being a t statesman 
that Spain has Po in a century, finding that he could 
not accomplish the t of the uest of Cuba, recalled him 
and sent Weyler in his place. rae threw the sword of extermi- 
nation into the scale by sending Weyler to Cuba, and they deter- 
mined that Cuba should feel the that leaves nothing to grow 
after it has struck. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will it be convenient for the Senator from 
Alabama to go on now, or does he desire that the Senate shall ad- 
journ so that he may finish his argument to-morrow? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will yield as soon as I mention one more fact 
which I wish to go into the Rzcorp this evening. 


Not 


ie of 
‘tory; 
have not a civil 





Mr. SHERMAN. Allright. 

_ Mr. MORGAN. The senior Senator from Maine [Mr. 11; F] 

in his speech in opposition to this resolution and in opposition ;; 
the independence and the belligerent rights of Cuba, deliy:r.) jn 
the Senate last week, relied almost entirely and based his jr.y. 
ment upon an alleged dispatch that was received from the proijcr 
of the Spanish Government. He read it at with an attentive 
r ul, almost religious presentation, and after he had vot ten, 
it upon record he based his argument upon it to show the may. 
nanimity of the Spanish Government, to show the grounds «f ¢},:}; 
action in Cuba, and to show their relations with the Governinent 
of the United States. 

Now comes out the declaration of Mr. Castillo that he wrote no 
such dispatch and was not ible forit. The Senator from 
Maine was overreached; he k the Spaniard; the Spaniard 
it appears, had neither mercy nor consideration in his heart for th¢ 

J. le of Cuba. These r mulattoes, negroes, vagalonds, 
esc by the Spanish minister, eo Léme, have no recog- 
nition at the court of Spain; never have and never will have: 
and they quarrel with any American citizen, particularly with ayy 
Southern man who was raised ina n community, who has been 
the owner of slaves, because he stands up on the floor of the Senate 
of the United States and demands for them all the rights of yey, 
The Senator from Maine, when he ts these questions to the 
Senate of the United States, negatives that demand. HH» is jot 
willing that they should be free men in Cuba, and I tak: it for 


— that he is not willing they should be free men here. niless 
y some hook or by some crook they can be made to vote the Re 
publican ticket. 


I will close, Mr. President, at this place, retaining the floor, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to mea 
moment to obtain the consideration of a bill for the benetit of a 


private soldier, 
Mr. SHERMAN, I yield tothe Senator from Minnesota. 
MICHAEL RYAN. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1816) for the relief of Michael Ryan, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
War to revoke the order dishonorably discharging Privat: Michael 
Ryan, eneeny I, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, on 
September 20, 1865, and to issue to him an honorable discharge 
from the military service of the United States as of that date. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN . [renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o'clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 17, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonpDay, March 16, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read, cur- 
rected, and approved. 

BERNARD CAMPBELL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following mess ye from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


In to the resolation of the House of 
13, 1896, I transmit a report 
of 


EXECUTIVE MANSION 
Washington, March 13, 1896. 
KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND MEMPHIS RAILROAD (\\? ANY. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H.R.5)-! 1) 
thorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis Railro:! (om 
ny to extend its line of railroad into the Indian Terni. 'y. and 
or other purposes, with Senate amendment. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


On section 1, line * Provided,” insert: 
OTbet euch eke pees aes 50 feet in width on each side of the central 
line of the road. Said also shall have the right to take anc use '? 
purposes a strip of 
wa 


station = og i, wee Soot im width. by a length of 2.(0¥) feet, 12 
addition. to righ an extent no paced 
miles of road comstrected 


resentatives of February 
from _the Secretary of State, and accompanying 
ee to the claim of Bernard Campbell against the Government 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


within one station for « ach 2 
the limit of said reservation: /” vided 


Mr. ‘MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment just read. 


The amendment of the Senate was in, 








1896. 






ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


EAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5564) au- 
ones the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company to con- 
sruct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes, with Senate amendments. 
The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 
2, section 1, line 13, after the words “Indian Territory,” insert, 


On page town of Wyandotte, where said railway company shall 
euch ont Susie a depot within one-half mile of the business center of said 


Page 3, secti line 20, after the word “taking,” insert: 

“ And tore 8 nid ee shall enter upon the territory of any tribe of 

Indians within the Quapaw ation for the purpose of constructing its line of 
aireedl and ph tS shall have the written consent of the general coun- 

railroad $ntribe thereto, which shall be filed with the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior.” 


Mr. DINSMORE. I move that the House nonconcur in the 
Senate amendments and ask a conference, 
The motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
lows: 
tothe bill (S. 2114) establishing gas buoys in the St. Lawrence 
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
The bill (S. 2489) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver 
obsolete or unserviceable cannon balls to any of the National 
Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Mil- 


e bill (S. 2251) toauthorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Calumet River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Joint resolution &. R.91) providing for the adjustment of cer- 
tain claims of the United States against the State of Tennessee 
and certain claims of the State of Tennessee against the United 
States. 

The bill (8. 1922) creating an art commission of the United States, 
and for other SS the Committee on the Library. 

The bill (S. 2461) to — lands to the State of Alabama for the 
use of the Industrial School for Girls of Alabama and of the 
Tusk Normal and Industrial Institute—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. : 

The bill (S. 2307) to provide increased accommodations for the 
second division of the equity court of the District of Columbia, 
and for other to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (8. 1317) to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 
Springs, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 1460) for the construction of a steam revenue cutter 
for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

The bill (S. 460) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 
deceased—to the ttee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1682) to — owners of claims to iron and coal 
mines on forest reservations of the United States to perfect their 
title thereto and to ure a patent therefor, and for other pur- 


Pore bill (8.718) for the relict of the loci 
e ‘or the relief of the al representatives of 
Pest. the Committes on Claims - 


The (5S. 1590) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The — = 2262) to provide <7 ee: further distribution of the 
reports Supreme Court and o circuit courts of = 
to the Committee on the Judici =e 


The bill (8.94) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt—to the Com- 
mitteo on War Clnieas vig a stipes 


BREAKWATER IN MARQUETTE BAY. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. S , Task unanimous consent for the 
consideration of joint resolution (H. Res. 140) direct- 
the Secretary of War to make a survey and submit an estimate 
for a breakwater in Marquette Bay. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to report to Congress, as soon Se anee a neeten et a pro- 
ee, less than 500 nor more than 1,000 feet in length, extend- 

= 4 = bay, in e + ior, from the southeast 
och te : isle, an estimate of the cost of 


The SPEAKER. Is there o on to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? piece a a) The Chair hears 


The joint resolution was ordered to be 
inne and being engrossed, it was gly read the third 


and 
On of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


for a third 
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FOG SIGNAL ON NORTH PIER OF MENOMINEE HARBOR, WISCONSIN, 


Mr. STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5363) making ap- 
oropriation for a fog signal on the north pier of the entrance to 
Menominee Harbor, Wisconsin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be,and the same is hereby, appropriated for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a fog signal at the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, 
Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope we will have the report read or some 
explanation of the bill made. 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. CoRLIss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5363) making an appropriation for a fog signal on the 
north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Wisconsin, respectfully 
report the same back and recommend that the bill do pass : 

Your committee believe, from the correspondence had with the Treasury 
Department and which is made a part of this report, that the interest of 
commerce and navigation demands the establishment of a fog signal at the 
point named. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 6, 1896 

Str: The letter from your committee of February 5, 1896, inclosing H. R. 
bill No. 5363, for a fog signal on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee 
Harbor, Wisconsin, has been received. 

In reply I havo to say that the matter was referred to the Light-House 
Board, which. re ports that the following estimate was submitted by it: 
Menominee light and fog-signal station, Michigan: 

Establishing a fog signal at Menominee light station, Green Bay, 
Lake Michigan, Michigan --.... ........ : $5,000 

Nore.—The increase in the number and size of vessels frequenting the 
harbor makes the establishment of a fog signal here necessary to the safety 
of navigation. (See page 183, Book of Estimates, 1896-97.) 

a appropriation has, therefore, the approval of the Board. 

espectfully, yours, 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


8. WIKE, Acting Secre tary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON 

INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this bill makes an appropriation, 
Without taking the time necessary to explain why, I shall have 
to object unless the bill is amended by striking out ‘‘ the sum of 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and the same is 
hereby appropriated,” and that is all there is of it. I will have 
to object unless the gentleman recasts his bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
Nebraska asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, one word. I have no objection 
if the gentleman from Michigan will so amend his bill as to author- 
ize this work, as other bills ordinarily passed. I have no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. All right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman from Illinois 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take that up later. 
tion is, Is there objection to the present scat 
which the Clerk will read? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2912) granting to the 
Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company and the Chicago, Bur- 
lington and Quincy Railroad Company, its lessee in perpetuity, 
the right of way over a part of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian 
Reservation, in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the Atchison and Ne- 
braska Railroad Company, a corporatian organized and existing under the 
laws of the State of Kansas, and to the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Rail 
road Company, @ corporation organized and existing under the on s of the 
State of Illinois, as lessee in perpetuity of the railroad lines and property of 
said Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company, the right of way for the 
railroad of said Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company as so leased, 100 
feet in width, 50 feet on each side of the center of the track, as existing and 
located on and since the 7th day of April, A. D. 1895, through the Sac and Fox 
and Iowa Indian Reservation, in the States of Kansasand Nebraska, and over 
the allotments in severalty of certain Indians thereon, commencing upon the 
allotment of Sidney Perry, at the southeast corner of said reservation, and 
extending northwestwardly to a point 1.274 feet west of the east line of the 
allotment of Stephen Story, in the southeast quarter of the northeast quar- 
ter of section 26, townshi north, of range 15 east, in Richardson County, 
Nebr.: Provided, That Pais grant is upon condition that the grantees 
hereof shall, within —— daysafter the approval of this act, pay to said allot- 
tees, or their heirs, or to a parent or guardian of any minor allottee or heir, 
or to the Indian agent at the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency, for 
their use, at the rate of $25 peracre for the land hereby granted; and the 
receipts of any such persons, acknowledged in the manner provided for 
the acknowl ent on instruments conveying real estate in the State 
where said land is located, filed with the officer keeping the public record of 
land titles in the county in which said land is located, shall be evidence of 
such payment. ; 

Sec. 2. That at any time hereafter when the encroachments of the Missouri 
or Great Nemaharivers shall make it necessary for the grantees named in this 
act, their successors or assigns, to uire other right of way through any 
= of such reservation, the allottees in severalty of allotments thereon, or 

ir heirs, are hereby authorized individually to grant and convey right of 
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to the said railroad companies over their ve allotments in the 
mary manner provided for the tion of title to real estate in the 
named States, respectively, or 


said Seas 
such allottees, or their heirs, as owners of 

demn such right of way in the manner prescribed by the ooeliedes 
spective States as then existing. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. Fiscugr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
cous, outinaton Sok Gokene plead tsanpane’ tee ianees e peoeenete ten 
cago, Burlington an uincy i ‘ompan essee in peaeaten y, the 
right of way over a part of the Sac and Fox pad lows indi lan reservations 
States of Nebras submit tae nine 

The Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company owns an mportant 
of way along the Missouri River in the States of lowa and Nebraska, ing 
through the Sac and Fox and Iowa reservations and across certain allot 
Indian lands. The right of way and track have been leased to the Chicago, 
Burlington and Quincey Railroad Company, who now use the same and over 
which a large quantity of freight and passenger traffic and the United States 
mails are daily Seated 


The encroachments of the pisenes River, by changing its bed and by the 
caving in of its banks through the constant action at high water, have n 
such in recent monthsas toabsolutely force the relocation of the of way 


and track of said railroad farther and across certain Indian 
lands on said reservation. The allottees of these lands and the railroad com- 


panies have na new right of way now corageee by the latter, oo 
one that is believed and hoped will free from all ents in the 


y, Nebr., upon there bas recently 
Railroad Company, Onicago. Burling piney ielivend toangeny 
om , , 
such oon having forced by the sudden encroachment 
of the Missouri River upon the line of said railroad as before located and op- 


erated, hereby state, the adults in person and the minors by parent, that we 
eS dot ie oor nave nn Sa en deaths nndlee aeiben ended 


Comngee to ne npon such allotments, and 
strip luo ——— 50 feet on either side of the center of the track as 
now 


an wider as may be necessary in case by cuts 
and fills, shall be granted to the said railroad company and its the 
proper authority of the United States of America upon or 
such manner as such authorities may deem proper said 

land so granted." 


i 
Hs 
|! 
| 


tare paractiats 
but if any lores on is 


fairs.as to the value of a 
in letters 


Your committee finds that it is highly im 


lic service, as well as to the interests of a 
tly passed. 


should be considered and promptly 
the bill be amended, as follows: 
In sot nome REERI HR 
words * a a Sow ninety." 
In line 34 of seetion the word * ” at end of said line, insert: 
Provided further, t said omer first file with and secure the 
of the In to the map of definite 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a panse.] Chair hears none. 
The ts reco! i 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ee nk ge ienninwsaunainate seal the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, a motion to 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ——. RIVER. 


Mr. HARRISON. ee Soames. 2 
the present consideration of 
the construction of a wagon 
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rave: anther ieee be 


Provided further, That whatever i = Kind of 


their own ex; 1 hse 
Sony sumess to Se en ee ere y 
Sec. 2. That any bridge eee aeees eet shalt a 
lawful structure, and een oe be pees se known asa post route. ...y 
which no higher ‘charge shall be over the sa f 
the mails, troops, and munitions of ——— the United States passing ove; 
bridge than the rahe even yne ia privilogesin tho usm of ei : 
ways leading to a in the use of said | 
shall aaah anal telegraph telephone 


sand the | : 
States shall have the right of way across said bridge and approach. ¢.... 
tal telegraph purposes; and said bridge shall be so constructed and oj. r..:..j 
——S ee oo 
said munici ib to bo appasved by 0 right to cha 
of ved by the Secretary of W..... 
taw of Alabagne 


Sec. 4. ge be constructed oe this act s} 
1 cated and built under and subject ‘oumn re tions for the sec: ? 
the navigation of river as the of War shall prescribe: .:)| «, 
secure that object the said es ono on shall submit to the Secretary Par 
for his examination and a and drawings of the p: d 


pproval, 
bridge, and a map of the location, otving for the space of ome-half mi! 


and one-half mile below the » Proposed location the topography of the ; 
of the river, the shore lines and low water, the a tion and st: h 
of the currents, and the soundings, accurately sh bed of th: im 
and shall furnish such ormation as may be y be required fora fulland sat: 
isfactory understanding of the said plan and | n 
of the are approved by the 2 of War, no work upon the 
bridge s Ae comsnanends ee oe te f 
said bridge e progress Sapaieuntion, ehange shall be su!) 

“Seq roval of the Seeretary of War. . 


this act shall be null and voidif aetual construction of the} ~i jes 
perein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of approval hereof 

Suc. 6. That expressly reserves the right to alt. or, an 
wae Ges 


The SPEAKER. ope oem ren amma consideration 
of this bill? 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
AMBASSADOR BAYARD. 


Speaker, I ast consent of the House to fix npon 
past 1 o'clock on Wednesday next for consid a- 
tion of the resolutions in to certain speeches of Ambassaco 

ee been for some time on the Calen- 


. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman proposes to tix 
half Past 1 o'clock on Wednesday? 
act McCREARY of Kentucky. What time will be allowed for 
te 
Mr. HITT. Oh, I suppose the time for debate will be very |ib- 


KPa 


z 
33 


eral, whatever the House seems disposed to desire. It is withthe 
coe rue having discussion on both sides at a fixed time that [ 
est. 

Mr. male MCCREARY of Kentucky, Mr Mr. Speaker, these resolutions 
are oe oa camarta aaa ge there should be opportunity for 
the bate 

Mr. HITT. There will not be any restriction 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. With that understanding, I 


shall not 
Is there objection to the request of the zen- 
tleman from Illinois that half past 1 on Wednesday be fixed for the 
consideration of the resolutions indicated by him? 
There was no objection, and it was so 


LIMITS OF THE PORT OF NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits f 
the port of entry of New Orleans. 

e bill was read, as follows: ;' 
of New Orleans shal 
RR a ei 





geek 656 ee eee I River lying between 
> epper Sate ee eet ee - west bank of {a 
a poin boundary line pari oO rieans 
cast bank, a line wn themes back ‘4,00 feet, perpencictlar : aid river, 
and a line drawn thence to the until it intersects 
said upper parish 


west ; and so as further to include 
St Bernard between the lower boundary 
east bank, eet of the Mississippi River 


line drawn thence back $)” 
deen thence paralle! to 
lower boundary line of the | yarish 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideri'0 
of this bill? 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, has that bill been reported by a "0- 
mittee? 


The SPEAKER. ide Chair 0 anderstands. Does the gentle 
man desire to have 
——— I like to have the report read, Mr. 


al 











The report (by Mr. Novwan) was read, as follows: 


Interstate and Commerce, to whom was refer- 
wine Cons. 1280) to-extend the limits the port of entry of New Orleans, 
leave ae limits of the port of New Orleans present a geographical 
“fio present. port Les ee of Orleans, with which the city is coter- 
ab ‘and a strip of the of Jefferson, east bank, 3 miles front on the 
minous. tending back to Lake This last-mentioned slice was 
naded in 1888-for the of taking into the port the terminus of the Tazan 
= 4 Mississippi V: Pofailroad. The of Orleans lies on both banks 
am snp Ve iiver but not 


on tel posite banks. For in- 

east bank the parish fronts about 1d miles on the river; on the 

mane oe = on the river; bat only about 43 {niles of 

sides parish and port are 0; each other, so & the 

these two —— one ont east bank, 8} miles long. and 
e win, 


on the east is opposite 

on the west bank is oppo- 
site the parish of St. Bernard. These two portions of <= ae 
legally in the port. 


port, so to speak, and to put both 
sides of the ‘ River ‘rithin’ the commercial limits of this great 
center of commerce “at the seaend of the Mississippi Valley, within the limits 
fhe ae New Orleans has flowed over and beyond her municipal 


The presen’ 


limits. This several times in her history. More than forty 
years the its were extended on the ne Looks from the then 
u +r iemite the city to the then upper limit of the on of Carroilton. 

is extension then made took itional munici- 


into the port limits three ad 
-_ a — a! = the city 7 Jef- 
Lafayette, vy roliton. In process of time 
a Se ckpaphed by and were merged into the city of New 
Orleans and the parish of Orleans. Another extension on the upper right 
bank was made by special act in 1888, by which the limits were pushed 3 miles 
more up the river into the of Jefferson. 
No of the have ever been made on the west bank of the 


push the port limits on the east ban 
the louse HES Sas can teak, t alles sboveinte the partner Somes 

on same .3 miles above into the o erson. 
a srtber proposes, 0 ush the port limits on the west bank from the up. 


limit of Orleans, west bank, toa point opposite the upper 
sa ei telaena, oat bah. 


; 
s 


Within the extension on the lower east bank are situated the 
slanghterhouses and cattle market of the ae of New Orleans and the very 
terminals of the New Orleans and Western Railroad Company, 

called Port which has expended large sums in the construction of 


improved. warehouses and compresses for the handling 
of cotton, of grain elevators, sheds, and wharves. This road is organized to 
i Dallas, Tex., from New Orleans, but it ap that it is so 
and located as. to operate as a practical belt to all the lines of 


the existing port charges on the 
west bank are situated the 


and export and import terminal of the Texas ard Pacific Railway Com- 
— export terminal of the Southern Pacific Railway Company, aed the 
Comet Gretna and Gouldsboro, the site of large cotton-oil and refin- 


Under the law as it stands now no ship can land at any of these terminals 
tiene di coiled ot the axon oad hi chip. 
d unk rs are de a expense of the ship. 
No ship cai at these places, even with such conaemhs anything but 


bulk such as salt, iron, coal, and similar articles. No freight 
of any can landed except within the limits of the port. 

It seems to deny to two great transcontinental carriers, like 
the Texas and railroads, the former of which was chartered by a 
anes anda road that aor time become also a transcon- 

heen compel en ferry pat af te — et f - okt 
water, every port pac reight 
the Missiasinul. River, and also to pay the useless burden of drayace 


oy ; and > as - —— that —. 
them, cargo or receive nm, grain, an 
eer ein business ge Re and delay-producing 


the commerce of the city of New 
on her exchanges, 
in her insur- 


the Seeeies Valog, of watch che ie 
demand no unreasonable restric- 
and that they should have the largest limits 
Ee ee oe equvekation of the Treasury De- 
without a dissenting voice, and we beg 
its passage. 
arisen in certain circles in the city of 
Ex the 


mestion of this port exten- 








rather ty 4 import. 

the effect of cheapening the handling of 

crnmeres (4 S47 

leans, not ee bponolied, but the city of iow 

comn:nerce SuEeaeEe Eacllidins will ceocasenily bring to 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

Wish a I should like to know in 

what bill leaves the balance of the territory that is 
mM of the port of New Orleans? 
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complier with the requirements of the commercial interests of 
that + 

Mr. HOPKINS. My idea in making inquiry is this: It will be 
remembered that in the first days of the present session I secured 
the passage of a bill through the House extending the limits of 
the port of entry of Chicago. i found in my investigation that the 
port of New Orleans extended clear up and took in a great part 
of the State of Illinois. Now, when this bill is passed defining 
the limits of the port of New Orleans, as it does, what will become 
of the balance of the territory? 

Mr. BOATNER. This bill does not extend the port of New 
Orleans in that direction. It extends it down the river. 

Mr. HOPKINS. So that it leaves the territory north of New 
Orleans precisely as it is. 

Mr. NOONAN. Yes, sir; it does not interfere with that at all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, before the question is submitted to 
the House I desire to have read a protest in relation to this matter 
from the mayor and city council of New Orleans. The report of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce correctly 
states that there is a difference of opinion on the part of the com- 
mercial bodies of the city of New Orleans as to the advantage and 
propriety of granting thisextension. In view of this I wil] not con- 
sume the time of the House by reading or having read either pro- 
tests or the memorials in favor of the project, because perhaps 
they might appear to balance each other, but I would like to have 
the House informed how the authorized representatives of the city 
regard the pending question and submit the resolutions of her 
council, They should receive the careful consideration of this 
body. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


New ORLEANS, LA., January 24, 1896. 
Gen. ADoLPH MEYER, House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


The following memorial, adopted by the council of the city of New Orleans, 
voices the expressions and desire of the mercantile, laboring, and all other 
interests of our city on the extension of port limits; show to the several 
Representatives and Senators; copies forwarded them by mail: 

‘Whereas there is now pending before the United States Congress an act 
extending the limits of the port of Now Orleans so as to include the port of 
Chalmette in said port limit; and 

** Whereas the adoption of said measure is in the interest of the New Orleans 
and aeene Railway, and is inimical to the welfare and prosperity of our 
city; an 

‘Whereas the said New Orleans and Western Railway was granted the 
right of way throngh the parish of Orleans upon representations that said 
railway was to be the terminus of an interstate railroad: and 

** Whereas the said representations have not been carried out: and 

“ Whereas the entire population of the city of New Orleans is deeply inter- 
ested in the question now before our Congress, and its adoption would affect 
every interest depending upon our commerce: Therefore 

™ it moved by the cowncil of the city of New Orleans in special session, That 
we join in the universal protest of these interestsalready forwarded to our 
Congressional representatives, and urge upon them the necessity of opposing 
the of the said project of the New Orleans and Western Railway. 

“ Be it further moved, etc., That the mayor be, and he is hereby, directed to 
forward without delay copies of this motion to our Representati , 





ves 
Adopted by the council of the city of New Orleans in special session Jan- 
uary 24, 1506, 
DAN A. ROSE, 


Clerk uf the Council. 
JOHN FITZPATRICK, Mayor. 


A true copy. 
CLARK STEEN, 
Secretary to the Mayor. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. NOONAN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ACCOUNTS BETWEEN TENNESSEE AND THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there is on the Speaker's table 
a joint resolution which came from the Senate last Friday pro- 
viding for the adjustment of certain accounts between the State 
of Tennessee and the United States. I ask consent that for the 
aa the joint resolution lie on the table, the subject-matter 

ing already before a committee of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK, SPRAGUE, WASH, 


Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill (S. 1804) to authorize the First 
National Bank of Sprague, Wash. , to change its location and name. 

The bill was , as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the First National Bank of Sprague, now located at 
Sprague, Lincoln County, State of Washington, is Senshe authorized to 
change its location, or place where its operations of discount and deposit are 
carried on, to the city of Spokane, Spokane County, State of Washington, by 
and with the consent of the Comptr: fer of the Curreney, whenever the share- 
holders owning two-thirds of the stock of said bank, at a meeting called for 
that purpose, determine to make such change: Provided, That said bank in- 
crease its capital to — so as to conform to the requirements of the law 
regulates national banks, and that a duly authenticated notice of said vote 
of the new location shall be sent to the office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency; but the change of location shail not be valid until the Comptroller 
of the Currency shall have issued his certificate of approval of the same 
Suc. 2. That such name may be assumed in said rew location as may have 
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been selected by the vote of the shareholders owning two-thirds of the stock 
of said bank, at a meeting called for the purpose, after the new name shall 
have been certified to the Comptroller of the Currency and shall have been 
a by him 

EC 


, 8 That all debts, liabilities, rights, provisions, and powers of said asso- 
ciation under its old name shall devolve upon and inure to the said associa- 
tion under its new name. 


Sxo. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as in any 
manner to release the said bank under its old name or at its old location from 
any liability, or affect any action or proceeding in law in which said bank may 
be or become a party or interested. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HYDE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. BRODERICK. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to ask that they be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 106) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution providing for the election of Senators of 
the United States, and that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Represent- 
atives in ry oT 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection, 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4053) repealing chapter 148 
of the Supplement of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of March 3, 1875, chapter 148 of the Supple- 
ment of the Revised Statutes of the United States, be, and the same is here- 
by in al) things, repesiee. and that the county of Perry, in the middle judicial 
district of the Uni States in the State of Tennessee, be, and the same is 
hereby, set to, and shall hereafter com a part of, the western judicial 
district of the United States in said State; and all cases now commenced or 
depending in said middle district affected by this act shall be heard, tried 
and determined in the same manner as if this act had not been ; an 
the prosecution of all crimes heretofore committed in said middle district 
= be prosecuted and punished in the same manner as if this act had not 

n passed. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote wus laid on the table. 


FOG SIGNAL, MENOMINEE HARBOR, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. STEPHENSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5363) making appre for a 
fog _— on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Har- 
bor, Wisconsin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, be, and the same is hereb a for the purpose of establish- 
ing « tog signal at the north pier the entrance to Menominee Harbor, 


Mr. CANNON. I understand the tleman proposes to have 
this bill with an amendment. t the amendment be read: 
The Clerk read as follows: - 
all after th la d insert the foll : 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and inse’ © fo Eg dee: 


“There is hereby authorized to be constructed at the north 
coor the Menominee River, Wisconsin, a fog signal, to cost not exceeding 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill in the amended form just read? 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. The title of this bill should be amended so as to 
correspond with its provisions. 

Mr. CANNON. I ark that the title be amended so as to read, 
‘*A bill to authorize the construction of a fog signal at the north 
pier of the entrance te Menominee Harbor, Wisconsin.” 

The SPEAKER. Witbsut objection, the change of title as pro- 
posed will be made. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ESTATE OF THOMAS H. MILLSAPS. 
Mr, TRELOAR. I ask unanimous consent for the t con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson 
administrator of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it etc., That the of the Treasury is hereby, 
aera instructed reycnnns en in the mame of We em, 


administrator of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps, in lieu 


per cent registered bonds, issued under acts of Congress approved July 


Marcu 16, 


14, ly and Jan 20, 1871, numbered — 122201, 122202, 122203. 1307 
136842, for $100 each, bed in the name of H. Webb, trustee, said },,, ds 
having been lost or stolen from the said W. H. Ferguson after assignme; ; 


tin 


l, 

( and the interest which y-.,, : 
accrue thereon until the principal becomes due and payable, with tw. - od 
and sufficient sureties, residents of the United States, to be approved |v ¢\\ 
Secretary of the Treasury, with condition to indemnify and save harinjoss 
the United States from any claim because of the lost or stolen bonds. i 


Mr. BLUE. Let us hear the report on this bill. 
The report (by Mr. HANLY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S.1716) ¢..> 
relief of W. H. Ferguson, administrator of Thomas H. Milsaps, su})1)): 


a | report: 
This bill is the same as H. R. 4763, now pending in the House and prey; 
reported by this committee with a favorable recommendation. 

our committee therefore recommend that this bill be substituted for saig 
House bill, and that said House bill lie on the table. 


Mr. BLUE. Does the bill make any provision for a bond o! jp. 
demnity ? 


_The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there is such a provi. 
sion. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
bill; ama was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, ang 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. TRELOAR, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, House bill No. 4763, similar in its proyi- 
sions with the Senate bill just passed, was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM H. DE FREEST. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 3852) to amend the record of 
William H. De Freest. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend tho 
record of the War Department in the case of William H. De Freest. Jate sec. 
ond lieutenant of Com y. B, Firet lowa Cavalry, so as to grant him an 
honorable discharge: Provided. That this act shall not be construed to vive 
to said William H. Freest any pay or allowance for any period of time he 
was absent without leave and not in the performance of military duty. orto 
such time as he would have been discharged by limitation of time. t- 
ment or otherwise. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill: which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of lowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table, 


JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. HULICK. I ask consent for the present consideration of 
the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3337) amending the act of June &, 1880, entitled “An ect to an 
thorize the President to appoint an officer of the Navy or the Marine Corps 
to perform the duties of Solicitor and Judge-Advocate-General, et«., and to 
fix the rank and pay of such officer,” and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act “to authorize the President to ayy int a 
officer of the Navy or the Marine to perform the duties of Sclicito 
aJ e rank and pay of such 
rting in said act in lie 
ances of a captain in the Navy, 
e Corps, as the case may be,” the words “ wit!) the rank 
in the Navy, orthe rank, pay, and allowances of 4 
as thecase may be”: Provided, That this amend- 
19, 1892, date on which the present in- 
cumbent entered on duty, and that the amount herein appropriated shall be 
the appropriation “ Pay of the Navy.” 


Mr. BLUE. What is the report on this bill? 
The SPEAKER. will be read. 


The report . 
The report (by Mr. HuLIcK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5357) 
to amend dy) of June 8, 1880, establishing the office of Judge Adyocate- 


rye See of the Navy yee established by the 
3s ya une which reads as follows: 
* Be it enacted by the Senate House tatives of the United States 
America in That t of the United States be, 
t, for the term of four years. by and 
from the officers of the Navy or the 
vy, with the rank, pay, 
colonel inthe Marine Corps, as the 
Judge-Advocate-General shal] be in 
the direction of the rey 
of all courts- 


will be seen that the Ju Advocate-General 
or Marine Corps, and 

in the Navy or of col- 

ow, the effect of this statute 

the position of Judge-Advo- 

colonel in the Marine Corps. After 
per annum, which, toge' her 

makes an allowance of $5,200. 

day of June, 1892, the office 

t of an “officer of the 

OO eee ot annually. But 


@ vacancy occurred in the and the Preai 








1896. 





dent filled the vacancy by appointing “an officer of the Navy” as Judge- 


Ad when officers of the were called upon to adjust 
the pay of ot. ee Oe conte General thus chosen from the Marine Corps, 
pov ied that in with the provisions of the act above referred 
Ee entitled only to the shore of acaptain in the Navy, which, 
e fine act of Fuly 15, 1870, is making a difference between the 
appointee and the second (the present incumbent) of $1,720 


was referred to the Court of Claims by the Secretary of the 

by virtue of eqtnorty conferred upon him by law, and that court 

ee ae decision of the mt. It certainly was not 
taken Corps to serve as Judge- 
te-General receive a compensation so much greater than an 

officer taken from the Navy should receive for performing the identical 


‘ ane r the law as it is now a Marine officer who has gant gepdeeint from 

the naval school is eligible to appointment to the office of Judge-Advocate- 

General of the Navy, and receive the pay of $4,570 per annum, while 

under the partment a naval officer, no matter how 

he may have been in the service, would receive only ae annum. 

e proposed amendment will remedy this moquenty, and give to the 
0 


Judge-Ad vocate-General of the Navy, when an officer of the Navy, $4,500 per 
annum, which is the pay of a colonel in the Marine cape. There will still 
discrepancy in the pay of each, as there is noallowance under exist- 


in law for quarters or commutation for naval officers. 

nis bill, while it will increase expenditures by $1,000 per annum, involves 

no increase of appropriation, the amount aqceetey to carry it into effect be- 

yable from the ap, tion “ Pay of the Navy,” a continuous appro- 

a ion. It it nt of the office of Judge-Advocate- 
Reneral of the Na 


500 per annum, which falls short oy 
of the amount the late incumbent of that office or which will 
eae any officer of the Marin 


e ape appointed thereto who has 
had the same of service as the present incumbent. It does not per se 
increase 
bill 9982, 


the pay of the office, but, as was stated in report No. 2191 upon House 
-second which bill was similar to the oné now under 
consideration, it corrects an error in the law and simply carries out its true 
t 

= H. A. Herbert, when chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the House of Representatives, submitted to Congress a bill providing that 
dge-Advocate-General of the Navy, when an officer of the Navy, should 
receive the sea pay of a captain in the Navy. This bill was favorably re- 
the ttee de report No. 2191, Fifty-second 

ngress, second session), but failed of action orig, to lack of time. 
Secretary and Assistant Secretary of the Navy are in favor of 
the office receiving the sea pay of a captain in the Navy. 
The office of Ju Advocate-General is one of great responsibility and 

uires a high order of talent to successfully perform the duties thereof. 
“ty reference to article 14, 7, of the United States Navy Regulations, the 
du of that office are cally set forth, to which reference is hereby 
ng The highest — t can be allowed under the present 
statute for the services of the Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy are not 
ble duties of the office demand. 

Your committee, fully considered the bill referred to them, the 


out the intent of the original act to give 
Advocate-General of the Navy the sea pay of bis grade, unani- 


its passage. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULICK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


IMPROVEMENT OF FAIRPORT HARBOR, OHIO. 


Mr. BEACH. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows:, 


Joint resolution Res. 141) directing the Secre of War to submit plans 
and for the improvement of Fairport Harbor. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of tatives, etc., That the Secretary 
Saoen rg of Puirport De in th Srosted to > and Btate o Obi > 
© county e@ an oO " 

with an the cost of such improvements as may be recommended 


z 


ve the incum 
, if a naval officer, 
received 


3 


tion before consent is given. I see that resolutions of this kind 
are may frequent, and I wish to inquire what is the 
the action requested? I should like a frank 


, I very — state the object of 
have concluded that the improve- 
been outlined heretofore should be abandoned, 
in the right line of such improvements. I 
the engineer in charge, Colonel Smith, 
ie contin ey r om has been —, that io 
are near , an t no expense whatever wi 
out of this resolution. 
but the ultimate effect is to 
that the River and Harbor Com- 
an appropriation for it during 
effect? 


ofS Et 
afer eretle 
5 (i 
egeigiFe 
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Mr. BEACH. This bill has been before the committee and 
favorably considered. I am satisfied that it will meet their 
—— 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it wasaccord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

STAMFORD, CONN., SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill H. R. 880, and if consent is given I 
shall ask to substitute for the bill the Senate bill No. 494, consti- 
tuting Stamford, Conn., asubport of entry. 

The Senate bill was read at length. 

Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute this bill for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman the engrossed bill? 

Mr. HILL. No. I presume it is at the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that the engrossed bill is not 
here. The gentleman can make his request at another time when 
the bill is in the hands of a clerk. 


HOMESTEAD LANDS, OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
shall proceed to consider House bill 3656 in the House as in Committee of the 
ole. 


Mr. GROUT. What is the bill referred to? 

Mr. FLYNN. This is the Oklahoma homestead bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We ought to have the title of the bill 
stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3656) providing for free homesteads on the public lands in Okla- 
homa Territory for actual and bona fide settlers, and reserving the public 
lands for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded on the motion? 

Mr. LACEY and Mr. McRAE asked unanimous consent that 
the second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. . 

The resolution was then adopted, two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the bill called up 
under the resolution by the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all settlers under the homestead laws of the United 
States upon the public lands acquired by treaty or agreement from the vari- 
ous Indian tribes in the Territory of Oklahoma, who have or who shall here- 
after reside upon the tract entered in good faith for the period required by 
existing law, shall be entitled to a patent for the land so entered, upon the 
payment to the local land officers of the usual and customary fees, and no 
other or further charge of any kind whatsoever shall be required from such 
settler to entitle him toa patent for the land covered by his entry: Provided, 
That the right to commute any such entry and pay for said lands, in the 
option of any such settler and in the time and at the prices now fixed by 
existing laws, shall remain in full force and effect. 

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the terms and provi- 
sions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, the bill which the House has so 
kindly decided to consider under the resolution just adopted re- 
lates exclusively to the Territory of Oklahoma. In view of the 
fact that the Department of the Interior has reported adversely 
on the bill, I invite a thorough consideration of its provisions, so 
that the House may fully understand what the proposition is be- 
fore the vote is taken. i shall endeavor as briefly as possible to 
outline the situation which exists in Oklahoma, and to present 
some of the potent reasons why the full benefits of the homestead 
law should 24 conferred upon the settlers of that Territory, as 
they have been heretofore conferred upon the settlers of the sur- 
rounding States. 

The first step looking to the creation of the Territory of Okla- 
homa was taken by Congress in 1889. In the geographical center 
of the then Indian Territory a tract of land comprising 1,887,800 
acres was opened to homestead settlement. This legislation was 
had in the closing hours of the session, and Congress inadvertently 
failed to provide any legislation for the protection of the people 
who might go upon these lands. For more than twelve months 
nearly 100,000 people resided there without any form of civil gov- 
ernment. They built cities and towns, they opened farms, and in 
a thousand ways illustrated to the world, in energy, in intelli- 

mce, and in marvelous progress, the highest qualities and possi- 
Bilities of American citizenship. It is not extravagant for me to 
say that during this short period of time, under the inspiration 
of free homes, these first settlers of Oklahoma added twice the 
amount to the national wealth that is involved in the pending 
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bill. They did more than this. They established in the center of 
@ great domain, larger in area than the great Commonwealth of 
Missouri, the germs of another American State, which in a little 
more than half a decade has ripened into a Territory fully quali- 
fied for the responsibilities of Statehood. 

It was not until May, 1890, that Congress passed the act pro- 
viding for a Territorial government and fixing the boundaries of 
the new Territory. These boundaries included all the lands and 
Indian reservations in the old Indian Territory lying west of the 
reservations occupied by the Five Civilized Tribes. The lar, . 
tion of the lands in the new Territory had been ceded to the United 
States by the treaties made with the Indians in the years follow- 
ing the late civil war, and only a few thousand Indians were in 
actual occupancy of the varions reservations. 

Most of these hie were there by Executive order, and in no 
case were the lands held by a fee-simple title. The Indians had 
reached a degree of civilization which fitted them for citizenship 
and the Government entered upon this policy of mney. Be them 
= lands in severalty, and of opening up the surplus lands to 

te settlement. In pursuance of this po aoe Congress passed an 
act constituting what was known as the Cherokee Commission 
and duly authorizing said commission to make cqpeaninala with 
all the tribes within the limits of Oklahoma Territory. As the 
result of the work of this commission, agreements were made and 
ratified by C by which the following lands were ceded to 
the United States exclusive of lands allotted and reserved: 


Reservations. | 


Sa SREP es akie 


-- 


Pottawatente, Oklahoma . oaieewatunll 
om and Arapahoe, Oxlahoma. 


Oklahoma 
Wichite Oklahesss, 
Total in Oklahoma 


ZERSSESESES 


Tt will be —_ that the lands affected by the provisions of the 
bill aggre: 10,484,550 acres. The following, which I quote 
from the of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
shows the manner in which the lands are disposed of under the 
existing laws and the prices required to be paid by the settlers: 

Sac and Fox and Iowa lands, Oklahoma, i a o disposal urdier section 7 
of the act of February 13, 1891 (26 Stat. a which provides that each 
homestead settier before receiving a patent s) pay $1.25 per acre for the 


feo “Snawneo, Pottawatomie, and Chey and Arapahoe 
wa’ enne 
wnlher spunion 30 of the act of March 


i), which ro that each homestead settler shall pay 


by 

‘Oklahoma subject so eens sneer section3 of the act of 

ar apa = oe es cae homestead settler to pay 
per acre for 

Cherokee Outlet te lend petted upon. ject 

the act of March 3, 1893 (27 Stat. L., ea) ehtick et 

receiving a patent to pay the sum of 4 

west | tude, crefor any land west 


ee lands, Oklah 
18 of the act of March 3, 1803 (27 Stat. L., 
r acre for the land taken ne a 


Se Ce ee ay ea of final paymen’ at the 
Ht gy ae 
oma, which, wher to settlement, will be sub- 
2 eens: M28 per Seeder se lh esened es the 
time of submitting his final proof. 
Mr. er, in the ratification of these agreements for the ces- 
sion of surplus lands to a United States, Congress 
homestead we hich guided its action in 
origi ical a Pe gave which, in one of all ae 
parties country w in and ou 
repeatedly resolved in fa the homestead 
> for the settlement and 


Marcu 16, 


in purse. They are overwhelmed by the protracted financia) (ju. 
ae and by the destructive climatic conditions which }). 
med the agricultural productions of many sections of = 
country during the last two or three years. In a word, it is j)). 
possible for them to pay for the lands they occupy and, power 
to obviate the conditions by which they are surrounded, the > 
l with confidence to Congress to treat them as other s-¢! ers 
ave been treated in all the Sta‘ss of the West under the bey..; 
cent core of the homestead law. More than 5 (9 
ex-soldiers who ee battles of the Union reside upon ¢\) 5, 
lands. The reside side by side with several thousand ex-Con- 
federate sol struggling alike to repair their shattered fort ))),.5 


ing up of the institutions of civil and 
the pride and gory of our wonderful civilization. It is for s, 
men, for their families, for the education of their children, = 
for their homes, that I urge the passage of this bill. 
But, sir, _ my be said that the cost is too great. TI answer no. 
The eS the Interior is misleading. |; js 
destitute = onl a human sympathy, but of 
the substantial facts. ith heartless indifference toward the 
present ———_ —— oe oe =. en a who 
y these lands, y anxious to strike a fata! blow 
at all legislation in behalf of free homes, the Secretary would 
wes ngress believe that more than $15,000,000 will be recsn 
from settlers under laws. He takes no account of the 
oman open So SARGIN Aiebibenpertien of which will on 
open a which will never 
be taken up for a purposes. Much of this vacant land 
is within within the limits the reservations summarized in the Secre- 
tary’s report, and Should be deducted from his extravagant state- 


ment of p: oa recei Nor does he mention the large 
amounts which will be into the ee oe commutation 
of homesteads or the ae paid under the laws now in force. 
Everybody but the t Secretary of the Interior knows that 
under the homestead law, as in this bill, a large propor- 
tion of the settlers will, when times become better, volunt: arily 
pay for their homes and secure a title to the same before tho ex- 
piration of five years. 

Take the number of commuted homestead entries made in the 
State of Kansas in the oe 1885 or 1890, inclusive, and we have 
a fair illustration of of the homestead 
policy in connection with ea an of commutation. As 
shown by the records of the General Land Office, the number of 
homestead entries commuted to cash under section 2301, Revised 
Statutes, and the number of homestead entries commuted under 
section 2 of the act of June 15, 1880 (21 Stat., 237), with the num- 
ber of acres disposed of and the amount paid for the same under 
each act, appear in the following table: 


by the establishment of useful and nd ah homes and in the build. 


ous liberty | which - 


Section 2, act of June 15, 1890. 


| 4 Amount 


| $146, 328.7 

135, 387 
10 ‘ ha ‘ 
2’ 604 wo 


1, 982. 26 


300, 46. 73 


six years 18.72 homestead entries We , inclusive, a period of only 
572 homestead entries were commuted in K:nsas, 
el es ee not essentially different in 
2,350,557.83 acres, and yielding to the public 

$3,778,417.60. Now, sir, if we take a general 


survey of tho fee home the se again we shall 
cane emuleaat cating ties followin Stateme = 


to the close of the fisc: a year 
number of commuted home- 


Acres. 


4, 06% ), 592. 77 
3B, 4.5 87.77 
3, 259, 897.07 
8, 477, 231 “6 
2, 929, O47 41 
2 980, 800.90 


498, 837 | 04, 823, 208.97 








mber of commuted homesteads under section 2301, Revised 
Statement en eae section act June 15, 1830. 


| 
Number. 


6, 107 
3, 945 


2, 925 


3, 186 
2, 383 
2,311 





100, 610 





on a 
figures show that in the country at large about one in 
anal all the final homestead entries have been actually com- 
a been unable to obtain all the official returns showing the 
amount of money y paid into the Treasury by the settlers 
of Oklahoma since the opening of the country. But I havethe sum 
paid in the single year of 1894, amounting to $449,514.26. Here, 
again, the Secretary of the interior ignores the facts in making 
the following statement: , ick , 
to sett t 
wi a aR i Fa 
— wan the sottlive to so small as to form a very small 
proportion to the amount due. 

It is certain that between one and two millions of dollars have 
already reached the Treasury from the Oklahoma settlers, mostly 
paid under the privilege of commutation, nearly half a million in 
the year 1894, t the Secretary is not satisfied with this display 
of ignorance or misrepresentation. He proceeds in his report to 
say: 

of these land to bed ted in the T 
oft oneal one eT the oo So yecenn to them to the cmon of the 


homestead are relieved from paying for them the Govern- 
an be obliged to make riations to recompense the Indians, unless 
the treaty stipulations are to be entirely ignored. 


Mr. Speaker, so far as Oklahoma is concerped, there is notruth 
in this statement of the Secretary. If this bill becomes a law, 
not an additional dollar will have to be appropriated for the In- 
dians, and no treaty stipulations will be violated. The Indians 
have already been paid, or their funds invested, and in no form 
or manner are they interested, nor can they have any objection 
to the passage of this bill. On the contrary, as they are now 
the owners of land in severalty, they will be largely benefited 
by the increased prosperity which will follow its enactment into 
law 


It may be said that this bill provides for a special donation to 
the Territory of Oklahoma. is is not a correct statement of 
the case. In many instances, from the foundation of the Gov- 

has made a free distribution of the public 
uantities to the people and to the States and Terri- 
land was given as compensation for military serv- 
inia as early as 1776. Then it was 


. This was followed by the passage of the 
homestead law of 1862, based _es the principle that by residing 
upon and cultivating the land for five years and that by sacrifice 
adding to its value and to the national wealth full 
omen is rendered by the individual settler to the body 


poli 
No a act ae eee and no policy better adapted to con- 
serve the welfare increase the prosperity of the great body of 
the people was ever enacted into law by the Congress of the United 
States. As an incentive to the development of the vast and varied 
resources of our common country, the material results of this 
policy have been enormous. In a little more than a quarter of a 
century ten States have been added to the Federal Union, and the 
homeseeker has led the. march of empire into all the unknown 
—— of our great domain. 
have here a statement showing that the assessed valuation of 
States and Territories in which homestead entries were made in- 
creased in the decade from 1880 to 1890 from $7,826,373,028 to 


ae > an advance of $2,756,398,233. 
of affairs in the older and manufactur- 
States of the East, this great increase of wealth in the 
public-land States shows a marvelous evolution from natural re- 


sources, made possible by the liberality of the original homestead 


ou only treat Oklahoma in a 
in tho pee iene pow of the States have been treated 
in the past. On the 28d of June, 1896, during the first session of 


distribution of the proceeds icatied the public lange oa 
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the several States. This sum was then in the Treasury, amount- 
ing to $28,101,644.91, and under the terms of the act was distributed 
as follows: 














Valuation from census of 1890 
State. Value. State | Value. 

age oe ed $955, 838.25 || Maryland $055, 838. 25 
New Hampshire....... 669,086.79 || Virginia 2, 198, 427.99 
Vermont . ag Sia aie 669,086.79 || North Carolina 1, 435, 757.39 
Massachusetts ........ 1,338, 173.58 || South Carolina 1,061, 422. 00 
Connecticut -............ 764, 670.60 || Georgia 1, 061, 422.09 
Rhode Island........... 382, 385.30 || Alabama cals 660, 086. TO 
I ci cn ivesciceeds sie 4,014, 520.71 || Louisiana 477, 919. 14 
Pennsylvania.......... 2, 867,514.78 || Mississippi : . SR2, 35. 30 
New Jersey............. 764, 670.60 || Tennessee map 1,45 39 
Ohio ....................} 2,007,200.% || Kentucky Se Oe 2” 
SR ictaniae cchehanintned 860, 24. 44 || Missouri i ell SR2, HS. 3O 
drt nncktesicinen emtiiiie 477,919.14 || Arkansas jonnieamedl 286, 751. 49 
EL ncienwpénmaniad 286, 751. 49 | 

Delaware .......... dna 286, 751. 49 || Total.....<c<cc----) 98,108.06. 


The Senate Committee on Public Lands of the third session of 
the Fifty-third Congress, in Report No. 1043, in speaking of this 
subject, used the following language: 

No part of it has ever been returned tothe United States and never will be. 
The interests upon these several amounts, at the rate of 6 per cent per an- 
num from the date of distribution to the present, would aggregate an enor- 
mous sum of money, and undoubtedly the States receiving the benefits of 
this distribution would regard it as a great hardship and injustice if they 
were now called upon to pay this debt or return the money with reasonable 
interest to the Government. Asa matter of course, the repayment of the 
money will never occur, and it was never intended that it should 

Sir, when I recall this history of our public-land legislation, and 
the great liberality that has been practiced by Congress to all the 
States, I do not feel that I am asking too much for the constitu- 
ency I have the honor to represent upon this floor. I will add, in 
passing, that in addition to the $28,101,644.91 distributed to the 
States mentioned, the sum of $9,292,453.89 has been paid to the 
States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Mis- 
souri, Indiana, lowa, Illinois, Ohio, Minnesota, Michigan, and 
Wisconsin, as 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the sales of public 
and Indian lands, making a grand total of $37,394,098.80. I appre- 
ciate fully the unanimity with which this bill is supported on both 
sides of the House, and pom confident that its passage will be fully 
vindicated, not only by the experience of the past, but by the rees- 
tablishment of the homestead policy in reality as well asin name. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question? 

r. FLYNN. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLE. Has the bill any effect on town sites, or does it 
relate exclusively to farming lands? 

Mr. FLYNN. Iam glad that the gentleman asked that ques- 
tion. It affects nothing whatever but farming lands. It is only 
the settlers who are most interested in the passage of this bill. 
They are mostly very poor. They are intelligent and honest, but 
their crops have failed and they are powerless to help themselves 
so far as paying for the land they occupy. 

Mr. LIT LE. Will the gentleman permit another question? 
Is it not a fact that this Government has given to public corpora- 
tions out of its domain much more land than is involved here, and 
would it not be equally as just to give it to its citizens for their 
homes? 

Mr. FLYNN. I answer I think it would. But these grants 
were made before Oklahoma was opened. I will say that Congress 
has been fair to us in protecting the public-school system. The 
conditions in Oklahoma are different from what they are and 
were with reference to any other public lands opened to settle- 
ment. Great areas of land were settled in a single day in Okla- 
homa. The crack of a gun on a line of a certain reservation was 
the signal for thousands of people to flock onto the lands. They 
were represented to them as lands more fertile than those that 
Adam occupied in the Garden of Eden. 

The truth is, the best lands in the valleys and along the water- 
ways were taken up by the Indian allotments before the reserva- 
tions were open to settlement. Some time in the future, when 
the Government shall provide for a system of irrigation, the lands 
reserved for settlement may be made more available for agricul- 
tural purposes than they now are. And I desire to express the 
hope that the time is not far distant when some practicable sys- 
tem of irrigation will be devised which will result in utilizing the 
fertile lands locacted in the semiarid sections of the country. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Oklahoma how this bill may affect the land in Greer County, 
Tex., since the Supreme Court has this morning decided that Greer 
County is a part of the public domain—a part of Oklahoma? 

Mr. FLYNN. If that decision has been made, and if Congress 
takes no further action, settlers in that county will be entitled to 
= acres of land without the payment of a dollar except the office 
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Mr. CULBERSON. The gentleman understands the situa- 
tion—— 

Mr. FLYNN. I understand that the the lands in Greer County 
have been mostly sold by the State of Texas to those settlers, and 
in my judgment Congress will have to enact new legislation for 
their protection. Under existing laws a settier on those lands 
would be entitled to only 160 acres. 

Mr. CULBERSON. ell, this bill has been sprung upon us, 
and the decision of the Supreme Court has also come very sud- 
denly, and I will ask the gentleman if he is willing to accept the 
amendment which I send to the desk, and which I do not think 
will affect his bill at all, while it may save us a good deal of 
trouble? 

Mr. FLYNN. I will hear the amendment. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of section 1 add the following: 

* Provided, That the public-land laws of the United States are hereby sus- 
paneer until further legislation by Congress, in so far as they may affect the 

rritory hitherto known as Greer County, Tex.” 

Mr.FLYNN. Lhave noobjection whatever to that amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then we have no objection to your bill. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Texas, I desire to call the attention 


have been entered. The gentleman from Oklahoma has appr, \i- 
mated it. He thinks it is about $3,000,000. 

There are no official data that I have been able to obtain on t},,+ 
point. The commutation feature of the homestead law has })o, 
extended to that Territory, and I am informed that most of t},. 
men who are able to commute their homesteads and pay the (joy. 
ernment price have any done so or will doso. The infor. - 
tion coming to me is to the effect that the class of people who 
now inhabit these lands, which before they entered them they 
supposed to be very rich and valuable, have been disappointed jn 
that expectation, and it is now a hard struggle for them to s1))- 
port their families and pay local taxes. They now realize ¢))t 
they could have obtained better lands in organized States and 
Territories under the homestead law without being require: to 
purchase them, 

Blizzard after blizzard, one trouble after another, short crops 
last year and the year before, have made it utterly impossi!|«. it 
is said, for many of these deserving people to pay out their lands, 
So that, after all, the question now is whether we shall enforce 
the law against these settlers and drive them off on account of 
their inability to pay and allow others with more money to take 
up the lands or whether we will remit to them the unpaid por- 
tion of the agreed price. 


of the gentleman from Oklahoma to this point: It seems to me This question involves, so far as the contracts are concerned, 
that that amendment is very sweeping. I think it would be | the right to a considerable amount of money due for such lands; 

roper enough to except Greer County from the operation of this | but if the statements as to the condition of the debtors are true. ind 
_... I believe them, then I undertake to say that this Government is 


Mr. CULBERSON. That is all the amendment does. 

Mr. BLUE. I think not. I think it exempts Greer County 
from the operation of all the public-land laws. If you desire to 
exempt it from the operation of this bill, I think that is right 
enough, but if you propose to exempt it entirely from the public- 
land laws, that is an entirely different ap tear og 

Mr. FLYNN (to Mr. CuLBErson). Is not the only object of 
this amendment to get time to prepare the necessary legislation 
to protect those settlers? 

r. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FLYNN. Then I see no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, I have taken more time than Iintended in urging the 
passage of this bill. It is of transcendent importance to the peo- 

le of Oklahoma. The future welfare of thousands of families 
epends upon the relief it affords. As I have said before, they have 
gone there to repair their shattered fortunes. With the relief 
which this bill gives they will emerge from the adverse condi- 
tions by which they are now surrounded, and will do their part 
faithfully and well in founding the institutions and developing 


too magnanimous to drive from their homes these poor people. who 
have entered in good faith and are willing to attest that good 
faith by actual residence for at least five years, because they can 
not pay the purchase money. I rather think we should revive 
the hopes of these settlers by releasing all claims for unpaid jur- 
chase money. 

If these lands were to go to the original boomers and sovners 
who got possession of them under the disgraceful and unjust 
methods under which they were opened, there would be, in my 
judgment, very strong reason why this bill should not pass. but 
the professional land jumpers and those who were allowed sp«cial 
privileges under the laws and regulations then prevailing, «ud |y 
which they first got upon the lands, held them only long enough 
to find some honest settlers who would buy their claims. Many 
of those now on the lands have been forced to spend all they 
have in defending against fraudulent contests or to purclias» the 
claims of professional land jumpers. The many relinguishments 
and new entries show that much of this was done. [ ain told, 
and I believe it is true, that a large majority—perhaps nine- 


the resources of the new State of Oklahoma. tenths—of the persons who occupy those lands now are honest, 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was reported from bona fide settlers desiring to acquire homes for actual residence 
the Committee on Public Lands I reserved the right to oppose it if | and not speculation. So I think the bill ought to pass: and if 
upon investigation I should come to the conclusion that it ought |_passed, itcertainly ought to carry with it the amendment pro). sed 


not to pass. Letters and petitions from Oklahoma have convinced 
me that the bill ought to pass, and I shall give it my support. 
The complications growing out of the Greer County decision 
made by the Supreme Court to-day make it not only important 
that the principle of os free homesteads in Oklahoma Territory 
should be adopted, but the amendment suggested by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] also ought to be adopted, so 
that the actual dents upon the lands in Greer County—where 


y the gentleman from Texas. 

ve URNER of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
quiry 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. These lands are now held ly virtue 
of purchase from the Government under the act opening Okla- 
homa to settlement, are they not? 

Mr. McRAE. Under that act it was provided that those (juali- 


some of them have been living for twenty-five or thirty or even | fied to make entry under the homestead law might enter these 
forty years, where they have established their homes and reared | lands by paying, in addition to the usual land-office fees, the price 
their frente —anegy have an opportunity to secure a legal prefer- | fixed by the Government for the alleged purpose of reim|irsing 


ence 7 as against nonresidents and outsiders. 

The House may not fully understand the great da to which 
these people are subjected at this time by reason of this decision. 
Not es cae 5 Bana fact that the settlers in Greer County may 
have purchased from the State of Texas their homes and improve- 
ments and may have resided there for aw forty years, no 
preference is given them under existing land laws if some boom- hink the price 
ers can beat them to the Land Office and enter the lands first. fixed was $1 or $1.25 an acre; out nearer the Indian Territory, 

Mr. Po act ae Then nS [Mr. oo the land was more valuable, the price was $1.5), 52, and 

YNN] was wron saying that wo enti to 160 | 5.90. . 
oe . : Mr. TURNER of a In other words, the persons who 

Mr. McRAB. The gentleman from Oklahoma, I assume, only | 20w claim these lands them by purchase—not by homestead 
meant to say that every citizen who was entitled to make an | entry? : ar 
entry under the homestead law would have the right to fileon 160| Mr. McRAE. Nobody except a person entitled to make |: me 
acres of land, but unless this resolution or something like it is | stead entry could acquire these lands; but in addition to eon") 
ahopted they areis danger of being wet out toasse Women om _ terms of the Freee geen eee ya 

rase, by persons Ww ve no just claim whatever ose settlers were required as 

aaa. ; estimated and ae eee I have y stated. It is botha 


ands in Greer County and now held by the court to be public aa 

land. It is cnonent on see that the purchesers from the State ae and a sale, or, in other words, they could only}. sold 

of Texas and actual settlers should be y protected by giving Mr TURNER of What is the te of the obli- 
gation of these to i Government? 

Mr. McRAE. as I have is impossible to state. If 


them a preference over all others. 
Mr. Speaker, the valuation fixed upon all the lands in Oklahoma 
‘the lands were all at the ed, the amount would be 
$15,058,462. But they have all been sold, and may never be, 


as now constituted, including the Cherokee Strip, — aggre: 
ae ve 
to persons who will reside upon them. 


it for the money paid to the Indians for their title. 

Mr. TURNER of —— These people hold under purchase 
from the Government at price of $1.25 an acre? 

Mr. McRAE. Well, the price is not uniform; it is all the way 
from $1 to $2.50 an acre, I It depends upon the quality and 
location of the land. In the arid region, where I believe no con- 
siderable quantity of the lands has been entered, I think the rice 


gate $15,058,462. Just exactly how much of the 
entered the Land Office is unable tosay. Nor is the Department 
able to inform us how much has been paid on the lands which 
















TURNER of Georgia. Now, keeping in view the facts just 
Ja by my friend from Arkansas, this bill is a proposition to 
donateto these partiessomew herein the neighborhood of $15,000,000 


to that extent their obligations to the Government 


by this bill to —— to — oe 
; tered the unpaid purchase money due from them, what- 
oo ie ee may be, upon the theory that gd can not pay. 
But I believe it is true—in fact the records of the Land Office 
show—that all of the lands have not been entered; and some of 
those entered have been paid for in whole or in part. While the 
pill does involve a release to a class of settlers of a large amount of 
money due from them—I should say from three to ten million dol- 
lars—the question for us todetermine is whether we will insist upon 
yment when it will result in the loss or incumbrance of the 
Comes of almost all of them. i so 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Is it just to those who have paid in 
full that we should now release others who have not paid? Would 
not justice require us, if we this bill, to make a refund to 
parties who have already paid? eye : 

Mr. McRAE. Those who have paid might complain, but there 
is no proposition to refund any money, and I hardly think there 
will ever be any refunded. We can not expect to do exact justice 
to all, but we must not, if we can avoid it, do manifest wrong to 
the poor fellows who can not pay because some have paid. If you 
test it by the contractual rights existing between these settlers and 
the Government, of course they are entitled to nothing uniess they 
pay. But we are proceeding upon the theory that many of them 
can not pay for the lands. The Government will not allow them 
to sell or mortgage. What are they todo? The declared policy 
of the Government is to hold its lands for those who will reside 
upon them. These brave, honest settlers have met that require- 
ment fully. 

They ian built their homes upon the lands and are cultivating 
them in spite of all the unfavorable conditions. Are we to take 
the lands away from them and give them to others who have 
money? My feelings go out for these homeless, moneyless men, 
and I submit that it is better to say to them, that as they have 
made homes and improvements upon, cultivated and now live 
upon the a Sa they may retain them under the home- 


stead law free from all payment. We can not afford to have 
this class of = le feel that we have given others the bene- 
fit of their labor. Others will go on the lands if you drive 


these people off, and they will get the benefit of all the work 
that has done by the people you make move. Looking at 
it from the standpoint of public policy, and believing that the 
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present settlers have acquired an equity in the lands by reason of | 


residence, I am unwilling to insist upon the payment of the money 
when I believe it can not be made. It is a mere gratuity, I con- 
fess, but still looking at the question from all sides it seems to me 
that the best way to deal with it is to say to them that no more 
payments shall be required. The Territory is weak and a and 
the taxes . Let us grant the farmers this relief and in some 
measure aid them in the struggle of life. 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Let me ask the gentleman if it has 
been the policy of the Government hitherto, when lands are held 
of this sort, to release the claims of the Government against the 
residents thereon? ® 
Mr. McRAE. This is about our first experience with settlers 
upon lands acquired from the Indians and sold under the home- 
stead law, but asa matter of fact we have extended the payments 
for these parties on two different occasions for the same reason 
that we now to release. 
Mr. of Georgia. These lands were originally ac- 
—— a ee and we paid for them from the Treasury of 
United States, I believe. 
Mr. MCRAE. Yes,sir; andin much the same way we acquired 
all other public lands. But we paid more for some of these Indian 
lands than they were worth, and much more per acre than for 
other lands theretofore purchased. 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I believe my friend stated that the 
did not recommend the adoption of this bill? 
- McRAE. The Department against the bill. The 
says: “Iam of the opinion that the contract be- 
tween the tand the settlers, and that between the Gov- 
ernment and the Indians, as embodied in the existing statutes, 
should be adhered to and carried out in good faith. It follows, 
ae that this bill should not be passed.” From his stand- 
Mr. 


he 
PICKEER, What about the lands in Iowa and farther 
+ better lands—which the people got free? 


ree? 
- MCRAE (continuing). The policy on the part of the Gov- 
ernmentsince the passage st the homestead law has been to open up 


of all the lands, except those purchased from the Indians, to 
cadena aati the homestead ow without purchase price. 
When this new of wating the settlers pay for their lands 
was it was by the Indian Committee and not the Com- 
mittee have never believed in it. { made several 
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unsuccessful efforts to get certain military reservations opened 
free to our homestead settlers. Finally the change requiring pay- 
ment was made and the same principle applied to both Indian and 
military reservations as the only way to get settlers upon such 
lands, but no one ever supposed that any of them would lose their 
lands on account of their inability to pay the price fixed. Mr. 
Speaker, time has demonstrated that those of us who favored the 
policy of opening them to settlement without payment were right. 

The propésition involves a large amount of money to the set- 
tlers. There are hundreds and thousandsof acres which the settlers 
must abandon if this legislation is not adopted, and the Govern- 
ment will get nothing unless another sale is made. I will admit 
for the sake of the argument that the Government can easily find 
men with money who will pay for the land. If you want to sell 
the public lands you can doso. The question is, Will you enforce 
the strict letter of their contracts for the money involved in them? 
There is no man here who is familiar with the conditions in Okla- 
homa who will insist upon such a policy. 

These people come here and say to us, ‘‘ We owe forthe lands, but 
can not pay for them,” and I am convinced that very few of the 
settlers are able to meet the other demands upon them for school 
and other taxes, to say nothing of paying for their homesteads. 

So I hope that this bill will pass, and that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas will be incorporated in it, because I know 
from the experience in Oklahoma and the Cherokee Strip the 
amount of trouble that will result to the people of Greer County 
unless some relief is afforded to them by legislation. The public 
land laws should be suspended until proper legislation can be en- 
acted for them. 

Mr. MILES. Let me ask the gentleman this question: Do I 
understand you to state that the amount of money involved in this 
transaction to the Government and which will be surrendered by 
the operation of this bill is something over $15,000,000? 

Mr. McRAE, The exact amount,I will state to the gentleman, 
is $15,058,462, if the lands should all be sold at the present price. 

Mr. MILES. Then the lands have not all been sold? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. There is quite an amount that has 
been sold and paid for. 

Mr. McRAE. But the bill does not involve the refund of any 
money paid, and what have been sold should be deducted from the 
sum | mentioned. 

I will insert for the information of the House a table furnished 
me by the Department, which may be of some value to members in 
connection with the subject of the value of the different lands in 
Oklahoma Territory. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
000 for these lands? 

Mr. McRAE. Iam notcertain of the amount paid forit. But, 
as I have stated, the Government paid more for the lands than 
they were worth, if we consider it from the standpoint of dollars 
and cents. 

Mr. MILES. If the Government paid eight million and some 
hundred thousand for the lands, how do you get the claim of the 
Government now up to fifteen millions? 

Mr. McRAE. The lands were valued at so much per acre to the 
settlers, and this is the valuation which reaches over fifteen mil- 
lions. I am certain as to this, but not as to the cost of it. 

Mr. MILES. That is to say, the Government sold at a higher 
price than it paid for the land? 

Mr. McRAE. Exactly. 

The table to which I refer is as follows: 


The Government paid, I believe, about $8,614,- 


int Le 





Amo 8 to 
Area :.., | that will United 
ceded, ex- pat | bere ' States if 
as ‘lusive cf to a estved Amo int settlers 
Reservation. allotted [paid by écoien ant — canone 
and tlers. | tlers un paid. lieved 
reserved.| “~"™ | der exist from pay- 
| | ing law ent. 
| | 
OKLAHOMA. | 
Acres } 
{ a te I Be oc wnandacacas amend 
Cherokee Outlet......... < 2 1.50 | 2,735,260 ‘ 
{| 2. 806, 350 1.00 | 2,806,350 - 
nds bienpuinndonves | 169,320} 2.50 $23, 300 = 
ic miitiibicieeue 68,950! 2.50] 172,375 ‘ 
EE ob eidinwraman abo 364, 536 1.25 | STE Snnbé gnnenaiie tinminndiniaia 
i 27, 028 1.25 4 Dp PE SRP | SE 
Pottawatomie .-.... : | 256, 806 1.50 385, 344 atten 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe __| 3, 500, 562 1.50 | 5,250,843 
SN | 85,000] 1.50] 127,500 
Wichita........-......--...| 491,388 1.25] 614,235 
Total in Oklahoma. -| | 15,068, 462 |..........] $15,058, 462 


Mr. MILES. How much has been paid? 


Mr. McRAE. Ido not know; the gentleman from Oklahoma 
can perhaps state. 
Mr. MILES. How much has been paid for these lands by these 


settlers who have not paid in full? 
Mr. FLYNN. A little over $3,000,000; and let me say further, 
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with the permission of the gentleman from Arkansas, that this 
bill authorizes any person residing upon these lands, who can do 
it, to pay out, after residing on them twelve months; and that 
there are millions of acres of land charged to the settlers at from 
a dollar to two oe and a half an acre that no Indian or white 


man will ever 

Mr. McRAE. Right here I will read all the information I have 
from the Department on that point. 

It is not practicable— 

Says the Commissioner— 
without an extended search of the records to give the amount already paid 
by homestead settlers for these lands, as the moneys received theudiavenet not 
kept separate from the sales of other lands. 
i ae these lan pen to settlers for five years, very few have 
been able to make final paene thereon, and it is doubtful if many haveavailed 
as s the privilege of commutation. It is certain that the amount 
already paid the settlors is so small as to forma very smail proportion to 
the amount itt 1 due. 


Mr.LACEY. Mr.Speaker, the House seems disposed to this 
bill, but at the same time I think all the facts ought to be fully 
stated. Perhaps they have been stated with sufficient fullness 


already, but I will consume a little further time upon this bill, lest 
there might be criticism oe nm the rw a of so important a meas- 
ure without due and suffic 

The House, Mr. 8 er, is aware ore the the fact that there are upon 
the Calendar two bills; the Oklahoma free-home bill, which we are 
now considering under a resolution under suspension of 


the rules, and a general free-home bill, which has been a 
by the committee, co other lands in other States and 
tories similarly situated. for myself, I favor the of thi this 


special bill. also favor the passage of the general b 

would vote for the porns of any special and particular bill’ W apply 
ing to any one of the reservations situated similarly to these 
the ae of Oklahoma. 

Originally the homestead law was something of a political 
question. on tat has disappeared. “There were doubts upon the 
part of many as to whether the homestead law would work suc- 
cessfully or not. The first homestead bill that Congress 
‘Was ve by Mr. Buchanan; but experience has taught us Sen, 
and I find no diversity of opinion upon the opposite sides of this 
Chamber as to the wisdom of the general homestead law. 

I will here quote briefly from the report prepared by me on the 
general free-home bill: 


The bill does not involve any new and pape me principle of legis- 
lation. is only a return to the homestead law in its original form and pur- 


It will be proper to review briefly in this connection the history of the 
homestead ant which, after some years of discussion, finally became a part 
of the laws and marked a new epoc pescado aa 
became a law, May 27, 1862. 


In 1852 the Democracy, in ‘orm at Pittsburg, declared 
the blic lands to be a sacred frist," and nd that they “should be granted in 
lim: quantities free of cost to 


In 1852 and until its final passage Hon “Sa A. Grow, now 
member of this House, appeared as the champion of this a shape io the the 
land polic of ge acticn. A bill ‘was iont January 20, 


sree 
Se boteaner'. 1859, a homestead bill passed the House a vote of 120 to 
*. February 17, 1859, ized the ‘ail in tho Pein demnte kp voiced tae 
the bill Gennia anh coiled ap the tall tor the 
purchase of Cube 
= to open free homes to the Se = 
way toa on to stre 
: y fully occupied with slave inbor On a ap &-pooe alien $e 
ne the consideration of the homestead bill Se ea 


ident Breckinri gave the castin: 
The bill was sont, pattie aoa in its vote aguinat the edt Sd 


—— events 
6, 1860, Mr. Lo the Gro bill 


tavorstiy Man i 3 _ cee oo oe 


ve yee homestead settlers to 
py ial settlemert. Somenee| 
bill. The motion was lost 
Senate Senator Johnson's substitate by a vote of 44 
The House refused to concur,and a conference 
ference committee, after twelve m 
As expressed by Mr. aoe ee . 
The conference 


aire crete stem 


36 to’3 in the Bonates BE 
acre to the Reabanieremaenaiietne of the land to the 
ernment. 
eninne ed Mr. Wino anpocnesd tn his il sat gals eo Ont oe 
~—s w policy. But on June 23, 1860, James Buchanan, 
Prasiden of the Uniged tatan vetoed the tl and i t failed '}o pas oune bas 
thins majority the Senate nays, 8 votes less than a two- 
thi 
declared the bill to be unconstitutional. He said that 25 cents 
acre was 4 mere, nominal price, a wee = ving the 
d away. free on 
the pubic domain, or to or to gran Tor toi the ea of the 


The 


land fand. 
that could rie es Ty obra ans ee 


The Louisiana purchase ome 
awa, iio Napole 
ae 


National Con- 
Se or teen oe 
i na een pad adlesalcocmmnt long $0 be enbuyed 


at 


ener of 
aan eee Biahes the ot new texpereg = Te 
suse bo be augue President. at aid 


by the 
The 
lation 
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not realize that in this new homestead policy lay a germ of national groy:) 
of untold value, in which the old States well ese the wealth to he a i 
by the new members of the National Confederation. 

The idea that an uninhabited publicdomain wasa sacred trust which <)).... 
pose ene solitude until it could be sold for cash seems to have fu!) .:). 


red the mind of the Executive. 
‘ene was willing and desirous of pa: $100,000,000 out of the funds in +). 
urchase of Cuba, w would ad 


aes ae id new power to the , 
of slavery, and he might well understand thata different result wouic : w 
the buil ing up of new States in the West under a system of free ho 

When Han e his camp near the city was s))\| at 
public sale in the foru in darkest hours of Seah andl 1888 the } ~ 
on ee almost within the sound of hostile guns. 


r. Aldrich sasgomused the UEl July 6, 1861, and it was referred to tho 
ania 


Agriculture. 
eet S Se a, eoeniee sopeseed it favorably. 
On February 3 rred to the mittee on Public Lands. 
ae 28. asae Basan gered W Arete Sa 
i, Senator orably in the Senate 
May 5, Sten ten Shee 383 to7 


* with 


The twe Ho u a conference, and 27, 1862, after the do- 
tails were eed upon acon Lincoln added emether chapter t » the 
great history of by a the bill. 
ee that until re of Soe eammnantond la w hag 

n 


accepted without question. ents and moditic: ions 
have boon made, but the ball in thn cubetenes hasbeen unchanged. 

There have been purchased from various countries, including 
the cession from the State of Georgia, very large areas of |). 
The Louisiana purchase cost 3} cents per acre 

The purchase from , in 1819, cost 17.1 cents 


racre. In 
1848 the Mexican cost 44 cents per acre. e Gadsden 
purchase of 1853 cost 34.3 cents per acre. Alaska cost 1.19 cents 
peracre. The cession cost 10.1 cents peracre. The aver- 
age cost of these en 


ee cere ome Pet acre, 
expended in the of lands up to 1480, 
the time when the last fall sepest Gan made upon this subject, 
was ete 389.98. Sales have been made from this land, ani 
expenditures incurred in surveys and in the distribution and 
ena of the public lands. The actual net cost, up to iss, 
of all the public after what had been received 


lands, 
from the same, was $121,846.746. 85, h includes balance of ex- 
pense of administration. The net cost, therefore, per acre is 17} 
cents. 


The census of 1890 shows that these different 
been included in States and Territories, and that 
uation of real and estate situated within the States and 
a thus purchased amounted to $23,583,339,104, and npon 

ificent domain electoral — in the next electoral col- 

lege wil be cast to the number of 158, or a trifle more than one- 
third ofthe entire icc mal vote of the t Jnion. So that the public- 
eet and the purchases in ge United States have been 


urchases have 
@ assesse | val- 











the benefit of this coun’ 

o The following is a statement of same by States and Terri- 

tories: 
Valuation from census of 1890. 

State and Territory. 

Wee i] ees 
Minnesota ............. 095, 831, 927 
Rs nthisivn densanemeael 287, 348, 333 
PE -Jiceccccsscnel 307, 902, 945 
North Dakota ..-...... 837, 006, 506 
South Dakota.......... 425, 141, 299 
ee ae 275, 685, 514 
Bimini tecasks soon 799, 343, 501 
IN. occ iciawtind oor sax’ ons 
———.......... 495, 306, 597 
Oklahoma ..........-.. 48, 285, 124 
Arkamans .............. 455, 147, 422 
Indian Territory ...... 159, 765, 462 

In 1862 the homestead was first ted by the enact 
ment of the at It has been followed from that time 
until some of recent from the Indians. 

It is claimed by the Secretary of the Interior that this bill 1! 
not to pass, because the loss to the Government would amin! ‘0 
$15,058,462. But thisestimate isa veryexcessive one. It inc! les 
al te land, good, bad, and indifferent, at at the full price provided 
by law not at its cost to the United States; it mak. 10 
reservation of the sixteenth and “sixth sections; it takes 


of 
account of town sites nor of the ts in severalty to 
the Indians, nor of the worthless land which is to-day uns:| «nd 


may remain unsettled for years; and the report of the Sc 
retary shows that there is y still unsold in that 
ene er acres, so that this $15,058,462 is a gross evel 
. were anxious to enter 
thelr Soneceaia i“ eden ion but we know full well 
Se i ee re the domain always 
overestimate the desirability of the land are about to 
purchase and the advantages which will accrue to by reason 








> 





1896. 


here a list showing also the cash commutations in the 
is = it is fair to infer that the commutations of homesteads 
Lars be as large in the future as they have been heretofore, and in 
th estimate made by the Secretary of the Interior he makes no 
euaned for the ilities or absolute certainties of commu- 
tations that will be thus made, and does not take into considera- 
tion commutations that have been made under that act in the past 
in Ok cmaiesioner of the Land Office, at my request, has fur- 
nished a statement of commutations from 1881 to 1895, inclusive, 
which I will insert in my remarks. : 
It was not practicable to go back of 1881 because of the manner 
in which the records had been kept, as the other cash entries and 
homestead entries were all kept together: 


Statement of the number and area of final homesteads from May 20, 1862, to June 
" 1895. 


. 


















Year. Number. Acres. Number. Acres. 

9 _.| 177,314 | 21,193,868. 82 23,080 | 4,060, 592. 77 
4 a in 2° 219 427.10 | 1891 27,686 | 3.954. 587.77 
1908 conceal 998 | 2,504, 414.51 22,822 | 3,250, 897.07 
1984 _...------| 21,863 | 2,945,574. 73 24.204 | 3,477, 231.63 
1885 _..---eee-| 28, 066 | 3,002, 679. 11 | 20,544 | 2,929, 947.41 
1886 _...--ceee| 19,356 | 2,663, 531.83 | 20,922 | 2,980; 809.30 
‘oe... osaded 19,866 | 2) 749,087.43 | ees 
1888 _..--ocee-| 22,413 | 3,175,400. 64 488,837 | 64, 828, 208.97 
SD. accecanll 25,549 | 3,681, 708. 80 





EEE 


lemen the number of commuted homesteads under section 2301, Revised 
on 7 slides Gatescandacstion ast Pome 15. i000. 











Sorc mrin 


1880 . . ..cnccccces cocces cones 


From this list I find that from 1881 to 1895, inclusive, there were 
488,837 homestead entries made in the aggregate, comprising 
64, 828,208.97 acres. Of those entries there have been commuta- 
tions to the amount of 100,610, making about one in five actually 
commuted in the : and I understand that a full report from 


the Territory of will show larger commutations there 
than the in the past in the country at large. 
These men have entered upon the border lands of the arid 


region. Much of Oklahoma reaches beyond the safe and reliable 
line where rainfall is ample to raise a crop each year; and many 
of these settlers are in destitution. 

From the reports we have received, Mr. Speaker, the probability 
is as to that region that a very large number, perhaps two-fifths 
or more, of will be compelled to relinquish 
their claims or be compelled to sell them to somebody in order to 
ee their improvements; and if unable 

be compelled to make commutation by bor- 
rowing the money to pay the debt to the United States, and then 


men i settlement and creating a new 
commonwealth to be soon added Ae ' = sisterhood of a have 
gone through many hardships; here is no reason why they 
the rule which has existed since 

1862, for thirty-four — giving to settlers on the public lands 
title by occupation and improvement in 


It eee ea tencipls what the land has cost the 
of , that magnificent domain, per- 
the most fertile of any on the face of the earth, sees caly 
the United States 3} cents an acre. ge 
land was ~— under the homestead laws twenty- 

ago 
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which was purchased under the Gadsden treaty, and in the tarran 

tula Territory of Arizona, bordering on Mexico, it cost 34 cents 
an acre. In Oklahoma, however, the land cost more than that 

But there is no reason why the man who takes a homestead under 
the Gadsden purchase should be better treated than the man who 
entered under the Oklahoma purchase, simply because the cost 
of Oklahoma was higher than the Gadsden purchase. Much of 
the land in Kansas and Nebraska was obtained by purchase from 
the Indians and opened up to homestead entry. In the Eastern 
States the Indians were moved by wars, and expensive wars at 
that. It was found cheaper to buy them off than to fight them. 
It is cheaper and better, as well as more humane, to furnish them 
with support than to kill them off. By our homestead system 
vast tracts have been opened to settlement and great strength has 
been given to the Government of the United States. In short, 
this policy has built up the West; it has settled the country west 
of the Missouri River, even into the arid belt beyond the one 
hundredth meridian, and many of the settlers in this region have 
gone into the arid land and are in suffering and want. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, without abating one jot my faith in a gen- 
eral free-home bi!l, which I hope this Congress will pass before it 
adjourns, I am in favor of the passage of this bill or any separate 
bill for any one of these reservations that have been made subject 
to homestead entry; and I think that the homestead law is violated 
in spirit by requiring the homestead settler to buy the land after 
he has been compelled to comply with all the requirements of the 
old law. [Cries of “‘ Vote!” “* Vote!”! 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it is scarcely necessary for 
me to take any of the time of the House in support of the provi- 
sions of this bill. This bill simply carries out, in the interest of 
the settlers of Oklahoma, the true policy of the Government in 
the matter of homesteads. Ido not wish to make a partisan speech 
or make any partisan reference. The policy of free homesteads to 
actual settlers is the policy now of the United States Government, 
and is the policy of the people of the country regardless of party. 
It has grown up to be essentially an American doctrine. The lands 
affected by this bill are lands that it is said cost the Government 
a larger sum of money than the public lands on an average; but 
that has never been a consideration with the Government in the 
matter of the granting of homesteads to actual settlers. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House have said something 
about the grants made bythe Government in that same Territory 
to railroad lines. I am one of those who believe that no wiser act 
has ever been done by our Government than the giving to the rail- 
roads in that part of the country what are called land grants. I 
am not here to discuss the question of the abuses of the genesosity 
of the Government, but here is a region rapidly becoming an im- 
portant portion of the United States, filled with a most enterpris- 
ing population, which, under existing law, would be put at a dis- 
advantage as against the ordinary system and policy to the extent 
of a large number of millions of dollars. Now, I believe that the 
Government itself, the aggregation of the people of this whole 
country, will be better off, will be richer, five years from to-day 
by reason of the passage of this bill than if we exacted the price 
of these lands from actual settlers. Any other policy than this 
would destroy the hope of acquiring homes on the part of a great 
many of the people of that Territory; so I trust that the bill will 
be passed without further contention. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr.Speaker,I move the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CULBERSC” }. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as atnended was ordered to be vungrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREE DELIVERY IN TOWNS AND VILLAGES. 


Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 5473) concerning delivery 
of letters in towns, villages, and other places where no free deliv- 
ery exists. 

bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever not less than 2) persons who receive 
their mail matter through the same post-office shall petition the postmaster 
at such office to appoint one or more letter carriers, whoshal!l be at least 16 
irs of age, for the delivery of letters and other mail matter therefrom to 

rsons ad , at their respective residences or places of business, 
and for the collection of letters and the conveyance and delivery of them to 
the post-office, said postmaster shall appoint a suitable number of letter car 
riers for that purpose, and it shall be their duty to report at least once a 
week to the r appointing them the number of pieces delivered and 
collected by them and amount paid therefor. 

Suc. 2. That at all places where the foregoing delivery and collections may 
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be authorized under this act the letter carriers thus appointed may receive 
of the person to whom he delivers letters or papers, or from whom he receives 
them for conveyance to the powomnes. such weekly, monthly, or quarterly 
compensation as may be mutually upon; and when no such agree- 
ment is made, they may demand and receive not exceeding 1 cent for each 
letter or other which they deliver from or convey to the post-office: 
Provided, That the sum which each carrier thus collects shall be in full for 
his services; and none of such carriers shall have any claim upon the Post- 
Office Department for compensation for services rendered as a letter carrier: 
Provided further, That no letter or other mail matter shall be given to such 
letter carrier for delivery unless addressed to a person who has lodged at 
the post-office a written request that his mai) matter be delivered to such 
letter carrier: And provided further, That if any person who shall have filed 
such written request shall refuse or neglect to pay the amount agreed upon 
or fixed by this act for the delivery or collection of any mail matter the same 
mpeg be returned by the carrier to the post-office and thereafter the carrier 
not be required to deliver or collect any mail to or from such person. 
Each person so appointed shall give bond to the ) pentenanter for the faithful 
performance of his duties in the penal sum of $100. 
So. 3. That the letter carriers appointed by authority of this act shall be 
subject to all the provisions of exis' laws not inconsistent with this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

aorta — I will ask, Mr. Speaker, what committee reports 
this 

Mr. SPERRY. It is reported unanimously by the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill a question or two. I will premise by saying 
that Iam in favor of extending the free-delivery system to the 
rural districts, but, after listening to the reading of the bill, it 
seems to me that itis acase of keeping the word of promise to 
the ear and breaking it to the hope. If I understand the bill cor- 
rectly, it doesnot provide that the Government of the United States 
shall be responsible for any of the letter carriers who shall deliver 
the mails in the rural districts, and I understand that if no pro- 
vision is made by the persons living in the neighborhood the mail 
carrier is to receive only 1 a letter. 

Of course that will not be sufficient compensation to secure the 
services of any persons competent to perform this labor properly, 
and I do not understand that the provisions of the bill in this re- 
spect are very different from the law which exists to-day, and 
which permits any one person in a neighborhood, if he choose, to 
collect the mail for the entire neighborhood and deliver it, Now, 
if we are going to do anything in this line for the farming com- 
munity, it seems to me that we ought to have something in the 
bill which will provide in an affirmative way for the appo:ntment 
of these mail carriers or mail deliverers; give them an ample sal- 
ary, and arrange the matter so that the people living miles away 
from the little commercial centers scattered through the country 
will get the full benefit of this legislation without — join 

er and themselves pay the persons who deliver their mails. 

I think that if we are going to do anything for the farmers of this 
country in this respect, we ought vo prov’de that Uncle Sam, out 
of his ample revenues, shall pay the salaries of these delivery men 
yy as he does in our large cities, and wherever the free-de- 


very system exists. 

Mr. LOUD. ee the gentleman will withdraw the word 
“ample” in connection with our revenues. 

Mr. HOPKINS. In the city of Chicago and in other es 
where the en ae exists, the person who the 
benefit of it is not os to pay anything out of his own pocket 
to the person who delivers him his mail. e mail carrier is an 


agent of the United States and looks to the United States for his 
compensation. But in the bill here nted, if I understand it 
correctly, if the people living out in the country are to receive any 
benefit whatever from this legislation, they must join in an agree- 
ment with the mail carrier to pay him cient compensation for 
his services. Therefore, I repeat that this seems tome to be keep- 
ing the word wad jer « hepdimendheghnapsleememnn dette 2 
far as the farmers of this country are concern 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that unanimous con- 
sent has not yet been given for the consideration of this bill, 

The SP. . It has not. 


ce Department this bill,and the 
measure is a very important one, which some of us have not had 
an opportunity to examine. Iam amember of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, from which this bill is 
but I have not examined the matter, although ~ oP 
says the bill has beén unanimously reported, and I like an 


to look into it. 
*  MOMILLIN: 2 en et ee gees ee oe 


he said he thized very strongly with the 
bill, but he thought there might be same objections to it. Still, 
he certainly said he sympa strongly with the bill, 


Ce een ee ee Seay ~ . - 
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Mr. McMILLIN, His sympathies have not taken the form of a 
recommendation. 

Mr. LOUD. This bill was not submitted to the Postmaster. 
General until after it had been recommended by the committe 
When it was submitted to the Postmaster-General, he stronol, 
dissented, I think, from the propriety of the measure; I hay. been 
trying to find his letter. It ought to be presented to the House 
if we are going to consider this matter. = 

Mr. HO S.. The o ition of the Post-Office Departinent 
maight, under certain conditions, be an argument in favor of the 
i 


Mr. RICHARDSON. . But in that case we would hardly allow jt 
to by unanimous consent. 5 
r. SPERRY. ae ee i (Mr. KYLE] was cer. 


ae pet when this bill was considered incommittee. | tryst 
he allow the matter tocome before the House. Do I under. 
stand him to — 
Mr. KYLE. There is so much confusion that I can not hear 
what the gentleman says. 
Mr. SPERRY. I ask the gentleman whether he will not a!Jow 


the consideration of the bill to proceed without objection? 
Mr. KYLE. I shall have to object. 

a Then I move to suspend the rules and take up 
e bill. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I believe there has been no recognition of the 


mtleman for that purpose. The Chair will allow me to suggest, 
eferentially, that, according to the uniform ruling, recognition 
for the purpose of asking unanimous consent does not carry with 
it ET for the rs of moving a suspension of therules, 
The SPEAKER. e did not recognize the gentleman 


from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry] for the purpose of movinz « sus- 
— of the rules, but only to make the request for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SPERRY. What is the ruling of the Chair? 
; | — The request for unanimous consent is ob- 
jec . 
. Mr. SPERRY. Can I not move to take up the bill under a sus- 
pension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CHarLEes W. STONE]. 


CIRCULATION OF LIGHT-WEIGHT COIN. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5732) to amend section 5459 of the Revised Statutes, prescribing 
the punishment for mutilating United States coins and for uttering or pass- 
ing or attempting to utter or pass such mutilated coins. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America  Conarese That section 5459 of the Revised Statutes of 
the vate States be amended, so as to read as follows: 
+“ EC. 


5459. Every person who fraudulently, by any ot, wey. or means, de- 


faces, ane im scales, or lightens, or causes 
or procures to pa Fw a defaced, mutilated, imoaired. diminished, 
f or assists in fraudulently de- 


alsified, scaled, or lightened, ine tal 


‘ or lightenin 

e gold or silver coins w have been, or w: may hereafter be, coine 
at mints of the United States, or any foreign gold or silver coins which 
ore b Bees See oe in actual use or en money = 
or who passes, u ublishes, or se or attempts to 
pass, utter, , or sell, or bring into United States from any foreign 
same to be defaced, mutilated, impaired, diminished, falsi- 
ed, scaled, or itened, with intent to defraud any person whatsvever, or 
has in his such defaced, mutilated, impaired, diminis)ed, falsi- 
fied, or knowing the same to be defaced, mutilated, 
impaired, sealed, or lightened, with intent to defraud 
any mee ee Si im: not more than five years and 

more than 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask unanimous consent thata 
second may be considered as ordered. 
There was no objection; and the motion to suspend the rules was 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask now that the report, which 
is brief, may be read. 
The report (by Mr. CHaRLEs W. Stone) was read, as follows: 


The on Ww and Measures, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. to amend section of the Revised Statutes, prescribing 
the for mutilating United States coins and for uttering or passing 
or to utter or pass such mu coins, having considered the 

recommend that it do 
“Ssection 0450 of the Revised Statutes for the, panishmen of th 
offense mutilating or e or silver co 
See Ute States, but by some or for some other unaccountable 


ulen is made for punishment of the kno ly and fraud- 
tly b 9 or to utter or such mutilated or 
coins. To this defect in existing law is the primary pur- 

t in restating the section it has been deemed a® 

visable to make it correspond an epee, 00 near as may be, with the 


also been ing BS eahoreeas coin of the United States, ani it has 
i Reet te maximum limit of impr's omens 
7 = t more nearly with the maximum puns’ 
ment law for omer species of counterfeiting the national - 
ncesalty for the proposed re detect in he he Chet of tue 3 
out e ‘ ; 
is Beveontet the "Department in annual report for 
1894, an extract from which is hereto. 
: a eo 














[From report Chief of the Secret Service Division of the United 
Caine ot Set for the year ended June 30, 1894.] 


found the banking interests deeply concerned over 

Rt num . sh tt weight coins in circulation. 
These coins had been pegeires a new and ingenious method, namely: 
The milled or corrugated of the — —— —— a 2 Ss 

: new milling was then put on, and the coin, 
value about & vortee I immediately = agents owas, we the ~~ t 
Pearall of now serving terms in sons. One 
= ad a gy oy City, lowa, on March 19, 1894, and, after trial, 
sentenced to imprisonment for eighteen months; another and his wife 
was senvenquently arrested in Baltimore, Md., and sentenced to four years 
oot six mon respectively, under section 5459, Revised Statutes. In both 
instances a lathe and complete set of tools were captured. Since these 
arrests were tened in the manner above described have 
ceased to appear. 


prosecution of these cases I was greatly surprised to learn that there 

Ro to punish uttering of pons such lightened or debased coins, know- 
them to be such. I refore earnestly recommend the passage of an 
making it a felony to mutilate United States coins, or to utter, ,or 
attempt to pass such coins, and ask that section 5459 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States be amended to read as follows: 


“Every who fraudulently, by any art, way, or means, defaces, muti- 
lates, im falsifies, scales, oo Se. or causes or procures 
to be fraudulently mutilated, impaired, diminished, falsified, scaled, 
or or willingly or assists in fraudulently defacing, mutilating, 


im . > , scaling, or lightening the gold or silver 

coins W have been or w may hereafter be coined at the mints of the 

United States, or any foreign gold or silver coins which are by law made cur- 

rent or are in use and tion as meaner bog ag the Vaated Beaten, 

utte: blishes, or sells, or attem Oo pass, utter, publish, 

or wi? Pe bring into the United States from any oreigm place, knowing the 

<a be defaced, mutilated, impaired, diminished, falsified, scaled, or 

lightened, with I™Geteced, mutilated, inpaired, diminished falsified, sealed. 

mu % ° , fals , scaled, 

os the same to be defaced, mutilated, impaired, 

or lightened, with intent to defraud any person 

whatsoever, shall be imprisoned not more than five years and fined aot more 
000.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. ee friend ene Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ARLES W. STONE] permit a question 
Onn. CHARLES W.STONE. Certainly. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I was not able to hear distinctly the reading 


of the , and therefore I may be asking a question that the 
report fully answers. But from what I can gather there has come 
into use a new of diminishing the wie of coins, and then, 
after remilling, putting them in circulation dishonestly. S 

Mr, CHAR W.STONE. The trouble is, there is now on 


the statute books no provision for punishing the uttering or put- 
ting into circulation of these coins that have been diminished in 
weight and value. The fact was brought to the attention of the 


Treasury Department that some persons were engaged in turn- 
ing off the of gold coins about 50 cents to a dollar’s 
worth of and ean ne coins and putting them into 
circulation. 5459 of the Revised Statutes punishes dimin- 


ishing the value of coin in that way, but there is no punishment 
now ed for pu such coin into circulation knowingly 
and with intention to defraud. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the bill sufficiently guard from prose- 
cution persons into whose hands these diminished coins may fall 


innocently? Is the penalty confined only to those who in the first 
place put these coins into circulation dishonestly? 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. There are four sections of the 


Revised Statutes which now provide for the punishment of coun- 
terfeiting the gold and silver coins of the United States and the 
minor and also for ing coins which, though not neces- 
sarily in resemblance of legal coins, are used for the pu of 
There is also in each case provision for punishing the 
sag | into circulation of such counterfeit coin. In drawing 
, Phave made it conform to the provisions of existing law 

in regard to or putting into circulation counterfeit coin. 
If examine the — — see that fee pro- 
visions are very carefully guarded. e language is that any 
person “ who utters, eee or sells, or attempts to 
pass, utter, publish, or sell,” , ‘for has in his possession,” etc., 
same to be defaced,” etc., ‘‘ with intent to defraud 


2 not oe the nas could be 
oe order that the punishment can oper- 
7 there must be knowledge 


oe 


: 
| 


and fraudulent intent on the part 

the person the coins into circulation, and when a per- 

son having the and the fraudulent intent passes such 
“r eaeoee 

= 'Y. Does this bill cover forei 


coin? 
CHARLES W.STONE. It covers “ any foreign gold or sil- 
ver coins which are by law made current or are in actual use or 


the United States.” 
bill is in the form recommended by the 
meet the — in the law which the 


to 
ee ee on 
The motion is to suspend the rules and pass 


was taken; and (two-thirds having voted in favor 
the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
CRIMINAL JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


Sf New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
pend the rules ss the bill (3. 1448) to withdraw from the 


| 
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Supreme Court the jurisdiction of criminal cases not capital and 
confer the same upon the circuit courts of appeals. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of section 5 of the act entitled “An act to 
establish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1891, as reads “in cases of conviction of a capital or other- 
wise infamous crime,” be amended by striking out the words “or otherwise 
infamous,” so that the same will read “in cases of conviction of a capital 
crime’; and that appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district 
courts or circuit courts to the proper circuit court of appeals in cases of con- 
viction of an infamous crime not capital: Provided, That no case now ‘pend- 
ing in the Supreme Court or in which an appeal or writ of error shall have 
been taken or sued out before the passage of this act shall be hereby affected, 
but in all such cases the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court shall remair, and 
said Supreme Court shall proceed therein as if this act had not been passed. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I demand asecond. I would like to know 
whether this bill has been reported by any committee? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to inform my colleague 
on the committee that this bill was reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

I ask unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now will the gentleman explain the pur- 
pose of the bill and where it comes from? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. This bill comes from the 
Judiciary Committee and is unanimously reported. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am a member of the committee and I 
never heard of it before. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The reason was that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman was not present at the meeting of the com- 
mittee which authorized the reporting of the bill. I had the honor 
to be directed to prepare the report, by the vote of those present 
in the committee, onl did so on March 6. It has already passed 
the Senate and has the approval and request of the Supreme Court. 

I suggest that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire) was read, as 
follows: 





The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1448) to 
withdraw from the Supreme Court jurisdiction of criminal cases not « apital 
and confer the same on the circuit courts of appeals, have considered the 
same, and report it to the House with the recommendation that it be passed. 

It is probable that the act of March 3, 1891, which established the circuit 
courts of appeals, inadvertently enlarged the right of appeal in criminal 
cases so as to include those not capital. However that may te the practical 
result has been antagonistic to the general purpose of that act, as the follow- 
ing letter from the clerk of the Supreme Court, stating the criminal cases 
now pending in that court, will abundantly show: 


“OFFICE CLERK SUPREME CoURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Washington, D. C., March |. 1898. 

“Sir: In compliance with your request in regard to the amount of criminal 
ousiness on the docket of this court, I have to say that on the docket for 1894 
there were 65 criminal cases, of which 17 were capital cases. 

“Since the close of the last term and during the present term there have 
been docketed 28 criminal cases, of which number 16 are capital cases 

“There are now pending on the docket undisposed of, 42 criminal cases, of 
which 14 are capital cases. 

“Very truly, JAMES H. McKENNEY, 
“ Clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
“Hon. Henry M. BAKER, M. C., 
““ Washington, D. C.” 


As the act of 1891 provides a court to which appeals from the circuit courts 
can be taken, and generally limits the cases appealable to the Supreme Court, 
it is reasonable to suppose that it was not its intention to greatly enlarge 
appeals to that court in criminal cases. The practice under it has greatly 
increased the business before the Supreme Court; and. in the opinion of your 
committee, the personal rights involved are not of such a nature as to justify 
a rehearing after an appeal to the circuit courts of appeals. 

Your committee adopt the report of the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate and append it hereto. 


[Senate Report No. 265, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1448) to 
withdraw from the Supreme Court jurisdiction in criminal cases not capital 
and confer the same on the circuit court of appeals, have given the same 
——— and report it to the Senate with the recommendation that it 


e entire purpose and the entire effect of the bill are to transfer appellate 
jurisdiction in criminal cases not capital from the Supreme Court to the sev- 
eral circuit courts of appeals in their respective circuits, saving only juris- 
diction to determine cases already at its passage pending in the former. 

Until the act of March 3, 1891, creating the circuit court of appeals, the 
Supreme Court possessed no appellate jurisdiction in criminal cases as such. 
By the act of September 24, 1789, no review whatever of any sentence of the 
circuit courts in criminal cases was provided, and for nearly one hundred 
and tavo years that wisdom of the fathers was accepted to govern and give 
efficacy and vigor to the criminal procedure of the Federal courts. By the 
act for the establishment of the circuit courts of appeals the appellate furis- 
diction of the Supreme Court was extended to convictions “ of a capital or 
otherwise infamous crime," thus suddenly going tothe other extreme. This 
was not the carefully digested result of committee consideration, but was 
effected in the debate on the floor. It disregarded rather than profited by the 
experience of the century. It seriously hinders one of the best purposes 
sought through the creation of the new tribunals. Instead of relieving the 
Supreme Court, so that it may bestow on the great pene assigned to it 
the leisurely study, unvexed by the importunity of delayed and pressing busi- 
ness, which is essential to their wisest resolution, no matter what the learn- 
ing or ability of the judges, the act of 1891 has cast upon this bench a large 
and inerensing class of cases never before within its range, out of keeping 
with the nature of its jurisdiction otherwise, and ee which by no 
means require for the safety of the citizen the labors of such a court, but 
which may as well be left to other courts. 
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As cases of the Government, and as ingeining life or liberty, they must also 

be advanced for hearing under the rule, and thus the -——< every 

= finds an obstructing barrier of these appeals in the of the 
ocket. 

It was said in behalf of this jurisdiction that it was a greater duty to pro- 
tect the life and liberty of the citizen than his property. Not disputing the 
proposition, no good reason can be given ——- circuit courts of Sw 
may not fully discharge the duty. y are of equal dignity with the highest 
courts of the States, and are the final arbiters in the Federal system of by 
far the greater number of causes actos within the limits of the Constitu- 
tion. Besides, until their creation this full duty was done well and sufficiently 
by the circuit courts without review. 

This argument overlooks, also, it seems to the committee, as do all invoked 
to the same end, the true place and service of the Supreme Court in our sys- 
temof national judicature. I[t is not and ought not to be regarded merely 
as a tribunal of Seetios to determine causes between litigants, but rather as 
the expositor of the jurisdiction, laws, and principles of our system of Gov- 
ernment as between the Union, the States, and the people, the judicial spokes- 
man of the nation in causes resting upon international law and the interpre- 
tation of treaties, the restraining power against invasion of the Constitution 
by Congress or Stute legislature, the overruling guide and regulator of the 

ederal judiciary, suppressing differences.and insuring continuing stability 
of doctrine, the head of one of the three departments which every free gov- 
ernment must recognize and possess. 

Except for the interposition of this criminal jurisdiction, out of character, 
the limits of appellate authority defined in the act of 1891 are in complete har- 
mony with this place of the Supreme Courtin our Government. Section Sof 
that act reads as follows: 

“Szo. 6. That appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district 
courts or from the existing circuit courts, directed to the Supreme Court, in 
the following cases: 

“Tn any case in which the jurisdiction of the court is in issue. in such cases 
the question of jurisdiction alone be certified to the Supreme Court 
from the court below for decision. 

‘*From the final sentences and decrees in prize cases. 

“Tn cases of conviction of a capital or otherwise infamous crime. 

“Tn any case that involves the construction or application of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. . 

**In any case in which the constitutionality of any law of the United States 
or the validity or construction of any treaty made under its authority is 

wn in question. 

‘**In any case in which the constitution or law of a State is claimed to be in 
contravention of the Constitution of the United States. 

“Nothing in this act shall affect the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in 
cases appealed from the highest court of a State nor the construction of the 
statute providing for review of such cases.” 

Contrasting this with the following section, which assigns the cupaiinte 
authority in other cases to the circuit courts of appeals and by which the 
superinten control of the Supreme Court is preserved in every case, civil 
or criminal, either by certification by the circuit courts of appeals or by cer- 
tiorari issued from the upper court, and the great care taken to set em 
peat for oes - ane ae is made mretn ane use 
is nothing of perse ght in bs er as affec , life. 
or liberty. which enters into its Jurisdiction. It is the ae character of 
the question only which may — —— its judgment. 

True though it be that its duty is to in ret and apply the Constitution 
and the law as they are, it is no less true t such a court is necessarily a 
lawgiver, expounding the law as it lies in and arises from most intricate 
and abstruse conditions, resolvable only by the lights of history and phi- 
losophy, ceatiee with the written words and unwritten doctrines which 
constitute our law. 

To such a service free, ample argument at the bar, abundant, unvexed ease 
of consideration, not less than lea: and wisdom, are indispensable. There 
is nothing in the nature of criminal causes that gives rise to questions spe- 
cially worthy to e the attention of such acourt, save only when, as ma: 
sometimes happen in our system, a c case may involve some point 
constitutional or Federal law. All such cases will remain within the juris- 
diction of the court, being directly a: lable for that reason; and even if 
they shall be first determined by the circuit court of appeals, they continue 
subject to the review of the Supreme Court upon certiorari. 

Some of the committee think this all that need be preserved of this juris- 
diction, even in capital cases. But outof deference to the sentiment which 
secured the enactment of the present law, and in hope sufficient relief may 
be gained, the bill is limited to other cases only. 

Appended is a comm tion from the Attorney-General to the 
of the committee, which exhibits the nature of the criminal cases not capital 
which have been imposed on the court since the act of 1891, and from thecon- 
tinuance of which only this bill will relieve it. It is highly probable the full 
comprehension of the term ‘infamous,’ as applied to statutory crimes, was 
not fully considered when it was adopted. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

Washington, D. C., February 1, 1896. 
Srr: Your letter of yesterday, requesting me to send you a statement of 
the number and character of criminal cases which have been — it to the 
cou pea a 
ing between the capital and the noncapital, has had my atten- 
I beg to say that the whole number of criminal cases taken to 
Pp i penne the act named is 123. Of these 51 are 
capital cases, 49 being indictments for murder and 2 for rape, leaving 72 cases 


less than cost’ 
Yeu ask that I give the number of each class of cases noncapital, but, as 
you will see from the incl memorandum, the cases are miscellaneous in 
ter, and can 
lly, yours, 
Hon. Grorer F. Ho 
United States : . 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Unless some gentleman 
wishes to be heard, or to make some inquiry in regard to the bill, 
I ask for a vote u the motion. 
aia 5 a N. Well, I want to make a statement about 

bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be recognized to control 
the twenty minutes in opposition. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If I understand the bill as read from the 
jurisdiction over all criminal cases less than capi'al. Now, for 
one hundred years of the life of this Government no criminal had 
the right to appeal from the circuit courts of the United States 


JUDSON HARMON, 
Altorney-General 


MARCH 16, 


to the Supreme Court of the United States. After along strug:|e 
here we provided by law that all criminals convicted in ca), | 
cases, or in felony cases pt by confinement in the )).: 
tentiary, should have the t of appeal to the Supreme Cou: 
the United States. Before t there was no appeal except f: 
the district to the circuit courts of the United States, A, ; 
law now stands a person indicted and convicted of murder }; 
right to appeal his case to the Supreme Court and take the j 
ment of the highest court of the land on the conviction. | 
person is indicted for a felony, the ag sore of which is ; 
tinement in the penitentiary at hard labor, he is accorded the 
right under the law. . All criminals convicted of lesser oj! 
have the right to appeal their cases from the circuit courts ; 
circuit courts of ap fs 

Now, if this bill in the form in which it is presented }\ ro 
there will be no criminal cases which can be appealed to t); 
preme Court of the United States except in cases of convictic) 
capital crime, all other cases going to the courts of appeals. 

understand that the reason assigned for the enactment «\f :} 
law is, that the Supreme Court is overloaded, that its doc 
crowded, and that they do not want to do the work. Now, | <» 
_ that the docket of the circuit court of appeals of the ;\\;| 
istrict is in a far worse condition in that respect than the do.:|:, 
of the Supreme Court. We went to work a year or two avo ay 
created a circuit court of appeals to relieve the Supreme Coir, 
the burden of work then on it, and they had a right to apport: 
the ~— as it ae — under the a om the circui 
court of appeals. is bill passes putinto the circuit cour 
of appeals, now clamoring for more Toteen, for more help, sayin; 
that they are overloaded and can not get through with their dv :k- 
ets, all of these cases of felonies which are now tried in the Sn- 
preme Court; I mean all who are convicted of an offense punish- 
able by imprisonment. Is that not so? 

Mr. BA of New Hampshire. No, sir; for it is impossibls 
for them to reach the Supreme Court until they have passe: tho 
circuit court of 

Mr. CULBE N. Ithink the gentleman is mistaken in that. 
The law provides that the appeal should lie directly from the cir- 
cuit court in all capital cases, and in all cases wherein the p.nis)- 
ment is confinement for life in the penitentiary they never yo to 
- circuit pe - 

r. BAKER of New pshire. They certainly do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, the law willsettle it. I willsend for 
the act of 1891; [ think it will determine the question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Right there, if it will notinterrup* my friend, 
if I understand the effect of this bill, it is to abridge the riyit of 

peal to the highest tribunal of the United States on the part of 

who may be convicted of crime and sentenced to life sury- 


itude? 
That is what I say it will do. 


T 
i 


=o 02 ee 
Store Pe meareK i a 


J 


Mr. CULBERSON. 
Mr. McMILLIN. It is an abridgment of the right of appeal. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think the man who is sentenced to the 

itenti ight Pores his case direct to the Supreme 

. is the way I look at it, and that 

was the reason why we passed the bill in the form that we «ud. 

How much time have I consumed, Mr. Speaker? 
SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed five minuics of 


IN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
CMILLIN 


M . 
IN. Iwill probably not oceupy all the time which 
siibiaeiie wie by my friend from Texas, Judce 
enough time to say that I do not 
abridging the right of the 
ion of his meaeey the most im 
presented concerning him, trie! by 
I can not believe that after we shall 
the act which added cightecn or 
oe yr and constituted new 
theretofore gone to | 1e 5u- 
Court of the United States, there will be any difficw!ty 10 
of those cases which really 
that these cases involving 
a have a right of appea! to 
reason that there ought to be 1 
Where you have a num! ©! 
with different judges press 
different places, Iam wholly «0 
uniformity of decision in 
or set of judges 
, and you wil! have no 
that can com¢ from 1. 
want to say that this« a 


wi- 


Mr. 
Tennessee { Mr. 
Mo 











say that there is not a field of jurisdiction over which they have 
not extended in. an usurping way. | He has to some extent restored 
to the people their a but this bill proposes to turn back the 
wheels of progress in the matter of giving fair and impartial 
trials. Why, only twenty years it was often found impossible 
to have an impartial jury in a Federal court. It wil! be remem- 
bered that we were to get a rider upon an appropriation bill, 
under which the panel was selected part from one political party 
and part from other, preventing forever partisan decisions in 
our Federal courts. I this House will not take a backward 
step. [cam see no good that will result from refusing an appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States on the part of any 
citizen who has incurred the penalty of life servitude in the pen- 
ifr, CULBERSON. Has the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BAKER] the act of 18912 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The circuit court of appeals act provides 
that all cases of conviction of a capital or otherwise infamous 


from the district court. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is what I said. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Either from the district or circuit court to 
the Supreme Court. . : 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is what I said, that the law pro- 
vided that they should go direct. Now, if I understand, the gen- 
tleman provides a circuitous route to get into the Supreme Court. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 


Court at all. p ap : 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is worse than a circuitous route. It is an 
absolute denial. : : ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It goes from the district to 


the circuit, and from the circuit to the circuit court of appeals, 
and there receives final adjudication, in the circuit court of ap- 
peals, rather than in the Supreme Court, in all cases not capital. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is what I thought the bill meant, and 
that is exactly what it is. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. . Will the gentleman from Texas allow me 
to make a i 

wr CULBERSON. Yes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It is only about twelve years since any of 
these cases ree to the United States Supreme Court or to the 


circuit court at 

Mr. . Lam well aware of that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The decision of the district court was fina], 
and there was no or writ of error allowed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have just stated that to the House. 
.CONNOLLY. Thecircuit courts of appeals act allowed an 

direct to the Supreme Court in these cases. 
. CULBERSON. I understand that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This bill provides that an appeal shall lie 
to the cirenit court of appeals, and that the adjudication of that 
court shall be final. It still allows that appeal. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. AndI would suggest, further, to the gentle- 
man while he is on the floor, that if this bill passes it divides the 
criminal business of the United States among nine different circuit 


courts of appeals. If the law is allowed to stand as itis, it brings 
all the criminals to one court. Hence the congestion of business 
inthe Supreme Court. The effect of this bill is to divide it among 
nine different courts. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Already congested. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. To avoid that congestion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. , the effect of the bill is to 
divide the criminal oe among nine courts, whereas now 
they are all sent to Supreme Court of the United States and 


say that the cireuit courts of the United States are in a far worse 
in this respect than the Supreme Court of the United 
We have ee or twenty circuit judges to help 
Court out of the dilemma from overcrowded dock- 

the business of that court is not very large. 
have been reported to that court within the 
and the very object is, as the gentleman from 
] says, in having these cases less than 

Supreme Court of the United States, to have a uni- 
decisions, so that a man in Texas shall not be con- 


f 
: 


il 
Fe 


F 


fined or put in the and held there under a decision of 
peer gl a pom in that country which would not be 
tolerated by the court of appeals at Chicago; so as to force 
a of decisions, and I that if you overload these 
Girenit as you are now, as this bill tends to do, and 
will tend to you will have to increase that force, for, .is far as 
the fifth court is I know that it is impossible 
for the three of that court, two atunat Setaes and a dis- 
wie ; to to discharge even civil business 


Now, do you not think 


that a 
and sent to the penitentiary for life under the Curtis 


ot to go to the Supreme | 
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| if a person is convicted 


crime may go direct to the Supreme Court of the United States | for which the man may be punished by confinement in peni- 
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bill, which 1s likely to become law, or do you not think that a 
man indicted and sent to the penitentiary for ten years or fifteen 
years ought to have the right to go to the highest court in this coun- 
try and ask whether or not that conviction is just and proper and 
legal—or even for manslaughter ? 

I insist, Mr. Speaker, that this bill tends in the wrong direction. 
You already have an appeal from the circuit court of the United 
States to the circuit court of appeals in all criminal cases less than 
capital and less than felony; and I think that it is ent 
to leave itso. I have no factious oppositi: 


Mr. TERRY. 








rely proper 
m to make to the bill. 
I desire to ask if this is the 


section of the law to 
which my friend from Texas referred, section 5 of the act of 1891, 
which provides that appeals or writs of error may be taken from 
the district courts or from the existing circuit courts dire : 


‘tto tl 
Supreme Court in case of conviction of a capital or otherwi: 
infamous crime? 

Mr. CULBERSON. 


if 
30 


Yes, sir; that is the section I refer to: and 
of an infamous crime—that means a crime 


| tentiary at hard labor 





tt tC LN 


Mr. TERRY. That is correct. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Why, then he hasa right, under the statute, 
to appeal his case to the Supreme Court? 

Mr. TERRY. I think that right should be preserved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then this bill takes that away? 

Mr. CULBERSON. This bill takes away that right. 

Mr. MILES. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 


| Hampshire if this bill has received the approval of the Department 


of Justice? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not know whether it 
has been to the Department of Justice or not. It has not from 
the House. Yes, sir; it has the approval, as the gentleman will 
find on page 3 of the report. It was sent there from the Senate, 
and the approval is in this: 

Your letter of yesterday, requesting me to send you a statement — 

Mr. MILES. Lhavethe report. This is the letter fromthe At- 
torney-General? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes, sir. 

Your letter of yesterday, requesting me to send you a statement of the 
number of criminal cases which have been brought to the Supreme Court, ete. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if this bill becomes a law the appeals which 
can be taken in infamous cases will be greater in the United 
States courts than the appeals ordinarily allowed in the State 
courts; and that in itself ought to be a sufficient answer to all the 
objections which have been raised upon the other side of the 
House. There is an appeal at present direct from the district 
court to the Supreme Court in all these capital and infamous cases, 
and the purpose of this bill is to have the cases not capital pro 
ceed in the regular order from the district court to the circuit 
court and from the circuit court to the circuit courts of appeals. 
That gives two appeals after the first trial 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is not the gentleman mistaken about that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think not. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Murder cases are tried uniformly now in 
the circuit court of the United States. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, not necessarily. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Theymay or they may not be. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, if a man is tried in the circuit court 
he has an appeal, and the gentleman will recollect that the act of 
1891 provides that all other appeals are abolished. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If he is tried in the circuit 
court le has only one appeal; if he is tried in the district court he 
has two under the provisions of this bill and the act of 1891, con- 
stituting the circuit courts of appeals. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
the law. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, there is only one appeal—to the circuit 
courts of appeals. 

Mr. B =tR of New Hampshire. Well, admitting that the 
gentlemen are right on that point, that gives the accused as many 
appeals as he hasin any State in the Union. The object of this 
bill is to provide relief to the Supreme Court from the trial of 
little cases involving violations of internal-revenue laws, matters 
of pensions, matters of frands upon the mails—the hundreds of 
little suits that are brought onl then appealed from court to 
court in order to secure delay. It is not appropriate that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States should be troubled with such 
little cases, which do not involve any great principle, any consti- 
tutional questions, and should thereby be prevented from promptly 
deciding those important questions which naturally and properly 
come before that high court. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If a question of the liberty of the American 
citizen is not of sufficient magnitude to engage the attention of the 
SupremeCourt, will the gentleman kindly tell us what he thinks 
would be? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The liberty of the citizen is 
of the highest importance; there is no doubt about that. 


That is not 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Yet, however important may be the right of 
liberty involved, even if the penalty is life servitude, so long as the 
actual lifeof thecitizenis not involved you wouldcut him off from 
this appeal in order to give the Supreme Court time and opportu- 
nity to settle some question involving two thousand or three thou- 
sand or some other number of dollars and cents. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not know how the gen- 
tleman can get into the Supreme Court with his case involving 
$2,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, make it $10,000,if you prefer; or make 
it any amount of dollars andcents. There is nothing on this earth 
that ought to be more sacred to the court and to Congress than 
the liberty of the citizen. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But when the man has had 
his several trials in courts of jurisdiction equivalent to that of the 
State courts in which he would be tried for his life, is any injustice, 
relative or otherwise, done to him by this proposition? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would not that same argument abolish the 
Supreme Court and leaveall these questions of money to these other 
courts? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The primary purpose of the 
Supreme Court is to pass 7 questions of constitutional law, 
laws, treaties, and matters which ——— to the whole nation, and 
the Supreme Courtshould always have an opportunity to give suf- 
ficient attention to those primary matters in order that no mis- 
takes may be made in regard to them; but if the dockets of that 
court are lumbered up with cases pertaining to 4 gallonsof whisky 
or 1 newspaper, then the court will find it impossible to give 
proper time and attention to the great constitutional and national 
affairs which it was instituted by the fathers to pass upon. 

Mr. POWERS. Ina prosecution under an indictment for man- 
slaughter under your bill, if I understand it, the party charged 
can not get into the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He can not get into the Su- 
preme Court of the United States if he is charged with man- 
slaughter, but he can go from the district court to the circuit 
court and from the circuit court to the circuit courts of appeals 
if this bill becomes a law, and that is more chance than he would 
have in the State of Vermont. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman is wrong. He can not go 
from the district court to the circuit court. 

Mr. POWERS. No; but he can go from the circuit court to 
the circuit courts of appeals. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
tunity for appeal as he would have in Vermont. 

Mr. POWERS. But we have a great deal better courts there 
than your Federal courts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Possibly that was true when 
the gentleman himself was on the bench, but I doubt if itis now. 
Canes, s P 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The right of appeal in cases of manslaugh- 
ter has always existed, has it not? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No, sir; until the act of 1891 
there never was an ap to the Supreme Court in manslaughter 
cases, but the act of 1891, which established the circuit courts of 
appeals, granted it for the first time in the history of the country. 

r. NORTHWAY. Well, if it was granted at that time, was 
not that done for the reason that Congress felt that the right of 
the citizen had been abridged in that respect? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am inclined to think that 
the PaaS it was a mistake; that it was not intentional. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Was not that right of appeal considered 
as one of the rights that ought to be extended to the citizen, so 
that he might have the opinion of the highest court of the land 
when his rty was at stake? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not think that was the 
intention of Congress, though, of course, I can not tell what the 
intention then was. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understand that to have been the very 
object of the law. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly this bill does not 
deprive an accused =e of any benefit which he should enjoy as 
a citizen of the United States. It will leave an appeal which was 
never allowed until 1891. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend seems to be reckoning by the num- 
ber of chances which a man accused of crime will be allowed. I 
submit that is hardly a fair way to treat the right of a citizen to 
liberty. The question may be very oe to the citizen 
whether he is allowed to appeal from one lower court to another 
lower court, or whether he is allowed to appeal from a lower court 
to the highest court known to the law. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman should re- 
member that prior to the act of 1891, all these cases were ended in 
the circuit courts. Prior to 1891 there was no appeal allowed to 
any —— tribunal. If this bill passes, there is one more appeal 
than those which were allowed up to the passage of the act of 1891. 


Well, that is as much oppor- 


Marcu 16, 


He 
trict 


Mr. POWERS. The gentleman is wrong in his reckenin: 
loses sight of the fact that these cases are not tried in the < 
court, but in the circuit court—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They may or mayinot | 

Mr. POWERS. Well, they are tried in the circuit court 4. a 
matter of fact, are they not? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They are sometimes ; ried 
there, and sometimes not. , 

Mr. POWERS. But that is the usual, the ordinary proceeding 

Mr. CONNOLLY. ‘No, not the ordinary proceeding. oa 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Most appropriately thoso 
cases should be tried in the district court. F 

Mr. POWERS. I sympathize with the suggestion of the ven. 
tleman that there is not very much of a criminal character w))jch 
ought to reach the docket of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; but would it not be wise toeliminatefrom the jurisdiction 
of that court the lower grades of offenses, while retainiy,y jj; 
jurisdiction over these great momentous questions of personal 
liberty, involving,if the party is convicted, a long term of im- 
ae sibly ae for life? Ithrow ont this sug. 

estion, thinking per e gentleman may see that his bil] ca, 
eS rofitabl modified. v . - 
. BAKER of New Hampshire. I believe that the liberty of 
the individual American citizen is a question of as high monient 
as any that a court can pass upon; and if gentlemen are at all 
strenuous upon the point, I have no objection to so amending the 
bill as to allow canna to be taken in capital cases and cases wherg 
the offense charged is manslaughter. 

Mr. POWERS. We have many cases where the maximum pun- 
ishment is avery long term of imprisonment. As these questions 
touch so gravely the right of personal liberty, it strikes me that 
the prisoner is entitled in such cases to a hearing before the very 
highest tribunal that the law has created. 

it seems to me that we are improperly treating the two classes 
of cases as parallel when we say that because when a prisoner is 
charged with violation of a State law his last right of appeal is to 
the highest State court, therefore we are giving a pri8oner charged 
with violation of Federal law an equal opportunity if we give him 
the same number of chances to take an appeal. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The only question, of course, 
would be the relative value of the circuit courts of appeals as a final 
tribunal and that of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. POWERS. Not quite that. Sometimes the violation ofa 
Federal statute creates more widespread injury to the public, is 
more heinous in its character, more grave in its consequences, 
than the violation of a State statute. 

Mr. BAKER of New Ham . But the result to the indi- 
vidual would be practically the same. 

Mr. POWERS. I feel quite sure that my friend from New 
— will on reflection find that his bill needs a little modi- 

tion. 

Mr. BAKER of NewHampshire. An amendment is being pre- 
pared to which I have no objection, excepting cases of man- 
slaughter. . 

Mr. POWERS. There are other offenses which are punished 
quite as severely as manslaughter, although the punishment for 
manslaughter may be imprisonment for life or for a shorter term. 
But there are cases of counterfeiting and forgery — q 
. Sr: ae I understand that the enon from New 

pshire [Mr. BAKER] agrees to accept an amendment: 

Mr. BAKER of New Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. ThenI oe whether it is in order to 
propose an amendment to a bill which is being considered under 
suspension of the rules? 

e SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payne). 
Sa ous consent. 
Mr. RY. I donot see why it should be any worse to be 
ut in the P pega sod for manslaughter than for some other of- 
enses, and if we except cases of manslaughter, I do not see why 


other offenses should not be — 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I suppose the gentleman 


ann ers Me cr mage 4 as > ae — _ atom, 
and I su e is perfectly willing that people should be pun- 
ished in this country for crane. : 

Mr. TERRY, If I had to be ex in a penitentiary (I do not 
know that I should like to be put there at all), I would rather be 
placed there for manslaughter than for some infamous offenses 
in respect to which this bill denies the right of appeal. Fur 10- 
stance, I would rather be imprisoned for manslaughter than for 
theft, or embezzlement, or anything of that kind—offenses which 
inflict a worse stain upon a man’s Character than if in hot blo 
and under provocation he commits what the law calls man 


slaughter 
oe Do I understand the gentle 


It would not be 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
hai? to say he would rather kill a man than steal a twenty-dollar 
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. TERRY. I would rather be in the penitentiary for killing, 
a blood, a man who had grossly insulted me than for going 
stealthily and or embezzling another man’s property. 


(Ape I NOLLY. Mr. Speaker, allow me to suggest now, to 
meet an ob; which I k is fairly well founded to the bill, 
namely, that it allows an a to the Supreme Court where a 
man 3 life is involved, but denies the appeal when he may have 
been convicted and sentenced to life imprisonment, which to 
most men would be quite as bad as a sentence to death in a lim- 
ited time, I to amend the bill for the purpose of meet- 
ing this point by inserting on ' page 1, in line 9, after the words “‘ or 
erwise infamous,” the words: 

Or cases in which a judgment of life imprisonment is rendered in the dis- 
trict court. 

That would extend the right of appeal to all cases that are cap- 
ital by statute without reference to the judgment of the court, 
because gentlemen must understand that whether a case is capital 
or not is not to be determined by the judgment rendered, but is 
to be determined exclusively by the indictment found. There may 
be a conviction on an indictment where a man is indicted on a 
capital charge, and the conviction may be for manslaughter, or 
it may be for assault and battery; but it is a capital offense, and 
hence appealable to the Supreme Court whether this bill passes or 
not. the amendment I suggest shall be adopted, the bill carries 
to the Supreme Court all cases of judgments of the district or cir- 
cuit cout in which the judgment shall be life imprisonment. 

Now, tlemen, these appeals in behalf of human life, and in 
behalf of human liberty, are very effective always in touching an 
American of aright mind. But gentlemen should bear in mind 
also that nearly the whole category of crimes, under the Federal 
law, are infamous. They are unlike our State statutes, wherein 
we make certain crimes felonies and others not felonies, and we 
make other crimes,again, misdemeanors. But under our Federal 
system of law nearly everything is infamous. Take, for instance, 
a man who is tried for selling a drink of whisky. He may be 
charged as a retail liquor dealer, and may be convicted of the 
charge. What, then, may his punishment be? It may be two 
years’ imprisonment in the penitentiary; for a term of imprison- 
ment of that length of time means necessarily in the penitentiary. 
Any a. of a party for a year, or in excess of that, under 
the Federal statutes, must be in the penitentiary, and he can not 
be there except at hard labor. That has been settled by the Su- 


Now, we have that condition where the man is indicted and 
convicted of selling a drink of whisky, and he may be sentenced 
to pay a fine of only $1, without imprisonment. That man has a 
right to —_ that case to the docket of the Supreme Court of 
the Uni 
that? 

Mr. RAY. Will my colleague allow a question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Under our system of ent is it not just that 
that man, who may be sentenced to the State prison for two years, 
shall be tried and convicted, if convicted, and sentenced under 
correct 4 of law? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, beyond all doubt. 

Mr. RAY. Now, what is the object of the Supreme Court of 
the United States? Is it not to settle correctly contested princi- 
ples of law that may arise in these cases? The object is to have 
one court where we may have the question finally determined, so 
that we may have a uniform rule running all through our modes 
of ure in the courts of the United States. 

. CONNOLLY. From that I take it the 
conclude that in every controversy between the United States and 
the citizen, whether the citizen be a criminal or not, he should 
have the right to appeal finally to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 


Mr. RAY. I would assert that, even if the punishment were 
not more than an hour’s confinement in a county jail, if it could 
be done without incumbering our courts to such an extent that 
the of justice would be practically impossible. 
For, as a matter of abstract principle, it is just as essential that 
the man who is worth only a dollar, and that dollar is to be taken 
away from him, shall have the right to go to the Supreme Court 
of the United States and have the question of his rights deter- 


States under existing law. Now, is there any sense in 


entleman would 


mined as it is for the man who is worth ten millions and has a 
— my gg = Ang eee. I Sot, not a — I do 
argue ese su, ons as ng upon 
= aot a ee make = cevising line, where 
t of ap . I make these suggestions 

for that and no other. 
Mr. Y. I concur with the tleman fully about 


that, thatas an abstract proposition I think it would be right that 

naetatn Bey controversy he may have with the Govern- 

of the United , should have the right to go to the court 

of last resort in the United States, namely, the Supreme Court. 
XXVIII—179 
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But asaconcrete question, asa practical question, is it possible that 
that can be done? We know itis not. Every geutleman knows 
that the line must be drawn somewhere for practical purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Eimpehive. I ask unanimous consent that 
an amendment be offered. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. Baker] asks to modify his motion, and moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill with an amendment, which the 
Clerk will report. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
in which to call the attention of the House to the class of cases 
that are cumbering the docket of the Supreme Court under the 
statute as it stands. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have no objection to that, if time may be 
extended to this side of the House to a similar extent. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked to 
extend the time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConNoLLy] 
five minutes, and to grant a like extension to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now, before the gentleman proceeds, will 
he be kind enough to suggest an offense which, under the law of 
the United States, is now punishable byconfinement in the peni- 
tentiary for life? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, sir, murder is one, for instance, 
Rape, within the jurisdiction of the United States, is another. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The penalty for murder is hanging. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But it may be imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary for life. So it may be for any of these offenses. I think 
he will find that the punishment may be less than death. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think the gentleman will find that he is 
mistaken. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Possibly Iam. If I am, I will readily con- 
cede it. Iam answering now upon the general principle. — 

Mr. CULBERSON. I beg thegentleman’s pardon for interrupt- 
ing him. I only ask the question because if there is any offense 
against the laws of the United States now punishable by confine- 
ment in the penitentiary for life it has entirely escaped my atten- 
tion, and if pom is no such case, then the gentleman's amendment 
would not be necessary. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. My amendment would not effect anything 
if that is true. I think, however, the gentleman will, on investi- 
gation, find that there are many of these offenses in which the 
imprisonment may be for life. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That may be so. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Your amendment would not take man- 
slaughter into the United States Supreme Court. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If the defendant was sentenced for life, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But if he was sentenced for ninety-nine 
years, it would not? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
ment building? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. 
the statutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think it is death. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No; it is not death. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It may be imprisonment for twenty-one 
years, may it not? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Ido not know. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Your amendment would not take that case 
into the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No; it would not} I can modify it so as 
to provide where the sentence extends to imprisonment for life or 
for the term of ten years 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Make it five years. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Very well. The House kindly extended 
my timeto allow me to callattention to the class of cases that are 
now cumbering the docket of the Supreme Court, with the view 
of showing the absolute practical necessity for doing something. 
Instead of making the Supreme Court a hopper in which all the 
district courts may pour their criminal cases, this proposition 
makes nine different hoppers into which they may go. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

; Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; my five minutes will be up in a short 


No, sir. 
What is the penalty for burning a Govern- 


I could not tell that without referring to 





e. 

Mr. MILES. Could you not get dt that reform better by pro- 
viding that these petty offenses shall not be punishable by confine- 
ment in the penitentiary? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That would require a revision of the whole 
title of crimes in the Federal statutes. For instance, as I have 
said, one class of cases is the retailing of spirituous liquors, A 
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man may be punished by a fine of $1 or 1 cent, or he may be sent 
to the penitentiary for two years. Therefore it is an infamous 
offense, and he has the right of appeal, and without any question 
of principle or law being involved he has a right to appeal, and 
postpone the day of final conviction by means of the appeal. 
io, use of mails to defraud, larceny as postmaster, conspiracy 
to interfere with operations of mines, depositing in mails letter con- 
taining obscene matter, breaking into a post-office with intent to 
commit larceny, introducing beer into the Indian country, abstract- 
ing funds of bank, for committing pension frauds, perjury in land 
case, using mails to defraud, conspiracy to prevent the internal- 
revenue collector from discharging his duties, embezzlement of 
letters by postal clerk, violation of the interstate-commerce law, 
false entries in reports to Comptroller of the Currency, interfering 
with officers’ election, making false entries in books and reports 
of bank, smuggling and sale of opium, bribery of custom officers 
to permit Chinese to land, receiving and selling smuggled cattle, 
taking unlawful fee in pension case (where the law limits the 
fee to $16 and he takes $15); in effect, all appeals to the Supreme 
Court of the United States; a. dumping of refuse into har- 
bor, taking illegal fees as United States commissioner, stealing of 
letter and ccntents by carrier, embezzlement of money-order 
funds, making a false affidavit to aid in a pension claim—all that 
class of cases are dumped now into the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and on that docket there are 254 cases of these 
classes. The Supreme Court are compelled to advance these cases 
in front of all the cases on their docket, so that all the great 
uestions of constitutional law that it was originally designed 
that this court should settle for the country at large are com- 
pelled to wait, so that—— 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
3 CONNOLLY. I will only ask to have my amendment re- 
rted again, so that it may be understood it extends the opera- 
on of the proposed law to cases where the judgment is five 
years’ imprisonment or more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 1, page 1, after the word “infamous,” insert the following: 

* Or cases in which a judgment of imprisonment for five years or more is 
rendered in the district or circuit courts.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that the motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
should inciude the amendment just now reported in the bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That extends it to all capital cases, and all 
others where the judgment rendered below shall be as much as 
five years’ imprisonment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
that the gentleman from New Hampshire may modify his motion 
as suggested? cay a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULB N. r. Speaker, I have only to say now that 
the list of cases read by my friend from Illinois demonstrates the 
necessity of maintaining the law practically as it now exists, for 
every case he has read is a grave offense inst the laws of the 
United States, in which surely we ought to have some uniformity 
of decision by the courts. I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. MILES. I have no desire to address the House. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield the floor. 

Mr. MILES. I simply want to call the attention of the House 
to the fact, as the gentleman from Texas has been kind — to 

ield me some time, that I asked the gentleman in charge of this 

ill a while ago if the bill had the approval of the Department of 
Justice, and he read a letter to the House in which there is not one 
word of approval given to this bill by the Attorney-General. The 
Attorney eral does state, however, that the total number of 
cases that have reached the Supreme Court to incumber the docket 
since the passage of the act read by the gentleman from Arkansas 

Mr. ae is only 123, and that 51 of these were capital cases, 

being indictments for murder and 2 for rape, leaving 72 cases 
less than capital. 

The further statement is made— 

* You ask that I give the number of each class of cases noncapital, but, as 
you will see from the inclosed memorandum, the cases are miscellaneous in 
character and can hardly be classified. 

So that the House is asked to pass upon this bill without hav- 
ing knowledge as to the real character of the 72 cases which are 
less than capital. And I want to assert, Mr. Speaker, that I do 
not believe it is possible to cite on this floor a single instance of a 
case of the eee character referred to by the distinguished — 
man from Illinois [Mr, ConnouLy], inv wi gallons of whisky, 
ever having incumbered the docket of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. No such cases have reached that docket; and that 
is conclusively shown by a recital of the cases which are found in 
the report and which are shown, as remarked by my friend from 
Texas (Mr. CuLBERSON], to be cases of grave consequence, both 





Without objection, the amend- 
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to the laws of the country and to the persons charged with thes, 
crimes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, to suspend the rules .)),j 
pass the bill with the amendment reported by the Clerk, 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The noes seem to have it. Ty. 
thirds not having voted in the affirmative, in the opinion of ti. 
Chair, the motion is lost. 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BO Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for tha 


WERS. 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5820) to create a second divis;,., 
of the southern district of California for judicial purposes, ay. ;. 
fix the time for holding court therein. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the county of San ‘0, in the State of California 
shall constitute the second division of the judicial district of the sout)or; 
district of California, and a term of the circuit and district courts for <j 
district shall be held therein at the city of San Diego on the first Monday |) 
May and the first Monday in November of each r. The remaining eo; 
ties heretofore eaabueeed in said district of the southern district o¢ 
California shall constitute the division thereof. 

Seo. 2. That all civil suits which shall hereafter be brought against « \\.. 
fendant or defendants who reside in the second division of said district |. 
be brought in said second division; but if there are two or more defen d.:); 
neaeing 3 different divisions of said district, such suit may be brows): ;; 
either division of said district in which any defendant or defendants »..~\\), 
and all mesne and final process eunrect ae eyes of this act, issue 
in either of the divisions of the ju da of the southern district ; 
Calif: may be served and executed in either or all of the divisions 

Suc. 3. t all crimes and offenses against the laws of the United statis 
hereafter committed within acetate Seem pened division of said 
district shall be prosecu' and determined at the terms of the dis rict 
court hereinbefore provided for: Provided, That all such crimes and offenses 

ore committed within said district be prosecuted, tried, and deter- 
mined in the same manner and with thesame effect as if this act had not jeon 


See. 4. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts for said district 
and the marshal of said district shall each int a deputy, who shall reside 
and maintain an office at the city of San each of whom shall, in the 


an 


absence of the clerks or marshal, exercise all wers and perform al! the 
duties of his principal within the division for w he shall be appointed 
Provided, That the I by the 


. tment of such deputies shall be approve: 
court for which they healt be respectivel = io 


and they may be ro- 
moved by such court at pleasure, and the c 


and marshal shall be respon- 


sible for the official acts and neglects of all their deputies. 
Seo. 5. That all civil suits and now pending in the circuit or 
rict court of said sou of which would, if insti- 


dist 

tuted after the of this act. be uired to be brought in the second 
division of said Sistrict ma erred by_ consent of all the parties to 
said second division and there disposed of in the same man- 
nerand with like effect as if the same had been there instituted, and al! jrov- 


esses, wri relating to such suits and proceedinys so 

considered as taken at and returnable to the term of 
court in the second division of said district in the same manner and with 
like effect as if they had been issued or taken in reference thereto originally. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consilera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether this 
bill creates a new court, or simply designates a new place for hw |\\- 


ing court? 
. BOWERS. It simply designates a new place, San Dieyo, 
for the holding of court. This is a money-saving bill. It was 
unanimously oe committee on the 1ith of February 
last as a substitute for the original bill. 
Mr. McMILLIN. The » Judges are already provided? 
Mr. BOWERS. Yes, sir. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: ani 
ing , it was accordingly read the third time, and pass. 
On motion of Mr. BOWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA. 


. - . Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H.R.1191 to ratify an 
act —— Oklahoma legislature, February 27, 1895, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That article 4, chapter 12, of the act of the legislature 
of the Territory of Oklahoma of entitled “An act to authorize and pro- 
vide for the vacation of town sites and additions thereto and the plats thereof 

and patented under section 22 of the organic act in certain cass 
a February 27, 1895, be, and the same is hereby, in all things ratified 


in all cases where a homestead entryman has perfected °F 
aa areca’ in een ry 
provisions of an act entl- 
I ee ene jariadietion atthe Onieed for the Territor r a 
Hoy endfor oie panpone,<epptoved May ia andthe par 
or proprietors of all the in a town site or addition 

ha: the law applicable there», 

schools and other 


yal 
been issued and delivered for such reservations, all such 
to such reservation shia'!, 


i 
i 
i 


= of the six months from thie 
oe t egeqoeel st ae cee neared ee Soe Oe for sac 
lamdar be patentee $0 tee yer op of such land containing 


already issued or shall here 
any town or municipality, such towa 








1896. 





. its presiding officer, may sell the same and any un- 
or t any such reservation at public or private sale to the 
hil hest bidder after y da ‘ public notice of such sale, and convey said 
nds to the purchaser thereol by’ proper a of conveyance and cover the 
proceeds of such sale into the sc fund of such town or municipality. 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting the following: 
That in all cases where a town site or an addition to a town site, entered 


nder the 2 of an act entitled “An act to provide a 
} aa vorary government for the Regetory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

” ved May 2, 1890, shall be vacated in acco: ce with the laws of 
the Te of Oklahoma, and patents for the public reservations in such 
vacated town site or addition thereto have not been issued, it shall be lawful 
for the of the General Land Office, upon an official showing 


that such town site or additien thereto has been vacated, and upon payment 


f the for such reservations, to issue a patent for such res- 
ervations to the a Reinal entryman. 

If the original entryman shall fail or neglect to make agglication for the | 
reservations within months from the vacation of such town site, or from 


of this the reservations shall be subject to disposal under the 
the pean wotsise of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 


by the act approved February ; 
amended lat if a patent has already issued, or shall hereafter issue, for any 
to any town or municipality, such town or municipality, 
upon the of town site or addition thereto, as aforesaid, may sell 
tho same at pul or private sale to the highest bidder after thirty ae? 
plic notice of such sale, and convey said lands to the purchaser by proper 
Peed of conveyance, and cover the proceeds of such sale into the school fund 
of such town or y: Provided, That where, by reason of the va- 
cation of an entire town site and all its additions, the municipal organization 
has ceased to the reservations in such vacated town site which may 
have been to the town may be d of as isolated tracts under 
the provisions of section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 

amended by the act February 26, 1895. 
Sze. 3. all laws and parts of laws, in so far as they conflict with this 

act, are he’ repealed. 


Mr. Ovenes eae. I desire a vote on the substitute, not on 
the ori . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, this is a very long and it seems 
to be a complicated bill. I do not feel like saying thatit ought not 
to come up for consideration, but if it is to come up I would like 


to hear come queen of its provisions. 

Mr. O . Mr. Speaker, this bill seeks to correct a 
law which was enacted some years ago providing for the establish- 
ment of town sites in the Territory of Oklahoma. No provision 
was made for the vacation of those town sites when abandoned, 
and this bill seeks to establish a method for the change of title 
where the same has not changed through the municipal officers. 
Under the provisionsof this measure, the Secretary of the Interior 
these abandoned town sites as isola tracts of land 
which may be sold under statutes already enacted. One provision 
is no shall be sold for less price than $1.25 per acre, 
the established schedule rate. The bill affects only those tracts 
of land in this one Territory, and only those cases where the 
owners have left the land and there are no municipal officers 
Gre ae the title may be changed. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to suggest also that the original bill 
referred to the Secretary of the Interior, who referred it to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and in the Land 
Office a substitute was drawn for the original bill, and it is the 
substitute which the committee have reported back and recom- 
mii MOMELLIN. 

Mr. M . Is there a recommendation by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office of the passage of this bill? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes, sir. He recommended the substi- 


tute and it. 
Mr. MOMIELIN. I ask that the Clerk read the letter of recom- 


men 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Lacey) was read, as follows: 
This bill was itted to the Secretary of the Interior, and thereu 
su! the following report and a substitute bill to 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 13, 1596. 
Sir: I the honor to hand you herewith a report from the C i 
sioner of Senate Lend Offi J aated the llth instant, on H. R. 1191, To 
reaffirm an act of Gituhoma logitinture approved February 27, 1895, and 


other 
* io eninien. Sen the reasons in his report, that the 
herewith 


a transmits should be substituted in lieu of 
yn grea ni saat o 


of 
concur in the Commissioner's recommendation. 
respectfully, 


m the 
e com- 


i 


z 






vt HOKE SMITH, Secretary 
Hon. Joun FP. ~ , 
Chairman iltee on the Public Lands, 
House of Representatives. 
DEPARTMENT oF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFrice, 

- Washington, D. C., 11, 1896. 
SIR: the to for rt in duplicate and 
retutn of papers of Hicane bil Wor Tis eneitied “4 bill bo ratity ah act ot the 
ee 27, 1895, and for other a 
vide for the of reservationsin towr. 


site Gestion act of May 2, 
ot has “vacated ’ : wi 


(26 Stat. L., 81), where such 
* in accordance Territory 


th the laws of the 
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While the object intended by the bill is one for which some provision should 
he made, the measure proposed does not meet with the approval of this o‘fice 
in its present form. 

I therefore have the honor to recommend the substitution of a bill of the 
form herewith inclosed in lieu of House bill No. 1191 

As the act of the Oklahoma legislature approved February 27, 18%, which 
the bill No. 1191 proposes to ratify contravenes no law of the United States 
and needs no ratification, that feature has been omitted from the form of bill 
submitted. 

The papers are returned. 

Very respectfully, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 


SUBSTITUTE FOR THE BILL. 
A bill to provide for the disposal of public reservations in vacated t 
additions to town sites in the Territory of Oklahoma 

Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That in all cases where a town site, or an 
addition to a town site, entered under the provisions of section 2 of an act en 
titled ‘An act to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Okla 
homa, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890, shall be vacated in 
accordance with the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma, and patents for the 

ublic reservations in such vacated town site, or addition thereto, have not 
veen issued, it shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, upon an official showing that such town site, or addition thereto, has 
been vacated, and upon payment of the homestead price for such reserva- 
tions, to issue a patent for such reservations to the original entryman 

If the original entryman shall fail or neglect to make application for the 
reservations within six months from the vacation of such town site, or from 
the passage of this act, the reservations shall be subject to disposal under the 
provisions of section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended by the act approved February 26, 1895. 

Sec. 2. That if a patent has already issued. or shall hereafter issue, for any 
such reservation to any town or municipality, such town or municipality 
upon the vacation of the town site or’addition thereto, as aforesaid, may sell 
the same at public or private sale to the highest bidder after thirty days’ 
public notice of such sale, and convey said lands to the purchaser by proper 
deed of conveyance, and cover the proceeds of such sale into the school fund 
of such town or municipality: Provided, That where, by reason of the vaca- 
tion of an entire town site and all its additions, the municipal organization 
has ceased to exist, the reservations in such vacated town site which may 
have been patented to the town may be disposed of as isolated tracts under 
the provisions of section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
as amended by the act approved February 26, 1895. 

Suc. 3. That all laws and parts of laws, in so far as they conflict with this 
act, are hereby repealed. 


wh sites or 


The proposed substitute of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
effects the purpose for which the original bill was introduced and intended. 


The reasons for the passage of the substitute sufficiently appear in the cor- 
respondence above. 
The committee therefore recommend that all after the enacting clause be 


stricken out and that the above substitute be adopted and passed 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The title was amended so as to read, ‘‘A bill to provide for the 
disposal of public reservations in vacated town sites or additions 
to town sites in the Territory of Oklahoma.” 

FREE DELIVERY IN TOWNS. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who made objec- 
tion some time ago to the bill for free delivery in towns and vil- 
lages, after reading it, has withdrawn his objection, and I ask that 
the bill be now taken up and put upon its passage. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Connecticut 
states that the objection made to the bill indicated by him has been 
withdrawn by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Kye] and 
asks that the bill be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not see the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in the House at 
this moment. He stated, I know, that he thought there was 
something in the files of the committee that would shed light on 
this measure and said that he would goandtry tofindit. I willask 
the gentleman from Connecticut, therefore, to let this matter go 
over until another time, when the chairman of the committee 
shall be present. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to accommo- 
dating gentlemen, but I have called up this bill several times, and 
there been objection made to what seems to me a very simple 
matter—a proposition to give the people of the rural districts 
ee mail facilities at no expense whatever to the Government, 

t+ does seem to me that this is a matter that ought not to be ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman any objection to the chair- 
man of the committee having charge of such matters being present 
when the bill is considered? I know that the chairman desires to 
be present, and that is why I have called attention to his absence 
at this time. 

Mr. SPERRY. I did not understand that. When the bill was 
approved in the committee, I was put in charge of it, and the ap- 

roval was unanimous. There was no objection whatever made 
the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The conversation to which I have already 
referred occurred since the gentleman from Connecticut under- 
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took to-day to bring this bill up. I have not seen the chairman 
of the committee since; but I know that after making the search 
for a certain eo he wanted to be present when this bill was 
disposed of. I hope the gentleman from Connecticut will not 
object to allowing the bill to go over until the chairman can be 


present. 
Mr. SPERRY. I did not understand the chairman of our com- 


mittee to oP » this bill. 

Mr. Mc) TLLIN. He stated that he wanted to search the files 
for a particular paper, with the view of deciding whether the bill 
ought to be objected to. That is the way I understood him. It 
strikes me that no harm can come from allowing a measure like 
this to go over until the chairman of the committee that has had 
the matter in hand can be present. He said there was somewhere 
in the files a letter on this subject from the Postmaster-General, 
and he wanted to see whether he could find that letter. The bill 
may be entirely correct. If it should prove so on proper exam- 
ination, I shall, of course, inter no objection; on the con- 
trary, I will heartily support the bill. If it gives better postal serv- 
ice than we have heretofore had, the gentleman will have no dif- 
ficulty in getting it up and having it passed; and no man_will 
more heartily aid him in securing its passage than myself. Iam 
for all proper mail facilities, especially in the rural communities. 

Mr. SPERRY. If the gentleman from Tennessee makes objec- 
tion, of course I must acquiesce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move that the House now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted as foliows: 

To Mr. Brown, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CoLson, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Burton of Missouri, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. BURRELL, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Hurr, for four days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WILBER, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House without leaving 
copies the papers in the case of William N. Duncan (Forty-fourth 
Congress), no adverse report having been made. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
whe, (S. 818) for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, 
 MEX.: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 47) relating to the Federal census; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 72) directing the Public Printer to sup- 
ply the Senate and House libraries each with 10 additional copies 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 

A bill (H. R. 8265) donating one condemned cannon and four 

yramids of condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, No. 74, 
Grand — of the Republic, Sedan, Kans., and for other pur- 
oses; an 
™ Joint resolution (H. Res. 133) directing the Secretary of War 

to submit estimates for necessary repairs at Cle “eland ‘bor. 

The motion of Mr. DALZELL was a to; and accordingly (at 
4 o'clock and 17 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a letter of the Chief of Engineers, with an 
accompanying report, replying to the House resolution of March 2 
1896, relating to an estimate of the cost of deepening the channel 
of the harbor of Southwest Baltimore (Spring Garden) to the 
depth of 27 feet, was taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to A Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill ef the House (H. R. 3642) to aid in the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Smallwood 


and the soldiers of the Maryland Line in the war for Americ), 
independence, reported the same without amendment, ace )),. 
panied ".¢ 7 (No. 794); which said bill and report w. 
referred to the Co 

Union. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, from the Committee on Coinaye 
Weights, and Measures, to which was referred House bill No. °>>.' 
reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 7251) to fix the standard o} 
weights and measures by the ee of the metric system of 
weights and measures, accompanied by a report (No. 795); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. (:;3) 
defining the standard shape and sizefor dry measures in use in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 796); which said 
bill and ant were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate 
(S. R. 79) directing the Secretary of War to furnish an estimate for 
a channel from Hampton Roads to the navy-yard at 
Norfolk, Va., and also for improving the Western Branch of the 
Elizabeth River, reported the same without amendment, aceom- 
sone by a ~ (No. 799); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4157) to 
amend the postal laws relating to use of cards, reported the 
same without amendment, accom by a report (No. 801); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign (om- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 5675) 
authorizing the construction of a w and motor bridge over 
the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo., reported the same with 
amendment, accom ed by a report No. 802); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. ' 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


re 


mmittee of the Whole House on the state of tho 


bill of the House (H. R. 2698) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the 
State of Missouri, from some suitable point between the north 


line of St. Clair County, Tll., and the southwest line of said county, 

reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

. iy which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between 
the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish 
it as a post-road,” reported the same without amendment, accom- 
partied by a 4 oo (No. 804); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the 
Committee on Pensions, reported (Report No. 800) the Dill 
se R, 3380) granting an increase of pension to John R. Row, of 

oronto, Kans.; which was refe to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
a a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 7252) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the ern Branch of the Potomac River, 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7253) to provide 
for deepening the channel of the Fox River from the city of 
Green Bay to the city of Depere, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. : 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 7254) to establish the depart- 
mentof commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Inter- 








state and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 7255) providing for the establish- 
ment,/of a life-sa station on the coast of Maryland—to the 
ttee on In te and F Commerce. 


Cee : A bill (H.R. ) for the relief of owners 
d claimants of land within the national parks and forest re='r- 
— the State of California—to the Committee on the ! ublic 
oa gets of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7257) making Pueblo, 
.» @ port of entry, and for other purposes—to the Committco 

on Ways and Means. 








By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 7258) to amend an act entitled 
«An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
yurposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved 
valy 2, 1864; an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment 
of said first-mentioned act and also all other acts amendatory 
thereof; and to terminate the contract and agreement entered into 
between the Government and various railr by virtue of the said 
first-named act and acts ae thereof and supplementary 
thereto, and to secure to the United States payment of all indebt- 
edness of certain railroad companies therein mentioned—to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 7259) to amend an act entitled 

“An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States,” sapeoret January 16, 1883—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 
“2 Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R.7260) donating 2 condemned can- 
non and 10 condemned cannon balls to Washington Post, No. 12, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Lawrence, Kans.—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. : . 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7261) to retire the 
United States legal-tender notes and notes and to sub- 
stitute therefore Treasury certificates; to coin into standard sil- 
ver dollars all the bullion now in the Treasury, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 7262) to establish a life-saving 
station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R.7263) to extend Connecticut 
avenue—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 7265) to transfer the legal title 
and trusteeship of the lands of the Sac and Fox Indians of Iowa 
to the Secretary of the Interior—to the Committee on Indian Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R.7266) to grant lands to the 
State of Alabama for the use of the Industrial School for Girls, 
the Tuskegee Normal and Industrial Institute, the State Normal 
College, and the Normal and Industrial School at Normal, Ala.— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7320) to prevent trespass- 
ing upon and posing for the protection of the Chickamauga and 
Chattanooga National Military Park—to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
By a COOKE of Illinois (by seat, A bill (H. R. 7821) to 
facilitate the trial of causes in the United States courts—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 142) provid- 
ing annual clerks to Members and Delegates of the House of Rep- 
resentatives—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, a memorial of the assembly of the State of New York, in 
favor of the construction of a revenue cutter of the first class for 
service on the Atlantic Coast—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Feedlgn Comeueee 
By Mr. CATCHINGS: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of M , asking consideration of the bill to establish a 
ey he at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the general 
courtof the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the grant- 
ing of pers Ms the National Government to soldiers and sailors 


confined ederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were att from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 


follows: 

The bill (H. R. 1935) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, postmaster 
at N News, Va.—Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


The bill (H.R. 2028) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
credit the account of James A. Sexton with the amount of funds 
stolen—Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 605) for the relief of F. M. Venting, potientes 

08 


at Scranton, Pa.—Committee on the Post-Office an t-Roads 
“Tae referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The R. 669) for the relief of Bessie McAlister McGuirk— 
Committee on the and Post-Roads discharged, and 
oa on Claims. 

The B. 1204) granting relief to H. R. Sturtevant, 

at t. ttee on 


—Commi the Post-Office and Post- 
I regen on a Conneite on ean. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7267) for the benefit of Richard 
Gallivan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7268) for the relief of Charles Morgan, M.C. 
Mordaci, C. B. Payne, and the Southern Steamship Company—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 7269) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Sherman, of Ottawa, Kans.—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7270) torestore Lieut. Samuel How- 
ard to his proper rank—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 7271) for the relief of Wormley 
E. Wrae, of Hancock County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7272) for the relief of Bedford Potts, Boxville, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7273) granting a pen- 
sion to Reuben Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7274) granting a pension to Charlotte Wantz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7275) granting a pension to Belle Allen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7276) granting a pension to Sarah M. Ander- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7277) for the relief of Thomas 
K. McCann, of Steubenville, Ohio—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7278) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of William J. Cunningham, deceased, of Van- 
camp, Wetzel County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7279) for the relief of H. H. John, of Manning- 
ton, Marion County, W. Va.—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7280) for the relief of J. K. Botsford, of Wheel- 
ing, Ohio County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 7281) for the relief of Winslow 
Warren—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 7282) for the relief of Charles 
T. Trowbridge, George D. Walker, and John A. Trowbridge—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R.7283) granting pension to Mary 
Dozha—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7284) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Patrick Dwyer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of 
George McFarland—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 7286) to pension Henry 
Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7287) to pension James A. Root—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7288) to pension Rebecca J. Hall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7289) to correct the military record of James 
A. Root—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7290) grantinga pension to Charles 
W. Benedict—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 7291) granting an increase of 
pension to Rosa Karger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 7292) grantinga pension to James 
Rabern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Ei. R. 7293) toplacethename of William D. Rabern 
on the roll of the United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7294) granting a pension to Sidney Bozarth— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 7295) for the relief of Theo. von 
Bremsen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7296) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Keating—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7297) for the 
relief of Thomas B. Kirk—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of John L. Charles—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7299) to pension Jackson Lykins for services 
in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 7300) to place name of Ann 
McKay on pension roll as widow of George McKay, and to pay 
her accrued pension of said George McKay—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7301) for the relief of deputy collectors and 
inspectors of customs in the district of Huron, Mich.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bi!) (H. R.7302) for the relief of the 
heirs of Manette Marsons, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7303) for the 
relief of C. H. Dupree, administrator of John G. Dupree, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R.7304) for the relief of Henry 
OC. Rawson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 7305) granting an increase of 
— to James Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7306) for the relief of Edgar Carson, private 
and sergeant Company E, Fifty-eighth Indiana Volunteers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill = R. 7307) for the relief of Michael 
Low—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7308) for the relief of Milton Shootman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7309) for the relief of Elikenney Broglin—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7310) for the relief of Warham Easley, of 
Grainger ewe Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7311) to pension Giles M. Caton, of Sevier 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 7312) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Amelia M. Carpenter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.. R.7313) granting a pension to John W. Porter- 
field—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7314) to increase the pension of John E. Gul- 
lett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7315) granting a pension to Henry J. Helton— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7316) granting a pension to Nancy Parker— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill = R. 7317) to increase the pension of Leroy M. 
Bethea—to the mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7318) granting a pension to Elizabeth Cur- 
rey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. RB. 7319) for the relief of John H. 
Alexander—to the Committee on War Clai 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pte and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of Washi 
Camp, No. 680, Patriotic Order Sons of America, indorsing the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Isiand: Petition of Mary A. Bab- 
cock, president, and other officers of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Rhode Island, for arbitration between the United 

tates and Great Britain on all subjects of difference—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of members of the Woman’s Suffrage League of 
Rhode Island, to amend the Federal Constitution so as to prohibit 
the States from disfranchising citizens on account of sex—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: Petition of R. B. Buckley and 1,000 citizens 
of Anacostia and Southeast Washi m, to amend the charter of 
the Capital Railway Com and for better street-car facili- 
ties—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of R. G. W. Collins and 27 others, of a, 
Wis., protesting against House bill No. 167, to protect first 
day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, 10 petitions containing a total of 102 names of citizens of 
Washington, D. C., urging the of House bill No. 5220, or 
some,similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and 
opposing the extension of the tracks of said company until its ex- 
isting lines are modernly equipped and operated—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, protests of R. G. W. Collins and 12 others, of Iowa — 
P. S. Judson and 43 others, of Yuba, Richland County; G. W. 
Waterbury and 53 others, of Prairie du Sac; Herbert I. Pierce and 
20 others, of Sauk County, all of the State of Wisconsin, —s 
the pro amendment to the ble of the Constitw of 
the Gni States—to the Commi on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. C. Evans and 55 others, of Dodgeville, Wis., 
> eee the oy Sesion aeons eheaie —_ oe of the 

nited States, and prohi appro’ ions of money for sec- 
tarian ne to the Committee on the ee: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Colorado, in 
favor of the Linton immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also tion of A. R. Logan. 


against the of 
House No. 4566, to amend the — ws ne eee Cameos 
class matter—to the Committee on Post-Office and 


By Mr. BELKNAP: Papers to accompany House bill No. 550); 
for the relief of W. P. Marshall—to the Committee on War Claim.’ 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of Richard Gallivan, for the payin.) 
of a claim—to the Committee on War Claims. r 

By Mr. BLUE: Petitions of B. W. Leatherock and 22 ot}... 
J.A. Baird and 27 others; J.H.Thompson and 5 others: Geo,.-., 
G. Allman and 17 others, asking for the reclassification of ;|,, 
Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office 414 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J.G. Ellis and others, ex-prisoners of war. yo. 
siding in Osage County, Kans., asking support of House bil! \.. 
306, granting a pension of $12 = month and $2 per day for time 
spent in prison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 264, Kansas (ity 
Kans., asking for the restriction of immigration—to the Commit. 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petitions of Fred Hall and B. H. 1..\). 
protesting against House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal |.\\\. 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Pst. 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial of the New York Historical 
Society, in regard to the publication of the records and papers .f 
the Continental Congress, House bill No. 129—to the Committes 
on Printing. 

Also, memorial of the ee eae of the Sons of the 
Revolution, in regard to the pu of the records and papers 
of the Continental the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of the Medical Publishing Company of 
Rochester, N. Y., against the of House bill No. 4566. re- 
lating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial and resolutions of the Union 
Veteran Legion of Cincinnati, concerning service pension—t« the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Anthonyand Washington Woman 
S League, of Anthony, R. I., for the passage of the resolu- 
tion to prohibit the States from disfranchising citizens on account 
of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of i Council, No. 30, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Drownville, R. L, in favor of the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Wiscon- 
sin, for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, pete of residents of Wisconsin, against the passage of 
the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of United States acknowledging the Deity therein—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOK of Wi nm: Petition of Olliver Brothers, pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee ou 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Petition of citizens of Maryland, relative to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the National Association of Agricultura! ln- 
plement and Vehicle Manufacturers, for uniform classification to 
shippers—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

y Mr. COX: Petition of A. L. Davis and others. of Colunbia, 
a relief for book agents of the Methodist 1)is- 
copal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of 8. H. Chester, against the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to seeon- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Ioails. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of W. IL. Brotherton, asking that no 
tax laced on tea imported into this country—to the Comuut- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Patterson & Schermerhorn, protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws rv 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-ilice 
and Post-Roads. 

a of Foster Bros., for favorable action on 
House No. 4566, to amend the laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Rvails. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of F. W. Ruxton, agaist 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-( fice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Quenem, 
Kans., asking that matter, inclu tracts, etc., be 

as the on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 

—— DALZELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., the erection of a on the Detroit 
River—to the on Interstate and F Commerce. 





Also, 
against ee a. Fas ee Abe 


. DANFORD: eee . 58; 
Ro. Council, No. 75; 42tna Council, No. 84, Order United 
American Mechanics, praying for the passage of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

Also, memorial of the committee of philanthropic labor, Ohio | 
Yearly Meeting of Friends, held at Emerson, Jefferson County, | 
Ohio, remonstrating — the introduction of military drill in | 
the public schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

remonstrance of J. F. Schofield and others, of Barnesville, | 
Ohio, against the introduction of military training in public 
schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOCKERY (by request): Petition of R. L. Macey, ask- 
ing for fa action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the pos- 
tal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; ; 

Also, petition of G. B. Cowley, protesting against the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, petition of E. P. Bratt and others, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples 
by an export —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. : Petition of William H. Smith, protesting 
against the ‘passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the pos 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

Also, petition of citizens of Lesueur, Minn., protesting against 
the Armenian outrages in Turkey—to the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany House bill for the 

ief of MeFarland—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. pe ok iain os of fe ng ai i a, No. 461, 
Grand Army ublic, requesting the passage of service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HALTERMAN: Petition of John Mundell Lodge, No. 

22, A. P. A., having 79 members, indorsing the Stone immigration 

bill and requesting its passage—to the Committee on Immigration 
Naturalization. 


Mr. HARMER: Petition of Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 51, of 
, unanimously indorsing the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Resolutions adopted by the citizens of 
a 2 “7 to affairs in Armenia—to the Committee 
on Foreign 

Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of Matt. McCook and Jacob 
G. opposing the passage of House bill Nv. 4566, to amend 
the as laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of James Foust, president, and F. G. 
McKillip, secretary, and 118 other citizens of Altoona, Pa., pro- 
i the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

, petition of James Foust, president, and F. G. McKillip, 
secretary, and 118 other citizens of Altoona, Pa., praying for an 
re gc Constitution prohibiting any oes — a 

g the righ suffrage to any person not a citizen of the Unite 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petition of the Danbury Medical 
ae i the passage of House 

0. 


Company, os 
, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
ma Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of H. Slade and others, of Elgin, 
TL, in behalf of the Armenian sufferers—to the Committee on 


Also, petition of Evening Star Council, No. 22, Daughters of 
> for the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on ion and Naturalization. 
By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the National Association of Agri- 
cultural t and Vehicle Manufacturers of the United 
he name ym toward the formation and adop- 
a freight classification throughout the 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
by Mz. RULING: Petition of officers of Rome Council, No. 39, 
Eas meonenien, with o saembenship of 64, _ 
a providing for inspection of emigran 
By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of George A. Wells, of New Rich- 
for the further 


of the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers 
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protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John Moffat, E. M. Ladd, and 77 other citizens 
of Page, Holt County, Nebr.; also, petition of Sanford Parker, 
G. W. Smith, and 41 other citizens of O'Neill, Holt County, Nebr., 
asking favorable consideration of the plans proposed by the Hon. 
J.C.Coombs for the construction of a line of railroad from a 
— at or near North Platte, or Julesburg. Nebr., to Sioux City, 

owa—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of W.F. Rowe, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutionsof citizens of Lesueur, Minn., protesting against 
the Armenian outrages in the Turkish Empire—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitionof R.S. Martin, protesting against the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against the erection of any bridge 
across the Detroit River that does not span the entire waterway— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of James Rabern, of Donansburg, Ky. 
for a pension under special act—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of John Springston, of Fort Smith, 
Ark., for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Cohen, Goldman & Co., Baltimore 
Storage and Lighterage Company, Pratt Food Company, and H. P. 
Nail Company, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, 
and to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Gavin D. High, C. H. Eberll, M. Greenblatt, 
and E. D. McGraw; asking for favorable action on House bill No, 
4566, to amend the postal laws relative to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Viola Council, No. 20, 
of Penn Grove, N.J., favoring the passage of the Stone immi- 
ee bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

ion. 

Also, protest of W. A. Groynne, of Bridgeton, N. J., against the 
passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roais. 

By Mr. LOW: Petition of the New York Produce Exchange, for 
@ new custom-house on the Bowling Green site, in the city of New 
York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial of the Democratic State central 
committee of California, against refunding Pacific Railroad 
debts—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of Mrs. L. A. 
Kimpton, Mrs. H. V. Bishop, and C. E. Kidder, asking that the 
law relating.to second-class mail matter give every advantage to 
mailing of religious publications—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Meloan & Dale, 
publishers, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of William H. A. Harrison and 9 other 
ex-soldiers of the late war; also petition of Willis J. Gamble and 13 
other ex-soldiers of the late war, asking for the passage of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, protest of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Prescott, Ark., against renewing the license to sell beer on Ellis 
Island—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of W. W. Folsom, S.A. McNish, W.L. Wilmuth, 
and C.M. Wilmuth, protesting against the passage of House bill 
No. 4566, toamend the postal laws relating to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Evidence in support of 
House bill No. 1878, relating to the claim of John Crumpton for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Mary A. McLellan, widow of 
Thomas C. McLellan, of Company F’, Fourteenth Regiment Maine 
Infantry Volunteers, for increase of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Petition of the National Asso- 

of icultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers of 

the United States, esking that railroads be required to give ship- 

pers uniform rates throughout the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MO : Petition of Rev. B. F. Foard and 58 other citi- 
zens of Kingman, Kans.; also petition of the Christian Endeavor 
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Society of Howard Presbyterian Church of San Francisco, Cal., 
yraying for the recognition of God in the Constitution of the 
Bnited States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., in 
favor of the pees of joint resolution No. 11, amending the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of P. V. Deuster & Co., asking for favorable 
action on House biil No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads., 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of J. M. Fawcett, administrator 
of J. B. Fawcett and Joseph Watson, deceased, of Bolivar, Harde- 


- man County, Tenn., asking reference of claim of Joseph Watson, 


deceased, to the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act 
approved March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. SAUERHERING: Protest of Herman Bickle and 26 
other citizens of Sumner, Jefferson County, Wis., against the 
ao e of joint resolution No. 11, proposing an amendment to the 

nstitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Also, petition of J. D. Holchkiss, protesting against the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, toamend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of grocers and importers of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of 1-cent letter postage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of the American 
Academy of Arts and Sciences, in favor of the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Memorial of the National Asso- 
ciation of cultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers of 
the United States, for the adoption of uniform classification of 
freight rates to shippers throughout the United States—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of Donald McDonald and 
others, of Grand Rapids, Mich., — the removal of the statue 
of Pére Marquette from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 


Library. 
B Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions adopted oe Patriotic Sons 
of America of New Haven, Conn., and b tnam Lodge, No, 
19, Order United American Mechanics, of Wallingford, Conn., 
favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Timmonds & Saunders, proprie- 
tors of the Sun, Portland, Ind., against House bill No. 4566, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Eli M. Whitson and W. H. Campbell, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Protests of 569 citizens of 
Neillsville, Clark County; 36 citizens of Granton, and 19 citizens 
of Ashland, State of Wisconsin, against an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States recognizing Almighty God as 
the source of all power and authority in civil government—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Military Order Loyal Legion of the 
United States, Milwaukee, Wis., to grant a pension to the widow 
of Gen. John Gibbon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, indorsement of the resolutions of the Commandery of the 
State of Washington by the Commandery of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, Militar er Loyal Legion of the United States, to revive 
the grade of Lieutenant-General in favor of Maj. Gen. Nelson A. 
Miles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Ayers Company, asking for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Petition of the Sum- 
mit Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Pawnee City, Nebr., 
for the passage of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia— 
to the Commiites on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Fred Hassler, of Pawnee City, Nebr., against 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: Petitionof C. H. Dupree, 
son of J. G. Dupree, deceased, praying that his claim for Lage a 
taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of Irving O. Sanborn _— 
dent, N. W. Russell, secre’ , and 22 members of General er 
Council, No. 26, Order United American Mechanics, praying for 
the of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
a on and Naturalization. : : 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorial of post-office clerks of Cincinnati, in 


favor of House bill No. 3273, providing for classification of sery- 
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of John Campbell. Post, No. 204, of Harmon 
Ohio, against removing charges of desertion—to the Committed 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Cincinnati Association of Stationary Engi- 
neers No. 2, of Ohio, in favor of House bill No. 3618, to increase 
the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Encampment No. 41, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of service pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Excelsior Association No. 36, of Ohio, in 
favor of House bill No. 3618—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Rev. H. M. Cryer and other citi- 
zens of A , Ark., in favor of bill for the relief of book agents 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of Joseph A. Booker, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Gilbert M. Stone, Myron C. 
Finck, Joseph Carroll, and 39 other ex-soldiers and ex-sailors, ask- 
ing for the ana of a bill to a a pension of $8 a month to 
every ex-soldier who served not less than ninety days in the Ariny 
or Navy of the United States during the war of the rebellion and 
was honorably ec and a pension of not less than $i2a 
month to the widows of said soldiers—to the Committee on Inva- 


By Mr. WHEELER: Tele of James E. Webb and others, 
for action on bill for State Normal College at Florence, Ala.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, telegram of M. W. Camper, of the Business League of 
Florence, Ala., for the relief of the State Normal College at Flor- 
ence, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Beecher City, Ill., in favor of a Sunday-rest law for the 
a of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of L. D. Rowley and others, 
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of C. A. Jordan, of McGregor, Iowa; C. M. Rice, 
and others, for the continuation of the pound rates of postage—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Phillip Stark and others, of Hesper, Iowa, 
against military instruction in public schools—to the Committee 
on Education. 


‘lid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TuEsDAY, March 17, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrieury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 16th instant approved and signed the following act and 
joint resolutions: ¢ 

An act (S. 1825) to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington; ; 

The joint resolution (S. R. 24) for the return to the State of New 
Ham e of the flag of the 
shire Volunteer Infantry; and 
The joint resolution (5S. R. 54) uitel incdat ational Dredg- 
ing Company to proceed with the work of ng the channel 
of Mobile Harbor under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Newark, N. J., remonstrating the enactment of legisla- 
tion reducing the rate of ae to 1 cent; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on and Post-Roads. 

He also ted a petition of the National Association of Ag- 
ricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers of the United 
States, praying for the enactment of 1 tion providing for the 
formation and adoption of a road freight classification 

out the United States and the Territories; which was re- 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. i 

He oe een no a petition of Summit Council, No. 87, Junior 

Order United American Mechanics, of Jersey City, N. J.; of 


leventh Regiment of New Hamp- 





o 


iene 


Council, No. 223, Junior Order United American Me- 
lewood, N. J.; of Mountain View Council, No. 189, 

nited American Mechanics, of Mountain View, 
N. J., and of Eagle Council, No. 88, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Spotswood, N. J., 
the s0- ‘ 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MITCHEL : I 
Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrat 
the construction of a railroad bridge across the Detroit 
Detroit, Mich.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
mie also resented a memorial of the common council of Fond 
du Lac, Wis., remonstrating against the placing of slash boards 
on the Government dam at Menasha, Wis.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation giving 
relief to the financial condition of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. _ 

He also presented a memorial of 84 citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., 
and a memorial of 35 citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating 
against the aren of the proposed religious amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of en presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Moro, Oreg,, and sundry memorials of citizens of Eu- 

ne, Oreg., remonstrating against the appropriation of money 
| sectarian institutions; which were referred to the Committee 


on Appropriations. ’ 

My. BACON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Red Oak, 
Ga., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 110 citizens of Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of George Weber and sun- 
dry other citizens of Osage County, Kans., ex-prisoners of war, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 306, granting pensions 
to soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also ted the petition of B. F. Cargay and 92 other cit- 
izens of . praying for the ee of Senate bill No. 239, to 
prohibit the collection of special liquor taxes from persons other 
than those who are duly authorized by State laws to traffic in 
—— liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 


nance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of J. H. Smith and sun- 
dry other citizens of Cecilton, Earlevil‘e, and Warwick, all in the 
Si 


tate of land, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bil A  igude referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also eee the petition of R. M. Smith and 48 other cit- 
izens of burg, Md., praying for the adoption of the pro- 
pee —— amendment to the Constitution of the United 

; Ww was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of C. C. ee and W. D. 

, of Chestertown, Md., and a memorial of the commit- 


tee on philanthropic labor of the Baltimore Yearly Meeting of 
Friends, remonstrating against the introduction of military train- 


ing in the public schools of the country; which were referred to 
Mr. TURPIE the a of F. C. Smith and sundry 
other citizens of Clarinda, Ind., praying for the adoption of the 


religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Indiana Loyal Temperance 

of Alton, Ind., as eaemnet the introduction of 

ak in the public schools of the country; which was 
ref to the ittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jonesboro, 

Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation giving second-class 

mail matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of 

July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


BS 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
to whom was referred the bill (S.1356) to increase the 
beth L. Larrabee, widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, 
-fourth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
yatieaare bill (S. 2297) to authorize the President to ap- 
E. Noel a lieutenant-commander on the retired list 


ia. saad ences, 
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of the Navy, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Ciaims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.80) for the relief of John F. W. Dette, re- 





, }., praying for the passage of ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the | 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports there- 


L of Wisconsin presente a memorial of the | on; which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefi- 
against | 
lver at | 


nitely: 

A bill (S. 2167) granting a pension to Joseph T. Bemis; 

A bill (S. 1198) granting a pension to William Bradshaw; 

A bill (S. 1245) granting a pension to Adelaide C. Palmer, widow 
of Thomas H. Palmer, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2150) granting a pension to George W. Emery; 

A bill (S. 1852) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Little. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2353) granting a pension to Delia Gilman; and 

A bill (S. 1960) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Ord 
Mason. C 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them with amendments, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. Brad- 
bury W. Hight; and 

A bill (S. 2200) granting a pension to William H. Morgan. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Commitee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 714) granting a pension to Benjamin Franklin 
Dowell, of Oregon, for services with the Oregon Volunteers in 
the years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Lorenzo Meserth, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 511) granting a pension to P. F. Castleman, of Oregon, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, concerning the distilling of brandy 
from fruits, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1239) relating to the distillation of brandy from prunes, 
plums, and , and amending section 3255 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1806) granting a pension to George B. Custer, 
late a private of Company H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4463) to grant two condemned cannon 
and cannon balls to the Thirteenth Separate Company, National 
Guard of State-of New York, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2092) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Edward Allsworth, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 308) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2068) to grant a pension to Emeline C. Sewell, 
widow of Chief Engineer George Sewell, United States Navy, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1602) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane L. 
Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2368) granting an increase of pension to Edward Logan, 
submitted am adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was ned indefinitely. 

He also (for fr. PrircHarp), from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1997) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Maria E. Baker, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1287) to place Francis W. Seeley on 
the retired list of the Army, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S: 1703) to amend section 416 of 
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the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating:to the District 
of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
it, thereon. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whee were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 338) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator 
of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of 
Thayer Bros., and others; 

A bill (8. 488) for the relief of the legal representatives and 
devisees of James W. Schaumburg; an 

A bill (S. 450) for the relief of the estate of a H. Herr, de- 
ceased, late of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (Ss. 972) to provide for the continuance in office of 
customs officers and assistant treasurers until successors shall have 
been appointed and qualified, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


REAR-ADMIRAL ROGER N, STEMBEL, RETIRED. 


Mr.DUBOIS. Iam directed oe ee Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (5. 1906) in relation to the pay of 
Rear-Admiral Roger N. Stembel, retired, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and submit a report thereon. lask unani- 
mous consent to put "the bill upon its passage. It is very short, 
= three or four lines. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Rear-Admiral Roger N. Stembel, of the United 
States Navy, retired, be paid, out of amy money in the Treasury not other- 
bi ad appropriated, the Phiphest pay and compensation of his grade as a rear- 

from and after the date of the passage of this act. 
aes VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to have some explanation of the 


Mr. DUBOIS. I will ask that the report be read. The bill 
comes unanimously from the Committee on Naval Affairs. It is 


@ very eco 
The VICE-P IDENT. The ai will be read, 
ollows: 


e The Secretary read the report, as 
The Senate Committee on ane whom was referred Senate bill 
1006, “in relation to the pay r N. Stembel,” have had the 
game under consideration, anak leave to take the following re 
Admiral Stembel entered the Navy in the 882. Heserved in the suc- 
cessive gradations of a until the year when hostilities commenced 
between the United 8 pen oma aocedl States. He was } hem © commepander. 
In 1861 and 1862 he was ont the Western Gunboat Floti atry in the at 
Officer Charles Henry Davis; served with disti ish 
tles of Lucas Bend, September 9, 1861; Belmont, Srember? 108] 1861; 
pemruary SMe in the bombardment and capture of Island No. 1d. in the 
"ES cis look crepipseneets he ws odlbclaliy repertedl ty kis eg; allio? ot ies 
n the e ement he was y cer as hav- 
disti po if. 
official copy of Records of Living pone Officers hereto appended. 
In the last of the above seqngemmane = was desperately, almost mortally, 
wounded while commanding the sees C Cincinnati. For more than twelve 


Ee SS ee a eae ae ae anes, and Se eae meee 
e hovering ween life an robably sa’ 
by the unremit efforts and tender nursing of his devoted wife. 


Admiral Stembel never recovered from the severe wound 1 received in that 
fight. This wound practically disabled him for further acti 
the remainder of the war, and since. t on account his 
services he was regularly process sat until 7 ist when he was a 


rear-admiral. He was re 
Rear-Admiral Stembel served his country faithfully since his entrance into 
a period of Gavlag tk years. He spent large sums 


the Navy in March, 

of money, of his own Fi vate means, dur the iime he was confined to his 

apartments in 1862and 1863. Heisnow 8 yearsold. He is ve Sais 

never recovered from the rare wound received May 10, 1862, but still suffers 

from its effects. He is partial iy pesetyaed @ Ge He ae and side to the 

knee. eer y injured. 

increasing is feared he wilt soon omen Mind 

not now a his domicile withoutan attendant. These suffe con, 

uous gallant de 

eral law of A 6, 1882, and makes h ‘or special relief at least as 

per torigeens Aenival Stephen C. Rowan and Rear- ‘Admirals 

John L. Worden one James E. Jouett. 
He can not have lo . laced pow the same plane as 


propessd b this 
bill. ame be Os upon the same plane as the three - 


The honor thee 601 Saccal: ill he a pipes heritage to his children. 
Caer eens neperte beet Sige bill 1906 with a favorable and strong 


Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read, if it has not. been. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read. 
a eee 
e n e 
clause of the bill referred to 
The Secretary read as follows: 
The hichest pe snd commenpatio’ of 385 Gra 280 reat ating) ean Ae 
ach anak I should like to have an explanation of what 
the ** the est pay” means. 
e is now retired on three-quarters pay. This 
gives him full pay. It makes a difference of one-quarter. 


Mr. SEWELL. It makes an exception in this case over ey,; 
other officer of the Navy? Y 

Mr. DUBOIS. It makes an exception in eee but excey 
tions have been made for the same reasons, though not so sty, 
as in this case. It applies only to the rest of his life; it dies w¢), 
him. He is 85 years old, and his services were conspicuo ys. 
There have been cases of the same sort. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is all very well, but I can name twenty 
tired officers of the Navy who have earned full pay just as much 
as this one. 

Mr. DUBOIS. No; I think n 

Mr. SEWELL. rn it is going tu be the policy of the Ss 
do this, it is all ve do not object to it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. e Seboks has done it in cases similar to this. | 
will say to the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present ¢ 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pa. al. 

GEORGE H. LOTT. 

Mr. HILL. I am directed by the Committee on Post-()fticos 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 522) fo t 
the relief of George H. Lott, to report it without amend: 
The bill will take just a moment; it is recommended by the 
Department, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no , the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, vorseled to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
George Lott, a citizen of Mississippi, $148, that being the 
amount deducted by the Post-Office t from his pay as 
subcontractor on amail route in that State because the mail sery- 
ice thereon was performed by the minor son of the postinaster at 
Stix, Miss. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 2541) to fix the standard of 
weights and measures the ion of the metric system of 
weights and measures; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (8. 2542) granting a — n to 
reg, hen Maines; which was read twice by its title, and referred 

Committee on Pensions. 

. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2543) referring to the 
Court of Claims a certain claim for the use of hook attachments 
for firearms; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2544) to authorize the 
extension of the lines of the Potomac Light and Power Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comittee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2545) granting a pension to 
Isadora N. Towle; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introducted a bill (S. 2546) concerni 

in the District of Columbia; which was rea 
tht , and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. So eaens @ pension to Mrs. 
Adda F. Thompson; which was read by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2548) to provide for the 
restatement, en settlement, and payment of dues to 


ep- 


Senate to 


the court of 
twice by its 


army officers in cases; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Coramittee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 2549) tor the establishment of 


t-house on Swan Island, to the United States, in 
tig Tieciitisens Ness WARE wtinnndl Mates toy ae title, and refer rred 
to the Committee on 


Commerce, 
improve te civ bill (S. 2550) to amend “ An act to regulate 


and the service of the United States,” a proved — 
uary 16, 1883; which was read twice by its title, and referre! to 
the Committee on Civil Service and en 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2552) to remove the charge of 
sertion from the military record of Nathan M. Trail, alias David 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa 


for Mr. Proctor) introduced a 2553) 
o De ese ay, a sjerred 
ite theaccompanying papers, ‘eLerre 
eevee 
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building authorized by act of Congress approved 
-— nt to be erected at Savannah, Ga., and authorizing 
Secretary of the Treasury to enter into a contract or contracts 


construction of any portion or the whole of said building; 
ee aa read twice by ts title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings Grounds. 
UNCOMPAHGRE INPIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. CANNON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing 


the of the Interior to open for public aay 8 that cer- 
tain part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the 
Uneom Indian Reservation; which was read the first time 
by its title. 


Mr. CANNON. Let the joint resolution be read at length. I 
ask for its immediate consideration. 
The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as fol- 
lows: 


Resol the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
of the be, and he is hereby, directed to open for public entry 
= all the land laws of the United States all that ce of the pub- 
lic domain in the State of Utah known as the Uncom dian Reserva- 


cepting from this order, however, any agricultural lands heretofore 
whotted or selected for allotment to said Uncsmbahere Indians. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 


Mr. ALLEN. Let it go over and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the joint 
resolution will go over under the rule. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to have it printed, to be consid- 
ered in connection with the motion I en yesterday to refer to 
the Committee on Indian 


Affairs the answer of the woay of 
the Interior to the resolution of the 4th instant, so that the whole 


matter may come up at one time. 
The VICE. PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. GORDON. The joint resolution goes over, I understand. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. The joint resolu- 


Mr. . And it will be printed? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed under the rule. 
SPRINGFIELD RIFLES FOR NATIONAL GUARD. 


Mr. HALE submitteu the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be Bait for the use of the Senate 300 copies of cor- 
rected Senate Report No. Fifty-fourth Congrers, first session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the a = — resolutions; in which it requested the 


concurrence of the : 

A bill (H.R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reserva- 
tions in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Territory 
of Oklahoma; 

A bill (H.R. 2912) ones to the Atchison and Nebraska Rail- 
road Company, and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad 


Com , its in tuity, the right of way over a part of 
and Fox and Iowa Indian Reservation, in the States of 

and Nebraska; 
A bill (H. R. 3387) amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the 


Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor and 
judge-advocate-general, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes; 

A bill H. R. 905) providing for free homesteads on the public 
lands in for actual and bona fide settlers, and 


mee the public lands for that purpose; 

_— _) to amend uaaante a - Freest; 
) repealing 1 e Supplement of 

the Revised — of the United States; 


A bill (H. authorizing the construction of a fog signal 
on the north of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 5732) to amend section 5459 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, — the punishment for mutilating United States 
coins or passing or attempting to utter or pass 
such mutilated coins 


A bill (H. R. 5820) to create a second division of the southern 
district of California for judicial purposes, and to fix the time for 


Avil "to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
Chattahoochee River at or near the city of 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 140) directing the Secretary of W 
ee, ictal Gee eo benalienter in 


(H. Res. 141) directing the Secretary of War 


f 
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to submit plans and estimates for the improvement of Fairport 
Harbor. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 


were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 
A (S. 818) for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, 


. Dak.; 

A bill (H. R. 8265) donating one condemned cannon and four 
pyraniids of condemned cannon balls to Stone River Post, No. 
74, Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans., and for other 


purposes; 


A joint resolution (S. R. 47) relating to the Federal census; 
A joint resolution (S. R. 72) directing the Public Printer to sup- 


ply the Senate and House libraries each with 10 additional copies 


of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 133) directing the Secretary of War 
to submit estimates for necessary repairs at Cleveland Harbor. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida {Mr. CALL], coming over 
from a previous day, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution directing the Committee ox the 
District of Columbia to obtain from the Washington Gas Light 
Company a statement of its affairs. 

Mr. CALL. I have been requested to allow the resolution to 
stand over, as the parties at whose request I introduced it are 
obtaining some evidence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be 80 ordered. 

The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. ELKiNs], coming over from a previous 
day. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to submit to the Senate a report relative to 
the war in Cuba. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let the resolution lie over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 5363) authorizing the construction of a fog signal 
on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Wiscon- 


sin; 

A bill (H. R. 6996) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the city of 
Columbia, Ala.; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 140) directing the Secretary of War 
to make a survey and submit an estimate for a breakwater in 
Marquette Bay; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 141) directing the Secretary of War 
to submit plans and estimates for the improvement of Fairport 
Harbor. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 4053) repealing chapter 148 of the Su»plement of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5732) to amend section 5459 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, prescribing the punishment for mutilating United States 
coins and for uttering or passing or attempting to utter or pass 
such mutilated coins; and 

A bill (H.R. 5820) to create a second division of the southern 
district of California for judicial purposes, and to fix the time for 
holding court therein. 

The bill (H. R.1191) to provide for the disposal of public reser- 
vations in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the 
Territory of Oklahoma was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H.R. 2912) granting to the Atchison and Nebraska 
Railroad Company, and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Rail- 
road Company, its lessee in perpetuity, the right of way over a 

of the Sac and Fox and lowa Indian Reservation, in the 
States of Kansas and Nebraska, was read twice by its title, and 
referréd to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3656) providing for free homesteads on the public 
lands in Oklahoma Territory for actual and bona fide settlers, and 
reserving the public lands for that purpose, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 3852) to amend the record of William H. De Frest 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
i Affairs. 

The bill (H.R. 3337) amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
**An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the Navy 
or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor and judge- 
advocate-general, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such oflicer,” 
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and for other purposes, was read twice by its title,and, on motion 
of Mr. Haz, ordered to lie on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Alabama 
yield tomeforamoment? I gave way reluctantlyaday or two ago 
in reference to the Du Pont case, which is a question of the high- 
est privilege, I take it, and if pressed by thuse having it in charge 
I presume everything else would necessarily give way. I found 
out, however, that with the other question of privilege up, and 
other matters coming in from time to time, we were not making 
much headway, and therefore I have given way until a later day 
to the Cuban matter, and, as a matter of course, I gave way yes- 
terday to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] and the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], who had given notice that 
they desired to address the Senate. That goes as a matter of 
course. 

Iam still willing, after the Senator from Alabama shall have 
concluded his speech, if the Cuban matter can be di of in 
any reasonable time, not to press the Du Pont case until it is dis- 
posed of. However, if it can not be disposed of within some rea- 
sonable time I shall feel compelled to ask that the Senate take up 
the question of high privilege and proceed with it toa finish. In 
any event, even if the Cuban matter is to go on this week and not 
be disposed of in the next two or three days, I should like at some 
opportune time that the Senator from Nebraska |[Mr. THurRsTon}], 
who desires to address the Senate on the Du Pont case, might have 
the privilege of doing so, as he is compelled to leave the city very 


§00TL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In accordance with the universal courtesy 
which prevails in the Senate, I never like to interpose in the way 
of a Senator making a speech, because I think when he is prepared 
to speak he ought to have an opportunity to do so; but I do trust 
and appeal to the Senate that we shail dispose of the privil 
question which is now pending before the body. I will not object 
at all to the Senator from Alabama finishing his speech. His col- 
league will then take the floor upon the Cuban resolutions; and 
I think after the speeches are made of which notice has been 
given that we should proceed to conclude that matter. It ought 
to be done within a day. I do not myself expect to say anything 
more upon the subject, and I do not therefore wish to fix any 
limit upon the debate; but so far as I am concerned, I shall press 
the consideration of the Cuban resolutions against any other prop- 
osition that may be made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, concerning the brief remarks 
which I intend to submit upon the Delaware case at the earliest 

ible moment, I yield to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 

HURSTON], who informed me, as he has informed the c 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. nae that he is  Foing away the last of this 
aac: and, therefore, if he speaks at all, he must — this week. 
I will waive my desire in his behalf. I do think that both of 
these matters ought to receive the unremitting attention of the 
Senate. The Du Pont case certainly ought to go forward without 
much delay; and it is of ene urgency to the public interests 
that the Cuban resolutions should be disposed of. 

FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 


Mr. PUGH. Iask that the House bill on the tariff, with the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, may be laid before the 
Senate for the purpose of enabling me to continue the remarks 
which I began Fete B 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
wy, —" to by the Senator from Alabama, which will be read 

title. 

‘The SecreTary. A bill (H.R. 2749) to temporarily increase the 
revenue to meet the expenses of Government and provide against 
a deficiency. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I have read the messages of Presi- 
dent Jackson and the debate in the Senate and the reports of the 
Committee on Finance, and any attempt to find anywhere any sup- 

rt of the single gold standard, or a single suggestion that the 
a and unlimit —— of both metals a to be prevented 
or suspended, is an indefensible perversion of the record of the 
Congressional debates, excusable only on the ground of ignorance 
or accepting as true deliberate misrepresentation of the report of 
these debates. 

In 1834, and _ thereto, there was an inadequate supply of 
, pe poy d and silver. The production of our own 
of gold and silver was quite small and wholly insufficient to su 
ply our demand. There was no suggestion of opposition to 
coinage of either metal; the great anxiety was to secure and in- 
crease the coinage of both metals. There was no desire expressed 
by any Senator or Member that reducing the amount of gold to 
be coined in a dollar, so as thereby to make the ratio 16 to 1, would 
have any other efiect than to increase the quantity of gold coined 
by our mint without interfering with = lesen amount 
of silver to be coined. The measure to increase the-ratio to 16 to 


1, instead of 154 to 1, like the French ratio, was vigorously anq 
ably resisted, solely on account of the doubt about the effect of 
the change to 16 to1 in causing silver bullion to be withheld fr.) 
coinage because of undervaluation. 

The messages ot President Jackson and the thes of Senator 
Benton charged the reduction of the supply of the precious 1n.-(.\5 


to the efforts of the United States Bank to contract the curreycy 
by warring on bah od of en and Senator Benton charge; 
the four years’ panic, from 1820 to 1824, to the persistent and un. 


scrupuloas warfare of the United States Bank upon our s).cio 
a both gold and silver. 
It is admitted that the people of the United States are now prac. 


tically unanimous in the opinion that silver should be immedi: {o) 


restored to equal coinage with gold, so that we can have the |, . 
efits of both metals as a coin standard of value and redemption 
basis of representative currency. It is universally conceded that 
the blessings and benefits that would be secured to the people of 
the United States by the equal coinage and equal use of })oth 
metals as a standard of valuz and basis of redemption can 10 be 
overestimated. All the ar ents inst and objections to re- 
storing silver to free and imited nme can be removed by an 


international agreement, over which it can not be denied Enyiand 
has absolute control. 

This eee unanimous ge and universal concession are 
a destructive and unquestioned ju ent against the wisdom and 
safety and justice of the single gold standard, and the impossi})il- 
ity of its being continued as a weight upon the growth and 
prosperity of the United States. But there are powerful organ- 
izations and combinations in both the national Democratic and 
Republican parties who declare it to be their purpose to hold both 
parties to the maintenance of the gold standard, and the depriva- 
tion of all the blessings and benefits that would flow from the 
equal coinage and equal use of both gold and silver as standard 
and redemption money until England will agree to relieve the 
United States from the admitted evils of the gold system and con- 
sent to the restoration to mankind of the admitted blessings and 
benefits to flow from the restoration of silver to coinage. 

These organizations and combinations are known to be founded 
on personal interest in utter disregard of the public welfare, and 
are therefore out of the reach of argument founded on public con- 
siderations. Money owners, money lenders, and speculators in 
the use of money, associated in banking corporations, chambers 
of commerce, and boards of trade, with vast capital invested in 
all the agencies of commerce and the means of transportation and 
industries ae the employment of labor and the purchase of 
raw material, are sheltering themselves under the single gold 
standard by what they know to be the impossibility of obtaining 
the consent of England to any change or enlargement of her gold- 
standard system by restoring silver to free coinage. The unayoid- 
able position of the gold-standard advocates of international 
cginage amounts necessarily to an acknowledgment that the 

nited States must agree to be dominated by England on what 
shall be the financial system of the United States—a systein in- 
volving as it does to a ter extent than anything else the future 
growth, prosperity, and welfare of this great country. The state- 
ment of such a proposition, sup by such powerful combina- 
tions, is enough to fill the produ and working people of the 
United States and all patriotic Americans with alarm and appre- 
hension for the future of their country. 

Why are the _— of the United States asked to submit to the 
evils of the gold standard and to e the blessings and bene- 
fits admi to exist in international coinage until we can try the 
hopeless experiment of securing the consent of England for our 
relief? It must be kept constantly in mind that the most power- 
ful elements that make up the tion to the coinage of silver 
are influenced by the most contro motives of self-interest to 
have the system of gold finance in this country continued. These 
gold-stan advocates who insist that we shall wait for the con- 
sent of England know that consent can never be obtained. W hen- 
ever the people of the United States show their willingness to 
the gold system of finance and to continue its existence 
until changed by an international agreement, it becomes an a}so- 
lute certainty that the evils of the ge standard must be endured 
as a permanently established system of the United States. 

From the beginning of commercial power to 1873 England was 
ackno to be the greatest commercial country in the world. 
er man wer, her world-wide carrying trade cx- 
tended English d over the world, and her supremacy was 
not questioned or interrupted until it was done by the manufac- 
turing and commercial development of rival countries in Europe 


i 


= 


in close proximity to and the un ted growth of 
the United States in all the elements of national greatness. Not 
one of the countries that have become po competitors of 


and in the for commercial supremacy developed 
thet ability to compete with her on tho gold bass and nal 


tym of contraction. years after land established 
gold basis, France and the members of the Latin union 


and Germany and the United States held their gold and increased 











of and made rapid strides in manufacturing and 
tele enn tural and commercial elements of greatness, 
and ai this was made as rivals of England, 


progress ‘ 

with unlimited coinage of silver money, and without any gold 
standard or contracted currency. In every country that has 
eof Eng and e with her to the gold 
ver coinage, it was done without any popular 
or public necessity for such a radical change and against 
the will and interest of the —. and in every country where 

1d standard exists the people are demanding the restoration 

i to free coinage. 

of Take the history of the question in our own country while sil- 
ver has been dropped from coinage in every country in Europe 
just as itis to-day. From 1878 to 1893, when the United States 
was carried to the gold standard by influences dangerous to free 
representative government, silver was restored to coinage at the 
rate of $24,000,000, with power to increase it to $48,000,000, per 
annum, under our laws, over Presidential ve- 
toes, we added to our supply of silver money over $500,000,000 
and all the time we were doing it our gold supply was increasin 
more than in any gold-standard country in the world. If weh 
listened to the peelictions and lamentations of the Democracy of 
the East, and the ublicans of the United States, our entire sup- 
ply of silver money hour would not have exceeded $50,000,000, 
and Senator SHERMAN declared years ago that $50,000,000 of silver 
was all we could coin without driving out all our gold and going 
to the silver basis, and President Cleveland declared in his mes- 
sage to Congress in 1885 that we then had $215,000,000 of ‘silver, 
and if we coined - more we would drive out all our gold, go to 
the silver basis, and destroy the credit of the Government. 
have presented facts of history as an answer to predictions and 
lamentations in the past, and nothing is left to the gold advocates 
but and lamentations as to what will surely happen in 
the future if we are reckless enough to venture on free silver 
coinage without the consent of England. Let us test the predic- 
tions as to the consequences of free silver coinage by the rules of 
common sense and reason. If all the gold leaves and the banks 
return their circulation, as it is predicted, it will contract the cur- 
rency about $900,000,000, and leave us to carry on our trade and 
industries and pursuits with only about $900,000,000, This would 
be a complete change in the policy of banks as shown in their 


, 


history in dand the United States. The banks have always 
exerted their eee to expel all metallic money from circulation 
to give place to their own paper currency. 


the rule that scarce money makes dear money holds good, 
what will our silver and greenbacks be worth when they are the 
only currency left in circulation while we are coining our silver 
bullion to y the now occupied by our gold and national- 
bank notes? It be the most favorable condition that could 
exist for profitable banking on the silver basis. 
Carlisle says that it would take ten years to coin silver enough 
to give us our — ly of currency. Whilethis change was 
effected not be a richer harvest insured to the na- 
If our present supply of currency is to be reduced 
by free silver coinage, prices of commodities, labor, and 
would be reduced to one-half of what they are now, and 
of gold in this country and that could be obtained in 
instantly invested in the United States in the 
in the world, and we would have the 
markets and the liveliest times that ever gladdened the 
people. The whole prediction is utterly preposter- 
in the world has any better property, real and 
country and in cities, no better railroads, no 
foundries, and no such raw material of all kinds, 
be no reason why gold would not stay here and 
abroad for investment if silver is going to break 
and put all the mills and furnaces and railroads in 
Sema eeninaned wats the ts aa othe nd SSouiantees te 
e insanity of the gold conspirators to 
establish a despotism of money to which the people will never sub- 


unless are y crazy. 

Where will the gold go for employment that can be more profit- 
than in the United States? Go d will seek investment or some 
or it will be hoarded and kept useless. If it goes to 
countries it will add to the supply of gold and lessen 
it, and diminish its purchasing power by increas- 
commodities. What opportunities or induce- 
for investment in any gold-using countries 
must continue to exist in greater degree in 
How can the supply of silver from free coin- 
on of commodities in this country for 
countries? Will cotton and grain and man- 
ced in this country by the use of silver be 
necessary in gold-using countries because they 
@ country on the silver basis? If, then, free 
this country alone will not stop the production 
and meat, what will prevent all commodities 

for sale and consumption ? 
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If we continue to export our commodities to Europe, will we 
sell them férgold or for silver? Will the owner take silver to 
bring home, or gold? If silver goes abroad to buy our commodi- 
ties it must be recoined or paid out as bullion at the price of bul- 
lion in Europe. If our silver is taken to Europe to pay for our 
commodities, or bought here in our silver coins to purchase them, 
what would be the difference in the price of our bullion abroad 
to be used there as money in buying our commodities and the 
price of bullion there under free coinage in Europe on an inter- 
national agreement? 

It is mantfest; then, that our commodities would be sold in 
Europe, as they are now, for gold at gold prices, increased by a 
greater supply of gold from this country. It is not within the 
scope of human power to keep this country on the gold basis 
or to put it on the silver basis. The ability of the United States 
is so varied and wonderful, and is capable of such expansion in 
its application to the development of our inexhaustible resources 
and advantages, that the problem will soon confront us: What is 
to be the remedy when both gold and silver, and all the capacity 
of both metals combined, fail to answer the demand on them as 
a redemption basis of representative currency, and when the sub- 
stitutes for money like checks and drafts prove insufficient to 
meet the demands of the world’s increasing population and com- 
merce for more money? Mr. Goschen, as chancellor of the 
exchequer; in his place in the House of Commons in 1883, declared 
that the problem as I have presented it in this country would 
soon be presented for solution by monometallic England and 
Germany. 

If silver is ever restored to coinage, it must be done at the old 
ratio and by the numerical strength of Democrats who are making 
this struggle for success inside of their old, time-honored, his- 
toric, Democratic party. It is known that the free coinage of 
silver has a most-powerful support in the Republican party, and 
the Populists’ or Third Party is practically wianimous upon that 
question. If every voter in the United States friendly to the res- 
toration of silver to free coinage could be united upon one man 
as a candidate for President it can not be seriously denied that he 
would be elected by an overwhelming majority. That an over- 
whelming majority of the whole voting population favor the 
independent restoration of silver to free coinage at the old ratio 
can not be honestly questioned. But, unfortunately, the friends of 
free silver coinage are divided and fighting each other in separate 
organizations. This division is the greatest and only obstacle in 
the way of success in the next Presidential election and is the 
main reliance of the advocates of the gold plutocracy. I feel con- 
fident that the Democratic party of the United States contains at 
least five times the number to be found in any other party ready 
to vote to restore silver to free coinage. 

The whole power of the Republican party will be employed to 
hold free-coinage Republicans in line with their party by the 
force of party organization. Practically all the leaders of the 
Populist or Third Party will exert their influence to hold free-coin- 
age Democrats in that organization. The friends of free coinage 
must come together where their numerical strength is only to be 
found—in the Democratic party. It is utterly ynreasonable to ask 
free-coinage Democrats to leave their party Thd come to a third 
party, made up of a mere fraction of the strength of free coinage 
to be found in the Democratic party. 

What the gold-standard advocates in the Democratic party 
mostly desire, and what their skill and ability is being employed 
to accomplish, is to keep free-coinage Democrats away from Demo- 
cratic primaries and thereby divide them on different candidates 
in the final election. The most valuable aid the gold party can get 
is from those who are working to keep the friends of free coinage 
out of the Democratic party. The great aim of both parties in 
the financial struggle of 1896 is to get possession of the White 
House. Since 1873, when silver was dropped from coinage with- 
out the knowledge of the people, the enemies of the free coinage 
of silver have had possession of the White House and every Exec- 
utive Department of the Government. The veto is a powerful 
weapon of the gold champions in the warfare against silver. 

It has been exercised three times to prevent legislation friendly 
to silver. It blocked the way of the passage of a free-coinage 
bill in 1890, and the Sherman makeshift was substituted for free 
coinage to avoid the exercise of the veto power by President Har- 
rison. The friends of free coinage had a pronounced majority in 
both Houses in the Fifty-third Congress, but the will of this 
majority was paralyzed by the presence of the veto power in the 
hands of President Cleveland. Thus it has been made manifest 
that a majority of the people may demand the restoration of silver 
to free coinage through their trusted representatives in both 
branches of the law-making power, but one man decides that no 
such bill shall become a law by his approval. The different par- 
ties in the same election send representatives to Congress to pass 
a free-coinage bill, but one man in the White House blocks the 
way as now, so that it must be conceded that no legislation friendly 
to silver can become a law while Mr. Cleveland is President. 

What, then, is the financial condition of the country under laws 
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that are now in o 
changed by legi 
construed and sought to be executed by the executive department | 
of the Government, gold is the single standard of value and the | 
sole basis of redemption of everything that is called sound money. 
Primarily it is claimed that there is now no money that is sound 


ration, and must remain-in operation until 
tion? As the law now stands, and as now 


but gold, and every other description of currency is ized as 
sound money for the sole reason that it is all falsely claimed to be 
redeemable in gold, It is admitted that our whole financial sys- 
tem depends for its existence and support upon one coin standard 
and one eee basis made by one metal. It is also admitted 
that about $100,000,000 of borrowed gold constitutes the entire di- 
mensions and strength of the standard of value and redemption 
basis that is available by the Government. 

This $100,000,000 of gold is lying idle in the Treasury, dedicated | 
to the single purpose of redeeming greenbacks and Sherman notes. 
More than half of the remaining $400,000,000 of gold outside the 
Treasury is in bank vaults as a checking basis for what is known 
as confidence or credit substitutes for gold in use by banks and | 
clearing houses in settlements among themselves and for specula- 
tive uses. The balance of our gold supply outside the Treasury 
cuts comparatively but little figure in currency circulation that | 
makes markets and prices, Asa standard of value and redemp- | 
tion basis our gold supply makes the standard of value and | 
redemption basis practically theoretical and nominal, with no 
real vitalizing power in our domestic trade and industrial pur- 
suits. What is gold and what is our present supply of gold worth 
as a redemption basis of our currency seapey* or all possible 
availability our entire gold supply is less than one-third of what 
is called our redeemable currency, and four-fifths of all our gold 
is outside of the Treasury and can be reached only by the sale of 
gold bonds, Our present supply of silver, coined and stamped b 

Government as Ler standard money, has been degr: 

by a perversion of the law that declared it to be standard mone 
to the condition of secondary money, with no element of sound- 
ness except what it is falsely all to have on account of being 
hypothetically redeemable in gold which has no existence except 
in the will and pleasure of the New York bond syndicate. The 
whole system of gold finance now endeavored to be upheld is 
founded entirely upon Government credit that is available for the 
sale of gold bonds without a dollar’s benefit to the country. There 
is no law in existence that makes silver secondary money, and no 
law that makes silver redeemable in gold. The whole pretense is 
founded upon a manifest perversion of the parity clause in the 
repealing act of 1893. 

f it were a fact that our silver dollars were not worth more 
than 50 cents in gold, and that every holder of a silver dollar had 
the right to convert it into a 100-cent gold dollar, it would be a 
pe impossibility to obstruct the raid of the holders of silver 

ollars upon the Treasury to have their 50-cent dollars turned into 
gold dollars. If coined silver is really worth only half the value 
of coined gold, it is robbery to take our 100-cent gold dollars and 
exchange them for silver dollars worth only 50 cents; it is feloni- 
ous, the raid of the silver holders upon the Treasury to get 
gold were to commence to-morrow, as it would if the goldites tell 

e truth, they would not find a single gold dollar in the Treasury 
to exchange for their silver, and these silver holders would have 
to be sent k home until Mr, Cleveland could issue $600,000,000 
of bonds to sell to Belmont and Pierpont Morgan to get gold 





enough to redeem our present supply of silver. 
So much for the false pretense of making gold a redemption 
basis of our present supply of silver. But these 


ld advocates 
feel no apprehension on account of their unfounded assertion that 
our silver is redeemable in gold: because they know the assertion 
has no support in fact and the people have too much use for silver 
and confidence in it as money ever to be deluded into going to 
the Treasury to have it redeemed in gold. But the executive 
branch of the Government, with its head in the White House 
and its advisers in New York, are in a sea of trouble on account 
of the existence of the $346,000,000 of nbacks that can not be 
reduced in amount under the law of 1878 that compels their reis- 
sue when redeemed, and also on account of the existence of the 
Sherman coin notes, amounting to about $146,000,000, which are 
allowed to be redeemed in gold. 

The old greenback currency, which has been in use by the peo- 
ple as sound and safe currency for over thirty years, is greater in 
amount by $130,000,000 than the entire present circulation of the 
national banks. Greenback was such a t favorite in 
the early years of its existence that the bonds of United States 
were made redeemable in greenbacks, and-it is an interesting fact 
that when Seymour was indorsed for President by the Democratic 
State convention of New York in 1868 the platform declared that 
the United States bonds were payable in greenbacks. 

It is also an interesting factthat the same Democratic party lately 
in State convention in New York have declared in their platform 
that these same greenbacks ought to be retired from circulation 
and canceled, and that the same United States bonds must be 

paid in gold, or the Government will be discredited. There isalso 
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an interesting fact that when Mr. SHERMAN, as the finan 
leader of the ublican y, struck down silver in 1873 and . 
it out of the way of the gold standard and the national bank. |), 
next obstacle in the way of the champions of gold and the nat 
banks was this same greenback currency. Silver and gree) 
were both favorites of the people and of the Democratic }),, 
but objects of hostility to the gold and national bank cham), 
east of Washington. t movement wasmade by Mr. Sherii.y 
as Secretary of the Treasury, to get rid of greenbacks after «.,),, 
ping the coinage of silver in 1873? Without authority of |, 
Secretary Sherman usurped the right to inaugurate the prac:j.. 
of redeeming greenbacks in gold when on their face the 
redeemable in any lawful dollars. The gold-redemption , 
was inaugurated as an inducement to the holders of the or... 
backs to present them for redemption so that they could be retipog 
and their place taken by national-bank bills. 

This unauthorized practice was continned until it became a 
custom in the Treasury of redeeming greenbacks in gold, and \ \} 
out authority of law $100,000,000 in gold was reserved i tho 
Treasury and dedicated to the sole purpose of redeeming o)\..)- 
backs. This unauthorized custom had its origin in the int rs 
of the national banks, so as to secure to them the place oc) i! 
by greenbacks in our volume of currency. It was considers) 4 
certainty that if greenbacks were redeemed in gold and cane lod, 
the banks would soon have them retired from circulation anid t}eoy 
would secure the monopoly of wa ing the people with a cur- 
rency. The banks madea raid on easury for the redem) tion 
of greenbacks in gold and caused such a great contraction in our 
circulation in a few months that great alarm was produced 
throughout the West and South. For the purpose of putting « 
stop to this alarming contraction of the currency, bills were in(ro- 
duced in both Houses of Congress requiring that when green backs 
wen eer et they aed won ke ae circulation. 

ill for this purpose rt uses of Congress in April, 
1878, and in the te the vote was 48 to 18. , 

Six of the 18 were gold-standard Democratic Senators froin 
Eastern States, the same Democracy who are now trying to destroy 
the greenbacks, as rs have succeeded in stopping the silver 
coinage. The law of 1878 compelling the reissue of green)acks 
was the severest blow ever given the policy of contraction that 
has always been the paramount object of national banks and 
other money owners and money lenders. When silver was in tho 
way of the gold contractionists they struck it down, not }ecruse 
it was silver, but because it was the most insurmountable obstacle 
they had to encounter in their purpose to get control of the sup- 
ply of currency. For the same reason, greenbacks being in tho 
way of contraction, and a standing menace to the gold standard, 
they must be retired out of existence and their place givin to 
national banks. In its essence and character the gold systein is 
necessarily founded on and productive of a contracted mone) 
supply. e circulation of currency can never be made greater 
than the gold basis upon which it ds for redemption, and 
this wee atalner er a ete inde supply of 
money, a descending Pp . industries, du 
markets, and hard times, 

This law and its inevitable effects are fully understood !y the 
advocates of the gold standard, The most dangerous repres:\a- 
tive money 3 the present maintenance of the gold standari is 

y the President and his Secretary to be green) acks. 

Under the law compelling the reissue of greenbacks when 
ed in gold the more valuable gold becomes; on account of 

the scarcity of money and increased purchasing power of gol. 1 ie 
danger becomes that avaricious gold sharks will 


ing a raid upon 
any gold reserve in the ; 
availability ot greenbacks 
sharks, and the use of them 
tablished t these circumstances it 


es by recen : 

is a manifest the policy of contraction, which has |. 

so declared t and Secretary Carlisle in their |ast 

utterances upon this subject, that the law ueemeeroenbec’ to 

be reissued 1 be repealed by the t Congress or the Con- 

gress and President to be elected in 1896. The confession is 111\\° 
blic that the present gold of the administration can nt 
sustained as long as green and Sherman notes remain in 


on. 

While the restoration of silver to free coinage is the paramount 
issue in future affirmative legislation, which can not be now + 
cured over the veto of the President, it is a manifest fact tha! 
destruction of is to be the ount issue with the 


who know they have the power!u! «i 

¢ oe Pree, 35 worthless withont the concu:) 1! 
of Congress in repealing an existing |\\- 

The lawmakers are in the affirmative on this issue involviny ‘'" 
life of the backs, and would have had the same positio) 
the Sherman law, if ithad not b«2 


surrendered to Executive influence. I think I can speak for ‘) 
Senate, and safely give the assurance that no bill that repeals tle 


i, 


— 


ia 
t 


ha 


SS 


to satisfy the greed of gold 
for that p , has been fully 
Under 


necessi 
the 





1896. 


; uiring the reissue of greenbacks, can this body. 
ae ‘id-standard advocates have cornered themselves, and they 

ae wriggle awhile on the inability of their gold basis to support 
= resent supers of representative currency. en 
a emocraticand Republican conventions meet it will be made 

anifest that the gold standard and its kindred measure of con- 
traction have come to a deadlock, and that Senge refuses to 
relieve the Administration by re greenbacks with gold 
obtained by the issue and sale of gold bonds. So that no ingenu- 
ity to be emplo in framing straddling and double-meaning 

jatforms to mi the people can avoid making known unmis- 
Pakably how the two conventions stand on the two paramount 

nestions involving the continued destruction of silver and the 
grare destruction of greenbacks. 

If the conventions of the two national parties refuse to pledge 
themselves to the restoration of silver to free coinage, and declare 
in favor of continuing gold as the only standard of value and the 
oply redemption basis of currency, they will be compelled to pledge 
themselves to the law requiring greenbacks to be reissued 
when redeemed, and leaving the national banks the sole power of 
supplying the people a currency and regulating thereby the prices 
of labor, , and productions in the United States. It isa 
significant fact that the same Democratic party that elected Til- 
den President also elected the members of the Congress that passed 
the Bland-Allison silver law in 1878, and at the same session, within 
a few days of each other, passed the act requiring greenbacks to be 
reissued when redeemed ; and, most remarkable to relate, a Demo- 
cratic President asks that same Democratic party to join him in 
repealing both these laws, to destroy both silver and greenbacks, 
and thereby strangle its own offspring. 

Can any carry these two mill rocks around its neck and 
avoid being 8 out of the reach of resurrection? The people 
must decide, and the future will record their verdict. Let us con- 
template the — that both silver and greenbacks are to be 
destroyed and national banks left with the absolute power to 
regulate the supply of money and its distribution. hat then 
is to be the fous of this country? If national banks are to be 
the only source of currency supply, and if it be true that the 
prosperity of the country depends largely on the quantity of 
money in , it becomes highly important to examine in- 
to the practice of national banks in the past in the exercise of this 
far-reac power—a power considered as important and as 
dangerous as was ever exercised by any government on earth. It 
is conceded that the power and duty of furnishing an adequate 
supply of currency, kind and safety of the currency to the 
bit holder, the equal and just distribution of the currency 
among the people, are the most difficult powers any gov- 
— can exercise. = the ee wena ey these vital 
and powers to corporations of indivi ? 

Shall the Government issue this currency directly or shall it 
charter banks, and confer upon them the power and duty of sup- 

ying the with a sound and adequate er yand 

ly distribu: or shall the Government and the banks join in 
the exercise of power? If banks are to be granted the sole 
power of issue, shall this franchise be given alone to national banks, 
or shall it be divided between national and State banks? And if 
divided between national and State banks, how shall the division 
be made? Upon these several questions the panama party is 
seriously divi and nearly as difficult to be harmonized es it is 
to harmonize the on the gold standard and the restoration 


ways been in favor of requiring the Federal Govern- 
ment to discharge the ‘duty imposed upon it by the Constitution, 
of sw the people with an adequate amount of currency, 
without the responsibility upon fiscal corporations in the 
of national banks. The national banking system of the 





United States will com: favorably with any in the world, not- 
wil its liability to abuse, as shown in its history; but I 

opposed upon national or State banks the abso- 
lute power of people of the United States with cur- 
rency and the amount of currency to be issued and how 
and when it be distributed. My greatest objection to the 
national system has always been and is now to the power 
they possess and have ised of contracting at their will and 


peas the amount of currency issued to meet the demands of 
people in trade and commerce. There never has been a 
time during the existence of the national banks when they were 
a i ew are at yd in —— the ae pone a supplying 
currency exercised for purpose of establishing and en- 
forcing the London and New York system of currency contraction 


to regulate and prices. 
ever possessed a more 


e to exercise it to promote their interest to the same 
yea has been and would be exercised for such purpose 


How have the national banks heretofore exercised the power of 


g0 ialp the history of the operations of the national baniks the 


us power 
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last quarter of acentury. Asa rule all the large national banks 
now do business on their deposits and realize immense profits. 
They attach but little value to the right of issuing bills under 
their present charters and: under existing banking laws. The 
4,000 national banks have out now $150,000,000 less circulation 
than was issued by 2,700 of these banks. 

I desire to call especial attention to what a powerful factor the 
deposit system is in panes the policy of currency contrac- 
tion. Asarule people who make deposits in banks have a sur- 
plus of money and are generally free from debt. It is true that 
small sums aggregating large amounts are deposited in savings 
banks and in banks of issue, but the largest deposits are made by 
capitalists who hoard their money and keep it out of circulation, 
except when opportunity offers of making investments in bonds 
or gilt-edge securities. 

It is also a fact that large sums are deposited by stockholders in 
national banks and the banks themselves keep a large surplus, 
accumulated in their business, and in these many ways the banks 
thrive and acquire riches by the use of capital on which they pay 
no interest or taxes. Every dollar the banks issue in their own 
bills adds that much to the volume of currency. 

Every dollar that would be added to the present supply of money 
by the free coinage of silver would lessen the value of money de- 
posited in banks, diminish its purchasing power, curtail bank loans 
and discounts, and quentigvetaesannaaldividenta cl banking cor- 
porations. Another powerful factor in promoting and enforcing 
the policy of currency contraction is gold and the gold standard 
of value and the gold basis of redemption currency. 

I have already stated that gold itself enters but little into gen- 
eral circulation and can not be made into coins like silver that 
can be handled by the people in daily trade and ordinary business 
transactions. Money owners know these facts, and hence they 
selected gold for free coinage and excluded silver from the mints. 
When England established the gold standard her financiers had 
the sagacity to stop the coinage of silver only on private account. 
The Government of England has the right to coin silver, and she 
exercises that right every year to keep her people supplied with 
fractional silver coins in their retail trade. 

England coined $10,000,000 of fractional silver in the two years 
of 1893and 1894. You will besurprised to learn, on the authority of 
the report of President Cleveland’s Comptroller of the Currency in 
December, 1885, that under act of Parliament of 1844 the Bank of 
England, in addition tothe notes authorized to be issued on the se- 
curity of the Government debt, is permitted to issue notes equal in 
amount tothe bullion orcoin whichis transferred to and held in the 
vaults of the issue department of the bank. Of the coin and bul- 
lion held, says the Comptroller, 25 per cent may consist of silver, 
but it is very seldom that any circulation of the bank is issued on 
silver. So that the working people of England—the mechanics, 
the miners, the operators in factories, the servants, and railroad 
hands—are paid in silver coins with less silver in them than in our 
silver dollar. These people never see a gold coin, and gold is com- 
paratively unknown among them as currency. 

As a rule, gold never goes into general circulation in gold- 
standard countries. The reports of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency show that hundreds of millions in gold have been deposited 
by gold owners in the Treasury and gold certificates of deposit 
issued by the Secretary. But to guard against these gold certifi- 
cates going into circulation and to insure their use only in large 
settlements by the banks themselves most of the certificates are 
taken by the depositors in sums of $10,000 and $5,000, and none 
less than $500. But the most valuable invention of the banks to 
make up the insufficient supply of gold to meet their own demands 
and convenience in the important part they take in the trade and 
commerce of the people is the invention of checks and drafts as 
substitutes for money, called confidence or credit currency, 

This check system in bank and clearing-house settlements dis- 
penses with the actual use of 95 per cent of the amount of money 
involved in bank and clearing-house settlements. 

The clearing house in New York is composed of 65 banks and 
the subtreasury. The settlements in the clearing house running 
through a year frequently aggregate over fifty billions of dollars, 
and not as much as 5 per cent of this vast amount was paid in 
money. The 95 per cent was settled in the checks drawn on and 
by the banks that were members of the clearing house. 

If Congress can ever be induced to repeal the law requiring the 
reissue of greenbacks when redeemed, and authority granted to 
the President and Secretary to issue 3 per cent bonds payable in 
gold without limit,in amount to sustain the gold standard, and 
retire and cancel the greenbacks and Sherman coin notes, amount- 
ing to about $500,000,000, thereby contracting the curreney over 
one-third of the entire amount in existence, and over one-half the 

resent amount in circulation, such a panic would foliow as would 
drive this country into revolution, and the only suggestion of any 
remedy to mitigate the evils of such unprecedented contraction 
is to trust to the national banks to fill up the vacuum created by 
the destruction of greenbacks and Sherman notes with the bills 
of national banks, to be issued at their will and pleasure to the 
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amount of $500,000,000, to be added to their present circulation 
of $207,000,000, making over $700,000,000 of national-bank bills. 

Who is reckless enough to express the belief that the national 
banks can be trusted to issue such an amount of their bills to fill 
up the vacuum created by the destruction of the greenbacks and 
Sherman notes? If the banks could be compelled to issue their 
bills to the amount of $700,000,000 how could the banks float that 
amount of currency redeemable in gold? It would be impossible, 
and the banks will take no such risk. The national-bank bills 
would instantly take the place of the greenbacks and be absorbed 
by = sharks and gamblers to draw gold out of the banks just 
as they now do so with greenbacks out of the Treasury, No, Mr. 
President, the gold system of finance can not be made to operate 
successfully in this country without inevitable disaster and ruin. 
It is bound to work its own destruction. 

Mr. President, I will conclude by making a part of my remarks 
an article on the currency headed ‘‘Gold versus the Farmers,” 
written by the largest cotton raiser in Alabama, known to me per- 
sonally from his boyhood. He is one of the most practical and 
successful business men, who has made finance a-study, and his 
argument is unanswerable. 


GOLD VERSUS THE FARMER. 


Mr. SHERMAN testified, and no one doubts the testimony, that the inflation 
of our currency by the issuing of many millions of greenbacks was followed 
by unexampled prosperity to every class of citizens except the money man, 
the fellow with the bills receivable, will emphasize the fact that at that time 
there was no coin in circulation. If a man wanted gold or silver he bar- 
gained for it. Yet Mr. SHeRMAn said that laborers were well paid, farmers 
prospered, manufacturers got rich, and there was no word of complaint 
except from the creditor, and that was because his notes and mo: were 
pele and there were no bargains being offered, and Mr. SHERMAN admitted 

hat this was best for the community as the creditor could better afford to 
suffer. And the histories of all times and countries verify Mr. SHERMAN 
that inflation with redeemable or intercommercial money is always attended 
by prosperity to the masses. This being the case—and no sane man will 
deny it—the only sn at issue with the farmer and the masses and all 
directly interested in their welfare, has gold monometallism as it now exists 
brought contraction, is that contraction to their hurt, and will silver free 
coinage bring inflation, and is that inflation to their benefit? To-day our 

rimal or money of last redemption is gold alone. And this about six hun- 

red millions, or $10 per capita. When it suits the interest of a goldite he 
will parade the fact that we have ever so many millions of silver dollars 
more than ever before in our history, and that it is as good a dollar as any 
other dollar,and then stuitifies himself by saying that the Government has 
no right to use this very good dollar to pay interest on coin bonds and to 
redeem legal tenders, and that it is right with its vaults full of those dollars 
to sell again and in other coin bonds, at a loss of many millions of dolla: 
= get the gold with which to pay claims that the contract states can be pai 

coin, 








Our present currency then, by the example of the Government itself, is 
based on gold, and it is enough to scare away from any enterprise whatever 
prudent men, who see the makeshifts to which our great Government has to 
resort to keep gold in its vaults. For ten years contraction has been going 
on. Depression in every class of business except aor lending has kept by 
its side. Mr. SHERMAN said that inflation helped all business except the 
money lender. Contraction then hurts all business except the money lender. 
I will appeal to all citizens if for the last ten yepee any business has flour- 
ished except that of the pooner lender. Mankind is sel We all work for 
self and incidentally to benefit mankind. The law demonetizing silver was 
secured by Mr. SHERMAN, the representative of capitalists. When silver, the 
one-half of our money metal, was stricken from our currency, the remain- 
ing half, gold, was doubled in value; that is, to every man who owed money 
the debt was doubled, and every man who had or raised anything to sell got 
half price, and every man who had money could buy double as much; and 
this was done by a statute and in the interest of ———. 

The free coinage of silver—who is fighting it the hardest? The gold mines, 
the money lenders of every description. Have we any gold mines down 
here? Have we any capitalist? It is true we have citizens with dabs of 
poner and the Cleveland idea, who are sententiously forsound money. And 
I challenge anyone of them to explain the difference between the soundness 
of the two metals, both being under freecoinage. Either one of them would 
be worth as much in one man’s pocket as any other man’s, and as much in 
one country as in any other country. The stamp of the Government simply 
gives legal-tender rights, and it would place the two metals in competition, 
and that means, as all competitions mean, that the one would rict the 
price of the other. As regards the benefit to the silver mines, it would only 
come as silver advances. 

The silverites assert, and they have all time and history with them, that 
to the extent the use of silver was in that silver would advance, that 
to the very extent the use of gold was decreased that gold would decline. 
America owns the bulk of the silver mines, and the United States is the larg- 
est individual owner of silver, and would consequently be most benefited 
the advance. England owns the majority of the gold mines, and is the largest 
holder of gold, and bas been most benefited by the advancein gold, and would 
lose most by the decline, and weare called upon to sacrifice our own property 
for the benefit of any other man’s property. It is asserted that the remone- 
tization of silver would drive all the gold out and cause a panic. I any 
man in Alabama know of a man or set of men who would turn their gold or 
any other property loose without they were willing and without getting 
market price? A business man will sell anything he has if the price is satis- 
factory, and there is no power on earth to make him do otherwise. 

Under free ee we would have the two moneys. If it paid to sell all 
the gold and keep the silver, would somebody exp how that would hurt 
us? If the gold went to glut markets of Europe, would it not make it cheaper 
there, and would not our crops which are expo! and which will be meas- 
ured into this very d bring more of it? The United States depends almost 
entirely for its gold upon the cotton and other farm products which are ex- 
pen | Is it our interest to bid gold uP by withdrawing silver, or bid it down 
using silver? The higher we bi t. 


id th sion ling, "Site onie toms 40. cena GA 
eaper go @ more cotton , e only way to cheapen 
by using asubstitute. Silver has up to : 


e last twenty years been that sub- 
stitute and competitor. And is there anything in recent years to make the 
farmer think that contraction is good for him? Money was intended for the 
convenience of man, not for histyrantand master. Whether money is white or 
yellow has nothing todo with prosperity. Seven years’ big ome made t 
rich. Asuccession of big crops make American farmers poor, and yeta t 

elds is the idealism of — yet we are by the on 
t we make too much cotton, much corn, too much @' it 
is the quantity that puts the price down. And yet the same press assert 
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that if we double the quantity of metal out of which we mak i : 
that we will have no money z all. Captain Johnson stated, he he 
in ornare gutratenderd country the farmer had a hard struggle for aliy;,,.. 


was ge poorer all the time, and that Japan and Mexico, silver o., 72% 
were developing faster, getting rich faster, than any other Ration and the 
ee. capital was going into Mexico for development than into tio | nited 
A lot of promoters insanely clamor for sound money in order to ‘x y. 
my of credit, overlooking the fact that Lazarus never had any credit rs 
a. f 


rosperity, no matter what medium of exchange, is the Only jinci. 
credit. And to day we see the United States, at the dictum of Wall. ,! 
staggering under a loadof credit, and the Compete of those very me: made 

oubly rich by statute, in the utmost magn a oe 


da ficence, marrying dukes , 
ee and their sons startling the world with the extravagance of! th ir a 
plays. : 


B. B. COMER, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. WJ 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of thé 
- sg had signed the following enrolled bills and joint ». 

on: 

A bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans. 

A bill (8.1716) for relief of W. H. Ferguson, administrator of 
the estate of Thomas H. eee 

A bill (8. 1804) to authorize the First National Bank of Sprague 
Wash., to change its name and location; " 


*S( lu. 


A bill (H. R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma ana 
Southern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R.573) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth J, 
Jack, and Matilda W. Jack; 


A bill (H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled ‘An act 
to define the duties of pension agents, to prescribe the manner of 
paying pensions, and for other purposes,” approved July s. 1870, 
and now being section 4784, Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5382) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 


Memphis Railroad Company to extend its line of railroad into the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R.6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge 


across the Mississippi River, in the county of Aitkin, State of 
Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R.7137) to provide for printing and binding for the 
Navy Department; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval Cadets 
John P. J. Ryan, John R, Morris, and Chester Wells. 

WAR IN CUBA, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the conference report upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses upon the resolutions relative to 
the war in Cuba be laid before the ate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
Senator from Alabama calls up the conference report indicated by 
him. The question is upon concurring in the report, upon which 
he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have on several occasions 


since I have been in this body experienced the disadvantage of be- 


ing compelled to break an argument upon a question in half and 
proceed on some later day to complete it. I never felt this disad- 
advantage more seriously than I do to-day. It seems to me that 
this is a case that deserves consecutive argument and treatment, 
because it involves principles of law which are intricate and unde- 


cided in the United States, and it involves also our relations with 
a foreign Government, which are delicate at this moment of time, 
are the subject of considerable irritation, an irritation not pro- 
voked by anything that has been done either by the people or the 
Government of the United States, but provoked, as I understand 
it, by the supersensitiveness of Spain, because she feels that the 
sand is crumbling from under her feet and that she is alout to 
lose the beautiful gem of the Antilles to which she attaches such 
a vast importance, and always has, and justly. This gem of the 
Antilles is an orange that Spain and her feudal lords have been 
sucking now for nearly fourcenturies. While it is true that they 
have very nearly gotten all the substance, all of the juice and 
sweetness out of it, it still remains as theonly territory that they 
seem to have a particular fondness for, and it seems to grati'y all 
the tastes of Spain for dominion and power, accompanied with 
the control of men and things in the sense of the severest des 


tism. 
PThe paper that I last read and commented upon yesterday was 
the best statement that the ish minister could then make, on 
the 11th of Jan , as to the of Spain in her efforts to 
sup the rebellion in Cuba. It was hastily withdrawn ‘rom 
the committee, no copy being left with us, and no one on thie com 
mittee has seen it, I think, or has scarcely remembered its exist 
ence, until I presented it to the Senate yesterday, after it had )en 
made the subject of animadversion of a somewhat severe chatactt 
by the Senator from Maine . HALE] against the Committee 
Foreign Relations. His versions, if they are due to any 


body, are due to the ~ of State and the ate emo 
particular friend, an to become a sort 0 eg 
for what the Senator now finds upon looking into the subject 





896. 


1 
the fault, if fault of any person, of Mr. Olney and Mr. Dupuy 
demuat is a very weak statement, if it was then, or is now, all that 


in has to say about the Cubans and the war they are waging, 


Spe about her power to suppress the rebellion. I do not know 
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why it has been held in seclusion, but I suppose, rationally I | 
think, that this forecast of Spanish success and this prophecy of | 


ression of the rebellion have been so utterly disproved by | 
je thee oe events that the reproduction of this paper would dis- | 


credit Spain’s caj , : ould | 
crease into a wal of despair the note of anxious apprehension 
which pervades that statement. é 

Never was a demand for liberty met with a feebler protest; 
never was the success of an enemy disparaged by so weak a refu- 
tation; never did a victor have to recount so many defeats, 


such artful 


ity as a diviner of the future, and would in- | 


strategy, and so many narrow escapes, as the story | 


of this war reveals as it is told in the letter of General Campos | 


and the comments of the Spanish minister upon this semitragic 
arfare. 

The plea of the Cubans for liberty is answered by the assertion 
that negroes are fighting those fierce yet sacred battles. The plea 
for independence is answered by the assertion that Gomez isa 
Dominican and Maceo a mulatto, and they could not conduct 
civilgovernmentiftheyhadindependence. Theplea for humanity 
is answered by the fact the supplicants are mere subjects, not 
citizens with a voice that can even utter a prayer—poor, dejected 
outcasts without the right to human benevolence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will 
suspend, The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. A bill (S. 502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside, without losing its _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. The Senator from Ala- 
bama will are 

Mr. MORGAN. The plea set up by the Spanish minister for a 
further exercise of our long-suffering patience is that these 
miserable wretches are exceedingly hard to whip, because they 
will not stand up in line and be shot down. That, having few 
arms, little ammunition, and no artillery, after they have deliv- 
ered a single blow sone pool shelter in the thick woods, after the 
example of that fox, ncis Marion, whose headquarters were 
in the islets of the Dismal Swamp, in our Revolution. They are ac- 
cused of discarding the strategy and high etiquette of chivalric 
warfare, that the Spaniards who will kill them when 
they are cap , though they are left wounded on the field of 
battle, will receive honors, badges, and promotions for such service. 
Yet they turn their prisoners free, because they can not feed 
them and have no prisons like the Isle of Pines, Fernando! Po, 


riso 
on in Africa fp which they can condemn them, in chain 
These lawless 


imprisonment. 
rebels are charged with being naked and bare- 
footed, without commissary s, and in such bad plight and 
of such fierce and daring nature that the senior Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HAE] exhibits the deepest abhorrence when denounc- 
them as ‘ ” and “savages.” 
or more than two centuries we have fought savages, in guer- 
rilla warfare, savages compared with whom the worst of the 
Cubans and some of the Spaniards are preux chevaliers—very 
angels of light; our history in these five hundred wars has 
been humane, we have never refused belligerent rights, as 
to the humanities of warfare, to any Indian tribe engaged in 
open hostilities. It is otherwise in Cuba, where the barbarities 
practiced by the monarchy, in former wars, of old, and of late, 
Se, have provoked retaliation until human lifé¢, like 
that ts and noxious worms and beasts of prey, is con- 
fit only for extinction. 
made this bad record so distinctly a part of her his 
wars with Cubans blush with the crimson hue of 
urder and are blackened with rapine as a universal assumption 
Spanish minister was sending his ‘‘ memoran- 
committee as a plea for delay, we had the 
of the history of the last war of Cuba 
the outcry of the world against their 


oe in the war, and to ask ourselves if we could 
7 our silent acquiescence to the Spanish assertion 


Spanish 2 are rebel traitors and deserve death in any 
ferocity or vengeance shall choose to inflict. 
give such an answer to the petitions of our peo- 
were constrained into longer silence by our duty and 


own country. We were compelled to 
no reasonable ground for the expectation of 


Sears 3m be character of the present war. 
to sugar in the memorandum of the Spanish 


4. 
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minister which I read yesterday, and to the burned plantations of 
our citizens in Cuba, intended to sweeten the invocation of our 
sympathy and for cur aid in crushing the rebellion, did not serve 
to convince us that Spain, without our aid, could again subjugate 
these people in their war for justice, liberty, and life. That cov- 
ert plea was almost a conclusive proof that Spain had despaired 
of success. 

That memorandum treats of Cuba as a mere feudatory of Spain, 
whose people are incapable of self-government and do not deserve 
the treatment even that is due to coolies or serfs. This is the 
true relation between Spain and Cuba that has been established 
by the cruelties of that Monarchy. This is the blot on the escutch- 
eon of Spain that will notout. It is not provincial or colonial; it 
is only feudal. What voice Cuba has in the Spanish Cortes is the 
voice of rulers selected for them and seduced into tyrannical ex- 
actions upon them by divisions of the spoils gained from their 
robbery. 

The feudalists of Spain have their friends and supporters among 
the feudalists in Europe and America. Of late that new rank 


| has had a great accession of strength, even in this plain Republic, 


notably among the nouveau richesse. Their power seems to brood 
over this Senate and to check the earnest movement of the people 
in the direction that their noble ancestry have never refused to 
march, whatever the peril or the cost. Facts that prove the exist- 
ence of open war in Cuba are admitted in the memorandum of 


the Spanish minister, sent to the committee through the Secretary 
of State, which I read yesterday. And yet the feudalists demand 
further The existence of an organized civil government 


S. 
among the insurrectionists, that they at least obey, is distinctly 
admitted by the Spanish minister. But its efficacy is denied, and 
it is alleged that it has no permanent capital. , 

It is the existence of war and not its atrocities, Mr. President, 
or its prospects of ultimate success, that gives to us the right to 
assert our neutrality as between these belligerents. 

If open war exists in Cuba we can not afford to call it peace. 
As it 1s a war for the liberty of nearly 2,000,000 people, we not 
unjust or inimical to Spain if our sympathies ut to the Cubans 
who put their existence in the scale, finding that life is intolerable 
under Spanish persecution. 

It is not the location of the civil government, it is not its capac- 
ity to command the allegiance, the support, or the obedience of 
the people outside of the domain of its military command, but 
inside that territory, that fixes its right to recognition as a bellig- 
erent power. A de facto civil government, having power to com- 
mand obedience to its decrees, within its military command, 
whether that power is civil or military, is a government that can 
conduct lawful warfare under the laws of nations. It needs no 
— or seaport or garrisoned fortresses to prove its right to 
fight for the liberties of its supporters. 

We did not hold permanently a single seaport during our war 
for independence, and our Congress, like a hunted hare, had its 
seat wherever. it found temporary shelter. 

The next open appearance of the Spanish minister, as he seems 
to be working a crusade for political influence and power against 
the Congress of the United States, is his appeal from an indulgent 
Congress, acting within the limits of its duty and without injus- 
tice to Spain, over its head to the people of the United States. 

When the people of the United States, who are our constitu- 
ents, impeach us and become our judges on the demand of a super- 
cilious foreign minister, it will be high time for the Senate and 
the House to close their doors and go into retirement, for then it 
will become true, as it never has yet been true in America, that a 
foreign representative of a monarchy can call in question the 
House and the Senate, and members of the House and members 
of the Senate, for words uttered in debate on these floors, against 
which our Constitution protects us. 

Before proceeding to discuss this matter I will first ask the Sec- 
retary to read that ye and the answer of the agent of the Cuban 
Republic to it, and I will then remark upon both papers as coming 
from men who are equally reliable. I can not assume when deal 
ing with Spaniards who speak unofficially that the office they may 
hold enhances their authority or that a Cuban is not entitled to 
credit because his credentials are not signed with the royal signet 
of Spain. I will ask the Secretary to read from the remarks of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], which I will send to the 
desk, what the Spanish minister had to say in his celebrated dia- 
tribe against the Senate and against Senators particularly, com- 
mencing on page 2941 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Senator SHERMAN, in thesittingof February 28, quoted freely, among other 
things, from an article published in a New York morning paper of Sunday, 
February 23. Hesaid.givingin very strong language his opinion of the pres- 
ent commander-in-chief of the Spanish army in Cuba, the following: “A i ok 
was published in Spanish, which J am very sorry I can not get from the 
library, written by a Spaniard by the name of Enrique Donderio, who came 
over from Spain with the Spanish troops to see the war of 1872, and who was 
so horror-stricken with the high crimes that he saw committed that he flew 
to the United States and there published his manuscript. Telling is this 
evidence, and it shows General Weyler,” etc. 
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Thave made an investigation about that book, and I have found that the 
e of the author is not Enrique Donderio, as originally printed, but Enrique 
deris. For this reason probably the Senator was unable to find the book 

in the Congressional Library. Should he have found it, he would have seen 
that in the book, which is a small pamphlet of 43 pages, not a single time the 
name of General Weyler is mentioned. 

lhavecarefully read, and have had the pamphlet read by other persons, and 
I see in it that many horrors are described attributed both to the 8 iards 
and to the rebels, but in it, as I said before, and as I most emphatically affirm 
again, the name of General Weyler is not mentioned one single time. I have 
the book at the disposal of any y who would like to controvert my state- 
ment. 

I have been told that that person, Enrique Donderis, was a Spanish officer 
who fought in Spain against the Government, and was sent to Cuba. He 
fought chore in the Spanish side, then deserted. and afterwards fought in the 
rebel ranks. But, although this fact has been stated by a Cuban sympathizer, 
it can not be vouched by me, and it is of no consequence. 

What is important is that the honorable Senator from Ohio said in good 
faith that all the crimes that he related were attributed by Spanish authori- 
ties to General Weyler, and that his good faith has been imposed upon. Gen- 
eral Weyler went to Cuba as a lieutenant-colonel in 1869, and returned to 
Spain as a bricadier-general in 1873. A part of the campaign he held the posi 
tion of staff officer. he being one of the general staff, and some time later he 
held the position of colonel of a regiment of volunteers, which was made up 
and paid by the merchants of Habana. He defended the town of Holguin, 
being commander-general of that jurisdiction, but he has never had in Cuba 
other position than that of a subordinate officer. 

In my investigations I have read many pamphlets written by Cubans durin 
the war from 1868 to 1878, with all the natural bias when a contest is stand- 
ing, and have failed to see the name of General Weyler recorded as responsi- 
ble for the borrors that now, when he is at the head of the army against the 
rebels, are attributed to him. 

MR. MORGAN AND HIS AUTHORITY. 

Senator Moraavn, in the sitting of February 24, said that, according to offi- 
¢ial reports forwarded from Madrid by the United States minister, “ 13,000 
Cubans had been killed in battle up to August, 1872, besides 43,500 prisoners, 
whom tha Spanieh minister admitted to have been put to death.” 

Senator MoRnoAN said that his euthority was the American Cyclopedia. A 
friend of mine addressed Messrs. D. A —- & Co., publishers of the cyclo- 

dia, inquiring as to the authority of the book quoted by Senator MorGAN. 
fn reply to his inquiry, Mr. Rossiter Johnson, associate editor of the Ameri- 
can Cyclopedia, says that the article was written by Mr. Antonio Bachillery 
Morales, a Cuban, who was a decided and partial enemy of Spain, and that he 
presumes that it will be easy to get access to the official reports in the De- 

rtment of State at Washington. I have accepted the advice, and in the 
tate Department the following answer has been given me: “The minister 
of the United States to Spain, on the date of August 16,1872, quoted from the 
Imparcial, described as a semiofficial journal of Madrid, of which the colony 
minister was the director until he entered the present cabinet, the following: 
‘From the beginning of the hostilities in Cuba 13,600 insurgents have been 
killed in battle, and 43,500 taken prisoners,’ the minister adds, ‘ asit is believed 
that all prisoners of war taken are shot or garroted.’” 

It is plain that the American minister, who was General Sickles, read the 
statement in a paper. The paper (El \mparcial) was owned by a cabinet 
minister (Sefior Casset y Artime). General Sickles said, in ——— way, 
that it was believed that the paenors were all shot or garroted. Of course 
that is not true; that simply is a belief, an opinion. From the expression of 
a belief an official report is made; from the statement ina — r that 
the prisoners were taken the conclusion that they were executed Is derived, 
and Geen sause the Imparcial was the p rty of a minister of the cabinet the 
assertion is advanced that a cabinet officer admitted that they had been put 
to death. That has been said in the United States Senate and indorsed by a 
vote of that high body. 


MR. LODGE AND A GARBLED INTERVIEW. 


Senator Canoy Lopes, in a speech made on the 25th of February, quoted 
from the Liberal, of Madrid, an interview seut by telegraph from Cadiz in 
the moment in which General Weyler embarked for Cu . The translation 
which has been given to the Senator from Massachusetts is afraud. My 
attention was called to it by a telegram from Mr. Taltavull, correspondent in 
the United States of the Liberal, from Madrid, and a former member of the 
Cortes. This distinguished gentieman wired to me: “General Weyler never 
said. in any interview or conversation published in the Liberal, that he would 
exterminate the filibusters. What he said was that he would clean out the 
western provinces of Cuba of filibusters, and that he would extermi:ate the 
small bands of bandits.” I have now before me the text of that interview. 
I will not stop to discuss the historical importance of a nonauthorized inter- 
view. But, even taking as granted that General Weyler said what is printed, 
the words that the person who has furnished documents to Senator Canor 
Lope have made him pronounce are not exact. The exact translation 
of what General Weyler said is: “*On my arrival to Cuba I propose in the 
first place to clean out of filibusters the provinces of Habana, Pinar del Rio, 
and Las Villas; be it well understood that I refer for the moment tothe large 
bands which have invaded them. Then will remain the small bands of ban- 
dits, which I will exterminate gradually.” 

Nobody can believe that General Weylerin the word “ exterminate" meant 
to put to death; but even if that sense is applied to his words, it is necessary 
to understand what those bands of bandits in Cuba are and have been. | 
would like to know the opinion that the American peanionn. respectable, law- 
abiding citizens, who are working for their own interests and for the pros- 
perity of Cuba, have in that re: t; what would be done in this countr 
with the people who have been kidnaping and blackmailing the honest toil- 
ers living out in the country. What treatment do they think deserve peo le 
like Manuel Garcia, Mirabal, Matagas, Perico Delgado, and others? The 
paper to which I refer is at the disposition of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and of anybody who wants to see it. 

CRUELTIEBS OF WAR. 

T can not understand how all rules of war that have been given by all civil- 
ized nations are so criminal, so cruel, and so tyrannical when they are applied 
to Cuba. I have before my eyes asummary of charges of inhumanity in con- 
nection with the war of the rebellion in the United States to both sides, taken 
from American history. I am sure that many of them are false, most of 
them exaggerated. some recessary, and others unavoidable. But, taking only 
as an illustration and for the sake of argument what I see in that list, I can 
not understand how people who are familiar with those necessary evils of 
war have been able to use such harsh, unjust, and offensive language against 


in. 
. Hae. The Secretary may read theextracts which are cited therefrom 
ene literature about the stguggle in America, which show how 


ese are. 

The Vice-PResipEent. The will read as indicated. 
mo ay T read the following opinion of the Am 

ose 8 oO er- 

Rripped of its trappings, it isa mere quarrel for territory. 


“Inan 
fean civil war: 


_—_. 


The antagonists are acting like Delawares and Pawnees. War to the k);:. 

shed to absolute extermination, is what they have resolved on, and ea , 

the a language of massacre and extermination.’ 
. * ° 2 ® € . 

“This charge was no more justified than the charges which are brou,} 
now nst Spain. I said nothing when that language was used in the ~ 
but I believe it is my duty, although the conventionalities of my ».. 
sition, to appeal, as I have said, to the est common sense of the American 
peo when those words are uttered from the Capitol of the United s:.,... 

* Nothing is now done in Caba that has not been done and bas nor | n 
deemed necessary in other countries when at war. It would be possil)|.. ,.),,; 
easy for me to quote many facts not different from those which now ar ij.¢ 
public sentiment against Spain. I will only ask persons wanting an in),,-. 
tial and honest opinion to read what the commanders-in-chief of the Amer 
can armies on both sides and what those of thearmies of France and Ge py), 
have deemed necessary for the protection of their soldiers and the car; \ 
out of the war. 

“General Weyler has, in my opinion, been grossly traduced. Ishould a: 
feel confident that it is owing to misinformation, to an erroneous pre j: 
to systematic attacks on him personally by interested enemies that t).. 
ple of the United States and their public representatives have formed « ,),,, 
strously erroneous opinion about the governor-general. The question 
loyal politics does not enter into the subject. No matter whether a man is; 
ultra-Spanish Monarchist, a Liberal, a Home Ruier, or a Separatist 1), 
there is no occasion to speak untruly about an individual who is in opposition 
+ cae eneiesesilienaiibiiciuted ally, and I h ie 

“Campos s e kin person: , an ave yet to hear tha 
General Weyler does otherwise. I see that the American nowspapers | os 
lish —— that prisoners are ill treated and killed poeemary execution 
Here is an incorrect resentation of facts. I have been striving jor 
autonomy for many years. have ardently labored in the Cortes to 
all possible reforms and benefits that could ameliorate the condition of « 

I love my country, Cuba, and I will do all in my power to a‘ivance her ini 
est. When I speak as I do I think I do so disinterestedly and fairly. 

“Tam astonished to perceive how unacquainted with the true conditions 
are the public men in = ey When Cuba lies so close to the borders 
of the United States it would be supposed a much wider intelligen:« 
cerning the internal affairs of the would exist. If the book satd to 
have been quoted in Congress against General Weyler was by Enrique Don- 
deris, I never heard of its author. I fancy it isa nom de plume. 

“WILLIAM SHAW BOWEN.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the surprise of the Spanish 

minister that we get no better information from Cuba would cor- 


tainly indicate that he knew that the channels of information were 


8 


all open; when, on the contrary, there is a strict, rigid censorship 
on the cable between the island and the American coast: 311 [ 


was informed yesterday by a Catholic priest, who knows perfectly 
well Cuba and Spain, that the mails between Cuba and the United 
States are constantly opened and their contents examined. He is 
a gentleman of veracity, and evidently of impartiality, because he 
was very strict in his expressions and careful not to offend either 
against Cuba or against Spain. 

We know perfectly well that the information that comes to the 
United States from Cuba is doctored when it comes on the tele- 

ph lines unless it happens to be favorable to the Spanish cause. 

e find, however, that the Spanish Government has access over 
the cable lines that run through Europe and across the Atlantic 
Ocean to the bosom of the Senate here for the purpose of inform- 
ing Senators as to all that relates to the opinions, the decrees, t!ie 
judgments, the forecasts, the —— and the sentiments of 
the Spanish Crown as expressed gh its premier. One side 
of this question seems to have full access to all the information 
that is favorable, while it is entirely shut off from the other sie. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations have felt this embarrassment 
very much, as the people of the United States have, and they have 
been compelled to rely upon that source of information, 
which, after all, when it is sifted out, is the best and truest source 
of information—the American press. 

The minister from Spain, however, did not have any difficulty 
in ascertaining what I had said in debate in the Senate, for (1. 
ReEcoRD discloses exactly what I did say, and it was very pre- 
sumptuous on his part to misquote me as I was reported in that 
RecorpD and to undertake to palm that off—a false quotation —on 
the people of the United States as being true. I must say that | 
have little respect for a minister or any gentleman who will 11s- 
quote a Senator on this floor when he has the Recorp before !\!s 
eyes and evidently wasmaking up hisstatement from that Recor). 

In answer to this arraignment of myself, along with my ©)!- 
leagues on the committee, the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHer\\\| 
and the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], be! ore 
the bar of the American le, by the Spanish minister, | will 
take occasion to answer what he says as to the misquotation. (rT 
as to the affirmation which he says [ made, by reading from te 
ReEcoRD extracts to fully display the context of what I said on 
that subject. : 
waves question was asked me by the Senator from Maine | Mr. 

RYE]: 

Has the captain-general ever been a Cuban? 

I said: 

Oh, no; that was never within the contemplation of the Government of 
Spain, so far as I have ever heard. 

I do not know whether I am accurate about that or not, but | 

think Iam. I had stated, as follows, a part of Spanish history 12 


Cuba 

In 50 men of the Lopez expedition were shot in Habana. These are not 
referred to General Grant except in general terms. In 1854 Pinto and his 
assotiates to the number of 100 nen were shot or Then followed 









» war from 1867 to during the progress of which these enor- 

ay an veneers. Goede had more than 90,000 
field in that war. In 1869 the Spanish troops committed atroci- 
civilized world in the wholesale slaughter of men, wo- 
en, and ¢ in Habana at the Villa Nueva Theater, at the Louvre, and 
i the sacking of the house of Aldama. 












ese cruelties is almost beyond comprehension, and the 
nat ielene ot uin . Spain marched into the war 80,000 troops and brought 
out 12.000. It is stated— 


re is the particular part of it— 
aa stated on high authority that— 
Now, quoting from the book— 


according to official seqaeee forwarded from Madrid the United States 


‘aad Cubans been killed in battle up to August, 1872, besides 
minicter ere whom the Spanish minister admitted to have been put to 
death. 

Then I say: 


I confess that when Icame across that statement in an authentic history to 
which we give credit, I read it over and over to ascertain whether it could 
have been possible that such a multitude of bumanity had been slaughtered 
within 9) miles of the coast of the United States during that ten years’ war; 
and | inquired of myself, What has Christianity been doing in the world if in 
this age. the nineteenth eery it has been possible that such things could be 
Sone fo an island like Cuba, and that this great and free Republic could stand 
indifferently by, knowing the facts, and not unsheath its sword and strike 
the brutal monarch to death who inflicted them? 

Then the junior Senator from Maine addressed the following 
question to me: 

Mr. Faye. I failed to catch the name of the authority for the wonderful, 
the horrible statement which the Senator from Alabama has just made in 
relation to the slaughter of prisoners to the number of over 40,000. 

Mr. Morea. Iam sorry that for the moment I can not recall his name. 
I will hand it to the Senator. 

Mr. Frve. [t is from history? : : 

Mr. MorGan. Yes; deliberately written, and written by a Spaniard. 

The point ig made there that he was a Cuban, but I suppose he 
is a Spaniard notwithstanding he is a Cuban, and his name shows 
that he is a Spaniard— 

Mr. Frye. Does the Senator credit it? 

Mr. Morean. For a long time I hesitated to credit it, but I had to credit it 
the evidence of a deliberate statement made by a historian in a 
, one of reliable authority. 

i tor from Alabama state the name of the historian 
or the book? 


Mr. MorGAan. It is the American Encyclopedia, under the title of Cuba. 

Then the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL] interposed to read 
an extract from a Te: for which, of course, I had no re- 
sponsibility, but which, I have no doubt, presented an exact state- 
ment of facts. 

The country will see, when what I have read from the REcorD 

together with the Spanish minister’s arraignment of me, 
that he has misquoted that Recorp and has put me as stating 
that it had been officially communicated to the Government of 
the United States that 43,500 prisoners had been shot by the Span- 
ish Government in August, 1472. The Spanish minister, in cast- 
ing his eye over all of the statement I made, could find no error 
in it, except as to the question whether I[ had stated that this state- 
ment had made as an official communication to the United 
States Government. He does not deny the fact that here was 
the series of bloody murders which I referred to. The state- 
ment of them before his eyes, and he does not deny any of 
them, but quibbles, in his arraignment of me, upon the point 
whether I had asserted that that was an official document or an 
official report. Why did he not when he was vindicating his 
country and arraigning me, come out and deny what I put upon 
that Recorp, and which he has not denied and can not deny 
in the light of truth? No, sir; the facts stand confessed against 
Spain through the lips of her own minister, because, having full 
opportunity to make denial, he evades it and leaves it unanswered 
tries to force a controversy with me upon a misquotation of 

the RecorD of this body. 

Ishould leave that subject just there, but I think that in justice 
to General Sickles I ought to call the attention of the Senate, if 
I have the document here—I supposed I had it, but can not at the 
moment lay my hands on it, and | shall cite it at some other time. 
It is a letter written by General Sickles on that occasion to his 
t, in which he made the statement, not affirming that 


the 43,500 had been actually slain, but giving the evidence 
upon the statement was made, it being drawn from a news- 


that was then owned and conducted by a member of the 
cabinet. 1 regret that the paper has been mislaid for the 
moment, because I wanted to give General Sickles the benefit of 
ee statement of all he said, and I shall place it in the Recorp 


Mr. President, that letter of the Spanish minister found its way 
into the newspapers upon an alleged right of his to yo into the 
public prints, provi he did not sign his official name to his 
communication, and arraign the Senate for words uttered in 
debate here. Some Senators have thought that it was a light 
matter that he should do this. and some have brought his accusa- 
tions in Senate with a spirit almost of hilarity, and have 
here upon his authority against Senators. I take 
to dissent from any opinion expressed, it 
in whom, to the effect that a foreign minister 
‘ this country has the resort to the press for the purpose 
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of affecting any measure or matter which is then pending before 
the Houses of Congress, or has been recently pending, or in regard 
to any policy of the United States which he may consider to be 
offensive or injurious to his country. 
old-fashioned in referring to authorities which have been some 
time forgotten, at least by members of this body, upon a question 
like that. 


I may be considered a little 


Nevertheless, I think it is well worth our while on this occa- 
sion, when this flagrant abuse of our privileges has been entered 
upon, that we should record our opinions upon this question even 
at the expense of a little public time, for it certainly is time that 
the diplomatic affairs of this country were withdrawn from pub- 
lic tinkering and tampering by foreign ministers in the newspa- 
pers, and that they were confined to official statements between 
the Governments concerned. If the Senate is to be continually 
put in an uproar and confusion by telegrams coming from the 
premier of the Spanish Government to some newspaper editor in 
the United States, to be read here as authoritative statements of 
the attitude of Spain in regard to this question and of its-ieelings 
and purposes, then, sir, we had as well dismiss our Secretary of 
State, disband the whole of the State Department, and rely upon 
these men who have acquired eminence in one way and a 


inoLher 
in newspaperdom for the knowledge of what is transpiring in for- 
eign Governments with reference to our atfairs and official infor- 


mation as to the designs and purposes of foreign Governments 
toward the United States. 

A country that addresses the American people on diplomatic 
questions or situations through the newspaper press so far vio- 
lates all recognized rules of courtesy as to forfeit its right to any 
representation at this capital. Whether it is Concress, or either 
of the Houses, or the members thereof that is criticised by a for- 
eign Government, or whether it is the President, or the Supreme 
Court that is assailed for official conduct, the offense is the same, 
and is inexcusable. 

I will remark here that so far as my privileges as a Senator are 
concerned they are, equally with those of my colleagues on this 
floor and the members of the House of Representatives, very 
sacrelly guarded by the Const:tution of the United States. We 
have the right here, in the presence and under the eye of Almighty 
God, to state anything that we think it proper to state relating to 
matters pending in Congress, and the Constitution of the United 
States gives us a guaranty that we shall not be called in question 
for it in any other place. If I, in my place, were to make a state- 
ment about a citizen of the United States who has some supposed 
or actual connection with public affairs which would calumniate 
him, and which would be actionable or indictable for libel if ut- 
tered by a private person, the Constitution of the United States, 
in deference to the exalted position which my State has conterred 
upon me and the oath that I have taken, protects me and would 
stand as a shield between me and that citizen, and would give to 
me free liberty of speech, under my own control, under my own 
judgment, subject only to the ruling of the Senate as to whether 
it was appropriate and whether it was in order. 

Mr. GRAY. The citizen's freedom of speech would not be cur- 
tailed. 

Mr. MORGAN. The citizen’s freedom of speech would not be 
curtailed, I very freely grant you, but the minister from Spain is 
not a citizen; and he is protected by the law of nations against 
any suit or proceeding on my part to hold him accountable for 
any calumny he may utter against me as a Senator or as a man. 
There the rule comes in that seals his mouth in respect of all com- 
munications and all utterances that affect the affairs of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or that call in question the statements 
of any Senator made on this floor in regard to him or his Govern- 
ment. 

The law of nations forbids a Senator or a Member of the House 
of Representatives, and equally forbids -ny citizen of the United 
States, from bringing an action or a criminal proceeding against 
a foreign minister who is enjoying our hospitality, it makes no 
difference how outrageous his action may have been, if it is not 


dangerous to the public peace. He can stand here, if he chooses 
to do it, and fulminate libelous accusations against members 
of the Senate or either of these bodies, and he will go entirely free 


and unwhipped of justice, unless the President of the United 
States sees proper to dismiss him and send him back to his coun- 
try. There is where he has that advantage. He enjoys a hospi- 
tality in the Umited States that is absolutely sacred so far as his 
protection is concerned, and while he does that he makes accusa- 
tions against Senators connected with the conduct of affairs in 
which his Government has a vital interest, and he does it under 
circumstances which disable us from doing anything else except 
to take this floor and vindicate and defend ourselves against his 
accusations. Perfectly ensconced in the provisions of interna- 


tional law, which protect him against liability in our courts, he 
violates that law of our own Constitution which throws around us 
the wgis of its protection and declares that we are not responsible 
elsewhere for words uttered in debate. 

Now, let us see whether or not that agrees with the teachings 
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of our fathers upon this question. 


I will first read the minutes 
of aconversation between Mr. Jefferson, Secretary of State, and 


M. Genet, on July 10, 1793. First Genet asks Jefferson a ques- 
tion, to which he replied as follows: 


* * * Heasked if they (Congress) were not the sovereign. I told him 
no, they were sovereign in making laws only. the Executive was sovereign in 
executing them, and the judiciary in construing them where they related to 
their department. “ But,’ said he, “at least Congress are bound to see that 
the treaties are observed.” I told him no, there were very few cases, indeed, 
arising out of treaties which they could take notice of; that the President is 
to see that treatiesare observed. ‘If he decides against the treaty, to whom 
is a nation to appeal?” I told him the Constitution had made the President 
the last appeal. He made me a bow and said that indeed he would not make 
me his compliments on such a Constitution, expressed the utmost astonish- 
ment at it, and seemed never before to have had such an idea— 


Mr. Jefferson proceeds: 


He was now come into perfect good humor and coolness, in which state he 
may with the greatest freedom be spoken with. I observed to him the impro- 
riety of his conduct in persevering in measures contrary to the will of the 
dovernment, and that, too, within its limits, wherein unquestionably they 
had a right to be obeyed. “But,” said he, “I have a right to expound the 
treaty on our side.”” “Certainly,” said I, “each party has an equal right to 
expound their treaties. You, as the agent of your nation, have a right to 
bring forward your exposition, to support it by reasons, to insist on it, to be 
answered with the reasons for our exposition whee it is contrary; but when, 


after hearing and considering —_ reasons, the highest authority in the | 


nation has decided, it is your duty to say you think the decision wrong, 


that you can not take upon yourself to admit it, and will represent it to your | 


Government to do as they think proper;. but in the meantime you ought to 
acquiesce in it, and to do nothing within our limits contrary to it.” 


I will presently call attention to a further declaration of Mr. 
Jefferson upon that subject, for I think the extract I have been 
reading is not the full statement of his entire views upon that oc- 
casion or upon some other, in which he was in conversation with 
M. Genet. Mr, Jefferson again said to the same person, Novem- 
ber 22, 1793: 

He (the President) being the only channel of communication between the 
country and foreign nations, it is from him alone that foreign nations or their 
agents are to learn what is or has been the will of the nation, and whatever 
he communicates as such they have a right and are bound to consider as the 
expression of the nation, and no foreign nation can be allowed to question it, 
(nor) to interpose between him and any branch of Government, under the 


pretense of either's transgressing their functions, nor to make himself the 
umpire and final judge between them. 


Again, Mr. Jefferson, in a letter to M. Genet, dated December 
81, 1793, writes as follows: 


PHILADELPHIA, December 31, 1793. 
To M. GENET. 

Srr: I have laid before the President of the United States your letter of the 
20th instant, accompanying translations of the instructions given you by the 
Executive Council of France to be distributed among the members of Con- 
gress, desiring that the President will lay them officially before both Houses, 
and proposing to transmit successively other papers to be laid before them 
in like manner, and I have it in charge to observe that your functions as the 
missionary of a foreign nation here are confined to the transactions of the 
affairs of your nation with the Executive of the United States, that the com- 
munications which are to pass between the executive and legislative branches 
can not be a subject for your interference, and that the President must be 
left to judge for himself what matters his duty or the public good may re- 
quire titm to propose to the deliberations of Congress. 


Mr. Randolph, Secretary of State, said to Mr. Fauchet, June 13, 
1795: 


A foreign minister has a right to remoustrate with the Executive to whom 
he is accredited upon me ot those measures affecting his country. But it 
will ever be denied as a right of a foreign minister that he should endeavor, 
by an address to the le, oral or written, to forestall a depending measure, 
or to defeat one w has n decided. 


Here is a case which is a little closer, perhaps, in its application 
to the facts in this case than those that I have been quoting. Itisin 
a letter of Mr. Livingston, Secretary of State, to Mr. Buchanan, 
on the 2d of January, 1833, in which he says: 

Even though the Globe, as published during the Administration of Presi- 
dent Jackson, should be regarded as a Government paper, the Government 
“is and can be, from the nature of our institutions, only answerable for official 
articles; on all the rest the Globe is as independent of the Executive as apy 
other tte.” Hence, the Government, as such, can not be p ry call 
on by Russia to explain the insertion of articles in the Globe injurione to iue- 
sia in relation to Poland, or the publication of what Russia may consider inac- 
curate and unjust report from ce or England of Russian affairs. 

That was a correspondence directly between our Government 
and the Russian minister. Then, again, Mr. Forsyth, in a letter 
to Mr. Livingston, March 5, 1835, after making some discussions of 
some preliminary matter, says this: 

As one of its branches, the Chief Magistrate, in his messages, commits the 
Government to foreign nations no more than the two Houses of Congress 
can by their separate action, and it would bea most extrao; move- 
ment of the yy power to discuss the resolutions of either House of Con- 


or of both, if passed by less than two-thirds, and not approved by the 
ent, asif those resolutions were causes of complaint nst the United 
States, to be subjects of discussion with the Executive. e President cor- 


responds with foreign governments, through their diplomatic agents, as the 
organ of the nation. Eeoon he —_ for the nation. In his messages to 
he speaks only for the Executive to the legislature. He recom- 
mends, and his recommendations are powerless unless followed by 
tive . Nodiscussion of them can be permitted. All allusions to 
with a design to mark an anticipated or actual difference of opinion 
the Executive and legislature, are indelicate in themselves, and if 


made to udice public nion, will immediately recoil w those who 
are 80 as to indu them. If they contain an injurious 
to the means of self-justification are in own power 
wi Sereasiies between the different branches of this Government—an 


Ww can never be made, even Sy tecee Se Se Pa 
the true character of the Government and the people of the U: 
without forfeiting the respect of both. 
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Again, he says: 


Were any foreign powers permitted to scan the communications of t). r- 
ecutive, their complaints, whether real or affected, would involve t)), = 
try in continual controversies; for, the right being acknowledged 
be a duty to exercise it by demanding a disavowal of every phrase the, * 
deem offensive, and an explanation of every word to which an imp) 
terpretation could be given. The principle, therefore, has been ad.) 
no foreign pogee has a right to ask for explanations of anything 
President, in the exercise of his functions, thinks proper to comm rn: 
Congress, or of any course he may advise them to pursue. This ru 
applicable to the Government of.the United States alone, but, in com 
it, to all those in which the constitutional powers are distributed in: 
ent branches. No such nation, desirous of avoiding foreign influen. 
eign interference in its councils—no such nation, possessing a due se 
dignity and independence, can long submit to the consequences of t] 
ference. * * If the principle is correct, every communication \ 
President makes in relation to our foreign affairs, either to the Co: 
to the public, ought in prudence to be previously submitted to thos. 
ters, in order toavoid disputes and troublesome and humiliating ex) 


Then Mr. Buchanan, while Secretary of State, in a letter t. Mr, 
Rosa in 1845, says: 

Communications of the President to Congress and the debates of (' ress 
are domestic matters, concerning which this Department will not ¢ tain 
the criticisms or answer the questions of foreign sovereigns. ro 


Would that we had somebody here now who had a just 60)... 
tion of the constitutional rights of the different departin.::, ; 
this Government. 

There are various authorities following in the same line, }ut | 
shall not detain the Senate by reading them. I will cite, however 
Mr. Lawrence’s Wheaton, edition of 1863, page 385, for th: ii for- 
mation of any gentlemen who may desire to prosecute the study 
of this question further. 

Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, said to Mr. Hiilsemann 
The President's communications to Congress are matters of dom 
cern which are not within the range of the official notice of foreign 

eigns. 

Then Mr. Marcy says: 


The President's annual m is a communication from the Execnt 
the legislative branch of the Government; an internal transacti) 
which it is not deemed proper or respectful for foreign powers or t} 
resentatives to interfere, or even to resort to it as the basis of a ( 
correspondence. It is not a document addressed to foreign govern 


Mr. Seward, on the 2d of January, 1868, said: 


It is neither convenient nor customary with the executive departm«nt t 
discuss or give explanations concerning the oy fone of opinions which are 
made in incidental debates and resolutions from time to time in it) ror 
both of the legislative bodies, at least until they assume the pract 
of law. When they assume that form they are constitutionally su!) 
the President for his consideration, and he is not only entitled. }): } 
om er to announce his concurrence or nonconcurrence with the 

islature. 

t would not be becoming for me to entertain correspondence with a forcign 
state concerning incidental debates and resolutions in regard to tho treaty 
for the two Danish islands while it is undergoing constitutional consider:tion 
in the Senate and in Congress. 


Mr, Fish, in 1878, says: 
Correspondence by a foreign minister with the press in this country © sub- 


jects connected with his mission, such co: lence involving an appeal to 
the people on diplomatic issues, is ground for his dismissal. 


A case could scarcely be more perfectly in point than that 


ti n 


which falls within the denunciation of that great Secretary. Mr. 
Fish. I have not asked any dismissal of this minister: I (iv not 
expect to do so, and I regret this serious breach of privilege on 
his part. Let him stay if he wants to, or if his Goverment is 


satisfied. But I have a right as a member of this House to claim 
the protection of the Constitution of my country against any 
attack that may be made upon my vote or my speeches on this 
floor by one who holds a commission as a minister from a fureign 
government, and who, under that commission, enjoys our |10-))- 
talities and is protected against any liability to legal reiress. 
Under the eye and in the presence of the American people, as an 
American Senator, I feel perfectly protected against those assaiilts. 
and I am quite sure the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMA\| and 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] feel in like 
manner protected against them. 
A Se Lee has given us a proper view of this qucs- 
tion, and I will read what he says. It is an opinion delivere| at 
a time when the United States was a weak infant as comjured 
with its present stre . but in the hearts of those great and 
noble men who won the liberties of these a and established 
this Republic upon eternal foundations there was a regard {or 
nati honor and duty and a protection of the different dejart- 
ments of this Government which, I am sorry to say, has ‘|!sap- 
, if the expression of sonie Senators and their conduct in 
in the minister’s accusation against us 45 40 
t is to be the criterion. This letter is addressed tv the 
of State, and is in response, doubtless, to a demand {rm 
the Secretary of State as to what was the state of the law 0). 4 
certain proposition, 


1707 
Livis 


PHILADELPALA, July 2’, 


that my letter of this date contains an answer to yours of the 24th instant 


as the subjects which you submitted to my consideration: and f 
The Chevalier de frajo, in sonding a of his letter to you of he 
Lth instant to Benjamin snalAW lian Cobbett, and directing 





1896. 


. Af inister here is to cor- 
it to be printed, deviated from, ror e en oreign m:' r here cor 


Secretary ¢ oa x: mates which interest ne asthe. 
ough’ permi o it throug © pressin ourcountry. He 
wr onget = oe communicate his sentiments to the people of the United 


either in manuscript or print, which he shall write 

States diate w _ ey ; but baw Ney ne ge = the 

ni tates , upon matters concern his mission 

Executive of (edu in this As Tdeem a contempt of the Government, 
for which he is nsible by the President. 

Ican not discover that this letter is libelous on the Government or any 


public officer, though it may be charged with a degree of indecency and in- 


oqeeee. plication 2 ni . Cobbett afterwards, can 
nas be considered Be i ma Ty Ment ot a contempt to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, for they ought not to have joined the minister 
in the act. I am of n, therefore, that no prosecution of either of the 
editors can be ed for a libel in this instance, and that no legal prose- 
cution of either of them is advisable. 

Why not? Why could it not be done? Because they had acted 
in concert with a foreign minister, and the law of nations pro- 
tected him against a suit for libel. 

Mr. President, I have gone into this subject for the purpose 
simply of giving the authority upon which I make the emphatic 
denunciation of any right of a Senator of this body to take the 
public prints of this country in which he finds accusations written 
and signed by a foreign minister which are in any way derogatory 


to any member of this body, or which in any way might affect his 
yote or action upon any question, and repeat them, approvingly, 


to the Senate. I claim the privilege to deny this right as against 
my brother Senator, as well as against a foreign minister. Who- 
ever may treat the subject lightly, I can not do so, not because I 
am wounded in spirit, for I have a perfect indifference to what 
Mr. Dupuy de L6me may say about me and my conduct upon the 
floor of the Senate, but I have a regard for my privileges and 
rights and my duties and the honor of the position which I hold 
in the Senate, which I am not going to subordinate quietly and 
without a word of protest to any man who lives, and more espe- 
cially to a foreign minister whose country is now being made the 
subject of serious examination in the councils of the Senate. 

sir, we have brought no accusations like this at any time 
against any other country. The accusations of the kind that we 
have been forced to bring into this record were produced in jus- 
tice to the history of the occasion and in justification of the atti- 
tnde of the Seeake committee in reporting this very mild resolu- 
tion, expressing only our opinions. 
the history of Spain and Cuba, recorded in books of authority 
recognized on sides, for the facts that have hitherto formed a 
part of their conduct in their dealings with each other. It was 
not expected of the committee, I hope, that they should write up 
the history of all that Spain has done and of all the blood she has 
shed since the times of the wars of Pizzaro and Cortez down 
through those of the Netherlands and through the civil turmoils 
that have agitated Spain from year to year during the whole of 
this century. It was not requisite that we should form a com- 
pendium of history when the facts are open to the access of every 
mind and the scrutiny of every eye, and bring it here to inform 
Senators as to what the history of Spain has been, or that it has 
im upon her warfare in Cuba a type of ferocity which is 
a inconsistent with the civilized methods of conducting war 


times. 
Mr. HALE. Before the Senator de 
soe the S 


We had the right to resort to 


ts from his strictures 
minister for the writing of the letter which he 
in so strong terms, I call his attention to the 


e Senate, showing that he, although 
of the committee, has not this feeling about that com- 
munication which the distinguished Senator from Alabama has. 
bag says, if he Senator will allow me to read three or four 
es: 


As I said before, 


do not supaiein that the Spanish minister wrote his let- 


defend his country and his countrymen whether 
tmentof State. Ido not 
taman may not 


end his Government and 
anywhere wherever he goes and in any community. 


-_ TheSenator from Maine is very apt in quoting 
Ohio when he happens to make an expression, 
or in the heat of debate, out of which he 
comfort for the peculiar attitude that he 
when it comes to following the Senator 
that he states, that Senator is = upon ex- 
= pm the debate. W yu van 

oO upon questions of law wit 
ieiocore difficalty in fain ma vmnidist of 
no g in the midst o 
researches of lawa full and complete answer, to his 
to all that the Senator from Ohio had to say. 
of the om by Se Senator from 
on Foreign tions the Senator 
compunction about insinuating, I will 
Senator from Ohio has been guilty of 
to have come before the Senate in 

of this case. 
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Mr. HALE. The Senator I think will allow me—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Wait until I get through my answer. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. MORGAN. When the Senator from Maine is able to quote 
upon me an expression of the Senator from Ohio that he is indif- 
ferent to what the Spanish minister did, the Senator from Maine 
does it with great unction. But the Senator from Ohio is no 
higher authority for me upon questions of my Senatorial rights 
and propriety than he is to the Senator from Maine upon questions 
of fact and his demeanor in office in connection with this business. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Ohio upon that subject, 
though I did not intend to take occasion to say so until I have been 
called in question and compelled to do it. 

Mr. HALE. I made the citation for the purpose of showing 
that the two eminent Senators do not agree upon this subject, 
But the Senator from Alabama must not charge that I insinuate, 
in any form or by any suggestion, that the Senator from Ohio has 
deliberately suppressed facts. I did not need to do that. There 
would have been no justification forit. I simply took the ground 
and, I think, showed pretty conclusively that the Senator from 
Ohio had been imposed upon, and that he had honestly and 
seriously and in good faith read from what he thought was good 
authority, but which, it was discovered afterwards, was no au- 


thority whatever. All that the Senator from Ohio said was that 
the paper that he read from, not the original authority, had Gen- 


eral Weyler’s namein it. He did not claim or assert that the 
original book, which he thought he was representing to us from 
the paper, contained any allegation against General Weyler. 

I wish to say now here that the Senator from Alabama has no 
right to use the words that he has used when he charged me with 
insinuating that the Senator from Ohio undertook to delude the 
Senate or to deceive it. I never thought of it; I never harbored 
that idea; and I was careful, very careful, sir, entirely to exclude 
it from what I said. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine called 
the Committee on Foreign Relations in question time and again, 
yesterday and previously, upon the proposition that a paper had 
been before the committee which they had not produced here and 
of which they had made no mention. He dwelt upon it as a cir- 
cumstance to convey the idea of a suspicious and clandestine 
movement on the part of the committee to keep from the Senate 
the possession of facts in regard to the case of Spain. That is 
patent. The Senator, with an art which of course is creditable 
to his tact and talent, in his statement made a moment ago has 
evaded the question. He has tried to turn the issue between 
him and me upon the question whether or not an accusation was 
made against the Senator from Ohio in regard to his quotation 
from some Spanish book that he found. No, sir. My remarks 
were addressed to this proposition. 

The Senator from Maine, as I understood him, distinctly at- 
tempted to cast reproach upon the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions because a paper came before the committee which had not 
been mentioned in debate, and which, as he characterized it at the 
time—I do not quote his words, but I have the idea—was inad- 
vertently brought into this debate by some remark of the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr}. 

I do not care to wrangle about personal matters in this debate, 
so far as I am concerned. I have no feeling about the question 
between the Senate or Senators and the minister from Spain, but 
I want this business to stop. Senators time and again have been 
arraigned on this same kind of appeal because of expressions and 
facts that they have stated here. Personally I have suffered 
egregiously in that matter, and I stood with mute astonishment 
when compelled to feel and to know that I had a Government 
that was entirely indifferent to my rights as a Senator. 

There is no man in the United States—there is no man in the 
world—who can make an accusation against the President of the 
United States on this floor which treats him with injustice or can 
make a statement of fact which does him wrong without calling 
me to my feet for the purpose of vindicating that high represent- 
ative of the sovereignty of the American people. And so the 
Department of State and the President of the United States owe 
it to Senators and Members of the other House, owe it to the leg- 
islative department as much as they owe it to the department of 
the judiciary, that when those who are enjoying the hospitality 
of this country and have official connection with it make accusa- 
tions against us or criticisms of what we do or how we vote here, 
to call them to order and tell them that that thing must be cor- 
rected or they must cease to enjoy our hospitality. When we 
place the Government back upon the line of conduct such as I have 
read to-day from these eminent American statesmen and jurists, 
then we will have a Government that we can respect and love, 
and until we do it we will have a Government that will receive 
only our silent, unspoken contempt. 

Now, having gone through with this matter, there is an answer 
to what the minister from Spain has said, coming from an author- 
ity that is quite as respectable as his in point of personal charac- 
ter. I refer to the letter written by Mr. Quesada, which, | believe, 
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is his name, who is the representative of the Cuban Government 
at this capital, and who when he had a case to make in favor of Cuba 
sent his communication to the Department of State. Although he 
had no ministerial or official recognition, the Secretary of State 
thought enough of it to communicate it to a committee of the Sen- 
ate, and it has now become one cf the published documents of this 
controversy. Strip Mr. Dupny de Léme of his royal commission 
and oe him upon his Spanish blood and his Spanish character 
and his history, of which I know nothing—I do not even know the 
gentleman personally—and bring Mr. Quesada here upon his his- 



































They were cared for by a lady, who was accompanied by her daughter 8 ye... 
old. The of Weyler surprised the . captured he ince io 
woman and child, and took them to the camp of Weyler. Weyler orderas 
the men to be killed with machetes in the presence of the lady. He fo). || 
the soldiers in a Goce, peed in the center the poor woman and the ¢).. 
despoiled the woman of her clothes, and, naked, forced her to dance by w| 
ping her before the drunken and passionate soldiery. All the efforrs . 
virtuous woman to cover herself with the child were unavailing; the t; 
laughed and jeered; the unfortunate victim was given up to the Iuct o: 
troops; she died the next day. Weyler was the executioner of the Fr. h 
family of Rigoteau, for which Spain had to pay a large indemnity. ' 
DIARY OF IGNACTO MORA. 


tory and his Spanish blood and his character, of which I know ae pales Eeted te Sth a S $3 caren eae. at 

nothing, for Ide not know the man—confront them as they are _ oupment << the S ait Soress in that a “The details,” |. 

confronted through the newspa , end let both speak. eclares, *’ which the posti uan “orres, gives me le Operations of the 
Sir, if the letter of the Spanish mini arraigning the 8 te enemy are horrible. They assault the fa 8; they rob them. 


“They killed Mercedes Hernandez and the wife of Liewtenant-Colono] 
Sanchez. They also assassinated the children of that unfortunate woman 
‘They committed other assassinations. On the Ist of June, 1872." he says in 
the Migial," they killed Juana Gregoria Torres, after violating her, and } r 
child, a few months old. The total number of murders committed in Can: 
from the Sth to the 28th of May was 28, of which 13 were women and 1} «-);(). 
dren. In Estancia Grande they killed 3 women and a child of 8 years.’ 

wat branded the Cuban women in the bosom, as if they were catt}o. 
He ed the prison in the jails by suffocating them with charcoal [t 
was this man of whom*Martinez Campos said once that if he came to Cuba 
the very dead would rise against 

The French papers of a year tell how he crushed anarchism in Barco 
lona. He arrested by wholesale ts and im the darkness of 
night. He tortured them most inhumanly. If Minister De Léme wani. to 
know how, he can read the press of that time. I dare not repeat. for do- 
cency’s sake, the torments to which he submitted the prisoners. He yay 
them salt codfish as their only food and tantalized them by offering thom 
water which he did not allow themtotouch. Heapplied the inquisition. He 
killed poe. among them women and children. 

I have asked for the terrible exposure of his acts pene to 0 Parisian 
rw efends the 
man who is to-day sending hundreds of men to Africa and the Isle of Pines, 
and who is, in fact, cl g the prisons killing the captives. Of course 
Mr. De Léme would like namesof persons who haveseen these horrors. They 
dare not speak. They know wore, sauueae 60 these who disobey the decrees 
of th . will ere long be published, similar to 
the one which was published in the last war, a copy of which Minister De Lome 

he will see the thousands of defense- 

by er eet Italy by 

her crimes, the Low Countries by her murders, and entire American 
t the Indian, for her treach 

¢ to the mative races. The data used by Senator Mora in 


of the United States and appealing from this body to the people 
had not been introduced here by a member of this body, no one 
could ever have induced me to go to a newspaper to find Mr. 
Quesada’s answer to it. But it has been invited and it must 
into the RecorD, with the permission of the Senate. Will 
Secretary please read the letter of Quesada? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read asindicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


HIS REPLY TO DE LOME—HORRORS OF SPANISH WARFARE RECALLED BY A 
CUBAN-—CRIME CHARGED TO GENERAL WEYLER—SECHRETARY GONZALO DE 
QUZSADA, OF THE CUBAN DELEGATION, SAYS SENATORS SHERMAN, MOR- 
GAN, AND LODGE SPOKE THE TRUTH, AND THAT THEIR STATEMENTS CAN 
BE SUBSTANTIATED, DESPITE THE SPANISH MINISTER'S ASSERTIONS TO THE 
CONTRARY. 


Editor Post: 


Minister Dupuy de Léme, against all propriety and precedent, has turned 
from his unsuccessful work im diplomatic circles to the newspaper arena. 
The Cubans are giad tosee him discuss this burning question of the revolution 
in the public press, which he has so often condemned, but we will not allow 
him to distort facts, as he has to his Government, if the reported cable be 
true in which he said that the President of this great country had taken him 
into the confidence of the Administration and declared that during Mr. Cleve- 
land's term of office the Cubans would not be recognized as belligerents. 

Mr. Dupuy de Léme will find that we are prepared to meet him here, none 
the less, as our gallant armies in Cuba meet the thousands of unfortunate re- 
cruits who fight to maintain oppression and the power of Spain in the island 
which so liberally pays a Spanish minister in Washington to insult the land 
from which comes his salary. 

The newspapers of this country need no defenders. In every one of them 
the minister sees an enemy. hecause he does not want the truth to be known. 
Why have the correspondents been denied entrance into the ranks of the 
Cubans? ee they all had to leave the island? To-day an American 
reporter— Mic n— of his experiences in the Morro for trying to 
expose the fruits of Gen. Valerian Weyler's recent brutal proclamations—‘a 
massacre of nnarmed, peaceful country people at the town of Guatao, a dozen 
miles from Habana, by Spanish volunteers,” and describes the tortures to 
which Waiter Grant Dygart, an innocent American, is subjected. 

Sylvester Scovell, another reporter, was thrown into jail as soon as he 
arrived in Cuba, and yet eer Léme cynically says that statesmen do 
not know the real situation in Cuba. 

HORRORS OF 1871 RECALLED. 

But let us refute the minister's statements. The book of Donderis exists, 
and if the name of Weyler does not specifically occur it is because Valmaseda 
and other superiors of his take the credit for his atrocities. Will Minister 
Dupuy de Lome deny that eight students were butchered in Habana in No- 
vember, 18717 Will deny the assassination committed Burriel in the 
Virginius affair, where Americans and Cubans were murd and afterwards 

Tr private parts desecrated, as was done with the brave Crittenden and 
his 50 Kentuckians, from whose skulls Spanish beasts drank S ish wine? 
Is the crime of the Mora family of the 6th of January, 1871, pees by 
Spain, 7m two of Cuba's most beautiful women and their chil were 
violated-—— 


Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that the reading of the remainder 
of the extract be omitted. The Senator from Alabama has no 
objection. 

rt. MORGAN. Let it beinserted in the Recorp. Iam sorry 
to have it to do, Mr. President, but at the same time—— 

Mr. HALE. I should be very glad indeed to have it read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Maine insists on hav- 
ing it read, all right. 

r. MORGAN. All right: let the Secretary go ahead. 

Mr. HALE. I have read it myself. I should like to have it 
read, and I should like to have the whole tone of it regarded by 
Senators, so that it may be taken for what it is worth. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from Alabama asks not to have 
it read, and the Senator from Maine insists on having it read. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I should be very glad to have it read. 

Mr. MORGAN. I make no indorsement of the truth of what 
is stated in the paper. WhatI mean to say is that, so far as I 
know and believe, the author of this paper is quite as good a char- 
acter as Mr. Dupuy de Léme, : : 

RESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 


The Secretary read as follows: ot ea - 
crim: Mora family of the of mary, 1871, 
ene cakes most beaatvitel women and their —_—- 





and as to the translation of Senator LODGE, which the word “extermi- 
nate” is used for “clean out,” there is no essential difference; it is a mere 
quibble of the casuistic mind of Philip II. 

PROPERTY OF THE SLATN. 

And as to the conduct of the war, when in the history of any civilized na- 
tion has the p rty of the slain gone to th al and officers of the viec- 
torious army? José Marti was killed a Rios; instead of his watch 
and valuables being given to his widow and only child, the watch was yiven 
to the minister of war in Spain, the ring was kept by an officer of the noble 
Spanish army, who took itfrom the dead hero's finger, and the rest of his 
things were distributed among the gallant representatives of the chivalric 


Ot the horrors committed in this revolution by the ieee commander 
the American press have oe eee It is indeed worthy of note that the 
Crbans have not been the authors of those reports, and it would be too much 
for Minister de Léme to declare that either the great American press has 
sold itself to the Cubans or that all the American newspaper men send * ex- 
rated reports to cater to the American taste.” ' 

will very soon publish as many of General Weyler’s innumerable crimes 
as possible. Tam now such accurate facts together as will identify 
Weyler as the author if not the same crimes exposed by Donderis 
in his — i = year = place prove to the i poarave 
mada, Alva, Morillo, an , Spanish angels, renown ory for their 
humane methods, are all incarnate in the captain-general of Cuba, Valeriano 


ae ee GONZALO DE QUESADA. 
Wasnineton, March 8. Secretary of the Cuban Delegation. 
Mr. HALE. I desired that this recital by this man, as horrible 
as it is, should be read to the Senate that tors may have time 
to reflect that it is not the fashion in this country to make charges 
of that horrible kind which are past human belief without fur- 
nishing testimony. The American people and the American S«n- 
ate will not believe those things of any man unless facts are givin, 
unless there is something more than a promise to give facts, hut 
will demand that they be su by evidence. I do not 
against in the least. 
1 believe they are figments of the brain and not have been true. 
Mr. MORGAN. In his statement the Spanish minister goes 00 
to open up the war of 1868-1878—the ten years’ war—and under 


statement which I had the honor to submit upon the authority 0f 
General Sickles, which is found to be sustained in his letter to the 
Secretary of State, when that gets into the Recorp—I have ms 
placed it for the moment—related entirely to the conduct of the 


ten 
General Grant and Mr. Fish, made directly to the Spanish min- 
ister, an Sania show that much of what is stated there 
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were I do not 
ible crime? And did | Dy these Cubans is true. eee ene | 
not Hamilton Fish “the Secxpuary of State of the United States, himself take rely upon this authority, and yet 1 know of no reason why M". 


cognizance of the barbarities committed by Spain's officers, 
was Weyier? 


man of as good reputation as Mr. Dupuy ‘e 
The anes boreal an transactions which "oe re- 


ef 


; my de Léme deny this crirae of Weyler committed under seed will not do as ® of their existence. we were 

witnesses on tbe fara of Lavade Fe renT e, Gale antes ts L057 eh eehaen ene of Alva in the Netherlands before 
magn nee nnengge adage pe Gn he vec ot we could believe that in regard to ; 

Aguiece ths view proadent of the Oaban vce sitk onthelr farm! Mr. HALE. Itcertainly throws the burden upon those alleging 
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1896. 


i MORGAN. It is rather impossible now to prove by living 


witnesses all that was done in that war, and yet I have some evi- 
dence before me of men who participated in it, and whose charac- 
ter is vouched for on the floor of the Senate, which I shall pres- 
ently proceed to read. This is a very disagreeable thing to me, 
extremely so, in fact; it is a very disgusting thing; but it must be 
remembered that both of the controversialists bear the Spanish 
name and are of Spanish blood, and doubtless both of them have 
worn Spanish titles of honor among the old families of Spain. 

If I were reciting the horrors of warfare that have existed in the 
United States on the part of the Ute Indians, the Apaches, the 
Arapahoes, - 
have to go into the details of greater horrors than have been de- 
tailed here. At the same time we know how very true are the 
awful recitals of our own American history in respect of those 
savage tribes. Men who can accuse each other and their Govern- 
ment of having been —_ criminis in horrible iniquities of 
this kind and go into the public prints and present them are men 
who on both sides are to be regarded with caution, I will grant 
you, in accepting their statements; but when they are at war so 
near our coast and war on the property of our own people, and 
when they take our own men captive in their armies, and the like 
of that, it becomes us to look at both pictures and see what is 


ible am such peop’. ; : 
I do not with Spain, I must say, in this matter as I would 
deal with Canada at all. I would deal with both Canada and 


Spain their historical record. We can not be expected to 
go back and hunt up the evidence to prove all these transactions, 
the onus of which the Senator from Maine would cast upon us. 
But before I through with my remarks I will cast upon him 
the onus of denying what Mr. Fish said to Admiral Polo ina 
communication which he sent to him, which involves not all the 
details but horrors equivalent to those that are presented in the 
statement made by Mr. Quesada. 

Now, inasmuch as we must have evidence brought here, under 
the requirements of the Senator from Maine, I will send to the 
desk an article taken from the New York Tribune of recent date 
upon the subject that I referred to in the speech I had the honor 
to make in this case when trying to present it on behalf of the 
committee in the first instance. I believe the New York Tribune 
is accredited as high authority in its anti-Cuban sentiments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[New York Tribune, March 16, 1896.] 


INNOCENT MEN SHOT DOWN—A STORY OF A SPANISH OUTRAGE IN THE TEN 
YEARS’ WAR—THEY WERE CUBAN MEDICAL STUDENTS AND THEIR CRIME 
WAS VISITING A CEMETERY, WHEREIN A BURIAL PLACE WAS FOUND TO 
HAVE BEEN DISTURBED. 


hada tage oo read accounts of Spanish atrocities in Cuba do not make 
the mistake of believing that they are in any way exaggerations. I have 
ved in Habana, and w not personally familiar with this present war, I 
was there during the ten years’ war, and I know whereof I speak.” This 
statement was made in Brooklyn yesterday by a medical student of one of 
the colleges in New York, who is an American. born in Habana. His father 
nee ree in Cuba and a well-known man there, but in order to save his 


= 


at the close of the ten years’ struggle, which 

ble history of Spanish misrule and butchery in 
island, the killing of seven innocent medical students by the order of the 
at the tion of a mob, is about the most heartless and 

ever heard of, and I tell it aay to illustrate S ish 


methods, and to show that in the present war similar cruelties are being en- 
acted which the world will never hear of. In Habanathere is an old cemete 
surrounded by four stone walls, built with niches in tiers, and thick enoug 
to hold The hes are cove by a panel 


a coffin my ory ey fronts of these red 

of thick glass, so that the coffin may be seen inside. In the latter part of 1878 
generals died and his coffin was placed in one of the niches. 

Medical College at that time was situated near the cemetery. 
aoe students, having nothing else to do, visited the cemetery. 
one of the cemetery attendants noticed that the giass in the Span- 
tehed. He told the parish priest of the ‘out- 
sent word to theauthorities. Next day a num- 
college and arrested overs Gadees to the num. 
been at the college on that . They weretaken 
once a report h the city that a Span- 
g bans. The volunteers, who, let it 
Spaniards living in the island and of some of the 
aroused. Within an hour the jail was surrounded by a 
frenzied mob. Balmaceda was absent in the eastern part of the 
and the segundo cabo, or lieutenant-general, was in com- 
and told them he 

mt was due. 


septciee at 
i 
ie 
z 


troops in front of the 
punish where 


Ht 





the Cheyennes, the Comanches, etc., I would perhaps | 
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daring to voice such sentiments in a high military court of Spain The mob 

was every minute growing larger and more vociferous for the lives of the 

students. A great uproar was heard without the palace. and the secwundo 

cabo appeared on the balcony and made a speech, saying there was really no 

evidence against the students. The volunteers and the would 

not have it this way and demanded the liv s e sod men. 

There was a further conference of the comm al fact 

was brought out that of the 14 ‘stu its who v “dd ! y only 

7 were in that part of the inclosure where the g e was located, and only 

one youth among this number possessed a diamond ring with which it 

might have been possible to scratch the glass. With this tlimsy accusation 

and in order to appease the volunteers, the commission decided that 7 of the 

boys, whose ages ranged from l4 to 20 years, should be killed and the other 7 } 

transported to an African dungeon. ! 
“The parents of the unfortunate prisoners became frenzied when they 


heard of the sentences. They offered the weight 
the Spaniards if they would free them 
volunteers must be appeased. 


of the prisoners in gold to 
The commission wasobdurate. The 
The prisoners had to be killed. 

“SHOT DOWN BY A REGIMENT. 

“Next day was a féteday. Early in the morning, as the seven young fel- 
lows were lined up in front of a blank wall surrounding the Carcel, a brother 
of the youngest prisoner offered tostand up for him and be shot, but this was 
not allowed. Instead cf having a file of soldiers, as is usually the case, the 
lieutenant-general called out an entire regiment to perform the massacre. 
The order to fire was given and the seven were literally shot to pieces 

“ I know of similar atrocities committed in that war, of which General Wey- 
ler is guilty, and while he had nothing to do with that particular massacre, 
he is inhuman enough for anything. The strict censorship now prevailing 
prevents the world from hearing of crimes equally as bad which are com- 
mitted every day. If the Cubans can hold out for another summer, or if, by 
chance, the war should be prolonged for two summers, fever would reduce 
the present number of 130,000 Spanish troops on the island to about 13,500, 
In the end Cuba will be free.” 


Mr. HALE. Read the name. A statement of that kind ought 
not to be given to the Senate without giving the name. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.CuiLtron in the chair). 
There is no name attached, the Chair is informed. 
The Secretary. New York Tribune, March 16, 
signed. 
Mr. HALE. This purports to give the personal narration of 
somebody, and is there no name signed to it? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no name, the Secretary t 
informs the Chair. 
Mr. HALE. It does not seem to me that that is a very good 
piece of evidence. If that is a case of mob violence and a lieu- 
tenant-general protesting against it—— 
Mr. MORGAN. The senator can comment on the evidence 
when it gets into the REcorp. : 
Mr. HALE. I certainly supposed it was going to be followed 
by giving the name. . 
Mr. MORGAN. I had stated that I got it from the New York 
Tribune, which has been an anti-Cuban paper, I understand. I 
supposed the New York Tribune would not without some excuse 
publish those facts. I referred to that same incident in the first 
speech I made on this subject in the Senate, that to which Mr. 
Dupuy de Léme replied. He madeno reference to my statements 
on that subject which I extracted from history and not giving the 
details. He had a safe opportunity to reply to it and deny it if it 
was not true. I suppose whoever reads about such things at all 
knows about that massacre of students in Habana. 
If the Senator from Maine requires witnesses to be brought and 
names to be stated. as a matter of course they ought to be brought 
here to the bar of the Senate, and in such a case | would ask that 
the Spanish minister and Mr. Quesada be summoned to the bar of 
the Senate in order that we might examine them, if we are going 
into that sort of detail. What I am trying to do is to geta general 
and I trust a just view of what is the situation in Spain as respects 
the feeling of those people and of that Government against the 
Cubans. I have here—— 
Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me amoment [ shall not 
then interrupt him again. 
Mr. MORGAN. I do not like to be replied to as I go along. 
The Senator from Maine will have plenty of time. I did not in- 
terrupt him to any extent, and such a course diverts me from my 
ideas and keeps me on my feet until after a while I shall get so 
weary that I can not say anything. 
Mr. HALE. I thought in a case of that kind some authority 
should be given for such a statement. 
Mr. MORGAN. I think not. 
Mr. HALE. Ido not agree with the Senator. 
Mr. MORGAN. I do notagree that any more authority should 
be given to that than to an extract taken from the public history 
of an important event. This paper is a historian; it professes to 
be. It selects its extracts with a view of informing the people of 
the United States. The Tribune certainly would not put anarticle 
of that kind into its paper that was not well authenticated in 
history. 
A letter was written on the 6th of March, 1896, from Virginia, 
to a member of this body. The gentleman who wrote the letter 
is known to some Senators on this floor, and he is known to be a 
man ee reputation. 
Mr. E. ho is he? 
Mr. MORGAN. I will not give his name, but I will show you 
the letter. 1 will myself read the letter. 


1896; not 
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MARCH 6, 1896. 

Dear Srr: Noting that certain cowardly sheets, always opposed to every- 
thing American, are trying to break the force of your statements of Spanish 
atrocities in Cuba ay, a loging them to be vague, general assertions, made on 
hearsay, and incapable of proof, permit me to offer this testimony as to what 
I have myself seen and heard in that island, 

In 1869, 1870, and 18711 served as captain of cavalry in the liberating army 
of Cuba under General Ryan and General Federico Cavada, my observations 
tens from the north coast to the south, and from Las Tunas in the 
oot to Cienfugos in the west, embracing some 300 miles of the center of the 

and. 

The Spaniards held the cities, towns, and some of the plantations in the 
engar proces rt of Santa Clara, with forts and strong garrisons; the 
Cubans held all of the country beyond gunshot from the Spanish forts. 

There was fighting somewhere almost every day. The Spanish operated by 
mane strong columns through the country, gathering up all they coul 
carry off, and burning houses and whatever else they could not carry. The 
Cubans operated by ene, the columns, making sudden attacks on the 
forts, blockading them, cutting off detachments, convoys, etc. The Spaniards 
could beat us in » pitched battle, from their superiority in equipment; but 
they lost in action or by death and desertion at least five men to our one. 

e were compelled to adopt this system by the nature of the country, 
which does not admit of the maintenance of large armies in the field, and by 
the want of arms. We had plenty of men, but not more than one gun to 
four men. Hundreds were camel unarmed, in different places, waiting for 
arms to come from the States. We could not reduce the Spanish forts for 
lack of artillery, but sometimes carried them by surprise or assault. In these 
omnes shey, eee dismantled and destroyed, as it was not our policy to stand 
a siege in them. 

The whole country was laid waste. The Spanish burned every house they 
came to. They killed every man and boy they found, whether armed or un- 
armed. Sometimes they killed the women and girls; sometimesthey * * * 
sometimes gd carried them on with the column; and sometimes after kill- 
se te men they left the women crying over the corpses and the ashes of 

eir homes. 

The population of the country and the refugees from the cities had taken 
to the woods, and lived in palm-leaf huts and wigwams in the depths of the 
forests and swamps and in caves in the mountains; but when these hiding 
places became well known from the numbers resorting to them, they were 
noted by Spanish epies, who often carried the enemy there and surprised the 
women and children, the old, and the sick and wounded before they could get 
away intothe woods. 

Neither side gave quarter to prisoners, and every victory ended in a mas- 
sacre, except that Spanish prisoners who elected to join the liberating army 
were released and received into full fellowship. Most of our drillmasters 
and many of the officers and men were Spaniards. 

Thie violation of the laws of war was forced upon us by the Spanish Gov- 
ernment. The Cubans wanted to save all prisoners and exchange them, and 
the Spanish in the fleld would have to it; but the administration re- 
quired all prisoners to be put to death, and we were obliged to retaliate in 
self-defense. It would have been suicidal madness to send hundreds of men 
back to the Spaniards to fight us again and carry them information as to our 
positions, numbers, etc.; and we had nowhere to keep them until the war 
ended. The course of the Spanish Government in Cuba is exactly the same 
as was the course of Phili in the Netherlands. Three centuries have not 
changed it in one iota, Vameneia, Weyler, and Pandoare just Alva, Vargas, 
and Tel Rio over again— 


Mr. HALE. My attention was called away for the moment. 
What is the date of these occurrences? I did not catch that. 
Mr. MORGAN. 1869, 1870, and 1871— 


For specific allegations I mention these: 

In May, 1870, an American named Coyneo, who wished to leave the island, 
surrendered to the Spanish in the neighborhood of Najasa. He was mur- 
os and we found his body, fearfully mutilated, in the road where they 

e ° 

In May, 1870, in Las Temas, on a forced march, we had to leave one of our 
men who was wounded. Three days afterwards we found him in the same 
place. where the Spanish had overtaken him. He had a large chunk cut out 
of his throat by what they call ‘‘dos pufialados,”’ and was dead. 

About the same time, between Najava and Yara, six unarmed men who 
were gathering bananas for their families were surrounded by the Spanish 
and murdered. Our men found them lying dead. Each one had a banana 
rammed down his throat by way of a joke. 

Two days before the action at La Gloria, in June, 1870, while scouting with 
General Ryan, we found the body of xa old, unarmed man who had been sur- 
eee and murdered by the Spanish while he was getting honey out of his 

ehivés. 

Brig. Gen. Edwardo Del Marmol, chief of staff to General Cavada, was shot 
through the body in the action at Altamira, in July, 1870, and wascarried toa 
potrero in western Camaguey to be nursed. The Spanish came suddenly 
and butchered him in his bad. 

At the Caridad of Curana, in August, 1870, Capt. Ramon de Varona, of the 
staff of General Ryan, was on sick leave at a retreat where were his lovely 
young wife and several other ladies and girls belo to the leading families 
of vamacaer. The Spanish surprised them, killed Captain Varona, unarmed 
and sick, in the presence of the ladies, stripped his corpse, mutilated it in the 
most atrocious manner before them, and eames it about with a rope around 
the neck. The Spanish commander (name own to me) then pointed to 
the terrified and sobbing ladies, and told his men that they “ cout tale their 
choice of those rebel bitches *’; and the ladies were treated in a manner not fit 
to be described. 

Two days afterwards I saw two of these ladies and a colored woman who 
had been present, and heard them relate what had happened. 

In August, 1870, in the vicinity of Rio Seco, while looking for the chief of 
ordnance, I came to a house in the woods occupied by others of the Varona 
family. The ladies were in tears, and told me that their brother, a you 
boy, had been shot down by the Spanish-the day before. He was 
and, as I understood, not over 11 years old. 

In August, 1870, near Rio Seco, I was told by several families iving Gere 
in the woods that the Spanish had come to a house near bya few ove fo 
and finding no one but women spared their lives, but burned their house an 
carried off one of the daughters, who was a beauty, behind an officer. The 
tore the gir] from her mother's and sister's arms, and swore they would 
her and the whole family if she did not go. These 8 ish were a part of the 
force of Colonel Montenéo, then commanding at ta Cruz del Sur. The 
poor girl's name was told tome, but Ido not remember it now afterso many 


years. 

In June, 1870, near La Glorico, I heard General Ryan examine a Spanish 
prisoner, This man gave a detailed account of the state of certain 
camps, and named certain Cuban ladies whom he had seen kept there by cer- 
tain Spanish officers, describing their wretched condition, their appearance 
and their actions very minutely. His statements had every appearance of 
truth. TheCuban officers who were present said that they knew the ladies 
named, and that they were at that time prisoners in the hands of the Spanish. 


—_ 


ce before his death, showed me the marks of the wounds given hi, 
the Spanish after the action in yon gm in 1869. They found ene lying y 
the field after the fight, shot him and bayoneted him several times, an, },.; 
him for dead. General Jordan had ered up some of his wounded a» 
left them in a house to be cared for. eS surrounded the house. « 
it on fire, and burned up the wounded men. Oneof these was a youn: \, 
Yorker, a sort of clerk to General Jordan. I have heard, but do not ren,.., 
ber, his name. ; 
Gen. Ignacio Agramonte, General Ryan, General Cavada, and many ©: }jop 
officers and men whom I knew personally, were at different times tak.) } y 


the Spanish. They were in every instance murdered. I never heard of any. 
one escaping death. t: 


I knew a family named Mola, ew le, living in the western pa 
of C ey. e mother three Sune famabaess were refined, ae 
vated ies, famous for kindness and courtesy to everyone, and much 
beloved. Major Mercer, of Boston, our chief of fegmer yf Ay sp I had especial 
cause, as strangers, to thank them'for nougnemey and kindness. Some tim 
after we went westward into the Villas with Cavada these four ladies ang 
one of the sons, a boy of about 10, were murdered by the Spanish. 4 -., 
tain and his men came to their house one night, se them, * * mu 
dered them and their mother and brother, and burned their house down «;, 
their bodies. The only one who escaped was the gocnaest boy, aged about 
7. Inthe confusion and darkness he sli into the bushes near the hoy 
and saw and heard what wasdone. I not see this, but it is matter of co; 
mon meee: 

I have seen hundreds of burned houses, bones, and graves, and have }). 
many circumstantial and undoubtedly true narratives of Spanish atro.-j;:. 
but prefer to give these specimen cases which came under my own o)iserya. 
tion, and when I can give the time and This sort of war was \ 
all over Cuba. The present war is just same as the last; the sam. 
Weryler, etc., are in command. The Cuban question is just this: Ar 


ms Henry Earl, of Brooklyn, who won t distinction in the patrio 
ser 
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ne men, 
ple to be massacred that Spain may hold theisland a few years loner oc 
it tobe stopped? The only way to keep the Cubans down is to kill them all; 


and if all these were killed and the island repeopled from Spain, a new war 
for independence would come as soon as a native-born generation grow up. 
All the Cubans are for independence. Those in the Spanish cities are freed 
into theso-called volunteer battalions tosave their lives,families,and proj.-rty; 


but the Spanish do not dare to trust them where they would have ay « 


chance 
to desert, knowing they would go over to the patriots by whole battalions 
As for the objection that the Cubans w only guerrilla war, it is the sort 
of war that gives them the advantage, and they would be fools to give it up 
to venue grand guerre. 
Maximo Gomez is a great ca who understands how to handle his men 


ror 
ints 
asa 






so as to neutratize the many advan enjoyed by the a. His y 
ous.offensive cbliges them to divide their forces and guard a hundre:| | 
at the same time, while he selects his pe t of attack and is as success! 
man with a knife can hope to be in fig eae with a gun. 


It is the sort of war by which Robert ce freed Scotland; with which 
oo opposed the great Napoleon, and by which her other colonies 0! tained 
Tints eect of hich General Washington proposed to ad 
the sort of war w m P adopt in our 
own Revolution when he expected to be driven out of Pennsylvaniat. ))is last 
stand in Virginia's mountains. It is the war which Nathaniel Green, |)aniel 
Morgan, Henry Lee, William Nn org Isaac Shelby, John Sevier, Thomas 
Sumter, and Francis Marion adop for the recovery of the Carolinas and 
Gea after the Continental armies had been destroyed at Charleston and 
mden. 


Why, then, should any American denounce the Cubans as guerrillas? Are 
not these good examples to follow? 





There is only one way tosettle the Cuban question. Every generation that 
grows upis going to fight for independence. Millions of people may |»: ! - 
soe a the struggle may go on for centuries, but in the end the (ubans 
Ww free. 


The writer of that letter is a graduate of the Military Institute 
of Virginia and also of the University of Virginia. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
on to-morrow morning, during the morning hour and after the 


dispatch of the ordinary routine business, I shall ask unanimous 
consent to present an argument, by request of the chairman of 
the Committee on Privil and Elections,in favor of the s:ating 


of a A. Du Pont as Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to say to the Senator that I have the tloor 
for to-morrow by common consent, and have had it given to me 
for three or four days on this question. I understand that w: «re 
to have this question concluded before we take up the Du Pont 
case, and I must object to yielding the floor now and further giv- 
ing way, as I have given way for three or four days. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say that there is no such understand- 
ing as that the Du Pont case is not to be taken up until the Cuban 
question is disposed of. 

Mr. MILLS. I understood from the Senator from Oregon | Mr. 
MiTcHELL] that he intended to give way, and let the Cuban qucs 
tion go on. 

Mr. CHANDLER, There will be no difficulty in having the 
Senator from Nebraska and also the Senator from Texas spcak 


' to-morrow; but the reservation was distinctly made that, as the 


Senator from Nebraska — THURSTON] was obliged to go away 
at the end of the week, he should be permitted to speak on the 
Du Pont case. : 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam perfectly willing, if it be agreeal)le. to 
have m pe gee Ss cae ee eee ernie just the 
same. 0 wish an opportuni speak ore eave. 

Mr. MILLS. Allright. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand the Senator from Tex:s to 
claim the whole day to-morrow? 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; but I wish to follow my friend from Ala- 
bama . MoRGAN]. . ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have an interview of (in 
eral Sickles, which he did me the honor to send me with his cat iL 
Of course it is a correct and authentic interview, and I will ask 
the to read it. i 

Mr, PLATT, What is the date of the interview? 














Mr. MORGAN. Itisaveryrecent date. I believe I have Gen- 

eral Sickles’s note here transmitting the interview to me. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
nested, in the absence of objection. 

. read as follows: 


Danie! Sickles, who was United States minister to Spain during a 
Cm the td Cuban rebellion, and whose dispatches from Madrid 
while minister were mentioned in the recent debate in the Senate over the 
Cuban resolutions, was interviewed by a Sun reporter yesterday at his home 
ue. 
in Fifth e pou were minister to Spain,” asked the reporter, “did you have 
occasion to consider the question of the shipment of arms and ammunition to 
” 
os I did,” said the General, “‘and I must say that there seems to be a 
t deal of misapprehension about the rules of international law, and our 
own law as well, on that subject at the present time. In the absence of a 
recognized state of war it is no offense for sailing vessels or steamers sailing 
from this port or any American port to carry arms and ammunition 
for whomsoever it may concern. No Government can, by the law of nations, 
be held responsible for the shipments of arms, munitions, or material of 
war made by private individuals at their own risk and peril. These views 
have been repeatedly declared by our Government. 
“ During the former insurrection in Cuba, Captain-General de Rodas issued 
a decree in contravention of this principle. He closed a number of ports, in- 
ter dieting trade with them of any kind, and threatened the summary execu- 
tic 1 of the officers and crews and passengers of vessels transporting arms or 
ngers to bein the interest of the insurgents, affecting to treat 
hem as pirates. This extrao’ decree caused a profound sensation in 
the United States, and our Peoreterz of State, Mr. Fish, addressed the Span- 
ish minister under date of July 16, 1369, a strong protest, in which he said: 

“* The on the high seas in time of peace, by outsiders, of what is 
commonly known as contraband of war is a legitimate traftic and commerce 
which can not be interfered with or denounced unless by a power at war with 
a third in the admitted exercise of the recognized rights of a bellig- 
erent. freedom of the ocean can nowhere and under no circumstances 
be yielded by the United States. While Spain disclaims a state of bellig- 
erency, or until the United States may find it necessary to recognize her as a 
belligerent, the United States can not fail to look with solicitude upon a 
decree which, if against any vessel of the United States, can not but 
be regarded asa violation of their rights that may lead to serious complica- 


tions. 
hee, in a note to the Spanish Government, written by Secretary Fish on 
the isth of April, 1874, he makes this declaration: 

“A a ercremens violates no duty of good neighborhood in allow- 
ing the free of arms and munitions of war to all persons, to insurgents 
as well as to the regularly constituted authorities; and such arms and muni- 
tions, by whichever party purchased, may be carried in the vessels on the 
high seas without liability to question from any other party. In like man- 
ner the vessels moe freely carry unarmed passengers, even though known 
to be insurgents, without thereby rendering the government which permits 
it liable to a charge of violating its international duties. But if such pas- 
sengers should be armed and proceed to the scene of the insurrection as an 
organized body which might capable of levying war, they constitute a 


hostile expedi which may not knowingly permitted without a viola- 
tion of international obligations.’”’ 
These from the notes of Secretary Fish, as they were quoted by 


extracts 
General Sickles, are particularly interesting when considered in connection 
with the recent seizure of the steamship Bermuda off Liberty Island. More 
interesting still is this statement, which the General went on to make: 

“T have satisfactory reasons for believing and knowing that our Govern- 
ment to-day accepts and enunciates the same views of international law and 
of ourown eeerearee by the Administration of President Grant. I have 
it from the best au’ ty that this Government can not and will not stop the 
shipment of arms and ammunition from any of our ports; nor will it stop 
the —— of rs on a vessel bound for any forei rt. What 
it must stop is ‘an military expedition or enterprise’ intended to make war 
on a nation with which we are at peete. That is to say, if some ammunition 
and men are sent off together under circumstances such as show an intent 
20 do hostile acts on foreign territory or on the seas against a friendly nation, 
our neutrality laws and our international obligations are violated. 

“Surely ample room may be found between these several lines of pro- 
cedure for the friends of the Cuban patriots to supply them with arms and 
ammuni and even with men, if men were necessary, without violating 
our laws. passengers embark let them do so in the usual way. Their 
cestination concerns nobody but themselves. They are free to go where 
they choose AT If arms and ammunition are shipped, as may be right- 
fully and la’ ace, do not send men with them in the same vessel. If 

m go by themselves, unarmed. Such shipments of arms 
or such embarkation of ngers may be made, and should be made, in 
open day without ent or secrecy, because no law is violated and no 
interference would be lawful. Iam persuaded if the course thus outlined 
should be followed, our Cuban friends covld supply their people with all 
they need without any other risk than capture by the Spanish land and 
aaval forces within Spanish jurisdiction; that is to say, in Cuba or within 
a marine of the shore of the island.” 

General, have you noticed in the recent Senate debates a reference to 
some of beng oy in which you speak of the shooting of prisoners of 
war in Guba the former insurrection? If so,the Sun would like to 
to them and know something of their purport,” said the 


the General, “my instructions from Washington frequently 

directed me to invite the attention of the Spanish Government to the bar- 

barous and inhuman manner in which prisoners of war and noncombatants 

y with the insurgents were put to death. The dispatch 

Senate debate is my No. 426, dated A st 16, 1872, and 

rece in the red book for that year on page 563. I referred tothe hostilities 

ba as ‘four years of war out quarter.’ This was notorious. These 

had been conducted mainly under the direction of Count Valma- 

were as ous for cruelty as for incapacity. His 

decree of , indicated his rand temper. He waged a war of 

ex without quarter. against which our Government made re- 

sated remonstrances. decree to which I refer declared: 

That any man from the age of 15 years upward found away from his 

habitation, and not Keaton a sufficient motive therefor, would be shot. 


: 


.. chat every unoccupied would be burned. 
« “That every not flying a white flag should be reduced to ashes.’ 
Repeated were made by the Government of the United 
States for for the lives of American citizens shot pursuant to that 
fecree. In no one doubted or denied, so far as ever I heard, that 


icawe of war were shot. In the dispatch referred to I quoted statements 
the iageeciel. 0 semiofticial journal in Madrid, of which the colonial 


ihr the Suse Ged been the crestor watt apewres se cabinet, 
captures of prisoners and war ma u a ; 
i872, number of insurgents killed in battle. , ait 
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“T was justified from the notoriety of the facts undisputed in adding tothe 
number of slain in battle 13,600. as alleged, the number of 43,500 claimed to 
have been taken prisoners. This statement was made in these words 

“*Asit is believed that all prisoners of war taken are shot or garroted, it 
would appear, taking the total of killed in battle and prisoners captured, that 
more than 57,000 insurgents have fallen since the war began.’ 

* I may remark, however, that this computation was based upon the as- 
sumption that the figures given in the semiofficial organ of the Government 
were accurate. It must be said. that as a rule nodependence could be placed 
upon such figures. It was customary to amuse the Spanish public ion.an 
now, with frequent reports of battles won and captures saa of prisoners 
and war material. Indeed, scarcely a month passed during the long years 
the war continued in which statements were not published in the Madrid 
journals, claimed to be gotten from official sources, that the rebellion in Cuba 
was practically ended, that only a few roving bands of insurgents kept the 
field so longas they could hide in the mountains inaccessible to Spanish troops. 

“Mr. Fish stated in his dispatch No. 432, dated October 29, 1872, page 582 of 
the red book of that year, that ‘ the insurrection in,Cuba has now lasted four 
years. Attempts to suppress it, so far futile, have been made, probably ata 
sacrifice of more than 100,000 lives and an incalculable amount of property.’ 
In my dispatch No. 374, dated May 30, 187i, page 71 of the red book of that 
year, I stated that ‘reports of the most cruel severities against prisoners of 
war and against noncombatants perpetrated by both parties continue to 
reach Madrid.’ Mr. Fish wrote to Mr. Cushing, my successor, on February 
6, 1874, that ‘our people are horrified and agitated by the spectacle at our 
very doors of war, not only with ail its ordinary attendance of devastation 
and carnage, but with accompaniments of barbarous shooting of prisoners of 
war or the summary execution by military commissions, to the scandal and 
disgrace of the age.’ Of course, all our people are familiar with the slaughter 
of the prisoners of war taken on the Virginius in 1873, the horrors of which 
I need not repeat. 

* Our people, who are accustomed to regard the Spanish nation at home as 








chivalrous and cultivated, of course find it difficult to reconcile a belief in 
such atrocities as take place in Cuba with their high conceptions of Span- 
iards at home. The solution is to be found in the peculiar situation of things 
in Cuba. 


“ Mr. Fish points out in the dispatch to which I have just referred ‘that 
the struggle is continued in Cuba with incidents of desperate tenacity on the 
part of the Cubans, and of angry flerceness on the part of the Spaniards un- 
paralleled in the annals of modern warfare.’ Again he says that ‘ by the 
slaveholders’ resolutions of January, 1869, in Habana, General Dulce, whose 
generous intentions have been feelingly referred to by Admiral Polo, was 
driven out of the island, and the substance of political power passed into the 
hands of the Casino Espanol, where it has since remained.’ This Casino Es- 
panol is the governing power in Cuba to-day, as it was in 1874, when Mr. Fish 
wrote the passage quoted. 

“Tf the Spanish governor of Cuba disobeys the wishes of the Casino, his 
position is made inestimable. If he conducts war in a civilized way. the vol- 
unteer guard, organized by the ‘Casino and inspired by it, menace the cap- 
tain-general with their vengeance, and he is forced to succumb or quit his 

ost. This has recently happened to Captain-General Martinez Campos, as 
it happened to General Dulce, in the former insurrection. Dulce was suc- 
ceeded by De Rodas and Lamacida, and Jobellas, and Campos is now suc- 
ceeded by Weyler. The volunteers rule the Spanish authorities of the island 
at the instigation of the Casino. 

“ The truth is that the authority of the Spanish Government is not recog- 
nized in Cuba unless it is agreeable to this Lensbnad ing class, incorporated in 
the Casino Espanol and its instruments known as the volunteers. We are, 
therefore, confronted not with the question how far we should respect the 
sovereign rights of Spain in Cuba, but rather how far we are expected to tol- 
erate a condition of things existing on the island which prevails in spite of 
Spanish authority, in a great degree, and for which an irresponsible body, 
such as I have described, is essentially accountable 

“ The responsibility of the Spanish Government for the atrocities and out- 
rages committed in Cuba, as well upon the persons and property of Ameri- 
can citizens as upon the insurgents, is found in the fact that since 18% the 
captain-general of Cuba isendowed by the Government with plenary powers 
to suspend the execution in Cuba of any law of Spain or any decree o 
ecutive government at his pleasure. Whenever, therefore, the Madr 
ernment may attempt to mitigate the horrors of war or tointrod 
struggle any of the amenities of civilized hostilities, the Casin: 
its branch of volunteers, creates a situation in Habana, compelli 
tain-general to yield to its demands and to execute its 
instructions or wish of the Spanish Government.”’ 


Mr. MORGAN. If I had chosen I could have rested this whole 
matter upon that interview and statement of General Sickles, 
which he did me the honor to send me in a letter post marked, I 
think, the 14th of this month, March. Every one who knows 
anything of General Sickles, not merely in regard to his ability, 
but his Americanism and his truthfulness and uprightness and 
honor, knows that he has no motive in bringing these facts to the 
attention of the American people except to keep his own Govern- 
ment, which he loves very dearly and in whose service he has made 
sacrifices, on proper ground in regard to this transaction between 
Spain and the United States respecting Cuba. 

Now, I have here a letter from a native American, dated Phila- 
delphia, February 13,1896. He sent his card along with the letter. 
He resides in Philadelphia. His card is open to the inspection of 
any Senator who desires to see it. I do not feel authorized, how- 
ever, to put his name in the Recorp. I will read what he says 
to show what were his personal experiences in the Island of Cuba 
during the previous ten-years war: 

BELLIGERENT RIGHTS—WHY THEY SHOULD BE ACCORDED TO THE 
° GLING CUBAN REVOLUTIONISTS#S 
To the Editor of the Press: 


Str: The New York Herald published an editorial on the 10th instant en- 
titled “The Government should go slow in the matter of belligerent rights.” 
This article evidently emanated from the brain of an overzealous Spanish 
sympathizer. He says first, ‘Government action is quite different from popu- 
lar sympathy.” If this is, as [understand it, a government of the pe phe. by 
the people, and for the people, therefore the will of the sovereign people 
should prevail. Then why go slow in recognizing the belligerency of Cubar 
Did Spain go slow when she recognized the Southern Confederacy? We 
have nothing to lose by recognizing the Cubans; on the contrary, we would 
have considerable to gain; they would owe us a debt of gratitude and all 
their imports would come out of this country, while most of their products 
would seek our markets, being the nearest of access. If we do not recognize 
them we lose their friendship and gain nothing; for. granting that Spain is 
res,,onsible for damage done to American properties up to the present time, 
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what does that responsibility amount to if she will not a fact, does not 
pay the numerous claims our citizens have against her? Outside of the Mora 
claim, which took twenty-seven years to collect, can anyone tell me of any 


The comparison made between the insurrection of 1868 and the present in- 


came as far as Colon, yet it lasted ten years. In the present revolution the 
Cubans have mareene at will from Cape Maisi to Cape San Antonio, the full 
length of the island. They now have in the field nearly 60,000 men, well 
organized; they also have an established government, which virtually occu- 

ies the whole island, excepting the seaports, which are occupied the 
Epaniards, backed up by a stron navy. It would be folly for the Cubans to 
capture a seaport, that they could only hold a few hours, with great sacrifice 
of human lives. 

Give them recognition and they will soon heve afloat enough cruisers to 
wipe out Spain's navy. By recognition it will shorten the struggle and save 
thousands of lives, as Spain would soon be obliged to give up the contest. If 
not recognized the war will last as long as there is a Cuban a for Spain 
is doomed to lose the last jewel of her tyrannical crown. he Herald 
states that Spain would board our vessels on the high seas. What of that? 
If tho vessel's rs are in order and her ca’ legitimate and lawful mer- 
chandise it would be allowed to proceed; if she has contraband of war let 
them capture her if they can; these are the chances of war. As farasrecog- 
nition interfering with our commerce with the Island of Cuba, this is errone- 
ous, as we have none now; therefore, if Spain blockaded the ports of Cuba it 
would be no loss to thiscountry, for you can not lose what you do not 

The Cubansare not fighting for autonomy; they want independence the same 
as we fought tor when we seceded from England, and when recognized by 
other nations, let us then reciprocate and give them the same chance that 
we had. aine was in favor of reciprocity, and it worked well while it 
lasted. General Campos tried to reciprocate with the Cubans by being 
humane with prisoners, as the Cubans were with his soldiers; because he 
was humane, t cal Spain recalled him and sent to Cuba in his place 
General Weyler, commonly known as the butcher, and she says with instruc- 
tions to be humane. How can you make a lamb out of a hyena? This is an 
im bility. Time will tell, and a very short time at that, how he carries 
out his instructions. Let this Government act—not slowly, as the Herald 
suggests, but swiftly; it can not be tooswift—and Spain will understand that 
the United States are not going to tolerate or allow her to murder innocent 
and inoffensive old men, women, and children. 

From my own Renee ation, during the years 1863-1879, at which 
time I resided in Cuba, I know that if a race poomte ought to have their inde- 

ence they are the Cubans. Under the Spanish rule they are not allowed 
have any voice in the government of the island, and are taxed to such an 
extent that if any city in the United States should try to collect an equal 
amount per capita it would refuse to pay and revolt in a short time and not 
stand it asthe Cubans have for years. 

Why should the United States recognize them? Because they have suf- 
fered so much th: m Spemanh sntereils cat ave enty teying to be vecagntne’ 
as human beings and of some value to this world. e not only ought to 

ze them, but to help to drive the Spanish from this part of the world. 
We have not to go to Armenia to find work for the Red Cross Society, for in 
Cuba I have seen men torn from their homes at night, taken on board of a 
Spanish man-of-war, condemned to exile to the Isle of Fernando Po,and not 
even allowed to say good-bye to their families. Men taken from trains and 
shot. Prisoners would be condemned without being allowed any defense, 
and sent to Habana, but never reach there—shot on the way by the 
who said they tried to escape. 

In February, 1893, 1 was in Habana; heard some of the shots that sent some 
of the Cubans to their final resting place. They came from the country un- 
der promise of full pardon if they would leave the island; they came under 
this promise to Ha went on the royal mail steamer, and were shot 
down by the harbor police, acting under the orders of the Government, 
while taiking to their wives and children in their staterooms. These men 
had come under a flag of truce, supposed to be ted by all nations of the 
world, but not by the 8 sh Government. Under such state of affairs as 
this a halt should be ed and the Spanish rule in America should be made a 
thing of the past. The nation that should do this is the United States. In- 

vad of going slow in giving the Cubans belligerent rights they should go fast 
to help them to their independence. These are the ideas of 
A NATIVE AMERICAN. 
_ PHILADELPAIA, February 15, 1896. 


Those are the ideas of a native American, whose name is here. 
If the Senator from Maine wants to know it I will give it to him, 
but I will not put it in the Recorp. That is only a part of the 
recitals I could bring upon authentic statements of personal 
knowledge in regard to the ten-yeurs war. 

Here is a man, J. Frank Clark, who is the correspondent of the 
Richmond (Va.) Times, and who writes from Habana under date 
of March 7, 1896. He goes on to say: 


Arrests of civilians under the sweeping provisions of General Weyler's 
lamationsof February 16 have made at such arate and in many cases 
with so little evidence of gals that General Weyler was compelled a week ago 
to issue instructions to his officers to be more careful, as he required more 
proof than verbal denunciation. Yesterday he issued a circular, in which he 
stated that absolute proof must be furnished by other than interested 
before accused prisoners will be de . warning commanders that 
they will be hel ble for false arrests. Without doubt General Wey- 
ler has in view the effect of this order abroad as well as here, for the manner 
in which Cubans who have never borne armsagainst 8; have been 
from their homes, from their families, the stores, or their farms and thrown 
into prisons with felons and after a few days’ delay placed on board ship for 
what is probably the vilest penal colony on the face of the earth has become 
ashame that cries aloud for redress. 
General Weyler upon his arrival set at liberty a number of these civilian 
risoners whom General Pando had taken from their daily occupation in 
eastern end of the Island. I saw twenty of them at the palace one day. 
They were white, intelligent looking, and bore the of 
rs or clerks. They were not 


e enemy. was made up a Spaniard. Since that time Ge 
See soe aiken kt cia sealed cali are ‘undreds have, 
‘Africa, and to the Isle of and the arrests 


however, been sent to Ceuta, 
increasing in number. 
DOES WEYLER APPROVE? 


General Weyler has removed the alcaldes of all towns in whom he had not 
ute lence, and has a: ted the ranking 


Grade of lieutenant 





motion for shooting war prisoners as soon as taken. 
are careful to have the prisoners or the peaceful citizens killed found j;, ; 
field after an engagement, but between the lines the manner in whic), ; 
victims met their death is not difficult to decipher. 





read, but will insert in my remarks: 


Spanish troops have been received here, but the authorities have )) . 
such obstacles in the way of correspondents that it is impossible to visi; 
localities and establish the facts. In a dozen cases refu : 
i have occurred state that after the rebels are driven away citizens \ 
no 
gents. 
talk in Habana that certain 
most cases obli 


haste in which 


and was told that the ple did not dread the insurgen 
of the excesses of the Bpa 
where towns have been used by the 


in the tropics th 

a charnel house before the end is reached. 

no provisions for weeks. People have lived by suck 

— Families have camped for ve the ruins of their homes in 
rned dis the nights 


thatch durin 
the ci 








proclamation the life or death of every man, woman, or child in their zona 
is in their hands. 
‘ to be a man of severe measures, a man who will quietly approve any ext. 
other claim paid by her to citizens of this country in the last thirty-five years? | act on their part. 
United States. 
surrection is not a fair one. In the former the Cubans never had in the field | Cubans who sympathize with the insurgents. 
iwnore than 7,000 men, and they werecontined tothe eastern district and never | i 


A large proportion of these commanders believe We, 


They look upon his circulars as intended for effect j;, ; 
They look for no punishment for summary executio:, 
They expect praise and | 

n their reports ¢ 


He then gives a number of other cases, which I will not sto ; 


OTHER MASSACRES. 
Dozens of reports of affairs similar in that unarmed citizens are killo | 


from towns w 
were shot down and counted in the official reports as dead ins r. 

he Government officials deny these stories, and while it is com» 

affairs were butcheries the correspondents ar. 

to accept the Government version. 

towns where nearly every family had tied in terr’r, leay;; 
upon the tables and everything in disorder, showing : 
es were abandoned. I talked with thefew who remai 
bat fled from fear 
in some sect ions 
. the insurgents have burned the 





panish troops. On the other 


whole and the le were left homeless. Other towns which hayo 
harbored rebels have m destroyed by the Spanish troops, and the wreck 
Nn eg a eee et Oe Ss pitital to con- 


NATURE ALONE IS KIND. 
But for the warmth of the climate and the ease with which life is sustained 
ousands would have perished eve this, and the island woud }. 
In many towns there have be: n 
Sugar cane and eating 
and crawling under a 
who could have sought refuge in 
and the few in proportion who had the means have escaped t: the 
United States, Mexico, or some other country where peaceable citizens are 
not liable to summary execution. 
There is a great deal more of it, but I do not choose to encum- 
ber the RecorpD with these statements on either side further than 
to show that a state of open, horrid war exists in Cuba, and it is 
a war which involves the peace, the property, the rights, the lib- 
erties, and the lives of American citizense who happen to be there. 
Our treaty of 1795 and all our treaties since that time, thouyh 
none has really changed the attitude of the Governments toward 
each other since that date on this question, rantees to our 
citizens the right to go into Cuba and reside there and carry on 
business and the like of that, and gives the same right to Spanish 
~—_ who come here. It is as much our duty to protect the 
= in this country as it is theirs to protect our people in 
Are they able to do it? Can they doit? The Spanish Govern- 
ment and the Spanish minister, in his memorandum which he sent 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, show their utter inability 
todo it. War is flagrant in that country, without the ability of 
either side to protect American j y and citizens against the 
other. I merely want to establisi that proposition; and it is not 
a matter of concern to me whether one Spaniard who is called a 
Cuban is more ferocious than another who is called a Spaniard 
roper. 
' That is not a question for us to decide. We are not weighing 
our sympathies in the balance. Neither our sympathy nor our 
indignation ought to enter into this case at all. Yet we can not 
of course avoid it in giving our votes. But the line of action for 
us to take is to declare that a state of open, public war exists in 
Cuba and that the laws of war shall apply toit. We can not pro- 
tect our citizens otherwise. Are we to stand still when we know 
that our people and their property are being sacrificed in Cuba, 
and to wait, how long we do not know, ten years or twenty years, 
for a termination of a guerrilla warfare that exists there, whic) 
may amount to the extermination of the native population an‘ 
almost the entire Spanish army as well? Are we to wait for that 
result aoe we can interpose for the purpose of taking care of 
our peop } 
These resolutions, as has often been observed, are matters of opin- 
ion. We go no farther than the boundary and domain of opiniwn. 
The other House put in the opinion that in certain contingen“i’s 
and events the Government of the United States ought to be pre- 
pared to intervene. I like the resolution of the House better th: 
that of the Senate merely because it takes that —. for if this 
SS and the outrages and the _—— ten- 
rs war is to as they are being repeated, by the very 
ea people and cere same circumstances, then I say that '' 
becomes our duty to do that which General Grant was so anx10\'s 
to do—intervene and stop it. Yet we do not undertake on ©" 
part to declare for intervention, except that on certain conditions 
and under certain circumstancesit should become a matter of du'y 
a ee een the United States. That is our 
opinion, an expressed as our opinion. 
Tr onan t rose to on this case, now for the fourth 
time, I would have an opportunity of answering some of tLe 


the heat of the sun. 











1896. 
Re EEE 
flings which have been thrown at the Committee on Foreign Re- 


y committee and the like of that, 


t it is a sl 
lations, such ae s assachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the 


sy the senior Senator from 
Seaton from — [Mr. Have}. 
Oe ate thrust myself into this debate personally or as a mem- 
& of the Committee on Foreign Relations. , 
we have most caretuliy, attentively, faithfully examined into all 
ass 0 
of the Seerioan citizens in legislative assemblies and elsewhere, 
a we have undertaken in forming our opinions, and only to that 
extent, to conform them to what we believe to be the truth as it 
has been ascertained and expressed by the great body of American 
citizens. ‘There is where we stand, in perfect line with the Amer- 
ican people in the expression of their candid, honest, sincere, and 


* opinion. 
“Son tt will a do for the purpose of overturning those opin- 


ions for anyone to say that that committee must have summoned 
before it those who were personal eye observers of all these things. 
American opinion is formed justly and honestly upon the broad 
facts of the case as they are known tothe American people. They 
have sought for information through the best and most sincere 
and candid sources of information, for the purpose of informing 
themselves as to the opinions that they ought toentertain. These 
are not new to us. ey are old opinions. They are opinions 
that have been i in respect to Cuba and her relations 
to Spain now for more than forty years—yes, through the whole 
of this century. ; : 

The House resolution now before us and the Senate resolution 
differ only as a strong expression of opinion differs from one that 
js stronger and a ‘= field of consideration differs from one that 
is wider. 

* In both resolutions the two Houses have confined themselves to 
the mere expression of opinions, neither of them having taken any 
action that is intended to define the legal attitude of the Gov- 
ernment or the people of the United States toward Spain or Cuba. 

Our attitude toward Spain is that of peace. Our relation to 
Cuba is that of and sympathy. 

We have opinions as to the conduct of Spain, in peace and war, 
toward her “*gem of the Antilles” that are disagreeable to that 
monarchy that we feel at liberty to express; that our people, al- 
most with one accord, have expressed; that we are compelled to 
express, as they relate to the condition of a people who are so near 
to our borders, and so intimately associated with our people, so- 
cially and commercially; opinions that we would expressif Cuba 
were as distant from us as Armeniais. A decent regard for the 
liberty that is sustained and encouraged by our own free institu- 
tions requires us, at least, to disavow our open or tacit approval 
of the conduct of Spain toward Cuba for the last thirty years. 

In doing this in proper language, which conveys no censure, if 
we offend against Spain, we disclaim such a purpose, but we will 
not cn that account violate, or conceal thetruth. The expression 
of our opinion on this subject has given oe offense to Span- 
iards ae toSpain, which we would deeply regret if they 
were unjust; as they are not. 

These opinions have given serious offense to some cidevant 
Americans who edit newspapers, and others who write anony- 
mous threats in letters and on postal cards to members of Con- 


gress. 

That interesting body of emigrés in the great cities of Europe, 
new pupils in the old schools of feudalism, who, to escape taxa- 
tion and the duties of American citizenship, and to enjoy the good 
society to which our coupon bonds admit them and the hospital- 
ities would otherwise seek for in vain in the kitchens and 
servants’ halls of London, Paris, and Berlin, are very much 
offended at the American opinion about Cuban affairs that is 


e in the votes of the two Houses on these resolutions. 
ne they own and control in New York, London, 
and Paris up in fervid abuse of Congress for responding to 


the uttered voice of the American people and for daring to utter 
a word of sympathy for Cuba. 

Yet they are not bold enough to attack the 262 votes to 17 in 
the House and the 64 votes to 6 in the Senate who voted these 


The story of “Johnny Hook,” read by the Senator from New 
York on last Thursday, and the resolutions of the general assem- 
State, and of Mississippi, which I have read, 
them that they are a little overmatched by the 
the two Houses of Congress, and in their anger they 
turn upon individuals of the Senate Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions and rend us. 

I have never had a very high + for those foreign princes 
and prime ministers whose familiarity with our refugees 
coventry is for money or Sloss recognition is 

Won by their mean and slavish contributions to their vainglory. 
ieee 2 contraband diplomacy is ‘the 
recent of informing our Government, through certain 
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But I believe, sir, that the oc- | 
great solemnity and too great importance to | 


I can only say that | 


petitions and of opinions expressed by thou- | 
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newspaper owners, of the views of European royalty as to Ameri 
can affairs and politics. 

Next to that is the meanness of that species of cowardice that 
selects a single friend of a great movement of the people, voiced 
in the resolutions of Congress, and assails that moveme: 
ing a personal assault on him. 

i would not make a personal matter in the 


vement by mak- 


Senate of anything 


| that such persons choose to say about me in their ney rs, but 

the eifort to disparage a great public measure by attributing to 

me a purpose in its advocacy that has no place i iy thoughts, 
and never had, is a wrong against the public welfare. | 

If I were asked, as I may have been, and as has often been asked 

on the floor of the Senate in this session of Congress, where we are 

to get the money to meet the expenses of war, if we should have 


to meet its horrors, I would answer that we would not find it 
necessary to borrow it, as our mines would furnish all we might 
need for that purpose. This is true; but it is no more a reason 
for going to war than would be the increased value of iron, or 
coal, or wool, or cotton, or sugar, or copper that would result 
from war. 

The production of both gold and silver would be increased by 
- foreign war in which we might engage. 

saw the Confederacy arm its soldiery, while the war was fla- 
grant, by digging the iron ore and the coal from the earth to 
fashion into guns and swords, and the saltpeter from the caves to 
manufacture gunpowder. 

Since that development of the genius of our people I have never 
feared that the mighty resources of our penuia wi 
to any war that may befall us. 

Such fears only beset those feudalists who are rich enough to 
dread the taxes of warfare and the cost of hiring substitutes. If 
the liberties and rights of our people rested alone upon the shoul- 
ders of gamblers in stocks and men who make corners on the food 
and raiment of the patrioticsoldiers who must fight our battles, the 
bulls and the bears of the great exchanges would crucify the Re- 
public and cast lots for its raiment, in the presence, even, of the 
thick darkness that would enshroud its death. 

No; I would not sacrifice any honest American citizen, however 
poor, in a cause that is not holier than life and sweeter than all 
its hopes. YetI would not sacrifice his liberties or the true honor 
of his country to secure the comfort or increase the wealth of 
every heartless monopolist and nabob in Europe and America. 

I abhor the man who would sacrifice human life in any cause 
save that of justice and liberty. It is this that excites my utmost 
resentment, when I see men, women, and children starved by 
feudal monopoly in any of its hideous forms. It is this that com- 
pels me to despise the minions of monopoly—the craven feuda- 
tories—when, for hire, they sell their influence to increase poy- 
erty and breed despair, and seek the shelter of our flag to betray 
our people by vile assaults upon true Americans who would de- 
fend them with their lives. 

The Senate, that stands in perpetual organization as the bulwark 
of the Republic—an eternal rock of defense—is the body that these 
hired traitors assail with unceasing warfare. That they find sup- 
port in high feudal quarters, and sometimes in the membership of 
this body, is as true of us as it was in other times when the foun- 
dations of government sank and disappeared in anarchy. But 
our Senate is an everlasting rock of defense to the Republic, and 
the powers of death will not prevail against it. 

Some Senators have done me the injustice, through a total mis- 
understanding of my position on these resolutions when they were 
pending in the committee, to charge me with the motive and pur- 
pose of fomenting a war with Spain. 

I state without hesitancy that the cry of Cuba for justice, hu- 
manity, and mercy, in which there thrills a plea for liberty to 
which we have listened for a half century, has the full right of 
appeal to all that I am and all that I feel as a citizen of the 
United States. It has not fallen upon dull ears or a listless and 
hardened heart. But for the restraints imposed upon me by the 
solemn responsibilities of my duty as a Senator I would be abreast 
with the foremost of those tens of thousands of Americans who 
urge us to decisive intervention in the name of humanity. 

But every member of the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
its records and the records of the Senate will bear me witness that 
I have moved slowly and with extreme caution in the course of our 
progress in this matter. 

I have not the honor of the acquaintance of the Spanish minis- 
ter or of any Cuban agents, and [ have even been rude in my re- 
fusal to receive or communicate with the Cuban agents while this 
matter was pending in the committee. Above all else I desired to 
reach impartial conclusions upon the best evidence that was avail- 
able as to our rights of neutrality by recognizing that open, gen- 
eral war that now exists in Cuba between the people and the Crown. 
My vote was for delay until we could be reasonably sure of our 

und, although I felt that patriots were dying for the cause of 
iberty while we deliberated about our giving a wound to the pride 
of theSpanish monarchy. I knew from the past history of Spanish 
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wars, beginning with the conquests of Cortez and Pizarro, and 
in the Netherlands, and the civil war in Spain at the close of the 
last century, and in the wars of the Mexican revolution and those 
of Central and South America, and e jally in the great ten- 
years war for emancipation and civil liberty in Cuba, and the 
wars for the republic in Spain, that Spanish enemies were all 
treated as rebels and traitors, and that submission or extermina- 
tion was the sole alternative of Spanish ferocity. 

Extermination is the established penalty for resistance to any 
demand of Spain when made upon Spanish subjects. If we must 
support their dominion against alleged insurrectionists, we must 
also support the utter ruin and destruction of those who rebel 
against Spanish authority for whatever cause. It is dear price 
for an American to pay for the forms and ceremonies of interna- 
tional comity and for the good will of a tyrannical despotism. 

Yet such seemed to be the demand of our own Government in 
its long and oft-repeated vigilant watch and guard against our 
own people which has converted every great harbor on our east- 
ern and southern coasts into a Spanish picket post, on which we 
have mounted guard with police and soldiers and warships, with 
their guns pointed at our own shores, 

On my part, I have followed these movements of our Govern- 
ment ‘‘afar off,” but with faithful obedience. 

So I waited in silent discontent while the tide of blood still flowed 
and the fires of desolation swept the beautiful island. 

At last the time for action came; the time when threadbare pa- 
tience could no longer conceal the demand of duty, and the com- 
mittee took up its responsible task. 

I had offered no resolution in the Senate or in the committee, 
and had the whole field to select from. They were all intense in 
expression and decisive in their proposed action. 

Any one of them would have provoked Spain to war as certainly 
as a torpedo in the neck of a Spanish bull would excite him to 
deadly war against the matador, 

And yet not one of them that related to belligerent rights was, 
in law or by intention, in the least degree hostile to Spain. 

No decent, law-abiding, or self-respecting nation in Christen- 
dom would have treated such resolutions as derogatory to its 
pride, insulting to its honor, or unfriendly in purpose. 

Yet [had read enough of Spanish history in Cuba from authen- 
tic statements of our own Government, made directly in the teeth 
of Spain, to know that any movement, even to lessen the horrid 
barbarities of Spanish warfare, would cause her to charge upon 
us as @ Spanish bull would charge a red flag in their national 
sport. 

When we took up this mass of —— lying before me, which 
is growing daily, I presented a declaration and resolutions that 
were the mildest possible plea for humanity in the mere conduct of 
the war. I will ask the Secretary to read them. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
present der orable war in the Island of Cuba has reached a magnitude that 
concerns civilized nations to the extent that it should be conducted, if 
unhappily it is longer to continue, on those principles and laws of warfare 
that are acknowl to be obligatory upon civilized nations when en 
in open hostilities, including the treatment of captives who are enlisted in 
either army; due respect to cartels for exchange  precnges and for other 
military peypoese:, truces and flags of truce; the provision of proper hospitals 
and hospital supplies and services to the sick and wounded of either army. 

Resolved further, That this representation of the views and opinions of 
Congress be sent to the President, and if he concurs therein that he will, ina 
friendly spirit, use the good offices of this Government to the end that Spain 
shall be requested to accord to the armies with which it is e in war the 
rights of belligerents as the same are recognized under the laws of nations, 

Mr. MORGAN. I will have the declaration preceding the reso- 
lutions and forming the report of the committee inserted in my 
——_ without stopping to read it. The Senate is familiar 

th it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The wee 
Foreign 


































submitted by Mr. MoraGan, from the Committee on 
lations, January 29, 1896, is as follows: 
The Congress of the United States, deeply regretting the unhappy state of 
hostilities ee in Cuba, which has again been the result of the demand of 
a large number of the native population of that island for its independence, 
in a spirit of respect and roars for the welfare of both countries, earnestly 
desires that the security of life and property and the establishment of per- 
manent peace and of a government thatis satisfactory to the people of Cuba 
should be accom h 

And to the extent that the people of Cuba are seeking the rights of local 
self-government for domestic pernonss, the Congress of the United States 
expresses its earnest sympathy with them. The would also wel- 
come with satisfaction the concession, by 5; , of com plete sovereignty to 
the people of that island, and would y give to sucha veer, con- 
ceaston the cordial euppest of the United States. Thenear proximity of Cuba 
tothe frontier of the United States, and the fact that it is universally regarded 

tifies that so closely 
of our 

not be in 


reial welfare people, that Congress can 
Bot be erent to the fact that civil war is flagrant among the people of 


Nor can we longer overlook the fact that the destructive character of this 
‘war is doing serious harm to the rights and interests of our on the 
island, and to our lawful commerce, the and freedom of which are 
safeguarded by treaty obligations. In recent past and in former years, 
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when internal wars have been waged for lon, riods and sanitc +) 
were disastrous to Cuba and injurious toSpain, the Svammmane of the Unit 
States has always observed with perfect faith all of its duties tow... 12 
gerents. ' 
It was a difficult task thus forced upon the United States, but it y.., 
formed with vigor, im ty, and justice, in the hope that Spain wou)) 


anexous> the —* of eo — poceie = to os them peace, eo); bg 
ment, and prospe 4 rable resu s no mac shed. Tta 
failure has not resulted from rot een a 


any interference on the part of our pe 
Government with the peeme or government of Cuba. 

The hospitality which our trea’ the laws of nations, and the laws «¢ (), »; 
tianity have extended to Cuban refugees in the United States has cays.) 1, 
trust on the part of the Spanish Government as to the fidelity of 
ernment to its es ieee neutrality in the frequent insurrectj,, + 
people of Cuba t Spanish authority. This distrust has often bw...” 
source of serious annoyanee to our people, and has led toa spirit of re. )\,; ro 
toward Spanish authority in Cuba, thus giving rise to frequent contr; 
between the two countries. The absence of sible government oo 
with powers adequate to deal directly with questions between the ;, % 
the United States and the people and political authorities of the is!,,,,) ),.. 
been a frequently recurring cause of delay, protracted imprisonmen: «4. 
cations of property, and the detention of our people and their s}hj),. ./, 
pos srountions c , which has been a serious grievance. ; 

en insurrections haye occurred on the Island of Cuba the tem), 
unlawful invasion by reckless persons has given toour Governmen: . 
trouble, and much expense in the enforcement of our laws and tr.-.:: 
gations of neutrality, and these occasions have been so frequent as ¢., ))); 
ee duties unreasonably onerous upon the Government of th. |; 

3. 

The devastation of Cuba in the war that is now being waged, both with fp 
and sword, is an anxious and disturbing cause of unrest among the j..))|0 
the United States, which creates strong grounds of meoteet against 
tinuance of the —. for power between Cuba and Spain, which is pyc 
changing the issue to one of existence on the part of a great num!) y «1 


native ie. 

It is neither just to the relations that exist between Cuba and the ni: 
States nor isit in keeping with the spirit of the age or the rights of |iumani 
that this struggle should be protracted until one party or the oth: 
become exhausted in the resources of men and money, thereby \ 
both until they may fall a prey to some stronger pers, or until the str 
of human —, or the resentments engendered by long and }\oody 
— should draw into the strife the unruly elements of neight. ring coun- 

es. 

This civil war, though it is great in its proportions and is conduct. 
armies that are in complete organization and sted and controlled by su- 
preme military authority, has not the safeguard of a cartel for the treatment 
of wounded soldiers or prisoners of war. 

In this feature of the warfare it becomes a duty of humanity that the ciy- 
ilized powers should insist upon the application of the laws of war reeo mized 
among “ivilized nations to both armies. As our own people are drawn into 
this struggle on both sides, and enter either army without the consent ur 
Government and in violation of our laws, their treatment when th: uy be 
wounded or captured, although it is not regulated by treaty and ceases to ba 
pene care of our Government, should not be left to the revengeful re- 

tions which ex them to the fate of pirates or other felons 

The inability “ee to subdue the revolutionists by the measures and 
within the time would be reasonable when aeeued to occasions of ordi- 
nary civil disturbance is a misfortune that can not be justly visited upon cit- 
izens of the United States, nor can it be considered that a state of open civil 
war does not exist, but that the movement is a mere insurrection and its 
eugpetters a mob of criminal violators of the law, when it is seen that it re- 
qu an army of 100,000 men and all the naval and military power o! « great 

om even to hold the alleged rebellion in check. 

It is due to the situation of affairs in Cuba that Spain should recogni 
existence of a state of war in the island, and should voluntarily aceon 
armies opposed to her authority the rights of belligerents enuer the | 


nations. 
e of the United States, recognizing the fact that the matters 
herein referred to are properly wi the control of the Chief Executive 
until, within the principles of our Constitution, it becomes the duty of Con- 
to define the attitude of the Government of the United States 
considerations to the President in support of 

resolution: 


the Senate (the House of (oy mana concurring), That the 
present Gupierense war in the Island of Cuba has reached a magnitude that 
concerns all ci nations to the extent that it should be conducted, if un- 
aaa = is longer to continue, on those principles and laws of war! 
are acknowledged to be obligatory upon civilized nations when «» 
open hostilities, including the treatment of captives who are enlisted in eit h 
army; due respect to cartels for exchange of prisoners and for other m lit: 
urposes; truces and flags of truce; the provision of proper hos))\'a 
Pospital supplies and services to the sick and wounded of either arm; 
Resolved further, That this tation of the views and opinions of 
Re SS ; and if he concurs therein that he will, in 
a friendly spirit, use the good offices of this Government to the end that 
8 requested to to the armies with which it is engaged in 
wes the rights of belligerents, as the same are recognized under the laws of 
nations. 
Fesrvuary 5, 1896.—Mr. MorGAn, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
reported the following concurrent resolution as a substitute for « oncur 
rent resolution No. 19, reported January 20, 1896: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House o; ememereenes concurring), The in the 
of pu war exists between the (iovern- 


opinion a condition 
ment of and the Government proclaimed and for some time maintained 
; and that the United States of \» 


Shoabh sabutetn a strict neutrality between the comsending _—< 8, a 
ing to each all the rights of ts in the ports an rritor) 
United States. 
Mr. MORGAN, I felt that I owed an explanation to th: «om 
mittee for the mildness of such a response to the demand «1 our 
le for a more cogent expression. 
I said to the committee, in substance: ; 
“T offer this declaration because it places the United St'°s 
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Spanish throne. Spain knows this, and her pride will force her 
to prefer to lose Cuba in conflict with some great power rather 
than surrender it as she has dons her other American possessions, 
to a body of insurrectionists whom she despises and denounces in 
the most opprobrious terms. So far as I am concerned I am con- 
yinced that war with Spain is inevitable as the outgrowth of this 
Cuban affair. It will come at an early day, and nothing but our 
denunciation of the Cubans can delay the conflict. In voting for 
this mild declaration I feel that I am in the act of drawing the | 
sword and laying it upon this table, and am saying to Spain. ‘ Take | 
it up if you will.’” — ‘ 

The committee laid aside a resolutions and adopted, provi- 
sionally, a much stronger one than those which I proposed. 

At the next meeting the committee addpted my declaration and 
resolutions and ordered me to report them to the Senate, which I 
dig ithin twenty-four hours the cable brought us accounts that 
this overture excited anger in Madrid for its insolence, contempt 
for its weakness, and derision for its singularity, and with it there 
came a storm of blustering gasconade. 

Campos was recalled, and the temper of Spain was heated to 
the degree that Pee oe could keep pace with. Weyler was 
ordered $0 Cuba. e committee met again and concluded, after 
anxious discussion, to set aside the resolutions they had ordered 
me to report, and directed me to report the resolution that passed 
the Senate after being amended with the addition of the resolu- 
tion for Cuban independence offered by the Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania. 

Now, what excuse can there be for the attack made upon me 
in the Senate, followed by some newspapers in New York, charg- | 
ing me with drawing the sword and challenging Spain to take it 
up, and that I had said to some person whose name is not men- | 
tioned that I desired a war with Spain because it would result in | 
the remonetization of silver? 

Why did they not charge that motive to me for the earnest 
support I gave to Mr. Olney’s noble avowal and definition of the | 
Monroe doctrine? Men from the North send me postal cards | 
warning methat Maceo is a negro, a very black one, they say, and | 
advising me to quit the country and consort with him in the 
Cuban cabinet. 

This thrust deserves, atleast,a parry. The freedom of the slaves | 
was a prime factor in the ten-years’ war in Cuba, which begun at | 

| 





the close of our civil war. In both wars negro troops were used, | 
and with nearly equal savagery. In Cuba, as in our Southern | 
States, the mass of the negro population adhered to their masters. 
In Cuba the masters took sides with the Government; in the 
United States the Government was at war with the slaveholders. | 
General Grant and Mr. Fish, his Secretary of State, desired 
above all things else connected with Spanish troubles the eman- 
cipation of the slaves. The Republicans in Spain adopted the 
American demand for emancipation, and upon these ideas they | 
dethroned Amadeus and established a Republic. In the time ef | 
the ra an ordinance of gradual er yt sa was pro- | 
clai But the Spanish sugar planters and the New York sugar | 
merchants and refiners found it to their interest to crush out | 





blessing, like the air of the heavens, the sweet waters that flow 
from the green hills, and the safe shelter of the roof tree of home, 
should be the heritage of every freeman. 

I would rather be in the cabinet of a republic with Gomez and 
Maceo than in the cabinet of the Spanish monarchy with Valma- 
seda and Weyler. 

1 gather my impression of the war policy and methods of the 
Spanish monarchy from the records of impartial history, without 
any prejudice against these people. The progress of civilization 
seems to have no effect or tendency to mitigate the stern rule of 
extermination applied by Spain to all who are found in rebellion 
against her authority. No country in Europe, and probably none 
in the world, has suffered more revolutionary changes in govern- 
ment than Spain has had during the present century. 

In the previous growth of the Spanish monarchy both hemi 
spheres were watered with innocent blood and dotted with graves 
of innocent people of all ages and conditions, to extend the do- 
minion of avarice and pride through the destruction of all op 
posing political or religious parties and sects that Spain had the 
ower tocrush. After Protestant Netherlands had fought for her 


iberties and had lost a full generation in the struggle, Spain's 


period of decline set in rapidly. Since the year 1800 scarcely a 
period of three years, on the average, has elapsed without a 
change of government in the mother country or in the colonies 
that involved war, attended with great sacrifice of life. 


In the transitions of the colonies into independent republics 
under our great example, this young and then unproved Republic, 


the near neighbor and sympathetic exemplar of free constitu- 
tional government by a course of honorable justice and firm 


assertion of our rights and the careful observance of duty, main- 
tained its neutrality during the prevalence of wars for independ- 
ence in the great colonies of Spain. 

We did not withhold our expressions of sympathy for the colo- 
nies in revolt, or refuse to recognize their rights as belligerents, 
or their independence when that was won or appeared to be cer- 
tain of realization; yet we took no part in these wars, and had no 
thought of taking advantage of them for territorial aggrandize- 


| ment. These facts should impress Spain with our sense of justice 
| and duty, when, to save our people from suffering the losses and 


hardships of the present war in Cuba, we seek only to apply the 
laws of civilized warfare to an open, confessed, and universally 
admitted state of civil war in that island. 

We do not seek to change our relations to Cuba upon any claim 
of right to interfere in the domestic affairs of Spain in that island 
any more than we doin Puerto Rico, where war does not exist. 
Our duty isto our own people, and it is a duty that Spain can not 
prevent us from performing. Wehave,ina spiritof forbearance, 
omitted to demand our rights in the chronic state of war that has 
afflicted Spain during all this nineteenth century, and have gone 
no further than to protest against the losses of liberty, life, and 
property that have been entailed on our people in these Cuban in- 
surrections. We have stood by while our people were being mur- 
dered in Cuba and their property confiscated without law or a 
trial, and only in a few cases have we been able, after long delay, 
to collect the price of this blood in money. We find now that 


Gomez and Cisneros, who were fighting for the full emancipa- | our forbearance is.reckoned with as if it were weakness, and our 


tion of the negroes, and for the independence of the island, and 
General Grant and Mr. Fish came to believe that the Republic in 
Spain, having been abandoned in favor of the Crown, that it was 
better for the Cubans that they should surrender on pledges guar- 
anteeing im t liberties to them, and that a republic was 
then im e in the island. 

General Grant, acting against his personal convictions and the 
humane pathies of his nature, sent in his message of June, 
1870, to recommend the a of belligerent rights 
for the Cubans. That refusal virtually ended the war, and Gomez 
neros to resume the civil presidency, and the emancipated slaves, 
Sian of the tion, united with them to raise again the flag 

The population in Cuba is about in the same proportion 
that in the United States. This added element of military 
strength accounts, in a large degree, for the great increase of the 
forces at war with Spain. 

Those men of the North mistake me when they assume that I 
could have any prejudice toward the negro race that would cause 
me to deny to them government, safety in life and property, 

every that I enjoy in our free Republic. 
I donot any more than Congress or the people of the 
District of Columbia believe, that the negro race is a useful or 
factor in the government of a great Republic. We 
Indian tribes and the Chinese on even a lower scale in 
puitical governmen while we give them full measure of liberty. 
from the 


= 


negro has same . as = — a. to escape 
tyrannical despotism of Spain an ave . 
4 tunity to enjoy the true and full value of independence. co. at 





neutrality is abused by Spain. 

I prefer, and our people demand, that Spain shall not destroy our 
citizens or their property on a credit, but she must hereafter pay 
as she goes. We no longer choose to permit our people to be per- 
secuted and slain by either party in Cuba under the pretext that 
neither of them has the power to prevent such wrongs, and if it 
must be, we will intervene to prevent it, even at the risk of shock- 
ing the keen sense of propriety that some Senators are troubled 
with. 

In the midst of the last ten years’ war in Cuba Spain, on the 
11th of February, 1873, discarded the monarchy and established the 
republic under Fiqueras. It had been three years in process of 
full development, but the tendency was all the time toward the 
republic. Isabella fled to France in 1868, and a triumvirate under 
Serrano formed a provisional government. Cuba was immediately 
involved in revolution. Much blood was shed in Spain to promote 
the republic, and many lives were destroyed in Cuba to sustain the 
same cause, 

The emancipation of the slaves was the avowed task of the 
Republic of Spain, and in this Government General Grant felt 
that Cuban independence would ultimately find its greatest ally 
and friend. 

No one could have been more determined than General Grant 
was that the republican movements in Spain and Cuba should 
result in the abolition of slavery. This great purpose inspired 
and strengthened every hope of good that he expected from that 
revolution both in Spain and Cuba. Spain was striving to put 
down monarchy at home and to put down the republic in Cuba. 
Spain, whether it was monarchic or republican, clung to slavery 
in Cuba, and a large body of Cubans demanded the abolition of 
slavery and the republic, with national independence. 

General Grant was convinced that the success of the republio 
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in Spain would result in the abolition of slavery in Cuba. and that 
the people of Cuba would not be able, against the opposition of 
both parties in Spain, to abolish slavery. His policy then became 
clear and definite. It was to encourage the republic in Spain on 
the condition that the Republic would abolish slavery in Cuba. 
This condition was accepted by the republic in Spain and was 
ultimately accent 

The people of the United States were restive under the horrors 
of the Spanish methods of warfare in Cuba, and in 1870 General 
Grant sent his message to Congress to inform them of the grounds 
upon which he discouraged their demand for belligerent rights for 
the Cubans in arms. This was when the insurrection had pro- 
gressed only a single year. 

Had the United States then recognized the rights of belliger- 
ency in favor of the Cubans, it would have united all parties in 
Spain against the emancipation of the slaves. The great and in- 
spiring hope of a voluntary act of emancipation would have per- 
ished and the antislavery men in the United States would have 
been driven to the alternative of liberating the slaves in Cuba by 
force, and to the odium of encouraging a servile insurrection in 
order to promote anarchy for the sake of emancipation. The 
other alternative, of procuring the freedom of the slaves in Cuba 
through the creation of the republic in Spain, was free from any 
strain on American sentiment and was joyfully accepted by the 
President. 

But General Grant would not intervene to repress the people of 
Cuba in their struggle for independence. All he could do, until 
emancipation of the slaves was secured, was to await results with- 
out interference. His good offices were constantly pressed upon 
the Republic of Spain for a settlement that would add to their 
decree of emancipation of the slaves a guarantee of equal rights 
and liberties to the native white Cubans. This pledge was ob- 
tained from Spain, and Gomez and Cisneros laid down their arms 
and, accepting this pledge, became most active and efficient in 

rsuading the Cuban people to desist from further warfare. 

he treaty was made and broken by the Spaniards, cruelly broken, 
and the emancipated slaves are united with the native white peo- 
ple in a renewed demand for the republic, for liberty, for justice, 
and for the safety of life. 

General Grant could not openly declare this ot line of policy. 
That would have been fatal to his success. If our people could 
have seen it they would have been more patient during the eight 
years of cruel warfare that followed after the repressive message 
of 1870. But they felt that their Government was looking with in- 
difference upon the horrible saturnalia of blood and fire which 
President Grant mentioned, as a warning to Spain, in the message 
of 1870, and they went alone and in small bands to the devastated 
islands, to help the patriot people in their war for existence, 

General Grant was far from viewing those atrocities with in- 
difference. I will read a letter of Mr. Fish to Admiral Pablo after 
awhile that will clear that point, and will show the grounds on 
which I rest our present action. That letter would sustain a line 
of action far more decisive and effectual than is now proposed. 
I have not chosen to adopt it,on my part, because I do not wish 
to give Spain any eee for any result that her conduct has in- 
vited which would seem to cast the blame on the United States. 

Let the attitude of Spain toward the native people of Cuba, black 
and white, find its justification or its excuse in her own policies 
and counsels, and not in anything short of a positive duty that 
we shall do. 

In my studies of the situation in Cuba and of the duties of Con- 
gress connected witb it I have taken the message of 1870 as my 
guide, although I believe it is far too narrow in its limitations 
upon our rights, and I have found that the facts of the war in 

ba and the law as it is stated in that message bring the case 
entirely within the most restricted requirements of that paper. 

We have never settled the powers of Congress, acting independ- 
ently of the President, as to mandatory action with reference to 
the recognition of a state cf beliigerency or a declaration of war. 
We do not know what is, or will be, the policy of the President 
in the Cuban imbroglio, Acting, then, as representatives of States 
that memorialize Con, and the people who shower petitions 
upon us, it is wiser that our response to them should indicate 
clearly the opinions of Congress rather than some decisive act to 
which the Executive might dissent. When the people and Con- 
gress have expressed their opinions in a way that is practically 
unanimous, if the President does not concur he will assume the 
responsibility. 

he letter to which I referred, Mr. President, is that of Mr. 
Fish to Admiral Polo de Bernabé, who was at that time the min- 
ister of Spain to this country. Mr. Fish says, in some of the 
places which I will quote, what I will read. I will put the entire 
part of the letter referring to this matter in the ORD as an 
appendix to myspeech. On the 10th of September, 1869, the min- 
ister of transmarine affairs at Madrid, in an official paper, said: 
A deplorable and pertinacious tradition of 
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it still appears full of the i 


of the coun and the creative and 
bite productive 


the system may now have eeey they 


improved in 
being less felt 
error, which is upheld by the force of ¢ _ 
dition, and the necessary influence of interests created under their Protec 
tion, which, doubtless, are d of so far as they are reconc; 
with the requirements of justice, with the common welfare, and wit} 
principles on which every liberal system should be founded. 
——-, political as well as i 

man 


Mr. Fish says, after quoting this remark: 

But while admitting the existence of the injuries which had provoked ¢| 
outbreak at Yara, the government of the revolution of 1868 refusod : 
edy them until the armed insurrection sbould be suppressed. ** Spain w >), 
already have given all constitutional liberties to Cuba,” said Mr. Sil \..), 
General Sickles, “if the unfortunate insurrection of Yara, and the «ry 
‘Death to Spain,’ uttered by «ome Cubans, had not alienated the symp 
of the nation, and obli the government to accept the impolitic cont. <+ :, 
which it was provoked. The government considers that it can come to j,> 
definite decision in regard to tne political situation and future gover, t 
of the Island of Cuba until the insurgents lay down their arms and ceas t,o 


struggle.” 
Then Mr. Fish says: 


8 
A chang» of 
. chang 
rative, is therefore imperatively , ; 


f 


That is the quotation. 


This would indicate that it is the resistance to admitted wrongs, and pot 
the wrongtulness of resistance, which Spain is endeavoring to repress 


I pass on to some few other extracts. Mr. Fish says: 


It must be frankly confessed that there were many persons in the Unit 
States who shared the theoretical opinions of the Spanish statesmen, but \) 
could not agree in the diametrically opposite policy which Spain pursue) {v- 
ward Cuba under their directions. 

It was natural for the people of the United States to feel an interest jy, 
rosperity of Cuba. This and the reasons for it were well unierst. 
Madrid. Mr. Martos, in the presence of his colleagues. Mr. Becerra an \\r 
Rivero, had officially spoken to General Sickles of “the common intero-ts 
shared by the United States and Spain in Cuba.” He said “that whatever 
retarded the prosperity of the island was injurious alike to both countrics: 
that the welfare of Cuba was of more commercial importance to the United 

States than to the mother country.” 

Mr. Fish says upon this quotation: 

_ This wise statesman might have added that the interest of the Unit 
States in Cuba was heightened by a desire that the deadly struggle o: 
island might end in the acquisition of self-government (whether under 
free from Spanish rule was, of course, immaterial to an American) and 8 
abolition of slavery. Such was undoubtedly the fact. The undersigne( foe's 
convinced that these views were shared by the mass of the liberal statesi).) 
of Spain, modified probably by the patrictic wish that the island shou 
retain its political connection with Spain. But it could not be expected : 
foreigners would share in the full warmth of this wish of Spanish statesm n, 
The mass of the people of the United States certainly gave little heed to the 
matter beyond the natural preference that a disturbing element of European 
politics should be removed from the American system. 


I must pass on, because the time is drawing near when | must 
take my seat. 


On the 24th of March, 1869— 
Said Mr. Fish— 


the captain-general of Cuba issued a decree, which is referred to by Admiral 
Polo, and from which the ————e is an extract: 
in Spanish waters, or on the high + 


“Vessels which may be cay as 
near to the island, having on men, arms, and munitions, or effects thit 
can in any manner contribute, promote, or foment the insurrection in tis 
groarees, whatsoever their derivation and destination, after examination of 

heir papers and register, shall be de facto conside as enemies of t 1 
te¢rity of our territory, and treated as pirates, in accordance with the ordi- 
nances of the navy. 

** All persons captured in such vessels, without regard to their number, will 
be immediately executed.” 

A copy of this decree was received at this Department on the 2d of Apri! 
1869, the undersigned, although but then just entered upon the duti: of 
his office, and greatly pressed with other public matters requiring imm:i.ato 
attention, put everything aside, by direction of the President, and on the 
next date wrote as follows to the minister of Spain at Washington: 


I will only quote from that one paragraph: 

This Government certainly can not assent to the punishment by Sp2nih 
authorities of any citizen of the United States for the exercise of a privi! ce 
t which he may be entitled under public law and treaties. 

Mr. President, that is the law of Spain to-day in this war. 
Fish says further: 

The order to indiscriminately slaughter “all persons captured in such vos 
sels, without regard to their number,” could not but shock the sensi!) |' 
of all humane persons. The uadersigned felt, however, unwiling too jot 
to the execution of the order, except when proposed to be enforced ayuiust 
citizens of the United States. , 

I amsorry he was unwilling to do that, but he had agreat m 
or the President had, which held him in check. 

In regard to the second point thus stated by Admiral Polo's esteemed pre le 
cessor, the unde ed was constrained by a due regard to universally reo 
nized principles of international rights and duties to declare that, in th 
sence of a recognized state of war, it was no offense in the sailing vess.'s 
and steamers of the United States to carry arms and munitions of war! 
whomsoever it might concern. es 

I am sorry that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar) 8 
not oo to hear this overturning of the sedate and sage en\i 
ciation of the law made by the chairman of the Judiciary Cou 
mittee two or three times in this debate. 


The undersigned has uniformly said that no government can by the law °¢ 
nations be ¥ 
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hose citizens may be the parties engaged in the introduction 
ot the complies for estes of one of the belligurents 
Further on Mr. Fish says, when speaking of the decree of the 
o4th of March: 




























i ‘e decree of the 24th of March was soon followed by a proc- 

The ohio Seat — —_— maze ny to = — - ae . il- 
roc ation, made at Bayamo on the 4th of April, 1869, 

ized world. SE t of State on the 9th of May, the following an- 


ich reac De 
which reece ane de to Cabans who believed with Mr. Castelar, General 
pounce. Becerra, Mr. Silvela, Mr. Martos, Mr. Rivera, and other Spanish 
n, that Guba 


PeatentDe was suffering under oppression and wrong which ought 

to be rem 

nabitation (finca), 

That is Weyler’s decree now, with a little sugar coating: 
second. Every habitation unoccupied will be burned by the troops. 
That is in full force under Weyler’s decree. 


Third. Every sabitation from which does not float a white flag, as a signal 
that its occupants desire peace, will be reduced to ashes. 

Women that are not living at their own homes. or at the house of their 
relatives, will collect in the town of Jiguani, or Bayamo, where maintenance 


S y man, from the age of 15 years upward, found away from his 
y!°! and does not prove a justified motive therefor, will be 


will be provided. Those who do not present themselves will be conducted 
forcibly. 

What will happen to them on the way God only knows. Mr. 
Fish further says: 


The courses of trade and of social intercourse had carried many citizens of 
the United States into Cuba. When. therefore, this 3 —* reached 


the unde ed, the President thought it right toward Spain that, although 
scarcely crediting the uineness of the document, the undersigned should 
send the follo’ notice to Mr. Lopez Roberts: 


“In the interest of Christian civilization and common humanity,I ho 
that this docament isa forgery, If it be indeed genuine, the President {n- 
structs me, in the most forcible manner, to protest against such a mode of 
warfare, and to ask you to request the Spanish authorities in Cuba to take 
such steps that no aero having the right to claim the protection of the 
Gevernment of the United States shall be sacrificed or injured in the con- 
duct of hostilities upon this basis." 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I wish to announce to the Senate 
that in the morning. after the disposal of the routine business, I 
wish to address the Senate on the Cuban question, if there be no 
objection. Ihave been waiting for several days, and I am com- 

jled to leave the Chamber now, or I would remain and take the 

‘oor after my friend from Alabama has concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The notice will be entered. 

Mr. MORGAN. In my comments upon this matter,I shall be 
very brief, and shall conclude in a few moments. I desire to omit 
everything except what is absolutely essential to my purpose to 
show that there exists in Cuba to-day the same condition of affairs, 
the same decrees, issued even by the same men that Mr. Fish was 
denouncing in this letter to Admiral Polo in 1874. That was long 
after the m of the President of June, 1870, from which the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Have] read a brief extract: 

oe States were in a state of war when the orders referred to were 


issued— 
That is, the orders of our people— 


Spain hac not been slow in forcing upon them in the very incipiency of the 
rebellion her recognition of a state of war. She does not now recognize that 
she is herself at war, but appeals, as a precedent for her conduct, to rules 
prescribed for armies in the field. If she claims the rights, it is but logical 
that she accept the consequences of a state of war. 


I have pointed out in the course of this debate, from the reports 
of our own consuls, that the Spaniards treat our exports from this 
country into Cuba as being contraband of war at their will and 
. So they claim all the rights of war, but are not willing 
to submit to any of-its disabilities, the very case that Mr. Fish is 
commenting upon. Says Mr. Fish further: 

The undersigned is confident that Admiral Polo will feel a sincere pleasure 
in thus knowing that his information pangpeting these instructions has been 
incorrect. Even had it been correct, the accomplished and generous minister 
from Spain and the undersigned would alike feel unwilling to contend that 


two wrongs could make a right. 
Even in such case, however, it would be remembered that a worthy prece- 


I 


dent might be found in the practice of the United States during a rebellion 
of the most mighty ons, pending which not a prisoner was killed in 
cold blood; not a tical crime, however grave, was visited with capital 


t. The soil of the United States remains to this day unstained by 
first drop of blood taken from a political offender. Had thisexample heen 
wherever FN ee insurrection had arisen, many might now be 
living whose blood — — — aoe of _—_ ru = a 
appla exam mency an merosity which the 

7 cao aoe rd for lif ia y ks th 
rous rega or life an orgiveness marks the 
eer the United diates in other respects, and makes their penal codes 
the prevention more than to the punishment of crime, and often with- 
pols the enforcemen a ra ties when the danger nst which they are 
ve . is with much regre t is seen 
from the correspondence with the representatives of Spain for the past five 
years, and from the frequen’ ent compl ts (in the note of Admiral Polo, now 
) of the of the United States to enforce penalties and 


inflict that does not thize with the policy of clem- 
ency and forgiveness MEGS tn rented’ penimenent an the tot of the 
— which crime is denounced and as the sole means of prevent- 
ing at political offenses. The examples of the condition of the two 
countries must be the criterion to dete the comparative merits of the 

xis thes: ‘goes into an extensive discussion here of the rights of 
Vessels seas, and ng of the restrictions imposed 


upon of restrictions imposed upon land, he says: 
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ing the injuries which had been inflicted upon their native country, many 
fled from the island to the United States. And the undersigned can not dis- 
guise from himself that these Spanish subjects, driven from their native 
country, have attempted to abuse the hospitality of the United States 

The very accusation that is made here now by the present min- 
ister from Spain against the refugees from Cuba— 
that they have tried to make use of their safety here in order to regain what 
they had lost in Cuba, and that they have been restrained only by 
petual vigilance and zeal of the officers of the United Stat Alas! if the 
ears of the ministers of Amadeo and of the Republic could have been opened 
to the complaints of their Cuban friends, what criminations might have been 
spared us! 

I believe, Mr. President, that I shall refrain from further quo- 
tations from this very remarkable and very able letter, which 
covers the whole subject of the present Cuban insurrection. I 
noticed while that war was in progress Mr. Fish called to the 
attention of the Spanish Government in this letter to 22 cases ot 
serious outrage against the property and lives of American citi 
zens which remained to be adjusted after the war was over. I 
do not want to pile up a docket of that kind under these circum- 
stances; Ido not want to stand by until murder has been perpe- 
trated, attended with extreme cruelty and outrage, and to wait 
until some future time when, possibly, this revolutionary move 
ment may be crushed out, for us to demand of Spain as many 
even as 22 cases of reclamation and damages for wron ‘ 
suffered. 

We havesuffered enough ; we have spent enough money in stand- 
ing guard for Spain, and in keeping our people out of Cu and 
in restraining them, and in capturing their property and confiscat- 
ing it when the slightest proof of conspiracy could be found to 
exist in regard to a purpose of invasion of Cuba—we have spent 
enough, and we have suffered enough, and have stood these out- 
rages long enough; and, now that Spain is engaged ina war with 
Cuba that, evidently, is hopeless, I think, sir, that we may be par- 
doned if we express our opinion, to say the least of it 


the per 


vs we have 


that war 


| prevails there, and that those people ought to be entitled to the 
rights of belligerency, and our people ought to be entitled to the 
rights of neutrality, and be allowed the benefits of neutrality. 


I regret, Mr. President, that I have had to spend so much time 
in the discussion of this question: I never went into anything 
with more reluctance; but I have felt compelled to take all this 
toil upon myself simply because, in the accident of the passage of 
the resolutions through the committee it devolved upon me to 
make the report of the action of the committee, which put me in 
charge virtually of these resolutions. 

Sir, when we met in conference we found that the disagreement 
in these opinions of the two Houses related only to verbal crit 
cisms, and nothing more. I have said before, and I répeat it, 
the resolutions of either body would be entirely satisfacto: 
me; but in the House of Representatives, immediately after we 
sent our resolution to them, there was reported a resolution which 


that 


VY to 


involves a mere difference in stating an opinion and caused no 
upon my feelings or sensibilities. I remembered that we were 
attempting to do nothing but to express our opinions. 

After the resolution of the Senate went over to the House it 
there met the resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to which, of course, the House of Representatives felt 
naturally disposed to adhere. They passed their resolution; it 
was brought here; we disagreed to the amendment wh they 
proposed to the Senate resolution; and that disagreement brought 
us into a conference. In that conference we considered both of 
the resolutions, in fact, the whole programme of our previous 
action in both committees; and I think that we came to 4 pat 
otic conclusion when we determined that the two Houses of Con 
gress, in taking this mild but firm action on our part, would do 
injustice to the will, to the honor, to the express professions and 
belief of the people of this country if we should recede and find 
that we were incapable of agreeing in the method of the expression 
of our opinions. 

There is no preference in favor of the one over. the other, except 
that I believe, as I said to the committee at the time the resolu- 
tions were before it, that the passage of the amendment which 
was offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] to 
the effect that the President of the United States shall use h od 
offices with the Government of Spain to induce that ¢ ment 
to recognize the independence of Cuba might be con red by 
that Government, and very naturally I think would be considered 
by that Government, as an intrusive overture on our part, irritat- 


ing to their feelings. 
the fact. 

Now, I repeat what I have said on several occasions since I have 
been on my feet to-day. I do not wish to give to Spain or to any 
nation of this earth any apparent ground for criticising our action. 
I want us to stand on a line that includes our rights beyond dis- 

ute. That is the reason I have been willing to put up with opin- 
ions when I believed that acts ought to have been the expression 
of our opinions. I have never had any doubt that even the ex- 
pression of an opinion unfuvorableto the fanatical and deluded 
monarchy would be regarded as an act of hostility that would 
compel Spain to throw down the gage of war. 


I have not any doubt that such would be 
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APPENDIX. 


No. 21. 
Mr. Fish to Admiral Polo de Bernabé, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 18, 1874. 


The undersigned, Secretary of State of the United States, has the honor 
to acknowledge the reception of the note of 2d of February last, which his 
excellency Admiral Polo de Barnabé, the envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of Spain, addressed to him respecting the Virginius, and the 
assumed relations of the United States toward the insurrection in Cuba. 

The pressure of business incident to the session of Congress and a severe 
indisposition have prevented an earlier reply to that note. 7 

The undersi aed has observed with regret in Admiral Polo's note harsh 
expressions and unwarranted criticisms upon the official conduct of officers 
of the United States, which he feels confident would not have obtained ad- 
mission to the paper had they attracted the attention of the accomplished 
minister of Spain, whose sense of justice would not allow him to give expres- 
sion to what his sensitiveness and regard for the propricties of diplomatic 
correspondence would not permit him calmly to we 

The undersigned finds in the historical part of Admiral Polo's note many 
misapprehensions of facts (as the facts are understood by this Government), 
and many errors of omission, which need to be corrected before ente upon 
the particular argument respecting the Virginius. The undersigned will 
endeavor to do this as briefly as possible. 

The insurrection Which broke out at Yara, in the autumn of 1868, has had 
the unusual good fortune of having the justice of the complaints, which it 
alleges in its justification, recognized by those who are engaged in suppress- 
ing it. On the 10th of September, 1869, the minister of transmarine affairs at 
Madrid, in an official paper, said: 

“A deplorable and pertinacious tradition of despotism, which, if it could 
ever be justified, is without a shadow of reason at the present time, intrusted 
the direction and management of our colonial establishment to the agents of 
the metropolis, destroying, by their dominant and exclusive authority, the 
vital energies of the country, and the creative and productive activity of 
free individuals. And although the system may now have improved in some 
of its details, the domineering action of the authorities being less felt, it still 
appears full of the original error, which is upheld by the force of tradition, 
and the necessary influence of interests created under their protection, 
which, doubtless, are Gemeving of respect so far as they are reconcilable 
with the requirements of justice, with the common welfare, and with the 
principles on which every liberal system should bo founded. A change of 
ayeten, political as well as administrative, is therefore imperatively de- 
manded,”’ 

But while admitting the existence of: the injuries which had provoked the 
outbreak at Yara, the government of the revolution of 1868 refused to rem- 
edy them until the armed insurrection should be suppressed. “Spain would 
aiready have given all constitutional liberties to Cuba,” said Mr. Silvela to 
General Sickles, “if the unfortunate insurrection of Yara and the cry of 
‘Death to Spain,’ uttered by some Cubans, had not alienated the sympathies 
of the naticn and obliged the Government to accept the impolitic contest to 
which it was provoked. The Government considers that it. can come to no 
definite decision in ~egard to the political situation and future government 
of the Island of Cuba until the insurgents lay down their arms and cease the 
struggle.” This would indicate that it is the resistance to admitted wrongs, 
and not the wrongfulness of resistance, which Spain is endeavoring to repress. 

One of the two great questions at issue between the insurgents and the au- 
thorities of Spain was understood to be the future condition of the African 
race in theisland. The insurgents, as early as the 26th of February, 1869, de- 
creed the abvlition of slavery “in the name of liberty and the te.” This 
act met with no response from Spain. The eloquent Mr. Castella, when a 
mom/ber of the Cortes, without the eet of government, said: 

“Tam an advocate of abolition in Cuba, with a due regard to all interests. 
Iam_an advocate of colonial reforms, and of every possible liberty to Cuba 
and Porto Rico.”’ 

But when, in the turn of events, he attained to power, he was unable to do 
on tates for Cuba, and retired- with slavery untouched and with reforms 

a dream. 

It can not bea matter for wonder that persons in other lands sympathized 
with the great and liberal statesmen of Spain in their convictions that a large 
measure of reform was needed in Cuba, and held that one of the greatest of 
all was the abolition of slavery. And perhaps less surprise will be manifested 
that such sympathizers in other lands could_not comprehend why such dis- 
tinguished sta en should insist upon subjugating the Cu who had 
taken up arms to resist oppression, before consenting to relieve m from 
the wro: which they were admitted to be enduring. 

It must be frankly confessed that there were many persons in the United 
States who shared the theoretical opinions of the Spanish statesmen, but who 
could not agree in the diametrically opposite policy which Spain pursued to- 
ward Cuba under their directions. 

It was natural for the le of the United States to feel an interest in the 

rity of Cuba. This and the reasons for it were well understood at 

rid. r. Martos, in the presence of his colleagues, Mr. Becerra and Mr. 

Rivero, had officially ken to General Sickles of ‘‘the common interests 

shared by the United States and Spain in Cuba.” He said “that whatever 

retarded the prom of the island was injurious alike to both countries; 

that the welfare of Cuba was of more commercial importance to the United 
States than to the mother country.” 

This wise statesman might have added that the interest of the United States 
in Cuba was heightened by a desire that the deadly struggle on the island 
might end in the acquisition of self-government (whether under or free from 

rule was, of course, immaterial to an American) and in the abolition 
slavery. Such wasundoubtedly the fact. The undersigned feels convinced 
that these views were shared by the mass of the liberal statesmen of in, 
modified, probably, by the patriotic wish that the island should retain its po- 
litical connection with Spain. But it could not be expected that foreigners 
would share in the full warmth of this wish of Spanish statesmen. The mass 
of the ie of the United States certainly gave little heed to the matter 
beyond the natural preference that a disturbing element of European poli- 
tics should be removed from the Ame system. 

In the rapid me ge of events, however, they, in common with the rest 
ot the civilized world, were soon forced to give attention to Cuban affairs. 
The authorities in that island began to exercise rights of war in time of 
eo and to trample out liberties which their superiors at Madrid desired 

maintain and extend. 

Polo expresses the ion that the insurrection “‘ did not find ex- 
tensive sympathies in the Island of Cuba,” and that “it was but a little while 
before its locality was limited to the eastern part of the island.” 

Such was not tenor of the information received at this Department. 

It is now more than five years since the uprising, and it has been announced, 

aes authorit jon Spain has lost upward of 80,000 men and has 
insurrection 


upward of 000 in efforts tosu it; the 
seems to-day as active and as powerful as 1s uae over been, “And the 


Indeed, until the receipt of Admiral Polo’s note, the undersigned },,,) ., 
posed that the extent of the disaffection in Cuba was urged as an... 2 
ing motive for the remarkable series of measures which the unders\.... 
soon notice. , ened will 

Soon after the outbreak of the insurrection this Government. o/ 
accord, without being thereto moved by the representative of Spa‘, 
inquiries to be made “rumors of a projected expedition acai, 
Cuba” from New York, with a view, should circumstances require it. to +h. 
issue of such instructions as might be necessary for “ the defeat of t}:. & 
in question.” The officer charged with the inquiry answered thy: ). °° 
made a thorough investigation, and added: - 

‘Tt is true that a number of well-known filibusters have opened an of\oo os 
498 Broome street, in this city (New York), for the ostensible puryo.. 
listing men for the invasion of the Island of Cuba, but really wit); 
making money out of the resident Cubans in this city who sympat writ 
the cause, But I am happy to inform you that thus far they have jum. 
successful.” — 

This fact, which exhibits the anxiety of this Government to ). “™ it 
international duties, is opperently referred to by Admiral Polo \ chm 
any of showing a want o' nce on its part in that respect; sin. a 

ng the report of the officer, the which is underscored is omj:t..” 

the 24th of March, 1869, the cap’ mquperal of Cuba issued ; 
— = referred to by Admiral Polo, from which the follow 
extract: 

“Vessels which may be cagsorel, in Spanish waters. or on the 
near to the island, having on rd men, arms, and munitions, or ¢ 
can in any manner contribute, promote, or foment the insurrection. | ;)is 

rovince, whatsoever their derivation and destination, after exa), of 

heir papers and register, shall be de facto considered as enemics ,,' | s 
tegrity of our territory, and treated as pirates, in accordance wit); rdi- 
nances of the navy. ; 

“ All persons captured in such vessels, without regard to their nu) 


; isan 


SPAS 


be immediately executed.” _ 
A copy of this decree was received at this Department on the 24 of Apri) 
1869, and the undersigned, although but then just entered upon the duties of 


his office and greatly pressed with other public matters requiring i, 
attention, put orerrs g aside, by direction of the President, and on tho 
next date wrote as follows to the minister of Spain at Washington 

“It is to be regretted that so high a functionary as the captain. general of 
Cuba should, as this paper seems to indicate, have overlooked the 0 )ligations 
of his Government pursuant to the law of nations, and especially its pro inises 
in the treaty between the United States and Spain of 1795. 

“Under that law and treaty the United States expect for their citiz 
vessels the privilege of carryin 


sate 


ns anc 
to the enemies of Spain, whether th - 
enemies bec ed as § ih subjects or citizens of other countries. sul) 
only to the requirements of a blockade, all merchandise not cont: 
of war. Articles contraband of war when destined for the enemies «{ Spain 
are liable to seizure on the high seas; but the right of seizure is limited to 
such articles only, and no claim for its extension to other merchandise. or to 
e civil, military, or naval service of the enemies of Spain, 
will be acquiesced in by the United States. 

“This Government certainly can not assent to the punishment by sp inish 
authorities of any citizen of United States for the exercise of « privilege 
to which he may be entitled under public law and treaties. 

“Tt is consequently hoped that his excellency the captain-genera! o! 


aband 











will either recall the proclamation referred to or will give such instructions 
to the proper officers as will prevent its illegal application to citizens of the 
Uni States or their property. A contrary course might endanger those 
friendly and cordial relations between the two Governments which it is the 
hearty desire of the President should be maintained.” 

The order to indiscriminately slaughter “a)l persons captured in such ves- 
sels, without regard to their number,” could not but shock the sensibilities 
of all humane persons. The ed felt, however, unwilling to object 
to the execution of the order, except when proposed to be enforced against 
citizens of the United Sta’ 

Almost simultaneonsly with the of this startling news, Mr. Lopez 
Roberts, on April 5, 1869, made of the un the request referred to by 
Admiral Polo, that the President should issue a proclamation to restrain mili- 
tary ex tions against Cuba, accompan: the uest with allegations 
“ that p niga) cueeeens ot Se Renney against the legitimate govern- 
ment of Spain in Cuba,” and that “arms and ammunition are sent there in 
sailing vessels and steamers.” 

In regard to the second point thus stated eerie Polo's esteemed prede- 
cessor, the bm ye op was constrained by due rd to universally recog- 
nizect principles international rights and du to declare that in the 
absence of a recogntaed state of war it was no offense in the sailing vessels 
and steamers of the United States to carry arms and munitions ot war for 
whomsoever it might concern. The undersigned has uniformly said (/ist no 
government can by the law of nations be held respqnsible for shipments of 
arms, munitions, or materials of war made by private individuals at their 
own risk and peril. If astate of war should if Spain should be entitled 


to the rights of a belligerent, parties concerned in the shipment of arms and 


military supplies for her enemy would incur the risk of confiscation by her 
of their goods; but their act would involve no ground of reclamation ayainst 
their government in behalf of Spain, and consequently no right to invoke 
the aid of that government in preventing the perpetration of the at Such 
it is believed is the es law of nations, and such the roceived rule 
even when the shipment of arms munitions is made from the territory 
ot the country whose citizens may be the parties engaged in the introduction 
of these supplies for the use of one ee. 

In regard to the firet poms thus taken by Mr. Lopez Roberts, the under- 
signed could not but observe that the allegations respecting alleg «! piratical 


388 


a were not only wholly unsupported by proof, but were in them: 
selves extremely improbable. ary 

It is quite competent for a State to apply the term of “ piracy by its mu 
nicipal acts to any however and to affix to them punish- 
ments it may deem But in thas appl the title of a crime 
known to law to offenses created by municipal law, it can not 
invoke upon the latter which international law denounces against 


’ 


recognize as “piracy. 
the eoplication of terms and of 


the crimes which the nations of the world 
of punishments, except so far as they 


thets, or even the den‘ 
= offend 


t hb 2 ol ected 
to the Med at not at otek toll caltel a on to deny that 
the penalties denounced may be enforced (without right or question bY 
ee those who may commit the acts to which these terms 
are @ within the territory of the state enacting the municip:! law. 
But it would be inappropriate to either such definitions of crime oT 

to matters occurring withou Pil its territorial jurisdiction, or in dis 
cussions with other 
Piracy, as an offense the unwritten but universally recognized law 
nations, has subject of many definitions. The defini ia 
by Wheaton, his commentator, Dana, would proba!!y 


as 
"°Grbeaton Gabues Yo bo the olfenss of depredating on th Pane 





at war with each other"; and Dana, in his note upon this 
jure gentium, it is necessary, first, that 
the offense eerecas rt ts sommnnithel on tan thak arms 
to or property—mus comm on the seas 
- other wikia jurisdiction of any nation; and, second, that 
the offenders, at the time of the commission of the act, should be in fact free 
from lawful authority, or should have made themselves so by their deed, or, 
as Sir L. Jenkins sa ‘out of the protection of all laws and privileges,’ or, in 
the words of Duc de Brogiie *quin’a ni feu ni lieu’; in short, they must be in 
nt of outlaws.” 
Ore aid not appear to the undersigned from any evidence that was laid be- 
fore him at that time by Mr. Lopez Roberts, or from any other source, that 
any were eke, contemplating military expeditions from 
the Gnited States against Cuba, or were proposing to make any “ piratical 
undersigned therefore felt constrained to reply, on the 17th of the same 
April, in the following language: : 

Rafter a careful calkesinntion of Mr. Roberts's note, the undersigned fails 
to perceive the pocenmty or the propriety at this time of a proclamation by 
the President of the United States such as Mr. Roberts desires. 

“The pu an instrument of the character asked by Mr. Roberts 
would be the exercise of a power by the President which is resorted to only 
on extraordinary occasions and when peculiar circumstances indicate its 
necessi Such a power is not to be invoked lightly 
unquestioned and efficiency, are respected 
enforced by the ordinary agencies. 

“At present this Government is not aware of any invasion of the Island of 
Cuba, or of any other possessions of Spain threatened from the United States, 
nor is an believed to be in the course of preparation. Mr. Roberts has, 

— f occasi intimated to the undersigned the existence of individual 
or private attempts in different parts of the country to violate the neutrality 
laws of the United States. In every such instance, as Mr. Roberts very justly 
admits in his note, the iE . r officers of the Government have been called 
upon immediately to icate the supremacy of the law, and no single 
instance is known or is believed to have arisen in which their interference, 
thus invoked, has not been efficient to prevent the eeeentet violation.”’ 

The justice of these views of the undersigned on the 17th of April, 1869, have 
been amply vindicated by subsequent events. 

I of resorting to the exceptionable and uncertain measure of a proc- 
lamation, this Government avuiled itself of the agency of special and per- 
emptory instructions to executive officers; and by this means succeeded in 

reventing the formation of military expeditions in every case referred to 
Admiral Polo, except in the case of the Catharine an. and in that 


or when the laws are in 
by all persons, and are 


case it entirely broke up the posed expedition by the use of force. 
The objectionable decree of the 24th of March was soon followed by a proc- 
lamation of Count Valmaseda still more abhorrent to the sense of the civil- 


ized world. By this proclamation, made at Bayamo on the 4th of April, 1869, 


which reached the ment of State on the 9th of May, the following an- 
nouncement was ie to Cubans who believed, with Mr. Castelar, General 
Prim, Mr. Mr. Silvela, Mr. Martos, Mr. Rivera, and other Spanish 
statesmen, that Cuba was suffering under oppression and wrong which ought 
to be remedied: 


First. Ev: man, from the age of 15 years upward, found away from his 
habitation (anea), and does not prove a justified motive therefor, will be 


“Second. Every habitation unoccupied will be burned by the troops. 

“Third. Every habitation from which does not float a white flag, as a sig- 
nal that its occupants desire peace, will be reduced to ashes. 

“Women that are not living at their own homes, or the house of their rela- 
tives, will collect in the town of Jiguani, or Bayamo, where maintenance will 
e provided. Those who do not present themselves will be conducted forci- 


courses of trade and of social intercourse had carried many citizens of 
the United States into Cuba. When, therefore, this Froenet on reached 
the , the President thought it right toward Spain that, although 
iting the genuineness of the document, the undersigned should 

ee to Mr. Lopez Roberts: 

“In the in of Christian civilization and common humanity, I hope 
this document is a row. If it be indeed genuine, the President in- 
me, in most forcible manner, to protest against such a mode of 

and to you to request the § h authorities in Cuba to take 

steps tha’ rson having the right to claim the protection of the 
of the United States shall be sacrificed or injured in the conduct 
of hostilities upon this basis.” 

Polo now attempts to defend these orders by saying that— 

measures are not confined eeeavely to Spain; that the 

of instruction for armies in the field published by the War Department 

of the ea during the civil war which terminated in 1865 author- 

ized the of every kind of property belonging to the enemy, and 

of death on every one who, in a section of territory occupied or 

one of the Federal armies, attempted to resist said army or the 
which it had established.” 

The United States were in a state of war when theorders referred to were 
issued. Spain had not been slow in forcing upon them in the very incipiency 
of the rebellion her ition of a state of war. She does not now recog- 
nize that she is herself at war, but a as a precedent for her conduct, to 

for armies in the field. If she claims the rights, it is but 
than she accept the consequences of a state of war. 

instructions for the government of armies of the United States in the 

field, referred to by Admiral cme vere promulgated on the 24th of April, 


i 


E 


: 


a 
ee 


| 


“ 


BF 


1863. The takes the liberty of quoting several passages from 
them, which tly illustrate the humane and Christian spirit which 
pervades them—a spirit characterized by Dr. Bluntschli as ‘ en corrélation 
avec les idées u de l’humanité et la maniére de faire la guerre chez les 


law is simply military authority exercised in accordance with the 
laws and usages of war. Military oppression is not martial law; it is the 
abuse of the power which that law confers. As martial law is executed by 
force, it is incumbent upon those who administer it to be strictly 
the principles of justice, honor, and humanity, virtues adorning a 
more than other men, for the very reason that he possesses the 

power of his arms against the unarmed. 
admits of all direct destruction of life or limb of armed 


enemies of persons whose destruction is incidentally unavoidable 
=i contests of the war. 


civilization has advanced during the last centuries, so 
jally in war on land, the distinction 
ual anes to a hostile country and a hostile 
he principle has been more and more 
n is to be 
admit. 


mcies of the war b 
and protect, in hostile countries occupied 
rictly private property; the persons of the 
wamee. nd the cocteenoe of omestic rela- 
y 


in person, property, 
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is the object. 
ern war itself, means to obtain that object of the belligerent which lies be- 


in thus knowing that his information respecting these instructions 
incorrect. 






















“* Modern wars are not internecine wars, in which the killing of the enemy 
The destruction of the enemy in modern war, and indeed mod- 


yond the war. Unnecessary and revengeful destruction of life is unlawful.” 

The undersigned is confident that Admiral Polo will feel a sincere pleasure 

has been 

Even had it been correct, the accomplished and generous minis- 

ter from Spain and the undersigned would alike feel unwilling to contend 
that two wrongs could make a right. 


Even in such case, however, it would be remembered that a worthy prec- 


edent might be found in the practice of the United States during a rebellion 
of the most mighty proportions, pending which not a prisoner was killed in 


cold blood; not a political crime, however grave, was visited with capital pun 
ishment. The soil of the United States remains to this day unstained by the 
first drop of blood taken from a political offender. Had this example been 
followed wherever a political insurrection has arisen, many might now be 
living whose blood cries aloud against the cruelty of some rulers. Christen 
dom generally applauds the example of clemency and of generosity which 
the United States thus exhibited. 

The same spirit of generous regard for life and forgiveness marks the 
policy of the United States in other respects,and makes their penal codes look 
to the prevention more than to the punishment of crime, and often withholds 
the enforcement of penalties when the danger against which they are de 
nounced is supposed to have passed. It is with much regret that it is seen 
from the correspondence with the representatives of Spain for the past five 














years, and from the frequent complaints (in the note of Admiral Polo, now 
acknowledged) of the omission of the United States to enfgrce penalties and 
inflict punishment, that Spain does not sympathize with the® icy of clemency 
and forgiveness, and seems to regard punishment as the test of the sincerity 
with which crime is denounced, and as the sole means of preventing at least 
Olitical offenses. The examples of the condition of the two countries must 
2 the criterion to determine the comparative merits of the antagonist 

systems. 
on the 12th of February, 1869 e¢, with an 


Prior to this time (namely, a decré 
explanatory statement, ha ; been issued by the captain-general, taking from 
the jurisdiction of the ordinary courts a large class of crimes, and forcing 
American citizens charged with such crimes to be tried before a co 


irt-mar- 
tial, in violation of the provisions of the treaty of 179. When it ‘emem- 
bered that this decree was issued about the time when it was officially an- 
nounced to the undersigned that “the rebels have no communication with 
each other, they occupy no place as a center of operations, nor have they in 
the whole island a single city, a single town, a single village or | t, nor 





even a point on the coast where they might collect their forces anx te th 
orders and proclamations,"’ Admiral Polo will comprehend the magnitude of 
this assault upon the rights secured to citizens of the United States by th 
treaty of 1795. 

The English translation of the text of this decree is as follows 

“In use of the extraordinary faculties with which the provisional Govern- 
ment of the nation has invested me, I decree the following: 

“ARTICLE 1. Crimes of infidencia shall be tried by ordinary court-1 

“ART. 2. Prosecutions already commenced shall follow the legal 
prescribed by the laws for the tribunals of justice 

“Art. 3. All aggressions, by act or by word, against any of the delegates 
of the Government, shall be considered as a crime against the authority, and 
will subject its author to trial by court-martial 


rtial, 
process 


“DOMINGO DULCE. 
“ HABANA, February 12, 1869." 


“SUPERIOR POLITICAL GOVERNMENT OF THE EVER-FAITHFUL 
CUBA—OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 

“For the better understanding of the decree published yesterday (the 12th 
of February), it is made known that under the word infidencia, which is 
made use of in article 1, are understood the following crimes: Treason, or 
lesa nacion, rebellion, insurrection, conspiracy, sedition, harboring of rebels 
and criminals, intelligence with the enemy, meetings of journeymenor labor 
ers and leagues, expressions, cries, or voices subversive or seditious, propa 
gation of alarming news, manifestations, allegations, and all that, with a 
political end, tends to disturb public tranquillity and order, or that in any 
mode attacks the national integrity 

“It isalsomade known that robbery in uninhabited districts, whatever may 
be the number of the robbers, and in populated districts, if the number of the 
robbers be more than three, shall be tried by court-martial, as also the bear 
ers of prohibitedarms. And by order of his excellency the superior political 
governor, the same is published in the Gazette, for the general knowledge.” 

On the 15th of April, 1869, the same policy which had prompted the authori- 
ties in Cuba to deprive citizens of the United States of personal rights guar- 
anteed to them by treaty, led toa decree of embargoes of property, which, 
so far as it applied to the properties of citizens of the | ited States, was also 
in direct violation of the rights secured by the treaty of 179%. The publica- 
tion of this decree was followed by the publication of another decree (made 
on the Ist day of April), interfering with the free alienation of property on 
the island. nd two days later another decree was published, creating an 
administrative council, to take charge of the embargoed estates. Under the 
operation of these several decrees a vast amount of the property of citizens 
of the United States is understood to have (illegally, and in violation of law 
and right) come into the possession of subjects of Spain, without having yet 
been accounted for or refunded. 

When these decrees came to the knowledge of the undersigned he addressed 
the following communication to the predecessor of Admiral Polo, un 
of April 30, 1360: 

“T am instructed by the President to inform you that this Departm 
received from the United States consulate in Cuba a decree dated the Ist day 
of April current, and promulgated by the captain-general of the island on the 
15th of this month, which virtually forbids the alienation of property in the 
island, except with the revision and assent of certain officials named in the 
decree, and which declares nul! and void all sales made without such revision 
and assent. 

“In view of the intimate commercial relations between Cuba and the United 
States, ahd of the great amount of American property constantly invested 
there in commercial ventures as well as in a more permanent form, the 
President views with regret such sweeping interference with the rights of 
individuals to alienate or dispose of their property, and he hopes that steps 
may be speedily taken to modify this decree so that it shall not be applicable 
to the property of citizens of the United States, and thus prevent disputes 
and complaints that can not fail to arise if its execution is attempted as to 
such property.” 

It is with regret that the undersigned finds himself unable to accept the 
declaration in Admiral Polo’s note, made in connection with the seizure of 
private estates and the transfers of private property, that it was not without 
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er date 


it has 


waiting for manifestations of disloyal sentiments and purposes that the de 
crees were made respecting the sales and embargoes Ti ‘undersigned is of 
opinion that a recurrence to the correspondence which he has had the honor 
to conduct with the Spanish legation in this capital, and through the legation 


of this Government at Madrid, will recall many instances of interference 
with the private rights and property of citizens of the United States who 
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have had no connection with the insurrectionary movements in Cu 
many where Spain has practically admitted the precipitancy of her 


and 
cers 
in their haste te lay hands on private property, and in many 

promised, and in a very few instances granted, the restoration of prop- 
erty thus unlawfully seized. And in this connection the aneeneee must 
be permitted to express the regret with which he observes the in uction 
into a diplomatic note of the cases of “eminent banking and commercial 
bouses of New York and other places," which, by agreement between the 
two Governments, have been referred for adjudication to an international 
commission, and the prejudgment and denunciation of these eminent houses 
as having “ lent their names to a pretext.” 

On the Tth of July, 1869, the captain-general of Cuba decreed: 

“AntTicie l. There shall continue closed to import and export trade, as well 
for vessels in foreign commerce as also those in the coasting trade, all the 

rts sitrated from Cayo Bahia de Cadiz to Punta Mayso, on the north, and 
rom Punta Mayso to panruagen, on the south, with the exception of those 
of Sagua la Grande, Caibarien, Nuevitas, Gibara, Baracoa, Guantanamo, San- 
tiago de Cuba, Manzanillo, Santa Cruz, Zaza, Casilda, or Trinidad, and Cien- 
fuegos, in which there are established custom-houses or collection offices. 

‘Those who attempt to enter the closed ports or to hold communication 
with the coast shall Se pursued, and, on being apprehended, prosecuted as 
infractors of the laws. 

* Ant. 2. In accordance with the same, there shall also be prosecuted vessels 
carrying Pome. arms, or military cangiies. 

“Ant. 3. The transportation of individuals for the services of the insurrec- 
tion is much more grave than that of contraband, and will be considered as 
an act decidedly hostile, being proceeded against in such case as an enemy, 
the vesse! and ite®rew. 

“Art. 4. If the individuals to which the preseding article refers come 
armed, they will afford proof in fact of their intentions, and will be tried as 
pirates, the same as the crew of the vessel. 

“Arr. 5. There shall also be held to be pirates, in conformity with law, 
vessels which may be seized bearing a flag not recognized, whether the same 
be armed or not as vessels of war. 

“Arr. 6. On the high seas contiguous to those of this is land the cruisers 
shall confine themselves to exercise over such vessels as may be denounced, 
or those that by their proceedings excite suspicion, the rights stipulated in 
the treaties signed by Spain with the United States in 1795, with Great Britain 
in 1835, and with other nations subsequently, and if in the exercise of these 
rights vessels should be found recognized as enemies of the integrity of 
the territory. they shall be brought into port for the corresponding legal 
investigation and trial."’ 

This extraordinary decree caused a profound sensation in the United 
States, and the undersigned, as soon as it was received, addressed a note of 
inquiry to the predecessor of Admiral Polo, dated July 16, 186), the material 

rts of which he takes the liberty of transcribing, as Admiral Polo seems to 

under a misapprehension respecting it: 

“The decree of the captain-general, Rodas, assumes powers and rights 
over the trade and commerceof other ples inconsistent with a state of 

ace, and which the United States can be expected to allow their vessels to 
9 subjected to only when Spain avows herself to be in a state of war, or 
= = manifestly exercising the rights conceded only to belligerents in the 

6 Of war. 

“The first article of the decree proposes to close certain ports, embracing 
alarge extent of the Island of Cuba, against the peaceful commerce of foreign 
countries. Without contesting the right of a government in time of peace to 
exclude from its ports the trade and commerce of a friendly people, the un- 
dersigned assumes that the exercise of this power is to be understood purely 
as a municipal act, to be executed and enforced wholly within the recognized 
exclusive jurisdiction of Spain, and only as to ports which are in the posses- 
sion o: the Spanish authorities. In case the success of the insurrectionary 

ore should put any of the ports declared to be closed in their possession, 
the nited States, as a maritime nation, will regard an effective blockade to 
be necessary to the exclusion of their commerce. 

“The second article of the decree is vague in the absence of the limits 
within —— it proposes to prohibit-the carrying of powder, arms, or mili- 

supplies. 

“The transportation on the high seas, in time of peace, of articlescommonly 
known as contraband of war is a legitimate traffic and commerce which can 
not be interfered with or denounced unless by a power at war with a third 

a in the admitted exercise of the ized rights of a belligerent. The 
Proc om of the ocean can nowhere and under nocircumstances be yielded by 
the United States. The high seas con ous to those of the Island of Cuba 
are a direct pathway of a rt of the purely domestic trade of the 
United States. Their vessels trading between their ports in the Gulf of 
Mexico and those of the Atlantic coast pass necessarily through these waters. 
The greater part of the trade between the ports of the United States on the 
eastern side of the continent and those on the Pacific Slope of necessity pass 
in sight of the Island of Cuba. 

The United States can not, then, be indifferent or silent under a decree 
which, by the vagueness uf its terms, may be construed to allow their ves- 
sels on the high seas, whatever may be their cargo, to be embarrassed or in- 
terfered with. If —— be at war with Cuba, the United States will submit 
to those rights whic — law concedes to peacoat. But while Spain 
disclaims a state of belligerency, or until the United States may find it neces- 
sary to ize her asa belligerent, the Government of the United States 
can nct fail to look with solicitude upon a decree which, if enforced inst 
any vessel of the United States on the high seas, can not but be ed as 
a violation of their rights that may lead to serious complications. 

“The sixth article of the decree refers to certain rights claimed to be stipu- 
lated by the treaty entered into between Spain and the United States in 1 

“The aes desires to call the attention of Mr. Roberts and of the 
Government of Spain to the fact that the ee 1795 confers upon neither 
< en ORS parties any rights on the high seas over the vessels of the 

er in time lp 

“ The articles of the treaty of 179 from I to XI, inclusive, defineand regulate 
the reciprocal relations and obligations of the without reference to 
either vp being oe dinwar. The portion of the treaty from the twelfth 
article to the eighteenth contemplates exclusively their relations as neutrals, 
the duties and powers of each toward the other when one or the other ma 
be engaged in war withathird party. Theeighteenth section 
regulates the right of visit or of approaching time of war, for the tion 
of the — rt and the identification of the nationality of a vessel of com- 
merce by the vessels of war, or by any privateer of the nation which shall be 
at war. Itconfers noright; it limits and prescribes the manner of exercising 
a belligerent right when such may exist. 

“The clear object and intent of this provision of the treaty is the avoidance 
of dis:ussion and annoyance and the prevention of abuse or indiscretion in 
the exercise of a belligerent right. Its location in the treaty, the —— 
. of the right of a privateer (who has no existence except in war) as having 
the same power and right in the particular referred to with a national ves- 
sel of war, and the whole scope and aim of the eighteenth article of Satenne, 
established be a uestion that it refers only to the righ 
which one of oer ear ve by reason of being in a of war. 

aateronie ae aaa the inspection of the passport cf the 
vessel of © met with, while sixth article of the decree 


De Rodas contemplates a search as to the character of the vessel 
limitation beyond the 


fixed by the , 

If Spain be e in war, it is essential to the rights, as wel) as ; 
the definition of of the people of the United States’ that tho be 
publicly and authoritatively advised thereof and admonished as to t)y..\- 
obl and liabilities in their new relation with a friendly power. nd 
such admonition admits of no avoidable delay in view of the vast commercg 
that will thus be subjected to restriction, limitation, and possible deten:;, =, 

“The undersigned therefore respectfully desires to be informed by \{- 
Roberts, at the earliest practicable moment, whether, in the issuance of this 
decree, it is to be understood by the United States that Spain recognizes that 
she is in a state of war and c s the rights of a belligerent. - 

“The undersigned has the-honor further to say to Mr. Roberts that 


th 
Government of the United States can not fail to regard the continuance 
of the decree referred to, or any exercise on the high seas near the Islan« of 
Cuba, by any vessel of war or privateer of Spain, of the right to visit or 
board any vessel of the United States, under color of the provisions 0! th 
treaty of 1795, as involving the logical conclusion of a recognition by Spain of 
a state of war with Cuba. 

“ Before ae, the undersigned begs tocall Mr. Roberts's attention to 
the very grave complication which might ensue from any interference wt} q 
vessel of the United States engaged in a lawful voyage, ing near the 
Island of Cuba. The United States maintain the t of their flag to cover 
and protect their ships on the h seas, 

“In conclusion, the unde expresses the hope that Mr. Roberts wi!) 
speedily be at liberty to announce the formal abrogation of a decree which 


causes so much seriousapprehension to the Government of the United States 
and against which this Government feels bound most earnestly to reimon: 


In deference, as it was understood, to these views expressed by the under. 
signed on behalf of this Government, the decree of the captain-genera| = 
modified as follows on the 18th of July, 1869: 

“In view of the determinations —— by the Government of the United 
States of America, as reported b excellency the minister of Spain in 
Ww: , under date of the Lith instant, and which were published in the 
Official tte of the following day, and order at the same time to re- 
lieve legitimate commerce from all unnecessary interference, in use of the 
faculties which are conferred upon me by the supreme Government of the 
nation, I have determined to my decree of the 7th instant, leaving 
the same reduced to the first five essential articles.” 


In cor uence of these severe measures inst the persons and proper- 
ties of Cu who shared the opinions of liberal statesmen of Spain 
ceapeeens the ingentee which had been inflicted upon their native country, 
many fled from island to the United States. And the undersigned can 
not from himself that these S subjects, driven from their na- 


tive country, have attempted to abuse the hospitality of the United states— 
that they have tried to make use of their safety here in order to regain what 
the lost in ae see See have been restrained only by the perpetual 
vieinees and zeal the officers of the United States. Alas. if the ears of 
the ministers of Amadeoand of the — could have opened to the com- 
plaints of their Cuban friends, what criminations might have been spared us! 
Admiral Polo, in his review of the vessels which, he says, have taken or at- 
tempted to take men and arms from the United States to Cuba, speaks par- 
ticularly of the Mary Lowell, the Salvador, the Grapeshot, the Cutherine 
Whiting, the Hornet, the Lillian, the Upton, and the Virginius. Healso makes 
eee to the Florida, the Edgar , the Anna, the Fanny, and the 
ebster. 
The imperfect and in many respects erroneous manner in which Admiral 
Polo has referred to the vessels which he has named, and his entire ne: 
to notice the many proofs of the constant ce and of the anxious desire 
of the United States to perform all their international duties to Spain, make 
it necessary for the undersigned to give a brief review of what was actually 
done by the United States in of these matters. 
It may give precision to the review to first define succinctly what the 
United States understand to have been their duties toward Spain as a neigh- 


bor and as a friend. 

The repeated references by Admiral Poloto the doctrines laid down in the 
course of the d nat va induce the unadersigned to say at the out- 
set not only that the cular references and citations are from the argu- 
ment of counsel, which in forensic discussionsamong all nations is permitted 
to take a wider latitude of expression than is usual in official or judicial state- 


ments, which are supposed to ress convictions; but also that these 
discussions at Geneva wore predicated ion of a recognized 
state of war; and that if S is oy 








the admissi 
to concede that there isa state of 


war in Cuba, with be rent right each to the conflict, and shall 
accede to the three set forth in the ty of Washington, then the 
United States may be prepared to concede to Spain what they claimed of 


Great Britain at Geneva, namely, that their duties asa neutral toward Spain 
as a be rent will not be fully performed by simply acting upon 
information which may be furnished by Spanish ts, without themse! ves 
originating any action; that, in the Tr own conntercase at 
Geneva, “they would not wr be from the duty of an independ- 
ent, diligent, and vigilant in order to prevent evil-disposed 


g 


persons their neutrality.” ; 
But the unde: is also constrained to insist that the idea of neutrality 
in international is inseparable from the idea of a belligerency to 


which the neutral is not a party; and to that he is unable to compre- 
hend how propositions for the regulation of the conduct of a neutra).in 9 
state of war can be pertinently applied to the conduct of Supoerersign stuto 

us, when Peru, 


i 


toward another friendly sovereign state in time of peace. 

between whom and Spain a state of war requested the United States 

to detain a large number of vessels of war certain contractors were 
within the territories of the United States for Spain. it became 

the duty of the United States to detain the vessels; but, when the assent to 

their release was given by Peru, it was not eupereed by Geeta or by the 

Uni States as any violation of international to permit the vessels to 


uw 
be constructed and delivered and a ee itietenal the existence 
s “ Spain in Cube Nor cau it be seaened that 
t tes been negiect wan u im allow- 
he rn ta 3 ase of their public dockyards 
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has never been willing to concede that & 
The rights and duties of the United States to- 
—, therefore, from the commencement of the insurrection, arc to 
uties of one nation toward on a 

1 wa 
raternationl dati, infin’ t= 
efined with suf- 
as. wtrallty law of the 
its territorial jurisdiction of 
insurrecti 


on. 
It may not knowingly permit the fitting out and arming or the increasing 
or augmenting the force of any ship or vessel within its territorial gurtedic, 


g 
z 
H 


¢ 
: 









the on foot of military expeditions or 

ipowingly Poe trom its ry against the power with which 

the ins minister of Spain, toward the close of his 

The learnesn of this subject, cites the authority of Lord Palmerston to es- 

able that a sovereign power “should not permit its territory to be made 

tabtin a place of shelter, from which communication should carried on 
use states.” 


of aa the tranquillity of the neighborin 
for the pu : good borhood were yescgpaned this Government 
Th pc a cen before Lord Telersten made the speech 
by Admiral Polo; and the neutrality law of 1818 was then enacted 
of defining the acts of disturbance which should be pre- 
ted, and of as a punishment for such persons as might be found 
be guilty of 


vyernment violates no duty of good neighborhood in allow- 
arms and munitions of war to all persona to insurgents 
constituted authorities; and such arms and muni- 
d, may be carried in its vessels on the 
ity f question by any other party. In like manner 
freely unarmed passengers, even though known to be 
thout iomakey rendering the government which permits it 
of its internatio duties. But if such n- 
be armed and proceed to the scene of the insur- 
body, which might be capable of levying war, they 
ti which may not be knowingly permitted, with- 
out a violation of international obligation. 

During the late Franco-German war each party was free to purchase arms 
and munitions of war in this country, and did so, and Frenchmen whose 
hearts were with their struggling countrymen at home, or Germans who 
wished to the invadingarmies of Germany, were free to leave the shores 
of the 1 to to States for that purpose, so long as Soe left as private citizens, 
unarmed, and without sngeanment made in thiscountry to enter the service of 
a t. They did thusleave, in vessels of several different nationalities. 
Neither this Government nor any other neutral government which may have 
allowed its merchant-marine to transport the arms and munitions of war or 
the passengers to Europe was guilty of a violation of its duties as a neutral. 

ized war, therefore, can not oblige neutral nations to contract 

0 Vigne of their citizens to en in such commerce, which is lawful in 

the liberties of persons enjoying the protection 

t as to render illegal either of these proceedin 

in time of actual war the transportation on the high seas of artiches 

known as contraband of war is to be made subject to the right of capture. 

But in time of no vessel of war has the right to capture, or even to in- 

terfere with, molest, or detain upon the high seas a regularly documented 
yessel of another power. 

This doctrine is not new in the intercourse of nations. 

On the 10th day of April, 1858, Mr. Cass, then Secretary of State of the 
United 8 wrote to Lord Napier, the envoy of Great Britain: 

“Undou a right vested in the armed cruisers of one state to stop and 
examine the merchant vesselsof another might be soexercised as to contrib- 
ute toward the suppression of crimes upon the ocean. But this power of 
armed intervention might also be exerted at the expense of the maritime 
rights of the world. Such an exercise of force, so liable to be abused, will 
never meet the concurrence of the United States, whose history abounds 
with admonitions them against its injuriesanddangers. They have 
no disposition to er the police of the ocean to any other power, and 
they will never falter in their determination to enforce their own laws in 
their own vessels, and by thei the pretensions of 


ir own power, and to Soyees 
other nation to board them by force in times of peace. 

“To permit a foreign officer to board the vessel of another power, to as- 
sume command in her, to call for and examine her papers, to pass judgment 
upon her character, to decide the broad inquiry whether she is navigated 
according to law, and to send her in at pleasure for trial, can not be sub- 
mitted to by any independent nation without a and dishonor. The 
United States deny the right of the cruisers of any other power whatever, 


RB 


for i ver, to enter their vessels by force in time of peace. 
No eight is — by the law of nations. As Lord Stowell trul 
said, ‘I can find no authority that gives the right of interruption tothe aa 

tion of states upon the high seas, except that which the right of war gives 
fo against trals. N 


new © nation can exercise a right of visitation 
and search u the common and unappropriated parts of the ocean, except 
in the &th ot 


June, 1858, Mr. Dallas, the minister of the United States in 
London, had an interview with Lord mesbury at the foreign office on the 


—_S detention and visitation of documented vessels of the United 
States by British cruisers on the high seas. Lord Malmesbury furnished Mr. 
Dallas with a written minute of the conversation which then took place: 
“Her "s tare not prepared to justify or excuse such acts 
Sin teakeseperted. “ier tendeanye Doveramsert rome 
are y er ‘s Government recog- 
of international law as laid down General Cass in 
of and that nothing of the treaty of 1342 supersedes 
Government, however, think it most indispensable 
seas that there should bea 


on good grounds, of 


Government would wish to learn from the United States 
PLN OAS t, in the hope thatsome mutual 


ngs to executed by our ve offi- 
ive withou offensive. The French have lately 
down this that a boat A HU 
but not, unless invited, the 
France. Lord Malmesbury has given 
our 


given to discontinue search of United 
the same June the Senate of the United States unanimously 


vessels on the seas, in time of peace, bearing the 

— retin ander the jurisdiction of the cousery to which they 

and mes molestation, or deten of such ves- 

by force, or by the ex tion of force. on the part of s foreign power is 
re on oe Catal Se - 

is cudsouseed tans enlightened Gov of Spain has, in the 


ernment 
Tecent recognized the justice and force of the principle 
= in France, Great Britain, and the United States. 
was Plymouth rot acargo of arms, 
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by a cruiser on the bigh seas off 

port. ranville ded her re- 

Her Government can not acquiesce in the of the 
Spanish to refer to a prize-court the case of Deerhound; 
neither Government admit that legal jurisdiction can be 
peace. over a British ship which, in time of 
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The Government of Spain surrendered the Deerhound, and Mr. Carvajal 
informed the representative of Great Britain— 

“That if her release was agreed upon, it was only because of her having 
been captured in neutral waters.” 

The learned minister of Spain seeks to maintain, by a citation from an emi- 
nent English publicist, that this right of transportation may be subordinated 
by the necessities of self-preservation in the government which is contending 
with an insurrection. It is not necessary for the undersigned to assent to or 
to deny the justice of this proposition in the extreme 






Seale po! case and with rreat 
limitations stated by Sir R.Phillimore. But the acute intelligence of niral 
Polo can not fail to perceive that the supposed act of self-preservation is none 
the less an act of war because alleged to be done in self-defense: and the 
undersigned can not permit himself to assume that Spain maintains tl uch 
an invasion of the territory of another power as Phillimore refers to would 
confer upon the courts or military authorities of the invading nation the 
right to try and condemn, for alleged crimes, persons who might be cap- 
tured on neutral soil. In the case of the Virginius, had Spain, after her cap- 
ture by the Tornado, restored her and her passengers and crew to the United 
States, to be dealt with according to their laws, the appropriateness of the 


citation from the British publicist would appear to be more manifest 
Admiral Polo also cites an extract from a speech by Lord Lyndhurst in the 
House of Lords, in March, 1853, in which the learned jurist endeavored to 
convince that distinguished body that by the laws of England 
“Tf a number of British subjects were to combine and to conspire together 


to excite revolt among the inhabitants of a friendly state, and those persons, 
in pursuance of that conspiracy, were to issue manifestoes and proclamations 
for the purpose of carrying that object into effect; above all, if they were to 
qubnestioe money for the purpose of purchasing arms to give effect to that 
intended enterprise, such persons would be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
liable to suffer punishment, and that foreigners residing in England are pun- 
ishable by the common law precisely in the same manner, and to the same 
extent, and under the same conditions as natural-born subjects.” 

In view of events which have taken place since that speech was delivered, 
the undersigned might. were it necessary, feel disposed to doubt whether 
Lord Lyndhurst correctly interpreted English law, as understood by its ad- 


ministrators. But it is needless to dwell upon that consideration, because, 
as the undersigned has already pointed out, the United States have not left 
the character of that class of acts to be determined by unwritten common 
law, but have provided by statute which of them, if committed, should be 
regarded as criminal, and punished accordingly. 

in the same connection Admiral Polo refers to a decision of a British court 
respecting the law of libel. It is not understood what precise bearing upon 
the present discussion this reference is intended to have. If it be intended 
to suggest the propriety or the expediency of limiting the freedom of public 
discussion in the United States upon the Cuban insurrection, the reply must 
be courteous but peremptory and distinct, that the suggestion can not be 
entertained. This Government tolerates the greatest freedom and latitude 
of discussion of public subjects. It even permits, without objection, a jour- 
nal in New York, which is currently reported to receive pecuniary support 
from official Spanish sources, to indulge in language vulgarly abusive and 
libelous toward the President of the United States and the undersigned, and 
calculated to excite disrespect toward the Government and to destroy confi- 
dence in the institutions of the country. 

The amiable and just minister of Spain will not ask a government which 


permits such freedom in a foreigner to restrain its own citizens within nar 
rower limits. And it will probably occur to him that a comparison of the 
tone, temper, and modes of expression of the journals of this country (where 
no censorship prevails) toward Spain, with those of the journais of Madrid 
and Habana (where it is understood that the government assumes the re 
sponsibility of controlling what shall appear) toward the United States, will 
dew that the American press is quite as temperate, wise, moderate, and just 
as is the Spanish. 


The undersigned will now proceed to show that the United States have 
faithfully performed all their international duties toward Spain during the 
existing insurrection. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 
18, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, March 17, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, as I understood the reading, the 
Journal states that the Senate amendment to House bill No. 5564 
wasconcurredin. According tomy understanding of the motion 
of my colleague [Mr. Dinsmore] and the action of the House upon 
that motion, the amendment was nonconcurred in. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The statement should be that the amendment 
Was nonconcurred in. The correction wil! be made. 

The Journal as corrected was approved. 

The SPEAKER. In connection with the same bill the Chair 
omitted by some oversight to put the question on agreeing to the 
request of the Senate for aconference. The Chair now desires to 
state that the House yesterday nonconcurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing the Arkansas 
Northwestern Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. On 
that bill the Senate requested a conference, and the motion to agree 
to that request was made, but not put. Without objection, the 
ae of the Senate for a conference will be agreed to, 

ere was no objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1816) for the relief of Michael Ryan; and 
A bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of George H. Lott, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
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COLLECTION OF REVENUE. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7250) to amend ‘An act to simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenues,” approved June 10, 
1890. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Lacry in the chair) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7250) to amend 
*‘An act to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the 
revenues,” approved June 10, 1890. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman, I suppose, will make a state- 
ment concerning the bill before proceeding to its consideration by 
sections? 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill will be open to general debate, of course. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The reason I make the suggestion is that I 
desired that my colleague, Judge TURNER, who had this mat- 
ter under investigation, being on the subcommittee which brought 
in the bill, should be present, and if the purpose was to proceed 
otherwise than by general debate it was my intention have 
asked for the reading of the bill. 

I have no objection to the request of the gentleman from New 


ork, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to amend certain 
portions of what is known as the customs administration act, an 
act that became law on the 10th day of June, 1890. The customs 
administration act is the culmination of anumber of years’ inves- 
tigation upon the subject of a speedy, an honest, and a full collec- 
tion of the revenues of the Government under the tariff. That 
bill inaugurated in some respects an entirely new system of gen- 
eral laws upon the subject. Under the former laws the questions 
of value and classification were determined in the first instance 
by the single appraiser and what was termed a merchant appraiser. 
The law of 1890 provided for a Board of General Appraisers, who 
sat in review of the decisions of the local appraisers, both upon 
the law and the facts; and the law of 1890 made this decision of 
the Board of General Appraisers conclusive on the fact so faras the 
value of the goods was concerned. But it provided for a review 
by the circuit court of both the law and the facts in reference to 
the classification of the merchandise. Of course the classification 
of the merchandise was often, if not generally, the more important 
fact to be determined. We have had experience under this law 
of 1890 now for about six years, and it has been found generall 
to have saved a good deal of revenue to the Government as we 
as prevented a good deal of fraud in the collections of the revenue. 
At the same time, years of experience have developed various weak 
spots in the law with reference to which the consensus of opinion 
of those who have been engaged in administering it is that there 
may be found some remedy. 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, it is utterly impossible to enact any 
law that will make all men honest. Nolawcan be framed tocollect 
the revenues of the Government where the duties are ad valorem 
that is not open to evasion by reason of fraud, fraudulent invoices 
and fraudulent valuations, even though the invoices and the valua- 
tions are made under the oath of the importer, and the experience 
under this law up to the present time has been that various meth- 
ods of evasion have been resorted to to escape the paymentof duties, 
The most favored one is that of importing goods on consignment. 
For instance, a large manufacturing concern will have a local 
agent in New York, generally some clerk, to whom the goods are 
consigned, and as there is no sale there is no necessity for any dec- 
laration of sale, or for any false affidavit as to sale, and the value 
depends, largely—entirely, so far as the declaration of the importer 
> concerned—on the honesty and truthfulness of the importer of 

e goods, 

In such case it has been found difficult for the appraiser to 
at the true value of the importations. The law requires that the 
values on which the duties are to be assessed shall be the market 
value on the day of the export at the port of exportation, in usual 
wholesale quantities. It very often happens, also, that an im- 
porter will buy from the foreign manufacturer the entire output 
of his factory for a season. have been imported amounting 
to £100,000 in the course of the year, where the importer on this 
side takes the entire output of the mill or factory, and of course 
he purchases at a lower price in this manner than if he purchased 
in the usual wholesale quantities; and yet the invoice may truth- 
fully specify the price = when the goods were bought, while at 
the same time, as a matter of fact, the rates will perhaps be 5 
cent below what the goods could be bought for by another im- 
porter from the same place, purchasing in the same market, in 
usual wholesale quantities. 

Now, the object of the law of 1890 was that you provided thereby 
for a review of the facts by the general appraisers after the im- 
porter had made bis declaration. — in the first instance 
were to be appointed who would find out the exact market price, 
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in usual wholesale quantities, on the day of importation, a; the 
place from which the goods were im is involved, on 
their part, not only an examination of witnesses at the port w)\;, 
the goods were een but also involved the collection of fac. 
in various ways; by correspondence with the consuls resi\|j;,, 
abroad, and otherwise; by ascertaining from trade journals tj, 
value of the goods; and sometimes they were driven to entire), 
different methods in order to find out the true value; because i 
sometimes ene that a factory will run for a whole year on 4 
particular style of goods peculiar to that factory—no othr fac. 
tory making the same kind of goods—and hence there was no) ther 
market price and no market price for that particular class ¢; 
goods outside of that partic factory. If, therefore, the jm. 
porter bought the entire output of the factory at 5 per cent below 
the wholesale prices, which he would be charged if the importa- 
tions were made in the usual wholesale quantities, of course jt 
was impossible, or next to impossible, to get a true valuation of 
the goods. 


There was no market price for that particular kind of goods, 
The appraisers resorted, under that law, to different met)ivjs of 
—— or getting at themarketvalue. In the first place, thoy 
endeavo to ascertain the market price, in the usual who lesals 


quantities, of similar , or goods approaching this particular 
importation in character. Then they were alsoauthorized, nider 
section 8 of the law, to resort to the cost of production abroad, 
adding to that whatever cost there might be for rent of mills. for 
wear and tear of mills, interest on investment, insurance, cost of 
agents, and all that sort of thing, and in that way to use the mat- 
ter of cost as an element in determining the value of the goods, 
We have added an amendment to this bill which also author. 
izes them to ascertain the market value of that same kind of goods 
in this country, at the place where the _— are imported, and by 
figuring back, deducting the cost of the importation, of freight, 
etc., to ascertain as a possible the market price or the cost 
rice of those goods at the port from which they were exported. 
ot that any of these methods is to be used by the appraisers as 
the exclusive method by which they shall ascertain the market 
value of those goods, but they may use any or all of them for that 


purpose. 

Another design of the law of 1890, and perhaps one of the most 
es features ——— law, was — nt should 
appoint these nine appraisers, who shou at the out- 
set or who shoald ‘becuase experts in their vocation, having a 
technical knowledge themselves as to the different classes of 
goods, able themselves to judge, able from inspection of the goods, 

m anal from examina’ 


tion, to calculate the cost of those 


“ and by com with similar goods to be able to estab- 
ish the market price, and the market price in usual wholesale 
quantities at th eens of exportation on the day on which they 
were exported. was one of the principal designs of the law. 

of three, to whom these 


They were to be divided into 
questions were to be referred. 

Now, of course, the House will readily see that if the law pro- 
vided that if these boards of a mld have these general 
powers, and could use their own knowledge as well as the evidence 
that was taken down before them in prices or in reporting 
facts as to classifications, and afterwards the court should review 
those facts, the court not having the technical knowledge of the 
appraisers, the court not having the information which tlie ap- 
praisers might receive from consuls residing abroad, and having, 
as the court would have in many instances, other evidence |fore 
it in regard to the facts, might come, and courts have come in 
some instances, to an entirely different conclusion from t/t to 
which the appraisers came, whereas if the court had had al! the 
knowledge before it upon which the appraisers acted it would 
have found the same facts in to those goods, both in regard 
to the classification and the value. 

The law of 1890 did not seek to make this board of appraisers @ 
court in which counsel should and contests should be 
made and suits should be tried; rather their duties were to be 
similar to those of boards of assessors for taxation in different 
States, and they were to act similarly to boards of assessors. They 
might hear evi , but they could take their own general !now!- 
edge, heir own technical knowledge, into account. 

n the several States the action of boards of assessors may be 
reviewed upon certiorari, but not u the facts; they may be re 
viewed upon the law in the case. must be some summary 
method in order to reach the true value as a subject for taxation, 
either in local taxation in the several States or in collecting reve 
nue duties. It often ha; that the for the importer 
would produce before appraiser only a portion of ther evr 
dence, leaving out the principal part of it, and after the appr 
ers had made their determination in one way the attorneys would 

before the circuit court and uceall their evidence, evidence 
that board of appraisers, and in that 
way confusion and reverse rulings, and make 

to and of course cost to their clients. nt 
We have sought to remedy some of these evils in this bill, 





1896. 


e fourteenth and 
oan of fact by the 
clusive upon all 
and every one 





fifteenth sections of it. 
general appraisers shall be final and con- 
parties, officers of the Government, importers, 
terested. In the first place, the facts are estab- 
lished by the local appraiser, and the assessment of duty is made. 
Then there can be an appeal from the local appraiser to the Board 


We provide that the 


of General Ap The latter can hear evidence. They can 
ascertain the facts. They can use their own technical knowledge 
which they have gained by years of eee. They can take 
into consideration the information which they receive from con- 
guls who investigate abroad, and after they have received all this 
information, witnesses on the part of the importer, as well as 
witnesses on the partof the Government giving in their testimony— 
we say that their determination as to the fact, both in regard to 
value and in to classification, shall be final and conclusive. 

But we do not take away the right of appeal upon questions of 
law. These can be reviewed by the circuit court of ap , and 
to the circuit courts of appeals we give jurisdiction to hear those 
cases and to hear thos: appeals. e provide that the board of 
assessors shall report their findings of fact; that they shall not 
report their evidence, but simply the findings of fact and their 
decision thereon, and that the circuit court of eqperis may review 
the questions of law. They may send a case back to the appraisers 
for ‘Endings of fact upon some other question which they deem 
important to the solution of the question of law; and when they 
have received the final findings of fact from the board of apprais- 
ers those findings of facts areconclusive. We also provide for an 
appeal from the circuit court of appeals to the Supreme Court. 
Hither the Supreme Court may certiorari the case or the circuit 
courts of a) 


Supreme, urt. ; : 4 ; 
. JOHNSON of California. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. reer: 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Do you provide that this board 
of appraisers shall have the power to administer oaths, and that 
a prosecution for perjury can be maintained against anyone who 


“ie PAYNE. 


may by their own motion allow an appeal to the 


em? 
I think that is in the section that we did not 
amend—a section in the original bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The reason I ask-‘is, that I was 
informed that it was not. Ido not claim to be posted, and I ask 
you the question, because as I understand the proposition you pro- 
pose to make this a final decision upon the facts, the same as a 
referee would make. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would say in our amendment we have made 
no provision of that kind, and I may be in error in saying that it 
is in the ori act. I think it is there, however. 


Mr. JO IN of California. I only ask, then, if the gentle- 


man does not think it ought to be, so that there would be some | 


es those who swear a 

Mr. PAYNE. I think so. I think every man who makes his 
affidavit and gives his testimony in any case ought to be held 
under the pains of perjury if it is false, and if that is not in here 
I think it ought to be. 

I would say that in adopting this amendment the committee 
have been guided by the suggestions of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, by the board of appraisers, and also by a report of a 
commission which was formed in 1893, of which ex-Secretary 
Fairchild was the president, and, with ex-Collector Magone, Mr. 
Dann of Arkansas, a former member of Congress, and another 
gentleman, com the commission. They ver ey 
recommend the amendment of section 15 which we have adopted, 
and also section 7. 

Another evil that has grown up under the present law is the 
multiplication of protests. For instance, a case arises as to a par- 
ticular class of goods. Perhaps the hat-trinimings case is a good 
illustration. Every importer of that class of goods, even where 


the — not amount to more than $5, makes his protest. It 
—simply the drawing up of a protest. It is 
res, and the 


costs nothing 

— done by a ae who takes the case on s 
of the protest does not cost anything, and then the pro- 

tests lie there for years until some other man has taken a case 

to the i Court and got a decision. If that decision is 

claim for 


Governm 
the remission of the duty. The chances are all in their 


favor. If win they get the duty back; if they lose they lose 
nothing. In meantime they have paid the duty in the first 
instance, and have sold their g to the customers and to 
the consumers without a farthing of reduction on account of the 


importer and the attorney who is lucky 
to have had a case on conditional fees, in what proportion 
to state exactly. 

These aa —— up in the thousands. They are not only a 
source of labor annoyance to the Government, but they are 
of i tan under the law and under the present administration 
of it. Various methods have been suggested to get rid of this 
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evil. The best suggestion that the committee has had made to 
them is this, recommended by all those who are familiar with the 
administration of this law, some who are Government officials 
and some who are not—the requirement of a fee of $2 to be paid 
for every protest, to be paid by the importer in the first instance, 
and to be refunded to him only in case he shall eventually succeed 
in the protest. And we have incorporated that amendment in the 
bill. 

Another important change that we have made in the 1: 


aw or pro- 

pose to the law ‘is that in reference to additional duty in case the 

| value of the goods as fixed by the appraisers exceeds the value of 
the goods as declared in the invoice by the importer. Under the 


law, if a man imports $2,000 worth of goods on which the duties 
are 50 per cent, we will say, and on which the duty would be $1,000, 
and the value of the goods is raised by the appraisers 10 per cent, 
say to $2,200, he would simply have to pay $1,100 in duty; or, in 
other words, he would have to pay the duty at the same rate upon 
the additional value. He would not have to pay a farthing more 
of duty than he would had he made an honest statement of the 
value in his invoice and declaration and fixed it at $2,200 in the first 
instance. 

Now, if the valuation by the appraisers exceeds the valuation 
in the invoice as fixed by the importer more than 10 per cent, then 
he has not only to pay the duty upon the goods at the valuation 
of the appraisers, but also additional duties, which have been con- 
strued by the Secretary to be penal duties. These additional du- 
ties are at the rate of 2 per cent over the total value of the invoice 
as fixed by the appraisers for every 1 per cent of increase in the 
appraisers’ value over the value fixed bytheimporter. Takingthe 
same cost of importation of $2,000 at the importer’s value, in- 
creased to $2,250, or more than 10 per cent by the appraisers, he 
would have to pay $1,100 in duty, and also, exceeding 20 per cent, 
2 per cent for every 1 per cent of increase, 20 per cent upon the 
full $2,200, or $440 penal duties in addition thereto. 

The result of that is that whenever a man wants to defraud the 
revenue and undervalues his goods for that purpose he is very 
particular not to undervalue them more than 10 percent. He 
works up just as close to that line as he thinks safe, because he 
knows that if he gets his goods through at his own valuation he 
saves 10 per cent of their value, and that, at the worst, if his val- 
uation is increased by the appraisers only 10 per cent, he will still 
pay only the duty that he would have to pay if he had invoiced 
the goods himself at their true valuation. The committee think 
that system is wrong. They think it offers a premium upon 
fraud and holds out a temptation to undervaluation, and they 

ropose that the increased duty because of undervaluation shall 

yegin at the very point where the valuation of the appraisers 
exceeds the valuation of the importer, and shall be 1 per cent for 
every 1 per cent of increase. 

Thus, if a man imports goods at a certain valuation of his own 
and the appraisers add even 1 per cent to that valuation, the 
duty will be increased not only to the proper rate that he would 
have to pay according to the valuation of the appraisers, but also 
1 per cent upon the total appraisers’ valuation of all the goods for 
every 1 per cent of increase, so that if the valuation is increased 
by the appraisers 5 per cent, the importer pays not only the ordi- 
nary duties but an additional duty of 5 per cent upon the whole 
invoice as valued by the appraisers. Take an example: A man 
imports $2,000 worth of goods at 50 per cent duty, yielding a thou- 
sand dollars of revenue; his valuation is increased by the apprais- 
ers 5 per cent, making $2,100; that would make the duty, at 50 per 
cent, $1,050; but in addition to that, on the plan the committee 
recommend, there will be a duty of 5 per cent upon the $2,100, 
which makes an additional duty of $105 as a consequence of the 
undervaluation by the importer. 

This plan removes the temptation to undervalue goods down to 
10 per cent below what they are really worth, or even to1 per cent 
below what they are really worth. The objection has been made 
to this that in some cases and on some classes of goods it is impos- 
sible even for experts to agree upon values so closely that the dif- 
ference between them will not be 3 or 4 or 5 per cent, and as to 
some classes of goods this may be so. For instance, novelties, 
things that are for a passing fashion and that have never been in 
the market before, experts might very well differ in their valua- 
tions of such goods 5 per cent or even 10 per cent, but those goods 
are almost an infinitesimal percentage of the total amount of im- 
portations. Then, in addition to that—and this is a consideration 
| that greatly moved the committee in making their recommenda- 
tions—the importer of the goods knows better than any other man 
living what their market value is. He knows it at the time he 
imports them. 

t does not make any difference whether they are consigned 
goods or purchased goods or the exclusive outpnt of a factory, the 
importer knows better than any other man their market value at 
the date of epernen, Therefore, let him state honestly and 
| truly in his declaration the value of the goods in usual wholesale 
—* on the day of importation, and he need have no cause 
| for fear. Why? Because he can bring his witnesses before tha 
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appraisers and prove the actual market value of the goods and 

ove it more definitely and with greater certainty than any coun- 
epreot can be made, and if he is honest in his declaration and 
honest in his — 
will ever suffer because we ge this increase of duty at the line 


roof the committee believe that no such 


of the increase of valuation 
of the importer. 

But on the other hand, even if some innocent man does suffer, 
we believe it is due to the Government, we believe it is due to the 
great mass of honest importers, that there should be some punish- 
ment for undervaluation, beginning at the very point of under- 
valuation. Hence we have fixed it at 1 per cent increase of duty 
for every 1 per cent increase of valuation by the awa over 
the importer’s valuation. The importer can not only be heard be- 
fore the local appraiser, but he can also be heard before the Gen- 
eral Appraisers. Hehasfullopportunity for ahearing, and wehave 
no doubt that the law, as it has been administered by the present 
Board of Appraisers, and asit is proposed by the recommendations 
of the committee, will result in a more faithful collection of the 
revenue from those who seek to evade it, and at the same time 
wiil be beneficial to those whocome in honestly and are willing to 
pay their dues to the Government under the tariff law. 

There are other amendments which the committee have proposed 
which are of minor importance, and yet some of which are of con- 
siderable importance in the administration of the law. Some of 
them are intended to compel the importer to specify in detail all 
the charges in his invoice, all the facts upon which he makes u 
his valuation. Another source of fraud is in the fact that the 
importer under the present law states the price at which he bought 
the goods in one currency while the exchange upon that currency 
was in his favor, and then pays the duty upon another basis of cur- 
rency. The committee limit his statement, therefore, not to the 
currency in which he bought the goods, but propose that— 

If the merchandise was actually purchased, the declaration shall also con- 
tain a statement of the currency and the amount which was actually paid for 
the merchandise by the purchaser. 

To the same section we have added a provision which, if we can 
secure the legislation which this bill asks for from other Govern- 
ments, will subject a foreign exporter to the pains and penalties 
of perjury if he makes a false affidavit in a foreign country. 
Under the present law these declarations are taken before our 
consuls; and those officers being, of course, not authorized by 
the local laws to administer oaths, there is no punishment for 
false swearing before them in connection with invoices. Th 
might just as well be signed without the formality of an oath so 
far as punishment is concerned. Great Britain already has a law 
upon her statute books authorizing her local officers to administer 
oaths in these cases in her own ports where these declarations are 
made by the exporter, and providing punishment for false swear- 
ing in such cases. We have added to section 3 an amendment 
which after a certain lapse of time will, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, prevent the importation of any mer- 
chandise unless the exporter in the foreign country has first made 
the necessary declaration or affidavit before a local officer of that 
country empowered to administer such oaths, the oath being ad- 
ministered under a local law which will make false swearing pun- 
ishable. We believe that, upon suitable notice, laws similar to 
those of Great Britain on this subject will be enacted by all these 
foreign countries, because exportations from those countries to 
this, except at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, will 
be prevented after a certain time unless such laws are enacted. 
In this way we expect to get some hold on the other side where 
there is false swearing in connection with the exportation of mer- 
chandise to this country. 

Mr. WALSH. Why is the matter left in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. PAYNE. Because it must be a matter of negotiation. 
None of these other countries now have such laws except Great 
Britain. We must give the lawmaking power of the different 
countries time to act. We can not fix a rigid rule and say that 
such action must be taken before a certain date. So we leave the 
matter in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, he being 
in full accord with this provision of the law. We believe that in 
this way the change can be brought about without friction, and 
sooner and better than it could if we should adopt a positive enact- 
ment of law to apply after a certain date. 

Mr. WALSH. But you — the Secretary of the Treasury, 
under this section, general discretion as to the taking of the oath. 

Mr. PAYNE. If a particular country does ss a law au- 
thorizing the oath to be administered before'‘its } i 
we must of course give the of the Treasury this gen: 
discretion as to the requirement of the oath. If there is no officer 
in the foreign country authorized to administer the oath, of 
course we should not undertake to say that goods shall not be ex- 
ported from that country tothis unless we give the Government 
of the country time to act. The lawmaking power must have 
re re ta get together and act on the question. 

. WALSH. not an affidavit taken falsely before a notary 


y the appraisers over the valuation 


public in any of these other countries punishable by the pains and 
penalties Se 

Mr. PA ‘ nless the officer is authorized by law to take 
ffidavits in such cases, the oath would not be worth the paper on 
which it is written, sofar as punishment for perjury is concerned. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Could not a remedy be provided by enacting 
that in case the oath or statement accompanying the invoice or 
indorsed upon it should be found by our appraisers to be incor- 
rect, our consul should be prohibited in future from taking t)o 
oath or declaration of the person who had made that false state- 
ment? Could we not in that way guard against the possibilit. of 
that person continuing to engage in the export trade to this 
country? 

Mr. PAYNE. Possibly such a provision might have been put 
in this bill as an additional remedy. It would be rather drastic. 
because the person making the exportation to this country may 
make a mistake. Upon questions of value there is always room 
for differences of judgment or opinion. We thought that the 
provision in the bill was at least a step in the right direction. If 
it should not work successfully, a some suggestion like that 
of the gentleman from Iowa might help the efficiency of the law. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Does not this whole matter ill us- 
trate the absolute necessity of abolishing the ad valorem system 
of collecting revenue from customs? 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course the gentleman from California and 
myself would have no difference of opinion on that question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California, Then, why not just present that 
kind of a bill and give us good, sound Republican specific duty 
taxation in our customs laws? 

Mr. PAYNE. Simply because we are trying now to put before 
this House a bill which shall become alaw. If we were simply 
- playing to the galleries,” we would introduce the other kind 0: 
a bill for purposes outside of this Chamber and outside of the 

uestion of making the billa law. I hope to be able to join with 

e gentleman from California in the ‘ty-fifth Congress in en- 
acting the sort of a law which he suggests. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side, 

Mr. WILL A. STONE. You hope, then, to have such a bill 

ed when it has been passed. 
r. PAYNE. In section4, we simply provide for a particular 
statement in invoices by requiring the importer to state the name 
of the consular district in which and the name of the place froin 
which the merchandise was procured, and the place of production 
or manufacture. This is simply to close one door of fraud which 
now exists. Persons go back into the interior—pretend to send 
goods from an interior town where there is no market. We pro- 
pose to require that there shall be a statement of the consular ‘lis- 
trict and the place of production or manufacture. And at the 
end of the section we provide for the penalty of the bond— 
we provide the terms and condition of the bond—which seems to 
have been left out of the original act, the penalty to be double the 
estimated duty. 

In section 5, we make a proviso, as follows: 

Provided further, That no holding a license to transact business 13 
custom-house broker, under the provisions of section 23 of the act of August 
28, 1894, chall be designated to administer oaths and take acknowledgmven's 
under the provisions of this section, and the power to administer such ot!is 
and tak acknowl 


uch tsis hereby revoked as to all persons s0 license! 
de og business as custom-house brokers at the date of the passaye of 


Under the present law the oaths are usually administered by 
custom-house brokers. Of course this is a practice that ought 
not to be allowed, because the brokers are really the agents of the 
importers and take the oaths of their own clients. We have had 
some suggestions with reference to the oaths of brokers since tle 
bill was reported, and shall offer a further amendment to cut off 
brokers, their employees and clerks, from taking the oaths. 

Other amendments to the section make more specific the lan- 
guage of the declaration. 

The amendments to section 7 are those to which I have already 
alluded in regard to making the additional duty 1 per cent for 

1 percent of increased value. Now, we have made this an 
additional duty, not a penalty, and we have prescribed in the law 
that neither the of the nor anyone else shall 
have the power to remit this additional duty. We believe tht 
when a penalty is put into the law or a remedy is inserted the only 

nduce a strict observance of the law is to make the pen- 

certain of mt. If some one has power 

remitted, and the importer will under: 

dea that in the end he will get the additional 
— remitted. So we have provided that this additional duty 
not be remitted under any circumstances. But we have also 

, which is not 
never exceed 
















YNE. There is the usual penalty for fraudulent speci- 
tare if the fraudulent importation exceeds in value 50 
, are forfeited to the Government. The limit 
law, on the amount of increase in the appraised 
rted value, was 100 per cent where the goods 
the [Por We have — as I 
already said, in this bill at 50 per cent instead. ere is 
— Y in reference to the matter, that when there is a 
case of forfeiture it is a case in the courts and for the jury to de- 
the facts presented. So that nobody is to be de- 
rived of property without due process of law and after a 
trial of the case. 
In section 10, we ha 


per cent, the 
under the 
value over the 
bec 


im 
ame forfeited to 


this to be said 


termine upon 


lows: 


‘ocal appraisers, or persons acting as such, shall state for the in- 
a C the collector the character and component material of the 


merchandise. 


This is augly, 
0 


At the en 


lace of 
any has been 


of section 13— 


That the general 
of a board to decide t 


Of course the value of that amendment is apparent without any 
explanation on my 
n section 14, we 


Setting forth 


the 


tion as to which the protest 

The simple effect of that provision being to carry a sample of 
the goods, with the papers in the case, for the examination of the 
and that is the object of the amendment. 
udes the provision, to which I have already 
alluded, to require the payment of the sum of $2, to be known as a 
protest fee, etc. 

Mr. WALSH. Is there any penalty for a false sample? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not-any more than there would be for a false 


affidavit. 
Mr. DALZELL. That is covered by the general law? 
Mr.PAYNE. It is covered by the general law in relation to 
Treasury—the general section. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 


to ask him a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Should not provision be made 
in this bill for the een of counsel to appear before the 


Board of Appraisers 
That section also 


frauds upon the 


= 
E 


General A 
Mr. PA 


of assessment reall 
an 


and the turning into a court of the local boards of assessors in | the court. Our design is, and I believe it is in the line of a better 
States. administration of the law and the protection of Government 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is not this the Board of United | revenue, and for the protection of honest importers, to make their 
States General A ? conclusions of fact final and only aliow the courts to review the 

Mr. PAYNE. inly. question of law. That is the reason. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And does the gentleman from| Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is it not true, as a matter of 
New York say loyment of counsel before such a Board | fact, that the courts upon appeal have found as many errors in the 
would be out of findings of fact by the Board as in the law as administered by 

Mr. PAYNE. them? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is the gentleman not aware Mr. PAYNE. On the other hand, the evidence before the com- 
that there is an existing provision of law by which counsel are | mittee was that very seldom had they been reversed upon ques- 
now and that that provision of law is found in the | tions of fact, and it is only in questions where the court had acted 
general bill of June 30, 1895? upon different evidence from that upon which the Board of Ap- 

Mr. This does not interfere with that law. praisers acted. That is, in some cases they were reversed on ques- 

Mr. PAYNE. repeal that aa. tions of fact when the Board had acted on the theory of this 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York: No, that is very true, but here | present law, that they should take into account their own knowl- 
is a new statute covering the general eee and there | edge and aeaiee with similar goods and their own informa- 
ought to be a provision in this statute for the permanent employ- | tion; and the court had reversed them because the court had 
ment of such before it different testimony as to the facts from that which the 

Mr. statute purports to be an amendment | appraisers had. In other cases the importers had kept back a 
any part of the evidence, so as to take an appeal to the court, and had 





ve provided, at the end of the section, as fol- 


an additional specification provided. 
section 11 we provide an additional means by 
which the appraisers can get at the exact value of the goods, in 
the following words : 

Provided also, That it shall be lawful for appraising officers in determin- 
ing the dutiable value of such merchandise to take into consideration the 
wholesale price at which such or similar merchandise is sold or offered for 
sale in the United States, after deducting estimated duties thereon, the cost 
of transportation, insurance, and other actual and necessary expenses from 
ent to the United States and a reasonable commission, if 
, not exceeding 6 per cent. 

This is simply an additional method by which they can ascer- 
tain the value of the merchandise, and we also provide at the end 


who acted originally in a case shall not be one 


ve provided that in case of a notice of dis- 

satisfaction by the importer he shall give notice in writing— 
therein distinctly and specifically and in respect to each entry 

or payment the reasons for his objections thereto— 

That is the present law so far, but we add— 


witha sample of the articles or merchandise, where the same are of a kind 
that asample can be conveniently attached to and accompany said notice, 
and where character or quality of the articles or merchandise is in ques- 


tion, attached to or accompanying said notice, certified or authentica by 
or 


cer as being a part of the particular importa- 


. Wethink not, for this reason: This is a question 
, and counsel would be as much out of place 
the hearing of witnesses would be as much out of place as 
would counsel and witnesses and testimony and examinations 


New York. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
4 ‘all the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact 
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that under the law as it now stands counsel are employed under a 
provision inserted in the general deficiency bill of 1895. Now, as 
in this bill you are treating of the whole subject-matter, why 
should you not cover the employment of counsel in this bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. Because this bill does not undertake to do any- 
thing but amend certain particular sections of the existing law. 
As the gentleman will see, it is entitled ‘‘A bill to amend an act,” 
etc., and certain specific sections of that act are taken up and 
amended. The law that the gentleman refers to still remains the 
law, of course. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, the difficulty with the 
existing law is this, that the appropriation of $3,500 is inadequate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is a matter to be determined in the ap- 
propriation bill when the payment of counsel is provided for. It 
would not be a part of this bill anyway. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It might come in as a new 
provision. In any act amendatory of another act you can insert 
absolutely new provisions of law. 

Mr. PAYNE. But this bill is not to provide new offices and to 
fix their salaries at all. It is simply to amend certain provisions 
of existing law, leaving the rest of the law as it is and leaving the 
provision for counsel as itis. Now, if that salary is inadequate 
it can be remedied in the appropriation bill. I will say further to 
my colleague that this bill will be read through by sections. It 
answers the gentleman’s question to say that there is no amend- 
ment to this bill that provides for counsel 

Mr. DALZELL. Or that interferes with existing provisions in 
that regard. 

Mr. PAYNE. Or that interferes with the provision of law to 
which the gentleman refers. 

Now, section 15 I have alluded to before. It is an entirely new 
section, and provides for the finding of facts by the Board of Gen- 
eral Appraisers, and for the review of the case upon questions of 
law only by the circuit court of appeals, instead of the United 
States circuit court, as at present. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question there? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The old administrative act 
provides also for a review of questions of fact. Why is that 
omitted from the present bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I made quite an elaborate statement in reference 
to that, and it would require me some time to repeat it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Honeshive. I was not present and did 
not hear it. Probably I should have been delighted if I had been 
here to hear it. 

Mr. PAYNE. We shall reach that in the reading of the bill 
by sections later. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I suppose the gentleman 
will explain the meaning of the provision in line 23, on page 24, 
that the evidence taken by the Board of General Appraisers shall 
not be considered by the court. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is all the same scheme we have defired in 
this bill to make the findings of fact by the Board of General Ap- 
praisers final and conclusive, and have done that by appropriate 
and proper language. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have no doubt the lan- 
guage is proper, but I doubt the ty of the language. 

Mr. PAYNE. I believe that the decisions of this Board upon 
questions of facts should be final, for the reason that they make 
them not only on the evidence produced before them, but from 
their general knowledge as experts and from the information they 
receive from the consuls at foreign ports, and other evidence that 
they can not reproduce before a court, and hence I say it is not 
on the findings only, and not on the evidence introduced before 

























































































appeared before the court with new witnesses upon new questions 
fact, and, of course, different results follow 
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Now, I believe that these general appraisers, one of whom is 
often appointed by the court to report upon additional facts, are 
amply qualified and competent, and should be, under this law, to 
find upon the questions of fact; and when they have found, I be- 
lieve that, for the purposes of taxation, their findings on questions 
of fact should be as conclusive and final as are the findings of the 
local board of assessors in the gentleman’s own State upon ques- 
tions of the value of property. 

Mr. BAKER of New Sessehice, But the whole question would 

o up to the court if there is an appeal from the appraisers, That 

s all that is asked here—that all questions relating to the impor- 
tation should go up on the appeal; and the gentleman will un- 
doubtedly admit that if the facts are found hostile, the importer 
would have but very little chance on his appeal. 

Mr. PAYNE. Sometimes yes, and sometimes no. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the facts are found against 
a man there is not much chance for him in any court. 

Mr. ee If you have had your day in court there ought 
not to be. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is important that the 
should have a correct finding of facts as well as that they shoul 
have a correct finding of the law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But my friend from New York, if the gentle- 
man and the gentleman from New Hampshire will permit, ig- 
nores the fact that upon the question of facts this man has never 
had a day in court. He has had a day before the — only. 

Mr. PAYNE. Inthe first place, he has had a day before the local 
appraisers, and then he appeals from the local appraisers, and he 
has a day before the General Appraisers, where the facts are all 
under review, and they have an opportunity to find them one way 
or the other. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And then when he gets a hearing there is no 
ae to hear him on the facts. 

Ir. PAYNE. He has had an opportunity in two courts, if you 
choose to call them so, upon questions of fact—two opportunities to 
be heard as to findings. Now you still want to continue that to 
the circuit court of appeals, and afterwards, I suppose, to the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will permit 
me, if the case has arisen where there is no board of general ap- 
praisers, there would be an — from the individual appraiser to 
the general Board, and when he goes before the other board, his case 
having been heard before an officer of the Government whose nat- 
ural predisposition is toenforce the law roughly against the import- 
er, he never has a judicial review in regard to the facts, a determina- 
tion of therate of duty that heis to pay; and Isubmit thatis notright. 

Mr. PAYNE. Onthecontrary, both thenatural inclination and 
the practice of the appraisers are not to injure the importer, and 
their findings of fact lean toward the importer. , 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Thereis a difference of opin- 
ion on that subject. 

Mr. WALSH, This bill does not give the importer the right to 
be represented by counsel? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is nothing said about it in the bill. 

ne the hammer fell. 

n motion of Mr. McMILLIN, by unanimous consent, the time 
of Mr. PAYNE was extended. 

Mr. PAYNE. The remainder of section 15 gives the circuit 
court of appeals jurisdiction to hear and determine these appeals 
from the rd of General Appraisers, and also | pee for a re- 
view by the Supreme Court in certain cases. It is not necessary 
for me to go into particulars on that branch of the subject. 

The only amendment in section 19 is made by striking out the 
words “ for oo to the United States or consigned to the 
United States for sale” and inserting “in usual wholesale quan- 
tities”; so that it will read: 

Sxc. 19. That wheneverimported merchandise is subject to an ad valorem 
rate of duty, or to a duty based upon or regulated in any manner by the 
value thereof, the duty shall be assessed upon the actual market value or 
wholesale price of such merchandise, as bought and sold in usual wholesale 
quantities at the time of exportation to the United States in the princi 
markets of the country whence rted and in the condition in which 
such merchandise is there bought and sold in usual wholesale quantities. 

This is simply an amendment in the direction of the original 
bill making the provision more definite and specific. 

Section 2 of this bill provides for the establishment and equip- 
ment of samplinj works or the leasing of buildings— 

For the sampling and assaying of imported silver ores and other ores contain 
ing lead, at the ports of Elpaso, Tex.; Northport, Wash., and Bonners y, 
Idaho, and at such other ports as in the judgment of the Secretary of the 
Treasury the interests of the revenue demand; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby authorized, in case of importation of said ores at ports at which 
no facilities as above are provided, under such regulations as he may pre- 
scribe, to send a portion thereof to any port having said facilities, at V hich 

said portion may be sampled and assayed. The collector at the port of 
tion thereupon liquidate the entry upon said assay. 
That involves an a not to exceed $45,000, and is 
recommended by the retary of the Treasury as necessary for 
the proper enforcement of the present tariff laws in respect to lead 
ores and silver-bearing lead ores. It seems to be absolutely re- 
quired for the protection of the revenue that something of this kind 
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MARCH | 7, 
should be done,and the Seen tome that the points namneq 
in the bill are the points at which it is necessary that these sam); 
and assay works should be established at once. The com)):::... 
will offer an amendment providing that one-fifth of each ¢:, f 
ores shall be sent to these works, because it seems to be nev: 
that as much as that shall be sent. But the reason for t), 
quirement will be explained when the amendment is offere:| 

Section 3 simply preserves the rights accrued under the }) 
law at the time these amendments shall go into effect—al| ; 
of appeal and other rights that have accrued up to that tim 

Section 4 provides that the act shall take effect on ani 
July 1, 1896. It is necessary that this act shall not take . 
until some time after its passes. because there must be tire to 
give notice to consuls and other officers of the United Stat: po. 
siding abroad of the change in the law, and July 1, 1896, |oing 
the beginning of the ensuing fiscal year, was chosen as the 1\.\st 
—— time for the act to go into operation. 

hat, Mr. Chairman, is all that I desire to say at this time 

Mr.DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, in view of the suggestion mado 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Jonnson], and in order to 
make the statement as to this bill complete, I want to call atten. 
tion to the fact that section 16 of the existing administratiy« jaw 
contains this provision: 

Sc. 16. That the General A: rs, or any of them, are hereby author izeq 
to administer oaths, and said general a rs, the boards of general ay 


pe. the local appraisers or the ectors, as the case may be, ma 
appear before them and examine upon oath any owner, importer. 





htg 









consignee, or other person touching any matter or t’ which they, or eit ~~ 
of them, may deem material any imported merchandise, in as 
taining the dutiable value or c tion thereof; and they, or «i: 


them, may require the production of any letters, accounts, or invoices rela 
ing to said merchandise, and may require such ony to be reduced t 
writing, and when so taken it shall be filed in the office of the collector. a 
reserved for use or reference until the final decision of the collector.» said 
rd of appraisers shall be made respecting the valuation or classifies: ion of 
said merchandise, as the case may be. 
The next section provides: 


Seo. 17. That if any person so cited fo egpene shall neglect or refuse to at- 
tend, or shall decline to answer, or shall toanswer in writing any inter- 


rogatories, and subscribe his name to his eee or to produce such 
papers, when so required by a general ap; r ago peera of general ap- 
e to a penalty of 


Eaipere, or a local appraiser or a collector, he f 
Broo: and if such person the owner, importer, or consignee, the appraise- 
ment which the general appraiser, or Board of General Appraisers, or local 
appraiser, or collector, where there is no appraiser, may make of the mer 
chandise, shall be final and conclusive; and an rson who shall willful! 
and corruptly swear falsely on an examination before any general appr: iscr, 
= ens of General A ee ee collector. shall be deemed 
of perjury: an © owner, r, or consignee, the mer- 

Shandise chal be fortetted. — a 

So that there was no necessity for me yg Bagel additional pro- 
vision in the amendment now s ted by the committee. 
Mr. WALSH. That does not give the right to the impori:r to 
have witnesses subpoenaed? 

Mr. DALZELL. Notat all. I was answering the sugy tion 


made by the gentleman from California, that there is no provision 


Vv 


in the amendment suggested by the committee clothing the Board 
of General Appeeioes with power to administer oaths, or making 
a false oath taken before them perjury. 

Mr. WALSH. My suggestion was addressed to the remark of 
the tleman from New York [Mr. Payne], that the importer 


d his day in court. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is an entirely different matter, 21 the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] has already repl:cl to 
his ote on that point. 

Mr. WALSH. I did not understand him to say that the im- 
porter had power to compel the Board to issue subpoenas for \it- 
nesses in his behalf, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know how that is. I understand, 
however, that the practice is to call such witnesses. 


Mr. WALSH. The Board may do it, but there is nothins to 
compel them to do it, so that the importer can not really be said 
to have his day in court. 

Mr. TURNER of addressed the Chair. 


Mr. PAYNE. I do not know how much time is require! for 

meral debate. Perhaps we t fix a limit if the gentleman 

rom ia [Mr. TURNER] make some suggestion. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I do not think, so far as I hay ay 
information, that there is any disposition to prolong the dehat: «1 
this side. If the tleman New York will allow the «bate 
to proceed, I think he will find he can reach a vote at avery «i"'y 
time. I <I wish to say that this bill contains some good tl). 


and some things that in my individual opinion are 1! ~° 

. ‘These reforms are in the direction of a more rigid ent 
ment of the customs laws. So far as J am concerned, I do not «re 
to protest nst the rigorous administration of the tariff |\\\>. 
My sympa would be in the direction of a facilitation «! |" 


rts in another way; I mean by lightening the rates of dut). ~° 
ong as these rates remain, I am willing that they should be ™s- 
idl eee and expeditiously enforced. ao. 
some of the increases of rigor provided for in this bill 

t have been omitted. My effort in the committee ws 

mi them to some extent. But I am bound to admit that ove 
of the changes in what is called the penal duty in the seventh sect'o2 
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of the original act, and the removal from the Secretary of the | 

wer to remit the penalty—these provisions and some others are, 
E think, rather severe. But as they seem to have the approval of | 
those who are now charged with the administration of the law, | 
and were recommended by that gentleman whose name is given to 
the co ion mentioned by the gentleman from New York, and 
whose practical judgment in this field I most thoroughly admire 
and appreciate, and are supported by the majority of the com- 
ant stand. as it were, between the upper and the nether mill- 
stone, and I submit. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I sympathize with what has | 
just been said a = colleague on the committee, the gentleman | 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], concerning some of the provisions of | 
this bill. I concur with him that there are many good features in | 
the bill, but I would say with even stronger language than he has | 
used that there are other features which [ can notcommendat all. | 
I will very briefly call attention to them, and when we get to the 
consideration of the measure under the five-minute rule they can 
be more elaborately argued and amendments offered. 

Sir, the first provision of the bill to which I wish to call atten- 
tiou is the one which was discussed by the gentleman from New 
Hamp hire [Mr. BAKER] and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Payne], by which they propose to take away in this bill, in toto, 
from any court recognized as a court in the United States, the | 
right to pass upon the facts involved in a controversy arising out | 
of animportation. Let this not be forgotten—that you are taking | 
away by this bill the only right that the American citizen who 
makes an importation has to a rehearing by a court of the United 
States of the matter in controversy. It is true that he has at first 
a hearing before the gang or rather it would be a more cor- 
rect statement to say that the appraiser fixes the value. He may | 
then be heard by the rd of General Appraisers. But heretofore 
the right has existed on the part of the importer to appeal the | 
controversy to the courts of the United States on questions both 
of law and fact if he was dissatisfied with the decision of the 
Board of General ee. This right of appeal on the facts is 
taken away by this bill. Now, it is true that the gentlemen sup- | 
porting this measuresee fit tocall this Board of General Appraisers 

sourt. It discharges some of the functions that are ordinarily | 
discharged by a court, but it can with no more propriety be | 
called a court than the original appraiser might be so called. 

Not only that, but as has been stated by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] the recommendations of the 
gentleman—Mr. Fairchild—whose suggestions in other regards 
were taken in framing this bill, have not so far as I have been 
able to ascertain from the reading of the bill been followed in 
these matters. The commission with which that gentleman was 
connected, as well as the Treasury Department, urged strenu- | 
ously that the right should exist in the Board of General Apprais- 
ers to send the whole record back for complete record if they | 
tho 
or 0} 


ht the prior action not sufficient as to matters either of law 
fact. Even that right is taken away by the bill. If the 
Board of General Appraisers—this so-called court, which is called | 
upon to adjudicate questions of law and of fact—should be unable 
to make up a decision on the record as submitted to them, the 
right does not exist, as was recommended by Mr. Fairchild, to 
send the recérd back. That is my understanding from my read- | 
ing of the bill. If I am in error I want to be corrected. I had | 
to glance hastily at the newly printed bill and therefore may 
not have ee an accurate idea of this point. 

Mr. PAYNE. We have followed exactly the recommendations | 
of Mr. Fairchild, which is, that if in rendering a decision on a | 
question of law the court should find it necessary to have addi- 
tional information upon matters of fact, it may send the record | 
back for an additional finding upon the matter of fact. That is | 
all that Mr. Fairchild recommended upon this question: and we | 
have followed his recommendation exactly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I stated, Mr. Chairman, I might be in error | 
as to that point, because the bill as now printed does not contain | 
the italics which were in the former print, and in my hasty inves- 
tigation Isu I was correct in the statement I have just made. 

Tr. PA And further, if the gentleman will permit me, | 
we have followed, I will say, exactly Secretary Fairchild’s recom- | 
mendation in to the construction of section 15, with the | 
exception that we have put in the clause, in distinct terms, giving | 
the circuit court of appeals jurisdiction in these cases. We | 
thought that there might be a doubt as to the matter, in the way 
the ision was originally drawn, but that is the only change | 
from the recommendation of Secretary Fairchild. 
Mr. McMILLIN. As to the next point—and I am glad that the 
feature is retained—let me say the revision of these cases, 

by the record and passed on by the court, can not 
be reviewed by these officers. Hence the right of 
facts presented, is Jepetesiy taken away. The 
is to stand, and the Board is not uired to 
of a any of the evidence taken by them 
adjudication of facts on the record must stand, 

to amend the record does. not increase or war- | 
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| proximately the same conclusion as to the value of the goods. 
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rant the power of the appraisers by which they can overrule the 
original ruling of the appraiser on the question of facts presented. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another feature to which I wish 
to call the attention of the committee very briefly. I was con 
vinced when this matter was pending in committee that it was a 
subject that I should antagonize there, and I feel it of sufficient 
importance to justify me in antagonizing it here on the floor of 
the House. It is this: Under the proposition as it first came to 
the committee, in reference to the appraising board, where there 
was a differeneo between the invoice value of the 


lnportation 


and the real value, the bill undertook to fix the penalties that were 


called penal duties, or additional duties, to those carried by the 
law. As I conceive, it was very wisely provided ther t the 
— duties should not attach unless there was a difference of at 
east 10 per cent between the invoice value of the importation 
and the findings of value of the board of appraisers. It was at 
first thought by the committee that this difference might be fixed 
at 5 percent,andI confess that I might have been content with 5 per 
cent; but when the committee undertakes to fix the penalty on 
the invoice because there is a difference between the invoice and 
the value as fixed by the appraisers which is less than 5 per cent, I 
think they go into an impracticable administration of the law 
and undertake to fix penalties for that which is impossible. 

We had extensive hearings before the Committee on Ways and 
Means. We had hearings on the part of every class of feeling 
with reference to tariff for protection and penalties through the 
whole range of the subject, and we had members of the board of 
appraisers themselves before us. And when all men who came 
before the committee to testify agreed that the difference of opin- 
ion between even experts as to the value of imports would vary 
from 5 to 10 per cent on an invoice, it suggested to me the pro- 
priety of so framing this portion of the bill that its enforcement 
might be practicable and its operations reasonable. The expert 
said that it would be wholly impracticable for two men to come 
to the same conclusion as to the value of the goods to such an 
extent that the difference between them would amount to no more 
than 1 or 2 or even 5 per cent on the valuation. And yet the com- 
mittee proposes to attach a penalty when there is a difference of 
1, 2, 3, or 4 per cent, when one of the greatest experts introduced 
before the cornmittee said that no two men could reach even ap- 
He 
favored these changes in the main, except the one I am indicating, 
and I do not know how he stood on that. But in regard to this 
question of valuations he said that any man who would be a suffi- 
ciently competent expert on silks, say, to fix the value of an im- 
portation unerringly within 10 per cent on the foreign amount 
could command $20,000 a year in any of the great wholesale houses 
of the country, for he would be a phenomenon. 

Mr. STEELE. Letmeask the gentleman if this was not recom- 
mended by Secretary Fairchild? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not positive as tohis exact recommenda- 
tion in this respect. 

Mr. STEELE. And also the present assistant treasurer? 

Mr. McMILLIN. As I was saying, I do not recollect Secretary 
Fairchild’s recommendation. The recommendation of Mr. Hamlin 
on this subject is contained in the bill as drawn. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Fairchild also recommended it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That may be. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to go into the discussion of 
the question further at this time. I only desired to say that it 
seems tome wholly impracticable to undertake to fix a penalty for 
ny increase of duty where a man is honestly trying to perform 
the duties of a good citizen and is conducting his business in an 
honest and legitimate manner. It is manifest that where there is 
such difference of opinion as to the values of commodities existing 
even among experts it would be very easy to trump up charges 
against the honest merchant and subject him to gross and serious 
hardships. Believing such to be the case, I thought it necessary 
to call the attention of the House to the fact, and shall not detain 


» that 


| the committee longer until we proceed to consider the bill under 


the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WILSON ofIdaho. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the pas- 
sage of this act in its entirety, because I believe it will better pro 
vide for the collection of the revenues. Regardless of our opinions 
on the tariff question, we all ought to agree that the customs laws 
should be enforced, and that if additicnal legislation is necessary 
to carry them into effect it should be enacted 

I am especially interested in section 2 of the pending bill, because 
it provides better facilities for the collection of the duties on lead-ore 
importations,and it is for the purpose of urging the necessity for that 
legislation that I ask the indulgence of the House for a short time. 

The lead-mining industry in the United States has been con- 
fronted with many difficulties. The demand for lead in this coun- 
try has always been greater than the supply, and we have yearly 
had large importations of lead. The State which I have the honor 
to represent in this House is very largely interested in the lead- 
mining industry, producing annually about one-fourth of the 
total lead product of the whole United States. The Director of 
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the Geological Survey, who is charged with the collection of in- 
formation on this subject, estimates that in the calendar year 


1894—this being the last calendar year as to which we have in- | 


formation on the subject—we produced in the United States 
162,686 short tons of lead. Of this amount Colorado produced 


50,000 tons; Idaho, 33,000 tons; Utah, 23,000 tons; Montana, 9,000 | 
tons, and Nevada, New Mexico, Arizona, California, Missouri, | 
The imports of lead-silver | 


Wisconsin, and Tennessee the balance, 
ore for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1894, amounted to 37,289,610 
pounds, on which duties were paid amounting to $559,344.23, while 
there was imported for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, 


44,783,181 pounds, with duties paid at $339,274, thus showing an | 


increase of 20 per cent in the quantity imported, with a decrease 
of 40 per cent in revenue. 

The total imports of lead for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1895, were 174,546,752 pounds, of which 124,878,009 pounds came 
from Mexico, and 12,094,603 pounds from British Columbia. Of 
the balance, in round numbers, 10,000,000 pounds came from the 
United Kingdom, and 26,000,000 pounds from Belgium. 
from the United Kingdom, Belgium, and other nations came in 
the shape of pigs and bars, having been originally mined largely 
in “o- an 
fiscal year three-fourths of our competition in the matter of lead 

roduction has been from Mexico, and more than half of the other 
ourth has been from the nations of the south of Europe. 

In my State there is invested in this industry, at a low estimate, 
not less than $25,000,000, and more than 25,000 people, directly or 
indirectly, are sustained from this industry. Of the entire cost 
of production 85 per cent is paid to labor, the value of the lead in 
the ground not being over one-fourth of a cent per pound. Lead 
miners are skilled laborers and have always received wages as such 
in this industry in Idaho and elsewhere throughout the United 
States. The average of wages paid for a series of years has been 
from $2.50 to $4 per day. e great lead-producing nations with 
which our country comes in competition are Spain. Italy, Greece, 
Mexico, and Australia. Our importations in the past have come 
largely from Mexico and Spain. More than three times as much 

-silver ore was entered at the ys of Elpaso, Tex., from Mex- 
ico during the year 1894 than at all the other ports of entry in the 
UnitedStates. The base bullion ne pass largely through 
the port of New York, and most of this comes from Mexico. It 
will be seen, therefore, that Mexico and Spain are the two principal 
nations which compete with our producers in the lead markets of 
the United States. For this reason those engaged in lead mining 
here have labored under disadvantages such as have not been felt 
by any other industry of like proportions in the United States. 

It is a well-known fact that the wages paid the laborer in Spain 
and Mexico are lower than is received for like service in any other 
country in the world outside of Asia and Africa. The miner in 
Mexico, if he may be dignified by that name, receives from 40 to 
60 cents per day, while the miner in Idaho and the entire Rocky 
Mountain region receives at the present time from $2.50 to $3.50 

rday. In addition to this, transportation chargesare not equal- 
Soe. The smelti lants of the United States, where lead ore is 
sold, ure located at Kansas City, Omaha, Denver, Aurora, Ill., and 
in New Jersey. It costs $14 per ton to ship lead ore from the 
Coeur d’Alene mining district, in Idaho, to Denver, and $16 per ton 
to Omaha, while, owing to water competition part of the way, and 
other causes, lead ores are shipped from Mexican ports to Aurora, 
Ill., and to New Jersey for less than $8 per ton; in other words, 
the transportation charges are about one-half, while the labor cost 
does not exceed one-fourth what the same charge is to the lead 
producers in Idaho. It is therefore absolutely impossible to com- 
pete successfully unless we have tariff protection, and that pro- 
tection is extended in its fullness and entirety by a law honestly 
and faithfully administered. The necessity for this has always 
been recognized by our Government. Under the McKinley law 
the duty on the lead contents of lead-silver ore was 1} cents per 

und and the duty on pig lead was 2 cents per pound. Under 

e present law, known as the ‘‘ Wilson bill,” the duty is three- 
fourths of a cent per pound on the lead contents of lead-ore im- 
— and ee a pound on pig lead. a 

r. Speaker, it is not my purpose now to urge especially the 
necessity for additional spotestion to the lead-miningindustry. I 
am aware thata protective tariff measure of any kind can not now 
become a law, much asour industry needsit. [am also not unmind- 
ful of the fact that a material change in our tariff law can not at 
the present time be brought about. For years, however, it has 
been apparent to all those who have given any attention to this 
question, that large quantities of in the shape of lead-silver 
ore have been imported into the United States upon which the 
duties levied by law havenot been paid. I believe that more exten- 
sive violations of the revenue laws have taken place in the matter 
i other known to our 


The lead | 


Italy. Statistics therefore show that for the last | 


— 


t yment of the duties pro- 
The efforts of those interested in lead producti.» 
| in the United States have been put forth to prevent this violation 
| of law, but so far they have been unsuccessful. As fast as somo 

amendment to the revenue laws was secured which was intend.) 
to correct the evil those whose interest it was to violate the law 


field for those who desire to evade the 


| scribed by law. 


have found some other method equally effective. Under tho 
former statute the Treasury Department, following a precedent 
that had no application, held that when silver-lead ore was j)))- 


ported into the United States, if the value of the silver in the ore 
was greater than the value of the lea“, then it was to be classifie 
as silver ore, and was to be admittel free of duty. Under this 
ruling the lead producers of Mexico found it possible to jmport 
into the United States thousands of tons of silver-lead ore annu- 
| ally without paying a cent of duty thereon. In order to evade 
entirely the payment of duty it was only necessary to show that 
| the value of the silver contepts of the sample selected from tho 
importation was greater than ve value of thelead contents. ‘{}is 
was most successfully done by a false sample, but under such 
ruling could be legally done by an honest sample if the ore were 
| properly graded with respect to its silver composition. The Goy- 
ernment, therefore, under thisruling lost thousands, I may say hiun- 
| dreds of thousands, in revenue, and the lead miners of the United 
| States were forced to compete with the lead miners of Mexico. 
This error was corrected by a change in the statute when the 
McKinley law was passed, making the lead contents dutiab!« re- 
| gardless of whether it was greater or less in value than the silver 
contents of the ore. Unfortunately, however, a reduction of 5) 
per cent was made in the duty in the Wilson bill, so that our lead 
miners were not long permitted to enjoy the advantages which 
this statute would otherwise have given them. They have there- 
fore been denied even the protection it was manifestly intended 
they should receive for many years. In this connection I desire 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that this industry 
has been forced to compete, not with English-speaking nations, 
not with France and Germany and the States of northern Europe, 
but with the toilers of the Mediterranean and Mexico, the poorest 
paid labor in the world. Moreover, a the last quarter of a 
cen the value of silver in the silver-lead ores, such as are pro- 
duced in the Rocky Mountain region, has, owing to the demone- 
tization act of 1873, been constantly decreasing, until to-day it is 
worth less than half its value prior to the passage of thatact. The 
joint product of our mines g lead and silver, we have there- 
fore suffered from this fearful competition and from a constantly 
decreasing market for our product, which under the law enjoyed 
little or no protection. 

Lead to-day is worth about $2.90 per hundred pounds, less than 
it ever has been before in the history of our country; the year 
1894 —s an average price of $3.12 per hundred pounds. Our 
large lead-silver mines are on the verge of being compelle| to 
close down owing to the exieucedinnrt y low price of their joint 
product. This would make millions of capital idle, and throw 
thousands of miners out of employment and force them to enter 
into competition with others in the already overstocked labor 
rmarkets of the United States. The margin of profit has been 
annihilated in this industry, and if the present low price of lead 
is to continue the lead-silver mines of the Rocky Mountain region 
can not continue inoperation. This ought not to be so, and would 
— Seeker, th ends aaa 3 dustry Ste ] 

r. er, the -mining industry in my State alone is 
capable of furnishing an annual output, under proper protection, 
of at least 60,000 tons, thereby increasing the production of the 

| United States sufficiently to supply the entire demand. 

Some of the smelting interests in the United States have op- 
posed the lead producers in the matter of a proper tariff protection 
to this industry in the past. This is contrary to the establis!! 
poe of the United States, and it is scarcely di ible at first 

ush why the interests of the smelter and the producer should |» 
antagonistic. As a matter of fact, these interests should not ve 
opposed to each other, and had it not been for the unfortun:to 
location of some of the smelters there never would have existed auy 

i ustries. to their location 
3 to pur- 
chase foreign ores in large quantities. Ithas been claimed by thi 
and others interested in foreign tead-ore importations that it 's 
necessary to have foreign lead ores, or more so-called wet ores, (0 
be used for fluxing purposes with our so-called domestic dry ores. 
This reasoning is not aghast well known that 
for some time there has been a of dry ores at these smelters 
forthem. Itis alsoa well-known fact 
and of the Rocky Mountain region 
more than sufficient to smelt all of the dry ores pro- 
cent of lead jn ores 
is from 50 to 60, 

is sufficient to smelt 
interests ae policy 
shortage of fluxing ores and that the policy 
should be to increase importations of lead ores 


tended that there is a 
Government 





1896. 


or fluxing purposes 

| Mex ited States. Pithere is nothing in this contention, as 

Oe history of uct so abundantly shows. The ores pro- 

a from the mines in the United States can be smelted without 

ee addition thereto of any foreign ore, the statement of these 
smelting interests to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The present bill is not intended to in any wise change the tariff 
law, but solely for the purpose of aiding in the collection of the 


therein required. It provides for the erection of the 
rermaanat sampling works at the ports of Elpaso, Tex., Bon- 
rs Ferry, Idaho, and Northport, Wash., and such others as may 
oo designated by the Secretary, as the interests of the revenue 
may r uire. 
importations for the reason that the temptation and opportu- 


ished. These statements are not made as coming from the 
producers, but they can be and are substantiated by the revenue 
officers. Weare simply asking the passage of a law which will 
enable the strictenforcement of a revenue statute already enacted. 
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ee D me eee 
and to aid in smelting the dry | and the sampling has been done by those who either imported the 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


At these ports the large silver-lead ore importa- | 
e place. We have not had an honest sample of lead-ore | 


| 


| 4S amc nded by the committee, that at least one-fifth of the 
nities for fraud were 80 gr Ww y 3 e 


Mr. Speaker, representing the lead-ore producers, I ask in their | 


behalf that every pound of lead imported into the United States | 
shall be required to pay the duty levied by law. The importance 


of this will be eeeietet when it is understood that under the 
law the dnty of three-fourths of a cent a pound is levied and col- 
lected on the entire importation if the lead contents of the ore 
predominates in value; while on the other hand, if the sample 
and assay shows that it does not predominate in value, the duty 
is collected only on the amount of lead actually contained in the 
ore as shown by the sample. In the past this has not been done 
for the reason that the Government has had no proper facilities 
for ascertaining the lead contents of imported ores. These ores, 


when imported, have been generally shipped to the smelters in bond ' United States. 


| 
| 
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ore or purchased the same from the importer. If a Government 
official was present when the sampling was done, he was a low- 
salaried subordinate official who, if not corrupted, could be easily 
deceived. It has never been the policy of the Government to per- 
mit those directly interested in the importation to determine the 
quantity or value thereof for the purpose of estimatin-: th 
and that rule should not be deviated from in this instan 

Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the lead producers and lead 1 ; 
ask that the Government exercise the same care in the collection 
of this revenue as it does in the matter of all other importatio 
The present bill provides that the Government itself shall do the 
sampling and assaying at works erected, established, and owned 
by the United States for that purpose. The bill further provi 


revenue, 


les 

im 

portation shall be thus sampled and assayed. If this is properly 

done by Government officials at Government sampling works, avd 

the entry liquidated in accordance with the sumple, [I believe the 
) j mee c I 

door to frau will be closed. 


On this question there should be no difference of opinion. 
Whether the Representatives of this House favor a tariff for pro- 
tection, a tariff for revenue, or absolute free trade with regard to 
the importation of lead ore, they all ought to agree that the law 
upon the statute books should be enforced, and that if i not 
be enforced as it at present exists, legislation in aid thereof should 
be passed to accomplish the purpose. 

In behalf of the interest of the Government, which means many 
thousands of dollars in revenue annually, and in behalf of the 


lead producers and miners of the United States generally and of 
my State in particular, I ask the enactment of this law. 
I have appended to my remarks tables showing statistics 


duction, consumption, importation, and prices of lead in the 


APPENDIX. 


The following tables have been taken from the Sixteenth Annual Report of the Director of the Geological Survey. and are authentic: 
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IMPORTS. 























Lead imported and entered for consumption in the United St: 








tles, 


1867 to 1891, 





















Ore and dross. | Pigs and bars Shoots. Del sate Shot Not 
Years ending— eee wise cote 
Quantity. | Value. | Quantity. Value. bag Value — Value “hed. 
on te eed L y- iv) le 
June 30— Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 
Be iencliesiiess Se < de waveji<entnne 611 $25 | 65,322,923 | $2,812,668 | 185,825 | $9,560 |_..... $6, 22° $828, 475 
EE ee 6, 945 239 | 63,254, 6 2 5 142, 137 7,229 ae i 6, G4 2 GR2, OST 
indecent i kis Wid bdlendetniaspdiabicadeautiiitiniaettabe atianne | 87, 865, B07, 424 | 15,531 18, 885 5 O87, 897 
EEE ea ted wwwns « waccesnscase cocccecssccel 5, 973 176 | 85, 895, 72 141, 681 6,879 10, 444 }. 548. 338 
Di Aitantewavenesncna tonne soee------ 22-2 ------2--- 22 0---- 316 | 10 | 91, 496, 86,712 | 4,200 a tao | «3. 74 08 
Bebseanseentensesewsacses------~-...-...--...-.--- 32, 231 1, 425 | 72,086, 657 15, 518 | xa ed > OF? O08 
Ee nawane cosas cceccsccccese en eaddae totes z 105 12 420 $50 71,08 3, 254, 576 
Rants emna nace coceece- oe a 90,219 | 1,349 36, 484 69, 650 
ELEN ELE 13, 208 bead 58 { 2, 774 1, 585, 115 
tiecccsnceste eee |. GEL BEE lenccecas 20, 007 1, 204 27, 106 710, 442 
1,000 Ss daenietaaie 16, 502 1, 242 1,041 673, 735 
eoscslecccccceee, G61),055 | 204,255 |...... wou 15, 820 O63 113 205, 309 
aah ita ae 4.748 0 mw “4. 123 
acid , 1,120 | 4 ‘71 246, 440 
5, 981 900 65 1, 443 hi), T34 
7 21, 688 1,469 | ) 2,449 205, OL 
‘ 4 i 60 | 1,510 | i9 8,690 138, 234 
ee cna cace coccce abeititins sacked 419 | 15, O40 60 | 1 , 88. 0 
Sloe s noc ccc cccccecccnpeccene _ a 4,218 971,951 | 22,217 ] ; 66, 749 
nn... 8k. cenccciece 715, 588 i 1,218 wt 13, 19) 
Decem — | 

a tee vocs case bcbocacend cecccucece 155, 731 § 83 | 9, 77 27, 941 1, 280 , 4 15 

0... sas he pieces 88, 870 2.468 | 2) 582, 238 69,891 | 23.103 1)2 1 
A | $283,315) 7,468) 277ae22| 76,213) 35.850) 1.417 |... waoet = 1, 
i nietecnabers cccececscsecsecscocccose--) 8,468) 18,947 | 19,988.233 | 588.671 68,314 | 3.308 |_..... cs 1 133 611.089 
1801... SD iebdieas costes ococee a ---| 105,898 6,721 | 3,202,562) 104,186) 334,179 | 12,406 |... 2.2}... 8. bt 123, 915 
ep nbnd canucecec-cocccececaceceosccee 127, 873 9,982 | 1,549,771 | 110, 953 + TSP (| SOR pegtep 2 063 120, 155 
2 aS 12, 686 | 34 | 3,969,781 163, 484 50,798 | 2,955 at 1, 691 168, 484 
SS ae permet 83,020,250 | “437,999 | 30,168,529 | 895, 496 44,080 | 2,050 534 1, 396. 079 

WORLD'S PRODUCTION. 
The world’s production of lead during the years 1886 to 1893, inclusive. 
| Metric tons. |} 
Countries. | 1886. | 1887. 1888. 1889. 1890. 1891. 1292 1893 
| 91,000 95, 000 07.000 100, 000 101. 000 95, 000 08, 000 05, 000 
@ 102,000 | a119,000 | 129.200 | 136,900 | 140,300) 145.700/| 142,200 14, 200 
251,000 | 250,000 | @50,000 | a 47,800 | 49, 800 49. 000 44.900 38. 200 
8,000 7,800 8, 000 8, 000 | 8, 200 | 7,600 7,300 6, 900 
2,100 1,800 2.000 2,300 | 1, 200 | 2,100 2,300 a 2,300 
19,000 | 219,000 17,000 18,000 | 17,700 18, 500 22, 000 | 19, 900 
10,000} 10,000/ 11,000! 9400} 9.60) 12:70! i0100| 11’ s00 
4,000 | 5,000 6,000} 5,400) 4,600 6, 700 8,800 | @9,000 
"| a10,000| 12,500 4,500} 13,500) 14,200 13, 300 14,400 | @l4,800 
a2,000| a2,000| @2,000| @2,000| @2,000|) a2,000| a2,500 a3, 000 
119, 387 1, 150 | 137,790 141,852 | 130,272 161,948 157, 187 147, G27 
16,000; 18,100; 30,100) 27,500) 22,3900) 30,200| 47,500 64, 100 
@5,000 | 210,000 | 219,000 | 435,000 | 40,500 | 56,000) 54,000 58, 000 
21,00; @1,000;| a1,000| al,000 |} @1,000| @1,000) @1,000| 4@1,000 
440, 487 | 483,350 | 525,090 ses, 708 | 542,772 | OO1,743 | 622,187 | 625, 827 
i 
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PRICES. 
Average monthly prices of common pig lead in New York City. 
per pound. ] 




















































Months. 1884. | 1885. 1886 | 1887. | 1888. | 1889. | 1890. | 1891. | 1892. | 1893. | 1904 
ida ses ke 4.09 | 3.65 | 4.57 | 4.27 | 4.80 3 3 4.344 4.17 | 3.80 | 3.12 
February ...| 8.98 | 3.65 | 4.75 | 4.43 i 4.92 | 4.28) 4.11 | 3.89 | 3.18 
March.......| 4.12 | 8.67 | 4.87 | 4.35 | 5.14 | 4.82)| 4.16 | 8.91 | 3.24 
BOT sencsad 8.84 | 3.63 | 4.77 | 4.20 | 4. 72. 4.20)) 4.22 | 4.02 | 3.21 

DT vaedecaasl 3.64 | 3.67 | 4.72 | 4.40 | 4.24 4.253 4.21 | 8.82 | 3.19 
GD incon 8.62 | 3.73 | 4.77 | 4.62 | 3.88 4.41 4.12 | 8.61 | 3.10 
pS Reema 8.58 | 4.06 | 4.88 4.50 | 3.96 4.39 | 4.10 | 3.40 | 3.10 

ugust...... 3.58 | 4.261 4.75 | 4.56)4.4 4.44 | 4.02 | 3.27 | 3.17 

ptember..| 3.61 | 4.26 | 4.63 4.44 | 4.99 4.50 | 4.07 | 8.72 | 3.07 
October ..... 8.65 | 4.10 | 4.23 | 4.80 | 4.45 4.34 | 3.90 | 3.40 | 3.02 
November ..| 3.46 | 4.12 | 4.22 | 4.85 | 3.67 4.17 | 3.78 | 3.29 | 3 
December ...| 3.60 | 4.57 | 4.82 | 5 8.78 4 8.74 | 3.21) 3 

Yearly av- 
erage....| 8.73}) 3.4) 4.68 om 4.05 | 3.61 | 3.12 
IMPORTATIONS ENTERING VARIOUS PORTS. 
Imports of lead in 1894. 

Customs district. Pounds. Customs district. Pounds. 
Arizona (ore) .............. 1, 180, 508 | Omaha base bullion) -.-. 2,369, 473 
Corpus ; a ee) - ad a 819, 066 || Boston pi pig) menos -| 1,868,556 
Paso del Norte 82,101, 412 || Philadeiphia (pig) --- 2, 466, 124 
Puget Sound (ore). .... --| 2,455, 920 | Pittsburg (pig). 1, 008, 245 
Saluria (ore) ............... 8, 781, 280 || All other districts. , 265, 

San Francisco (ore) ........ 061, 181 | 
New York (chiefly base , | 

SENET pnenshineecsendedse 84, 264, 861 | 

CONSUMPTION. 
Estimate of United States lead consumption in 1894. 
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Sup 
"Bronct desilverized lead (including lead refined in bond) .. 





181, 404 

dednisoendt stib thus dmapbndadh Ghiestubdsbiiberccuns inipetedn 37, 686 

Imports foreign refined lead. ..................-...---.-.++------ 8, 200 
Stock, domestic, January 1, 1804 ..................-..--.......--- 7,496 
Stock, foreign in bond, January 1, 1804. ......................... 8, 302 
PUR vindcciton supensckipaied tnnb Uebvensnentadeanbocgniabssceas 238, 088 





| 


Deduct: 
Fore refined in bond and exported 
Lead in manufactures export 
Stock, domestic, January 1, 1895. .... 
Stock, foreign in bond, anuary i, 1895... 






Another method of arriving at the consumption which yields approxi- 
mately the same result is the following: 


Estimate of consumption in the United States in 1894. 








Short tons. 





Lead from United States sources 





chabaes cbecbe neces eduntann senidblinneé 162, 686 
From foreign sources - anorns ce Igheebnds cequeecuntbotainte 35,000 
Stock, domestic, January O Miticcccducade sednbobbe duces navtwesebeen 7,496 
i iidiiin Wakncndnsins manewninecenaibbcingtibminl cinema ouchapitotonide 205, 182 
Deduct stock, domestic, January 1, 1895-...................-........- aa.) 
Deduct lead in manufactures exported under drawback -......... 950 
Ue aka bistn wabncenepunbitinds6 onion <ddute wesadeokutimasbsatea 9, 536 
SIO caicentcedteeadsnneisiey Kamen ccesccuiisenwcnepen 195, 646 








PRODUCTION OF ORE BY STATES. 
Source of lead in American ores smelted by silver-lead smelters and refiners in 





189%. 
States or Territories. |Shorttons.| States or Territories. Short tons. 
UG: .. wasenctccnpsbencts 50, 613 || | California and Rocky 
SI chines cts cinipwiedibinibess ininteinan 33, 308 Mountain States........ 478 
Utah 150 
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PRODUCTION OF REFINED LEAD. 
Production of refined lead in the United States from 1825 to 1s +} 
inclusive. ; 
Total Fr ‘om for- 
Desilver- eign ores | , 
Years. —— ized lead. Soft lead.a and base |“ in 
7 bullion. : t 
tons.| Short tons.| Short tone! Short tons 
ee i 4. 
7,500 |. 
, 000 
,000 
, 000 
, 000 
, 000 
i vgbhihincathbeaksial 13, 500 
SN Gktnisvatthanadieve , 000 
SORE 17,500 
nucbebidhebemeannetee 17,000 
Sr dUng wuseodnsadenk 20, 500 
Snbninicevtassincwi 24,000 
insti: teiacpiekng chsh 25, 000 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this bill, to my mind, is one 
of very great importance. From the cursory examination which 
I have been able to make of it, lapprove of that which it contains; 
and whatever criticism I desire to make is with regard to those 
matters of primary importance that it does not contain. 

Ihave heard the statement mate oy those that I think were 
competent to speak, and I have heard it repeated over and over 
again, that the Government lost, in the collection of its revenues, 
$50,000,000 each year through fraudulent undervaluation at the 
port of New York. I had at one time some opportunity to inves- 
tigate these matters. I ascertained this fact, Mr. Chairman, that 
it is not American citizens who are engaged in the importing 
trade; that more than two-thirds of all the dutiable importations 
into this country come through the port of New York, and that 
fully 75 per cent of the a: at the port of New York are made 
by foreigners, and more than 50 per cent of them are mere con- 
signments. It has got to be such a matter, I might say, of scandal 
that there are very many of our own merchants dealing in foreign 
merchandise who will not attempt to import the merchandise 
they desire to sell, but they buy it, duty paid, from these consignees 
in the city of New York. 

I remember hearing one of the largest merchants in the city of 
Chicago say, three or four or five years ago, that his house had not 
imported a of silk from Lyonsfor ten years; that they could 
not do it; t the manufacturers would say to them, ‘‘ We will 
sell to youat New York. Ouragentsare there.” Irememberhear- 
ing another Chicago merchant say that his firm had not imported 
kid gloves for years, because they could buy them more cheaply, 
duty paid, in the city of New York than they could import them 


and ~—e duty. 

Mr. Chairman, in an investigation that I once made I ascertained 
this astonishing fact, that less than 4 per cent of all the invoices 
received at that port during a period of three months were changed 
in any particular from the valuation fixed by those persons most 
interested in undervaluation. 

When you remember that a single item would change the char- 
acter of this invoice so that it would become incorrect and pass 
into another channel, and there are often many hundreds of items 
in a single invoice, it is safe to say that not 1 per cent of all the 
foreign values fixed on these importations are ever changed in the 
custom-house at New York. e accept, as a rule, the valuation 
fixed by those persons most interested in undervaluation. There- 
fore it is necessary that something should be done to correct this. 
I know that there are aids; that there must be a declaration on the 
part of the im r, and that that must be submitted to the con- 
sul and vi by him. As a matter of fact that is a mere mat- 
terof form. Nooath is required; it is a mere statement that is in- 
dorsed upon the invoice and a verification by our consular officer. 
As a matter of fact he never sees the importation. He has no 
oo for inspection. He can not assert from knowledge 

the true price or value of the article is stated in the invoice. 

As a matter of fact these certifications are signed in blank, and 
are attached by some subordinate whenever the party interested 
presents his invoice, and the $2.50 is always collected. Then it 
comes to our port and the entry is sought to be made. The decla- 
ration is filed under oath. Whotakesthe oath? Not the importer, 
not a reputable merchant, but one of the hundreds and thousands 
of customs brokers that infest the custom-house in the city of New 
yu nnes of a reputable a _ es of — oe 
is because of the facility with which they 

—aieae r , 


Now, these are the men who verify theseinvoices; and then our 
examiners in the appraiser's office accept, as I have said, 96 per 
cent of all of as implying verity, and ange their valuation. 
Now, it does to me asif there is a remedy. It is true that 
the persons who sign these declarations that are sent to the United 
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States are beyond the jurisdiction of our laws that propose to pun- 
ish perjury; but there is a way to reach them. Suppose that im 
portation 1s made and that it is raised to a penalty of sometimes, 
say, 50 per cent—as in a few cases I have known. Suppose that 
there is an increase in the valuation by our officers. I would say, 
then, to the consul that he should be forbidden to certify state- 
ments made by that importer. Let him feel that he must deal 
fairly and honestly with us and give us true values in his invoice 
or he can not trade with us. That would stop it more effectually 
than if the oath was administered within our own jurisdiction, 
where we might punish him. 

Another means by which the customs revenue is constantly 
harmed, in my judgment, grows out of the methods pursued. 
There is not one word in this bill in regard to this greatevil. We 
are pursuing, gentlemen, precisely the same methods in the port 
of New York that we did fifty years ago. Here will come in a 
French liner with 16,000 packages of merchandise. It will be un- 
loaded in eighteen hours from five hatchways, all provided with 
steam appliances, and yet we send precisely the same number of 
inspectors to superintend that out and look after the interest of 
the customs that we did fifty years ago, when a 500-ton brig would 
anchor outin the harbor and take fourteen days or twenty days or 
thirty days to.unload her cargo by the slow processes then in use. 
We send two customs officers on board each of these vessels whose 
duty it is to see what merchandise comes from the vessel, and the 
disposition of it. It may take four channels as it leaves that ves- 
sel, and yet these two men are expected to do all of this work, 
and do it, so far as it is done, alone and unaided. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
at each hatchway. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I beg your pardon; that is not the fact. 
There are two to a vessel, and these two go into the little glass 
custom-house on the wharf, and the only business that they do, 
and the only thing that they know, is to see that the reserve pack- 
ages that are to go to the appraisers’ store are not sent in some 
other direction. Thatis all they do. I have been there from day 
to day; I have seen the operation of it, and I am talking about 
what I know. I have examined nearly every one of these in- 
spectors under oath, and reported the testimony to the Treasury 
Department, and I know that I am talking the true facts in regard 
to this matter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have put the question to many and many 
an inspector under oath, ‘‘How do you know there were not fifty 

ckages of silk or fifty packages of champagne not on the mani- 

est of this vessel that was delivered on that wharf and distributed 

throughout this city?” And every one of them answered, ‘‘I do 
not know and I could not know.” I had formerly some such idea 
as my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] seems to have 
as to the manner in which this business was done. I supposed it 
was done in a businesslike way. I supposed that these inspectors 
would check every package as it came from the hold of the ves- 
sel and that they would see where it went. But instead of that, 
when I came to investigate, I found that they went into this little 
customs room (called ‘‘the custom-house”) on all the principal 
wharves, and that their business was simply to see to it that the 10 
per cent on packages reserved for the appraisers’ stores got there, 
and even that they did not always know. 

These packages are unladen. They are distributed by the offi- 
cers of the steamship companies, not by the officers of the United 
States. Some one prepares a ticket showing the packages upon 
the dray. That is sent backtothetwoinspectors. They examine 
the permits for landing or distribution that they have received, 
and see to it that none of these particular packages are covered 
by the permits. That is their business; that is what they do. If 
there is an order for unloading at night, the same two men and 
no more are there. They are the guests of the steamship com 


There are always two men 


pany; they have the best stateroom that stands vacant. They get 
rom the steamship company $10 each for this extra service, and 
as long as that unlading is going on, night or day, these two men 


alone are charged with this duty. Now,I do not find anything 
in this bill to remedy that state of things. 

Mr. DALZELL. Can you suggest a remedy? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir; I could suggest a remedy. 

Mr. PAYNE. What is it—appoint better men? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I could suggest a remedy. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, do so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The difficulty is this: The steamship com- 
panies that are doing business in New York and the importers who 
are doing business there dominate the customs officers of the 
United States. 

Mr. PAYNE. Thetrouble, then, is in the officers more than in 
the law? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No: I do not think it is, because I would 
make the law so stringent that the officers would have to do their 
duty. One trouble, Mr. Chairman, is this: In the politics of this 
country, by both the great parties, the four great offices connected 
with the collection of the revenue at the port of New York are 
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regarded as local offices, belonging to the spoils of either party in 
the city of New York. There is the trouble. Here is a great 
national office, that of collector of the port of New York, where 
one hundred and twenty-five millions of our revenue are collected 
annually. A New Yorker is always collector of the port of New 
York; a New Yorker is always appraiser of the port of New York; 
a New Yorker is always naval officer at the port of New York; a 
New Yorker is always surveyor of the port of New York. There 
are 2,300 employees to be appointed by these officers, at salaries 
ranging from $800 to $5,000 a year. The men who are appointed 
to these great offices and changed with each National Administra- 
tion have all that they can do in looking after the politics of their 
offices, superintending the aa, making the necessary 
changes, dividing them equally among the representative dis- 
tricts, holding the scales of justice fairly between the various as- 
sembly districts of that city. 

There is one of the great troubles. Why, sir, as an illustration 
of how this operates, let me call your attention to this fact: In 
one year recently 90,000 first-class cabin passengers landed at the 
port of New York, and there was collected that year from the 
personal effects or the importations of those passengers an average 
of $1.11 per head. Now, everybody who knows anything at all 
about the situation, knows that there was something wrong there. 

Another difficulty: Merchandise coming to the port of New 
York is entered in large quantities for warehouse purposes, where 
it may remain for three years before the entry for consumption 
takes place. That merchandise is in the custody of the warehouse- 
man. He pays all of the expense of the surveillance on the part 
of the United States. I remember one instance where a ware- 
house on a given day contained, by estimate, $15,000,000 worth of 
merchandise. There was a storekeeper there to superintend that 
building, which had eight openings for the reception of merchan- 
dise and the same number for taking it out. That storekeeper 
testified that he never saw anything that came in and never saw 
anything that went out, that he made all his entries from data 
furnished to him by the clerks of this concern, and very many of 
the entries in his books were found to be in the handwriting of 
those clerks. Now, although the law required that there should 
be an inventory taken every year and an inventory taken when- 
ever the stcrekeeper was changed, it was found that in that ware- 
house there had not been an inventory taken for seven years. 
What was to prevent that merchandise in bond being taken out 
the next day after it was stored and put into consumption, the 
importer having the use of his money during all the time, and 
then, the day before the expiration of the three years, making his 
entry for consumption, paying his duties, and hiding the whole 
transaction in the bosoms of himself and of the storekeeper? 

Mr. WALSH. May I ask when that investigation was made? 

Mr. REPBURN. It was made in the year 1891 or 1892. These 
practices have grown up. They do not belong to one Administra- 
tion or another. They grow out of the fact that while the chief 
officers—the collector, the surveyor, the naval officer, the ap- 
praiser—are changed with the change of the Administration or 
oftener, there is below those officers a chief who is not changed; 
whois retained from Administration to Administration as a valu- 
able officer; kept there year after year and term after term, his 
politics being of such an adjustable character that he can meet all 
exigencies of changing Administrations. Thusthe thing goeson— 
the same old “ grind” and thesame old methods. On one oceasion, 
when one of these officers had his attention called to the fact that 
the statutes peremptorily required that there should be an inven- 
tory each year of the merchandise in each bonded warehouse and 
an inventory whenever there was a change of the storekeeper, he 
replied, ‘‘ That statute has become obsolete.” [Laughter.] 

Yow, Mr. Chairman, I believe that all the propositions of the 
committee embraced in this bill are in the nature of improve- 
ments. Ilespecially approve that provision with regard to limit- 
ing the character of the appeal ate taken from the General A: 

raisers. It must be remembered that these appraisers as a rule 

ave been selected with great care. The President in making his 
selections was exceedingly fortunate, it seems to me, with refer- 
ence to a majority of them. Some of the best e in this 
country are now u that Board. It was expected when they 
were appointed that this would be the case; that the ms se- 
lected would have a great store of information upon the subjects 
coming before them; that when they would look ata particular 
article their knowledge of its manufacture, the locality of its pro- 
duction, cost of material and of labor would give them accurate 
ideas with regard to what ought to be the market value. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that was the idea that controlled the or- 

nization of that Board. It is not a court in acertain sense. It 

not a court in that its findings must always be dependent u 
the evidence adduced. It is a commission. It is what it claims 
to be, a board of expert appraisers. There are in my belief no 
better judges to be found in the United States upon the questions 
submitted to this Board than the three active men upon the Board 
who try the great majority of these cases. They are Mr, George 
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imagine appealing the matter to a New York City jury [lauch- 
ter]}—I can not think of anything more ludicrous—and 4 j);); 
eral Appraisers ought to be final with reference to the facts - 
take to say that the importer of foreign merchandise int. 
collector in the first instance should be final, or that the activ, 


the appraisers should be final; certainly it may say that the «: tion 
of this ap 


may send the matter back for additiona 


ure as this has become apparent in practice. 
the habit of certain importers not to make their case before te 


the appellate court and there introduce their proofs. 





Marcu 17, 


Tichenor, Judge Somerville, and Mr. Lunt, men of rare in{.)};- 


nee, of great experience, of large observation. No other my 
have had the —— they have had to acquire the ky«w). 
edge which will enable them to enter just and wise judg). 

Just think, Mr. Chairman, after those three men have investi-.;,. 


a question, have heard such evidence as may be brought b.!\); 
them, have utilized their particular experience and their rei; 


able opportunities for observation—after all their qualifica:; 
have been brought to bear upon the decision of the questi 


v 


usually organized, in feeling at least, to decide against the 


toms officers. 


This bill makes a provision which I would not have put in i: jr 
I had been drafting it. I believe that the decision of those ( 
and 

nired to accept itas final. Why. 
This isa revenuemeasure, [ und) 


8 


that the courts ought to be 
Mr. Chairman, think of it! 


country has no rights that the Government is bound to res)... 
save those that it chooses to give him. He is seeking a privi), 
and he can have that privilege upon our terms; and Congri.s 


; 


would have a right to say, if it saw fit, that the finding of 1) 


[ 


—— Board shall be final. 
Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman mean that he would hay. 


the decision of the Board of Appraisers final both as to law and 
fact? 


Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; but as to matters of fact. 
Mr. DALZELL. It is so provided in the bill. 
Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; here is a provision that the court 


findings. 
Mr. DALZELL. Butexcept in that instance the finding of the 


Board of Appraisers is final. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for such a meas- 
i It has grown to be 


appraisers. Unwilling to make it there, they prefer to take it to 
Some reme- 
dial legislation has been —— once or twice, but it has been 
futile. Now the importers will be required by stress of circum- 


stances to put in their whole case and to give the Board of Gien rl 
Appraisers the benefit of whatever information they may hav: 

I want to say a word further with regard to the authentication 
of the declaration of entry which is to be made. I believe the 
committee ought to have required that this be made by the in- 
porter. Under the existing law it is made by an irrespons')lo 
agent, who may never have seen the merchandise or know any- 
thing about it; who has perhaps never seen the invoice witil 


within an hour of the time that he makes oath upon it. Yet he 
mikes the statement that the values stated are the true valu:s in 
the country of import at the time of importation. He is noi re 
sponsible in a criminal sense; he is only responsible in case t! 10 
is an increase; and this under the old law was a very inconsi(:r- 
able responsibility, because only in the rarest instances (id the 
increase ever reach penalty. I have seen many and many an in- 
voice in which the increase of value was 8 per cent, 9 per «i n', 
9} per cent—anything to keep it below 10 per cent, where the pun- 
alty would attach. that case the importer was not in any sense 
responsible. I think we could correct this by requiring the oath 
to be made by the importer. It would sometimes, I admit, be «nu 
inconvenience; but, in my judgment, it would save millions to 
the revenue. , 
I think the committee have done well in reporting the provision 
requiring a fee in case of protest; but I do not think they havo 
me far onongh. The fee ought to attach to every assigumen! 10 
€ process. uder existing circumstances a protest in pract ve 
means —e nothing to the officer to whom it is addressed. |' 's 
not intended for that purpose. It is intended for future u~ \1 
case of litigation. And a process will sometimes contain a }1111- 
dred different assignments, without any eee as to which 
is at that time relied upon. Take it in hat-trimmings cases, 
for instance. It had been the habit to protest that everythin«— 
and the was made broad enough to cover that claus: of 
the tariff bill—the protesters claiming that the duty on hat tr 
mings was 20 cent, while the Government was collectinz \) 
= cent, treating them as manufactures of silk. Now, some «a. 
ve been decid: inst the United States in the Supreme (0 
already; and the difference between these two sums amounts |4 
the port of New York alone—or did amount at the time 1 last in- 
vestigated the matter—to some $34,000,000; and that is a claim 
that is now bei inst the Government of the United 
States. Under clause they imported bolts of velvet very 
many yards long and 18 inches wide und called it hat trimmin:s. 
Everything that can possibly enter into the manufacture or '!:° 
trimming of a hat is called hat trimmings,and under the decisions 










Supreme Court thus far the contention of the importer has 
vailed; and the only safety of the Government is this, that 

hen they try the ific cases before a jury it is hard to convince 
“ ry that a bolt of velvet 100 feet long and 18 inches in width 
| hat trimming; and so they can not always get the judgment 
: ir favor. 
in tne ALZELL. Not even from a New York jury. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not even from a New York jury, whatever 
they may get from a Philadelphia jury. [Laughter.| _ 

Lhope the committee will not stop with this bill, admirable as 
a ena to be corrected, and which would result in supplying 
the Government with something or other to fill up our annual 
deficit. [Appiones: | 

Mr. PAY ' 
limit upon the generaldebate. As I understand it, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] would like thirty minutes. 

Mr. WALSH. I would like to have a brief time myself. 


of the 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask that all general debate be closed in one | 


nr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 


man that I would like eight or ten minutes myself? 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not think there will be any difficulty in 
giving the gentleman that time out of the hour. I make that 


request, Mr. Chairman, that the general debate be limited tu one | 


our. 

, There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. As tothe division of the time, the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from New York for ten minutes, if that 
time will be ble to him. 

Mr. WALSH. 
last December and thought when I came here that I came from 
a city of some importance. But this is the first time that I have 
had the pleasure of listening to such an extended dissertation on 
the city of New York and the methods in vogue at its custom- 
house, lasked the gentleman while on the floor what time he 
referred to in the statements he was then making. He said 1891. 
The history is a little ancient, and administrations have since 
changed. But at thesame time I will say, for the benefit of those 
who are believers in ultra civil-service reform, that the doleful 
administration of the custom-house in the city of New York, as 
pictured and graphically described by the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. HEPBURN}, is the result after the civil-service system had 
fon in yogue im the custom-house in the city of New York for 
eight or ten years. 

ut, sir, while it seems from the remarks of some of the speakers 
that an effort has been made to make this a question of revenue 
and a party question, it is really tco important to be considered 
from any party standpoint. 


especially the penalizing clause for undervaluation of imports, as 
well as the clause relating to appeals. 

The gentleman from Iowa said that this is a board of appraisers, 
notacourt. Itisa board of appraisers. Butan importer has not 
his day in court; he goes before the Board and takes such justice 
as oe fit to give him, and nothing more. Theappraisers 
are men who are appointed by the Government for this special 
duty. It must be assumed that they have the interests of the 
Government at heart, and that they are against the importer 
nearly always. They may issue processes if they see fit; they may 


toissuethe process if they see fit; and so an importer is abso- | 


lutely without remedy and has no right, and has not, in the usual 
acceptation ofthe term, his day in court until he reaches his appeal. 

Now they seek to take from the importer the right of appeal— 
not absolutely the right of appeal, for they still allow the circuit 
court of appeals to review the questions of law alone. But, my 
dear sir, in a tribunal constituted as is the board of appraisers in 
our ports of entry, why the most important question that an im- 
can have decided by a court of appeals is necessarily the 
of fact,and he has not an opportunity to demonstrate 
he claims to exist. Ho has no process at hand t secure 
attendance of witnesses and their testimony, and place the 
before the board of appraisers. Besides that, upon the ques- 
undervaluation, the principle is no doubt a splendid one. 
undervaluation of goods, dishonest importations, should 
be prevented; and those who undervalue goods, dishonest import- 
ers, and those who aid or abet them in any of the ports of the 
nation, should be punished not only by penal duties, but in other 
“=a you can accomplish it. 

to pe a man who imports, when he honestly goes be- 
yond the say one-half of 1 per cent, or 1 or 2 per cent, is 
carrying the matter to too great an extreme. 

In this House there are probably from 150 to 200 lawyers. We 
had a discussion the other day as to the value of the services of 
judges, marshals, and district attorneys. You saw what a differ- 
ence there was between us, almost in every part of the House, as 
4 t0 the value of those services. 


Serres 
pceeee 
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will go on and correct some of the other glaring abuses | 


BE. Mr. Chairman,I think now we onght to fixa | 


| is as good as the administration of any cust 


May I suggest to the gentle- | 


Mr. Chairman, I have been in this House since | 


There are two features of the bill | 
which, in my opinion, would work great injustice to the merchant, | 
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_ Take your suit of clothes and ask a tailor in the city of Wash- 
ington what that suit of clothes is worth, and ask another the 
same thing, and you will find that they vary from 1 to 5 per cent. 
Take an article of jewelry, a watch, or a diamond, and ask the 
opinion of experts as to its value, and you will find that they 
differ from 1 to 10 per cent. ; 


So I think some allowance ought to be made for an error in judg- 
ment, and I shall at the proper time offer an amendment by which 
a merchant or an importer who makes an hon mista f from 
l to 5 per cent shall escape the penaity; but if he go ver that, 
or over 6, or whatever in the judgment of the Hou 3; proper, 
then he should be penalized. It seems to me that by bringing it 
down to 1 per cent, or the half of 1 per cent, it is calculated to 


draw too strict a lineon the importer. It is bringing the princi- 
ple to a drastic conclusion. 
The administration of the custom-house in the city of New York 


m-house in the whole 


of the United States. The incumbent of that office, a resident of 
New York, was recommended to that office by the b business 
men in New York City, and he carries on a thorough businesslike 
administration of that office. He has earned the respect of all 
parties and all classes of citizens. Nearly all his subordinates are 
civil-service appointees, and if any complaint is to be made for mal- 
administration, I judge from the remarks of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn], it is in the department of appraisers, and 
that is the only department where officers are appointed for life. 
Now, gentlemen, it is your experience that wron ; not 
grow up in one or two days or one year. It is the bank cashier 


who has occupied his office for twenty years, and wh is become 
the trusted and confidential man, who makes the defalcation. 
it is with the appraisers. Their terinsshould beshortened: They 
ought not to hold positions for life, as some of them d ; 


Po 


Again, some reform should be made by which merchants who 
are rivals in the same line of business should not be on anv board 
of appraisers with those whose interests are affected by their de- 
cisions, because that creates jealousy, and is apt to create a preju- 
dice in the minds of the men upon whom an appraiser is passing 
judgment. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GROW | is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, the sure and certain mode to pre- 
vent fraudulent invoices on foreign importations is by s] fic 
duties in the tariff, and on all articles upon which it is not prac- 


ticable to have a specific duty only. then by cor : 
duty with an ad valorem duty would reduce in part the ind 
ment for false invoicing. 

This bill is a great improvement on the e 


~wiaetine low recent). 
ATS ~ yi Fill 


the collection of duties, but I do not propose to discuss directly 
any of its provisions. The importation of the products of foreign 
countries average annually from seven hundred and fifty to eight 
hundred and fifty million dollars in valuation at the point of 
shipment. Asa rule, about one-half of these imports are admit- 


ted duty free. 


I desire to call the attention of the committee briefly to two 
points in a tariff which are pertinent to the collectio1 nue, 
First, a tariff with reasonable protective duties is the best of any 
to raise revenue until the home market is supplied, or nearly so, 
by the protected article. The question of revenue is t! eat one 


in adjusting a tariff, and next to that is protection to home indus- 
tries. The second point to which I wish to call attention is that 
as the amount of home production of a protected article increases 
the importation of a like foreign article decreases, and the price 
lessens until the home market is supplied by the home article, 
when the price will be less than at any former time. On the first 
point, that a protective tariff is the best for raising revenue, the 
following table of a few articles of importation, taking the last 
fiscal year of the McKinley tariff and the first year of the present 
tariff fully proves the proposition. 


Articles. Year Val 





( 1894 $11. 655, 638 $9. 600.175 
Tin plate LO 1895 12.006, 204 7. 36. 748 
: 1894 6, 608, 441 . 8 

Earthen, stone, and china ware 1905 9 283) 425 
4. 74 

f a4 5. 055, 672 V0), 224 

Glass and glassware POSHSES GH SETSOG ASO ; 1805 », WO. 914 } 124. 638 

904, 242 >, 586 

\ 1RO4 1,197,711 i), O45 

Breadstuffs.........---.------------------- 1| 1895 1) 667. 653 432 413 
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Articles. Year. Values. Duties. 
1894 1,801, 161 650, 235 
BUOTEETER onsen sees soemoonesnsesssunntins {| isos | 2oan;or7 544, 031 
224, 916 106, 204 
{| 1804 | 9,805,026 | 2,847,107 
Fruits and DUts .-22000 200000 -nnerecoennnee t| 1805 | 11,785,145 | 2, 730, 634 
1, 839, 219 107,473 
1994 | 1,543,817| 776,200 
Malt UqU0rs.....-0------0n2+eeernnrenseeee {| tos | Leaked 637, 511 
90, 627 138, 689 
1804 | 630, 006 684, 
BORA nccee-eeeoereronneen ooenee once coreee {| 1806 749, 765 510,211 
119, 669 74, 476 
1804 | 20,210,958 | 7,467,344 
Fias and hemp ....-...--------+ereeeeeeeee {| isos | 30005706 | 7/243 bal 
604, 828 223, 808 
{| 1894 | 20,550,368 14,083,671 
Tron and steel. .......-.---.-+-0+s00+---0-0- | 1895 | 240872408} 11/641; 561 
8, 488, 088 2, 422,110 
Carpets (Aubusson, Axminster, etc.) .... { = = SS 
23, 640 153, 813 
{| 1804 | 24,786,560 | 21,194, 427 
Wool and manufactures of ................ 11 1805 87.013, 821 20, 922) 886 
12, 227, 261 271, 541 
In these 12 articles the valuation in 1895 is greater than in 1994 by.. $2,908,372 
And the revenue collected is less....................--..-...-.-....- 7,498. 


The articles of pure luxury are increased in amount of importa- 
tion, but the revenue collected on them is less on the larger im- 
portation in 1895 over 1894. 

The entire dutiable imports in the fiscal year 1892 was $369,- 
402,804, and the revenue collected in customs was $174,124,270. 

The amount of dutiable imports in 1895 was $368,736,170, being 
almost the same amount as in 1892, but the revenue collected from 
customs in 1895 was $147,901,218—twenty-six millions less than 
in 1892, The excess of exports over imports in 1892 was $202,- 
875,686; in 1895 it was $75,568,200. 

Tin plate is a good illustration of the point that protective 
duties are best for raising revenue, at least until the home indus- 
try is fully developed. The following shows the amount of im- 
portation and duties collected under the different rates since 1889: 








Rate of 
Quantit Valuation Duties col- dut 
" y per 
imported. lected. pound. 
Pounds. Cents. 
674, 664,458 | $20,746, 428 %. 746, 645 1 
/1,057,711,501 | 86,355, 580 0, 577, 115 1 
408, 080, 785 11, 793, 299 8, 801, 358 2.2 
613, 679, 990 17, 252, 219 18, 500, 960 2.2 
436, 780, 713 11, 655, 638 9, 609,175 2.2 
534, 514, 907 12, 936, 295 7, 336, 748 11 


With an importation in 1893 of 60,984,468 pounds less than in 
1890, the duty collected was $6,754,315 more than in 1890. But the 
opponents of a protective tariff would probably say that this in- 
creased revenue was only adding so much more to the cost to the 
consumer, . 

The following table shows the foreign importation, the home 
production, rate of duty, and revenue collected, with the market 
— of tin plate for a series of years, and steel billets from which 

e plates are rolled: 








ma tye aaa 
price per ice per 
box 108 . ny 










Year. | ‘portation pounds | ton steel 
QO. le 
14 by 20. | Pittsburg. 
ts. 

1982....| 490, 746,895 |..-..----.-2-- 1.1 | $4,897,216 mai a 
We nccl Fae ON OE dec ccnc ceccwece 1 7, 279, 460 Ge citinacisnh 
1890. OE 8 Re ae 1 6, 746, 645 Ms. <cusoubia 
Bh a olde ERs TAs TEE In consnenenamnd 1 10, 577, 115 5.20 $36, 2 
1802....| 408,080, 785 2.2 | 8,801, 358 5.30 25. 38 
1893....| 613, 679,900 2.2 | 13,500, 960 5.37 23.63 
1804... , 780, 713 2.2} 9,600,175 5.28 20. 44 
1805....| 584,514,907 L1| 7,836,745 42 16.58 
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In 
675,000,000 pounds in round numbers; the rate of duty was 1 
eent a pound, Customs revenue collected, $6,746,645. In 1893 


fiscal year 1890 the foreign importation of tin plate was | 


the import was 614,000,000 pounds, round numbers, being 


numbers 62,000,000 pounds less in 1898 than 1890, the rate 1 04 


being 2.2 cents per pound. Customs revenue collected j) 1893 
greater than in 1890, $6,754,815. In the fiscal year 1895, ¢},. first 
ear under the existing tariff, the import was 534,514,907 pounds 
veing 97,734,194 pounds more than the year 1894, the last of the 
McKinley tariff, when the rate of duty was 2.2 cents a pound. and 


the customs revenue on this almost 100,000,000 pounds more wag 
$2,272,427 less than in 1894. 

In 1882, when the importation was 430,746,895 pounds, and the 
rate of duty was 1.1 cents per pound,and none was made at }\,, 
the age per box, 108 pounds, of I. C.,14 by 20, tin plate in Now 
York, wholesale, was $5.20 per box. In 1894, when we imported 
only 6,000,000 pounds more, but made at home 139,223,467 pound 
the price was $5.28, the ee per box not varying much be 
tween the dates when the duty was 1.1 cents a pound and whey 
it was 2.2 centsa pound. In 1882 nota pound of tin plato was 
oe in this country. In 1895, 193,801,073 pounds wore pro. 

uced, one-fourth of the entire consumption of the country, ang 
the same kind of a box of tin plate then sold wholesale i}; Now 
York for $4.22, and last January the same kind of box sold for 
$3.80, being lower than ever at any time before. 

The effect of protective tariffs, instead of enhancing prices, is to 
reduce them in all cases where natural facilities exist for the pro. 
duction of the protected article, so as eventually to supply the 
home market. 

It is home competition that reduces prices to the consumer. In 
such cases, as the home production increases the importation of 
the like foreign article decreases, and the price of the protected 
article in our market is lessened until the home market is supplied 


me, 


Sy 


by the home article, and then the price will be less than at any 
former period. The fact is conclusively proven by a comparison 
of the selling prices for a series of years of pig iron, stec! rails, tin 


plate, and ost any other pro penne 

The following table-shows it would be true of the home pro- 
duction, the importation, and the market price of pig iron. from 
1870 to 1895, inclusive: 





Average Rate of 
Years. Production,| Imports, price, duty 
gross tons. | gross tons. gross ton. | per ton. 
BED icisccbeadctpoaiewncnabenal 1, 665, 178 153, 283 $33. 25 $7.0 
DR csdhackenss caineued hdbuie 8, 835, 191 700, 864 28.50 7.00 
SEE vcevianscnteeneckdetaanaeill , 202, 134, 955 18. 40 6.72 
iiitcbstndedecsivpankehmobeeinn 8, 279, 870 81, 916 17.52 6.72 
Mc hininecunnpistagninmabwedl 9, 157, 000 82, 891 15. 75 6 
PL nup dade weak mearendenceekakeiel 7, 124, 02 62, 936 14. 52 6.72 
TN. stucuce chosedegenediaesnnhe 6, 657, 388 23, 747 12. 66 4.00 
el icccicncnnnanaicawbimaniibiaaiaiit 9, 446, 308 16, 239 12.00 4.0 








In 1890, when the home production of pig iron was 5,367,512 


tons more than in 1880, and the importation was 565.‘)) tons 
less, the selling price was $10.10 per ton less, the duty being only 
28 cents per ton less, 


Since 1890 the home market has been practically supplied by 
home production, and pig iron, No. 1, anthracite, is now s«lling at 
$12 per ton; being $21.25 per ton less than in 1870 and $6.4\ less 
than in 1890, the duty only $2.72 less. 

In 1868 was the ne in this country of the manufacture 
of steel rails for market, and the following table shows a like re 


sult in this industry since that time 















le 2,277 | $166.00 
BOED ..nconsnniorsecenescenee 6, 451 158.50 | | 4s, vor cont. 
SE i oe.: a Sepeikesbeerslinthale 8,616 122. 25 | ms 
I as ncspsstssesilaeasibidlannil 80,357 106, 75 
Sass ecstinatiioenile eal 84, 152 202.50 |) 908 por tom 
OU ah alae 83,991 112.00 |7 FP" 
cal sagdatshbhcaesskinall 115, 192 120. 50 ; 
129, 414 94.25 | > $25 per ton 
16,216 | 250,699 68.75 
None. 368, 269 50.25 
31 | 885, 885 45.50 
22, a3 S18 800 re | $28 per tom. 
\ per 
bee's | 1,210%8 | 61.13 
162,621 | 1,304,302 48. 67 
34,125 | 1,156,911 37. 75 
2,745 | * 999, 387 30.75 
aise | 1,500 | 34.00 
» 7 per ton. 
137,588 | 2) 119,049 87.08 | | $17 Pe 
63,016 | 1,390,975 29.83 
6,202 | 1,513,045 29.25 
aims | se 
S47 Le or 30.00 $13.44 per tom 
932 | 1,130,368 24.29 
608 | 1,017,008) . 24.00 
776 | 1,180,000] { 55 Oy |} $7-88 per tom 
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In 1880, when the home production of steel rails was 833,996 
than in 1870 and the importation was 215,110 tons less, 
the selling price was $39.25 per ton less than in 1870. In 1890, 
when the Lies production was 1,007,072 tons more than in 1880 
and the im on was 141,073 tons less, the selling price was 
$35.75 per ton less than in 1880. Since 1890 the home market has 
been supplied by home production and the market price has been 
reduced, so that rails are now selling at $24 per ton, being 
$4 per ton less than was the amount of the first duty imposed on 
steel rails. Since 1880, twenty million tons of steel rails have been 
made in this country. 

But without the duty of $28 per ton from 1870 to 1880 there 
would not have been made in this country during the year 1887 
9,000,000 gross tons of steel rails, and annually since sufficient 
to supply the home market. Whowill say that it would have 
been better to have bought abroad, no matter at what price, the 
90,000,000 tons of steel rails that have been. made in this country 
since 1880? The advantages of the amount of taxable property 
created in the States by the development of this vast industry; 
the amount paid in w to labor; the amount of transportation 
for the rai in bringing together the crude materials and 
distributing the finished product; the furnishing of clothing, pro- 
visions, dwellings, and all other material and supplies for the 
labor n or this production and for the persons dependent 
npon it, would all have accrued not to our people, but to the peo- 

e of the country from whom we bought. 

The country thet produces for itself the products consumed by 
its people has both the articles produced and the money paid for 
their production instead of but one of these values, as would be 
the case in buying abroad. A protective tariff by which labor is 
secured the supplying of the home market gives to it at the same 
time the ability to buy. 

Without the means to buy, what difference does it make to him 
what a thing sells for? High or low is of no consequence to him 
unless he has wherewith to pay. As the Irishman said: ‘‘Shure, 
it would make no difference to me if the Astor estate was to be 
sold at $500, I couldn’t buy a cint’s worth of it.” 

Cheapness is of no consequence without the ability to buy. The 

msumer buys cheapest in all cases where he pays easiest. A 
laborer buys a coat for $12, and his wages are $2.a day. It takes | 
him six days to pay for the coat. Suppose that the same quality | 
of coat, precisely in every way, sells at $9 and the wages of the 
laborer are $1.50 a day, it takes six days to pay for the coat. In 
that case the $12 coat is just as cheap, as the $9 one is really no 

him than the one that sold for $12. But suppose his 
$1.25 a day and the coat costs $8, then it takes almost 
of six days and a half to pay for the coat. In that-case 
one is dearer to him than the $9 or the $12 coat. 
traders and most writers on political economy assume that 
what the - the laborer may be, it is just as well for 
ded everything he buys is graded relatively to the price 
for his day’s work. That is, if he receives $1 per day 
well if ad of everything he buys is half what it 
he received $2 per day. 

That might be true if his only object in life is a bare subsistence 
never to accumulate anything from his earnings; but if 
ve anything then the larger the price he is paid for his la- 

even though enya else be in proportion, the greater the 

for saving. is statement as to wages and prices 

the purchasing power of a dollar is the only plausible rea- 

free traders nv for reconciling labor totheir theory. But | 
the way it is itis simply stating a mathematical proposi- 
tion, which is correct in mathematics but wholly incorrect when | 
to business transactions. 





Should the laborer receive $1 per day and pay 5 cents a pound 
and $6 a barrel for flour and 10 cents a a for beef, 

10uld his wages 
up to $2 per day, that sugar would be 10 cents a pound and 
$12 a barrel and beef 20 cents a pound? His wages could be 
doubled, but it would be a rare state of things, even if possible, 
that everything he buys should at the same time be doubled in 


for 
would it be possible in ordinary times of peace, s 


United States. 


Duty. 


peanereeee 
# B83 


Serzes 


to Aug. 1 
Mar. $187; 
date to July 1, 
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$8 per ton from Jan. 1, 1871, 3 112.00 


price. That might be the case if his wages regulated the price of 
what he buys. But the price of all agricultural products is regu- 
lated not by his wages, but mostly by short or abundant crops. 
His rate of wages has nothing whatever to do in fixing the price 
of agricultural products or of the groceries and provisions that he 
might buy at the store. 

The only way to test the advantage of wages compared with the 
price of things would be on a percentage of what he could save 
from his earnings. Say be could, by proper economy, save one- 
tenth of his wages. If he is paid $1 a day, then his savings would 
be 10 cents. If heis paid §2a day, they would be 20 cents. In 
one case it takes ten days to save a dollar, in the other, five—though 
he should pay twice as much for everything he buys. 

In the course of regular business, not including stock and bond 
speculations or mining ventures, individual fortunes are made by 
economizing the profits in the production and the exchange of the 
products of labor. If that is done by our own citizens, the for- 
tunes thus accumulated are expended as a rule in the communities 
where they were made; some in costly living, which, however, 
gives greater employment to all kinds of labor; some in munifi- 
cent charities which will last as long as human suffering; some in 
great public improvements, constructing new arteries of trade and 
channels of commerce that will last as long as the mighty rivers 
they span or the granite mountains they scale—all contributing 
to the wealth, the greatness, and the glory of our country. 

So that while a tariff arranged with reasonable protective duties 
is best for revenue it at the same time builds up all the great indus- 
tries of the country. 

We reach a true idea of the rate of wages at different times 
by a comparison of what it costs the laborer to live. If the 
laborer to-day with ordinary economy can save 10 cents on the 
dollar—10 per cent of the wages he receives—then supposing he 
receives $2 a day he can save-20 cents. It would take him half as 
long to earn a dollar in the one case as in the other, though he 
might pay twice as much for everything he buys. 

Labor has the greatest interest in supplying the home market 
in all cases where climate and soil will admit its being done to 
advantage. Why open our markets to the products of foreign 
countries, where misery and want sit at the fireside of the laborer? 
Why should we bring the same state of things to the fireside and 
home of American labor? 

In the first place, a protective duty raises the greatest revenue; 
secondly, a protective duty gives to the laborer of this country the 
supplying of the home market in all cases where climate and soil 
wil admit of its being done. Thus we add to the greatness and 
glory of the Republic in all branchesof industry and lay the foun- 
dations for a higher, nobler, and better civilization. [Loud ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to append to my remarks a table 
showing the condition of the steel-rail industry from its beginning 
in this country. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I hope the gentleman will also 
give statistics in regard to steel rails. 

Mr. GROW. I have asked consent with reference to steel rails, 
because I had not referred to the table while speaking, though I 
stated the fact. 

The table is here appended showing the condition of the steel- 
rail industry: 

Production and prices of American Bessemer steel rails, im 
and prices of English steel rails, from 1867 to 

In the following table the prices of British steel rails at British ports from 
1867 to 1878, inclusive, are taken from a statement presented by Mr. H. V. Poor 
to the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives in Feb- 
ruary, 1880; for 1879 the price is an average from Foasick’s Chart, an Engl 
statistical publication of high standing; and from 1880 to 1893, inclusive 

rices have been averaged from weekly English quotations in the New York 

ron Age. Mr. Poor's figures represent average quotations. 

All the other figures in the table are compiled from the statistical records 
of the American Iron and Steel Association. The cost in currency at Amer- 
ican ports of English steel rails is obtained by reducing the gold price per 
ton free on board to American currency and adding the duty, and 
adding for the years from 1867 to 1889, inclusive, $3 for freight, insurance, and 
com ions, and $1.50 for the same items for the years 188 to 1893, inclusive. 


The imports from 1867 to 1871 and from 1800 to I8@2, inclusive, include both 
iron and steel rails. 


ports of steelrails, 


also by 


English 
cost 
higher 
than 

| American, 

| per ton. 


| 


Great Britain. 


Average 
price of 


gold. 


Average | Price in 
price of | gold f.o.b 
steel rails | at English 
in currency. ports. 


Cost in 
currency 
at Ameri- 
can ports. 


$166.00 | 
158. 50 
122. 25 
106. 75 
12.50 


$65. 70 
61.22 
4.99 
5). 37 
54. 99 | 
67.64 
80. 06 


wR 


120. & 

‘ $25.20 to - 68.75 
from that fi ta 38 | 
®. 12 
29.20 | 
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a 
cost 
Calendar years. Production,| Imported, Average | Aver*se | Pricein | Cost in higher 
in gross in gross Duty price of of =| gold f.o. b. ie than 
tons. tons. gold. raile | at English | at - | American, 
in currency ports. can ports. per ton 
491, 427 9 | 108 $42. 25 $25. 55 $57.68 Ls 
610, 682 22, 372 || SO POE Nene ae 100 48.25 26. 48 57.88 =e 
187170 |  22aoe || Mar. 3, 18%: $28 trom that i00 aL 13 30.41 qa 
, 187,7 222, i . : ‘ 41 oa 
1, 234; 067 Jez, @zi |} Gate to July 1, 1685. 100 48.50 26. 27 57.27 “a 
1, 148, 700 34, 125 | 100 87.7% 22.72 53.72 5 oF 
998, 9183 2, 745 | 100 20. 75 2.19) - 43.19 12 44 
959, 471 2, 138 | 100 23.50 23.11 43.11 14 Gl 
1, 574, 708 41,581 |{$17 per ton from July 1, 1883. 100 34.50 18.70 38.70  % 
2, 101, 904 137,588 to Oct. 6, 1890. 100 37.08 19.70 39.70 te 
1,386, 63, 016 100 29.83 19.15 39.15 03 
1,510; 057 6,202 | 100 29. 25 24. 57 44.57 ib 
1, 867, 837 24 100 81.75 26. 37 44.87 13 13 
1, 208, 053 253 100 29. 92 21.34 36.28 638 
1, 537, 588 347 |$$13.44 per ton from Oct. 6, 1890. 100 30. 00 20.08 34. 97 or 
1, 129, 400 oa | 100 28. 12 18. 55 33.49 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |[Mr. Grow] will have consent to publish statistics 
in connection with his remarks, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of lowa. Mr. Chairman, instead of debating the 
pending question upon its merits or pretending to do so, it might 
perhaps more appropriate and more within the scope of my 
purpose if I should present a question of high parliamentary priv- 
ilege. We are discussing a revenue bill; and the framing of such 
a bill is the one highest and most exclusive function of this House 
and of every parliamentary body. But, sir, I have sat here asa 
new member of this House, and from the beginning of the session 
I have heard gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber on nearly 
every question that came up cite the “by your leave” of the head 
of a Department as the condition under which the oe meas- 
ure was to be considered. Scarcely any bill, public or private, 
has been brought before this high legislative body of the American 

e—the exponent of the legislative prerogatives of the people 
in the person of their representatives— without some member ris- 
ing and asking, ‘ Is the Secretary of that Department, is the head 
of that bureau, on record before this Congress with a rey in 
favor of the measure?” as if that were an inevitable con::ation of 
sgislation by the representatives of the American eons. 
had hoped, Mr. Chairman, that this Congress would agree to 
consider a revenue bill—a measure which, according to the evo- 
lution of free governmezt and the history of parliamen insti- 
tutions, has been recognized by the Constitution of the United 
States as the one high privilege of the House of Representatives— 
I had hoped that such a bill at least might be considered without 
some gentleman citing that the Secretary of some ent or 
other favored this or that provision. it} Caer et, during 
this discussion, I heard my friend from idaho | Mr. W1Lson], who 
comes here representing a great people of this Republic, born out 
of the heartsand the homesof all the centuries of the Atlantic Coast, 
of all the centuries that have been home making and liberty build- 
ingin this land; that have contributed of the best blood, the hearts 
and lives of the best sons and the best daughters that the East 
could furnish to go and build Commonwealths like that of Idaho 
and the rest of the Western part of this Republic—I heard that 
gentleman, representing in this Houseall itsdevelopment from the 
earliest centuries until the present, rise and commend the approval 
of this House to a feature of a revenue bill because the Secretary 
of a Department was in favor of it. 
Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit 


me? 
Mr, CLARK of Iowa. Of course. 
— WILSON of a I did not ae — any ar a 

partment approved the measure. sta at my people ap- 
proved it, ard that the head of the Department also <olned in its 
approval. 

r. CLARK of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in my view, in this forum 
of the lawmakers of the American people, it would be sufficient 
for the gentleman to say simply that his people and the people of 
the country are in favor of it. That should be ultimate with him 
and with me and with the other members of this House as Repre- 
resentatives. 

IT am a new member, and doubtless I shall soon away from 
this House, but | hope that there are within this 1 some mem- 
bers on both sides of the Chamber—I hope there are representa- 
tives of the gst party of Democracy, that has represented from 
the time of mas Jefferson the great throbbing heart of a 
devoted to the people as the people; I hope that gentlemen on 
side of the Chamber, as the exponents of the party of Abraham 
Lincoln and of human liberty—I that whether I pass away 
or not there are other members of House on both sides of the 
Chamber who will sit here long enough to have it estavlished as 


| 





the imperative rule that if member on either side cites the 

opinion of any Department officer or any bureau officer of this 

Government for any purpose except as furnished by said 0 {ic ia] 

in answer to a call for information, such a representative 0! the 

American eee in this House shall be in contempt of Convress, 
use, 


{Loud 
New Ham: Mr. Chairman, the pending 


BB 


< 


bill is one which should have, and I trust has, no politics in jt! 
It is simply an attempt to discover the best way to execute the 
collection laws of the country, and the Committee on Ways and 
Means is to be congratulated that it has produced so good a ))ill 
as that which is now before us for our consideration. 

I should not say a word, Mr. Chairman, in reference to the bil] 
or utter a word of criticism upon it if it were not so good that it 
can be made approximately perfect, and the few words whic! | do 
wish to utter on this question are more in thenature of sugyestion 
than of criticism. 

We were all greatlyinterested in the remarks of the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. HepscRn}, in which he particularized the methods 
of doing business in the custom-house of the great port of this 
country. I have no special criticism to make on that point, nor 
upon his remarks, for in a coe way I agree with him. But 
undoubtedly it is true that in some matters of detail he was in 
error, and that the facilities for committing fraud upon the cus- 
toms revenues in the great of New York are not so great as 
he has represented them to be. He would find if he went to one 
of the great landing wharves, where the foreign steam vesse|s are 
unloading in New York, that it is difficult if not impossible to 
take a package from the landing wharf unless accounted for, and 
if it is ordered into the warehouse it must be accounted for there, 
and if it is an article that into consumption the duty must 
be or secured to be paid before itcan beremoved. He would 
find greater difficulties, perebent. in withdrawing the goods 
from the warehouse than he claimed to exist. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? Does the gentleman speak from actual kuow!- 

or from hearsay? 
. BAKER of New Hampshire. I speak from both. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman from Iowa spoke from 
actual knowledge of the facts, as I understand it.- 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Hespoke from investi:ation. 
I speak from actual contact with the business, from official con- 


nection with it, and from personal observation. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 
Mr. BAKER of New I have but a very limited 
time and ae er not to be interrupted in what I am saying. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I only wanted you to correct some of the 
things that you have already said. ter. 
Mr. BAKER of New Ham If I had time,I should be 


very glad to indulge the gen and will be pleased at any 
time when there is sufficient opportunity to discuss these mat «rial 
points and other points connected with the administration 0! vur 


The gentleman from Iowa pointed out how easily frauds conld 
be committed on the customs revenues, and spoke particular!y of 
the declaration before the foreign consuls, and asserted that !or- 


eigners who import into this country are entitled to 10 
consideration from Government. As a matter of law, that's 


true. But it is equally true, Mr. Chairman, that the citizens of 
no foreign country are bound to respect or obey the laws of t!)'s 
country with reference to importations unless within our juris’ 
it is as broad onone side as on the other. But when the 
arrive at the conclusion, which 
foundation of the Government to the 
be assessed, not on the foreign 
the custom-house in this coun- 


; 
: 
; 
i 








they come in direct competition with the goods manu- 
try whe here of a similar character by American labor, and that 
he value on which the duties are to be assessed is to be settled 
: * . board of — as learned and practical as the gentle- 
by nsuggests, we shall have come to a condition of af airs that 
ml justify us in making @ proper estimate of what the duties will 


col year. It will be very accurate, indeed, because 
be forall know, comparison with the articles we produce, if 
they are here at all, just what the value 1 be, what 


the rate of duty will be, and what will be the aggregate of collec- 

tions. committee has proceeded in a slight degree in this 

line in the proviso on page 18, of section 11, where they say: 
Provided also, That it shail be lawful for appraising officers in determin- 


the dutiable value of such merchandise to take into consideration the 
wholesale at which such or similar merchandise is sold or offered for sale 
States. 


in the Uni 
If the committee had gone a little further, and adopted the 
whole of the suggestion to which I have referred, ‘we should have 
arrived at a conclusion which, although not without difficulty, 
yet would have made fraud upon the revenues of the Government 
almost impossible. 2 ae 
I wish to refer briefly to section 15, where I havea word of criti- 
cism to offer. Under this section all questions of fact are to be 
determined by the appraisers and no tribunal can subsequently 
pass upon a question of fact raised. Under the administrative 
act of 1890 this is notso. The courts passed on the law, and the 
facts also, and the boards of appraisers were required to pass on 
to the court to which an ap might be taken a statement of all 
of the facts and the evidence taken by them upon the perdin 
question, and yet this bill ee in section 15, that the Boar 
of General , or shall not return to the said circuit court of 
appeals any of the evidence taken by or before them in the case. 
Why not, if the is to ascertain exactly the duty and 
the quantity of duty which should be assessed upon any given im- 
portation? If it is the intention to obtain an honest and just de- 
termination of the question, why should not all of the evidence 
which is before the board of appeals be passed on by the tribunal 
orcourt to which the appeal is taken? I certainly can not com- 
prehend any reason why this should not be done; but the findings 
of fact are all excluded. Now, the findings of fact are generally 
determinative of the question of the duty to be . The 
t of law is brief and simple, in comparison with the questions 
of fact, becanse the law generally specifically settles what the 
duty is if it is determined what the article is upon which the duty 
is assessed; but when we come to the point of the rate of duty, 
come to those questions where the duty is assessed according to the 
principle of law, there comes the gist of the whole controversy, 
and under this bill no appeal will lie from that determination. To 
this section of the bill I express my dissent and enter my protest. 
There are some other matters in connection with this bill which 
I think could have been improved along the very lines of progres- 
sion which the bill itself presents; but the grand overlying prin- 
ciple of it all, which is necessary in order that the duties assessed 
by this Government should be accurately determined and honest! y 
collected, is that they shall be assessed upon the valuation which 
they have when they enter this country, and not when they leave 
the foreign country, when they enter directly into competition 
with the goods that are manufactured in this country, and are 
about to enter into the consumption of our le. I hope that 
the Committee on Ways and Means, in this Congress or in some 
subsequent Congress, will carefully consider this phase of the ques- 
tion, and will let us have a tariff which shall be Americanized and 
ee in its every branch and upon every subject. 
. PAYNE. I ask that the Clerk p with the reading 
of the bill by sections. 
Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 


Seo. 4. That, except in case of personal effects accompanying the passen- 
eS"; no importation of any ceapebaniee exceeding $100 in eked value shall 
admitted toentry without the production of a duly certified invoice thereof 
law vit made by the owner, importer, or con- 
t Sete it is impracticable to 
such invoice; and noen be made in the absence of a certified 
velon Enaenaineets an enerenasd, unless such affidavit be accompani 


a in the form of an invoice, or otherwise. showing the actual cost of 
such if parchased, or wise than by purchase, the 
actual value or wholesale thereof at the time of exportation to the 
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in his power to produce the same when so demanded; and no merchandise 
shall be admitted to entry under the provisions of this section unless the col- 
lector shall be satisfied that the failure to produce a duly certified invoice is 
due to causes beyond the control of the owner, consignee, or agent thereof: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may make regulations by 
which books, magazines, and other periodicals published and imported in suc- 
cessive parts, numbers, or volumes, and entitled to be imported free of duty 
shal! require but one declaration for the entire series. And when entry of 
merchandise exceeding $100-in value is made by a statement in the form of 
an invoice the collector shall require a bond for the production of a duly cer- 
tified invoice in a penal sum which shall be double the amount of the esti- 
mated duties, and in the sum of $1) if the merchandise be entered free of 
duty; and when it shail be found on liquidation of the entry thereof that said 
merchandise is exempt from duty, or subject to a specific duty, and that the 
amount of duty assessable thereon is not Cupendess upon the price or value 
thereof, in such cases the bond given for production of a duly certi 

may be canceled, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasu 
requiring the production of such invoice. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman in charge of this bill to a difficulty that will 
arise under this section, where a pro forma invoice is filed and the 
undertaking is made that the true invoice will be furnished. 
That bond is absolutely worthless, for the reason that unless you 
have the true invoice it is impossible for you to recover upon the 
bond, and that becomes an incentive not to furnish the invoice. 
It results in the absolute nullification of this whole section requir- 
ing an invoice. I want to call the attention of the gentleman to 
this fact, for the reason that at one time not long ago there were 
14,000 of these bonds in the hands of the district attorney of the 
city of New York, nct one of which could he successfully bring 
suit upon, and you might just as well not have a bond, for the 
reason that you can not establish the damages unless you will 
make the same liquidated damages and require the court to assess 
that amount in case of the failure to produce the true invoice. 
This is substantially the old law. I think that this section is a 
good one, if you will insert there a provision that will treat the 

snalty in the bond as liquidated damages and let the language 
[ so forcible that the court must assess judgment in that amount. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman from lowa that 
this section was reviewed both by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and by the appraiser who appeared before the committee, and 
they never raised the question raised by the gentleman from Iowa, 
but they did think that the penalty of the bond should be pre- 
scribed in the act. Hence we have added, on that suggestion, an 
amendment which is all new matter, from line 8, page 6, to the 
end of the section, where it prescribes— 

In a penal sum which shall be double the amount— 
and so forth. All they suggested was that we fix this penalty in 
the bond. They seemed to think that the only difficulty was the 
lack in that respect, that the statute had failed to fix the penalty 
of the bond, and if the penalty of the bond was fixed under this 
provision in double the amount, as is required under this pro- 
vision, and with the limitations that follow, that was all that was 
necessary to make this section effective. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will think for a moment, 
suppose you bring an action upon this bond for a failure to pro- 
duce the true invoice. The entry has been made under the pro 
forma invoice. Now, how will you secure a recovery for anything 
more than mere nominal damages? How can you prove the dam- 
ages? The measure of damages undoubtedly would be the loss 
that the Government suffered through the undervaluation—the 
difference between the true value and the value stated in the in- 
voice. Now, if there is no invoice, how can you establish that? 
You never can have a recovery, and you will be in precisely the 
same condition as the Department was under the old law. This 
was substantially the law — to 1890, and there were these 14,000 
bonds in the hands of the district attorney for the district of New 
York at one time. I did not observe this before, or I should have 
called the attention of the gentleman to it. If you wil! make this 
liquidated damages, you will obviate the difficulty. 

r. TURNER of Georgia. To what case does the gentleman 
from Iowa refer, in which it was held that these bonds could be 
recovered upon only in the way in which the gentleman has stated? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I can not recall a case, but I know that the 
district attorney for a long time refused to bring suit, because he 
could not secure recoveries in the absence of the invoices 

Mr. PAYNE. There was nothing in the law that required any 
penalty in the bond at that time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. lam speaking of the old law, prior to 1890, 

Mr. PAYNE. Prior to that there was no penalty. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, yes; there was a penalty. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I think the gentleman’s criticism is 
rather extreme on the language of the present bill. It strikes me 
that way, if the gentleman will permit me to say so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman suggest a way in which 
@ recovery can be had for more than nominal damages in the ab- 
sence of invoice? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will look at,this language, 
commencing with the sentence in line 4: 


And when entry of merchandise exceeding $100 in value is made by a state- 
ment in the form of an invoice, the collector s require a bond for the pro 


led invoice 
ry, without 
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duction of a duly certified invoice in a 


amount of the estimated duties, and in the sum of $100 if the merchandise be 
entered free of duty. 


mal sum which shall be double the 


Now, will not that statement answer the purpose, giving the 
value on the invoice, and then the penalty would be double that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That would be a penalty on the bond, but I 
am speaking about an action. When you come to recover on the 
bond you have got to establish the measure of damages. Now, 
what will be the measure of damages, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, in that case? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. If the gentleman from Iowa were 
presiding in a court I think he would undoubtedly hold that the 
a attorney could approximate the damage by any evi- 

ence he could offer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The amount of the damages would be the 
undervaluation, and the invoice is required in order to secure the 
Government against undervaluation. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, if they do not produce the invoice, how 
cap you recover anything more than nominal damages? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman assumes that there 
can be no approximation of the damages in the absence of the in- 
voice. In that absence couid not the prosecuting attorney prove 
the damage by any other kind of proof accessible that is known 
to the law? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would submit to the gentleman that it would 
be impossible in the absence of the invoice to recover anything 
more than mere nominal damages. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman will understand me 
a? eases that the failure to produce the bond is a breach of 
the bond. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand that the failure to produce the 
invoice is a breach of the bond. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. And the measure of the damages, 
as the a has stated. We ascertain what that damage is 
to the Government and undertake to prove, in any competent way 
the attorney may see fit, that the court would admit, approxi- 
mately, the measure of the damages. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have failed to make myself understood by 
the gentleman. 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ee I move that the gentleman’s time be ex- 
ter ded, 


Mr. PAYNE. Ithink there is something in the criticism of the 
gentleman from Iowa. I do not see in such a case as that how 
anything more than nominal damages could be recovered, unless 
the Government should be able to prove that. By not producing 
the duly certified invoice the question of the amount of damages 
could not be determined, and the Government would be defeated 
by — of that. I think there is something in the gentleman's 
suggestion. 

r. TURNER of Georgia. Does not the man who fails to com- 
ply with the bond take the risk of having damages assessed at a 
igher rate? 

. PAYNE. Certainly; but suppose the pro forma invoice— 
the invoice in form, I believe it is called in the bill—does approx- 
imate the real value of the goods, so that the Government aes 
nothing, it should have the right to require the duly certified in- 
voice, and to enforce the requirement by a recovery of more than 
nominal damages on the bond. 

Mr. TURNER of —— 
tleman now puts, as I unders 
by the Government. 

Mr. PAYNE. Say the case is correctly stated by the criticism 
of the gentleman from Iowa, that this leaves it for determination 
upon the pro forma invoice instead of the duly certified invoice. 
It makes it merely a formal invoice to act upon, and damages 
could be recovered. I think there is something in the gentleman’s 


In a case like that which the gen- 
tand it, there is no damage suffered 


ticism. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman assents to the propo- 
sition laid down by the gentleman from Iowa, that the Govern- 
ment is uded from recovering any damages except nominal, 
except where the man furnishes his bond. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would call attention to the fact 
that there is nothing before the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out the last word, then. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. On the basis of the motion just 
made by the gentleman from New York, without having person- 
ally examined this question, it strikes me, from the statement 
made by my friend from Iowa, that the Government is not pre- 
cluded from b g a suit for ee in any way. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think it is; but the question is, can the 
Government collect any damages that would make it a punish- 
ment if the importer should resort to the pro forma invoice in- 
stead of the duly certified invoice, and—— 

Mr, TURN 


of Georgia. But the gentleman is aware that 
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the appraisers have very large powers and agents going ab; 


— 


over the world — all 
Mr. PAYNE. That is all true. 

“ Mr. TURNER of Georgia (continuing). To prove under, ilua- 
ions. 
ae PAYNE. Still, I think we should not approve a pro fori 
nd. : 


Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, | 
that it is absolutely im ible to recover unless you have t)),¢ j;, 
voice. There is no other evidence that you can have. Hq. ¢y 
you establish the fact that there has been undervaluation ))J0<5 
you have that invoice? That is the first point, the starting 
and the difference between the valuation in that invoice 
true valuation would be the measure of the damages; so you i), 4454 
have the invoice in order to show the variation that thers ; 
between the two, that variation constituting the actual djjinages 
that the Government suffers. Therefore, with all due respect t, 
the gentleman from Georgia, I do not see how it is possible jy any 
instance to recover without that evidence; nothing else can take 


its — 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have this section 
passed over for the present and we can return to it later. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. 5. That whenever merchandise imported into the United Sta: 


tered by invoice, one of the following declarations, according to th. 
of the case, shall be filed with the collector of the post, at the time of 


Insist 


point, 
ul the 


8 


8 15 en- 
nature 








by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent; which declaration s0 fil! «!.. 
be duly signed by the owner, importer, ee, or agent, before the ai 
lector, or before a notary public or other officer duly authorized by law ¢: 


) 
2 


administer oaths and take acknowledgments, who may be designate |)y ¢}), 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive such declarations and to certify th the 
identity of the persons making them, under regulations to be prescribed jy 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and ree ee. so designated shal! file with 
the collector of the port a copy of his official signature and seal: /°).,)),),,/ 
That if any of the invoices or bills of lading of any merchandise im) .y+.-« jy, 
any one vessel, which should otherwise be embraced in said entry, have not 
been received at the date of the entry, the declaration may state the fact, 
and thereupon such merchandise of which the invoices or bills of Jain are 


not produced shall not be included in such entry, but may be entere.| <1)})se- 
quently: Provided further, 'That no person holding a license to transvct \usi- 
ness as custom-house broker, under the provisions of section 23 of t)o act of 
August 28, 1894, shall be d ted r oaths and take acknowlede. 


ments under the provisions of this section, and the power to administ«r ») 
oaths and take such acknowledgments is hereby revoked as to all persons so 
licensed to transact business as custom-house brokers at the date of the pas- 
sage of this act. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word “four,” in line 17, 


mt or qmplores of such broker "; also, 
21, insert “ and their agents and employees.” 


Mr. PAYNE. The idea of this amendment is to prohilit the 
clerks, sqrate, and employees of these brokers from makiny these 
oaths and declarations, as well as the custom-house brokers them- 
selves. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the owner, ee, or agent of any imported merchandise 
which has been actually a ,may,at the time Winen he shall mabe and 
verify his written entry of such merchandise, but not afterwards, make such 
en in the entry to the cost or value given in the invoice, or pro forma 


ich 


7, the following: “ nor any 
r the word “ broker,” in line 


invoice, or statement in form of an invoice, which he shall produce with his 
entry, as in his may the same to the actual market value or 
wholesale price of such merchandise at the time of exportation to the | ‘nited 
States, in the principal markets of the country from which the same has 
been ; but no such addition shall be made upon entry to the invoice 
value ony! obtained other ise than by actual pur- 
chase; and the collector within whose district any merchandise may |» im- 
ported or entered, whether the same has been actually purchased or prow ured 
otherwise than by purchase, shall cause the actual market value or wholesale 
pri such to be appraised; and if the appraised value «f any 


based yew 4 GS paierdeies teerent coz’ c toa Guty 
a or regula’ any manner value thereo: exceed the 
a ecla in n be collected, and paid, in addi- 
law on such merchandise, an additional! duty of 
r cent that such ap 
the additional duties 
each invoice that are 
such ised value of 
e construed to 

co geneh and shall not be remitted nor Payment thereot in any way avoided 
error, nor they be re- 

merchandise and shall not be sub- 


jected benefi of the 

any mera tof drawback eee vided, That, if such appraised value 

of merchaniise the value declared in the eetry by more 

than et cent, spores woes. from a manifest clerical error, such 

tooua of sf fraudulent, and the collector of cus 
as in case of forfeiture for 


violations of the customs laws; and in legal which may 
result from such seizure such to be shown by the appraise- 
ment of and the burden of proof shall 


shall be adjudged unless 


= c 
he shall rebut such eateebaean intent by suticien evidence: 
Provided further, the provided for in section shall apply 
to the whole of the or the thereof in the case or package 

or each invoice which are under- 


containing the per terae th yr fo 
Sirenes cogdeniietciepdandios cote See Satie Ber invoice sball 
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tered by a pro for voice o 
be alike sPpvalee, " duty s shall i aebeven Genaeeee oan on 
jess than the invoice or entered value. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word “entry,” in line 19, page 13, the words “six per 

tum.” 
Mr. WALSH. The effect of this amendment would be to 
change somewhat the reading of this clause and make it read as | 
ows: 
— if raised value of any article of imported merchandise sub- | 
ject to an lorem duty, or to a duty based upon or sqemnies in any man- | 
ner by the value thereof. ex the value declared in the entry 6 per 
cent there shall be levied, collected, and paid, in addition to the duties im- 
by law on such merchandise, etc. 

The bill as it is reported from the committee inflicts a penalty 
where there is any undervaluation. As I said in my former re- 
marks, it is almost impossible for any importer, or any appraiser, 
or any expert, to get at the exact value of any article, and the law 
ander which we are living now allows 10 per cent leeway. My 
amendment reduces it to 6 per cent, or I would be willing to make 
the rate 5 per cent; but I say that it is a great hardship on the 
importer or the merchant to hold him down to the exact valuation 
of any article that he imports into this country. You penalize 
him by an additional 1 per cent duty; not 1 per cent on the under- 
valuation, but 1 per cent on the value of the whole importation. 
I claim that that is a t hardship and it will tend to make the 
merchant overvalue his goods to a slight extent and pay an in- 
creased duty on them, thus increasing the cost of such articles to 
the consumer. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment simply provides 
for 6 per cent of fraud. That is the whole proposition. The 
additional duty can not be incurred unless there is fraud in the 
valuation. If the appraisers add 6 per cent to the importer’s val- 
nation, then the line of additional duty commences there. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has said that this is only a 
tax of 6 percenton fraud. Does he not know that this imposition 
is to be placed on the goods, however honestly the mistake may 
have been made originally? 

Mr. PAYNE. If I said a tax of 6 per cent on fraud, I did not 
mean it. I meant that this offered a premium of 6 per cent on 
frand—that it gave a chance for the importer to advance his 
goods 6 cent without incurring the risk of losing a dime. 

Mr. WALSH. Does not the present law allow 10 per cent? 

Mr. PAYNE. It does; and that is one of the worst features of 
the t law,if not its worst feature. It encourages more 
fraud, undervaluation, and crimes against the revenue than any 
other feature in the present administrative law; and it was be- 
cause the committee wanted to reduce those offenses to a mini- 
mum that they made the increased duties commence at the point 
of the increased valuation, ascertained by an honest appraisement 
by the Board of Appraisers. If the appraisers increase the im- 
porters’ valuation only 1 per cent, then there is an increase of 
= cent in the duty. 

. WALSH. An increase of 1 per cent not on the overvalua- 
tion, but on the whole importation. 

Mr. PAYNE. An increase of 1 per cent on the valuation of the 
whole importation. Now, the provision of the bill is no hardship 
to the honest importer. He has a we before the appraiser; 
his witnesses are heard; he can peeve the value of his goods, 
which he knows better than any otherman. There is no hardship 
onhim. This provision will operate only against those who may 
seek to evade the law, and we want to cut off the opportunity of 
evasion even by those who would evade the law by only 6 per cent of 
undervaluation. We want to reduce the evasion to a minimum. 
We want to provide, in effect, that if there should be only 1 per 
eentof undervaluation additional duty to the extent of 1 per cent 


shall be added upon the appraised value of the goods. 
The committee consid this matter. We considered the ad- 


of fixing the line at 5 per cent or at 10 per cent. It was 
t of the committee, following the judgment of the 
examined the question for months in the city of New 
ork, the board of which ex-Secretary Fairchild was chairman— 
following the ent of that board we have made the increased 
commence with the increased valuation of the Board of Ap- 
I ae that the amendment will be voted down and that 
will be allowed to stand as reported. ~- 
CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move pro forma to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, no hope that we shall be able to change the report 
of the committee impels me to consume the time in discussing the 
the gentleman from New York, which I rise to 
ts a very important question, and it is well 


the 
board 


a) 


i 
i 


aco. should go along with the enactment of the 
embraced in this 
My friend from New York [Mr. Payne] speaks very emphat- 
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ically against this amendment and in favor of the bill. One would 
suppose from the burden of his remarks that this is a penalty 
placed upon “fraudulent” invoices. If it were so, there might be 
some plausibility in the pending provision of the bill. But, on the 
contrary, if A, for instance, buys a bill of goods and gets a bar- 
gain of 5 per cent in their value, which is not uncommon in 
commercial transactions, and then invoices the goods at exactly 
what he paid for them, this board, taking charge of him under 
the provision of this law, would tax him not the ordinary tax on 
the goods, but would first impose the statutory rates on the valua- 
tion at which the goods were invoiced, and then would tax him 
100 per cent on every cent he had gained in his original trade. 

On account of the importance of this question I may be par- 
doned for reiterating what I said in the opening discussion—that 
the experts who came before the Ways and Means Committee 
were unanimous in one thing at least—that there is no man living 
who in a very large class of goods could come within 5 per cent of 
uniformity in undertaking to fix their value. ‘Therefore in this 
bill the committee put a penalty upon any bargain that a man 
who purchases goods may make. They put a penalty upon any 
trade he may have made in which he took advantage of the re- 
duced prices at the mill from which he bought. They put a pen- 
alty upon his buying in very large quantities in case the invoices 
follow the actual cost of the goods and happen to be a little below 
valuations, which the experts themselves say can not be accurate 
in uniformity. That is what is proposed by this measure. 

The proposition embraced in the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WALSH] deserves enactment, whether it be 
enacted or not. Of course you have the majority and have the 
power toenact these provisions into law; but the question is, What 
is just and right in dealing with the American people? If our 
tariff laws are not onthe right basis we ought to put them on the 
right basis. If the duties are too high we ought to lower them; if 
they are too low we ought to raise them. We should collect a 
regular statutory rate from everybody. This, I think, is the cor- 
rect principle. sympathize with what has been said in regard to 
the strict enforcement of the tariff laws. I am in favor of the 
strict enforcement of all laws. If they are good laws that is the 
way to set benefit from them; if they are vicious it is the way 
to get them repealed. But when all the experts concur in affirm- 
ing that ‘here can not be an accurate standard fixed for appraise- 





ment, I say that within the limit where they say the discretion 
even of wise people may vary it is not well to fix penalties which 
are based upen the idea that great fraud has been committed and 


that a great reform is to be wrought by statutory penalties. Do 
justice by the American people—by importer and consumer alike. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to oppose the pro forma amendment. 
In reply to the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
McMILLIn],I desire to say that it is the judgment both of the 
Treasury Department and of the board of which ex-Secretary Fair- 
child was chairman that the point of additional duty should com- 
mence at the point of undervaluation. Allow me to read what 
ex-Secretary Fairchild says in his report on this point: 

This penalty or additional duty is required not only to punish and prevent 
willful undervaluations, but also to operate as a constant inducement to the 
importer to state w.th the greatest possible accuracy the true market value— 

And I may say the importer knows the exact market value of 
the goods which he imports; in many cases he is the only man who 
does know accurately their exact market value— 


and thus to aid the Government appraising officers in the performance of 
their duties. Under the present system the importer has a margin of 10 per 
cent within which he may incorrectly state the market value, subject to no 
aie risk, should his entry be advanced, than the payment of the regular 

uty upon the amount added by the appraising officer to make market value. 


And as a rule he states the market value where there is a differ- 
ence, or if there is a difference in valuation, substantially 10 per 
cent below the market value, because he has 10 per cent lee way. 

If, however, no margin is allowed for difference of opinion between the ap- 
praising officer and the‘merchant, there is always an inducement to the im- 
porter to state the market value as accurately as he can, irrespective of the 
price he may himself have paid. 

And for this reason that board presided over by Secretary Fair- 
child, as well as the Treasury Department, unanimously agree 
that the assessment of additional duty should begin at the point 
of undervaluation. 

For that reason I think the amendment should not prevail. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
WALSH, it was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to make asuggestion to the gentleman 
in charge of the bill at this point. I suggest the following amend- 
ment: In lines 21 and 22, on page 14 of the bill, strike out the 
words ‘‘case or package” and insert the word “invoice”; so that 
section would read, or that portion of the section: 

Provided further, That the forfeitures provided for in this section shall 
apply to the whole of the merchandise or the value thereof in the invoice 


con the particular article or articles in each invoice which are under- 
valued. 
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The reason, Mr. Chairman, is this: That often a large number 
of packages may be opened at the same time, and the difficult 7 
arises as to which particular package a particular article whic 
is in question as to its valuation was in; and if you attempt a for- 
feiture of the article in a given package it would become a matter 
of great difficulty often to establish the fact, as the Government 
would have to establish it, that the articles objected to, ora num- 
ber of articles to which objection is made, were in a particular 

kage or case. 

I think the amendment would greatly improve the bill and sim- 

plif “eT much the procedure under it. 

Pr. P YNE. Mr. Chairman, the additional duties provided 
for in sellin 7 relate only to the value of the merchandise in the 
case or kage concerning the particular article or articles in 
question. It relates to the —€ articles in value which are 
contained in the package or 

It seems to me that it woubk aaa very greatly to the ties 
imposed by the bili if you forfeit the rte con in the 
whole invoice because of the fact that objection is it to the 
appraisement, or valuation rather, of an article in a —" 

package. It would be an unusual and unnecessary ha: 

The difficulty is this: These cases of forfeiture must be Piried 
before a jury in the courts, and the arene yy Satyr vomtes Foor be made so 
severe by adoption of the amendment immediately the 
importer gots the sympathy of the jury, and it becomes impossible, 
except in the plainest cases, to establish the —= of the party and 
secure the forfeiture of the goods. I donot think the amendment 
would be in the line of a better collection of the customs duties, 
anc I hope it will not prevail. 

a BURN. . Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word, 

The forfeiture referred to would be only possible in a flagrant 
case, where the undervaluation was very indeed, and where 
the increase of value fixed upon the goods by the customs 
is at least 50 per cent. Now, in a case of that kind, where 


is such a flagrant attempt at fraud, it seems to me we a not 
to deal very gently with the fraudulent importer, bu con- 
trary, that he ought to be made an example of, and t i at least, 


in endeavoring to do so, the Government should protect itself as 
far as possible in all matters of proof. 
ree we bring an action of forfeiture for gross undervalua- 
an importation of merchandise, and we have in our pos- 
session certain articles. The burden will be on the Government 
to show that all of these articles were taken from a case or pack- 
age, and the one particular case or package with reference to 
which the fraud was charged. 
I think it would be much better to relieve the Government from 
the necessity of making such proof, and to remove the contention 


altogether, use the b is on the Government, and in 
making it _— only make loopholes for the ee of the defendant, 
whereas the adoption of the ia dameibnant woul 


simplify the mat- 
ter to such an extent that collateral questions of this character 
could not be raised at all. 
However, if the gentleman in charge of the bill thinks it is not 
desirable, I will not insist, but will withdraw the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn 


: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
Ows: 


Sxe. 12. That there shall be opens by the President, by wae with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, nine 


e in r busi 
and may be removed from office at any time 
neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office. 
= and within such territorial limits as the Secretary 

time to time prescribe, and are hereby authorized to exercise the wers 
and duties devolved them by this oo. and to exercise, under 
directi of ai other supervision 


ports. general 
and at least one board shall be on Siety os oon benea of 
Ss ae and legal by the Bee at arse of a York duri 
port a 


pene aupios shal provided, coined caine 
Treasury ‘may from oes =. co me ene wi 


hich ¢hall in- 
Sets salasue ae the time of 


tenti d So the dispositio: hich of samples shall be under 
retention, and as r dis ~ sam 

he immediate con and direstion of nich pine’ of on 
duty at said port. 


be seers ee 
o that for the oO attention gentleman 
inahangeet the tilite stad ¢t bea ible construction of 
section 12, which had not occurred to me Section 12 pro- 


That the Se page the Prosident, by and with the advice and 
eonsent-ot the oy wv 


Would that have the effect to supersede the present Board of 
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Seaman uire new tments, or has the attention 
wh poeta attention of 
r. PAYNE. I will say to the nm from Georgia th.+ 


gentlema: 
the bill provides an amendment to section 12 of the act of Ju 
10, 1890, aad that the only difference between this and the ori_- 
section is, that in line 18, 0n page 19, we have interpolate 
words— 
Shall constitute a board, and at least one board. 


That is the only change we have made in the original se:\.., 
I do not see how this could Sreanng Aye teer for the appointment 
of a new board or a one. 


change from the present 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. But this isa new statute, when jou 
have enacted this. 


Mr. DALZELL. It is only an amendment. 
Mr, PAYNE. It is amended so as to read as follows—— 


Mr. Ste ae If the gentleman is content wit) ; 
I have no further _—s 


Mr. DINGLEY. And the he seeeuimenbounsiats | in interpolating 
the words— 


Shall constitute a board, and at least one board. 


That is all that is done to the section. I will say that this }i}j 
as drafted has been submitted to the Board of Appraisers t)o- 


selves, and also to the Department. 
Mr. TURNER of ce alltel ht to state tothe pe 
Georgia. oug @ gen- 


8 
il 


“dd the 


I had some an amendment to this 
law some time ago, and I know that on that oocasion we followed 
this form, and that the Board of A: werevery much afraid 
that if enacted in that shape it supersede them, and we had 


to change it to meet their whim. I simply call the attention of 
tee quationeen@ats it in order that they may not overlook it. 

Mr. PAYNE. If there is any possible reason for the gentle- 
man's criticism, that would be very easily obviated by addin; g the 
words at the end of section 3— 


B— not in any way to interfere with the terms of the present Board of 
nee ee kind. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose there would have been no question 
about it if the first paragraph had read: 

Thatsection 12is hereby inserting, after the word ‘‘ ise 
the words “shall Son heaniand Gs tien aus bowed; on tone aa 
section shall read as follows. 

If it had been in in that form, there could have been no 
question at all it. Ican hardly see how the fact that the 


mere amendment itself is not recited in the first clause can change 
the effect of the law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to the first section. It goes on to state that 
this is to amend un act approved June 10, 1890. onan is: 


That chapter 407 of the Statutes at ee Senin of Am 
volume 26, entitled * ne. jaws in relation to the ¢ li«t : 
of the revenues, be, and the same is hereby, ain ended 
in the several tn tee ere Se cea ee 


as as to read as follows. 


ee ne ee ere om Mine 16, in the 
wo: 
Shall constitute a board, and at least one board. 


The purpose of this to leave the law, so far as the ap- 
ers are aeneeeees. precisely as they are now, it seems to 1e. 
Mr. TURNER of am quitecontent myself. | iay, 


oS eens that was the view taken two years 


ee EVANS” did not take that view this year. 
a The gentleman can see that it is 


eman re- 
it so that 


a tre nis My friend ber that th 
. may remember that the 

ini ive portions of the last tarif’ law wore em!» in 
the act revising the rates, and where there was no change ‘lic 
same language was as was employed in the act of 15), 
so that it comes back to the same question precisely. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My impression is that the act of 1894 recm- 
bodied the act of 1890 as new legislation, and did not propos: (0 
gested. se ail acts Sac cian _ 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia, That is true; but I submit whether 
it is possible this could be held to be anew statute. 

Mr. HOPKINS. mere to the gentleman that under 
the of section 1 of bill section 12 would not be in 
the at all except to show the members of the House wit 
words are to be in the bill, and that this wili remain 
as it is now on the book, with the addition of the words 
which have been stated. 


~~ 






Mr. DOIFGLEY. Eight sections of the act of 1890 are not 
a0 this > 

toucMSTRELE. And remain on the statute book. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I withdraw my formalamendment. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Isend up an amendment, Mr. Chair- 


Tivhe Clerk read as follows: 


he word “of,” strike out the word “seven” an 

on eS pines er the word “ five.” - - 

Mr. BELL of Colorado, Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the 
purpose of antagonizing this bill. It seems to me, from my small 
experience in such matters, to be a good bill, but it does seem to 
me that it is about time we were economizing in salaries of offi- 
cers. Now, Ido not doubt but what these are very important 
positions, but I find to-day that in every business department of 
this country, except with the official classes, every day it be- 
comes harder and r for any class of men to make a salary 
of $5,000, and it does seem to me that $5,000 is ample compen- 
sation for these general appraisers. It is not true, as usually 
sup , that the men who occupy and perform this kind of 
work can make as much as $5,000 in private vocations. It is not 
true that this kind of work is done by high-priced men. Asa 
matter of fact, you may take every Department of this Govern- 
ment, and I may say the most important class of the departmental 
work is not done by the chief, or the man who gets the higher 
salary, and it seems to me that $5,000 ought to be ample remunera- 


tion for these general appraisers. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman understand the nature 
and character of the work performed by these gentlemen? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. No, sir; I do not claim to understand 
in detail what they are to do; but I do claim to know that this 
detail work and this class of work is done all through every de- 
partment of life by men that only receive $2,000 to $2,500 per an- 
num for their services. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to state to the gentleman that before 
our committee the effort was made to increase rather than to de- 
crease the salaries, because it requires so much skill and so much 
ability that it was difficult to secure the right kind of men—that 

ivate individuals and corporations were paying all the way from 

12,000 to $20,000—for specialists of the character that the Govern- 
ment required to perform this kind of work. 

Mr. B of Colorado. Yes, sir; I understand that that claim 
is always made, and the whole tendency of every department of 
the Government is to raise the salaries. We learned that very 
distinctly the other day, when we had up the marshal bill and 
the bill for the district attorneys, and we will find it in every de- 
partment of the Government; but I venture the assertion that if 
you pay $4.000 or $5,000 you will get just as good ability as you 
will if you put it at $7,000. There will be plenty of men to take 
it, and the real ability that performs this kind of work never gets 
the high pay. It is the man who directs the real oe that ob- 
tains t Pay. The man who manages is really a figurehead, and 

igh pay and the expert does the technical work. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Right there let me suggest that this work 
can not be done by clerks or persons other than those designated 
in the bill. It is because of their special orn the spe- 
cial lines of their work that they are employed by the Govern- 
ment; and they save millions of dollars for the few thousands 
that are paid for their salaries. 

Mr. of Colorado. That may all be; but if you can obtain 
sufficient ability for $5,000 it is not necessary to pay more. Ihave 
no doubt any number of men will take the offices if this salary is 
put in front of them. I know there is a tendency to increase every 

of this Government, and the “Ww good business to-day in 
nited States is official business. e man who does not hold 
office finds it harder every day to obtain a dollar, but he who 
holds an official position, with the increasing value of the dol- 
lar has his salary constantly going up without increasing the 
number of dollars. Iam spenaling low salaries. I think 
they ought to be reasonable, and I think that $5,000 is ample com- 
pensation, and is enough. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”} 


F 









ested the owner. , consignee, or agent of such mer- 

“paying fees, charges. and exactions other than 
ens after but not before such ascertainment and 
consumption. on a Sftor the Sah te . 
aad exactions, if with each decision. give notion in to the 
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collector, setting forth therein distinctly and specifically, and in respect 
to each entry or payment the reasons for his objections thereto, with a 
sample of the articles or merchandise, where the same’ are of a kind that 
a sample can be conveniently attached to and accompany said notice, and 
where the character or quality of the articles or merchandise is in question, 


attached to or accompanying said notice, certified or authenticated by the 
sppraiser or appraising officer as being a part of the particular importation 
as to which the protest is made; and if the merchandise is entered for con- 
sumption shall pay the fall amount of the duties and charges ascertained to 
be due thereon, together with the sum of $ with each notice, to be known as 
# protest fee, which fee shall be refunded by the collector to said owner, im. 
porter, consignee, or agent, only in case a refund of the duties or other ex 
actions as claimed by him shall be made in pursuance of law. Upon such 
notice and payment the collector shall transmit the invoice and all the 
papers, samples of the merchandise, and exhibits connected therewith, to 
the board of three general appraisers, which shall be on duty at the port 
of New York. or to a board of three general appraisers who may be desig- 
nated by the Secretary of the Treasury for such caer at that port or at an 

other port, which board shall examine and decide the case thus abmitted, 


and their decision, or that of a majority of them, shall be final and conclu- 
sive upon all persons interested therein, and the record shall be transmitted 
to the to yey or person acting as sch, who shall liquidate the entry 
accordingly, except in caves where an application shall be filec im the circuit 
court of appeals for a review of the decision of the board upon any questions 
of law within the time and in the manner provided for in section 15 of 
this act. Notice of at least twenty days of the time set for hearings held 
under the provisions of this section shall be given by mail in writing, directed 
to the importer, his authorizea agent, or attorney, at his place of business or 
residence: Provided, That at any time within thirty days after any decision 
is made by a board, such decision may be vacated and set aside by the board 

ing it, on application in writing accompanied by satisfactory showing by 
the party interested that such notice was never given or received 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the pur of calling the attention of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to the clause beginning in line 23, page 22, 
which reads as follows: 

And, if the merchandise is entered for consumption, shall pay the full 
amount of the duties and charges ascertained to be due thereon, together 
with the sum of §2 with each notice, to be known as a protest fee, ete 

I suppose that is intended to be the fee in each protest; but 
would it not be better to make the fee a less sum, say $1, and 
fix that as the fee for each assignment in the protest, so that ab- 
solute particularity, the very thing that the protest rests upon, 
should be stated? Would not that be better than the present 
method, where perhaps one hundred causes of protest will be as- 
signed in one printed blank; for it is the custom of the brokers to 
group together every possible objection that occurs to them in the 
protest, so that there is no directing of the attention to the special 
thing that is relied upon. Under the present system, the broker 
gathers together in his protest all these grounds, hoping that, 
through some future decision, he may gain an advantage. It is, 
of course, entirely proper that he should have the right to protest; 
but it is also proper to require him to specify the very ground of 
his protest. the matter of a demurrer to a pleading the court 
requires particularity; requires the very difficulty that is com- 
plained of to be pointed out; but that is not required in these pro- 
tests, and often they are filed when there is no purpose at all of 
proceeding at presemt in the case, the intent simply being to await 
the chance of obtaining some advantage. I think that if the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill would modify this provision so as to 
fix some small fee, and to impose that fee upon every assignment 
in the protest, the effect would be that nothing would be put in 
the protest but that upon-which the man relied. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the difficulty with my friend’s suggestion 
would be that thereafter the notice of protest would contain but 
one assignment, and all the reasons alleged for the reversal of the 
decision of the appraisers would be stated in that one assignment, 
so that the result would be the payment of a fee of but $1 instead 
of $2. It would be very easy to make one assignment setting forth 
all the reasons. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not. It seems to me that it could be 
so arranged that for each particular objection there should be a 
fee, and that the effect would be to bring these protests down to 
the very matter that was relied upon, instead of permitting the 
filing of protests covering—as they sometimes do now, I think I 
am safe in saying—one or two hundred alleged causes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Would not the proper remedy for the diffi- 
culty which the gentleman points out be a provision of law as 
to the form of protest, making it incumbent on the protestant to 
put in his protest simply those things on which he relied? 

Mr. HEPBURN. You do that now. That is the old law, and 
yet under that law this abuse has grown up, and I am sure it has 
cost the Government a great many hanioed thousand dollars. 
Take, for instance, the steel-broom cases, or the coverings case, 
the one costing $10,000,000 and the other more than $3,000,000. 
Take the hat-trimmings case, which will cost probably $34,000,000 
or more. If there had been a particular protest required by law, 
containing nothing more than what was relied upon in that par- 
ticular case, those protests would not have been filed, and there 
would have been no standing for those cases in court. But under 
os present system men just lay these protests up, so to speak, for 

ture 


use. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the opinion of the Board of 
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Appraisers was that the fee of $2 provided in the bill would suffi- 
ciently discour the practice of piling up these notices, and the 
Department confirmed that opinion. is fee was also suggested 
by the Fairchild commission; they thought this fee would be ample 
to guard against the abuse of the piling up of these protests. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, right on that point I may say 
that the committee thought at first that they would make the pro- 
test fee larger, but in view of the objections that were rai to 
any protest fee it was thought that the end could be accomplished 
by making the fee a small one, only $2, and even against that more 
protests came up from importers than against any other feature of 
this bill. I think 100 importers in one city have protested against 
even this two-dollar fee, and if the fee should be made $1 for each 
assignment, which would probably make the protest fees in some 
cases as high as $50, I am sure that weshould have the country in an 
uproar. I believe that the practical end in view can be attained 
by the small fee proposed; at least that is the judgment of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, who has charge of customs 
matters, and it is also the judgment of the Board of Appraisers. 

Their idea is that this is the mean amount which may be fixed 
to secure the results which they hope from any fee. As the geri- 
tleman from Iowa says, itis true that there are piled up at the 
custom-house and in the Treasury Department thousands of pro- 
tests made upon mere speculation, in the hope that somebody 
will raise a case at some time, that that particular duty will be 
declared illegal, and that then they will come in and demand a 
refund from the Treasury. That is true, and it is because of 
that fact thatthe committee have reported any protest fee, and 
ae there is great objection among the importers to even the fee 

xed in this bill; more objection, as I have already said, than 
there is to any other feature of the bill. The committee thought, 
therefore, that it might be wiser to go no further at this time 
than they do go in the bill, Perhaps by and by it may be desir- 
able to go further, even to the extent proposed by the gentleman 
from Iowa, but I think that on the whole, in view of the facts that 
the Board of Appraisers and the Treasury Department concur in 
recommending a two-dollar fee for a simple protest, it is best for 
the present to leave this matter where the bill as reported by 
the committee leaves it. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the pro forma 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 15. That if the owner, importer, consignee, or ent of an smpporsed 
merchandise, or the collector, or the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be dis- 
satisfied with the decision of the Board of General Appraisers as hereinbefore 
provided, as to the construction of the law respecting the classification of 
such merchandise and the rate of duty imposed thereon under such ¢ - 
cation, they, or either of them, may, within thirty days next after such deci- 
sion, and not afterwards, apply to the circuit court 0 appeals of the United 
States within the district which the matter arises for a review of the 
questions of law only involved in such decision. Such application shall be 
made by filing in the office of the clerk of said a court of agrees a con- 
cise statement of the errors of law complained of, dnd a copy of such state- 
ment shall be served on the collector, or on the importer, owner, consignee, or 

nt,as the case may be. Thereu said circuit court o oppesl.cresy Je 

ereof, shall order the Board of General Appraisers to return to said circuit. 
court of appeals the record, which shall consist of the invoice and the papers 
and exhibits connected therewith, originally transmitted by the collector to 
the said Board, together with their findings of facts in the case and with their 
decision thereon. The Board of General Appraisers shall not return to said 
circuit court of appeals any of the evidence taken by or before them in the 
case. The findings of fact returned as aforesaid shall be conclusive as to all 
questions of fact arising in the case upon all parties and upon said circuit 
court of appeals; but said circuit court of appeals, if it deems the findings of 
facts returned by the Board of General Appraisers insufficient to enable the 
said court to determine the correctness of the decision of the said Board of 
General A rs u the questions of law involved in respect to classifi- 
cation and rate of duty, may submit such question or questions as it deems 
advisable to said Board of General Appraisers and requirea further pore 


findings of fact thereon; and the sai of General Appraisers shall 
with, on peodivinges order from the said court for further fin 





— of such merchandise and the rate of cer Sea aioe eek. 
such me and the rate of du ao e under su 
classif shall be final, an 


classification. The decision of court d the r col- 
lector or acting as such shall liquidate the en rdingly: Provided. 
however, in such cases the Sid civentt mare ap) is hail 


: have the 
sare power to ont questions of law to the Supreme Court of the United 
States.,and the said Supreme Court of the United States shall have the same 
wers to take control of such cases by certiorari or otherwise, after 
Pave been brought into the said circuit courts of appeals, tha’ 
ferred by law upon said courts, or any of them, in respect to iE within 
the appellate jurisdiction of said circuit courts of ap All final judg- 
ments, when in importer, shall be and paid by the Sec- 
of the the permanent indefirite appropriatica provided 


retary ae 
for in section 2 of this act. For the purposes of this act the circuit courts of 
a) 


p 
d courts, respectively, may esta and from time to tim 
and cametions nab lnocnate nt herewith, for the procedure in such cases 
as they shall deem proper. 


Mr. PAYNE. There are one or two verbal amendments which 
I desire to submit for the pu of correcting the text of the bill. 
I move the amendment which I send to the desk, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 22, *%, strike out “facts” and insert “fact”; strike out als 
the word “ with” where it occurs the second time in the same line: so that 
the clause will read: : 1at 


* Together with their findings of fact in the case and their decision thereon,» 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move further to amend by striking out, in ling 
4, page 25, the word “‘ facts” and inserting in lieu thereof the worg 
“ ac be 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, there are three amendments 
I desire to submit; but as ae all relate to a single matter, | pro. 
pose to offer them together that they may be voted upon as ong 
proposition, thereby presenting the question intelligibly, and cay. 
ing time and trouble. One amendment is to insert after the word 
“law,” in line 5 of this section, the words “and facts”; so sto 
read, ‘‘ the construction of the law and facts.” I desire further 
to amend by striking out the word “only,” in line 11, and insert. 
ing in lieu thereof the words ‘ and facts.” 

r. WALSH. I have prepared an amendment covering exactly 
the same ground as the amendment which the gentleman from 
Tennessee eg 

_Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman a substitute for this por- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw my amendment and yield to my 
friend, as his amendment brings up, I understand, the same (ues- 
tion which I desired to submit. 

Mr. WALSH. Imove the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 11, section 15, the words “ only involved in such decision" 
and insert “and fact; but on such review no evidence can be considered 
which was not before the board or appraiser popeates from; and all evidence 
taken before said board or appraiser whose decision is appealed from s)ia1l be 
considered by the circuit court of appeals.” 

Strike out “not,” in line 23; so as to make the clause read: ** The board of 
appraisers shall return to said circuit court of appeals any of the evidence 
taken by or before them in the case.” 

Strike out all after the word “ case,’ in line 25, 24, down to and includ- 
ing the word eee in line 3, page 25, the words struck out being as fol- 
lows: ‘“ The findings of fact returned as aforesaid shall be conclusive as to all 
questions of fact arising in the case upon all parties and upon said circuit 
court of appeals.” 

Mr.WALSH. My amendment would make the portion of the 
section to which it applies read as follows: 

May within thirty days next after such decision, and notafterwarids. apply 
to the circuit court of ap of the United States, within the district in 
which the matter arises, for a review of the questions of law and fact; |ut on 
such review no evidence can be dered which was not before the board 
or appraiser ap ed from and all evidence taken before said board or ap- 


praiser whose decision is appealed from shall be considered by the circuit 


court of appeals. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment will obviate one of the 
objections made by my coll e from New York that the circuit 
court of appeals could not obtain the same evidence which the 
appraisers could obtain. This substitute legalizes all evidence 
taken before the Board of Appraisers and gives the court acting on 
the ap the power to consider any such evidence. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why would the gentleman carry these mat- 
ters into the circuit court of a ony 

Mr. WALSH. I understan t is the language of the statute. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman does not aim simply to give 
the parties additional time? 

. WALSH. I have no disposition to change the place now 
provided by law for the hearing of appeals. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But your amendment contemplates that after 
the decision of the appraisers the parties may go into court and 
hold up these matters for five or ten years. 

Mr. WALSH. No, sir. These questions are not held up now 
for five or ten years. Yet there is an a to-day to the Board 
of General Appraisers and an appeal that Board to the 


courts. 
Mr. HOPKINS. That is one of the very things we are trying 


to pete. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are cases of this kind that have been 
pen in court now for more than ten years. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, they must either be very important cases 
or else there is nobody to look after them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Among the evils which we desire to cure are 
the delays which have resulted in the past from allowing partics 
to a ee appeals into the courts. 

Mr. WALSH, Allow me to say that when an appraisement 1s 
made, the most im t question in connection with that ap- 

t is wl as a matter of fact itis right or wrons. 
question is entirely one of valuation, and that may be, of 
course, the most upon which an appeal is desired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But ord amendment allows an appeal not 
only on the law, but the 

. WALSH. Yes, sir. 
. HOPKINS, And the amendment would allow these cases 








1896. 


to be taken before a ju and jury who know nothing about such 

nestions, but who would undertake to revise the judgment of 
these experts on questions of fact. In one sense it isan absurdity, 
as you will y see, for you take it into a forum where they 
are entirely unacquainted with the facts and the expert knowledge 
on which che decision was rendered. 

Mr. WALSH. Now, lef us see just how absurd it is. What is 
the course in our State courts? In all of our courts at common 
law you try questions of the sanity or insanity of people, for in- 
stance, before a jury; and what is the procedure in this and kin- 





cases 
— DALZELL. But, if the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, we do not try questions of the assessment of property, 
where taxation is to be imposed, before a jury. 

Mr. WALSH. Certainly not. 

Mr. DALZELL. And does not the gentleman recognize also 
that the determination of the appraisers on questions of fact is 
frequently based on testimony which would not be competent in 
any court of justice at all? Does not the gentleman recognize 
further the fact that some of the testimony on which the decision 
of the appraisers is rendered is incapable of being introduced in 
any court of justice, because it is testimony that results from per- 
sonal knowledge, personal experience and observation and expert 
information of the person or persons who make the deposition? 

I wish to say to the gentleman, if he will permit me, that this 
is a matter, of course, about which there is no partisanship what- 
ever. It is merely a question of the most perfect administration 
of our customs law. It is a matter about which those persons— 
able men who have been engaged in the administration of the law | 
for years—all . Inthis case Secretary Fairchild, who was at 
the head of the Department for four years; the present Secretary, 
who has been three years at its head, and an old collector of the 

rt, of long experience, all of them on the Fairchild board, agree 
in this recommendation. There is not a single dissentient voice. 
The appraisers all agree to this proposition, and, so far as I know 
of matters before the committee, as to this proposition no protest 
has been made from any quarter whatever. If there has been any 
such I have neither seen nor heard of it. I submit, then, that the 
judgment of this board and of men of this class is worth very | 
much more in matters of this kind than any theories we can ad- 
vance in the House. 

Mr. WALSH. I admit, Mr. Chairman, that the judgment of 
experts is valuable in all cases in which their testimony is taken | 
as experts. Iam also willing to admit that the gentlemen ap- 
— in the Departments here, who have been engaged in this 

usiness for many years, are experts in their line of duty and that 
their opinion is valuable on a question of this character. 

But at the same time [ submit that overvaluation is sometimes 
made by the appraisers themselves at ports in the United States 
as well as elsewhere; and experience has demonstrated that their 
overvaluations, in this country at least, have been reversed by the 
highest tribunal in the land. But an importer who has been un- 
justly treated by the appraisers heretofore has had a chance to 


ve their j ent reviewed by competent tribunals on his own 
presentation of his case. That is denied under the pending bill, 


and that isthe objection I maketoit. Hecan not goto this Board 
and under the forms of law secure from them a subpcena for the 
witnesses he may require in order to prove his side of the case. 
The have aright toshutoutall of thetestimony that may 
need in his behalf under the law, and the only tribunal 
before which he can have a review of his case, if injustice has 
been done to him, is the appellate court. There he can get his sub- 
peena, t his witnesses, and submit the evidence in his case. 
To te the objection of the gentleman from Illinois and the 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that you can not use the evidence 
taken before the appraisers in a court, the amendment that I have 
offered, if , expressly legalizes any evidence the appraisers 
may use in this connection. If, for instance, it be a letter froma 
consul, the amendment legalizes it, and makes it available 
for use under the circumstances mentioned, and it can be used in 
the court of appeals just as if it was the evidence of a sworn wit- 
ness before the court. 
Mr. DALZELL. How would you get the expert knowledge of 
the before the court on that sort of a record? 
WALSH. Can you not take the findings of their testimony 
as used before the appraisers? Such depositions are used in many 
other cases, as I started to say a few moments ago, in the State 
courts at common law. 
Mr. DALZELL. But it would be useless to have that testimony 
Over again before the court unless you were able to present the 
expert knowledge of the witness, which would not be available 


= 


for examination and cross-examination before the court. 
Mr. HOPKINS. The courts would be helpless under the oper- 


ation of such an amendment as this if it should be adopted. 
Mr. WALSH. Let us see how helpless they would be—— 
Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will permit me a moment, 
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he will see the absurdity it would involve, for this reason: If you 
take their findings, the findings of the Board of Appraisers, as a 
matter of fact, how are you to determine what weight the court 
would give to such testimony, or how would you compare it with 
other evidence offered? How would you compare it with the evi- 
dence of some other party? _The trouble is that the adoption of 
such amendment would involve you in a maze of difficulties. 

Mr. WALSH. But we get rid of a maze of other things, and I 
think we do substantial justice. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. The importers get their goods; 
they get them under such conditions, of course, as the United 
States sees proper under its revenue laws to impose. Now, we 
say, on the question of valuation, that they shall be concluded by 
the findings of the appraisers upon any question of law raised. 

Mr. WALSH. What question of law can arise, except a ques 
tion of classification? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The construction of conflicting provisions of 
statutes. 

Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
court. 

Mr. WALSH. 
to do with that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They decide it in the first instance 
appeal it goes to the court. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And appeals on the facts should not go to the 
courts. 

Mr. WALSH. I can not imagine any other case where a ques- 
tion of law would arise. Every appeal is ona question of factand 
every reversal is on a question of fact. It seems tome that appeals 


That is not a matter for the appraisers. 
That is a question of law which goes to the 


I know, but the appraisers rarely have anything 


, and on 


| should be allowed on questions of fact. 


Mr. HOPKINS. It is because of those things that the Secr tary 
has recommended that appeals on the facts be done away with. 

The amendment of Mr. WALSH was rejected. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That said chapter 407 of the Statutes at Large is further amended 
by adding the following: 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to expend, from the 
appropriation for collecting the revenue from customs, a sufficient sum, not 


to exceed $45,000, to provide for the purchase of the necessary land. and for 
the construction and equipment of sampling works thereon, or for the leas- 
ing of suitable buildings and equipment tor the sampling and assaying of im- 
yee silver ores and other ores containg lead at the ports of Elpa lex., 
Northport, Wash., and Bonners Ferry, Idaho, and at such other p sas in 
the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury the interests of the revenue 
demand; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, i we of 
importation of said ores at ports at which no facilitiesas above are provided, 
under such regulations as he may prescribe, to send a portion thereof to any 
port having said facilities, at which port said portion may be sampled and 


assayed. The collector at the port of importation shall thereupon liquidate 
the entry upon said assay.” 


Mr. PAYNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


Cierk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert at the end of section 2, line 12, page 28, the following words: 


“In no instance, however, shall a less portion than one-fifth of any impor- 
tation of ores be sampled and assayed.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the reason for this amendment 
is that in order to prevent fraud it seems to be necessary that at 
least one-fifth of such ores should be sampled and assayed. The 
duty depending upon the metal of chief value in the ore, unless 
at least one-fifth is assayed it opens the door for fraud or for mis- 
take against the Treasury of the United States. This amendment 
is recommended by the Treasury Department and by the customs 
officers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask that the amendment offered by my 
colleague on the committee be reported again. I was unable to 
hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk, without objection, will again 
report the amendment. - 

he amendment was again reported. 

Mr. PAYNE. If I may be permitted, I should like to withdraw 
the amendment which [ have just submitted, and to substitute 
another which is in a little better form and accomplishes just the 
same result. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York withdraws 
the amendment and offers the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 8 of page 28, the words “ under such regulations as he ma 
rescribe ” and add, after the word “assay,” in line 12, on page 28, the fol- 
owing: 

“In no instance, however, shall a less portion than one-fifth of any impor- 

tation of ores be sampled and assayed.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman any information as to 
what portion is now assayed? 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand it is the usual practice now to assay 
one-fifth. This amendment is recommended by the Treasury De- 
partment, and also by the customs officials who are accustomed 
to assay and sample these ores. 
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The original bill, from which this amendment is taken, provided 
that one-fifth should be sampled and assayed; and the Committee 
on Ways and Means, acting on a suggestion from a gentleman who 
wrote to the committee, which suggestion seemed to be reasona- 
ble, struck out the words which I offer to substitute now. After- 
wards they found on examination they had made a mistake and 
that it would be unsafe to provide that there should be less than 
one-fifth sampled and assayed. We sup d when we had put in 
the language ‘‘ under regulaticns prescribed by the Treasury De- 

artment” that we had guarded against any chance for fraud; 

ut the Treasury Department did not want that mae? in 
the law. They wanted an absolute requirement that should be 
binding upon all collectors and all officials to sample at least 
one-fifth. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isupposeit isa matter that is now controlled 
by regulation and direction of the Department, is it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. It would be under the bill as printed without 
this amendment. 

. Mr. aerrniane . Itisdonein that way now, asa matter of fact, 
it not 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam inclined to think that it is now under the 
direction of the Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no particular anxiety about the mat- 
ter, but it struck me—— 

Mr. PAYNE. The act of 1894 provides ‘‘in such quantities as 
are in accordance with commercial usage,” or cumnainiaie to that 
effect, and I understand commercial usage is that at least one- 
fifth shall be sampled andassayed. This simply makes it absolute, 
and is in accordance with the suggestion of the Treasury Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I shall offer no amendment and shall accept 
the gentleman's judgment in the matter, but it struck me it was 
one of those things that we could very properly leave to the wise 
discretion of the administrative d tment of the Government, 
and that we would accomplish all that is necessary by doing so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the tleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, we passed over section 4, at the 
su ae of the gentleman from Iowa. 

e CHAIRMAN. The committee will return to the consider- 
ation of section 4. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend section 4 by 
——e after the word ‘‘ duty,” in line 6 in the bill that I have, 

6 words: 


Provided, That the penalties named in said bond shall be held as prima 
facie evidence of the amount of damages in case of suit being brought on sach 
bonds for failure to produce such duly certifiedinvoice. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I was unable to catch the 
amendment or the ae 


e. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 6, line 10, after the word “duty,” insert: 

Pro That the penalties named in’ said bond shall be held as prima 
facie evidence of the amount of comagee in case of suit being brought on 
such bonds for failure to produce such duly certified invoice. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I see that I have the wae copy of the bill; 
and | will make the point of order on that until I can see the pur- 
port of the amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer as a 
substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa that which I will read. 

Strike out after the word “duty,” in the same line 10, and insert 
the following: 

Which sums shall, where there is a breach of the bond, be respectively 
treatod as liquidated damages in favor of the Government, which damages 
may be reduced by proof introduced by the party whose duty it is to pro- 
duce such certified invoice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report thesubstitute offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “duty,” in line 10, on page 6, insert the following: 

“Which sums shall, where there is a breach of the bond, be respectively 
treated as liquidated damages in favor of the Government, which damages 
may be seeeoee ne eee introduced by the party whose duty it is to produce 


Mr. NORTHWAY. The effect of this—— 


Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point of order that this section 
has been 


Mr. NORTHWAY. It was reserved. 
woe McMILLIN. Oh; it was reserved at the time? I did not 
w that. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. I do not know but that each amendment 
reach the same result. The effect of the amendment I have 
offered would be, if there was a breach of the bond 


brought upon it, all they would have to do would be to aver {}\. 
breach of the bond, the amount of the damages, which wou! |), 
stated as liquidated, and that would allow the defendant to jy: 
duce his proof; and if he were able to produce the certifie,| |). 
voice and show it that would reduce the damages, otherwise ;),, 
Government would recover the amount of liquidated dam... 
Ido not know but what the effect of the amendment offer) |,, 
the gentleman from Iowa would be the same. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman,I d» not like the substitutes of 
fered by the gentlemanfrom Ohio. It seems to me contradic; .;y 
in terms. Liquidated damages can not be reduced by proof. 15 
say that they are liquidated and then in the same breath proyj,j, 
that they could be reduced by proof is a contradiction in term., jt 
seems tome. The result desired is better obtained in the aie. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Thegentleman forgets that the liqnidat:4 
damages may be provided for in the contract. 

Mr. PAYNE. ou limit the amount of damages, and under the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa the penalties in 
the bond are held as prima facie evidence of the amount. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Under my amendment the amount is fixed 
= eee damages, and that is the damage for the breach uf 
the bond. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, in thesame breath the gentleman says they 
are liquidated damages and that they shall be reduced by prow! [ 
think it is a great deal better to say that the amount of the penalty 
shall be prima facie evidence of the ‘ 

Mr. LIAMS. It is now five minutes after 5 o’clock, anda 
right interesting discussion has just been broached between the 
gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Ohio. | 
would like to suggest to the gentleman from New York that he 
make a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to to the gentleman from \issis- 
sippi that this is the last amendment to this bill, and I think we 
are just about to dispose of it. 

r. WILLIAMS. Thegentleman is by no means certain of that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his 
substitute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I may have six amendments to offer. 

Mr. PAYNE. Weill, we have simply recurred to this place for 
the purpose of this amendment. The section was passed over for 
this purpose, and I do not think you will have an opportunity to 
offer six amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio for the amendment offered by the ¢en- 
tleman from Iowa; and, without objection, the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio will be again reported. 

Mr. PBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to substitute for 
the amendment offered a while ago the one I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentle 
man from Lowa to substitute for the original amendment vne 
which the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, in line 10, 6, by inserting after the word “duty,” the following: 

“ Provided, That ironen of the a such bond shall be prima 
facia evidence of the amount of damages reunder in any 


to be assessed I 
ces to be rendered thereon in favor of the United States in any suit 
rought on such bond.” 


The CHAIRMAN. If there beno objection, this amendment will 
be considered as substituted for the original amendment offered by 
gentleman from Ohio. ‘ 
Mr.NORTHWAY. I withdraw my amendment, Mr. Chair. 
The question, 


The CHAIRMAN, is on the amendment 
just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. i I move that the committee rise 


and report the bill and amendments to the House with the recom- 

mendation that the bill as amended do pass. ; 
The motion was agreed to. The committee accordingly rose; 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Lacey, from the 
Committee of the Whole. reported that they had had under con 
sideration a bill (H.R.7250) to amend ‘‘An act to simplify the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,” approved June 
10, 1890, and had him to report the same with sun- 
ts and with the recommendation that the bill «s 


wir SAYA Me. Speaker, I move the previous qvsstin 
s ‘i , I move us questi: 
ee 
uestion was ordered. 
The SPRAKER Isa vote demanded upon any amen‘- 
ment? [After a pause.] Chair hears no demand for a se) 
“leon 


1896. 


On motion of Mr. 
which the bill was 
Mr. PAYNE. 


j 1. . 
pending the motion to adjourn, 
The SP! The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] | 
desires to have the report withdrawn which was filed by mistake | 
with bill No. 506 and to have a proper report substituted for it. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


e: 
yoint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval Cadets | 
Jon P. J. Ryan, John R. Morris, and Chester Wells: 

A bill (H.R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled “An act 
to define the duties of pens‘on agents, to prescribe the manner of 
paying pensions, and for other pu 3,” approved July 8, 1870, 
and now being section 4784, Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H.R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River in the county of Aitkin, State of 


Minnesota; 

A bill (H. BR. 5382) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Memphis Rai Company to extend its line of railroad into the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and | 
Southern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for 


other : 
A bill Ee R. 578) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth J. 
Jack, and Matilda W. Jack; 
A bill (H. R. 7137) to provide for printing and binding for the 


Navy Department; 

A bill S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps: 

A bill (S. 1230) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans; 


and 
A bill (S. 1804) toauthorize the First National Bank of Sprague, 
Wash., to change its location and name. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | 


PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
was laid on the table. 
r. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- | 


To Mr. Le1isenrine, for ten days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. TRACEWELL, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. Kou, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Eppy (on motion of Mr. Kierer), for fifteen days, on ac- 
count of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. PAYNE was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior in relation to an appropriation 
to meet the expenses of an investigation and report by the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences on the inauguration of a national 
forest policy for the forest lands of the United States, was taken 
from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
ue referred oo hg of the _— e. or Senter ory teres 

Pennsylvania money expe int ilitia into 
the mili service by the governor, or under the proclamation 
of the of June 15, 1863, rted the same without amend- 
ment, accom an eee C 0. 819); which said bill and re- 
to the ittee of the Whole House on the 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4156) to 


ding limited 
reported the 


Committee on the Public Lands, to 


H. R. 30) granting to 
aad geteutio’t aoe ou 
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saies of public lands in said State, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 834); which said bill 
and report were referred to the C » of the Whole House on 


yr tte 


| the state of the Union. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Howse (H. R. 
6713) to extend North Capitol ‘street to the Soldiers’ Home, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 835); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BII 

Under clause 2 of Ruie XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 948) to remove charge of desertion against Jacob 
M. Hamburger. (Report No. 805.) 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2376) for the relief of Capt. Robert E. Bryant. (Report 
No. 806.) 

By Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. 205) to refer the bill (H.R. 932) 
for the relief of Mrs. Catharine Barry Meeha, and all the accom- 
panying papers, to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House 
bill No. 982. (Report No. 807.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 206) to refer the bill (H. R. 4011) 
for the relief of Jacob A. Wolfson, with the accompanying papers, 
to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 4011. 
(Report No. 808.) 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (S.93) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute aclaim. (Report No. 809.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 207) to refer the bill (H.R. 1276) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Ann D. Halsey. deceased, 
with accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, reported in 
lieu of House bill No. 1276. (Report No. 810.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 208) to refer the bill (H. R. 5716) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Alfred Duplantier, 
deceased, with accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, re- 
ported in lieu of House bill No. 5716. (Report No. 811.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (8.60) for the relief of George A. Orr. (Report No. 
812.) 

The bill (S. 90) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster. 
port No. 813.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 1718) for the relief of William M. Henry. 
port No. 814.) 7 

The bill (H. R. 6928) for the relief of the La Grange Synodical 
College of Tennessee. (Report No. 815.) 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (S. 32) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
C. Howe, deceased. (Report No. 816.) 

The bill (S. 1464) for the relief of the estate of Michael Knight. 
(Report No. 817.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 907) for the relief of the heirs of Edmund Wolf. (Re- 
port No. 818.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Charles W illiamson. 
(Report No. 822. 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

ne bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer. 
(Report No. 823.) 

The bill (5. 724) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Mallery. (Report No. 824.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H.R. 5938) for the relief of Pricilla R.Burns. (Report No. 
825.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1699) for the relief of William Loring Spencer. (Re- 
port No. 826.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6532) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der C. Morrison. (Report No. 827.) 

The bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis, 
(Report No. 828.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to Mary A. Stacey, de- 
ent mother of Manley T. Stacey, late private Company D, 
hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers. (Re- 

port No. 829.) 

The bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis. 

(Report No. 830.) 


ALS. 


(Re- 


(Re- 
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By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Bradbury. 


(Report No. 831.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore. 
(Report No, 882.) 

The bill (S. 148) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon. (Re- 
port No, . 

_By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

The bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose. 
(Report No. 836.) 

The bill (8S. 1672) granting a pension to Lue R. Brown. (Re- 
port No. 837.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker from 
$30 to $50. (Report No. 838.) 

By Mr. OOX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
506) for the relief of Stewart & Co., A. P. H. Stewart. agent, 
Weed, Witter & Co., and C. A. Weed & Co. (Report No. 839.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. AVERY, from the Committee 
on War Claims, reported adversely (Report No. 820) the bill 


(H. R. 87) for the relief of Henry Judge; and the same was laid on 
the table. 








PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLLOWSB: 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H.R. 7322) to maintain and protect the 
integrity of the coins of the United States—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7323) toextend Seventeenth 
street north to Park street—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr.GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower 
the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reser- 
vation in said State as a part of the lands granted to said State 
under the provisions of an act to provide for the admission of 
South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7325) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,” 
approved March 2, 1895—to the Committee on the District of 
Co umbia. 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 7326) to provide for the restate- 
ment. readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army 
officers in certain cases—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R.7370) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of ap s and 
define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7871) granting settlers the 
right to make second homestead entries—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7372) to donate the public 
lands located within the State of Alabama to the State of Ala- 
a for educational purposes—to the Committee on the Public 


ands. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A resolution (House Res. No. 210) requesting 
the Postmaster-General to furnish certain information in rela- 
tion to the salaries of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 209) 
to pay F.S. Bishop, for services performed in the Clerk’s docu- 
ment room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A memorial of the general court of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to granting pensions 
to prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

‘ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7827) for the relief 
of the Christian Church, of Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

4 Mr. BAKER of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 7328) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Robert R. Vandiver, deceased—to 


the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 7329) to pension 
Franklin Weiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 7330) granting an inc; eased 
pension to Albert G. Mack—to the Committee on Invalid Pei .ion; 
By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 7381) for the rejj..; of 
ae Ritchey—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pos. 
oads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7332) ting a pension to Eugenia Mite }).))_ 
to the Committee on Invalid Funan. . . 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7333) granting g 
pension to William Edwards, Company D, Tenth Regiment \’or. 
mont Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 7334) to increase pension of \. 7 
Applegate, who served in Company B, Twenty-eighth Kentucky. 
in late civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7335) to place John J. Brewer on pension rol] 
soldier, late war—to the Committee on "valid Pensions. . 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7386) granting an jp. 
crease of pension to James B. Crawford—to the Commit: 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7337) for the relief of Ben. 
jamin F. Vennum, of Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va.—to the 
Committee on ee Ae 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 7388) for the relief of Wij. 
liam H. Scofield, Jacob Brady, James Ketcham, Annie Booth 
as administratrix of the goods, chattels, and credits of Geo ry. W" 
Booth, deceased; Wilson P. Billar, Ezra L. Waterhouse, \{. es ¢, 
Bell, George W. Byles, and George A. Scofield—to the Coimnnittes 
on the Ju nai 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 7839) for the relief of Hester 
Hough, widow, and Edw A. Hough, Robert B. Hough, and 
John W. Hough, children of Sebra Hough, deceased—to the Com. 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7340) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James Jones—to the Committee on Military A fairs, 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H.R. 7341) to increase the pen- 
sion of William M. Cockrum—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS (by request): A bill (H.R. 7342) to pension 
Ella 8. Mannix—to the Commalibee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ee LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7348) for the relief of the estate 
of William P. Burrough—to the Committee on Claims. 

yee LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 7844) to grant Mary S. Callan, 
of Washington, D. C., an increase of pension—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: A bill (H. R. 7345) for the relief of the 
estate of Christopher W. Dudley, deceased, late of Marlboro 
County, 8. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7846) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Worswick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUSE: A bill (H. R. 7847) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Henry Smith, of Company H, Purnell 
Legion, Maryland Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R.7348) granting 
a pension to Mowry A. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr, SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7349) to pension Lewellyn D. 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Abe, a bill (H. R. 7350) to increase the pension of Susan D. 
Yates—to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H.R.7351) for the relief of Benjamin Franklin 
Handforth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 7852) to grant muster pay and 
allowance of captain to Michael Sheehy from June 30, 1%, to 
March 25, 1866—to the Committee on Affairs 


By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (. R. 7353) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Wirt Adams , late of Hinds County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims 


By Mr. WOODARD: A bill (H. R. 7354) for the relief of the 
estate of Thomas W. Nicholson, deceased, late of Halifax County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7355) for the relief of B. F. 
An to the Committee on War Claims. : 
By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 7856) for the relief of Lewis 
M e, deceased—tu the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7357 for relief of Mary Weaver, decease —to 
Che bill (Re 7508) granting pension to Charlotte Lar 

» & a on otte P 
rance—to the Committee on Pensions. Ri 

ig be on GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 7359) for the relief of William 

M. Goforth, of Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H.R. 7360) to pension A. D. Rutherford—to the 


€ on 


ttee on oS 
, @ bill (H.R. 7361) to pension John 8. Boling, of Seviet 


County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





1896. 


Also, a bill (H.. R. 7362) for the relief of the personal representa- | bounty in order to equalize the benefits and burdens of the pro- 
Michael 


tives of 


Cisne, a bill (H.R. 7383) for the relief of S. M. McGuire, of White- | M 


pine, Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, 


Burnett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, @ bill (H.R. 7365) to increase the pension of Darius M. | for the 


mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
. 7366) to pension John Alexander Kelly, of 


Acuff—to the H 
‘i he the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill 


Coun 
ee a H. R. 7367) to pension Jane Turner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7868) to pension Nancy A. Robbs, of Roane 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi . R. 7369) to pension Elizabeth Smith—to the 
Committee on invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7373) to increase the pension of Jordan A. 
Lively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 7374) granting a pension to 
Charles 8. Hardy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7375) aains a pension to Susan I. Barrows— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 7376) for the relief of Ezekiel Dow- 
ney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7377) granting an increase of 
pension to Silas H. Mickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ 
satus of Philadelphia; asking for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 833, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per 
half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of Lawrence 
Grange, No. 533, of Clearfield, Pa., recommending the passage of 
House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by 
an eoeare bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: Affidavits to accompany House 
bill for the relief of the Christian Church at Corinth, Alcorn 
Cnet, Se the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARHAM; Petitions of the Plumas County Publishing 
Company and E. M. Wilson, ss for favorable action on House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BARRETT: Petition of Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 88, 
of Malden, Mass., in favor of the passage of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petitions of Charles 8. Hilbourn, Robert Col- 
lins, John N. Lathwell, and W. C. Brown, protesting against the 

of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin 
second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of Loyal Orange Lodge, 
No, 61, of Troy, N. Y., asking for the passage of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of William H. Nichols, asking for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to sec- 
ond-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial of the National Association of 
tural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, in regard to 
on of freight—to the Committee on Interstate 


and F rce. 

By Mr. PER of Texas: Petition of 39 citizens of Palestine, 
Tex., for the relief of agents of the Southern Methodist Episcopal 
Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

e, Mr. CROWLEY: Petition of John H. Brooks, protestin 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the pos 

laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CRUMP: Memorial of the National Association of Ag- 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, praying for 

enactment of a bill for the protection of farming implements— 

to the Committee on Interstate and Forei 

Also, letter and papers of the National 
ing House bill No. , to amend the postal laws, and favorin 
l-cent letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of J. C. Biesenthal and 32 other 
Citizens of New York City; also petition of A. S. Trier and 33 
Ho. mae New 

for the 


York City, praying for the passage of House bill 
Teinetlat of: agricultural staples by an export 


s 
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Staples, deceased—to the Committee on War | tective system—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of Iowa department of the 
ilttary Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, for the 
establishment of a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to 


a bill (H. R. 7364) to correct the military record of Thomas | the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, petition of citizens of Stanley, Iowa, for a Sunday-rest law 
istrict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., in favor of amending the Constitution of the United States 
so as to acknowledge Almighty God—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. G. Ellis and other veterans of the late war, 
in favor of House bill No. 306, granting $12 per month pension 
and $2 per day for time served in rebel prisons—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of John H. Spragg and 33 others, of 
West Virginia, praying for the submission of an amendment to 
the Constitution recognizing the Supreme Being—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Silas H. Mickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James B. Morgan and A. A. Martin, asking for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, — of John M. Stanley, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 


second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Petition of George J. Bischof and others, 
favoring House bill No. 2758, for the adoption of the metric sys- 
tem of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of H. N. Owen, protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolution adopted by the National Associa- 
tion of Manufacturers, in behalf of a consular inspection depart- 
mentin the consular service of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers of the United States, in 
behalf of a uniform classification of freight rates—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial _—. by the New York Historical Society, of 
New York City, for the publication in full of the proceedings of 
the Continental Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of A. H. Butterfield, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Papersto accompany House bill for the relief 
of Hester Hough and others, being the affidavits of Hester Hough 
and Robert Bruce Hough—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Buckingham 
Lodge, No. 15, Order United American Mechanics, of Unionville, 
Conn., indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of Lodge No. 206, Order Sons of 
St. George, of Oakland, Cal., favoring the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of Will L. Dunn, of Rio Vista, Cal., praying for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of W. H. Parker, of Stanley, 
Wis., and 75 others, against the passage of joint resolution No. 11, 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
“acknowledging Almighty God as the source of all power and 
authority in civil government, Our Lord Jesus Christ as the ruler 
of nations, and His revealed will as of supreme authority in civil 
affairs”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of Council No. 93 of the Ameri- 
can Protective Association, of Chippewa Falls, Wis., and its 926 
members individually, against continuing the statue of Pére Mar- 
quette in Statuary Hall, and praying for its immediate removal— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of J.M. Wylie and 
500 other citizens of Drayton and vicinity, in North Dakota, in 
favor of amending the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States so as to specifically recognize God—to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. KERR: Petition of Husted & Williams, of Norwalk, 
Ohio. praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, protest of T, M. Beer, of the Ashland Printing Company, 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to an amend- 
ment of the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ International 
Union of America, No. 98, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of House 
bill No. 3346, to impose a tax on sweat shops—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Methodist Ministers’ Association of St. Paul, 
Minn., in favor of prohibiting issuance of Government license in 
territory where local action prohibits such issuance—to the Com- 
mittee on the J one 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the National Association of 
Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers of the United 
States, praying for the enactment of a law authorizing the rail- 
roads of the United States to give shippers uniform classification— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petitions of Albert R. Williams and others, 
also of John McGregor, jr., and others, all of Detroit, Mich., in 
relation to the Marquette statue in Statuary Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Protest of citizens of Jackson, 
Tenn., against the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian 
undertakings, and a petition praying for the comes of joint reso- 
lution No. 11, to amend the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLURE: Petition of Rev. Thomas K. Davis, Rev. 8. 
F. Scovil, and 25 other residents of Wooster, Ohio, praying for the 
submission of an amended form of the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, for ratification in the conventions of the 
several States, acknowledging Almighty God as the source of all 
power and authority in civil government—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 58 members of the Evening Star Council, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Uhrichsville, Ohio, praying for the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of A. P. Sanders and 14 other citizens of New 
Philadelphia, Ohio, praying that religious matters, including 
tracts. etc., be given every advantage of the act of Congress of 
July 16, 1894—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of Ransom Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Wells, Minn., favoring aservice 
pension and a pension for prisoners of war—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Resolutions from citizens of Pierce, 
Nebr., indorsing the bill providing for the promotion of Nelson A. 
Miles, United States Army, to Lieutenant-General—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions from the commissioners of roe te County, 
Nebr:; also from the South Side Improvement Club of Omaha, 
Nebr., indorsing the bill providing for the transmississippi and 
international exposition, to be held at Omaha, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of disapproval of the placing and unveiling 
of astatue of Father Mar _— 8. J., in Statuary Hall, Wash- 
ington, D. C., from the A. P. A. councils of Omaha, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petitions of J. M. Pill and King & Croin, protesti 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the oemal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the South Side Improvement 
Club, Omaha, Nebr.; also of the board of county commissioners 
of Douglas County, Nebr.; also of the Omaha | Estate Ex- 
change, in favor of the transmississippi exposition at Omaha, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions and protest of the A. P. A. councils of Omaha, 
Nebr., against placing and unyeiling of the statue of Father Mar- 
quette, S. J., in Statuary Hall, at the Capitol, Washi ,D.C.— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of H. F. McIntosh and G. M. Hitchcock, aski 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 


aa swtition a ot Bunehis Publishing Com oe 
, petitions of Sunshine Pu : 

ress Publishing Company, C. E. Byars, J. W. Will L. 
Sisin, and Clement Chase, protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 


matter—{o. the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of George W. Brow- 








nell and others, of Millwood, W. Va., praying for the 6 
= amendment to the pension laws—to the ieee 
ensions. 


Aiso, petition of Buffalo Council, Order United American }{.. 
chanics, praying for the of the Stone immigration ))||_ 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also (by request), petition of George A. F. Cooding, of Hunting. 
ton, W. Va., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. ».;. 
4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage half ounce. 
and to amend the laws relating to second-class and (;.., 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Ochce and Post-Roads. 


— MORSE: Petition of J. B. King and 16 other citizen; 
of Lomax, Il., praying for the recognition of God in the Const ity. 
tion of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. PUGH: A remonstrance of numerous citizens of |}oyj 
County, Ky., against the appropriation of public moneys for si. 
tarian purposes, and a petition favoring an amendment to the 
Constitution prohibiting such appropriations—to the Comuitics 


on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Joseph Sherwood, George Caswe!] 
Harmon Varrell, and Charles M. Powell, of U.S. S. Bib), for 
pane legislation to apply to their cases—to the Committes oy 

nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of S. M. Miller 
and others, of Darby, Delaware esr favoring the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigratioy 


and Naturalization. 

Also, protests of citizens of Chester and Thurlow, Pa., against 
the appropriation of public funds for sectarian purposes; als) oti- 
tions favoring the passageof joint resolution No. 11, amending: the 


preamble to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 478, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the 


Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Plog petition of W. W. Woodruff and cn oem of Westches- 
r, , protesting mili trainin ublie schools—t 
the Committee on ie “ates ae r 4 


By Mr. RUSK: Petition of the Maryland Historical Society, for 
an appropriation to enable the Secretary of State to prepare for 
publication the records and papers of the Continental Congress— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of C. J. Woodworth and others, 
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to 
pos on second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of clerks in the Railway Mail 
Service in New York State, asking for the passage of House bill 
No. 1, for a reo ization of the mail service—to the Commit- 
tee on the and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Marcy Grange, No. 720, of Marcy, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 5213, fixing a tax upon the 
manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the Committee on W ays 
and Means. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of FP. B. Goss, praying for fa. or- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re|at- 
i second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-()ilice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of A. P. Burr and 50 
others, favoring the of House bill No. 2626, for the pro- 


passage 
tection of an staples by an export bounty—to the (om- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ’ 


Also, protest of the vessel owners of Grand Haven, Mich., 
- pane a of oo Nos. rg respecting 

e manning equipping 0: mmittee on the 
Merchant Marine ana eabietan. 


By Mr. TAFT: Memorial of the Manufacturers’ Association of 
Piqua, Ohio, urging the adoption of the 1 cent letter postage |)i!|— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolutions of W Camp, No. 353, 
of Biue Bell, Mon County, Pa.; alsoof Washington (10), 
No. 669, of Keelersville, Bucks y, Pa., Patriotic Order Sons 
of America, os Stone immigration bill and request'»s 
its passage—to the Committee on Lmmigration and Natura!iza- 


tion. 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of J. A. Tarpley and 16 other 
citizens of Nashville, Tenn., in favor of the Stone immigration 


bill—to the Committee on igration and Naturalization. 
Also, petition of the bishops of the African Methodist Episco’ al 
Church, asking favorable consideration of bills for the relief of 
book the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to ‘he 
Commi on War Claims. 5 
EP nn of Revs. =. 7 eee _~ Sam P. Jones, —s 
Methodist, ville, ‘enn., opposin. ouse D1 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws to -class ma'r 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Roads. 
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SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 18, 1896. 


the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzvrn, D. D. 
pee a of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


BOAT RAILWAY AT THE DALLES OF THE COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney , transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 16th instant, certain information as to what steps have 
been taken by the Department of Justice, by proceedings in courts, 
or otherwise, to secure the condemnation of lands in the State of 
Oregon necessary for the use of the Government in the construc- 
tion of the proposed boat railway at The Dalles of the Columbia 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 11th instant, a letter from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, showing the present state and condition of the 
funds or annuities of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, Creek, 
and Seminole tribes of Indians, under the control of the United 
States, and for the future payment of which the United States is 
obligated by law or treaty; which, with the accompanying letter, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 


inted. 
er ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The following enrolled bills and joint resolution, having here- 
tofore received the signature of the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, were signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1280) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans; 

A bill (S. 1716) for relief of W. H. Ferguson, administrator of 
the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps; 

A bill (S. 1804) to authorize the First National Bank of Sprague, 
Wash., to change its name and location; 

A bill (H._R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and 
Southern Railway pany to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for 


other ; 

A bal R. 578) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth J. 
Jack, and Matilda W. Jack; 

A bill (H. R. 2921) to repeal section 6 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to define the duties of pension agents, to prescribe the manner of 
paying pensions, and for other p ,” approved July 8, 1870, 

now being section 4784, Revised Statutes of the United States: 

A bill (H. R. 5882) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Memphis Railroad Company to extend its line of railroad into the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6250) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River, in the county of Aitkin, State of 
Minnesota; 

A bill (HL R. 7187) to provide for printing and binding for the 
Navy Department; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval Cadets 
John P, J. Ryan, John R. Morris, and Chester Wells. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the American 
Society of Civil Engineers, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to promote the regulation and unification of time throughout 
the world; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 106 citizens of Chapin, 
I., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Duquoin, [il., remon- 
strating against the appropriation of money for sectarian purposes; 
which were referred to the Committeee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of J. P. Amonett, of Mount Ster- 
ling, 0., pra for enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also ew a petition of sundry citizens of Lomax, II1., 
and a peti of sundry citizens of Chicago, Lll., praying for the 

of the meogened religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 


Mr. GO! presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
eawick, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation reducing 
on 
He 


the Sapte eee s cent; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee and Post-Roads 


also presented a petition of the Georgia Historical Society 
of Sevannah, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
publication of the Ses secede ct to Continental Congress: 
Which was to the Committee on the Librury. 

Mr. PEFFER. I enon ot Se DP. Posed ond 
158 other citizens of , praying for the adoption of 
¢ What is commonly known as the Christian amendment to the pre- 
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amble of the Constitution of the United States. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. om here a petition to which I again wish to 
call the attention of the Committee on Finance through its chair- 
man, the venerable Senator from Vermont {Mr. Morrit.i}. The 
petition contains something over 10,000 names of citizens of the 
State of Kansas scattered over different portions of the State. 
Much the larger proportion of the signers are qualitied voters of 
the State. Their petition is in this form: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

Your petitioners, residents of the State of Kansas, do most earnestly pett- 
tion your honorable body to soamend the internal-revenue laws of the United 
States as to prohibit the issuance of permits to sell intoxicants in the State of 
Kansas except to those who hold a permit issued by virtue of the laws of the 
State of Kansas. And your petitioners will over pray. 


These people understand very well what they are petitioning for, 
yet the wording of their petition is more or less unfortunate. 
What they really want to do, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Willi the venerable Senator from Kansas state the 
purport of the petition? 

Mr. PEFFER. In just a moment I am going to do so. 

Mr. PLATT. How about the “ venerable”? 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam the most venerable of the Kansas Senators. 
I have been tarrying some time at Jericho. 

The bill is now before the Committee on Finance. It is entitled 
‘“*A bill to prohibit the collection of special liquor taxes from per- 
sons other than those who are duly authorized by State laws to 
traffic in intoxicating liquors.” ‘There isa bill of similar character 
pending in the House of Representatives. It is for the enactment 
of some such legislation as is proposed in the bill that the people of 
our State are petitioning. 

I might as well say in this connection I have discovered that a 
number of people in different portions of the country misunder- 
stand or misapprehend the scope of this proposed legislation. It 
is not to be confined to States where prohibitory liquor laws are 
in force, but to be extended toall States where there are any laws 
restricting the traffic in intoxicating liquors. The object of the 
legislation is simply to restrain it to the persons who are author- 
ized by the laws of the several States to engage in that kind of 
traffic; in other words, to limit it to the State laws. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Goldendale, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made to 
provide for the opening of the locks of the Columbia River to 
navigation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Union Grange, No. 109, of Cres- 
cent, Wash., praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626. for 
the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tacoma, 
Wash., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States prohibiting further appropriations to 
institutions under. ecclesiastical control; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Washington. praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, and a petition of 82 citizens of Massachusetts, praying for 
the adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TH URSTON presented a petition of the Summit Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Pawnee City, Nebr., praying for 
the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Joint American Protective 
Association councils of Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against the 

lacing and unveiling of the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary 

fall; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the South Side hnprovement Club, 
of Omaha, Nebr.; of the board of commissioners of Douglas 
County, Nebr., and of the Northwestern Irrigation Convention of 
Sturgis, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation giving 
national recognition and making necessary appropriation for ex- 
hibits at the transmississippi exposition to be held at Omaha, 
Nebr.; which were ordered to he on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the introduction of mili- 
tary training in the public schools of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., ing against the construction of a rail- 
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road bridge across the Detroit River at Detroit, Mich.; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 8 citizens of Columbus, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving second-class mail 
matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 
16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the establishment of a department of 
trade and commerce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of James P. Butman and 35 other 
citizens of Searsport and Belfast, Me., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to conserve the mutual interests of shipowners and 
seamen; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART. I present the memorial of Anson Wolcott, of 
Wolcott, Ind., relative to the monetary laws and the monetary 
conditions of the United States. The memorial contains a great 
deal of valuable information, and I move that it be printed as a 
document and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the National Association of 
Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, praying for 
a uniform railroad freight classification throughout the United 
States and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the board of church exten- 
sion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation giving to second-class mail 
matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 
16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Palouse, 
Wash., remonstrating against the passage of the Pacific railroad 
funding bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 


roads, 

Mr. SHOUP pascenies the petition of John E. Beede and 61 
other citizens of Idaho County, Idaho, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for removing the obstructions to navigation on the 
Clearwater River, Idaho, from the junction of Snake and Clear- 
water rivers at Lewiston, Nez Perces County, Idaho, to the junc- 
tion of the South and Middle Fork of the Clearwater River in Idaho 
County; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2404) defining and regulating proof in 
certain pension cases, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2519) to amend section 4746, Revised Statutes of the United 
—- reported it without amendment, and submitted a report. 

ereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8S. 2280) for the relief of the late Andrew 8. Core 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R.6195) amending the statutes relating to the 
sale of printed copies of patents, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2482) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to loan two condemned cannon to the Confed- 
erate Home of Missouri, located at Higginsville, Lafayette County, 
ee reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S.250) for the relief of 
W. H. L. Pepperell, reported it without amendment, and submit- 


ted ent ereon. 

Mr. TT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1168) for the relief of the heirs of Erskine 8S. 
Allin and the United States Regulation Firearms Serene, re- 
es reported it with amendments, and submi a report 
ereon. 


FAST-MAIL SERVICE, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads to rt back to the Senate an amendment 
submitted by the Senator 


m Kansas [Mr. BAKER], which was | of 
Roads, 


Marcu 18, 
ae the amendment be referred to the Committee on Approprig. 
ons. 
In this connection, the committee found itself very much .),)}, 
rassed. The amendment offered by the Senator Gon kK: —_ 


4DS8ag j 
apparently and undoubtedly a very wise amendment ani .),, 4 
be incorporated into the provisions of our statutes. The (. on 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, however, have no jurisdiction 
in this matter, nor have Sue information or sources of infor. 
mation which would lead them to report intelligently 1), an 
amendment of so ene a character and concerning w))\¢); ths 
Committee on P and Post-Roads ought naturally to}, 
informed. As a matter of fact, however, the amendment §)\),)1 
go tothe Committee on ee which alone is deposited 
the information as to the different post routes. Before we ¢oy)j 
report intelligently upon the nese it would be important for 
us to know what postal facilities exist in that section of the Woes: 

what special trains are being run to carry the mail out of Chica, 
what subsidies are being granted to other lines, and how promp’ 
efficient, and frequent the service is. The Senate might be of th¢ 
impression that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
have this information. We have it not. While this is an inyo,. 
tant matter looking to the transportation of the mails, and wh), 
it is ant entirely ro mms and proper for the Senator 


from Kansas to refer it to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post. 
Roads, it is necessary for us to report it back and ask its refer. 
ence to the Committee on ee we have not the 
facilities to report intelligently upon such a measure. 


It has grown to be oo cones in the Senate that whoever 
wants an amendment pl upon an appropriation bill shall refer 
it to some committee, and upon a favorable report from that com. 
mittee the amendment is not subject toa point of order. Tho 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads would, with the super- 
ficial information it has been able to acquire, be very glad to sa 
this amendment passed, but we can not report amendments of 
this kind so long as the general information as to the carriage and 
transportation of the the general questions as to what service 
should be facilitated, as to what communities should be favored, 
as to how mail should be hastened, is not intrusted to the commit- 
tee. Until that information is at hand itis utterly impossible for 
us to report on these amendments other than as we are compelled 
to report a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 2555) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue leases of certain islands in Alaska 
for the ee of foxes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLATT. Would not the Senator as soon have it referred 
to the Committee on Territories? I make no question, however, 


in regard to it. 
Mr. WILSON. We have sucha bill before that committee now, 
and they instructed me to draft a new bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. ses pera an increase of 
pension to Lewis D. Baker; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (8. 2557) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Commi on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 2558) granting a pension to 
Oscar W. Lowery; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2559) granting a pension to 
Albert H. Aldrich; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2560) granting an increase of 
pension to Oscar S. Collins; which was read twice by its title. and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 00 


Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2561) amending section 5347 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to offenses by 
masters and officers of American ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2562) for the relief 

Hanna Louisa Marie w; which was read twice by 


referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- intended | its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
to be proposed as an amendment to the bill ing appropriations | mittee on Patents. : s 

for the service of the Post-Office Department. provisions of | He also introduced a bill (S. 2563) to make rome in the — 
the amendment offered are that there shall be a for | ernment service eligible for transfer into elassified civ! 


ppropriated 
special facilities on trunk lines from Kansas City, 
ewton, Kans., $81,700. The committee back the 


n and 
Mo., to 


amendment without recommendation, with the —— that they |- 
be discharged 


from its further consideration, and e suggestion 


service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. j 
Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 2564) to ratify an or 

ment with the Indians of the Blacksest Reservation, Mont., a0 
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making tions to carry the same into effect; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affai 


rs. 
also introduced a bill (S. 2565) to ratify an agreement with 
a. ee of the Fort Be p Reservation, Mont., and mak- 


ing appropriations to carry the same into effect; which was read 
twice title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2566) declara- 


tory of the ion act of June 27, 1890; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. B introduced a bill (S. 2567) to establish a postal 
telegraph system and to enlarge the postal facilities of the people 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the bill may be printed and lie on 
the table. In a few days I shall ask leaveto call it up and submit 
some remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table for the 

resent. 
’ Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2568) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to Rey to Andrew Bevins Read, administrator of the 
estate of Phineas W. Read, deceased, the accrued pension on cer- 
tificate No. 188178; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2569) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Alexander C. Crawford; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 103) direct- 
ing the anaes ot War to submit estimates of cost of further 
improvement of Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode 
Island; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am extremely anxious that the joint resolu- 
tion shall be before the Committee on Commerce at their meeting 
to-morrow, and I ask that a special order may be made for its 
printing, i ates 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and a special order will be made 
for printing it. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Se ea by — - mn ements or an amendment intended 
to be y him e general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 


be gn 
r. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the Indian gga bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


by him to the 1 tive, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPRINTING OF CUBAN RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Orde: That Senate concurrent resolution 19, 5, which passed the 
House of tatives with an amendment in nature of a substitute 
relating to Cuba, be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. THURSTON. I am advised by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. i he is entirely willing that I should proceed this 
morning with my argument upon the Du Pont case. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to offer a resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
a that the morning business has not yet been con- 


Mr. THURSTON. I merely desired to state that I should like 
tion at the conclusion of the —— iness. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska at that time. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE CLASSIFICATION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


That the Interstate Commerce Commission be directed to trans- 
mit to the coaepenemtemowang cack ease im which it has ordered an 
carrier or subject toits j , to make any change in thec - 
fication of or ie she rates for mov. passengers or property, 

practices ecting such c connection 
with ¢ such order; the classification or rates or in effect at the 


was filed; those in effect at the of the order; th 
to in effect; those, if any, put in effect in compliance wi 
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The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to add to the resoln- 
tion the words ‘“‘and their reasons therefor in each case,” so that 
the Commission may state the whole case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to adding the words 
‘*and the reasons for their action in each case.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified, 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. LODGE. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. I will state that I am directed so to do by the 
unanimous vote of the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. I submit the resolution in the absence of the chairman, 
not as a report, but I offer it as a resolution for present consider- 
ation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be, and 
is hereby, empowered to fully investigate and report upon the administra 
tion of the civil-service law in the Government Printing Office as affecting 
the separation from service of the 35 ex-employees referred to in the printed 
correspondence furnished the Senate under Senate resolution of January 
29, 1896. i 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the res- 
olution will go over under the rule. 

PUNISHMENT OF INDIANS FOR RAPE. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to consider 
whether the penalty prescribed for Indians who commit the offense named 
in section 5345 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and the act of 


March 3, 1885, section 9, ought to be made less severe, and report by bill or 
otherwise. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing 
the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct an 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SuerRMAN, 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, and Mr. LITTLE managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. R. 79) directing the Secretary of War to fur- 
nish an estimate for deepening the channel from Hampton Roads 
to the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., and also for improving the 
Western Branch of the Elizabeth River. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7250) to amend ‘An act to simplify the laws in rela- 
tion to the collection of revenues,” approved June 10, 1890; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Florida |Mr. CAL}, coming 
over from a previous day, proposing to direct the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to obtain from the Washington Gas 
Light Company a statement of its affairs. 

Mr.CALL. Let theresolution go over without losing its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will go over. 

The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], coming over from a previous 
day, proposing to instruct the Committee on Foreign Relations 
to submit to the Senate a report relative to the war in Cuba 

Mr. ELKINS. As the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston] 
desires to speak this morning, I ask that the resolution may go 
over for to-day without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to call up from the table the joint reso- 
lution that went over yesterday for one day relating to the Un- 
compahgre Indian Reservation, and to ask unanimous consent that 
it be considered at this time. I will state to the Senator from 
Nebraska that if there shall be debate on the measure I shall not 
press it unduly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolution 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 


so ordered. 














2914 


Soomiery of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 

part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
e Indian Reservation, as follows: 

ante tee at bee 

under all the land laws of the United States, all that certain of the pu 

domain in the State of Utah knownas the Uncompahgre I Reservation 

excepting from this order, however, any agricultural lands heretofore 

or coleated for allotment to said Uncompahgre Indians. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. GORDON. I do not wish to interrupt the orderly proceed- 
ing, but may I ask the Senator from Utah exactly what prop- 
osition is? 

Mr. CANNON. It isa joint resoiution which aims to compel 
the Secretary of the Interior, if law can compel him to do so, to 
comply with the provisions of the statutes of the United States 
which require that upon the allotment or selection of lands by the 
Indians in the oe Reservation all the remainder of that 





vast domain of more than 2,000,000 acres shall be thrown open to 
public entry. A statute of the United States already on the books 
vides the process by which this shall be done. It has not been 


one, and the joint resolution is intended as a mandate to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to execute the law. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I am not prepared to discuss 
that proposition this morning. However, I think I ought to say 
to the Senate, for certainly some one ought to say it, that the 
Secretary of the Interior, through the agencies furnished him b 
the Government, has ascertained that there is vast mineral wealt 
of a particular character in that Territory; that there is in it 
asphalt to a very large amount. The Secretary has called the at- 
tention of Congress to that fact and requested that Congress shall 
take action upon it. The whole purpose of the Secretary of the 
Interior is to protect the Government against the r. ious efforts 
of people who want to control this entire deposit, and it must com- 
mend itself to all. His effort is to get the Congress to consider 
thoroughly, before we take action upon the opening of that terri- 
tory, the fact that there are vast deposits of alt there. I have 
conferred with him freely on the subject. is idea is that the 
Government of the United States onght to receive some benefit 
from it either through royalty or sale, or that the people ought to 
get the benefit of a reduced price of this material, which is used in 
nearly all the cities of the Union, by having some sort of com: 
tition in its production instead of having it go into the hands of 
one great corporation. I simply make this suggestion to the Sen- 
ate. It is a matter of moment, and I think it ought to be looked 
into. 

As tothe assault made upon the Secretary of the Interior for with- 
— his action upon this matter until Congress could be in- 
formed of the new developments that have been inade, we certainly 
have precedents in the past. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GORDON. Certainly, 

Mr. CHANDLER.’ L ask the Senator whether he or any other 
Senator has introduced a bill to the existing law, or whether 
any bill has been introduced for that purpose in the other House? 
I understand the Senator to admit that the present law for open- 
ing the reservation to settlement is contest The Secretary 
of the Interior disobeys that law. He of it to Congress in 
his report. Is that sufficient, I ask the Senator? Should not the 
Seore go on and obey the law and open the reservation, or 
— — _ ees, seo pr oe the Secre- 
tary nterior, in ce a bill to the provision requir- 
— reservation to be opened to public settlement? 

r. GORDON. I will say to the Senator—— 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Georgia allow the joint | a 


resolution to be read once more before he proceeds? 

Mr. GORDON. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be again 

The Secretary again read the joint resolution. 

Mr. GORDON. I unders the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
THURSTON] wishes to go on with hisspeech. I suggest, P 
that this matter, is one of great importance, shall go over 
for the a. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the joint 
resolution will go over. ; 

Mr, BROWN. Let it go over without prejudice, so that it can 
be taken up to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? _ 

Mr. VEST. Is the joint resolution to go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. CANNON. That is, to come up as the unfinished business 
to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it will require a 
motion to it before the Senate again. se 

Mr, CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the t reso- 
lution may come up as a special order to-morrow 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the oO 

the Sensing from Uta ject to anything being nt, 
; : m ° an ng interpose 

to take the place of the Cuban resolutions now genting hefe = 


the Senate. 

Mr. eee vous > Senator from Ohio not to object t» 
my reques an more importance is brought befor. 
the Geesin wells yield, bu i tee 
est and it will not take 

I think 


the Cuban resolutions which are pending ought to be disposed «/. 
and I feel compelled to object. 

Mr. ns I will state to the erconer:ig I will yield in 
case any matter of more importance is presented. 

Mr. WOLCGTT. May I interrupt the Senator from Utah for 
amoment? We have before us the Du Pont election case and th. 
Cuban resolutions. They are both of them matters which ¢o))). 
regularly and daily before the Senate, and which seem, both of 





them, in a fair way to settle themselves. I suggest to the Senator 
from Utah that it is not yet 2o’clock. All other business oug)t 
not to give way because two matters are before the Senat». 


I know nothing as to this measure except that I know something 
of the oppression that the Western States and Territories suffer 
because of the maladministration of Indian affairs. I sugvest to 
the nee ae ee that he — ne — < joint resolu- 
tion up, and that it is very possible, not prob- 
able, that the Senate may conclude that this matter eentitind to 
a few minutes at least during the interim of the Cuban resv|.- 
tions and the seating of Mr. Pont, and agree to the motion to 
take up a measure that affects 2,000,000 acres of land in that proi- 
ising State. I suggest to the Senator from Utah to move to take 
it up. At least we can have a vote upon the question. 

Mr. BERRY. When was the joint resolution introduced? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was introduced yesterday. 

Mr. GORDON. AsI understand the rules, the joint resolution 
can not come up if there be objection toit; and I object to its 
consideration this morning. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Why not, if I may ask? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Utah can move to take it up, 
a the objection. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks a motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the joint resolution will be in order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (to Mr. Cannon). Make the motion. 

Mr. PLATT. Does one objection carry over a resolution which 
was introduced yesterday and has come up in the regular order 
of business this Loe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is a joint resolution. The 
Chair thinks that an objection would prevent its consideration 
and require a motion. The Senator from Utah asked unaniinon 
consent forits present consideration. Objection being interposed, 
the Chair will entertain a motion to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. The objection, then, is to its third reading. [i 
will comé up to-morrow for its third reading. 

Mr. PASCO. The joint resolution has been read only once, | 


understand. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been read twice. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the joint resolution be taken up 
for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Utah that ead tek proceed to the consideration of 


and 
to consider the joint resolution. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I do not desire to so far intrue 
upon the courtesy of the Senator from Nebraska as to make this 
and therefore I will state very briefly the 
the joint resolution. 


een was ted a fund of 
000 for the of a commission to 
treat with the Uncompahgre Utes for the t of all 
their land not selected a purposes and for treatment 


reservation for the purp >: 

im the same direction. : 

Mr that time, and for ons iy, it hac 

been as well known to ny aban States that a vast 

of asphaltam as itis now suddenly known 

to the Secretary of the Interior. Had he been anywhere nea! |y 
so 


well informed concerning @ question of within 
the domain and jurisdiction of Departament over whic he 
presides as every man, woman, and child who ean read who lives 


wan lean & Waeee Bet have Dom 
necessary for him to the of the law while be 
ee mates i: make investigations. 


Year after year these beds have been worked, and tle 
products have been with great toil and labor to the ra)l- 
road, a distance of 70 miles, and have been shipped from Utah to 











1896. 
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commission went there, as I said the other day, at the begin- 
‘The c*™vinter to make its examinations. It has labored until 
wie a few days past, under written, and I fear under special oral 
‘nstructions from the of the Interior. Itis now on fur- 
Practically all that the commission can do concerning the 


Le Reservation has been done. The gentlemen consti- 
tating that body have no doubt disc their duty as they were 
instructed to discharge it, but it has seemed from the beginning that 
the Secretary of the Interior never intended that the Uncom- 
pahgre should be thrown o- under the _ If 

been a deep to put into the possession of some 
there had in the United tates these vast deposits of mineral 


monopoly : E 
_ the Secretary could not have proceeded in a more logical 
weet ih, the See manner tosecure that result than he has proceeded. 
Mr. President, I say if there had been selected by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior at the time of the e of this act three 
men who were informed with regard to the situation there, and 
who were under instructions to execute the law, not two months 


and not $2,000 would have been required for all the work pre- 
scribed by the law. Nearly the entire sum of $16,000 has been 
practically and we are not, so far as the Interior Depart- 
ment is one step nearer to the consummation of the 
purpose prescribed by law; and the Secretary is before the Com- 
mittee on A tions by communication asking for some al- 
lowances for prosecution of this and similar purposes. 


Everything which Congress needs to know is now before this 
pody in official communications from the Indian Office and the 
Secretary of the Interior. The lands to be allotted to the Indians 
are indicated; every portion of that great reservation which is 
susceptible of agricultural cultivation is designated in the official 

It is therefore merely to avoid the thrashing over per- 

y of old chaff by Congress that I have taken this method 

of bringing the matter to the attention of this body in the hope 
that the joint resolution may pass and serve us from longer 
and costlier delay. The method of the Interior De ent on 
this question is not how to do it, but how not to do it. That 
seems to have been the purpose continuously with regard to West- 
ern questions. : : ; 

I say, in conclusion, Mr. President, that the official communi- 
cations furnish all the evidence which is necessary to support this 


resolution; every question whivh can properly arise under it has 
been in the past. I think that Congress can not do more 
fairly by the public time, which is valuable, and by the public 


,w should be protected, than to pass this joint reso- 
lution now, without going burther back in order to make greater 


ter expense. 

. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that the effect of this joint resolution is 
merely to require the Secretary of the Interior to carry out exist- 
ing lw, and that the effect will be not to give away these lands, 
which may have minerals upon them, but to give them where they 
belong, to the lic, and when they become public lands there is 
thrown around them the safeguardsofthelaw. We are supposed 
to have sufficient and adequate laws applicable to the public do- 
main. We provide as to coal lands that if they are so near a rail- 

fe sprsie be paid for them; if they are more remote from 

a railroad so much less shall be paid. As to mineral lands, we 
ide the form of entry, the form of preemption; weprovide the 
must be annually done; we provide as to how these dif- 
its shall be stated and placed on the maps; we pro- 
shall be paid for them, and we grant patents for 
the expenditure of $500 of work upon a claim. 
ing of these claims is to bring all this vast 
to the public. Nobody is benefited by it but 
prospectors whom the law encourages to go 
. President, that there would be no objection to 
were fully understood that what is og done 
the Interior is not for the purpose of con- 
public interest and holding these d its, be they val- 
the public or from public entry, but it is 
for the allotment of ds to the Indians 
with as to prevent the Secre of the 
continuing those lands in Utah which ought to be 


lands from being opened to public entry and public occu- 
It is not, Mr. President, as if there were a scheme to give some- 
out of the public domain. It is to open the land 

public, where the ‘tors, whom the law enco to 
the public domain, may give to the public and to the citi- 


zens of our country the fruits of their intelligence, so that this 
land may become valuable and help to contribute to the revenues 
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of our country, 
Mr. HOAR. I wanted to ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion before he sat down. He said that this joint resolution was 


simply an order to the Secretary of the In to obey the law. 





How does the resolution, then, change the law, if it merely orders 
the Secretary to do what the law has already ordered him to do? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 1 can say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that as to this matter, for intimate knowledge of which I rely 
largely upon the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], the effect of 
the joint resolution is to request the Secretary of the Interior to 
carry out existing law. It is true, as the question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts would suggest, that it would seem folly to 
call upon an official of the Government to do his duty; but it so 
happens, Mr. President, that again and again at each session of 
Congress it is necessary to introduce resolutions to compel the 
performance of his public functions by some officer of the Gov- 


ernment. For instance, wisely or unwisely, in the matter of 
patents to lands to the Pacific railway companies the Secretary 
of the Interior has deemed it to be wise, in what he considers the 
public interest, to withhold the granting of patents; and resolu 


tions are now pending before the Senate calling upon the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to perform his duty, to issue patents for those 
lands, and to carry out the provisions of the law with which he is 
intrusted. 

It is for these reasons, Mr. President, and to bring to the Sec- 
retary the moral pressure of a resolution of Congress, that this 
resolution has been introduced, in the hope that whenit is passed 
the Secretary of the Interior will not conceive himself to be supe- 
rior to the law. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there was a time in the history of 
this country when a Cabinet officer who deliberately violated a 
statute or an instruction given him by Congress would have been 
brought to the bar of this Senate because he had trampled upon 
the legislative department of the Government and violated his 
oath of office. 

Mr. President, I happen to know all the facts in regard to this 
matter. I will state very frankly why I happen to know them. 
Some years ago a company was organized in the city of St. Louis 
for the purpose of opening up certain gilsonite or asphalt deposits 
near what is called now the Uncompaghre Reservation, which is 
in the State of Utah. A large amount of money was invested by 
these constituents of mine, and they have brought out, at consid- 
erable expense, large quantities of this asphaitum or gilsonite, 
which is used in roofing and for the purpose of paving streets. It 
is a large industry, and phenomenal prices have been paid for as- 
phaltum, conspicuously in this city. Asphalt has been heretofore 
brought from an island in the West Indies, and the streets of 
Washington are to-day paved with this West India asphalt. The 
prices of this asphalt, as I say, have been phenomena! and almost 
fabulous. Recently discoveries have been made in the Indian Ter- 
ritory of asphaltum, but the largest deposit known in the world 
has been found in the Uncompahgre Reservation, in what is now 
the State of Utah. 

The company to which I refer in the city of St. Louis did not go 
into the reservation, but they bought lands outside of the reserva- 
tion and wagoned their products down to the Union Pacific Rail- 
way, and brought it then to the different cities in the United 
States, where it has been sold. They have been enabled to sell it 
at much reduced prices, and they have broken to a large extent 
the monopoly which has heretofore existed in favor of the West 
India asphalt. They propose now to build a railroad, at an ex- 
pense of over $2,000,000. and have the capital to build it, provided 
this reservation shall be opened. They do not want the asphalt 
lands, because the asphalt exists in such enormous quantities, as 
shown by the report of the Geological Bureau, that there can be 
no monopoly in regard to it. There are six veins, ranging in 
width from 4 to 12 feet, extending for miles, to a depth of from 
1,000 to 5,000 feet. That is the report of the experts. There is 
asphaltum enough there to supply this country for centuries to 
come, besides exporting largely to foreign countries. It needs no 
words from me to show to the Senate the advantage to the general 
public in opening up such a deposit as this and having railroad 

rtation to bring it to the cities of the United States for 
municipal and private purposes. 

Mr. ident, this is no new question, although it seems novel 
to the Secretary of the Interior. This subject has been before 
Congress for several years. We passed an act in 1890, Senate bill 
1762, introduced by the Senator from Colorado [Mr.TELLer]. It 
was debated in the Senate, all the facts were known, and the 
statement was made again and again as to these enormous depos- 
its of asphalt on this reservation. That bill provided that, after 
allotting the icultural lands in the reservation of the Uncom- 
phagre Ute Indians, these mineral or asphalt lands should be sold 
at $20 an acre to the men who had gone in and discovered them, 
for a number of miners in Colorado, not knowing where the lines 
lay between Colorado and the Territory of Utah, had gone upon 
the Uncomphagre Reservation and staked out, as they call it, 
claims covering these asphalt lands. That bill was passed by 
Congress and went to the President of the United States—— 

Mr. HILL. In what year was that? 
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Mr. VEST. In March, 1890. The bill went to President Harri- 
gon and was vetoed by him upon the ground that it gave undue 
advantages to the men who had gone across the line unlawfully 


into an Indian reservation. It was sent with his veto to Co: . 
and nothing more was done with the matter until 1892, when the 
Senator from Colorado introduced Senate bill No. 574, which ob- 
viated, as he supposed, the objections President Harrison had 
made to the former bill, and this bill was reported favorably by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs to the Senate, but the session 
comers without action. Again, in 1894, the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] introduced Senate bill 1887, which was 
favorably reported to the Senate, but no action was taken upon it. 

In the meantime, in August, 1894, this question was brought 
before the Appropriations Committee of the Senate, and a pro- 
vision was oareel upon by all parties in interest, which is found 
in the Indian appropriation act of August 18, 1894, the a. 
first section of which I will ask the Secretary to read, as it fully 
explains the position of this matter at present. The preceding 
section, let me observe—— 

Mr. WOLOOTT.. I ask that the Senator from Missouri permit 
also to be read the last ten lines of section 20 in that connection, 
which show the duty of the Secretary of the Interior in the matter. 

Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to the Senator. I was about to state 
myself the contents of the last portion of the preceding section, 
but the Secretary can read it, and it will speak for itself. 

Mr. GORDON. Before the Senator has that read, I wish to ask 
him a question, with his permission. 

Mr. VEST. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GORDON. Is it made the duty of the Secretary of the 
Interior or of the President of the United States to issue the proc- 
lamation opening this reservation? 

Mr. VEST. e President, of course. The President issues all 

roclamations, This Uncompahgre Reservation was set aside by 

xecutive order, and these Indians were put upon it with the 
understanding that the agricultural lands should be allotted to 
them in severalty. Of course the President of the United States 
issues the proclamation. In his reply to the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Utah, the Secre of the Interior says he is not able 
to say when the President will issue his proclamation; but after 
the Secretary has read what I have sent to the desk I will make a 
statement, which I think will make it very clear that this whole 
thing comes from the Secretary of the Interior, and the President 
of the United States, in my opinion—I am authorized from what 
I know of the facts to make the statement—knows nothing about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


All necessary surveys, if any, to enable said commission to complete the al- 
lotments shall be made under the direction of the General Land ce. Said 
commissioners shall, as soon as ——— after their appointment, report to 
the Secretary of the Interior what portions of said reservation are unsuited 
or will not required for allotments, and thereupon such portions so re- 

shall, by proclamation, be restored to the public domain and made 
subject to entry, as hereinafter provided. 

Suc. 21. That the remainder of the lands on said reservation shall. 


upon 
the — of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be eine 
diately nm to entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United 


States: ied, That no person shall be entitled to locate more than two 


claims, neither to exceed 10 on any lands containing fo nm pome gil- 
sonite, or like substances: Prov , That after three years’ actual and con- 


tinuous residence upon agricultural lands from date of settlement the settler 
may, upon full payment of $1.50 per acre, receive patent for the tract entered. 
If not commuted at the end of three years the settler shall pay at the time of 
making fina! proof the sum of $1.50 per acre. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, every Senator will notice that this 
isa oe statute and specifically required the Secretary of 
the Interior, after he had made these allotments in severalty, to 
proceed as indicated by that statute in opening up the reserva- 
tion, and then that these mineral claims, asphalt or otherwise, 
should be sold at $1.50 an acre. Instead of carrying out this pro- 
vision of the law, which was considered by all as an adjustment 
and settlement of the whole matter, the Secretary of the Interior 
in his rt, which is the answer he gives to the resolution of the 
Senator from Utah, says that since the passage of theact of August, 
1894, which has been read by the Secretary, more full information 
has come to Congress in regard to the enormous deposits of as- 
phaltum upon these lands, and he makes that an excuse for evad- 
ing the duties which Congress had placed upon him, and recom- 
mends that these lands be now put up to the highest bidder. 

If, as the Senator from Georgia intimates, 
ee ere to get ion of these lands, the scheme 
of the Secretary of the Interior would bring about that identical 
result. If these lands were put up to the highest bidder, as a 
matter of course the men would be excluded, and it would be 
impossible for any miner who had made discoveries there to 
one inch of these asphaltum lands. There would be no bi 
— a men; there would be no contest ex between 

e St. 


is is a plan for 


uis corporation and a corporation of the pe | of New | onl 


York, which last summer appeared upon the scene 
also a bidder for these lands, or proposed to get some interest in 
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them and to make some adjustment with the St. Louis coma 
by which a profit would accrue to their stockholders. y 

Mr. President, the point of this whole matter is, Did Congress 
know what it was doing? Was it known to the Congress |; +), 
United States that these asphaltum Saute were upon that res. 
ervation? EverySenator who has ever any knowledge of thig 
matter knows that there was full information upon that su},jo.; 
I know personally that the Secretary of the Interior was ¢.\, ;; 
regard to the extent of these deposits. I went with the president 
of the St. Louis company to the office of the Secretary of th. [p. 
terior with specimens of this asphaltum, and I heard the stato. 
ment of the president of the company to the Secretary in reer ¢, 
these six veins, accompanied with the information that the d.))o.i, 
was so enormous that it would supply the world for the next threg 
hundred years to come. 

The Secretary of the Interior in 1893, immediately after he went 
into office, knew all about these deposits. The extent of them 
was stated in debate u this floor over and over again. Tho 
senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and myself debated 
it. We both recognized and stated the enormous extent of {hose 
asphaltum deposits in the Uncompahgre Reservation, and now tho 
Secretary of the Interior discovers all at once that Congress (iq 
not know the extent of these deposits, and therefore this lovis|,. 
tion must be changed. We discussed this identical proposition as 
to the putting up of these lands to the highest bidder. | state 
then, as I state now, that my constituents wanted nothing !etter, 
that they were a wealthy corporation, and expected to make their 
money principally from the tion of — by the 
rai that they proposed to build, and that if they wanted any 
of these lands besides what they now own outside of the reserya- 
tion they could buy them to any extent from the men who were 


permi to enter them, or if they were put up at public auction 
they could outbid any other competitor. After deliberation in the 
conference committee the provisions just read were adopted. The 


Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON], then a member of the 
House of Representatives, was one of the conferees, if I am not 
mistaken—that is so, is it not? 

Mr, WILSON. In response to the Senator from Missouri, I will 
state that I was one of the conferees on that measure. 

Mr. VEST. That ismy recollection. Iremember to have talked 
with the Senator in regard to it. In the conference committee all 
parties in interest agreed. With the understanding that tlis law 
should be carried out, the provision was placed in the appropria- 
tion act—which has been read by the Secretary—to enable these 

r men who went in and found these claims in good faith, believ- 
ing they were still upon the soil of Colorado, to obtain the lands by 
ying $1.50 an acre for them. Now,I ask the Senator from 
Georgia by what sort of right did the Secretary of the Interior 
nullify this act of Congress? Under what sort of claim of |aw has 
joan) right to assume that Congress does not know what it is 
oO 

Mr President, this practice of Cabinet officers disregarding law 
has grown up until it ds the reprehension of Congress. We 
had a provisicn of law for the distribution of seeds whic! was 
nullified practically by the Secretary of culture. He ap- 

inted a commission of his own creatures, who made a report to 

im. He then obtained an o m from the Attorney-General and 
stopped the distribution. passed a resolution compel- 
ling him to make the distribution for this , and I undertake 
to state now, at the risk of being called a prophet of evil, that tho 
seeds will not be distributed, that there is no intention to Jistrib- 
~ mg The ae ree ee ote show 
t he proposes to pu onus upon Congress of having thrown 
=a ted for seeds, when the ends of the 


away the $129,000 ap 

law as we intended never be subserved. Now comes thie Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who says that he assumes that Congress (id 
not know anything about these enormous deposits of asplialt. that 


the discoveries have been made since the act of 1894 was passed, 
and he therefore takes the ew ye opagenan of saying to the Presi- 
a the United States that the proclamation should nt be 
I went to the Secretary of the Interior early last sammer and 
called his attention to the fact that my constituents were realy to 
I Banas San not often, even in 


and enterprising country, that private citizens could 
tockky Mountains and build a 


toad of more than 45 miles at their own expense in or ler to 
develop a t industry like this. I called upon him repeatedly 
and was always met with the assurance that as soon as the co1- 


| 


sion which law reported—a portion of 
which law was read here—that he would be prepared to act pon 
it and the proclamation would be issued. 
The commission finally declaring that certain townships 
mrposes and contained 


were absolutely worthless P 
tum. Then the Secretary told me that the proclaim’ 
in 


tion, after i through . 
it had the Land tand the sub- 
sidiary Indian Office i the Interior Saaiaed, ewer from the 
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Commissioner of Indian Affairs, was ready, and he had sent it to 
Buzzard’s Bay to the President. I called again and again, and no 
proclamation could be found. Finally, after my return from Eu- 
rope, I found telegrams from my constituents urging me to see 
why this matter had not been concluded. I went tothe Secretar 

and was then informed for the first time that he and the Presi- 
dent—who, of course, acted upon his suggestion—had come to the 


conclusion that did not know what was best for the pub- 
lic interest and they ges to put up these lands to the highest 
bidder. I told him then such an act could not be passed; that it 


would be called a rich man’s act and would shut out men who had 
discovered these deposits, and I said, ‘‘When you make that rec- 
ommendation who will introduce that legislation? It will not be 
introduced by any Western Senator or Representative. You will 
find a combined and solid opposition to any such law.” Then he 
said he would some friend from Georgia to bring it into the 
other House have it acted upon. 

1 did not bring this matter into the Senate. When Utah came 
in as a State 1 assumed that the Senators and Representatives 
from that Commonwealth would take charge of it, as it imme- 
diately concerns their people, but I can not do less than state the 
facts as I know them. 

Here is a positive statute nullified by the head of a Department, 
with no excuse oe the paltry one that he assumed that Con- 
gress did not have the information, which we have had for seven 
years, and with which we are all thoroughly acquainted. 

Mr. President, I am sorry to say it, but there seems to be a dis- 

ition on the part of the present Administration to treat the 

estern as if they were in a condition of pupilage, as if 
they did not know their own rights and their own interests, and 
they must be informed ex cathedra from the East in regard to 
what is best for them and what should be done for them. Even 
the President of the United States lately on a missionary occasion 
fenguaes? of the West as a land of immorality and crime. 

e stood with the ghastly light of the hell holes of the rum cel- 
lars of New York blazing upon him and cantingly said, ‘‘ Home 
missions must be used to civilize and Christianize the men who 
have left their homes in the civilized East and gone out among 
the mountains and valleys of that wild and woolly West.” 
{Laughter.] Our President stood with Dr. Talmage on one side 
and the Rev. Sheldon Jackson on the other, and gave usa new 
version of that blessed old missionary hymn which we have heard 
so often in our childhood: 

From Montana's sinful mountains, 

From Utah's wicked plains. 

They call us to deliver 
Their land from Error’s chains. 


e are tid by cee ences authority that his excellency 
has lately laid down his honors at the feet of Jesus. I am glad to 
know it. It has been the general impression of the Democratic 
that the m ps and incense burners have got all those 
onors and intended to keep them. I have great respect for the 
Christian religion and missions at home and abroad; but, Mr. 
President, the President's intimation is a slander upon the men 
who, with rifle in one hand and ax in the other, have gone out and 
blazed the pathway of civilization in those Western wilds. 
Iam a Western man, and went to Missouri when it was the fron- 


, 
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Mr. VILAS. I desire to submit an amendment to the joint 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SEcrRETARY. Add at the endof the joint resolution the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That any lands containing asphaltum or gilsonite 
stances shall be reserved for further disposition by Congress 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I wish to call attention for a 
moment to one or two points in connection with this matter. In 
the Fifty-second Congress, when I was serving on the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, a bill to accomplish the purpose of transferring 
these valuable asphaltum lands to the hands of a corporation that 
was seeking to obtain them was introduced afresh in Congress. 
The Senator from Missouri _ aes has spoken of that bill 
and said that it was favorably reported. In the previous Con- 
gress, the Fifty-first. a bill had been passed which would practi 
cally have accomplished the end, but the President, General 
Harrison, vetsed the bill and Congress refused to pass it over his 
veto. Then the bill I hold in my hand was introduced in the 
Fifty-second Congress, being Senate bill 574, which provided, as 
it was introduced, that— 

So much of the Uncompahgre Ute Indian Reservation in the Territory of 
Utah as is contained within the following description : 

Naming two ranges of townships and two towns which com- 
prised the gilsonite land— 
is hereby declared to be public lands of the United States and restored to 
the public domain. 

Then it proceeded to provide that after the passage of the act 
any of the lands that might be more valuable for mineral pur- 
poses than for agriculture should be open for exploration, etc. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What year was that? 

Mr. VILAS. That was in the year 1892. The bill was intro- 
duced on the 10th of December, 1891, in the first session of the 
Fifty-second Congress. 

That bill, being referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
was reported back by the committee favorably in a technical 
sense, as the Senator from Missouri stated, but perhaps not 
favorably when you consider the nature of the report. The re- 
port proposed a substitute for the bill, and that substitute pro- 
vided— 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to cause to be sur 
veyed, in accordance with the laws of the United States, but subject to his 
special direction in order to the proper division into lots of land having min- 
eral thereon, so much of the land or country lying within the Uncompahgre 
Ute Indian Reservation as is contained within 

Naming the designations mentioned intheother bill. Itwasthen 
provided that after the completed survey and platting of the land 
the Secretary of the Interior should dispose of the same at public 
auction, after due notice, etc. I will not stop to read the bill in 
detail. 

The report of the committee which accompanied the bill as it 
was returned to the Senate I will ask the Secretary to read, be- 
cause it states the facts substantially and the reasons that gov- 
erned the committee on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read Senate Report No. 240, Fifty-second Con- 
gress, first session, submitted by Mr. Vi_as, from the Committee 


or like sub 


tier, in sight of the Indian and buffalo. I have lived with those | on Indian Affairs, February 16, 1892, as follows: 


peel nearly fifty years, and I say to our President now that if 
will pretermit 

Democrats in Kentucky long enough to come West we will show 
him a God , self-respecting, law-abiding people; we will 
show him churches in which there is real and unaffected piety; 
we will show him happy and Christian homes where ‘the saint, 
the husband, and the father prays.” Our spires may not go so 
near heaven as do those of Eastern cities; we may not have organs 
delicious tones along fretted aisles; but we have a people 
God and observe all the Commandments as they are 
unto them. And in comparison with this humble but real 
Iam tempted to quote those beautiful lines of the Scotch 


Compar'd with this, how poor Re 
In all the 
When men 


ie, poce = on’s pride, 
Sipiy te ccupripetions wite 
ev'ry grace, except the heart. 
This, Mr. President, is what we have come to at last, that the 
of the United States in his official capacity says to the 
—— of the whole world that in one portion of this country 
surroundings are such that missions—home missions—are 
: = Bee te proper knowledge of 


orderly and right. 
I did not rise for the p of again criticising this Ad- 
tically that the habit of 


I rose to say most em 
ees ane aaeey samating epce 
laws of Congress refusing to carry them ou one 
ern en neewe at the hands of leg- 

department of the Government. 


: 


' 








hunting ducks in North Carolina and silver | 


* The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 574) to 
change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, have exam 
ined the same and report a substitute therefor, with a recommendation that 
it pass. 

Since the land mentioned in this bill was included within the Uncompahgre 
Ute Reservation it has been discovered to contain large and valuable veins 
of gilsonite or asphaltum. The discovery does not appear to have been made 
by any particular person or under any such circumstances as gives any par- 
ticular person the least equitable claim beyond the general public; neither 
could any private parties have acquired by any attempted location or settle 
ment or other form of claim the slightest right to any special preference or 
recognition on the part of the Government. In opening these lands to the 
public, therefore, two principles ought to receive acknowledgment; the one 
that the value of these mineral veins belongs to the general public and ought 
to be enjoyed by receiving to the credit of the general pablic account their 
money worth and not be allowed to pass under some pretext of disposition 
to the enrichment of pe parties through any favoritism of legislation 
or administration, and the other that an equal opportunity ought to be af 
forded to all citizens to obtain upon equal terms these valuable mireral lands. 

There seems no other practicable way to accomplish these objects but to 
dispose of the lands to the highest bidder at auction. All other modes of 
disposition of public lands now provided by law are merely farcical when 
applied to such a case as this. The mineral laws are not adapted in nature 
to lands of this kind, because the gilsonite or asphalt is easily discoverable 
and uires no such protracted and costly exploration as must be given, or 
as qoually is given, by those who seek for gold or silver or other mineral 

The consent of ths Indians is not required to this disposition, nor is pro- 
vision due that the proceeds of the sales shall be set apart to the use of the 
Indians, for the following reasons: 

The Uncompahgre Utes, in the first place, have no right in this reservation 
except the right to an allotment of agricultural land, for which the Unicved 
States must id, out of the tribal funds derived from the proceeds of the 
lands ceded by the Utes in Colorado, the sum of $1.25 per acre; and, secondly, 
because the Utes are already provided with sufficient tribal funds for their 
needs. That they have no claim to these lands will appear from an examina- 
tion of the ment made with them for the cession of their lands in Colo- 
rado and removal to Utah, and the acts of Congress on the subject. It 
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‘was sim cof thet the Unesengahese Utes should remove boend cuitle 
mo ral lands on Grand River, near the mouth of the Gunnison 
ver, in Colorado, if a sufficient quantity of agricultural land should be 
there, and if not, then upon such other unoccupi tural lands 
as may be found in that vicinity and im the Territory of U - 
ment of agricultural and land shoul 
bers of the tribe in specific quantities, respectively; but it was provided that 
the United States should be reimbursed at the rate of $1.25 acre for all 
such lands so allotted to these Indiaus out of the proceeds of the lands which 
the Utes ceded to the United States in Colorado. Thus it becomes apparent 
that not only did the Uncom gre Utes take by their agreement no to 
any lands in Utah, except the right to have allotments made to them, but 
that even for the allotments the United States were to be reimbursed because 
of the fact that the Indians have the proceeds realized from the sale of their 
lands in Colorado. Nor did the eement or the statute make any provision 
for this reservation or for any rights in other land than such as should be 
allotted. (21 Stat. L., page 199.) 

The commission appointed for she peepare of executing the ‘ment was 
abolished by Congress (22 Stat. L.. 449) before having completed all the work 
of allotment agreed upon, and postage these Indians were not then ready to 
enter upon the advanced condition which individual allotment implies and 
requires. An Executive order was therefore made on the 5th of January, 1882, 
directing that a certain tract of country, which embraced the lands men- 
tioned in this bill, should be “ withheld from sale and set apart for a reserva- 
tion for the Uncompahgre Utes.” This gave no title, but was a provision te 
answer the execution, at asuitable future time, of theagreement with them. 
The landswembraced within this reservation amount to 1,933,440 acres (Report 
Indian Commissioner of 1890, page 443), while the entire number of the Uncom- 
awe Utes is but 988 persons, according to the enumeration reported in 

) (same volume, page 419). ‘Two hundred thousand acres will be sufficient 
to make all the allotments required by law. Besides, the lands proposed to 
be disposed of under this bill are not of a nature suitable for allotment, being 
generaily rough moun ous. 

Nor does there appear to be any necessity, or any just obligation so arising, 
on the part of the Government to apply the proceeds of these lands to the 
creation of another fund for these I . The 5 per cent fund of the Utes 
is now $500,000, and the 4 per cent fund $1,250,000, the two yielding $75,000 a 
year annual interest (same Tree page 426). In these funds the Uncom- 

hegre Utes share with the Uintahs, the Southerns, and the White River 

tes. They are also within the provision which authorizes the President to 
distribute $4000 a year to those manifesting special excellence. They will 
share, besides, in the residuary proceeds resulting from the sale of the 
Ute lands ceded in Colorado, after the United States shall have been reim- 


There appears, therefore, no reason for requiring the assent of the Indians 
to this disposition of mineral lands, which will not affect in any way their 
rights in the reservation, nor for putting the proceeds to their use. These 


justly belong to the general Treasury. 
There remains for consideration only the questions whether the time has 
arrived for the United States to of t mineral beds, and if 


in 

what manner the disposition should be made, upon which the views of the 
committee have already heen submitted. 

i ition now reeommended is in accordance with that 


The method of 
in the second session of the Fifty-first Con for 


adopted by the Sena 
the di ion of the mineral lands now proposed to be sold in the bill (Ss. 
the Senate 


ti 
an, F — ) which 
Prosiden th his o 


sion (8. 1762), but which. the oF Wegeaceetios ha amended 
b . ouse Vv 7 
failed to pass both branches of Congress. peo 

Mr. VILAS. After the report was made and the bill placed on 
the Calendar, I received a good a solicitations and some 
interviews with representatives of the company of which the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Missouri has made mention, and a great 
effort was made to cause a change in the disposition of the Indian 
Committee, which insisted that those valuable asphaltum lands 
should be sold for the benefit of the United States. 

Let me remark that this particular body of asphaltum or gilson- 
ite lands lies directly on the western border of the Uncompahgre 
Reservation, to which the Uncompahgre Utes were sent a 
many years age. They are not lands which belong to that tribe 
of Indians. They belong to the United States, and in the treaty 
by which the Uncompahgre Utes were sent to those lands no 
rights were given them to the lands in fee or to any of the minerals 
in them. The only use to which the Ute Indians could claim the 
lands should be put for their benefit was an allotment to them of 
the agricultural lands. 

Let me remark another thing: Gilsonite was not discovered, 
according to the evidence that was presented at the time to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, as the result of laborious 
ing, expensive and self-denying labors on the part of explorers 
such as in the case of goldand silver have often to be submitted to, 
but it was known for a long time before to many persons. It lay 
open to view, as it was stated at the time, upon the surface of the 
ground, It was in large hes, and while it is true that valu- 
able veins may also exist, the Committee on Indian Affairs at that 


Mr. VILAS. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to ask the Senator at what date 
Se ee was made of the existence of gilsonite in 
such quantities? 

Mr. VILAS. Until this morning my attention had not been 
ticularly called to this subject for nowa number of years, and lam 
unable to be specific as to though at the time when the re- 


port was made which I was required by the committee to write 

and present I did have information in respect to the details. 
Mr. CANNON. Was it not previous to 1892? 

Mr. VILAS. Oh,yes. There is no doubt about the fact, as 

by the Senator from Missouri—I agree with 
of the existence of this gilsonite was not the 

y prospecting exploration or sudden discovery. 


lt 


just about to read it. [hold it in my hand, I sup 
about to call attention to the difference between 
the Secretary of the Interior on the ject and that which | have 
made, or the Senator from Missouri [ 
from Utah [Mr. Cannon] has made. 





4 
| 





tap baewm to Case ae, ee ee , traversed the 
of that western . i and uninhabit. 
—_ cae region, rough nhabit 


Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator permit me again? 
Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 


Mr.CANNON. Then,the statement in the answer or purport.) 
answer of the of the Interior based on the report of | s\)5 
that the existence of those deposits and their extent was not {.1!ly 
known is a misconception? 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not know at all, and I doubt if the Senato; 


from Utah knows, the fullmess of the information which the Soo). 
tary of the Interior 
dislike to say that 
Affairs had at that time was full, but it was certamly sufficient {5 
show that valuable deposits of _——— and asphaltum were there 
and were well known and had 


on this subj 


atanytime. I should 
information whi 


the Committee on Indian 


ong been well known to be there. 
Mr. CANNON. It is not the fullness of the information ). 


seased by the Secretary of the Interior of which we complain. [t 
is his paucity of inforniation wit 


h which we are finding fault. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Wil the Senator from Wisconsin permit}. 


to call his attention to what was referred to very pertinently by 
the Senator from Utah? ay 


Mr. VILAS. If theSenator from Coloradowill permit ine, I ws 
,~and I was 
statement of 


. VEST] or the Senator 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not think the Senator yet comprehends. 
If he does, I hope he will dwell in his reading upon this point. 
The Secretary in his states that the information which he 
conveyed in his two r annual reports had not been as fully 
brought to the atten of Congress at the date of the passace of 
the act as now, and that therefore he is holding on to them, aj) ar- 


ently. I call the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to the 


fact that the information conveyed to Congress by the reports of 
the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs is very much more full 
and complete and authentic than any information which at any 
time has been conveyed to Congress by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and that this information was known to Congress lony be- 
fore the present incumbent became of the Interior. 

Mr. AS. Ithink it was, but perhaps the present incumbent 
of the Secretaryship of the Department of the Interior did not 
happen to know that fact. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, Mr. President, I think there is no fact 
— the present incumbent of that office does not consider that 

e ows. 

Mr. VILAS. Let us do justice to the Secretary of the Interior. 
I do not know but that ora to my distinguished, 
eloquent, and always delig friend Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] to do justice to the President, notwithstanding }is 
views of the usefulness of religion for the West, and I agree 
that it is no better for the West than for the East and that there 
is no more necessity for the inculcation of the principles of pict) 
there than here. I am not quite sure but that the country would 
send the first home missionary very near to the place where we 
are now sitting. 

Mr. Fyn the ae of views of -_ —_, innnendoes 
against or the President upon other subjects, can nt 
be received by the Donate to affect the question of the soundness 
of their ae or the pee. their im regard to 
these valuable lands Sap apes a te Indian Reser 

sahiy : ‘e a in the - Bitcons of the 
ly educated, scientific emp. t of the 
of the Senator from Missouri has spoken 

or gilsonite there to be found is a richer body than 
ywhere else; that it is worth millions of dollars in «|! 
eee that it is available not only for the making of strev's. 
ich we ordinarily associate the term Se eaet its 

: at its 


utility to which it has not yet been 
States 


and the Secretary of 
pe bag ne have to find these to be the facts, I submit that 2s 
y 
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sport that disposition of those lands by which the object so 
loudl —: would have been accomplished and the public 
a ye been sharers in this valuable mineral, the company 
which was interested in the bill as it was originally introduced 
ceased its efforts for its passage, and the bill was never called up. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I beg tostate to him 
that within my knowledge he is misinformed. The bill 
which passed and went to the President never originated with 
that company. It was drawn by the Senator from Colorado | Mr. 
TeuLER}, and he alone was responsible for it. It was passed 
through by the efforts of the Senators from Colorado 
and the Delegate from Utah. It did not originate with the St. 
Louis company atall. I know, because I am familiar with every 
step of this w. ole proceeding, that when the Senator made the 
report I advocated it, and the St. Louis company were perfectly 
ein to noo the measure. 

Mr. TE . Willthe Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. VEST. ae ; 

Mr. TELLER. I at that time and for a long time was under the 
impression that the company were hostile to it, instead of the 
company having umeng, do with it; that they had no more to 
do with it than the Vice-President had—not a particle. 

Mr. VEST. None in the world; they had nothing to do with it. 
Let me say to the Senator from Wisconsin—and | know what I 
state to be absolutely true—that the only interest the St. Louis 
company have is to get this reservation opened, so as to make the 
asphalt a marketable _—. They expect to make their money 
out of the railroad. They can get all the lands they want. They 
have now a large quantity of land outside of the reservation that 
they own in fee, and with their capital they can buy any quantity 
of it, because it is there in enormous quantities, as the Secretary 
says. Whatthey want to do is to build arailroad, and they have 
had the soe soeny See two years to build the road, but by the 
delay of the Interior Department they have been unable to progress 
with the work. That is the fact. 

Mr. VILAS. I did not intend the suggestion of any Senator 
being concerned in the matter. 

Mr 


. VEST. Oh, I know that. 

Mr. VILAS. It may be that the origin of the bill vetoed by 
President Harrison was different from what [ supposed it to be, 
because I was not then here and I did not know how it originated. 
Lobserve also that the bill of which I have been speaking, which 
was by the Committee on Indian Affairs in the Fifty- 
second Congress, was introduced by the Senator from Colorado. 
What I happen to have known in relation to it is that the agent 
of this company (and Iam acquainted with a very wealthy and 
istingui gentleman who isone of the owners of the company) 
ing from him and bringing along his card or a letter, I have 

which, solicited the passage of some bill which should 
f the Uncompahgre Ute Reservation, so that 
it could be obtained. 


Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. — They sought it ee, and a rotested with 
me argument against rt which the Committee 
on Pedion Aiteine through me had made, and sought to have it 
changed. We believed it was right. We watched that business 
here, not im any suspicion by any means, but lest there 
should be some injury done to the public interests we watched the 

i that session of Congress, not caring about its passage, 
but only to see toit that if it were the praper provision should 
be contained in it, so that the value of these mineral lands shou!d 
be received by the _—— of the United States and not go to some 
private concern without a fair compensation to the public for them. 

Mr. VEST. If my friend will permit me, I promise not to inter- 


a 
. VILAS. The Senator from Missouri can interrupt me at 


“ 

i VEST. The Senator is entirely right, I have no doubt, in 
the statement that the St. Louis company sent its opats to him 
and asked that the mapert of the committee should be changed; 
ant { aout somember reasons. It comes back to me distinctly, 
Th 


= 


myself conferred with the Senator in regard to it frequently. 
wanted the changed because they 

ill could be on account of the opposi- 
from Colorado, who was to putting up 
hest bidder, on the ground that then his con- 
who had gone in and made these claims, 

» miners, would be shut out, and that the rich cor- 
have a of the bidding. That is all the 
SI siecee cath tet pas te anes Se neseren, 
company, was to open reserva- 

terms, they did not care what, but to open it; and 
to the bill in that form was because they did 


could be 
Mr. Will tke Senetor from: Wisconsin allow me to 
great pleasure. 


i 
Bee 
| 


oict 
ge 


only 


- VILAS. 
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Mr. TELLER. I do not intend to gointo any discussion of this 
matter. I introduced the bill originally to open this land. I in- 
troduced it at the request of a large number of citizens of my 
State who had gone in there and made improvements on the land, 
supposing at the time that it was in the State of Colorado, and 
who afterwards learned that it was in the State of Utah. The line 
between Utah and Colorado in that section is not run, and it was 
impossible to know its location. The people who went in there 
supposed it was, as I said, in the State of Colorado and not on an 
Indian reservation or on any reservation. The bill passed and 
was vetoed. Then I introduced another bill, 

I want to say that so far as the St. Louis company is concerned, 
when I introduced the first bill I had never heard of the St. Louis 
company; I did not know that there was such a company in exist- 
ence. I was very much opposed to and asserted that I would 
oppose any proposition to sell the land. I knew if that was done 
it would pass into the hands of capitalists, to the exclusion of a lot 
of men who had made these discoveries, who had gone in there in 
good faith and worked on this property; and I believed it was a 
great deal better that that land, no matter how valuable it might 
turn out to be, should be distributed among the hardy Western 
people who had gone in there and discovered that there was some- 
thing of value on the land than that it should go to some rich 
miners. I knew if it was put up for sale every one of them would 
lose all that he had invested. Therefore I was intending, when 
the bill came up, to oppose it very actively, and I think I so stated 
perhaps on the floor of the Senate. I know I made that statement 
to several Senators. I regarded it as a great outrage upon the peo- 
ple who had gone out there. I regarded the veto of the bill as a 
very great mistake, and I attributed the veto at that time to the 
influence of certain people who wanted the land put up for sale 
that they might buy it, to the exclusion of the hardy pioneers and 
miners. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit me, 
I desire to ask the Senator from Colorado a question for informa- 
tion. Iam not familiar with the facts in thiscase. Are the par- 
ties to whom the Senator from Colorado has alluded as being at 
one time bona fide occupants of this land still in possession of it, 
or what is the character of their present claim? 

Mr. TELLER. I think those people have maintained—at least 
the last I knew of it they had attempted to maintain—some kind 
of a right to it, so that when it was opened up they could go on 
the land. 

Mr. WHITE. My point was simply whether they were in a 
condition where, if the status of the matter was such as to permit 
the location, they would be able to exercise the equitable right to 
which the Senator from Colorado alludes. 

Mr. TELLER. Some of those people told me during the last 
summer that they had maintained their possession by doing work 
on it every year, and while they knew they could not get it under 
the strict rules of law they believed when it should be opened that 
they would have the preference. I am satisfied that those miners 
will have the preference if there is no provision of law that cuts 
them out, because there is a feeling in a community like that to 
maintain the right of the original occupants, if possible. That is 
a sort of unwritten law in a mining country. If a man can show 
that he was the first discoverer, technicalities do not stand very 
much in the way of his maintaining that possession. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado, of 
course, states the facts,so far as he had connection with them, 
exactly as they were, but so far as he indicates the facts accord- 
ing to his information in regard to the possession of those lands, 
Iam inclined to think, from my remembrance of the testimony 
and evidence that were submitted at the time, that he is quite in 
error. Itis true, however, let me say to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Waite], that certain parties who have claimed to be 
discoverers of the asphalt drove some stakes, and by occasionally 
visiting the land, perhaps driving some other stakes or something 
of that sort, have striven to maintain a theory of claim upon it; 
but at the time when they asserted originally their claim of dis- 
covery the tum was known to a great many people to exist. 

Mr. BROWN. May I interrupt the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

i Iwish to make a short statement on this subject. 

Mr. VILAS. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr, BROWN. Theminerals were discovered in the usual way 
by tors, under the belief of the prospectors at the time that 
they were not on the Indian reservation. They believed, as the 
Senator from Colorado has said, that they were over the line in 
Colorado. They staked out their claims according to the law, and 
they have maintained them by doing estimate work ever since. 
As the Senator from Colorado has said, it may be a question of 
law as to whether they will have the right to maintain the claims. 
The Supreme Court of the United States has decided that if they 
made ip iecations in good faith, believing they were off the reser- 
vation, they will have the right to go back and claim their original 
location; in other words, after we shall have opened this reserva- 
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tion it will date back to the original location, so that the original 
discoverers will get the benefit of their discovery. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Utah has stated correctly the 
exact theor; by which the exploiters of this asphaltum seek to 
secure possession of it under the law which was passed as a 
of the Indian appropriation act of 1894, and to which I shall call 
attention presently. But, while he seems to confess that the claim 
is wrong in law, he appears to think that it is right in fact, and 
he asserts, I suppose upon information, that those prospectors 
did discover the mineral. On the contrary, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs used the following expression in regard to that 
claim in 1892: 

The discovery does not appear to have been made by any particular person 
or under any such circumstance as gives any particular person the least 
equitable Gales beyond the general publie. 

It was upon that basis, as I remember it, although I have not 
the message before me at this moment, that President Harrison 
vetoed the bill which had passed in the Fifty-first Congress. That 
bill, as it passed, was drawn obviously with the pu: of giving 
to the asserted prospectors an advantage in the effort to secure 
those lands when they should be opened. For that reason it was 
vetoed by the President. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill provided for that, I think, in terms. 

Mr. VILAS. It contained words that certainly would hzve 
been construed to that effect, and I think pretty a in terms, 

Mr. TELLER. ILintended that those prospectors should have 
that benefit. That was my idea when the bill was introduced. 

Mr. VEST. That is what the bill provided. 

Mr. VILAS, While the bill may be said to have practically 
provided for it, it is not explicit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin will 

lease suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 

moe petro the Senate the unfinished business; which will be 
stated. 

The Szoretary. A bill (8.502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate proceed with the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator from Utah 
will not make that motion, but will ask unanimous consent that 
the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well. I ask that the unfinished business 
be temporarily laid aside without prejudice, that the joint resolu- 
tion may be proceeded with. 

Mr. BERRY. If I may be permitted to make a remark, I will 
state that if the joint resolution can be finished now by unanimous 
consent, laying aside ery eee. | the unfinished business without 
losing its e, and if it is the desire of the Senate to finish the 
joint resolution, I will make no objection, but I hope that no 
motion will be made which will displace the bill which is the unfin- 
ished business and which [ have been so earnestly seeking to have 
considered. If the Senator from Utah desires to ask unanimous 
consent to lay aside the unfinished business temporarily, I will 
make no objection, but if that is not agreed to I do hope the Sen- 
ate will not, by taki ng up another measure, displace the bill which 
is now the unfinished business. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask unanimous consent that the joint resolu- 
tion may be proceeded with. It is nearly finished, and we would 
like to di of it now. 

Mr. VILAS. I think we ought to devote a little more time to 
the joint resolution. It has been referred to no committee, I un- 
derstand; it has just been introduced, and is sought to be passed 
in such a manner as that if it were passed it would imply a reflec- 
tion upon the Secretary of the Interior, even upon the ident, 
perhaps, and I think we ought to have a pretty fair and full con- 
sideration of it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the Senator must know, as the rest 
of us know, that if the joint resolution goes over without further 
action or a unanimous agreement or understanding in to 
its future consideration it lies buried with the probabilities one 
hundred to one that it can never again be successfully brought 
up. If we could have this afternoon upon it, or so much of the 

ternoon as is n , we could reach some final conclusion 
upon it; and I do trust the Senator from Wisconsin will not object 
= — rag «ha hogs has been, as - — am perce 
said, before Congress for seven ,and which simply presen 
to the Senate the question as C whether the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be reminded that it is his duty to carry out the pro- 


visions of existing law, may stand before the Senate until we reach | is 


some disposition of it. 

The Senator in charge of the Du Pont case is willing, I under- 
stand, that we shall take the time. My impression is that the 
Cuban insurgents may also, perhaps, wait one more afternoon 
until we settle this question for Utah. It is a good deal more im- 


portant to us, Mr. President, as a country, that we shall determing 
whether these 2,000,000 acres of land are to be opened or 1»: 

whether these deposits shall be made available for the public 
not, than it is to spend our time upon these other academic (jc. 
cussions. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will consent, a1 j¢ 
he does not consent I trust the Senator from Utah will move ¢)),; 
_ Senate shall proceed to the consideration of the joint resoly. 

ion. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iunderstand that the measure which the Sen. 
ator from Arkansas has in charge is before the Senate by unin. 
imous a ent. I do not apprehend that the motion of {)\o 
Senator from Utah, if it shall be made, will necessarily disp)ace 
the bill of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. It will. I will state to the Senator from (Jo. 
rado that under the rule the Arkansas bill is the unfinished })1)s)- 
ness, and taking up any other business, except by unanimous (1). 
sent, and laying that bill aside temporarily, does eo it. It 
will be no longer the unfinished business if it is decided by a yote 
of the Senate to take up another measure. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. Then I ask that we may havo 
unanimous consent that the consideration of the pending joint 
resolution shall follow the measure which the Senator from Arka)- 
sas has in nomen, if he is ready to proceed with that bill. 


Mr. GORDO As one Senator who is somewhat interested in 
this discussion, I am ready to concen‘ to that arrangement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Colorado? 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tat rstoy) 
has undoubtedly the right to the floor, and by the established 
courtesy he ong t to be allowed to proceed and make his speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly; but it is the duty of the 
Chair to submit the request of the Senator from Colorado to the 


Senate. 

Mr. GORDON. I understand the Senator from Utah to con- 
sent to the age pene made by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. BRO - Iam willing to take the proposition made by 
the Senator from Arkansas and let the joint resolution follow, as 
unfinished business, the bill which he has in charge. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Arkansas 


state his a n? 

Mr. BERRY. request was made by the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Wo.cort], as I understood it, and it is that as soon as 
the Arkansas bill is of, then the joint resolution which has 
been under consideration shall become unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. None except this, Mr. President, 
that the proposed arrangement shall not interfere with any privi- 


1 Ss 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe request with 
the modification s by the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. VILAS. I to make a parliamentary inquiry. [Is the 
bill in reference to the settlement of the claims of the State of 
Arkansas with the Government now the unfinished business of 
the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is now the unfinished business. 

Mr. VILAS. And is that bill to be at once proceeded wit!’ 

Mr. BERRY. I sincerely hope so. 

Mr. GORDON. In behalf of the Senator from Nebraska, | hope 
os from Arkansas will not press his bill to-day. 

— MITCHELL of Oregon. There will be no trouble about 
at. 

Mr. GORDON. I have no doubt unanimous consent will be 
given to the Senator from Nebraska to proceed without displac- 
ing the unfinished business. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will certainly recognize 
the Senator from Nebraska, in accordance with previous notice. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESID . The Chair submits to the Senate the 

uest of the Senator from Arkansas. ; 
r. ALLISON. Subject also to the consideration of approj)"a- 
tion bills when they are . Otherwise, I must object. 

Mr. MITCHELL of . That is always understood. 

Mr. ALLISON. If is understood, I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. VILAS. That disposes of the joint resolution, then, for the 

t? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. For the present. 
Mr. BROWN. The order is that the t resolution stands as 
the unfinished business after the bill of Senator from Arkansas 


disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, with the 
modifications as to the matter of privilegeand appropriaton bills, 
— by the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from 


wa. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I now ask unanimous consent that 








1896. 
the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 502, be temporarily 
laid aside in order that the Senate may proceed to the considera- 
tion of the Delaware case. : - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BERRY. As I understand, that is for the purpose of per- 
mitting the Senator from Nebraska to make his speech. 

Mr. MITCHELL of m. That is all. 

Mr. BERRY. I express the hope that when the Senator from 
Nebraska has concluded we may take up Senate bill 502 and 
dispose of it without further delay. I therefore yield to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska for that purpose. oe 

Mr. CALL. I merely wish to say that the other privileged 


question, the rt of the committee of conference on the Cuban 
resolutions, come up, I understand, immediately after the 
speech of the Senator from Nebraska. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none. 
ARKANSAS AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PLATT. There is lying upon the table of the Senate a 
request for a conference from the House of Representatives on a 
bill of that body which passed the Senate with amendments. I 
ask that it ma laid before the Senate. 

The PR ING OFFICER (Mr. NEtson in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives dis- 
agreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5564) 
authorizing the Arkansas and Northwestern Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes, and asking for a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate insist wpon its amend- 
ments and accede to the conference asked by the “Louse of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Prrtt- 
GREW, Mr. Piatt. and Mr. Roacu were appointed. 

NAVAL SOLICITOR AND JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL. 

Mr. HALE. There is a bill from the House of Representatives, 
No. 3337, which came over last evening, and which 1 asked should 
remain u the table, amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the 
Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor and 
judge-advocate-general, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes. 

I should like to call up that bill now and have it acted upon, 
instead of the bill on the same subject which has been reported 
by the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, which will save us 
going through the form of passing the Senate bill. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly the Senator will not ask to have that 
done now? 
Mr. I certainly shall not do so if any Senator objects. 

Mr. HILL. I want to make some inquiries about the bill, and 
I should like it to lie over for the present. 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask that the bill lie upon the table; and I 
will say to the Senator from New York that I shall not call it up 
without notifying him. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolu- 


tion, reported by Mr. MircHet of Oregon from the Committee on 
Privileges wed Wectinn February 18, 1896: 


Resolved, That A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor to 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] I of course had no idea that 


it would lead - an se > gg but I ge that I have been 
amply repaid for an y in the matter. ve been strength- 
cant ao refreshed f co oe = any and felicity that 
seems to perennially abide in the household of the opposition party, 
and I therefore feel that in proceeding to the discussion of hs 

upon the tee that there is the ut- 
most harmony a both sides of this mber, and that we are 
in the best possible temper to take up and pass — a legal ques- 
= without being in any manner embarrassed by political con- 


Mr. President, I should not of my own motion have volunteered 
to make an argument in the case of Henry A. Du Pont, but I 
confess I have esteemed it not ay a privilege but a pleasure 
as well to be invited to that task by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on and Elections. I have been for so many 
years of a busy life devoted to the examination and presentation 
of that I am delighted to have an opportunity to 

the Senate of the United Ststes upon a case which, it 

seems to me, rests wholly and alone upun the consideration and 
of questions of law. 

Py eap press andl the pustic ticipating ‘ oeea Yn thie 

, pu n antici u t in this 
case have divided the Senate on party lines, and have already 
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declared that the vote, so far as Republicans and Democrats are 
concerned, is the same as cast. And yet, sir, we are sitting here 
in the court of the highest jurisdiction in this country to pass 
upon a question which can not seriously disturb the balance of 
power in theSenate, to pass upon a question which, no matter how 
grave and important its present disposition may be, isof far more 
importance in the establishment of a rule which shall prevail in 
the election of Senators in this country for all time tocome. But 
it is not altogether strange that the public and the press of this 
country have divided the judges or the jurors here according to 
political lines; for as we look over the judicial history of this 
country as it has had to deal with and pass upon questions of a 


quasi ren character we are startled to find how often judges 
have divided upon matters of the greatest importance in accord- 


ance with the political convictions of the individuals constituting 
the tribunal. 

When we remember that the greatest special court ever called 
in this country, the Electoral Commission, divided on purely par- 
tisan and political lines, and that the casting vote was only looked 
anxiously because of a doubt as to the political antecedents 
of one member of that court, it is not strange that the people of 
this country have come to anticipate that every tribunal which 
takes up and deals with a case involving party considerations is to 
be warped and bent in either direction according to party bias. I 
do not, however, consider that it is particularly a matter of re- 
flection even upon the distinguished membership of this great 
body that we are in a measure swayed and infiuenced by our polit- 
ical convictions and our political beliefs. Wein this country, all 
over the land, are strong in our political convictions; we are 
strong in our fealty to party; we are strong in our desire for party 
success. That desire influences alike the judgment of all the 
people, in the lowest and in the highest ranks of life, and it is not 
strange that some of this human nature should inevitably come 
in and have its place and find its expression in the decision which 
is to be reached in this body. Yet. sir, so far as it may be possi- 
ble, the case before the Senate is one which should be divorced 
from all questions of party; and in that spirit of presentation, 
from the legal and not the partisan standpoint, I shall endeavor 
to proceed. 

1 desire that any Senator upon this floor who has at any time a 
pertinent suggestion or inquiry may feel at p. fect liberty to make 
it. It will not disconcert or discommode mein theleast. My hope 
and my aim is to erect an argumentative structure which can not 
be overthrown, and I am perfectly willing to test its strength at 
any point. It-is only the builder of a house of cards who fears 
attack as the work goes on. 

Mr. President, it is fortunate for us all that in the present case 
there are certain great landmarks established by common consent, 
and with the statement of those great landmarks, to which in the 
discussion we should closely cling, and by which we should estab- 
lish all our lines of survey, it seems to me that the whole case is 
presented to the Senate, and there remains nothing thereafter for 
us to do except to apply the constitutional question to those land- 
marks; and this application being made, the result will inevitably 
follow. 

What are those landmarks? On the first Tuesday of January, 
1895, there was a governor, a senate, and a house of representa- 
tives in the State of Delaware. The senate was composed of 9 
members; the house of representatives of 21. Both bodies were 
full; there was no vacancy; the title of every senator and of every 
representative had been passed upon and conceded; and we con- 
cedeit here. That state of things continued until, under the act 
of Congress, the legislature commenced to ballot for a United 
States Senator. Ballots were had day by day and no election re- 
sulted. On the 8th day of April following the commencement of 
the legislative session the governor of the State of Delaware de- 
parted this life. That fact was made known to the Delaware 
senate. It attested it by spreading upon the records a statement, 
accompanied by appropriate resolutions to the departed. 

On the 9th day of April William T. Watson, the speaker of the 
senate of the State of Delaware, was in the presence of the senate, 
as attested by its records, called to the bar, and there was admin- 
istered to him by direction of the senate the oath of office as 
governor of the State of Delaware. With respect to that I shall 
have something to say later. The record shows that the senate 
of Delaware not only inducted him into the office of governor, but 
that it ushered him out of the senate. Afterwards,on May 9, 1895, 
in the joint convention, Henry A. Du Pont received 15 votes as 
United States Senator. 

Sir, those are the facts that are conceded; they are the land- 
marks of the case, and approach it as you may, reason in a circle 
as you may, the only question remaining is as to whether or not 
after Watson was inaugurated as governor there were 29 or 30 
members of the legislature of Delaware entitled to sit in that leg- 
islature and to vote for United States Senator. That is tle only 
question; there is no other. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator, as he invited questions, allow 
me to make an inquiry? 
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Mr, THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask if the Senator contends that the events 
which he relates vacated Mr. Watson’s office of speaker of the 
State senate? 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam coming to that. 

Mr. PALMER. _ Is not that the true poini? 

Mr. THURSTON. The question is, Did the law of the land and 
the constitution of Delaware as applied to the conceded facts 
create a nent or a temporary vacation of the office of State 
senator or a suspension of its functions in the person of William 
T. Watson? 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will pardon a still further inter- 
ruption—— 

r. THURSTON. Iam very glad to be interrupted. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand the facts to be materially differ- 
ent. If it istrue that le vacated the office of senator; if that is the 
fact, and Mr. Watson after that time ceased to be a senator, is not 
that the real and essential fact? 

Mr. THURSTON. No; that is only one of two facts to be es- 
tablished from the law, because, if Mr. William T. Watson was 
not authorized under the constitution of his State to exercise the 
functions of senator on the 9th of May, 1895, then there were only 
29 members of the joint assembly entitled to vote, or who can be 


said to have voted for a Senator of the United States. The Sen- | the 


atvr will admit, I presume, that a vote which a senator was not 
authorized to cast is no ao and has no place upon the record, and 
can not be counted. 

Mr. PALMER. In my mind it is exceedingly important to de- 
termine whether the act which the Senator has described vacated 
the office of senator or merely oe his functions. It is ma- 
terial, inmy judgment, to deci t question. I should be glad 
to have the view of the Senator on that. 

Mr. THURSTON. I shall address myself to a consideration of 
both those propositions later on, because it will be readily seen 
that they are questions upon which we may naturally differ. 

As I said, with those facts conceded, all that the te of the 
United States or any other tribunal has to do in order to determine 
how many members could vote for Senator on the 9th day of May, 
1895, is to apply the law of the land and the constitution of the State 
of Delaware. Therefore, the only question is upon the determina- 
tion as to what the law of the land was and what the constiiution of 
the State of Delaware was on the 9th of May, 1895. Yes; I 
will put it within still narrower limits: The only question is to 
determine what the constitution of the State of Delaware was on 
that day. Itis conceded that the common law of England, which 
was adopted by our colonies at a very early date, is the law of this 
land, except as it is changed by constitutional provision or statu- 
tory enactment. It is admitted, I say, that the common law is a 
part of our rule of action in this country as much as it was a part 
of the rule of action of the people of the mother country at the 
time we adopted it. It has been established by the unchallenged 
citation of authority on the of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections that under the common law no man 
has a a to hold and occupy and exercise two incompatible 
—_ offices at the same time. 

PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for 
omnia 

Mr. THURSTON. er 

Mr. PALMER. [I ask the Senator now what incom ity 
there would be on the part of Senator Watson, or Governor Wat- 
son, appearing in the joint session and voting as a member of the 
posed — any duty that the constitution of Delaware im- 

upon him? 
URSTON. Mr. President,the common law has never 
yet om fit to go into the minute inquizy as to whether one par- 
ular function of one particular office was incompatible with the 
exercise of another function of another office; but the rule is that 
if the general duties and powers of one office are inconsistent with 
the general duties and a of another, the incompatibility ex- 
ists, and the officer holding one can not hold the other, not for 
_ or to any extent. 

ALMER. the Senator will allow -ne, the functions of 
the governor of the State of Delaware are defined by the State 
constitution, and the functions of the speaker of the senate of that 
State are defined by the same constitution, but the functions im- 

upon the | eS Se ae et ee 

eral aaa saae eee be between 
ormance of a as & mem egislature imposed 
upon him by that Constitution and the duties of governor as 


na 


ding upon the constitution of Delaware? 
= TON. The laws of the United States permit the 
al of each State to elect a Senator to represent that 


of one 
particular tive on the of Mr. was notincon- 
sistent with the performance of all thedutiesand all 
of the office of governor. For, unless Mr. Watson was 


under the constitution of Delaware to exercise the office of sex, rr, 
to sit in the senate of the State of Delaware for all p 
at all times, there is no law, —— is no conatiéntion. 
practice, there is no prec warrant that heshould 
come into that senate for cane specified purposes, and at the 
same time remain tion for the performance of the other fy... 


tions of that 
Mr. ulists, in the light of what has }).0, 
-~ ma be the én t of the jury, turning whee! 


= <9 the Senator not say the onl) im. 
partial enteat't 
Mr. ALLEN. tis what T meant to say 


Mr. CHANDLER. I knew the Senator was struggling wit) 
that idea, and I wanted to aes out. [Lanughter. | 

Mr. ALLEN. I call my colleague’s attention to this fact: W), 
the constitution of Delaware of 1776 was formulated and ado). 
Delaware was anindependent State. Delaware owed no allegiat ° 
whatever to this et to England except that prec 
allegiance dependent on the success or failure of the Rey olut: iti 
I en ao coll abe her — ware oa independen 
sover at dn possess the power by constitution: a 
enactment to aaee that, notwi otwithstanding there might be 
incompatibility between the exercise of the duties of two o Dit 
same individual, in the event of death or in the event of s0)i.6 
—— to be determined by the constitution, could discharge t}):<¢ 

uties? 

Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the question here, and the only question. js 
whether Delaware by her constitution did so declare 

Mr. THURSTON. I shall reach that point a little later on, I 


ISOS and 
ere Is no 


intended to state when I brought the argument to that point that 
in my judgment that was the only question. 

I was proceedi to suggest that the common law, unless changed 
by statute—and there is no noes of a statute changing it in 
the State of Delaware in respect of the matter now before the Sen- 


ate—the common law, unless c by some specific provision 
of the constitution of the State of Delaware, prevented, in the St.te 
of Delaware, any one man from exercising in his own person iho 
duties and functions and powers of two incompatible offices. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to inquire whether the Senator froin No- 
braska makes in his mind any distinction between the words 
“exercise an office” and “‘hold an office”? 

Mr. THURSTON. Idonot. I shallarguethat more fully later 
on. I have that point in mind. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwish toaskthe Senator from Nebraska wheter 
his attention has been called to a clause in the constitution of 
Delaware wherein certain offices are enumerated as offices 10 11. ore 
ee ee at one time by any person in 


Beate. thereby ee ee abot 
ill the Senator cite me to the particular 
oan to which he refers? 
Mr. PEFF 


ith pleasure. I will hand it to the Senator 


presentl 
oan THURSTON. A little later on I shall reach the question 
the construction of the constitu ao T have not 
= arrived at that point in m 
In order that I may p logically, t ‘will restate that, unless 
modified by the constitution laware, the common law of 
d was a part of the = that State at the time of this 
election, and unless e by constitution of 
rr ce in that State ae kad vigan at on pw own 
person uties, powers, privileges wo offices in- 
their functions. 


compatibie in 
Then I that, under the facts admitted, 
the question as to whether or not there is a constitutional m:i- 
of the common law in the constitution of Delaware is 
purely and simply a matter of constitutional construction, of ‘le 
— interpretation of the fundamental law of that Common- 
I goastep further. It is insisted upon our part that there are 
certain sections of the a. of Delaware, meee, by ex- 
prohibit prevent one person in the State 
from exercising at ‘a. oae time the functions of 
senator; and again | say 
our contention in that re- 
“I upon _ correct interprets- 
State of Delaware 
authority 
there expres the sen- 
such as are shown 
time in his own 
both of governor 
say that for the 
turn alone, to 
interpretation and construction of the constitution of 


President, reason this matter around the circle as you 
to the ultimate proposition, the facts being 


a 
a 
iH 
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: 
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that a conclusion must be reached, and can only be 
couched, by establishing a cocrect interpretation and construction 
Tw the constitution of the State oi Delaware. 
Having reached that point, I cume for a moment to the consid- 
eation of 
ter here is 


the contention the other side that the whole mat- 
State of Delaware, & final tribunal for that purpose, ani that. the 
the 





res adjudicata, having been decided by the senate of the 
Senate nited. States is estopped by something that was 
tone in Delaware from now passing upon and determining this 
: nestion. If the whole case rests, as it does from any point you 
poke atit, upon theestablishment ofa correctinterpretation and con- 
struction the constitution of the State of Delaware, lask Senators 
n the other side to show me by what warrant of law, in or out of 
‘i constitution of the State of De ees L —_s that State 
i orized to place an abiding interpretation on the provisions 
on under which it was brought Into exist- 
ence, and under which it proceeds. Where is the section which 
authorizes in any case, or under any circumstances, the senate of 
the State of Delaware to place abiding construction, binding upon 
all men and upon all tribunals, State and national, upon the pro- 
visions of the constitution of the State of Delaware? 

Mr. President, the true construction of the constitution of the 
State of Delaware is a matter of consideration and adjudication 
by any tribunal wherever and whenever such construction may 
aifect a case Which properly comes before it. The legislature of 
the State of Delaware has right, the undoubted right, to pass 
upon the election and qualification of its own members; it has 
a right also to determine and adjudicate upon any question of 
fact or any mixed question of fact and of law which enters into 
the necessary determination as to whether or not a man bringing 
credentials to its doors 
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has a right. to admission; whether he has | 


been elected to fill an office that is vacant, whether he has been | 


ected by the proper 
cone, or whether he has the qualifications such as the law and 
the constitution prescribe. All these, I admit, are within the 
surisdiction of the senate of the State of Delaware, and whenever 
it fairly acts in ce of that power and zenders judgment, 
even the Senate of the United States is estopped from turning 


back the and writing across them its disapproval. 
Mr. i I admit that the senate of the State of Delaware, 
at the time of id pass u and establish the fact 


its ; 
nine members of that senate were duly elected and quatified. 
As the records show, it inducted them into office. t of it? 
the Senator pretend to tell me that if within ten days there- 
there had been upon the records of the senate of Del- 
aware a resolution that one member of that y had 
, there would still remain for voting or for any other purposes 
nine membersonasubsequent day? Does the Senator mean to tell 


me that, having upon the record its declaration that death 
had visited one of its members, it would still further be necessary 
for the senate to declare his seat vacant? Sir, a resolution declar- 


ing the 


death is a resolution in and of itself declaring a vacancy. 
come now to another 


nestion. Suppose that after that legis- 
had been assem the question arose as to the constitu- 
nalification of one of its inembers, and the senate, having 
consideration, solemnly resolved and spread upon its 

he was but 20 years of age, and had stopped 
constitution of that State says that to be a senator 
ae sey go alittle further than the 


the other day, but I insist on the 
application of the old rule of 
that things which are 
and when the senate establishes and spreads 
upon its record a declaration that a member is only 20 years of 


27, he eo 


Li 


E 
: 


J 


equal to the same thing are 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oresse. Th precise 

ir. at was my ise contention. 
If it upon the record that a person was admitted, the 
record that he was not of the constitutional age, then he 


Was no senator, and any votes he might give would not bind the 
United States Senate. cphemnmgra! weenie’ that if the wn 
Delaware should admit a to the senate, i n the 
question of fact as to iat cell unthing a ait Gertie seeeed 
to show that he was not of constitutional age, in that case I thought 
adjudication of the senate of Delaware would be binding upon 


of a record and the estab- 
to hold 


office, of course that is true; but it isto the contrary when the 
facts are spread upon the record. 

an P. Seen eenter Sroen Weheathe wit allow me, 

the which I wish now to directed largely to 

The OFFICER (Mr. FPautxwer in the chair). 

Osgr ‘ap nenator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PALMER, I wish to ask if the verdict of a jury without 


constituency, whether his certificate is | 


| 
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the judgment of a court concludes any right? I understand tho 
Senator from Nebraska to say that if the senate were to find the 
mere fact that the party was only 20 years of age that would be 
equivalent to a declaration, that it would be a judgment of ouster 


against him. 


Mr. THURSTON. I say it would be. 

Mr. PALMER. Then, does the Senator mean to say that a ver- 
dict of a jury, which may be reversed and set aside by the court, 
concludes any rights whatever? 


Mr. THURSTON. No; and for this reason a jury is only one- 
half of the court, and the whole court, the jury and the judge, 
must act together before judgment can be pronounc: but there 
is no division of functions in the senate of a State. Those of the 
jury are those of the judge; when one acts the other acts, and you 
can not sever their acts mto the acts of the jury as distinguished 
from the acts of the court. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator assumes that the senate of Del 


aware did or did not find some facts which impeached the seat « 
Mr. Watson, those facts are subject to reconsideration: but would 
that amount to an adjudication that he was not entitled to his 
seat? 

Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably they are subject to recon- 
sideration, as a judgment is under a statute during the term. but 
until it is set aside by the action of the same power which estab 
lishes it it remains a judgment of the court. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator and I are both more familiar with 
court proceedings than with parliamentary proceedings, and |] 
ask would a finding of that fact be a judgment of ouster against 
the senator? 

Mr. THURSTON. I think it would unquestionably in a body 
of that character, where the functions of the jury and the court 
are all so commingled that they can not be separated; in other 
words, when that senate, sitting as a court, finds that a man is 
dead and declares that he is dead, it is not necessary to go fur- 
ther and declare the office vacant. If it is so in the case of death, 
it must be so in the case of any other declaration which, by the 
application of the constitution of the State to that declaration, 
establishes the inability on the part of the incumbent to further 
exercise the duties of his position. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am seeking information which I very much 
need. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam not prepared to admit that there is 
any information which my colleague needs. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand my colleague to take the position 
that the finding of the fact that a given senator is under ave, 20) 
years of age, ipso facto creates a vacancy. Suppose, now, he 
permitted to sit there as a senator de facto and to vote upon acts 
of the legislature. We will take a case where it requires a two- 
thirds vote to pass corporation acts in a State upon a yea-and-nay 
vote, and the passage of the bill turns wpon his vote. Does my 
colleague, under those circumstances, claim that that act of the 
legislature would be void, no vacancy having been declared by 
the senate? 

Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably, if there appeared upon the 
record of thesenate—I do not carein what language it is conched— 
a declaration that is inconsistent, by the mere application of the 
constitution, with the further exercise of the duties 0 that office. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me make a suggestion at this point, if my 


1s 


ometry, which is as true in law as} colleague will indulge me. 


Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose a case were brought before a jury, 
either civil or-criminal,it would not matter which, and it was 
determined and ascertained by the court before the case was sub- 
mitted to the jury that one of the 12 jurors is not a citizen of 
the United States or of the State, but notwithstanding that fact 
he was permitted to sit and act as a juror until the conclusion of 
the case; would that vitiate the verdict which might be rendered 
by the jury? 

Mr. THURSTON, It would be ground for setting aside the 
verdict in any tribunal to which the judgment went. 

Mr. ALLEN. I putin my question, if my colleague will reeol- 
lect, the fact that his lack of citizenship was known to the parties 
and to counsel and to the court before the case was submitted to 
the jury and before it was tried. Now, if the case is tried with 
full knowledge upon the part of counsel and the parties to the 
case that this particular juror is not a citizen of the State or of 
the United States, I suggest to my colleague that they are estopped 
by their conduct and that the verdict is not vulnerable for that 


reason. 

Mr. THURSTON. My colleague suggests acase which in my 
judgment is not in point, for the reason that in the case he states 
the judge of the court is the determining power, and the case he 
states predicates that the judge overrules the objection to the 


juror. 
Mr. ALLEN. No; not at all. 
Mr. THURSTON. The judge is the determining power. 
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Mr. ALLEN. 
before a jury of 12 menin acourt of record. It isknown to coun- 
sel and to the parties at the time the jury is <mpaneled that one 


Let us take this case. A and Bare trying a case 


uror is not a citizen of the State or of the United States. That 
ts capable of proof. The judge himself knows nothing about it. 
With that knowledge they try the case and a verdict is rendered. 
A motion to set aside the verdict and grant a new trial is made. 
It is made to y Apel upon the motion by competent evidence that 
the wy to the case and their counsel knew before the jury was 
finally impaneled and the case finally submitted that this man 
was not a citizen. I submit to my colleague thatwnder those cir- 
cumstances—while I am a juror in this case and express no opin- 
ion with reference to its merits—the rule is universal, without 
He that the parties are estopped by their previous knowl- 


6. 
r. FRYE. Is that trueina capital case? 


Mr. ALLEN. Ina great ey States it is true in capital cases. 
ae se is not a capital case, 1 infer. It is ordinary litigation 
egislation. 


r. THURSTON. Thecutting off of a political head can hardly 
be compared with cutting off the head of an individual. 

But my colleague does not state a case in point, for, by his ve 
statement, if the judge goes on with the jury as to the disqualifi- 
cations of one member of which there is testimony, the judge 
thereby adjudicates upon that question of fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to my colleague at po oe that what- 
ever form the facts may assume, the senate of ware either by 
affirmative or negative action has adjudicated upon the question 
of the qualification of its membership. 

Mr. THURSTON. I will come to that pointshortly. I under- 
stand perfectly well that there is a question of disputed fact in 
this case, and 1 shal! endeavor fairly to discuss and consider as 
to whether or not, after what I term an adjudication of a vacanc 
in that office, there was a reconsideration of that act. I shall 
discuss that question fairly at the proper time. 

Mr. President, suppose the senate of the State of Delaware should 
declare by resolution that one member of that body was not qual- 
ified under the constitution. When it establishes the fact, the 
declaration amounts to a full, complete judgment of ouster. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will my colleague permit me at this point? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose an individual is holding an office by vir- 
tue of an election or an ye a election. Asa matter of fact he 
has not been elected, but that fact has not been adjudicated. Does 
he not hold his office until such time as some tribunal determines 
that he was not elected? 

Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably. 

Mr. ALLEN. And ousts him in fact as distinguished — 

Mr. THURSTON. All that has nothing to do with this propo- 
sition, because I concede that there must be a tribunal which pro- 
nounces judgment, or at least takes action, which is equivalent to 
pronouncing judgment, that the party is no longer entitled to hold 
or orm the duties of his office. 

r. ALLEN. I understand my colleague to say that the dis- 
covery of the finding of the fact by some tribunal that the sena- 
tor was only 20 years of age when he should be 27 ipso facto cre- 
ated a vacancy. Now, if that be true, would not the discovery 
of the fact that an individual who claimed to be elected by virtue 
of a popular vote had not been elected ipso facto create a vacancy 
there? In other words, he claims by color of law, by color of 
title, that he holds the office either de jure or de facto until such 
time as a competent tribunal declares an ouster in fact. 

Mr. THURSTON. I goa little further than the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Pita] the other day said he was willing to go. 
I admit that a party co into office as senator in the senate of 
the State of Delaware and being admitted there will be presumed 
to have the necessary constitutional qualification until such time 
as there is established—established, I say, not by outside rumor 
not by the town-crier, not by a justice of the peace, but establis 
by that tribunal itself—those facts which constitute ineligibility 
to that office. 

Mr. GRAY. That is, by the senate of Delaware. 


Mr. THURSTON. By the senate of Delaware. So I say when 
they declare that a member of their body died yesterday and spread 
that on the record, it is a ju ent of ouster or a Fa t of 
vacancy. I would hardly call it a judgment of ‘ouster, use I 
have no possible idea as to whether or not a deceased senator can 
come back and cipate in the proceedings of the body that he 
has left. But it is a judgment of vacancy, and thereafter, in 


, in de- 
termining as to how many men can sit and vote in that body, ref- 
erence must be had to that declaration and that ra Are a that 
one man is dead; and the establishment of the death upon the 
record establishes the vacancy in and of itself. 
bs ATA ee end an ey eee 

as , ifi e (and I am 
argument at present on the assumption which I make that it is 
true) that the constitution of the State of Delaware does not per- 
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mit a man whois sworn in as governor of the State longer ; 
and exercise the functions of State senator, then when the « 
establishes by its records that he has been sworn in as ¢ 
it is just like the establishment of the fact of his death. 
‘ Mr. ALLEN. Will my colleague permit me to make as) ex03. 
ion? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to my colleague that the similo ho 
makes, in which he says the ascertainment that the dis: ilified 
senator of Delaware was disqualified would be similar ¢., 


o sit 
‘nate 
overnor 


of death, is, in my judgment, unsound in this respect. is 
one case there is a man in esse, a being endowed with |! tho 
faculties of a man, exercising in fact and discharging the duties 


of the office of senator. In the other case there is an also inte 
vacancy by death; there is no body or anything else in existence. 


Therefore I call my colleague's attention to the fact that there is 
some difficulty with the simile. 
Mr. TH TON. If the officer officially dies it does not make 


any difference that the man walks and is still on earth. 

the same in one case as in another.. 
Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague will 
Mr. THURSTON. I wish to sa 


It is just 


rmit me— 
t while I am willing to 


— for suggestion or inquiry, as I stated, I do not care to vielq 
or detailed ent. 
Mr. AL . I will not interrupt my colleague after this. 


Mr. THURSTON. If the Senator from Nebraska wishes to ask 


me any question or to make any a suggestion, he can d 
so. The Senator will have time for his argument. I do 1. Sia 
to — to that in detail. 
. ALLEN. I am a juror and my colleague is the lawyer, 
2 juror seeking ghtenment, wish to put a question to 
e er. 
Mr. STON. Certainly; I yield to any question. 


Mr. ALLEN. The question is whether it would not re uire, 
in the case my colleague mentions, the order of the senate creat- 
ing a “eaeer oe the case of the living individual occupying the 
office, as the hand of death created the vacancy in the other case. 
Would it not require some action on the part of the senate’ [ 
ag oe I shall not interrupt him any more. 

r. THURSTON. There must be, in at: simply an 
establishment of the disq fact we © y in which he 
sits asa member. When that y establishes and puts upon its 
record the disqualification itself, the results follow, the sime as 
when a man is dead he does not come back. When they declare 
that he is no longer officially qualified to sit in the senate. he may 
be there in body, but he is not there as an officer. He may lift 
his voice, but it will not be in parliamentary debate. !1« may 
vote, but his vote is like the wind outside. It is not a part of the 

of the senate of the State of Delaware. 

I insist that the senate of the State of Delaware not only estab- 
lished by affirmative action the disqualification of Mr. Watson 
further to sit as a member of that ¥, but that it did pronounce 
a judgment of ouster absolutely, or else you can not give to the 
= and explicit which was used by that lezislative 

y any reasonable interpretation. I-have understood that itis 
never ed—and that is the established law of the lan— that 
al ative body uses a sentence or a word except for a purpose. 
Members of bellies ~~ superfluous words and for very little 
bpoye but when the body acts it is always held that every word 
em 


oyed has a and a meaning, and they must be given 
plain intent and mea: in their construction. 
Now, on the 9th day of A 1895, the senate resolved: 
Resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of |) care 
in general assembly met, That the members of the general assem!)|y have 
heard with the d sorrow of the death of his excellency, Joshua !i. Mar- 
vil, late governor of the State of Delaware; 
There —— declare a vacancy in the office of governor. ‘ow, 
Senators agree with me t no other or further judgment 


was necessary u that point completely and thoroug)|y and 

irrevocably to blish the fact ten a secencs in the 

office of governor. did not say eo; they did not say, ‘‘ There 

is a vacancy ‘because governor is .” They said, ‘The 

governor is dead.” The vacancy was there because he was (vad. 
Now, what else did they do? 


Resolved, That the Hon. James L. Wolcott, be, and he is hereby, 
cr the tecathest office to W 


‘of the sonata, ho, - See 

oshua Marvil reason , ernor, the Mon. 
the constitution, szercise the office of 

governor entila governor the people shall be duly qualified. 


They established the death. They directed the oath of office as 


governor to be administered in the of the senate to that 
man whom the constitution had pointed out asthe succes the 
= in the exercise of Office. What else? William T. 
rose before a and, as appears by the record, 


solemnly swore, among 
: That t wh orm the duties of the office of governor of the State «{ Dela 
ware . 
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Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
TT OAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon for tke interruption 

Mr. g the r’s m for tks in . 

Mr. THURSTON. I yield to the Senator from MDlinois. 

Mr. PALMER. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question. Was there ever a time from the beginning of the bal- 
loting until the 9th of May when the vote of Senator Watson would 
have elected a Democrat? 

Mr. HOAR. No; and there was not a time from the 9th of April 
to that day when he had oe right to give it. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I have more confidence in 
the newspapers than I have in politicians, and should hate to be- 
lieve that any reputable newspaper of the United States ever sup- 

x1 for a single day during which that joint convention was 

ld that the governor of the State of Delaware was a constitu- 
tional shuttlecock, to flit hither and thither between the governor's 
office and the senate. 

it is said, however, and a very specious argument is built up 
therefrom, that William T. Watson did not become governor of 
the State of Delaware, and the whole pivotal point m the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana rests upon that assertion. He 
iterated and reiterated that he did not become the governor of the 
State of Delaware. Well, he took the oath as governor, the same 
oath that the man took whom he succeeded. He occupied the 
same office; he nee every act and every duty that other 
man did or could perform. Not only that, but, as was ; 
he was called governor, not as I was once called judge, use 
my opponent was elected, but he was called governor he 
‘was governor and in the office and exercising its powers; and not 
only that, but 1 venture to say, and 1 do not think anybody will 
deny it, that after he went into the governor's office he signed 
every commission, every message, every official document as 
ernor. 

Do Senators pretend to tell me he was simply speaker of the 
senate of the State of Delaware exercising the functions of gov- 
ernor? Did he ever sign a commission in that way, with that 
title? Never. It is claimed that he was holding simply as pre- 
siding officer of the senate, and yet, sir, under the constitution he 
may have been required to act as governor, under contingencies 
likely to arise, long after the expiration of the constitutional term 
as speaker of the senate. For it might well be that while he was 
still exercising the office no election of a governor at the next 

neral election should be had, or that the man elected then might 

ie before qualifying, or refuse to qualify. It is not necessary to 
show that this contingency did happen. It is only to 
test the question by showing that it might have happened, and 
that Mr. Watson might, under the constitution, which directed 
him to exercise the office of governor until his successor was 
elected by the people and qualidi ed, remain governor months, even 

ears, after the expiration of his term as senator. Not only that, 
but suppose the governor elected by the people at the next general 
election failed to qualify, a new legislature would come in and 
they would elect a new president of the senate, and William T. 
Watson's term as senator would be over, yet he would still, under 
the direction of that constitution, ‘orm the duties of the execu- 
tive office until a governor e by the people should out. 
Do gentlemen pretend to tell me that if that contingency ad 
happen, and the new legislature, of which he was not a member, 
should come in and be organized and elect a president of the 
senate, the new president of the senate could go into the gov- 
ernor’s office turn William T. Watson out? No, sir. He is 
not directed to go in there as an officer; it is simply the specifica- 
tion of one particular individual, by office, upon whom the mantle 
of the executive shall fall in a certain emergency; that is all. 

But the Senator from Indiana says that in all cases the governor 
elected by the people is called governor in the constitution, and the 
man who comes in to fill his unex term is not called governor 
in the constitution, but is to as the person e the 
duties of governor. Let us see. Section 5 of Article Ill of the 
constitution of Delaware provides that— 

No member of Congress nor person holding any office under the United 
States or this State— 

What? Shall be governor? No— 
shall exercise the office of governor. 


The same language; and yet the Senator from Indiana says that 
the constitution does not refer to the speaker of the senate, after 
he comes into the office, as governor, because he is not governor. 
Well, sir, if the constitution of Delaware does not mean governor 
when it refers to the person exercising the duties of that office, 
then that provision of the constitution could not refer to the gov- 
ernor, but could refer only to William T. Watson, or to wh 
came in in case of to exercise the duties of 


Maxrcu 18, 


the man who comes in there to exercise that office in case o{ 4 


_| vacancy; and then the constitution will read: 


No person holding any office under this State shall exercise the office of sy. 
ernor in case of a vacancy under the constitution. a 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me t 
ask him a question? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand the Senator to assert that no «1. 
ator can be governor. Is it not true that the constitution 
that in certain cases a senator shall be governor? 

Mr. THURSTON. Iwill admit that there is a provision of pro 
motion, but that is all it is, in my judgment. It is not a warrant 
to exercise the two offices at the same time. But that does not»; 
away from ee rye ee I addressed to the Senator from [.\j- 
ana, who insisted that this constitution in some places said poy. 
ernor and in others referred to the exercise of the o: of governor; 
and who said that when it said “ "it always meant the 
governor elected by the people, and when it said “exercise (ho 

of governor” it always meant the man who came in to fil! a 
vacancy, and therefore this inte The constitu- 


ays 


” rpretation is true. 
tion expressly declares that no State officer, no man holding any 
office under the State, shall exercise the office of governor. rf 
_Mr. President, I do not insist upon the refined and subtle dis. 
tinction as made by the Senator from Indiana. I prefer to be 
——_ and not hold him to the ication of his own doctrine. 
ithout reviewing in detail all t wherein these terms 
are used in the constitution, it is perfectly evident and apparent 
to any man who has had to do with the construction of laws and 
constitutions that the constitution uses the term *‘ governor” .n( 
the words “exercise the office of governor” as interchange.:|)\, 
Te the same, applied to the same individual. The governor 
elected by the is one of the men “exercising the office of 
governor” who shall hold no other State office; the man who 
a in to map apomen is also pee coe of governor, 
therefore, by express pro specification, is also the 
man who shall hold no other State office. I insist that there is no 
clause in that constitution which authorizes a senator of that 
State, as senator or while senator, to hold or exercise the office of 
governor of that State. 

Mr. PEFFER. Now, will the Senator at that point refer t. t)o 
constitutional provision which I marked out for hisattention «11.5 
time ago? I think it comes in place right there. 

Mr. THURSTON. I will do so: “ no person shall hold 
more than one of the following offices at the same time, to 
wit”— 

Mr. PEFFER. That is it. 

Mr. THURSTON. “Treasurer, attorney-general,” etc., © reg- 
ister, or sheriff.” 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not that exclude all other offices? 

Mr. THURSTON. Oh, not at all, Mr. President; that does not 
limit the common law in _ respect. It will be seen by a cire- 
ful analysis of the duties an bilities of the offices spevi- 
fied that they are all executive and might not be incom pati- 
ble one with the other, or they might be. 

Mr. PEFFER. But the word “executive” does not appear. 

Mr. THURSTON. But the still holds good that 
the common law is enforced in of Delaware unless it is 
modified or limited by i , and that is nota 

imitati that the legislative and 
executive offices are not incompatible one with the other. The 
whole theory of our Government is built upon the superstructure 

ing out of the mee cote powers of government 
, in people. It has been from 
purpose of the fathers, and of al! svc- 


branches of the Govern- 

For, t, under the government 

of despotism they were all vested in and exercised by one pers". 
The sno head made the law; the one su head inter- 
and vane supreme 

Our fathers 

that liberty could 

these three 

See te diferent offi- 

this coun- 

ts of constitu- 

the exercise of any two of 

person of one man. — 

constitutional government !)15 

isalreadyinsight. The bu!- 

between these t powers 

executive, and ial—anid | 

find me, except for mere temporary 
constitution in this country has permitt: 

these several branches of the Government, 

fundamental in their distinction one from the other, have been 
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Constitution of the United States, for illustration, for the Consti- 
tution of the Cnited States contains no bill of rights, no laying 
down in its original draft of fundamental principles, but here are 
these 39 cases out of 45, and the Senator from Delaware has dis- 
covered, with all his diligence in this direction, that out of the 45 
States where this principle prevails, in Rhode Island, down as late 
as 1842, there was this commingling of offices in that one case, and 
in 1844, when they adopted the new constitution in Rhode Island, 
they inserted the same provision. Now, I ask the Senator from 
Delaware whether in all his researches he has found any other case 
where the governor of a State at the same time has ever acted asa 
member of the legislature? 


; , ¢ together in the person of one man. It 
rocomming in Our theory of our Government; it needs no con- 
i of this country know, thank God, that it is incom- 

tible for one man to be the executive and the legislature, and if 
= incompatible for one man to be the executive and the legisla- 
. ea so it is also pro tanto an impossibility for one man to be a 
a of the executive and a part of the legislative branches of the 
Povernment at thesame time. We aim to prevent it. We have 
asserted that the limitation exists in all the States, from ocean to 
ocean, aud stands as the law understood of all men. 

I grant you, sir, that there are cases of mere temporary moment 


























when it is permitted, from the very necessity of the case, that one Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, we are both presuming upon the 
man shall perform two distinct duties and hold two distinct offices, extreme indulgence of the Senator from Nebraska. 
put I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the constitu- Mr. THURSTON. Not at all. 


tion of the State of Delaware has not, in any place, provided for 
any of those mere temporary, passing, limited, fleeting emergen- 
cies, There is not a provision in the constitution of the State 
which provides for the exercise of the office of governor by any 
man when the governor is out of the State temporarily or is sick. 
There is no provision in your constitution, so far as I have dis- 
covered, which provides for any of those mere incidental and 
temporary vacancies. If there is it certainly is not the provision 
under consideration in this case. ; 

Mr. PEFFES. Would not such a case be included under the 

“jnabili 

= THURSTON. I shall cometothatinamoment. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests that there is no pro- 
vision for filling his office when he is duck hunting. [Laughter.] 
L ask the Senator from Delaware does he know of any provision 
of the constitution which provides for any mere temporary per- 
formance of the duties of the office of governor on account of an 
inability not producing a vacancy in the office? 

Mr.GRAY. Noneatall. If the Senator will pardon me—for I 
do not wish tointerrupt him in the course of his argument—I think 
there is not only no provision in the constitution providing for 
such a tem exercise of the office not amounting toa vacancy, 
but that is nothing in the constitution within its four cor- 
ners that is even capable of having the inference drawn from it 
that there is anything prewar for except a vacancy upon the 
emergency described in the constitution. 

If the Senator will allow me, while [ am on my feet I will say— 
I did not wish to interrupt him, but have been enjoying his argu- 
ment by listening—he was speaking a moment ago of the univer- 
sality (1 am not using his exact language) of the American doctrine 


Mr. GRAY. I merely rose for the purpose of calling the Sena- 
tor’s attention, if perchance he had forgotten it in the heat of his 
argument, to the fact that there should be no inherent incompat- 
ibility, in the American sense, between the exercise to a limited 
degree of legislative and executive functions by the same person, 
inasmuch as we had in an American State constitution, that we 
admitted to be consonant with the American spirit, this instance 
of the express devolution of both legislative and executive func- 
tions upon the same individual. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall have the pleasure, I hope, in my ar- 
gument, to convince the Senator from Delaware that the Rhode 
Island case proves the rule, and, instead of breaking down this 
great principle of American constitutional law, which has been 
so magnificently vindicated by the Senator from Nebraska, this 
case in little Rhode Island proves the rule. Hence it was that I 
wanted to ask the Senator from Delaware right here and now 
whether he has found any other case? 

Mr. GRAY. I shall be glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator found any other case? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not want to trespass further on the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator can answer that question, and 
then I shall sit down. Has the Senator found any other case? 

Mr: GRAY. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston] has 
the floor. 

Mr.THURSTON. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] has used such delightful adjectives in his 
reference to me that I am willing to give him all the time he 
desires. 

I did not intend to have it understood, in presenting the general 















































of incompatibility, and statec that there was nowhere between the | proposition of the division of powers under our form of Govern- 
oceans any instance of a governor exercising the legislative power, | ment, that there might not be isolated cases wherein the pe yple 


or a legislature usurping the executive power, or one person seek- | of some State had thought it would be ent irely safe to a hmited 
ing to exercise @ part of the one or the other, and the Senator | extent, and guarded by constitutional provisions, to let one man 
dwelt aa on that general fact—— occasionally exercise some of the functions of both kinds of office, 
Mr. THURS IN. Idid not make it quite that broad; but I | and I imagine that in Rhode Island the people of that State live 
ask a citation of such case. so neighborly and so close together that they had an idea that 
Mr.GRAY. In Rhode Island, in 1842, a constitution for that | they could keep their eyes on all their officers at all times of the 
State was adopted—how long it continued in force I am not able | day, 
to tell the Senator or the Senate—but in it we find that so far from Mr. GRAY. That was the way in Delaware. 
regarding the office of governor and member of the legislature or Mr. THURSTON. And that was the way in Delaware. It 
the exercise of the executive and legislative powers as incompat- | seems, however, that ‘eternal vigilance is the price of liberty” 
ible, it expressly provides that— in Delaware. 
The governor, and in his absence the lieutenant-governor, shall preside in Mr. President, [ address myself to the suggestion of the Senator 
the senate and in grand committee— from Kansas [Mr. Perrer], and I do it for the purpose of empha- 
Whatever that may be— sizing the proposition that under the true construction of the 
The presiding officer of the senate and grand committee shall havea right | constitution of Delaware it will not be found, and can not be 
to vote in case of equal division, but not otherwise. found, that the people of that State ever intended that, after the 
That is, the governor shall have a right to vote in case of equal | transfer of the speaker of the senate to the executive office, he 
division. should still remain in the performance of his duties as senator. 
Mr.CHANDLER. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me | The constitution provides: 
Ss ane ek cee SEERENY | ar apene acancy happening nh oe of gorermor— 
bility of offices connected with the different branches of the I am indebted to the Senator from Delaware for his very frank 
but since the suggestion of the Senator from Dela- | and explicit statement that he agrees with me in my understand- 
ware, lask to make this statement: The Senator from Nebraska | ing of the meaning of that provision. The constitution makers of 
said that it needed no constitutional affirmation to establish this | Delaware did not provide, and did not intend to provide, in that 
division of the three branches of the Government. The Senator | instrument anywhere for the mere case of any temporary absence 
that there were no such constitutional affirmations, | or inability of the governor to perform the duties of his office. 
I shall take occasion to show, feebly following in the foot- | They limited the induction of another man into that position ex- 
of the Senator from Nebraska, there are express provisions | pressly and solely to a case when a vacancy occurred. That va 
+ 89 of our 45 State constitutions, and in nearly | cancy can only be a vacancy of one of four kinds specified and 
one of the 39 cases there is the express provision, not only | limited in the constitution. It must be a vacancy caused by 
division of powers, but that no person or collection of per- | death, by resignation, by removal. or by the inability of the gov- 
sons toany one branch of the Government shall exercise | ernor. I grant that the constitution of Delaware might have pro- 
any of the belonging toany other branch of the Govern- | vided that during the inability of the governor So-and-So might 
ment, To this there are six exceptions. Delaware is oneof them; | perform the duties of the office—and that is substantially the pro- 
New York is one of them; Pennsylvania is one of them; but I sub- | Vision we have in some of our Western States; I presume in Kansas, 
mit to the Senator from Nebraska and to the Senator from Dela- | and I know in Nebraska—that a certain designated official shall 
ware that those exceptions were not because the principle was not | temporarily perform the duties of or act as governor; but Delaware 
the same in those States, but because it had become a universal, e no provision for that kind of a case. It only provided that 
q fundamental American principle. There is no such clause in the | where that inability resulted in a vacancy in the office it should 
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be filled, and in the last clause of that provision of the constitu- 
tion is the declaration that I consider very material: 
The governor shall not be removed from his office for inabilit 


fe concurrence of two-thirds of all the members of each branch 
ture. 


In my judgment—and in that I may possibly be wrong—a va- 
cancy in the office of governor of Delaware by reason of inability 
can not be established in any other way than by the exercise of the 
power of the legislature set forth in that provision; in other 
words, a governor may lie at the point of death; he may be car- 
ried off by thé public enemy; he may be paralyzed, speechless, 
powerless, and yet there is no vacancy in that office, and there can 
not be a vacancy in that office until the constitutional authority 
establishes it under that constitutional provision. That is the 
most natural thing in the world. 

Who would be the man to say when inability had reached the 
ee which would create a vacancy in that office? The doctor? 

what authority? The speaker of the senate, seeking the office? 
ow? He would be amere usurper if he undertook to enter upon 
the pesereete of the duties of the office of governor “nless and 
until there had been established in a constitutional ere vacancy 
in that office. The constitution provides that it be deter- 
mined by two-thirds of the legislature, but nothing is filled until 
a@ vacancy happens. When a vacancy happens, we are all agreed 
that the former governor, whether he is dead or has resigned, or 
whether he has reached that point of inability which may create 
the vacancy, can rever go back into that office unless he is reelected 
by the people. That is the constitution. Whenever that emer- 
mcy ha — the executive term is ended, done, complete; and 
oes that our, and until a new governor is elected by the le 
and duly qualified, there is one continuous vacancy in that office 
for the whole remainder of the term. It can not be shortened. 
The man whom the constitution — in there to be governor when 
the vacancy happens remains there for the whole time, and he 
can not be islodged by the return and the demand of the governor 
whose inability pete the vacancy. The old governor, who 
has been declared to be under inability sufficient to constitute a 
vacancy in office, never comes back and raps upon the door with 
power of official demand. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator whether he is mak- 
ing his argument based upon the peculiar provision of the con- 
stitution of Delaware, and assuming the case of which he ; 
that the disability or vacancy has been actually declared by the 
legislature? 

r. THURSTON. Oh, no; I am not assuming that. I do not 
need to reach that point as to whether the ree has been de- 
clared in this case. They said he was dead, and therefore there 
was a rarer. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not speaking about this case, but the 

eral = of the Senator. I agree with him if the legis- 

ture dec & vacancy and if the person designated by the con- 
stitution assumes the office of governor, that the governor who 
has been ousted, so to speak, by the declaration of the 1 ture, 
can not get back into office—certainly he can not get back without 
action on the part of the legislature restoring him; but I do not 
agree with the argument of the Senator from Nebraska that in no 
case, under no constitution, where a governor once ceases to act, 
although he is a living governor, he never can <et back, and I take 
the case which was suggested to me by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts the other day, the same case to which the Senator from 
Nebraska has alluded, where there is a capture of the governor 
by the public - 

Mr. THURSTON. The Senator misunderstands me in my pres- 
entation. In the Delaware plan their governor may go over to 
New York and stay a week; he may be captured and carried off 
by the oy That does not necessarily, and of itself, create a 
vacancy in that office; and I insist that the vacancy can not be 
created except by a determination of the legislature that the ina- 
bility has reached that point where it does exist. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I call the Senator's attention to the incon- 
venience, so to speak, of that ar, ent. Of course this is all a 
remote field of epoee eens but if the governor is taken sick, he 
can not call the legislature to meet if it is not in session; if the 

vernor is captured by the J cmp enemy, he can not call the legis- 
abe together rey Aha e vacancy; and hence the Senator’s 
argument would seem to leave Delaware without an executive in 
two cases, we will say of the insanity of the executive or the cap- 
ture of the executive. That may possibly be so under the peculiar 

rovisions of the Delaware constitution, or on account of omissions 

the Delaware consiitution; but I do not understand it to be a 
—_ law or public constitutional law of the various States of 

e Union. 

Mr. THURSTON. Almost every State with whose constitu- 
tion I am familiar has an express provision, which is entirely 
wanting in the Delaware constitution, for the mere temporary 
exercise of the duties of the office of governor in case the governor 
is out of the State or sick. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me a 


but with 
the legis- 


Marcu 18, 
moment on that point, I will say that I think there cay, 
uestion at all that the express provisions of the consti: 
laware settle this matter precisel 
braska states it. In the first place, it 

Article ITI: 


U yen in the office of is death 
oe oer rod governor, by his deat) 


They are all there together— 
the speaker of the senate shall exercise the office until Wr ¢ 
the people shall be duly qualified. — 
While the last clause of the same section provides: 
The governor shall not be removed from his office for inability | 


concurrence of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the |... 


So the inability must be declared by a two-thirds vote t) inal 

a permanent vacancy; but when that vacancy is created and the 
speaker of the senate succeeds to the exercise of the office of goy. 
wa he is there until his successor is elected by the peo) le ang 
q es. 
Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably that is the constitution of 
Delaware. However unfortunate it might be in an en 
there is no constitutional provision for any mere temporiry exer. 
cise of the office of governor of Delaware such as the Senator from 
New Eton pt . CHANDLER] points out. 

Mr. C DLER. I am not now undertaking to controvert 
that proposition as to the Delaware constitution, but I do «a1! the 
attention of the Senator from Nebraska to the fact, which I hava 
verified by very careful examination, that nearly all the State 
constitutions, although they have many provisions gem riily the 
same, are diverse in various methods of providing {vr estap. 


be no 


as the Senator fr m Ne 


declares in section 14 of 
i 
ted by 


with the 
ature, 


rye ney, 


lishing vacancies in the office of governor ané@ of filling t)ein. 
Mr. THURS 


‘ .T TON. In almost every other State of this Union, 
in fact in all, so far as I know or have had occasion to examine, 
the constitution does bate somebody to act, and tells how he 
shall act and when he act in every case of temporary absence 
or inability. 
* Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to add one other fact. with the 
permission of the Senator from Nebraska, to which I call the atten. 
tion of our excellent friend from Kansas [Mr. Perrer), who is 
trying to keep his mind in a judicial frame in connection with 
this inquiry, and that is that the major part of the cases where 
there is this tem provision are cases where a member of 
the executive department of the government, like the seci: ‘ary of 
state, is empowered to exercise these powers ey: and not 
a case where an officer of the legislative branch of the government 
exercises them. 

Mr. THURSTON. The usual Vision is that some other ex- 
ecutive officer shall perform the duties during the mere tempo 
rary absence or disqualification of the governor. 

r. President, I have devoted myself, perhaps, more fully than 
necessary to establish the proposition that the constitution of Del- 
aware only provided that the speaker of the senate show!!! be in- 
ducted into the office of governor when a vacancy ocewrrel. not 
a mere temporary vacancy, but a vacancy that extinguished the 
remainder of the term, but the t is especially important in 
view of the interpretation which is to be placed upon the provi- 
sions of the constitution of the State of Delaware with reference to 
the filling of that office by putting in the speaker of thie senate. 
If it were a mere tem vacancy of an hour or a day ors 
week or even a month, liable to be put an end to by the return of 
the original incumbent, it might be that it would not be dan- 
= or improper to permit one man to exercise temporarily the 

uties of the two offices. But if there was a reason why the peo 
ple of the State of Delaware saw fit or thought it necessary to 
prohibit by constitutional provision that one man show!:! be the 
governor elected by the people and at the same time a senator in 
the legislature, the same reason exists with all its force «s against 
the man who is called in to fill the whole remainder of (he (mm. 
For it may be a year, two years, or, in a remote conting:!» ‘°- 
eral years that he could stay in that office after being on. som 
in. I say if the of State deemed it necessary to guard 
against the hol of the office of or elected by the people 
and the office of senator elected by the people in the —s of one 
man, it was eq asa guard for their liberties that 
they should make same So apply to whatever min came 
into that office to hold it that unexpired term. No* — 
can — out to me any reason in the world why there was 0° 
and is not the same necessity of guarding te combination 
of the exercise of those two offices in the Lg ralitlin 
balance of the term as there was to guard against it in the )~'° 
of the man who was put in in the first instance. - 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator trom Nebraska allow 1» to™ 
terrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. THURSTO:! 


Mr.PASCO. Iunderstand the Senator to claim that tle «poo 
of the senate acts until the close of the term? the 
Mr. THURSTON. He acts until a governor elected 'Y 


POP PANO. “And that may be before the close of the term? 
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THURSTON. It might or it might not. 
Mr: PASCO. I understood the Senator to say — 

Mr. THURSTON. As I — earlier in my presentation, 
while in the ordinary course of affairs a general election would 
come on and the new governor would be elected and qualified 
before the term of the senator expired, yet under that further 
contingency provided for by the constitution the new governor 
wicht die before being qualified, or he might refuse to qualify, and 
therefore from year to year and for a half dozen years there might 
remain that one single vacancy, and the man in there would stay 
until a suecessor was elected by the people and duly qualified. 

Mr. PASCO. It is to that point that I wish to direct the Sena- 
tor’s attention, because the language of the constitution is that 
he shall serve until there is an election of a governor by the people, 
and not until the close of the term. Delaware may have annual 
elections. Itis evident from what I notice in the constitution that 
they have biennial elections. He might serve only a few months. 

Mr. THURSTON. They do have general biennial elections, so 
that in the ordinary case I admit that the new governor would be 
elected within two years from the time of the vacancy. But in 
the con ncy I state—and we must interpret the constitution 
in view of any contingency that may arise—he might have to 
remain in the office long beyond the period of his term as senator 
and for a lo: time even than the original governor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Nebraska will 
allow me. It is shown in this case that four out of the ten men 
whosucceeded to the exercise of the office of governor did hold for 
a considerable length of time beyond the expiration of their terms 
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of 1892, under the constitution he would not take his seat as sen- 
ator until the first Tuesday of January following, and therefore 
I think that Senator Watson's actual term was from the first 
Tuesday of January, 1893, until the first Tuesday of January, 
1897, while the governor elected at the same biennial election 
under the constitution is to qualify and be inducted into his office 
on the third Tuesday in January. Therefore in the case before 
the Senate there could be no election of a new governor until the 
fall election of 1896, this year, and he would go into office under 
the constitution on the third Tuesday of January following. And 
in the precise case before the Senate the term of the senator neces- 
sarily would expire before the governor would come in. 

Mr. PASCO. It would seem to me that the governor elected to 
filla vacancy might come into office directly after the election is 
held, and in that case he would not necessarily be obliged to wait 
until the January following before qualifying. It would be an 
election to fill a vacancy. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam aware that that contention might pre- 
vail. I do not wish to say that it could not, although it would ap- 
pear that as the constitution provides that the election shall take 
place at the regular annual election, the other provisions of the 
constitution with respect to the inauguration of a governor would 
also apply. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Nebraska now permit me? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Nebraska is discussing the 
pivotal point in this whole question, if I understand it, and it is 
very important that we understand one another concerning the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ vacancy,” and also of the word ‘‘ inability,” 
and of the other words that are used in connection with the word 
‘“‘vacancy.” I understand the Senator from Nebraska to mean 
that no vacancy, as the word is used in the constitution of Dela- 
ware, happened except such a one as extends from the time of the 
happening until the end of the term. 

Mr. THURSTON. No; as extends from the time of the happen- 
ing until an election and qualification of a new governor. 

Mr. PEFFER. That would be the end of the term of the officer? 

Mr. THURSTON. It would be, in this case. 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes. 

Mr. THURSTON. But it might not be, because if a governor 
were elected, his term is four years. A month after his election 
he dies. The vacancy would necessarily extend until his suc- 
cessor was elected at the next general election; and that is in two 
years, and not at the end of four years, 

Mr. PEFFER. So I understand. 

Now, the word ‘‘ inability” is used in connection with the word 
“vacancy,” and what I wish to get at just now is whether the 
Senator wishes to be understood as saying that the word “ inabil- 
ity” can not, under a proper construction of the Delaware consti- 
tution, be anything else than such a continued disability as will 
reach to the end of the term of the particular office in question. 

Mr. THURSTON. It can not be any other than such an ina- 
bility as results in vacating the office. The Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] agrees with me that the constitution so provides; 
that it does not provide for any mere temporary filling of the office 
until that governor comes back. When the vacancy happens that 


































as senators. 

Mr. PASCO. The vacancy might occur in the middle of the 
second year. He would then only discharge the duties of the gov- 
ernor’s office for afew months. As I understand it, the term of a 
senator is four years, so that for two years after, and until the 
end of the senatorial term, the senator might act as senator and 
speaker of the senate after the duly elected governor had entered 
upon his office. 

Mr. THURSTON. In the actual case before the Senate Mr. 
Watson had less than two years to serve as senator at the time the 
vacancy ha ed, and he would have held the governor’s office 
at least until the next annual election; I think until the next bi- 
ennial election. But in f event it is true that under the consti- 
tution, in the happening of emergencies thereby provided for, the 
man may be put in that office to stay there beyond the expiration 
of his senatorial term. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 













pires. 
Mr. THURSTON. Yes. 
Mr. CHANDLER. And again, for the benefit of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco], I wish to state that in no case has a 
ever i back to be speaker of the senate. Does the 
Soter from ebraska understand me to be right in this respect, 






























that in no case has the governor gone back to be speaker of the | governor is out: 
senate? The cases cited are those where the governor has gone| Mr. PEFFER. The Senator will pardon me if I appear to be 
back and — acted as senator. persistent, because I am exceedingly anxious to understand this 
Mr. of Oregon. But not as speaker. subject. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Butnever asspeaker; neveras presidingoffi- | Mr. THURSTON. I appreciate that. 
cer of the senate. That office has gone forever when he takes the Mr. PEFFER. How would the Senator dispose of a case of this 
oath as ; kind: Suppose there were a temporary paralysis of the governor 
Mr. P. . Iwas not calling attention to that fact, but to | ora temporary aberration of mind, or something of that sort, which 
the requirement of the constitution that ptm some’ of the senate | physicians would as not regard as fatal or as continuing 
shall exercise the office until a governor elec by the people shall | more than a month or two months or three months—would that 
have duly , and he may be duly _— in two months. | be an inability according to the Senator's understanding of the 
There may be an rtunity for the senator to go back to | word as used in this connection? 


his i senatorial work, and he does not, 
Nebraska stated, necessarily serve in all cases 
term. That is the point to which I wished to 


+ No; Isaid until the end of the governor's 


PASCO. | It is not until the end of the governor's term. 
ot necessarily to the end of the original 


Mr. THURSTON. Unfortunately, and I think by common con- 
sent, it is agreed that there is no provision in the constitution of 
Delaware which provides for anybody to exercise the office of gov- 
ernor other than the governor elected by the people until the office 
is vacated, and the inability which would justify the induction of 
the speaker of the senate into the office of governor for the bal- 
ance of the term must have reached that point where it creates 
and a @ vacancy in the office, and a vacancy once occur- 
rin 


belt 
: 


| 


governor's term, but in the case before the Senate—— t can only be filled in the constitutional way. 
Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— rt. PEFFER. .. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to an act 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). | of Congress passed on the 19th day of January, 1886, providing 
ey Nebraska d to the Senator from Kansas? | for successions to the exercise of the office of President in certain 
Mr. A . The Senator from Kansas will | cases. It reads as follows: 


statement first, however. The Senator 
ANDLER] refers to the fact that in 
’s term as senator would expire 
ew governor would be elected 

ith the Senator as to the time, 
atson was elected at the fall election 


That in case of removal, death, resignation, or inability— 

The Senator will observe that the word “vacancy” does not 
occur, 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand. 

Mr. PEFFER, The Senator will see ina moment what I am 
driving at. 
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That in case of removal, death, resignation, or inability of both the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States, the Secretary of State, or if 


there be none, or in case of his removal, death, tion, or inability, then 
the Secretary of the Treasury, or if there be none, or in case of his removal, 


death, resignation, or inability, then the Secretary of War, or if there be 
none, or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or inability, then the At- 
torney-General, or if there be none, or in case of his removal, death, 

tion, or inability, then the Postmaster-General, or if there be none, or in case 
of his removal, death, resignation, or inability, then the Secretary of the Navy, 
or if there be none, or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or inability 
then the Secretary of the Interior shall act as President until the disabilit 
of the President or Vice-President is removed or a President shall be el é 

Now, in that case, suppose that the President and Vice-President 
are both dead, or suppose, what would be a plainer case perhaps, 
that both of them are unable physically from one cause or another— 
suppose they are imprisoned, imprisoned by an enemy, or any 
other cause—to discharge the duties of the office, and the Secretary 
of State is _— in charge of the office. Does that fact vacate 
the office of Secretary of State? 

Mr. THURSTON. In my judgment not. The Constitution of 
the United States is essentially and radically different, and pro- 
vides for another class of cases for which the constitution of Del- 
aware does not provide. The Constitution of the United States 
provides somebody to exercise the office in case of disability, and 
to exercise it until, and only until, the disability is removed, while | 
the constitution of Delaware, using language that was unneces- 
sary to have been used if it was simply intended to provide for 
that case, says that in case of vacancy on account of death, etc., 
or inability, the office shall be filled, not until the disability is re- 
moved, but until a governor elected by the people is qualified. 

Mr. PEFFER. There is just one more question. ves the in- 
ability to which the Senator refers occur before a judgment by 
the legislature, of whom two-thirds are required to declare it? 

Mr. THURSTON. I have an idea that if the inability were 
actual and the president of the senate saw fit to act on his own 
judgment and should enter into and assume the duties of that 
office, it would be held that his acts were valid. But the consti- 
tution provides no tribunal which shall determine when that va- 
cancy or inability exists, except the legislature, and it is perfectly 
apparent that the constitution of Delaware has not taken into 
account any mere temporary incidental inability of the governor 
to perform the office. 

Now, Mr. President, in view of the proposition that the new 
man coming into that office is necessarily to remain there as his 

redecessor would have remained, or at least for what may be a 
ong term, covering more than one session of the legislature pos- 
sibly, as I have said, if the people were justified in saying that it 
was dangerous, and so dangerous that it must be provided against, 
that one man in his own person at the same time should exercise 
the office of governor elected by the people and member of the 
legislature, it was also just as dangerous and just as much a case 
to be provided inst that the same thing should not be done by 
the man whom the people have not elected to fill that office, for it 
may well be that they could more safely trust the man elected by 
the people than they could the man upon whom the duties of the 
office devolved. 

But it was suggested the other day that Watson went into that 
office not as governor but as speaker of the senate. Who would 
have been impeached had he committed a high crime in the exer- 
cise of the office of governor? Would you have impeached the 
governor or the president of the senate? If impeachment lies 
against the president of the senate it can only lie against him for 
malfeasance in the office of speaker of the senate. It is probably 
true that impeachment does not lie against a senator as such. It 
seems to me that the mere statement of the es gare is conclu- 
sive that if William T. Watson had commi a high crime in 
the exercise of the office of governor it would have been the gov- 
ernor and the governor's office that would have been liable to im- 
peachment, and not the senator and the senator's office. Unless 
this is so the person exercising the office of governor can not be 
impeached, no matter what — crimes he may commit. 

iwi 1 somewhat abridge the latter part of my argument, owing 
to the fact that I have taken up more time than I had intended. 
I hasten on without pausing to more thoroughly discuss those pro- 
visions of the constitution which it seems to me specifically de- 
clare that these two duties, these two functions, these two <item 
shall not be exercised simultaneously and at fhe same time by any 
one man. 

Passing over those points, which have been so thoroughly dis- 
cussed and so thoroughly presented before, [come to the conten- 
tion of the other side, that by the senate of Delaware or by the 
joint convention after he became governor, William T. Watson 
was adjudicated back into the senate. That is the p tion. 
They insist that something took place in the senate or the joint 
convention of Delaware which, by a tribunal having exclusive 
jurisdiction, reestablished the right of William T. Watson to sit 
and vote as a senator. 

In the early part of my argument the gentlemen panne 
side insisted that even the solemn ng upon records of 
the senate of established facts which in and of themselves consti- 
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tuted an inability to hold the office was not a judgment of * | 
and yet they turn now on this p: tion and insist that a bia: k 
sheet, the absence of any record of the senate of Delaware in ¢}.. 
nature of an adjudication of any kind, is a judgment that Wj));,,, , 
T. Watson was voted back into the senate, and his right ther 


passed upon by the senate of Delaware or the joint convent 

illiam T. Watson was sworn in as governor on the 9th day ,, 
April, 1895, in the presence of thesenate, his oath was spread 11), 
the record, they bade him good-bye, and they put thatalso upon the 
record. They inducted him into the office of governor and {}\.. 
ushered him out of the office of senator and spread that upon ti. 


record. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. They passed a resolution th.)\- 


a. 

r. THURSTON. They passed a resolution tenderiny }\;\, 
thanks. I do not know thatthe Senator from Oregon was iu w)\ 
I referred to that this morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL of O m. No; Iwas not in. 

Mr. THURSTON. I said at that time, if I remember the 
guage, that we do not build monuments to the quick nor inser} 
epitaphsto theliving. Itisat the end of an official term, it aj\\ 
is, that we spread upon the records of official bodies the eulo. 
to the officer who has filled the place. They sent him out 
say he came back and his seat there was readjudicated. By what 
action? I turn to the of the journal of the senate 0 
State of Delaware and they are not written upon in that respect. 
They have not spoken. e gentlemen upon the other side 
insist upon the finality of a judgment which does not appear o 
the record at all insist upon establishing that judgment by ; 


davit. 
Mr. HIL Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Mr. TH TON. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. I observe that after he had taken this oath to which 
the Senator has referred and became governor a resolution was 
offered, as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the senate are eminently due, and are } 
SS aes i re wo ot — aaaee. - the cour 
ized ‘the discharge of the delicate and poem Ait duties of said fice 

It was ‘“* William T. Watson, speaker of the senate,” to whom 
they referred. 

Mr. THURSTON. The gentleman is merely quibbling. That 
is a mere quibble. That resolution in all human probability was 
drawn and in the hands of the man who presented it before the 
oath of office as governor was adminis to Mr. Watson. 

Mr. HILL. I supposed the Senator was claiming that this res- 
olution of thanks was entitled to some weight; that it had some 
significance. ‘Therefore I called his attention to the fact that it is 
an admission that he was speaker of the senate then and there. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is an adjudication, he claims. 

Mr. HILL. Call it anything you please. It did not refer to 
him as the late senator at all. The Senator from Nebraska 
brought it in as entitled to some weight on this judicial question; 
that is all. 

Mr. PASCO. It was after he was sworn in as governor. 

Mr. HILL. The resolution was adopted after he was sworn in 
as governor, as the Senator from Florida suggests. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow 
me, it seems to me that it has just as much weight as the fact 
that Watson took the chair and crowded out Mr. Records and 
assumed to act as speaker of the senate about five minutes !)fore 
they went into joint assembly. . 

Mr. THURSTON. As I suggested, that is the mere refinement 
of a quibble. There is no doubt that that resolution was drawn — 

robably it had been written on a typewriter—that morniny ve- 
Oe the commencement of the session and was in the hanis 0! the 
man who presented it. The mere grammatical construction 0! it 
has nothing to do with the question. , 

Mr. HILL. The Senator does not answer my question. : 

Mr. THURSTON. That it was deemed the proper occasion ‘vr 
the passage of such a resolution was like holding funeral services 
and delivering an oration over the dead. : 

Mr. HILL. Thatmay be, but I the resolution referred 
to some live person, namely, the of the senate. {hat is 
what I supposed it to. It does not even refer to [iin as 
the late speaker. There may be some evidence here that th: >" 
know about and that nobody else khows about ‘0 

cop made in the morning; 
ere. If the resolution 
that the resolution 


reby 


ator seems to 


dead. ee ya 
I ask the Senator from New York 
legislative body stopped in the 











middle of a person’s term to thank him for his conduct as presid- 
"te. HILL. There is nothing in law to prevent its being done, 
and it seems from the terms of this resolution that it was done, 
and done while he was speaker, and so it speaks of him as speaker, 
not the late speaker, not a dead speaker, but alive speaker. That 
is the — I would not have noticed it except that the Senator 
from Nebraska spoke of the fact that this vote of thanks was a 


very significant point on this question, whereas I claim that it 
argues right to contrary. 
Mr. TON. Mr. President, I once knew an indictment to 


be quashed because a boy who forged an order did not understand 
the use of grammar, and wrote it, ‘‘ This boy had my authority to 
get them harness.” The court held that that was a mere recital 
of a past event. But I do not think the fact that the man who 
drafted that resolution did not understand grammar, although he 
may have lived in Delaware, is a fact from which the Senate of 
the United States is to adjudge and determine that the speaker was 
still there as speaker. It is the mere inadvertence in the use of a 

ammatical term; it is a mere accident. 

Mr. HILL. I am so to hear this reflection upon Senator 


Pierce—a ublican, and supposed to be well educated, and from 
Delaware—who offered the resolution. I think he knew what he 
was about. 


Mr. THURSTON. The Republican party does not rely upon 
the grammatical knowledge and the higher education of its mem- 
betel Weare not educated in all the refinements of the schools, 
like so many of our Democratic brethren. What we rely upon is 


the common sense and everyday patriotism of the members 
of the blican party in the United States. However, Mr. 
President, I find myself most agreeably diverted, but still diverted 


from the course of my argument. 

Mr. HILL. I will not use the old saying as to what is the last 
refuge of certain gentlemen; that it is an appeal to patriotism. I 
will not quote that. 

Mr. THURSTON. I am delighted to be interrupted by the 
Senator from New York. In fact I had no idea that I was doing 
anything which entitled me toe t his return to the Senate for 
the — of taking a hand in this discussion. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, William T. Watson went intothe governor's office and stayed 
there for just a month. The records of the State senate do not 
show that he ever came back into that body and exercised any of 
the duties of that office. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The journal shows he did not. 
Mr. THURSTON. It shows that he did not. It is only by the 
consideration of ex affidavits on the floor of the American 


Senate and by the highest tribunal of adjudication, that it can be 
claimed for one single moment that William T. Watson ever came 
back into the Delaware senate and did anything in the nature of 
exercising the duties of that office. 

I will not stop to repeat the able, extended, and conclusive argu- 
ment of the Senator from the State of Oregon [Mr. MitcHe.] 
made the other day upon the proposition that the proceedings of 
the legislative body must be tested by what they have spread upon 


the record. He did no act which compelled the senate of that 
State to pass that question before they went into joint con- 
vention. He did no act which required the senate to pass upon 


the question of his right to sit there and act there and vote there 
asasenator. There is not an act, not a line on the record to show 
it, but there is an express negative of it. The affidavits filed in the 
case wherein they pretend to say that he voted on a certain cor- 
poration bill are negatived by the record, which shows that no 
corporation bill was before the senate on that morning. Not only 
that, sir, but every vote taken in the senate during that whole 
morning is spread on the record by the yeas and nays, and there 
were never more than 8, and there were 8 votes cast on every one 
of those measures. Watson did not vote. The other 8 all voted 
time and time again. Watson never voted; the record does not 
show that he voted; the record denies it. He came in there sim- 

y by the courteous permission of the senate and nothing else; 

ere is no pretense of an adjudication, there was nothing to act 
upon. 

But it is said that he seized the gavel of authority and headed 
the , precension to the joint assembly. Many a man has marched 
at the head of the procession before now without its being held 
was thereby commissioned as brigadier-general and en- 
the rank from that time on. The fact that he marched 
head of that procession does not entitle him to say that he 
adjudicated as still in the office of senator. But they went 
the joint convention, and he did ide, and senators, hwed 
the fact that the governor of the State was there pretending 
act as senator, silent. It is said that silence gives consent, 
but, sir, did that joint pry ag the least tittle of authority 
to pass upon the question of Mr. Watson's power to still act or 


uate ot the es. The moment you assert that 
you are met with the fact that if any action on the 
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part of that joint assembly can be held as an adjudication of the 
right of a senator to act and to sit as a senator, then it must be be 
cause there is —— in that joint convention to pass upon 
the title. If there is authority in that joint convention to pass 
upon the title of senator then he can by that joint convention be 
voted out of office by the members of the house alone against the 
negative vote of the whole senate, because the house outnumbers 
the senate. The mere statement of that proposition is sufficient 
to show that whatever was done in that joint assembly there was 
no authority and no pretense of authority that it could bind the 
Senate of the United States or anybody else upon the question of 
William T. Watson's right to exercise the office of senator. 

I have not altogether completed the argument that I set before 
me, but I hasten to a close. The facts in this case are established 
on record, are admitted by the parties, and all that remains in 
order to pronounce the correct judgment is to interpret the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware as it applies to those facts. Sir, 
that interpretation of the constitution of the State of Delaware is 
not within the power of the senate of Delaware to make. It has 
not that right. It is not acourt for that purpose. If it pretends 
to act, its construction of the constitution of Delaware is not bind- 
ing upon any other tribunal before which or in which that ques- 
tion may come for decision. 

Sir, we are to establish a permanent rule that is to govern the 
future election of Senators of the United States. 
rising high above party considerations. It is a question purely of 
a patriotic and a legal character. I hope, sir, that in the determi- 
nation of this question the Senate will rise to the dignity and im- 
portance of the power vested in it under the Constitution of the 
United States to pass for itself upon the election and qualifica- 
tions of each of its own members. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to speak upon the pending resolu- 
tion. I do not desire to proceed to-night. The Chair will inform 
me what agreement was made about the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Chair understands that the unfinished business is now prop- 
erly before the Senate. The Secretary will announce the bill by 
title which is the unfinished business. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (5.502) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. NELSON. Lhope the Senator from Oregon will withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
nesota. 

Mr. NELSON. 
of Senate bill 2221. 
country. 

Mr. BERRY. Let it be taken up without displacing the unfin- 
ished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks that, temporarily displacing the unfinished business, the Senate 
shall proceed to consider a bill which will be read by title. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on 
the Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to 
strike out section 1,in the following words: 

That those persons, their heirs, or legal representatives, who, between the 
15th day of August, A. D. 1887, and the Ist day of January, A. D. 1889, settled 
upon and made final proof and final entry, under the homestead 


It is a question 


I yield to the Senator from Min- 


I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
It relates to a few settlers in my part of the 


or preemp 
tion laws, of lands within the so-called second indemnity belt of the North 
ern Pacific Railway Company's grantin the State of Minnesota, which entries 
were afterwards canceled, or who, for a period of six months ttled upon 
improved, and cultivated such lands with a view of entering the same under 
the homestead or preemption laws, being competent to make such entries, 
and who were not permitted to make such entries, upon establishing these 
facts before the register and receiver of the local land office, in such mode 
and under such rules as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be allowed to make final homestead entry and receive a patent therefor 
of a quantity of land, of any of the unappropriated public lands of the United 
States eq in acreage to the land so entered or settled upon and improved 
in the said second indemnity belt as aforesaid, without being required to 
make any settlement or improvement upon or cultivation of such land so 


entered prior to such entry. 
And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That those persons, their heirs or legal representatives, who, between the 
15th day of August, A. D. 1887, and the Ist day of January, A. D. 1889, settled 
upon and made final proof and entry, under the homestead or preemption 
laws, of lands within the so-called second indemnity belt of the Northern 
Pacific Railway Company's grant in the State of Minnesota, which entries 
were afterwards, without their fault, canceled, upon establishing these facts 
before the register and receiver of the local land office, in such mode and 
under such rules as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, shall 
be allowed to make final homestead entry, and receive a patent therefor, of 
a quantity of land of any of the unappropriated public lands of the United 
States within the State of Minnesota, equal in acreage to the land proved up 
and entered in the said second indemnity belt, as aforesaid, without being 
required to make any settlement or improvement upon or cultivation of such 
land so entered prior to such entry; and those persons, their heirs or legal 
representatives, who, within the period aforesaid, for the space of six months 
settled upon, improved, and cultivated any of said indemnity lands with a 
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view of entering the same under the homestead or preemption laws, bein 

competent to make such entries, and who were not permit to make suc 

entries. upon establishing these facts before the register and receiver of the 
local land office, in such mode and under such rules as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe, shall be allowed to enter under the homestead laws 
of the United States a quantity of land of the unappropriated public lands of 
the United States, in the State of Minnesota, equal in amount to the land 
settled upon, improved, and cultivated, as aforesaid, and under the home- 
stead entry so made shall, when eens Breet and final entry, receive credit 
for the settlement, improvement, and cultivation made upon the said indem- 
nity land as aforesaid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


COSTS AND FEES IN CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (8. 1862) 
to amend the act creating thecircuit courts of appealsin regard to 
fees and costs, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that, without displacing the unfin- 
ished business, the Senate shall consider the bill indicated by him. 
Is there objection? _ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second section of an act to establish circuit 
courts of appeals, passed March 3, 1891, be amended so that the clause therein 
which now reads, ** The costs and fees in the Supreme Court now provided 
for by law shall be costs and fees in the circuit courts of appeals,” shall read, 
“The costs and fees in each circuit court of appeals shall be fixed and estab- 
lished by said court in a table of fees, to be adopted within three months after 
the passage of this act: Provided, That the costs and fees so fixed by any court 
of appeals shall not, with respect to any item, exceed the costs and fees now 
charged in the Supreme Court.”’ The senior justice each circuit court of ap- 

sals shall, within three months after the fixing and establishing of costs and 
feos as aforesaid, transmit the same tothe Chief Justice of the United States, 
and within one year thereof the Supreme Court of the United States shall 
revise said table, making the same, so far as may seem just and reasonable, 
uniform throughout the United States. The table of fees, when so revised, 
shall thereupon be in force for each circuit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I desired to ask unanimous consent to call up 
another bill, which will take but a moment, but I will yield to 
the Senator from Indiana, as I have had my turn once, if the Chair 
will recognize me afterwards for that purpose. 


W. W. ROCKHILL. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Senate to take up for present consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 3886) to reimburse W. W. Rockhill for moneys 
erroneously paid United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill, temporarily displacing the unfinished business? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It Poa to repay W. W. 
Rockhill, postmaster at Fort Wayne, Ind., $117.50, to reimburse 
him for moneys erroneously reported and paid as ‘‘ key deposit 
forfeiture fund,” when the same should have been reported ‘‘ key 
deposit redemption fund.” 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN J. SHIPMAN, 


Mr.ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (S. 1835) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
= the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman against the United 

tates. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
J. Shipman $17,811.96, with interest as provided by law, the same 
being the amount found by the Court of Claims to be due to the 
said John J. Shipman from the United States for stone furnished 
and delivered by Shipman to the United States and used by it in 
the construction of a lock on the Big Sandy River, near Louisa, Ky. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the Calendar number of the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. No. 403. This bill is rted unanimously by 
the Committee on Claims, and a similar bill has, I think, been re- 
— and ogy by this Chamber before. The present Presid- 

Officer . FAULKNER in the chair] is the author of the bill. 

r. PLATT. wish to make a single inquiry about it, and 
that is, whether the judgment of tue Court of Claims was for in- 
terest? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; I think not. My recollection is that the 
amount recited in the bill is the principal alone. 

Mr, PLATT. I ask that that clause of the bill be again read. 

Mr. ALLEN, Iam not the author of the bill; the present occu- 
pant of the chair is the author of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 


The Secretary read as follows: 
The sum of $17,811.96, with interest as provided by law. 


Mr. ALLEN. The amount named in the bill is for the princi,.) 
alone; not for the interest. c 

Mr.PLATT. The bill reads for so much money “ with inte: 
as provided by law.” The law does not provide any inter st 
against the United States, as I understand it. The bill certain |y 
gives no idea as to how much will be carried as interest. [ thj)i 
the bill, if it is to carry interest, ought to specify it, so that we 
would know exactly how much interest is tobe paid. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I reported tho 
bill some time ago, but | recollection is that the report provided 
simply for the payment of the principal. However that may jo 
to save all question, let the words “‘ with interest as provided by 
law ” go out of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. That will be satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word “‘ cents,” it js pyro. 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘ with interest as provided by law,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask that the bill be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read as amended, 

The Secretary read the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HABEAS CORPUS CASES. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration at 
this time of the bill (S. 1864) to amend the act creating the circuit 
courts of appeals in regard to cases arising under the revenue laws, 
and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That section 766 of the Revised Statutes be amended to read 4s follows: 

“Sec. 766. The appellate court, or any judge or justice thereof, may, at his 
discretion, order any or all proceedings nst the person so imprisoned or 
confined or restrained of his liberty to stayed: Provided, That no such 
appeal shall be had or allowed after six months from the date of the judgment 


or order complained of.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, the title was amended so as to read: 
‘A bill to amend section 766, chapter 9, of the Revised Statutes, in 
regard to habeas corpus.” 

LAURA ©. DODGE. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the biil (8. 2347) for the relief of 
Laura C. Dodge. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words “ ae to,” to strike out 
** fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, to increase the pension of Laura C. Dodge, dependent widow 
of the late Capt. Frederick Laighton , United States Army, from $0) to 
oad month, said increase to take effect from and after the passage of this 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN CAMDEN, N. J. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 1256) to increase the limit of cost for 
gare ofa rr nee in eM. ic a 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as mmittee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It p to increase the 
amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of 4 
public building in Camden, N. J., $125,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. oriered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: ROCK ISLAND BRIDGE. 


Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration ae the bill (H. B.. 6936) for the reconstruction of the Rock 


¥ no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
to consider the bill. 


t 
U 


There 
Whole. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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RIFLES FOR NATIONAL GUARD. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 1169. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, p: to consider the bill (S. 1169) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to issue Springfield rifles to each State and Ter- 
ritory for the National Guard thereof in exchange for other rifles 

eld. 
m The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, to add as an additional section the following: 

Sxc. 3. That any State or Territory may, in addition to the stores and sup- 
plies issued under the provisions of this act and the act of February, 1887, 
purchase for the use o' its National Guard or reserve militia, at regulation 
prices for cash at place of sale, such stores and a from any department 
of the Army as, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, can be spared. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the chairman of the Military Committee 
why would not an equal number of arms be taken in exchange? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think that was reconsidered because in some 
cases there would not be an equal number. There would be some 
of the National Guard who would not perhaps have any arms to 
exchange. I understand the Ordnance Department thought it 
better not to have that provision in. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will only speak of the State of New Jersey. 
We have in our State, purchased during the war to a great extent, 
thirty or forty thousand stands of arms which we wish to retain. 
We will only draw under thisact about 4,000 stands of arms. We 
do not want to be deprived of the supply of these arms, guns, bat- 
teries, and everything else which the State has supplied and which 
we keep on hand. 

I move to amend in the first section of the bill, where it speaks 
of turning into the Ordnance Department ‘‘all the arms,” by in- 
serting ‘“‘an equal amount of arms.” 

Mr HAW and Mr.PLATT. “Anequal number of arms.” 

Mr. SEWELL. Very well; ‘‘anequal number of arms.” What 
applies to New Jersey will apply to pretty much all the States. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 12, after the word “ there- 
for,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘all the” and insert ‘‘an equal 
number of”; so as to read: 

That each State or Territory be required on receipt of the new arms toturn 
into the Ordnance Department, United States Army (without receiving any 
money credit therefor), an equal number of arms, etc. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is nothing whatever compulsory about 
this exchange. 

Mr. BATE. I understand this to be optional with the States. 
This is to enable them to make the exchange if they desire, It is 


not com , 
Mr. HAWLEY. It is entirely optional. 


Mr. BATE. Certainly. There is no constraint about it. 
Whether it is much or little, the States can exchange a few or 
many arms, as they desire, as I understand the bill and as it was 
understood by the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So I understand it. 

Mr. SEWELL. Not under the bill as it has been read. It re- 
quires that all the arms of a State shall be turned in, no matter 
how meer now arms may be required. 

Mr. BATE. I do not understand it in that way, but they will 
get their ion and retain such as they choose. 

Mr. . Lsuggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
— t I have offered, that it shall be an equal number, is 


ann BATE. The intention of the committee was as I have 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator means on 
tion 1, to strike out the words “all the” an 
number of.” 

Mr.SEWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [I shall want to move technically a reconsider- 
ation, in order that I may consult with the Ordnance Department 
- aa Lar = be ners to ong — = was 

y drawn by that pee ter long and careful con- 
sideration. I will let the bill lie over until to-morrow, when it can 
oer SEWELL. I the chai f the Co 

s suggest to the chairman of the Committee on 
—7 Affairs that we ought to be governed by our own judg- 
ment of the action to be taken, and not by the Ordnance 
t. the State of New Jersey, or any other State, 

to take advantage of drawing, say—in the case of my 
stands of arms in exchange for a similar amount of 


2, line 12 of sec- 
insert ‘‘an equal 


arms, we ought to have that privilege. If we have been provident 
enough by expenditures which commenced before the civil war, 
and enabled us at that time to put in the field the first or- 
the Army and to equip them with arms and 


wagons, and steamers to carry them to their 
not to have a penalty inflicted upon us, in 


ee 2 
destination, we ought 
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order to obtain these 4,000 stands of arms for the equipment of our 

present quota of militia, to turn in 40,000 stands of arms, with 

several batteries of artillery, as this bill would oblige us to do. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Nothing at all is said in the bill about artil- 


lery. 
Mr. SEWELL. The bill says ‘‘ arms,” 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 


Mr. SEWELL. Which amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; it says ‘‘ Springfield rifles.” I will, how- 
ever, assent to the amendment, though I do not think the State 
of New Jersey would be required to send in those arms under 
this proposed law; but I ask the Senator what they are? 

Mr.SEWELL. I can not state now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The desire of the Government is that the 
National Guard, or the organized militia, shall all have the same 
arms. Everybody who has had any experience knows how incon- 
venient it is to have different calibers and different arms. In the 
State of New York they havea caliber of .50. Thatis anawkward 
caliber and frequently causes great inconveniences in warfare. 
But I will assent to the change proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. There are several thousand stands of arms in 
the Springfield Arsenal of this caliber, with which it is very desir- 
able that the National Guard should be equipped. They should 
all have arms of the same caliber, so as to draw the same ammu- 
nition. 

The militia of the State of New Jersey, as are the militia of all 
other States similarly situated, are very desirous to have this bill 
passed; but I do not think it is just the proper thing that the 
United States should take all our arms in order to enable us to 
get the 4,000 provided for by the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am willing to accept the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL BRIDGE. 

Mr. CULLOM. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5979) for the right of the Rock Island, 
Muscatine and Southwestern Railway Company to build a bridge 
across the Illinois and Mississippi Canal. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEASING OF LANDS IN ARIZONA, 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for 
educational purposes in Arizona. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to lease the 
lands reserved for university purposes, and all of the school land 
in the Territory of Arizona reserved by law for school purposes, 
under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed 
by the legislature of said Territory, but until such legislative ac 
tion the governor, secretary of the Territory, and superintendent 
of public instruction shall constitute a board for the leasing of said 
lands under the rules and regulations heretofore prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior for the respective purposes for which the 
reservations were made, except that it shall not be necessary to 
submit the leases to the Secretary of the Interior for his approval; 
and all necessary expenses and costs incurred in the leasing, man- 
agement, and protection of the lands and leases may be paid out 
of the proceeds derived from such leases; it shall be unlawful to 
cut, remove, or appropriatein any way any timber growing upon 
the lands leased under the provisions of this act, and not more than 
one section of land shall be leased to any one person, corporation, 
or association of persons, and no lease shall be made for a longer 
period than five years, and all leases shall terminate on the ad- 
mission of said Territory as a State, and all money received on 
account of such leases in excess of actual expenses necessarily in- 
curred in connection with the execution thereof shall be placed to 
the credit of the public school fund of the Territory, and shall not 
be used for any other than public school purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. I move to amend by adding at the end of the bill 
the proviso which I send to the desk. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the following: 

Provided, That the proceeds of leases of university and norma! school 
lands shall be placed to the credit of their separate funds for the use of said 
institutions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WET DOCK OPPOSITE GOSPORT NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (S. 1211) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to contract for the purchase of a lot of land 
opposite to the Gosport Navy-Yard. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALARIES OF JUDGES OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the biil (S. 2272) to fix the salaries of the chief justice and 
judges of the Court of Claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that hereafter 
the annual salary of the chief justice of the Court of Claims shall 
be $6,500 and of the judges thereof each $6,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to have a brief statement printed in the 
RxEcORD to go with the bill which has just been passed, which is 
a report from the committee, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
statement submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts will be 
printed in the Recorp. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2272) 
to fix the salaries of the chief justice and judges of the Court of Claims, re- 
spectfully report: 

By some legislative inadvertence the compensation of the judges of the 
Court of Claims has been overlooked for a period of twenty-four years, while 
the salaries of almost all other officers of the Government—legisiative, execu- 
tive, and judicial—have been adjusted to meet the increased expenses of 
modern life, as will appear in the following tables: 

In February, 1855— 
The salary of the judges of the Court of Claims was........._.... 
The pay of Senators and Represe atatives ($8 a day) was, say. -... 
The salary of the fuses of the 8.1 Court ...... ‘ 


The suiary of the judges of the District of Columbia 
The salary of the Sik intel in arlintitilinartiinlien 
At the prasent time— 
The salary of the judges of the Court of Claims is -.....--- 
The salary of Senators and Representatives... ..........- $ 
The salary of the fads of the Supreme Court 


We 


The salary of the judges of the District of Columbia.... --. 
The salary of the oh 
The salary of the President. 

If the salary of the judges of the Court of Claims had been increased— 
In the ratio of the President's, it would now be 
In the ratio of Senators and Representatives 
In the ratio of the judges of the Supreme Court 
In the ratio ef the District of Columbia ju ict ciaeeen deh eel 
And if the salary recently attached to the trict court of appeals 

be taken as a criterion, it would be for the judges... .............. 

And for the chief justice , 


It is now forty-one years since the Thirty-third © established the 
Court of Claims and fixed the of the judges at $1,000. The pay of the 
members of that Con ($8 a day) could not have exceeded a1) a year as 
their average auenal compensation, yet they did not hesitate to attach to 
this court a salary which was nearly t times their own, and but $500 less 
than that of the Supreme Court, and which was then sufficient to command 
the experience, integrity, and ability peculiarly needed in the judges of such 
a cour 

It is twenty-four years since any attempt was made to increase the salary, 
and then by some mischance, which can not now be explained, a conference 
committee having charge of the } lative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill placed the increase at when each of the Houses had sepa- 
rately voted to make it $1,000. 

While there has been on the one hand this remarkable | tive inauver- 
tence as regards the compensation of the judges, there has n on the other 
an even more extraordinary increase of their labors and responsibilities. 
To the general jurisdiction of the court Congress has, from time to time, 
added a t number of subjects of agen jurisdiction which, in the mag- 
nitude of the amounts involved and the novel and varied character of the 
= — ew exceeds that of any other court of original jurisdiction 

n the world. 

The captured-p rty cases related toa fund in the Treasury of $31,722,- 
466.20, and Tesumbel queutions of law then absolutely novel and of the grav- 
est character. The amounts claimed reached the enormous te of 

— 10, and the recoveries against the fund $9,833,423.16. ( 18 C. Cls. 

-, 700. 

The Hot Goring (of Arkansas) cases brought six different titles to the 
property before the court, prosecuted by six adverse parties, one of whom 
was the United States. Three of the contending claimants had been in pos- 
session of that valuable property for fifty rs, and their litigation between 
themselves had gone on for thirty y suits more than once coming 
up to the Supreme Court, but always without a final result. 

‘he Court of Claims, when this eubject of litigation was pao to its juris- 

diction, assumed the functions of a court of equity, —— t the 
titles to an issue in one suit, adjudged the Government 
the tewn of Hot Springs as well as of the 
=, and put a see tail aan ee of 
adaaan tas lenis of which they haa been 
acq ‘on o! r own Ww 
for half a century. (10 C. Cls. R., 280.) The 
place in the moral and sanitary condi 
since the judgment of the Court of Claims was 
fits thousands of the le of this coun 
oe —the town and the a 

o-day _ jadgments that have 

court. 


udges of the district court of appeals 


6, 000 


Marcy 18, 


ee 


Congress have also invoked the assistance of the Court of Claims in cass 
which were not based on claims nst the United States. 

The first of these were the claims of contractors against the District 
Columbia, growing out of the city improvements made or instituted by : 
territorial or Shepherd government. have all been tried and dis). 
of, and are at an end. 

Congress have also authorized the court to hear some very remark: 
cases, being those of the Delawares, Shawnees, and freedmen of the ('h, 
kees, not against the United States, but inst the Cherokee Nation. T) 
cases presented the novel tacle of Indian tribes voluntarily seekin.- 4 
judicial forum of the Uni States to settle their own financial difficy|; 

The cases irvolved more than a million dollars, and were determine 
the constitution and laws of the Cherokee Nation. They also involved «\\))_. 
cult and novel questions of communal ownership, and represented more t}).:» 
4,800 communal owners, each of whom claimed a several and persona! j1;..; 
est in the subject of litigation—the proceeds of their lands. These cases have 
been affirmed by the Supreme Court, and these intestine difficulties of ;), 
Cherokee Nation happily brought toanend by the interposition of this 60): 
of the United States. 

In the Mexican award cases—cases growing out of awards against Mex) » 
under the scanty of 1868—the Government appearing in its usu.) 
character of defendant has gone into the Court of Claims, under a spec in 
of Congress, as complainant and filed a bill in equity to vacate and set asiijo 
awards against Mexico, on the d that they were procured by fray 
The cases involve more ,000, and some most important principles . ; 
international and municipal law in which the honor of the United States jx, 
likewise involved. 

It is also to be remembered that most valuable service has been rend.) 
by this court in exposing and preventing frauds against the United Sta: ..s, 
and that immense amounts have been saved to the Government by judi:ial 
investigation. Inthe case of De Groot (5 Wall. R., 419), an Executive Dejar: 
ment had awarded the claimant $119,244; in the case of Gordon (7 id, [ss 
$66,519; in the case of Chorpenning (94 U. 8. R., 397), $443,010. In all of thos 
cases judgment was against the claimant, yet the record in Gordon's (aso 
discloses these extraordinary facts: 

There had been allowed and paid to theclaimant for property destroy.) |v 

$8,873; then $100 for an error of calcalation in the first 
“award ”’; 94 for interest; then $10,004.89 for more interest: then 
$39,217.50 for property previously found not to have been destroyed by Unit. 
States oueuss and finally, $66,519.85 on a “revision” of the previous awards 
This last allowance not been paid to the claimant, and his suit to rec yor 
it wong the matter into the Court of Claims and made public the payments 
which had been made. 

In the Chorpenning case the claimant had previously brought the same «lair 
ae — by aan, in which he —— A 576. (3C. Cis. R., 

.) Judgment went against him, and he then wen jongress, and on the 
last nigut of the session obtained a reference of his claim to the Postina.: 
General (16 Stat. L., page 673), by whom he was allowed, as above stated, 
$443,010. Before this was paid the matter attracted public attention.) a, 
ment was suspended and the claimant compelled to go into the Court if 
Claims, which again decided against him. 

The danger of the legislative and executive branchesof the Government 
investigating cases on ex parte evidence of the claimants may be further 
illustrated. Since the expiration of the captured-property act, Cony: 
has, by special acts, referred five cotton cases to court, acting on t 
strongest ex parte evidence—the affidavits of eee respectable w 
nesses. The aggregate of the amounts claimed was $1,169,192.57. In only two 
of them did the parties recover, and the te of these two recoverivs 
was only $146,523.41, leaving an unfounded of $1,022,669.16. In one of 
these cases the opening paragraph of the opinion thus describes it (25 ©. (1s 


R., 446): 
se This is an extraordinary and important case. It is extraordinary on ac 
count of many matters appearing in its history and testimony; important 
because of the large amount of money in controversy and the questions of 
law involved in its decision. The attention of the court was occupied many 
days om the trial, and counsel have exhausted the resourcesof great proi\~ 
sional ability in the presentation of the law and evidence. More than :\")) 
printed pages of testimony have been discussed and considered in the jotvr 
mination of the questions of law and fact presented this record. More 
than 150 witnesses have been examined, many of whom have been question «1 
to an extent most unusual in judicial investigation. Many of them have the 
highest intelligence, while others have the lowest order of mental capicit) 
Whihe sthassarolegumned by peeah peaeabenapeustons cide or the oti 
w o are one side or the other 
The last annual wauntel oe ‘Attorney-Ge shows of claims adjusted 
during the preceding year that the aggregate of the amounts claime! was 
er i, but the aggregate of amounts allowed by the court $1.37! (i. 
long as claimants can a rv at the bar of Congress or before the Pxec- 
utive Departments and say injustice has been done to them, so lon a 
sense of tand napeneh aneeiiey ym evenyn ees and Eamerionce shows 
that the more fictitious t the more plausible it can be made to ap 
. Since such transactions as above can be brought to light throuch 
udicial proceedings, they have wholly ceased. It must now be taken asa 
ed fact that hereafter, as at poet, Somau> mst the Government 
ee and, so far as possi finally determined by a judicial 
Assuredly, then, it seems most unjustifiable to le out the judges o1 
whose sabearaay and ability the Government depe for protection, and 
leave them the only judges whose remuneration receives no attention from 


To the f instances of special jurisdiction might be appended a |: 
eb od haters when hagas oem babemsel tp-tn aoa, onene y public and 


vy, pri of ee claims of Indian tribes against 
the United States (the Eastern the Western Cherokees, the (hi 
taw Nation, the Miamis, the Pottowatomies, the New York Indians); suc): \< 
be Indien depredation claima, numbering more than 10,000, which had ben 
on ae a ve action; such as the French spo" 

eae tional _— century, involving as intricate questions 
i a o tile law as ever ed pea a court; such as the 
Ca: t Commons Case, where the title to 6,050 acres of what is now a nD: 
of the city of St. Louis was in te, and $2, 000 involved in the litigati n 

Tn a single suit in the Court of one of Pacific RaiJroad cases |” 
C. Cis. R., 112)— 

, 487, 807.39 
2,910, 124.15 


meee ees eee ee ee eee eee een eneee 


The 
And the claimant on its demand 91 
Thus eh ii ment had judgment for the balance........ 1,577, 0%) ~! 
= Claims Bam 's that the amount recovered in 
Court of was by the United . If this recovery of 
Springs, and a number of r* 
other counterclaims were reckoned up, |t | 


not 0 that the more extraordinary fact would appear that the 
See ne enemas Siee. court than has been recoverce 


aggregate of judgments against the United States rendered by the 














Claims from 1867, when the annual reports of the clerk begin, to 
18%, both inclusive, is $38,185,049.17. This does not include Congressional or 
oh cases where the facts are reported for the consideration 

¢ Con but does include the decrees rendered against the captured 
pd y ee tend. Subtracting them, $9.833,425, will leave as the aggregate of 
sementsagainst the Government on its liabilities proper for the last twenty- 
ane years the sum of $28,351,62.17. The amount claimed in those suits was 


000. 
about ie are be reiterated that while the compensation of the jndges 
of the Court of Claims has been singularly overlooked, no judges in the United 


States have been so wei; hted with personal responsibility, and no court has 
had such vast and varied and difficult subjects of jurisdiction committed to 
it, or has received more repeated manifestations of trust and confidence from 


wer. 
60 ANNIE E. NOLAN, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension 
toAnnie E. Nolan. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 

nsion roll the name of Annie E. Nolan, widow of Nicholas 
Kolan, late major Third United States Cavalry, at $50 per month, 
in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PLATT. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved 
August 24, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize purchasers of the 
property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Com- 
pany to organize a corporation and to confer upon the same all 
the powers, privileges, and franchises vested in that company.” 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


MRS. JULIA JONES DUNCAN, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1975) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel 
A. Duncan. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 7, 
before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred ” and insert 
“ fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the ag roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Julia Jones Dun- 
can, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. uel A. Duncan, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHURCH OF JESUS CHRIST OF LATTER-DAY SAINTS. 


Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimousconsent for the consideration 
of the joint resolution (S.R.75) providing for the disposition of 
i now in the hands of the receiver of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
to consider the joint resolution, which was re- 
portedfrom the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, 

to strike outall after the resolving clause and insert: 
That all of the real estate now in the hands of the receiver of the late cor- 
tion of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, and all the rents, 


and arising therefrom, which includes all the money held by 
the same are hereby, granted and conveyed to the Church of 


Chalet expenses of the receivership to be al- 


of Latter-Day Saints, t 
lowed by the court of the State of Utah being first paid, and said 
receiver, after pa nt of said expenses, is hereby mired to deliver 
the said property and money to the person or aes constituting the first 
presidency of Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, or to such 
person or persons as he or they may designate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
oy the third time, and ; 

the Committee on the Judiciary reported an amendment, to 

strike out the preamble; which was agreed to. 


MICHAEL E. BRICKER. 


Mr. TURPIE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of ae} bill (H. R. 1616) to pension Michael E. Bricker, of 


being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
roll Michael E. Bricker, of Edgerton, Ind., late a pri- 


c 


i 


Whole, 
™ the 
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vate in Company D, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PROCEEDS OF SALES OF PUBLIC LAND IN CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. WHITE. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
191) granting to the State of California 5 per cent of the net pro- 
ceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to grant to the 
State of California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales 


of the public lands which have been heretofore made by the 
United States since the admission of that State, or may hereafter 
be made, to aid in the support of the public or common schools of 


said State. The sum of money necessary to pay the 5 per cent is 
appropriated. 

Mr. PLATT. How much does the bill carry? 

Mr. WHITE. Ido not know the exactamonnt. A similar bill 
has passed the Senate twice without objection and has been re- 
ported favorably by the committee in the House of Representa- 
tives at this session, as it was atthe lastsession. California is the 
only public-land State that has not got its money, although it has 
been due for many years. No committee that has ever investi 
gated the —— has reported adversely to the bill. It proposes 
to grant to California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands in that State. Every other public-land State, 
and there are 16, has had a similar act passed. As I stated,a 
similar bill passed the Senate at the last session without objee- 
tion, and also the session before; it was favorably reported in the 
House last session, and there is a favorable report on the Calendar 
of the other House now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INVESTIGATION BY THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask unanimous consent to call up the 
resolution relating to an investigation by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. Jones of 
Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent, 
Expenses of the Senate, February 12, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instruct: 


<i. as now con 

stituted, either by full committee or such subcommittee or con ttees as 
may be appointed by the chairman therecf, with the full power of such com 
mittee to continue during the coming recess of Congress the investigations 
authorized by the resolutions of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the 
authority, and in the manner, and to the extent provided in said resolutions, 
and, in the pursuance of such investigations,to visit the several Indian reserva 
tions, Indian schools supported in whole or in part by the Government, and 
the Five Nations in the Indian Territory, or any reser ion wher the 
opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investigations 
Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power to send 


for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witn: inder 
oath ae the matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, 
and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such 


ice or 

places as they may determine; and the necessary and proper « ise in 

curred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the c t fund 

of the Senate, upon -vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 
Mr. HILL. What committee has reported the resolution? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 


it, as did also the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 


I will say to the Senator from New York, also, that we have 
under consideration before the Committee on Indian Affairs the 


question of furnishing a government for the Five Civilized Tribes 
in the Indian Territory, a very important matter, which will prob- 
ably not be disposed of at this session of Congress. We are very 
liable to need to investigate the subject with great care. 
Mr. HILL. When is it proposed to conduct the investigation? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. The resolution gives the committee power 
to conduct the inquiry in the recess between now and next fall. 


Mr. HILL. Why should that power be given now bef it is 
absolutely determined that the investigation can not be made 
before the expiration of the session? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The resolution also gives the committee 
power before the close of the session to send for persons and 
papers and conduct an investigation here, if it thinks best 


is power has been given to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

every session but one since I have been a member of this body, 

and in no instance has the committee taken a trip to any agency. 

It is not now the intention of the committee todoso. For my 

t I have no time to make trips unless it is absolutely necessary. 

ut it seemed to the committee necessary that we should have 
this power. 

Mr. HILL. Why not strike out that provision, then? If we 
have passed several resolutions of this character and the commit- 
tee never has conducted any such trip, why insist upon it now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Because we think it is wise to have the 
power and the authority in case the necessity arises; and the 
necessity is more liable to arise now than heretofore, because 
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the furnishing of a government to the Indian Territory is becom- 
ing more pressing every day and must be disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of the resolution? : 

Mr. HILL. The resolution has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses? 

The PRESIDING OFF CER. The resolution has been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs and also from the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr, PLATT. Itis true that this is in the main a resolution 
which has been passed every year, I think, for a number of years. 
It is also true that the Committee on Indian Affairs has not made 
trips away from the city of Washington to investigate questions 
arising in the administration of the Indian service. lam bound 
to say, however, that I think it has been a neglect upon the part 
of the committee to perform duties which it ought to have per- 
formed, and they have been neglected because it was impossible 
for members of the committee to go. 

I am one who believes that a good deal of money would be 
saved to the Government if the committee had the power to visit 
Indian reservations and make examinations of matters which are 
going on in the administration of the service and if it would go 
and make those investigations as occasion arises. I think there is 
great need for investigation by the committee, but I fear the com- 
mnittee will never have the time or the opportunity to discharge 
what I think are its duties in this respect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 7250) to amend ‘‘An act to simplify the laws in 
relation to the collection of revenues,” approved June 10, 1890, 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Florida kindly with- 
draw his motion and substitute for it a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
March 19, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 18, 1896. 
COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 


John J. Brice, of California, to be Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries, vice Marshall McDonald, deceased. 

ASSISTANT SURGEONS, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Sherrard R. Tabb, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry 8. Mathewson, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles H. Bateman, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Marblehead, in the State of Massachusetts, 
to succeed Stuart F, McClearn, whose term of office expired by 
limitation March 12, 1896. 

George P. Decker, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Genesee, in the State of New York, to succeed George 
H. Houck, removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 


First Lieut.George Horace Morgan, Third Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, March 15, 1896, vice Drew, Third Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 

Second Lieut. Edwin Moore Suplee, Second Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, March 15, 1896, vice Morgan, Third Cavalry, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph N. Wheatley, to be tmaster at Chestertown, in the 
county of Kent and State of ‘yland, in the place of James A. 
Shaw, deceased. 

Thomas A. Weger, to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles P. Washburn, 
whose commission will expire April 4, 1895, 

Franklin Sansom, to be postmaster at Indiana, in the county of 
Indiana and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jonathan L. 
Langham, whose commission will expire March 21, 1896. 

George W. Merrill, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 





of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Edward \ 
Goddard, whose commission will expire April 4, 1896. ae 

Louis R. Benedict, to be ye naete at Ellenville, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York, in the place of Edgar D. Russ:.|j 
deceased. = 

James V. Crawford, to be tmaster at Morristown, in jo 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the plac« o¢ 
Thomas W. Pierce, whose commission expired February 29, js\);, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 18, 189 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
John H. Puck, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Miami, in the State of Ohio. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
F. Glenn Mattoon, of Coal Harbor, N. Dak., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Fort Berthold Agency, in North Dakota. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Lizzie M. Calder, to be postmaster at Willow, in the county of 
| Glenn and State of California. 


Mary Bryce, to be postmaster at Winters, in the county of Yolo 
and State of California. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, March 18, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read ani ap- 
proved. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, the 
Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from the further 
consideration of bills of the following titles, and the same were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 2571) to prevent the Tr of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory; and 

A bill (8.1675) to prevent the ing of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and oral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory. 


WIDOW OF THOMAS L, YOUNG. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. If its consid- 
eration be agreed to, I propose to offer an amendment in the form 
of a substitute. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of 44 legal representatives of Thomas L. 
oung. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the widow, heirs, or legal representa- 
tives of the late Thomas L. Young, who served as tain of Benton Cadets, 
Missouri Volunteers, and as or, lieutenant-colonel, and colonel of the One 
hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the late war of the re- 
bellion, for a mee or balances of wages earned by him as said officer in 
the suppression of said rebellion and not yet paid to him or toh 


3 widow, 


heirs, or } resentatives, be, and the same is hereby, referred t» the 
Court of ms for due investigation accord: to law, and jurisdiction is 
hereby conferred upon said court to render a 


ent for the amount, if 
any, found due from the United States upon the claim. 


Mr. BROMWELL. I ask the Clerk toread the substitute which 
I on to offer. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert the following: 
“That the claim of the widow of the late Thomas L. Young, who serve as 
an enlisted man and officer of the Army of the United States and 


afterwards as captain of Benton Cadets, Missouri Volunteers, and as major, 
lieutenant-colonel, and colonel of the One hundred and eighteenth Oli) \0l- 
unteer Infantry in the war of the rebellion, for the sum not exceeding $/'* 4s 
the balance or onged wees ae aie Wr Seen St ante olor in the suppres 
sion of said rebellion, but heretofore paid to him or to his legal repre- 
sentatives, be, and the same is hereby, allowed; and a sufficient sum tv }“y 
the same is hereby @ out of any money in the Treasury of the 
United States not othe 

Mr. CANNON. ,as I understand, this bill proposes 


simply to gi to the wid of General Young, latel I 
ve e ow oO ° y a member 
of this House 


, $478. 
—< That is exactly what my amendment pro- 
es for. 
There ao objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 
‘Phe substitute by Mr. BROMWELL was 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passe. 
* MWELL. I ask that the title of the bill be amended 


by striking t ‘legal tati d inserti idow 

8 out * ves” an inse ing ‘‘ wic y, 
The Without objection, the title will be 
amended, 


d to. 
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There was no objectior . 
On motion of . BROMWELL, a motion to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DEEPENING CHANNEL AT HAMPTON ROADS. 


Mr. TYLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the Senate joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (8. R. 79) directing the Secretary of War to furnish an esti- 
mate for Goopening the channel from Hampton Roads to the eres at 
Norfolk, Va.,and for improving the Western Branch of the Elizabeth 
River. 


Resolved 





the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, 
requested to estimates as early as possible of the cost of broadening 
and deepening a channel to a width of 150 yards and toa depth of 28 feet from 
Hampton to the United States re. Norfolk, Va., and also of 
improving the Western Branch of Elizabet River and making the channel 
200 feet wide and 20 feet deep for a distance of about 1 mile, as indicated by 
the report of Gen. Thomas L. Casey, Chief of Engineers, in Appendix J 15 of 
the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1895, pages 1300-1302. 


Mr.CANNON. As I understand, this resolution simply pro- 
poses to ask for an estimate. From what committee does it come? 
Mr. TYLER. From the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. CANNON. It has been reported by direction of that com- 
mittee? 

Mr. TYLER. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TYLER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


INTEROCEANIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5914) to amend an act to authorize the Interoceanic Railway 
Company to construct and operate railway, telegraph, and telephone lines 
through the Indian Territory. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 9 of the act entitled ‘‘An 
act to grant to the Interoceanic Railway Company a right of way through 
Indian Territory,” approved March 3, 1893, be, and the same hereby are, ex- 
tended for a further period of three years. 

Sec. 2. That section 1 of said act be so amended as to make the city of Fort 
Smith the terminus of said road on the western border of the State of Ar- 


kansas. 

Sno. 3. That section 2 of said act be amended to read as follows: 

“Seo. 2. That a right of way of 100 feet in width through said Indian Terri- 
we is paseo evened to the Interoceanic Railway Company, and a strip of 

ao =. —_ a length of apes ae —- te righ of 

wa granted for such stations as may be established, but such grant sha 
allowed but once for every 10 miles of the road, no portion of which shall 
by the company, with the right to use such additional 
grounds where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be necessary for the con- 
struction and maintenance of the roadbed. not exceeding 50 feet in width on 
each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as may be included in said 
cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said addition of land shall be taken 
for any one station: Provided Surther, That no part of the lands herein granted 
shall be used except in such manner and for such purposes only as shall be 
for the construction and convenient operation of said railroad, 
pelograph, and telephone lines, and when any portion thereof shall cease to 
be so used such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from 

which the same shall have been taken.” 

Sec. 4. That section 6 of said act be amended by striking out all after the 
word “Provided” and inserting the following: * That a map of defined loca- 
tion, showing the entire route of said road through the Indian Territory, 
shall be filed and approved by the Secretary of the Interior before any part 
of the said road be constructed.” 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SAFETY OF RAILWAY TRAVEL. 
Mr. BENNETT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The bill (H. R. 5828) to amend an act entitled “‘ An act to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers,” etc., approved March 
2, 1898, was read, with the amendments reported by the Commit- 


tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
uae Is there objection to the present consideration 


Mr. RICHARDSON. What committee has reported the bill? 

Mr. BENNETT. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. It is a unanimous report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It seems to me this is a bill which should 
have been considered by the Judiciary Committee. It provides 
for suits in the United States courts by the district attorney, upon 
information filed, and it contemplates the imposition of heavy 
penalties. I shall object. 


CHANGE OF REFERERCE, 


io I desire to ask that the bill (H. R. 268) con- 
ing carriers oe voll interstate commerce and their em- 
4 which was to the Committee on Interstate and 

oreign Commerce, be referred to the Committee on Labor. It 
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is the same bill that committee had charge of during the last Con- 
gress, and properly, I think, goes to the Committee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the change of ref- 
erence will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

HENRY H. BAILEY. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 3582) to remove the charge of 
desertion now standing against Henry H. Bailey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against Henry 
H. Bailey, private of Company H, First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, and 
record the fact that this soldier died on or about December 21, 1862, while in 


the service of the United States and in the line of duty 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Before consent is given, Mr. 
Speaker, I hope the gentleman will make some explanation of this 
bill. 

Mr. KNOX. This matter has been before the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and if the gentleman desires it. I will have the 
report, which is quite full, read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. Bisnop), as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
3582) entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
Henry H. Bailey,’ beg leave to submit the following report 
that said bill do pass without amendment. 

This soldier enlisted September 1, 1861, and served faithfully until De« 


I would like to have the report 


, and recommend 


em 
ber 21, 1862, when he is charged with desertion 

The proof submitted to your committee appears to conclusively show that 
at the date such soldier was marked as a deserter he was ill and apparently 
somewhat demented. While in such condition he wandered out from his tent 
in the night and has never been heard from since. His command was at the 
time located near Harpers Ferry, and so strong was the belief that in his de 
mented condition he had fallen into the canal that his body was dragged for 
in the canal by his comrades the next day, but without success 

He left a young wife at home, and other friends, to whom he was warmly 
attached, and with whom he had until that time constantly corresponded, 
but none of them have had one word from the soldier to indicate that he was 
alive. The only reasonable inference to be drawn from such circumstances 
as are here shown is that the soldier either fell into the river or wandered 
away and died. 

The absence of a soldier for thirty three years under such circumstances 
should be the strongest presumption of death at time of disappearance 


The report of the War Department is hereto attached 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the 
demand for the further reading of the report. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time: and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KNOX, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

GEORGE W. HARBAUGH. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 877) for the relief of 
George W. Harbaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from all the records in his Department the several 
charges of desertion appearing on the rolls and hospital record of George W 
Harbaugh, as a late private in Company G of the Sixth Regiment of Wiscon 


sin Volunteer Infantry, and as a late private in the Sixth Independent Bat 


tery, Ohio Light Artillery, and in Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, 
and grant to said George W. Harbaugh an honorable discharge of date 
October 30, 1863, from Company G, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and also grant to said George W. Harbaugh an honorable dis 


charge of date June 24, 1865, from the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light 
Artillery. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let me ask if this has been 
considered by the committee at a Friday evening session? 

Mr. JENKINS. It has been, and received a favorable report. 

Mr. PICKLER. And was passed by the last House. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

COMPULSORY PILOTAGE. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to-day filed the 
report of the committee on House bill No. 2673, for the abolition 
of compulsory pilotage. I ask leave that the minority may file 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


their views in connection with the same bill and be given until 
Tuesday next for that purpose. This is agreeable to the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no objection to that. 

There being no objection, the views of the minority were au- 
thorized to be filed, when prepared, with the report of the com- 
mittee. 
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CASSIE A. DAVIS. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension 

Cassie A. Davis, widow of James R. Davis and mother of Mary 
T. Davis, an invalid daughter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Cassie A. 
Davis, widow of James R. Davis, late Company E, Third Regiment of Ver- 
mont Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month, in addition to the $12 which 
she is now receiving as a widow; said $30 per month to he in lieu of the $2 per 
month now paid on account of soldier’s helpless daughter, Mary T. Davis, 
and to be = so long as said Mary T. Davis remains helpless and is cared 
for by said Cassie A. Davis. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration. 
of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will reserve the right of ob- 
jection until I can hear an explanation or the report read. 

Mr. POWERS. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was reverred the bill (H. R. 
5814) granting an increase of pension to Cassie A. Davis on account of Mar 


T. Davis, dependent daughter of James F. Davis, have carefully examin 
the evidence and report as follows: 


The soldier died from causes arising in the service, and the widow is pen- 


sioned at $12 under the general law, and $2 additional on account of the 
daughter, Mary T. Davis. 

The evidence shows that said daughter is as helpless as an infant, and much 
more troublesome. She can not speak, can not feed or dress herself, can not 
masticate her food, and can not make known her wants to anyone but her 
mother, who is required to be in constant attendance on her, and so is unable 
to do anything for her own support. 


It is absolutely necessary that the pension be sufficient to provide for the 
, needsof both, and your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a brief 
statement before the request for unanimous consent is submitted. 

This, in my judgment, is the most deserving bill that has been 
presented for the consideration of the House respecting an in- 
crease of pension on the score of an invalid child. This case ex- 
ists in my own town and I know personally all about the facts. 
They are stated correctly in the report of the committee, to the 
effect that this daughter is helpless and the mother is er 
a pension of $2 a month under the act of 1890 on account of the 
invalid daughter. She requires the constant attendance of her 
mother, thus depriving her mother of an opportunity to gain a 
livelihood in any other way. The child can not speak, or dress, or 
feed herself, and is absolutely and wholly dependent on the 
watchful care of her mother, who is obliged to attend upon her 
every moment in the twenty-four hours when the child is awake. 

Under the law of 1890, as recently construed, the Departmentis 

ying the mother $2 a month on the score of a helpless daughter. 
We committee, as I understand, unanimously agree that itis a 
case deserving of special consideration, and I hope that every 
gentleman present will see the entire propriety of the increase 
asked. 

Mr, LOUD. Will the gentleman submit to an inquiry there? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr.LOUD. Does not the gentleman ee the fact that there 
are many hundreds, probably thousands, of exactly similar cases 
throughout the country? 

Mr. POWERS. I suppose there are other cases, not so many as 
my friend states, but there may be an occasional case of this kind. 
It is entirely abnormal and out of the usual course of events, but 
here is the fact, It is certified to by physicians and by the neigh- 
bors, and I know about it —e 

Mr. LOUD. This is quite outside the law, and goes upon the 
theory that it is the duty of the Government to support those who 
are in need. 

Mr. POWERS. Every special pension bill that we pass goes 
outside of the law. 

Mr. LOUD. Some have more merits than others. 

Mr. POWERS. This has more merits than any you ever 
heard of. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask why this 
bill should be taken out of the regular course of procedure, and 
why it 9 gay not be considered on Friday night, the regular pen- 
sion night? 

Mr. POWERS. I am very glad my friend has propounded that 
inquiry. I omitted to state the special reason for calling it up at 
this time. It is far down on the Calendar and probably will not 
be reached during the session. mother is threatened with 
the necessity of appealing to the poorhouse for her own support, 
as well asthat of the daughter, unless this relief is speedily granted. 
I will say to the gentleman from New York that if it is a 
thing to pass this bill, I am sure he will agree with me in saying 
that we can not be too quick in doing it. 


Mr, BARTLETT of New York. I will say in answer to the gen- 
thous that I Go not think it ts xight to eellange the operations 


of 
the act of June 27,1890, merely because a person is in want. Let 
the local authorities of Vermont take care of these cases. I object. 
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CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, BOOZE VS. RUSK, THIRD MARYLA\) 
DISTRICT. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask recognition (5; 
the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Prince], in order that he 1, 
present a unanimous report in an election case. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a report in | 
case of William 8S. Booze vs. Harry Welles Rusk, from the T) 
Congressional district of the State of Maryland. It is a un.),)- 
mous report, and I move the adoption of the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That William 8. Booze was not elected a Representative jn ; 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Third district of the State of Marylani 
is not entitled to the seat as such Representative. , 

Resolved, That Welles RB was elected a Representative in ; 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Third Congressional district of the St.: 
Maryland, and is entitled to retain his seat as such Representative. 

The resolutions were 


agreed to. 
Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the report prit:.) 
in the REcorp. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report of the commit. 
tee will be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Elections No.2, to whom was referred the contested 
election case of William S. Booze vs. Harry Welles Rusk, from the Third 
onal district of the State of land, report that, after having hear 
the argument of counsel for the ve read their briefs, and care 
fully considered the evidence adduced a one involved, they sub 
the following: This district is composed of First, Second. Third, Fou 
Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Fifteenth, and th wards of the city of Balti- 
more. At the election held therein on the 6th day of November, 18!4,Wijliam 
8. Booze, contestant, was the Republican candidate,and Harry Welles husk, 
contestee, was the Democratic candidate. 

On the face of the return the district gave a majority for contestee of 51s, 
A certificate of election was thereu Seed tobe by the governor of tho 
State of aay! Ss oy by virtue of w he now holds his seat in this Conere<s 
Contestant claims that he was legally elected,and his contention is base: 
— = following grounds, which will be considered in proper order: 

t. ‘That he was depriv: 2 which were cast for 

a number of were im rly counted for Mr. 

original ballots cast at 

ve tosaid contention, your committee found that the yt- 

ing was carried on under the provisions of the Australian ballot law. so far as 

the same has been made applicable to Maryland; that the ballot boxes were 

roduced from the proper custody, a to be properly sealed, and the 
ballots preserved in the manner req oy law. 

That a recount of the ballots was had which resulted in a net gain t» tho 
contestant of 101 votes. That as a result of the recount by the examiner of 
the ballots in the ballot there was a net gain to the contestant 
of 30 votes, makin: alla net gain for contestant, as result of the recount 
and in support of first contention, of 131 votes. Contestant’s second eon- 
tention was that a number of bona fide voters of mee Sestrict who in- 

t to vote by the 

our committee finds from the evidence 

witnesses who testified that they were denied the right to vote at thir 

use some one had already voted on their 

ed that had they been allowed to vote they would 

and on that account your committee belicye 
contestan 












1v 
th, 









counted for him, your committee find that while the evidence is not 0! the 
highest order and of the most con ter, yet itseems to show that 
161 such votes were counted and cast for the contestee. Your committee 
therefore believe that 161 illegal and fraudulent votes which were count d 
and cast for the contestee should be deducted from his vote. The fourth 
contention of contestant is, that in several precincts of said district frau 
ties, in’ were and perpetrated by th 
tical ts of the contestee, Mr. Rusk, to such an extent as to render 
he election in said — void and require the rejection of the return 
from said precincts in di the true results of said election. One of 
the precincts attacked was the th of the Fourth Ward, in which 
it was alleged that fraudulent voting was allowed with impunity: that 1 !te-. 
a judge was denied access to the books between 5 and 6 o'cloc|: that 
lots were nm from ballot clerk before names found; that at tim: of 
count Republican judge was ordered from the box, and that the polls: 
three minutes too soon. Your committee find from the evidence of Th mas 
M. White, the copes clerk of this precinct, that no improper votin. was 
clerk was hurried; nothing was done to affect 








led to be a Repu! an 
pointed as a Republican clerk; that a blican whose fingers were 
cut off canon op inted judge 


acquainted with the people of the ward, and that th» |:!- 


who was appointed 
that he was at the time 
Sat ned rekon omweight Re ublican ticket 
of Benjamin Harrison; the Republican bal- 
his name, and that he was 
- Pes eae ee rere the Republican 
or upw' of twenty 
box, peocinst 


| 
| 
! 


years; t ballot in to the station by the handle, broke 
at the lock, which was immediately wrapped and tied up, and as soon as 

the jadge reached the station house he box in the presence of the 
over lid, thus it, and on this 


4 
0 
; 
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Ha 


carrying house.” oe. 
butsem, Soatbiioe Me soletanee to the above relative to 


the box were found intact 
tallied with the lists on the 


would warrant the throw- 
sot,” Gontestant insists that the fiftp 
thrown out because the Republican 


“RF 
} 
= 

3 


E 
i 
ey 

f 

ig 








1896. 


alle as driven or scared away from the polls, and because the police 
challenger of the precinct differ. Your committee find tr ym 
there is nothing to show that the challenger was driven 
ay or induced by sinister motives to leave the polls. Your committee also 
fed from the evidence that was a difference between the police census 
d the registration of the precinct. Under the law of Maryland the voter, 
in order to be registered, has to appear before the registration board, con- 
sisting of three members, two of the majority y and one of the minority 
m aresident of the State for one year 


ond make oath that he has bee 
Pa the voting for six months, and that he has attained the age of 





census & 
the evidence 


21 years. . . : 

e Was all rtunity under the law to purge the registration list 
ines ring, first, tothe board of registration; should they refuse, then to the 
court of ap’ The court of appeals of Maryland, in the case of Lang- 
hammer vs. Munter, says: “The fact that a man's name does not appear upon 
the police census of red voters is too uncertain to be entitled to much 
weight.” 


The court declined to strike names from the registration list because their 
names did not appear on the police census returns. 

Your committee did not believe that the evidence would warrant the throw- 
ing out the returns of said precinct. Your committee also believe that in 
said Co repeaters voted at said election, and that they 
yoted for contestee, and have been deducted from his vote, as heretofore 
shown. Inasmuch as the committee is of the opinion that,after giving the 
most liberal to the evidence introduced by the contestant, he 
has failed to prove himself entitled to the seat which he claims, it recom- 
mends the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That William 8. Booze was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Third district of the State of Maryland, and 
is not entitled to the seat as such Representative. : 

Resolved, That Welles Rusk was elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Third Congressional district of the State of 
Maryland, and is entitled to retain his seat as such Representative. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the yote by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

SAFETY OF EMPLOYEES AND TRAVELERS ON RAILROADS. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 
has withdrawn his objection to the bill (H. R. 5828) to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to promote the safety of employees and trav- 
elers, etc.” : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the objection that I made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My colleague [Mr. CANNON] examined that 
bill, and he thought it a matter that ought to be carefully consid- 
ered before it the House. He wascalled out, and requested 
me, if it sh come up, to interpose an objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

ENOCH DAVIS. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief 
of Saat Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Government 
be, and hereby are, directed to ae and settle the claim of Enoch Davis, 
late a member of Company G of the Sixth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, for pay and bounty; and the sum of $300, or so much thereof as may 
be , is priated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise the payment of the amount that may be awarded 
to him on account of said claim. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 
"tee (by Mr. Manon) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2735) 
for the relief of Enoch Davis, submit the following report: 

This claim was before the — on eS net the a an a 

Congresses; was on each occasion favorably reported upon, but 
was taken in the House of Seprensntetives. = 
bill proposes to pay the claimant the same amount as was rec- 
by the committee on former occasions, and is identical with the 
received favorable action by the committee of the Fifty-second 
of the of the Fifty-second Congress is hereto attached and 
part of ee 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
(House Report No. 278, Fifty-second Congress, first session. } 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3176) 
relief of Enoch Davis, maving exsenined and considered the same, re- 
to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


5 
F 


this the Senate in the Fifty-first Congress and 

in House, the House adopting the Senate report, 

Report No. 65, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

1 Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 570) 
as follows: 


having deserted. 
the 2ist of June, 1865, the day.on 
service at . Ky.; hence 
It » however, from his 
friends across the Ohio 


| 


his comrades satisfactorily 


eee edhe: 
ore \ 
soldier in camps and in battle, 


in 
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ordering the proper officer to give him an honorable discharge. This was 
done, but the disbursing officer refused, under a technicality of the law, to 
pay him the balance of his bounty. Hence this bill 8.570 ’ 

It is hardly to be believed that so good a soldier, serving so longa time—up 
to the close of the war—would desert after the war was over and while wait 
ing to be discharged, which would have been only one day after he absented 
himself from his command. : 

The committee, believing the absence of Enoch Davis to have been merely 
temporary and free from any intention of desertion, recommend that the bill 
do pass. 


The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. POWERS. I understand the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. BARTLETT] withdraws his objection to the consideration of 
the bill which was under consideration a few minutes ago. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman later. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Perrigrew, Mr. Piatt, and Mr. Roacu 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 1906) in relation to the pay of Rear-Admiral Roger N. Stem- 
bel, retired; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

MARY B. HOUK, 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase 
of pension to Mary B. Houk. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay Mary B. Houk, widow of Col. Leonidas C. Houk, late colonel 
of the Third Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $50 
per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, striking out ‘‘ fifty” and inserting ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 
report. 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4606) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. Houk, respectfully report 

The facts in this case are as follows: 

Mary B. Houk is the widow of Hon. Leonidas C. Houk, late colonel of the 


Third Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and who died in May, 1801, 
while a member of Congress 


Is there objection to the present « onsideration 








Mr. Houk was drawing a pension for chronic diarrhea at the time of his 
death, and had suffered from this disease for many years, in consequen of 
which he had become very much debilitated. While in this condition he a 
cidentally drank a dangerous liquid, to get which out of his stomach an 


emetic was necessary. But his weakness was such that he died of heart 
failure, resulting directly from his vomiting, but indirectly from the debility 
arising from the diarrhea. 

Mra. Houk applied for a pension under the general law, but her claim was 
rejected on the ground that her husband's death did not result directly from 
his disability, but from heart failure,as already stated. She thereupon ap 
plied for a pension under the act of 1890, and was granted a pension as a widow 
without other means of support than her own daily labor 

Mr. Houk left no property except an average amount of house furniture 
His widow has a daughter about 1? years old, and no means of support, as the 
Pension Bureau has adjudicated. 

Under these circumstances the committee feel amply justified in recom 
mending the passage of the bill to increase her pension from $8 a month to 
$30 a month. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to state to the gentleman that this is 
only the statutory amount. The law allows $30 a month to the 
widows of colonels. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to know whether 
the cause of death is traceable to disability in the service? 

Mr. GIBSON. It really is, indirectly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to have you ex- 
plain that. é 

Mr. GIBSON. He was very feeble, and died really from the 
effects of the disability for which he was pensioned. The bill was 
passed unanimously by the Committee of the Whole, and unani- 
mously passed through the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Judge 
Houk was a member of this House for twelve years, and was known 
to a great many members of the present House. 

Mr, COX. ill my colleague yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. What amount of money was appropriated by Con- 
gress for his widow? He was a member when he died, and an 
amount of money was appropriated by Congress fur his widow 
and child, 
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Mr. GIBSON. She only got one-half the amount, I will state 
to the gentleman. 

r. . What was the amount? 

Mr. GIBSON. I can not answer that. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, that question was carefully examined 
in a previous Con , and a substantial amount of money was 
appropriated to the widow of Mr. Houk and their child; and if 
that was not enough it is astonishing to me, after that appropria- 
tion was made, you now ro to add to that a pension. 

Mr. GROUT. I would ask the gentleman from Tennessee if 
the sum to which he has referred was more than the usual sum? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee in 
that connection that Mrs. Houk only got one-half of the amount 
heretofore voted by Congress to the widow of a deceased Con- 

ressman, I want to say further that this is not a charity; Mrs. 
ouk is entitled to this pension under the law of the United States 
of America as it stands to-day on the statute book, 

Mr. COX. I know she gets a pension, and you know and I 
know a controversy arose here as to the amount to be appropri- 
ated, and then the question came up as to who should have the 
money. 

Mr. GIBSON. This is not that, but a pension. 

Mr. COX. A pension to whom? 

Mr. GIBSON. A pension to Mrs. Mary B. Houk. 

Mr. COX. She is entitled to a pension. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is what I say. That is why I want the 
House to give it to her. 

Mr. COX. Then why not apply to the Pension Office? 

Mr. GIBSON. This was considered in Committee of the Whole, 
and discussed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. Is not the object of this bill to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Houk? 

Mr. GIBSON. It is simply to give her the statutory pension of 
$30 a month. 

Mr. COX. If that is so, why not get it from the Pension Bu- 
reau? 

Mr. GIBSON. For the reason already stated. The Pension 
Bureau allows pension only for the immediate cause of the hus- 
band’s death. The immediate cause of Judge Houk’s death was 
heart failure. 

Mr. COX. We will not talk about that. 

Mr. GIBSON. She is pensioned at the rate of $12 a month asa 
pauper widow. . 

r. BARTLETT of New York. Thegentleman from Tennessee 
stated that this party was drawing a pension of $8 a month be- 
fore, and he now states that she draws $12 a month. 

Mr. GIBSON. Twelve dollars. I beg pardon; itis $8, under 
the act of 1890. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman, if this House is only to give this lady what she is already 
entitled to by statute, why pass this bill? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state that the Commissioner of Pensions 
rules technically, and under the ruling of the Commissioner of 
Pensions the immediate cause of the husband’s death must have 
been incurred in theservice. Now, the immediate cause of Judge 
Houk’s death was heart failure, as found by the Pension Bureau, 
resulting from this excessive vomiting; but if the man had been 
stout he could have overcome it. He was debilitated, having 
chronic diarrhea, from which he had suffered for over thirty 
years, and for which he was pensioned. If he had been a stout, 
able-bodied man, he could have thrown that off his stomach; but 
in his weak condition he was overcome by the excessive vomiting 
and died of heart failure; and that was the immediate cause of 
death. I hope the gentleman will not interpose an objection. 
This bill passed the Committee of the Whole unanimously, and 
also passed the Committee on Invalid Pensions unanimously. 
Out of respect to an old member of the House, I hope the gentle- 
man will inte no objection. 

Mr. COX. I had the very highest r t for Mr. Houk; but 
what I want to know, and what this House wants to know, is 
what pension you now a give Mrs. Houk? 

Mr. GIBSON. Thirty do. a month—what the statute gives. 

. COX. If the statute gives it to her, why should the House 
give it to her? 

Mr. PICKLER. The Pension Office claims that it can not be 
sufficiently shown that death was caused by the voce met | in- 
curred in the service. The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
indirectly it is shown. Now, this bill only pro to give Mrs, 
Houk a pension at the rate she would be entitled to as a widow 
according to the rank of her husband in the Army. 

Mr. COX. That is upon the idea and basis that his death was 
caused from disease contracted in the service? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. For chronic diarrhea. 


Mr. COX. Mr. er, I object. 
Mr. GIBSON, I hese the gentleman will rot object. 


Decem' er 12, 1861, for three . 

He performed active field uty until A’ $1, 1862, when he was captured 
= enemy. After his exchange he oined his command December 19, 
1862, and served with it until on or about May 5, 1863, when he and eight other 


CASSIE A, DAVIS, 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the tleman from New y, 
who interposed an objection to the bill which was recently on a 
up on my motion withdraws his objection with the understang. 
ing that I consent to an amendment striking out “ thirty”)... 
the word “dollars” and inserting in lieu thereof the yorg 
“twelve.” I understand that that will make the bill unobjec: icy. 
able to the gentleman, and I accept the amendment. a. 
ia SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the title .; the 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman fro) Vor. 
mont why this bill has not been considered in Committ: © of the 
Whole, like other pension bills? 

Mr. POWERS. 1 would say to my friend from Kansas that 


the Committee of the Whole has been engaged during the entire 
session in considering other pension matters. If the gentleman 
was present at the session on Friday evening last he probably 
learned the true character of that meeting. is bill is brought 


up now because of its special urgency to keep a poor woman fro 
going to the poorhouse, and I hope that I ieelt have the hearty 
support of my friend from Kansas in rescuing her from that fats. 
r. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, if I remember correctly, the time of 
the session on Friday evening last was largely taken up hy a 
humorous speech by the gentleman from Mateo. I object, 
{Laughter. ] 
CAPT. HENRY 8S. PRATT. 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. § , I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records 
of the War Department in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. author- 
ized and directed to issue, in the name of Henry 8. Pratt, late captain of 
comeeny A, Tenth New York ores 08 honorable discharge as of date the 
18th day of May, 1863, and that so much of Special Order No. 263, of the War 


ment, dated May 5, 1863, in conflict with his honorable discharge \e, 
and the same is hereby, annulled and set aside, said order having been issued 
under a misapprehension of the facts in the case: Provided, howei. That 
nothing in this act shall be construed so as to authorize the payment to the 
said Henry 8. Pratt, or to his heirs or legal representatives, of any pay or al- 
lowances to which he was not entitled at the date of his original discharge 
from the military service. 


The report (by Mr. FENTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the }i!! (H.R. 
2451) to correct the recordsof the War Department in the case of Capt. Henry 
§. Pratt, ha considered the same, report the bill back to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
REPORT FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The records show that Henry 8. Pratt was mustered in as first lieutenant 
Tenth New York Cavalry to date September 27, 1861, and as captain to date 


officers of his regiment were summarily dismissed by order of the War De- 
partment. * * * 
e 


The facts connected with his dismissal are as follows: On the 2\st of April, 
1 Col. John C. Lemon, Tenth New York Cavalry, and Capt. Delos Car- 
~ r, of the same ent, made affidavit that Captain Pratt had by 

‘alsehood and fraud o from the Government the sum of $0.9) for the 
pretended use and risk of one horse ene for two hundred and 
severteen days, whereas he was only enti to such pay for the term of sev- 
"the alidavies 1 

e affidavits were referred to the Judge-Advocate-General, who, on April 

22, 1863, forwarded them of War with the recommendation 
that a Pratt and the other eight officers be and their pay 
withhel and eos to reimburse the Government. : 

After ineff efforts looking toa revocation of the dismissal, th case 
was reopened on the request of Irvine, whosucceeded Colone! Lemon 
in command of the Tenth New York Cavalry, and was referred by the Secre- 
tary of War to General Canby for report. After a careful examination of 
the facts that officer, on the 17th of a rted as to the merits 
of the case and recommended that the ity incident to Captain Pratt's 
dismissal be removed. . 

The following is a copy of General Canby’s report in the case: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January *. 1° 


Ww. W. Paige. ene Field, §. Pratt, John Ordner, L. 8. Baldwin. late 
captains of the Tenth New York Volunteer Cavalry, ask to be reinstated, 
having been dismissed May 4, 1863, on charge of “ fraudulently receiving {rom 
the Government pay for risk and use of horses while they did not have horses 

It appears that charges of the above nature were preferred agains! ‘hese 
officers and four others, since reinstated, by I. C. Lemon, late colon«!, and D. 
Carpenter, late captain, of that regiment, who both resigned when 0» the 
point of tried on of tency, etc. Lemon's statement, 
as shown oe of Hon. . Davis, Lieutenant-Colonel MeIrvine, 
Tenth New York Cavalry, and is not entitled to credence, and has, 0 
fact, been disproved by the t of four of the officers against 
rican be peated Geer See by his own recommendation to that effect 
in the cases of Captain and three others. ¢ their 

It seems that these officers charged the Government from the dates °! ' | 
commissions (part of the time before the t was complete and ordere: 
into the field) with 40 cents “for -apoene rece their own ho 
and horse same summer © oe 
that Colonel Lemon hineslt their attention to this claim. and recom 
mended them to make out and that he did not make the charges 
pen waich they were dismissed until nine months after they had recely 

money. 














Captain Ordner stated under oath that until he purchased a horse in Balti- 
more, in the of 1862, and for the whole time charged previous to that 
gate, he had at his command and owned a horse at his home in Buffalo. 

Captain Pratt makes a similar statement, supported by the evidence of 
Licute MeIrvine, Tenth New York Cavalry. 

Captains Baldwin, and Field state under oath that up to the time 
they pu ir horses they had each a hired horse constantly at their 
disposal and in use whenever required. These statements are supported by 


evidence of the jes hiring the horses. 
hee mention is made in e r of these five cases of equipments. 
These were without a hearing, and on the statements 
only of Lemon and Ca‘ ter. 

e Judge- meral considered that a revocation of the order of 
dismissal was not justified, from the apparent fact that these officers did not 
act have, mse ane risk their own horses and equipments, as required by 
se of Congres . the officers claim that they were told by Colonel Lemon 
that this allowance-was of their pay and emoluments, the same as sub- 


siste and forage, and that this view was approved by Major Turner, to 
sfhom the case was submitted in the first instance, and who dismissed the 
charge as 

These officers all produce certificates from general and field officers show- 
ing their character as gentlemen and as brave and faithful officers and good 


disciplinarians. disc any intention of wronging the Government. 
The ae hich cheno officers were dismissed was common at the time, 


under the false impression that this allowance was a part of their pay and 
emoluments, and abuse had its influence in cau if, the repeal of the 
original law so far as cameeny officers were concerned. ere is no question 
that the charges were e in violation of the law. 

Four of the nine officers who were dismissed under this charge of fraud 
have been restored, and it seems just that at least Captains Ordner and Pratt 
(who under oath that they actually owned horses during the time 


, if not also Captains Paige, Baldwin, and Field (who hired horses), 
ee cine the same favorable consideration. 


Respectfully submitted, with the recommendation that the disability be 
removed in all these cases. 
ED. R. 8. CANBY, 


Brigadier-General, Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Thereupon the Secretary cf War, on February 6, 1864, removed the disa- 
bility resulting from the , "Ren Rady ’ 
cial statement furnished by Hon. THropore L. Poows, M. C. 


authority of the Secre of War: 
By ty eo F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, January 29, 1396. 
In view of the fact that Captain Pratt is exonerated in the foregoing report, 


he was a faithful and competent officer, and that if he 
committed any error it was the fault of the colonel of his regiment, who pre- 


charges against the said Pratt for acting under his (the colonel’s) di- 
your committee are unanimous in recommending the passage of the 


bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POOLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CHARLES W. RINEHARDT. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 2054) to correct the mili- 
pee —_— of Charles W. Rinehardt and to grant him an honor- 
Pas blll was reed, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 


and directed to correct the mili record of Charles W. Rinehardt, late 
third-class musician in the United States Marine Corps Send, by removing 


= eliaees el aot os him , eeeetrem, and granting an honor- 
The report (by Mr. Bishop) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
) to the military record of Charles W. Reinhardt, and to grant him 
an having considered the same, would ully re- 
port the same to House with the recommendation that it do % 

man enlisted in the Marine Band; afterwards all of his famil 


This ; 
Sa father, who desired the consolation of his only child in his ol 
age, end wenthome. Your committee think his leaving the service excus- 


The facts are fully set forth in the reports and affidavits hereto annexed. 


{In the matter of House bill No. 4919, House of Re tatives, for the relief 
of Charles W. Reinhard? | ere 


duly sworn, on his oath says: That he is aged 

© years, resides at Lafayette, Ind.; that he is the fa of said Charles 
: ; that Charles W inhardt is his only child; that his 
mother died after his enlistment in Navy, aa 


a 


3 
z 


3 
3 





come home and 
I have to live; and I hope that 
restore tome my caly living child 
y hope. His its are good, and 


expense to educate him in music, and he enlisted 
my consent. He was made to believe that he could be honorably dis- 


aaa CHAS. F. REINHARDT. 
a USER to before mo this 208 doy of December 1993. 
= Noterp Public, 


Wa lenale and House of B 
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on February 9, 1881, and deserted, at the time mentioned, are as follows, viz: 
He, said Charles W. Reinhardt, lived in Lafayette, Ind., frem the time of 
his birth, in 1859, until 1878, when he left for Leipsic, Germany, to finish his 
musical education at the conservatory of music in that place. He remained 
there two years. On his return to the United States he met Mr. Sousa, the 
then director of the Marine Band, and finally enlisted, as aforesaid. After 
enlisting he wrote to his father, Charles Reinhardt, telling him what he had 
done. His father was much displeased and sharply reprimanded him for en- 
listing as a third-class musician on so small a salary, i. e., $21 to $24 per month. 
He replied that there was no opening except in the third class, and that Mr. 
Sousa assured him that the members of the corps were earning from $0 to 
$125 per month extra from outside engagements. But shortly after his en- 
listment this source of income was cut off by an act of Congress prohibiting 
military bands from taking outsideengagements. Being greatly disappointed 
at the turn things had taken, young Reinhardt became despondent and finally 
deserted, as stated above, and is now a deserter at large: and 
Whereas since said Charles W. Reinhardt deserted from the Marine Corps 
his mother, brothers, and sisters have all died, leaving his father alone in his 
old age, except this one remaining son; and 
Whereas said Charles W. Reinhardt, except his one act of desertion, has 
always borne a good reputation and had always been a good and useful citizen: 
Therefore, considering the offender's youth, his former irreproachable char- 
acter, the circumstances under which he entered and left the service, the 
yearning of his aged and lonely father to have his son with him in his declin- 
ing years, and believing that to relieve this young man from the consequences 
of his one thoughtless act could work no harm to the service, we, the under- 
signed, respectfully pray this Congress for the passage of a special act reliev- 
ing Charles W. Reinharat from the charge of desertion 
IRA J. CHASE, Governor of Indiana 
CLAUDE MATTHEWS, Secretary of State 
DAVID P. VINTON, Ex-Judge Circuit Court. 
JAMES MURDOCK 
FRANCIS JOHNSON. 
B. MILN SMITH, Postmaster. 
W. C. L. TAYLOR. 
JNO. 8. WILLIAMS 
B. LANGDON, Judge of Circuit Court. 
JOHN F. McHUGH, 
Senator Tippecanoe County, and City Attorney of Lafayette. 
GEO. T. BEARDSLEY, City Treasurer. 
F. E. D. McGINLEY, Mayor 
WILLIAM V. STUART 
J. M. DRESSER. 
W. C. MITCHELL, Ex-County Clerk. 
DAVID H. FLYNN, County Clerk 
J. FRANK BYERS, County Auditor 
JOHN M. LA RUE, Ex-Judge Superior Ce 


urt, 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 27, 1392. 

Srr: The Department has considered the statement made by you in June 
last, addressed to the President of the United States, and by his direction 
referred to this Department, in which you request the pardon of Charles W. 
Reinhardt, a deserter from the United States Marine Corps. 

In reply I have to inform you that it appears from the record of service 
of Reinhardt that he enlisted in the Marine Corps at Washington, D. C., for 
five years, and was rated third-class musician, February 9, 1881; that he de- 
serted from the Marine Barracks at that place August 15, 1882, and that he 
is still a deserter at large. 

The Department is empowered to remove the charge of desertion only in 
cases coming under the provisions of the act of Congress “to relieve certain 
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of 
eco, Wemroves August 14, 1888, which applies only to deserters from 
enlistments during the late war, or when such charge is conclusively shown 
to have been erroneously entered or retained upon the records. It appearing 
that the charge of desertion was properly entered on the records of the Ma- 
rine Corps against the name of Reinhardt, the Department has no power to 
remove said charge, and in view of the facts stated, no recommendation for 
pardon can properly be made in his case. An application might very prop- 
erly be made to Congress by the friends of Reinhardt for the passage of a 
special act for his relief from the charge of desertion. 

Very respectfully, F. M. RAMSAY, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. Louts KIMMEL, 
United States Marshal's Office, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would state to the gentleman from 

Indiana that there is abundant power now in the Secretary of the 


Navy to grant this person a deserter’s discharge, and that is all he 
is entitled to. 


Mr. HANLY. I think not. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I am satisfied of it. 
charges myself in meritorious cases. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
on the bill (H. R. 5564) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr, 
MEIKLEJOBN, and Mr. LitTLe. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The first thing in order is the call of commit- 


I have secured such dis- 


tees. 
The committees were called. 
RECESS. 
Mr. LOUD (at 1 o’clock and 15 minutes >a). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask enous consent that the House take a recess for fifteen 
minutes. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. The House 
accordingly took a recess until 1.30 p. m. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 1.30 p.m. 
AMBASSADOR BAYARD. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the special order, the resolu- 


tion in relation to certain speeches delivered by our ambassador 
to Great Britain, 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Thomas F. Bayard, ambassador of the United States to Great 
ee, ae in a public speech delivered in Boston, England, on August 2, 
1895, as follows: 

‘He (the President of the United States) stands in the midst of a strong, 
self-conident, and oftentimes violent people—men who seekjto have their own 
way-—and I tell you plainly that it takes a real man to govern the people of 
the United States”; and 

Whereas Thomas F. Bayard, ambassador of the United States to Great 
Britain, said in a public speech delivered in Edinburgh, Scotland, on Novem- 
ber 7, 1805, as follows: 

“In my own country I have witnessed the insatiable growth of that form 
of state socialism styled ‘ ome which I believe has done more to foster 
class legislation and create inequality of fortune, to corrupt public life, to 
banish men of independent mind and character from the public councils, to 
lower the tone of national representation, blunt public conscience, create 
false standards in the popular mind to familiarize it with reliance upon State 
aid and guardianship in private affairs, divorce ethics from politics, and place 
politics Bpon the low level of a mercenary scramble than any other single 
cause. 

“It (the said policy of protection) has unhesitatingly allied itself withevery 
policy which tends to commercial isolation, dangerously depletes the Treas- 
ury, and saps the public conseience by schemes of evens See and lar- 
gesse to Yor c whose support is thereby attracted. us it has done 
so inuch to throw | lation mto the political market, where jobbers and 
chafferers take the p of statesmen”: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that 
Thomas F. Bayard. ambassador of the United States to Great Britain, in 


publicly using the above quoted, has committed an offense against 
iplomatic propriety, an 


an abuse of the privileges of his exalted position, 
which should make 


m the representative of the whole country, and not of 
any political party. Such utterances are wholly inconsistent with that pru- 
dent, delicate, an soragulone reserve which he himself, while Secretary of 
State, enjoined upon diplomatic mts of the United States. In one 
speech he affronts the great body of countrymen who believe in the 
,»0licy of protection. In the other speech he offends all his countrymen who 
lieve that Americans are capable of self-government. Therefore, as the 
immediate representatives of the American ie, and in their name, we 
condemn and censure the said utterances of Thomas F. Bayard. 

Resolved further, That in the opinion of the House of Representatives pub- 
pong he 

18, . s 
tion of Uhinens in the United 8 , are in dereliction OP the dut of such 
officers, spent their usefulness as public servants, and dimi e confi- 
dence which they should always command at home and abroad. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. 8 er, two days after the last election, 
which took place on Tuesday, the 5th of November, the ambassa- 
dor of the United States to Great Britain delivered an address 
in ey in which he inveighed in a violent diatribe against 
the policy, the dominant tenet in the political creed, of the Repub- 
lican party in the United States. It was an amplification and 
repetition of a plank in the national Democratic platform denounc- 
ing protection asa fraud and robbery. The question in the elec- 
tion that had just passed had been, in largest part, the question 
between the protectionists or Republicans and their opponents, 
the Democrats. The distinguished audience whom he addressed 
had in the agp of that morning and that afternoon read the 
details of the election in the United States, and no doubt with 
great regret, all ot them recognizing that with the coming ascend- 
ency of the party of protection in this country a policy was to be 
expected which would have what they considered a depressing 
effect upon British interests. 

It was under these circumstances that this ionate 
speech was delivered by our ambassador on a foreign platform to 
foreigners. It drew attention in that country and in every other, 
and it ages revived attention to a speech which our ambassador 
had made a short time before, in August, at old Boston in Eng- 
land, in which he had said that his countrymen were ‘‘a strong, 
self-confident, and oftentimes violent people—men who seek to 
have their own way, and I tell te plainly that it takes a real 
man to govern the people of the United States; fortunately in this 
case there is a real man to govern the people of the United States 
and hold their highest office.” 


These utterances excited painful attention and great regret all 
over this coun They were or to the attention of Con- 
gress as soon as this body assembled, but the House, moving with 


caution, instructed a committee to ascertain whether such state- 
ments had been made by an ambassador of this country and what 
action should be taken in the premises if they had. That com- 
mittee, after due deliberation, reported a resolution of inquiry 
which was adopted by the House, asking the President whether, 
in fact, such declarations had been made by the American ambas- 
sador to Great Britain; and if so, what action had been taken 
thereon. By and by the President sent us all the correspondence, 
with the information that all that was alleged to have been de- 
clared by our ambassador in Edinburgh last November was indeed 
said by him, and that no action had been taken thereon whatever. 


That is the case on which your ittee have reported the reso- 
lutions now pan exp the disa val of this House of 
the action of an ambassador of the whole people of the United 
States in making passionate, declarations—in indulging 
in anathemas aimed at a of his coun 


trymen. 
dhieal~as how an th ane uae . oid bo fe mans bin 
we hoped, at the news, wo ound on ex- 
walnadion theel th 


e declarations made by our tati 
had not been accurately reported; hak ib anight surm ous that he 


had used such general terms that they could be accepted as not . /. 
fensive to his countrymen; that it was perhaps mere “ acade:),,.." 
discussion of cold, general questions of tical science, which, jn 
the condensed form of the news report, seemed harsh and »,. 
tisan. But not so; all such hopes were dissipated by the full ¢...; 
When we came to read the very words, as sent by his own han’ 
was found that he spoke of a party cry, a partisan word. and i), |,;, 
first line strictly limited it to its harshest meaning. He s},;,,) 
defines ‘‘ protection” as he denounces it, not as a general ter 
— science, or as it might be treated in discourses j), 
nch Academy or at a German university. He says: 
In my own commie I have witnessed the insatiable growth of that | 

state socialism styled “ protection.” 


That which is styled ‘‘ protection” in his own country is 41! + ))¢ 
he s The word ** Gem- 


in 
the 


peaks of—exactly that and nothing more. 
ocrat,” the word ‘‘ democratic,” the word “‘ republican,” the wor 
“republicanism ”—all these have a general significance as ; 
are found in literature, in political science, and in histor, 
that sense every member of the Republican par 
democracy as opposed to aristocracy; and every 
Hall and in this country is a republican as opposed to a 1:)\)),- 
archist. They have a general d tion far different from what 
they mean in his own country, where whatare styled “ Deinocrat.” 
** Democracy,” and ‘*Democratic” refer to the adherents and 
tenets of a powerful political organization, and what are si y\.d 
‘*Republican ” and ‘ nblicanism ” refer toa party organization 
and a party creed; and what is styled ‘ protection ” in this coun- 
try, in the strife of ies, is a party tenet, the essence of Rey)- 
licanism. So it is known and un by every boy on the 
street when he sees the word ‘“ protection” inscribed on a tranis- 
parency in a political procession. 

There was no mi ing his meaning. To such an audience, 
depressed with the day’s news of the success of the protectionists 
in the elections in the United States on the previous Tuesday. our 
ambassador broke out in bitter denunciation of what was styled 
pen Dt awe awe as “ corrupting public life, banish- 
ishing men of ind t and character from the public 
councils, lowering the tone of national representation, blunting 
public conscience, divorcing ethics from politics, placing politics 
upon the low level of a rn oe le, and throwing lecis- 
lation into the political market, w: jobbers and chafferers take 
the place of statesmen.” 

It was said on this floor, when the question was first brought 
up, that the President of the United States had uttered similar 
sentiments in the past. He uttered them at home, in the midst of 
political strife. © ambassador uttered them abroad, just after 
an election favorable to protection, and after he had made a pre- 
vious speech to Englishmen sa American people were 
self-confident and oftentimes violent, whom it took a real man to 
——. fortunately they had a real man holding the office of 

sident. 

If the gentleman who uttered those words had been an Aieri- 
can citizen, traveling in his own l private capacity, we 
could have taken no notice of them, whatever might have becn 
our opinion of the good or the bad taste of an American talking 
in that strain in other countries. If Americans when abroad 
choose to reflect upon their country or their countrymen or their 
institutions, it is their right; as private citizens they can (io it. 
But not so with a man w from our Government to the 
court of the British Empire clothed with authority—who stais 
for the ey of the whole Republic—who represents every “il1- 
zen in all thiscountry. He is received as a public representatiy:, 
and as such his statements are accredited, justly accredited, as 
they would not otherwise be. When he speak of his country he 

ts his coun —he ts all of them; and his 
words, whether to our honor or dishonor, are taken as the voice 
of the nation. Therein we all were wounded when he spoke with 
this bitter tongue of more than half his countrymen. 

His predecessor, Mr. Lowell—a famous personality alwi\s 011 
everywhere honored, but who when ambassador was treat«! with 


hey 
i In 
is a believer in 
mmocrat in this 


still greater respect, with the profoundest —when he was 

i to an English audience one day, and reference was 
made to American politics, said, ‘It is a rule with us, recogni7-d 
as most fit, that family affairs should not be discussed |«/\re 


stra ” [Loud use.} That same Lowell once delivered 
an olives in England with » athe which could be perverted by 4 
narrow-minded man into a partisan word. The subject of the 
address was ‘“‘ Democracy.” But he treated it in a higher s:-°. 


with a loftier spirit. It contained no partisan railing; and!) 
he concluded an Englishman would have vainly asked of his 1) “!\- 
bor, ‘Is he a Democrat, or is he a Republican?” No; he was 0 
American, and only an American. He conducted himself 11 \“~ 
cordance with the duty of an in his action and his 
utterances. 


In truth, I believe there has not in a hundred been & 
aay seers OF tee United States on 
> consular agent to a0 














————— 


ambassador, made either in eulogy or in denunciation of political 
ies at home. 
Pvhen the ambassador went to old Boston the account before 
us says that he was taken on a special train, that the bells in the 
city were upon his arrival, that flags decorated the public 
puildings a8 re and that he was welcomed by 
the mayor and digni of the city. That gentleman has been 
in Europe before, when he was not an ambassador, and when he 


then arrived in towns the flags were not displayed on the public | 
puildings, nor the bells rung, nor special trains, nor mayors, nor | 
itaries 


civic dignt necessary. . : . ; 
He was presented to that great audience in Edinburgh with the 
profoundest respect as the American ambassador, and with such 


surroundings our ambassador launched into these anathemas upon 
his countrymen. Had he been at home, had it been before elec- 


ion, he might have used strong partisan language and it would 
sae fallen unheeded, but this was ad to foreigners, and 
every of every party, of every shade of political opinion, 
felt the impropriety. = ; 

When, by reason of inquiry of this House, the President, through 
the Secretary of State, sent to the ambassador for information as 
to his speech, the ambassador replied transmitting it and justify- 
ing it. He challenged article 7 of the instructions to diplomatic 
officers as not having been violated. Think of it—an ambassador 


nse of propriety of the whole nation by citing the mere strict 
letter, the bald letter, of a rule of the Department. He says no 
political canvass was approaching in that country. What hada 


speech denouncing a party in his own country to do with party 
conflicts in England? It is prohibited by the regulations that any 
officer in our service shall take part in the political contests of the 


country to which he is accredited. But no President, no Secre- 


this speech: 

The judgments so delivered were formed by me after careful deliberation. 
Does anybody doubt that? Is that any justification? His old 
speeches in , in partisan conflicts here, undoubtedly 
similar sentiments, and no one questioned his sincerity. 
But that was in his campai at home, when he was not an am- 
- bassador. but an ordinary Democratic politician trying to catch 
What has that to do with the gross impropriety of taking 
vio sentiments, these partisan likings or dislikings to 
lands, and uttering them when acting as the representative 
the ? In this justifying dispatch he seems unconscious 

nature of his offense. 
e wounded the feelings of all Americans at home, not because 
censured Republicans or Republican tenets, not because he 
a Democrat—that we knew from other sources. Had a Re- 
blican, as ambassador, indulged in railing at the Demo- 
cratic creed or its adherents as dogreling and corrupting public 
life, is there a man in the whole country among the millions of 
2 feae dicaricecpriets —_ felthurt, ne po aon 
& gross ty and injustice on the part of the repre- 
sentative of all the Democrats as well as all the Republicans in the 


Seenti 


BaF 


United States? 

There lies the offense; not in the caw the belief, not in 
the truth or of what he utters; that nothing whatever 
to do with it. seventh article of the instructions in their 


prohibits any such course, and the sincerity of the belief 

the man who uttered such sentiments has nothing to do with 
the question. ’ 

One of the essential qualifications of a diplomatic agent is to observe at all 
timesa proper reserve in regard to the affairs of his Government. 
That, Mr. Speaker, was issued by Secretary of State Bayard. 
Ttis ] 

to diplomatic agents abroad to participate i i 
the political comesens im the country of their residence; and they are di. 
rected especially to refrain from public express of opinion upon local, 
jurisdic’ . 


: oi eres 


bition against public ad- 

dresses, upon in the country of official 

residence. iiven tn waco the utmost caution must be observed 
touching upon politi matters. 

If our representatives abroad are to be cautious in touching on 
political matters in other countries, how much more in touching 
that reach the quick sensibilities of the millions of 

countrymen at home? 

Now, when this was reported in the some were incredu- 
lous, some censured, some criticised, and some regretted. The 
press of the country, with almost absolute unanimity, rebuked or 


_ 


Fi 
: 


censured or criticised the partisan of the am- 
bassador, Bien the English pros, which was in sympathy with 
the politital ; bi Geoveshaasaber, f:t on expressed 
@lso their of the utterances. One of the 
Great journals, to its readers the close relation 


¢ 


7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| reference to it? 


|} aid and guardianship in private affairs, divorce ethics from politic 
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of protection to American politics, illustrated the irritation of the 
American people at the utterances of their ambassador by saying: 

How would we feel if the British ambassador at Washington had delivered 
& speech at some public assembly in America in favor of Irish home rule and 
denouncing the Tory party, that prevailed at the last election? 

The London Times, in a comment on the speech, which is a 
curious mixture of patronizing and contempt, said that 
Speeches such as those made by Mr. Bayard would not be delivered by a 

European diplomat, and even in Mr. Bayard’s case they were rat! 1 
prising. 
_ Now, after the declaration by our ambassador that the polit- 
ical faith of one of the great parties of this country was degrading 
and corrupting, after he had taken a declaration found in the 
national Democratic platform, that protection is a fraud and a 
robbery, and translated it into his own more impulsive, specitic, 
and passionate phrase, what action did the President take with 
é None whatever. Not a suggestion of admoni- 
tion, although he had delivered his ‘‘ judgments after careful de- 
liberation ” in such strain as this: 

In my own country I have witnessed the insatiable growth of 
of state socialism styled “ protection,” which I believe has done more to fost 
class legislation and create inequality of fortune, to corrupt public life, to 
banish men of independent mind and character from the publ 
lower the tone of national representation, blunt public conscience, « 
false standards in the popular mind, to familiarize it with relian 


ather sur 






sas } ee 
politics upon the low level of a mercenary scramble, than any other single 


cause. * * * It— 

The policy of protection— 
has unhesitatingly allied itself with every policy which tends to commercial 
isolation, dangerously depletes the Treasury, and saps the popular conscience 
by schemes of corrupting favor and largesse to special classes whose support 
is thereby attracted. Thus it has done so much to throw legislation into the 
political market, where jobbers and chafferers take the place of statesmen. 

Does that refer to the displacement of parties in this Hall from 
the aisle on my right to the aisle on my left? The result of the last 
election has in fact so increased the Republican or protectionist 
members of this House that they now occupy it clear around from 
the end of the Hall on my right to the aisle on my left, beyond 
which the Democrats extend one-third of the House, instead of the 
great majority they formerly had. Is there anyone on the floor 
so bitterly imbued with partisan sentiment that he would utter 
in any presence such a slander as that the displacement on this 
floor by the last election put ‘‘ jobbers” and ‘‘chafferers ” in the 
place of ‘‘ statesmen”? Could we, would any Republican here, find 
it in his heart to say that the result of the previous election where 
we were displaced and the Democrats given control of this House 
put jobbers and chafferers in the place of statesmen? No Repre- 
sentative of a district here on either side would use such language. 
Is that the language for a representative of the whole people of 
the United States? Hadaction been taken by the Executive, as 
has been so often done in cases of indiscretions and improprieties 
far less than this by our officers abroad, this might have passed 
without notice by the House. But the President replies to our 
inquiry that though months have gone by no word, even of admo- 
nition, has been given to this offending officer. 

Mr. Speaker, the indiscretions and the offenses of consuls and 
ministers abroad have often been rebuked by admonition or by 
censure, and sometimes by recall by the Department itself. 
There are innumerable examples of this. One of the early minis- 
ters we sent abroad was James Monroe, afterwards so justly 
famous, then young in the public service, and who indiscreetly 
made a glowing address in the French National Convention a few 
days after the fall of Robespierre in 1794. It was undoubtedly 
an ill-advised thing to make such a speech to that blood-stained, 
dreadful assembly. For that he was rebuked by an admonition 
from the Secretary of State, and General Washington wrote a 
few words about it which it is worth while to read and ponder 
to-day in connection with the pending question. 

The truth is Mr. Monroe was cajoled, flattered, and made to believe strana: 

hings. In return he did or was disposed to do whatever was pleasing to 
that nation, reluctantly urging the rights of his own. 

It often happens that a minister takes on the hue or opinions of 
the country where he resides in its contests with other countries. 
I have seen that often. In the contest between Chile and Peru in 
1881 it so happened that our ministers to those Republics came to 
Washington on leave of absence at the same time, reporting at 
the Department on ‘the same day. I heard them both. Each 
stated that the country to which he was accredited was in the 
right and that the other was the aggressor, and they spoke almost 
as if attorneys for those Governments. That is but natural, and 
it is a caution constantly given to our representatives to beware of 
it, but we never before had one who needed cautioning to prevent 
his speaking against his own people. 

The ambassador himself justified his course in his letter before 
us to the Secretary. He sends a copy of this speech issued by the 
* Printers in Ordinary to Her Majesty.” His speech has been re- 

rinted in this country as a partisan pamphlet by the New Eng- 
fand Free Trade League. The committee charged to consider this 
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question has reported resolutions censuring such utterances. Is 
it not time that Congress should speak? 

The minority in their report say that the proposition to censure 
by resolution is “unwarranted and unprecedented.” Whether it 
is warranted or not I think nearly every citizen of the United 
States is perfectly qualified to answer, and the press of the United 
States long ago answered. 

It is not unprecedented—far from it. The very last Congress 

da resolution to censure Mr. Stevens, minister to Hawaii. 

e minority find fault with this as an invasion of the functions 
of the Executive with which Congress should not interfere. Itis 
not so considered by the President. The President, by his influ- 
ence and pressure upon Democratic members in this House, drove 
through a resolution, by the votes of reluctant members here, cen- 
suring Minister Stevens, who, it was alleged, had been too strongly 
zealous for his country, though the Democratic committee of the 
Senate afterwards found on careful examination that he had acted 
throughout within the line of patriotic duty. You who were mem- 
bers of the last House, many of you, know that that vote was 
reluctant, oy up from men who disliked it to the very last 
moment. I heard them myself in conversation disavow their sym- 
pathy with the resolution, but they said they would yield because 
it lay so close to the heart of the President. He was then bent on 
overturning the Hawaiian Republic and restoring the Queen. 

We have often had ministers who went to the verge of indiscre- 
tion in the performance of their duties, where they were influ- 
enced by the public opinion where they resided, taking sides with 
that country in its contests with neighboring countries. But in 
none of these cases was fault found with the patriotism o. the 
mirister, nor did he indulge in any criticism of his own country. 
So, too, within a few days the Spanish minister in this city has 
been criticised for some public utterances, but they were not harsh 
judgments of his own people or any part of them. Minister 

tevens was not condemned by the Democratic majority of this 
House for any word or act against any of his countrymen. If 
that was an occasion for a resolution of censure by the House, 
the gentlemen who voted for it must agree that this is a far more 
fitting occasion for the House to act. 

In these resolutions the House lays down a just rule for all our 
diplomatic and consular officers in all countries—that they should 
not in public speeches display partisanship, or condemn any polit- 
ical party or party policy or organization in the United States; 
that such conduct is in dereliction of their oer: mee ges their use- 
fulness, and diminishes the confidence they should always com- 
mand. Such a rule of conduct I think ought to have the vote of 
every member of the House and the assent of every American, so 
that it will never again happen that an ambassador representing 
the seventy millions of the great Republic will anywhere in the 
world forget that he represents, not a party, but the whole people, 
and that it is his duty not to darken the good name of any cart of 
them. It is a wrong to the country he represents, to that great 
Republic with whose majesty and dignity he is clothed, and to all 
= people for whom he in all his public utterances. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am apes to 
the pending resolutions, and I hope after proper consideration they 
will not be adopted. ree months ago resolutions relating to the 
ro of Hon. Thomas F. Bayard, United States ambas- 

or to Great Britain, were presented in this House, based upon 
brief extracts from two speeches delivered by him in Boston - 
land, and Edinburgh, Scotland. The Constitution of the United 
States provides that civil officers of the United States shall be re- 
moved from office on im hment for and conviction of treason, 
pa vt or other high es or misdemeanors. Treason consists 
e 


war st the United States or in adhering to their 
enemies, giving em aid and comfort. A high crime or misde- 
meanor is an offense indictable under common law or statute law. 


It is apparent, therefore, that the proposition to impeach Ambas- 
sador Bayard for his utterances in public hes is absurd and 
unwarranted. Leading Republicans ca the resolutions to be 
amended before they were sent to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, so as to cao cally annul all attem eg” meee 5 S* 
Resolutions of censure were also offered in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, epee a Re same extracts from the two 
made by Ambassador ; and they were also ref to the 
That committee, after holding 
to this House 


Commi on Foreign 

these resolutions for nearly two months, 

the resolutions now under consideration to censure and condemn 
Ambassador Ba The delay of the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Fo fairs in ordering any report on the Bayard reso- 
lutions and the delay in this House in the resolutions 
show plainly that there are many Republicans who are doubtful 
about the propriety of such action by the House and who are not 
= to vote condemnation and censure upon one of our worthiest 
ted in Congressional 


. wesshats reported preceden 
e utions are un 
history. No diplomatic officer has ever in the past been censured 


or condemned by the House of Representatives for freedoy, of 
speech. The framers of the resolutions did not dare to make ¢ }\-; 
joint resolutions or concurrent resolutions, but made them «\,,, S 
ouse resolutions. They were unwilling to allow the Sent, of 
the United States to consider them, for they well knew tha: - ch 
resolutions would never receive the indorsement of the Sen.:,. 

_ The proposed action by the House of aenentives is an i 
sion of the rights and authority of the ident of the U; 
States. Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, says: 

The Government of the United States is one of enumerated powers. :), 
national Constitution being the instrument which specifies them and i: - 
authority should be found for the exercise of any power which the N.; 
Government assumes to possess. ; 

The Constitution of the United States provides for three ¢.,)). 
nate branches of government—the executive, legislative, ani j1),jj\- 
cial. In enumerating the powers of the legislative branch «1 th. 
Government the House of Representatives is given no authority 
whatever to confirm or censure diplomatic representatiy.< 


nva- 


ited 


nh 
nal 


On 


the contrary, it is specially provided in the enumeration «f the 
powers of the Executive that— 

The President shall have power, Sz and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 


to appoint ambassadors and other public ministers and consuls. 


The House of Representatives has no authority in the appoint- 
ment or confirmation of ambassadors or ministers, and in al] the 
years that have passed since the organization of our Government 
the House of Representatives has never attempted before to censure 
or condemn a diplomatic officer for his public utterances. Tho 
House of Representatives ht as well censure a judge of the 
Supreme Court of the United States for a decision rendered py 
him, or a United States Senator for a speech made by him, as to 
censure a diplomatic officer for his utterances. 

Since the organization of our Governinent the President of the 
United States has controlled our diplomatic officers, and the com- 
missions issued to them declare that each is appointed for and dur- 
ing the pleasure of the President. He has recalled them. or re- 
moved them, or ——— them when, in his judgment, it was 
deemed proper. ere are many cases to support this position, 
but I will only refer toa few. In 1890, while Mr. Mizner was 
United States minister to Guatemala, an attempt was made to 
arrest General Barundia, a on the American steamer 
Acapulco, in the port of San Jose in virtue of a letter from Mr. 
Mizner to the captain directing his surrender. No judicial war- 


rant or proceeding appears, and the attempt at arrest was inade 
by the military commandant of ae and a squad of soldiers. 

neral Barundia resisted and was killed. Mr. Blaine, then Secre- 
7 of State, November 18, 1890, recited and analyzed the case, 
an cpr aaccas of the President Mr. Mizner was recalled and 
removed, 

In 1869 Mr. Motley was commissioned as minister to (ireat 
Britain and charged with the conduct of the Alabama claims 


negotiation. His course gave great dissatisfaction to the Presi- 
dent, and on July 1, 1870, his tion was called for by the 
President, and he and an minister was appointed. 

In 1892 Mr. was minister of the United States to Ven- 
ezuela, and was invited August 26, 1892, by direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to resign, and did resign. [| did not 
expect to bring into this debate the old and worn-out subject of 
Hawaii, but my friend and colleague from Illinois [Mr. Hit}, 
who preceded me, said President Cleveland forced the Democratic 
mem of this House last Saupe to pass the Hawaiian reso- 
lution. I deny that statement fully and positively, and | am sur- 
prised that the present chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs should have made it. 

The resolutions which were introduced by me in the House of 
Representatives with regard to Minister Stevens and the Haw:ian 
Islands were the House of Representatives by 1|\)! ma- 


jority, and there were but two Democrats in this House who voted 
against them. The Hawaiian resolutions were not analogous: the 
resolutions now being 


We are now called on to cen- 
for *h. Mr. 


to censured 
because of his acts; because he had violated his instructions: be- 
cause he had violated international law; because he had taken 
down the Hawaiian flag and run up the American flag and declared 
a protectorate in Hawaii. The President of the United States—4 
blican t—disavowed the action of Mr. Stevens, and 
he was condemned because of his acts and not because of his utter 


ances. . 
I will read the resolutions adopted by the House of Represent 


Resolved, First. That it is the sense of House that the'action of the 


illegally 
aiding a ovatinamana States naval forces ond aiian Ix 
lands ri end in in en Provisional Government 
= i eee in - to will of a majority ‘of ‘the por 
stitution, and should be and is _ 
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penstity 09 rove the principle announced by the Presi- 
United States interference with the domestic affairs of an 
t nation is contrary to the spirit of American institutions. And 
rere eentee ok toe 
Islands Yo otis cncallod for and teen) ient; that the people of that eounsry 
should have absolute freedom and independence in pursuing their own line 
of policy, and that forelen intervention in the political affairs of the islands 
be th indifference by the Government of the United 
tates. 
. It is evident that there is no analogy between the proposed action 
in regard to Ambassador Bayard and the action taken in regard 
to the Hawaiian Islands. A treaty was sent to the Senate for 
confirmation by President Harrison, which required our Gov- 
ernment to pay three millions and a half of dollars in order to 
annex Hawaii, and President Cleveland, after he was inaugurated 
March 4, 1893, wisely withdrew the treaty from the Senate, and the 
House of tatives indorsed him for so doing. My friend 
from Illinois logs Hitt] in his speech this morning said that the 
President of the United States by his power induced Democrats to 
adopt those resolutions. I say to-day that, practically, the most 
important of those resoiutions, to wit, the last one, has been in- 
dorsed by the Republican party at this session of Congress. We 
indorsed the President for withdrawing the treaty of annexation, 
and this Congress has been in session for three months and noth- 
ing has been done in regard to annexing the Hawaiian Islands to 
the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, if the speeches of Mr. Bayard referred to in the 

ding resolutions require any action by the President, I am sure 
Be will do his full duty at the proper time. The Edinburgh speech 
was delivered November 7, 1895, and the resolutions assailing Mr. 
Ba were offered in the House of Representatives on the 10th 
of ber, one month after the speech was made. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Is there not an error in relation to 
the election? The last general election was a year prior to the 
Sth of November, 1895. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I thank my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. TurNER]. He has called my attention to the error of the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt]. The election of members of 
was in November, 1894, and the Edinburgh speech was 

made on November 7, 1895, or more than one year after Congress- 
men were elected in the United States. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. Hirt] is therefore in error in the statement he made, that 
Ambassador Bayard’s Edinburgh speech was made just after he 
had heard from the Congressional elections in the United States. 

I have stated that no diplomatic officer was ever censured or 
condemned for his public utterances. Thereis, however, one case 
where the acts of a diplomatic officer have been condemned by a 
resolution of the House of Representatives, and that is the case of 
a prominent Republican, Hon. Robert Schenck, minister to Great 
Britain, whose conduct in connection with the Emma silver mine 


was in ted by a committee of the House of Representatives 
and resol reported and adopted condemning his action. 

It is hard] ery in this connection for me to remind mem- 
bers of this House that Mr. Schenck was also made conspicuous 


while eens United States at the Court of St. James by 
an address which he wrote on the subject of draw poker. 

To those who have not seen the book containing this address I 
now exhibit a copy which I have obtained from the Library of 
Congress. There was no effort made to censure Minister Schenck 
for ee ee in this book nor for his departure from the 

duties of an American minister. 
title of the book is Rules for Playing Poker, by Hon. 
C, Schenck, envoy extraordinary and ee 
of the United States of America near Her Majesty the 


5 ee 


Queen of Great Britain and Ireland. [AP lause. } 

I will read only the first line in the : The deal is of no 
special value, and anybody may begin.” [{Laughter.] 

The of the American ambassador at London is unique 
and it from that of any other American ambassador or min- 
ister to any other nation of the world. He is an Eng- 

ambassador, and he represents a country whose laws 
and are in many s similar to those of the coun- 
try to which he is accredited. e English people invite him to 
their commencements, public assemblages, and im- 
portant Nearly all of our American ministers have 
made more or less conspicuous by their hes while 


officially the United States at London. Edward 
Everett shale weiaietee to England made 12 speeches, and in the 
preface to the volume containing these speeches he says: 


artenge of public courtesies between a foreign minister and the 
ee he resides is a valuable step in advancing the civiliza- 


the cen’ 

In the pu intercourse of a foreign minister was exclu- 
sively t or court to which he was accredited. At the 
England and in this coun he is a welcomed guest on all pub- 

not in their nature exclusively national. The change appears to 
= toa good understanding between the countries in many impor- 


I now refer to the gentleman to whom my distinguished col- 


, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt], referred—James 
XXVIII—185 








Russell Lowell—the gentleman whom my colleague on the com- 
mittee held up as a man who while he was minister to Great Brit- 
ain did not speak on political subjects. Mr. Lowell made a num- 
ber of speeches. The chief address and the best made by this 
great Republican was on ‘‘ Democracy.” 

I read from his address on ‘‘ Democracy.” He says: 

Universal suffrage has in the United States sometimes been the instrument 
of inconsiderate changes under the notion of reform; and this from miscon- 
ception of the true meaning of popular government. 

He was then discussing universal suffrage. He says again: 


The arguments against universal suffrage are equally unanswerable. 


“ What,”’ we exclaim, *‘shall Tom, Dick, and Harry have as much weight in 
the scale as I?’ Of course, nothing could be more absurd; and yet universal 
suffrage has not been the instrument of greater unwisdom than contrivances 


of a more select description. 

That is what Mr. Lowell says; that is an extract from his speech 
on “*Democracy.” But I will give you another. He did not for- 
get to talk about protection: 

I hear Americans sometimes playfully accused of sending you all your 
storms, and I am in the habit of parrying the charge by alleging that we are 
enabled to do this because in virtue of our protective system we can afford 
to make better bad weather than anybody dee 

Thus this paragon, this perfect minister to whom the gentleman 
from Illinois referred, discussed universal suffrage and discussed 
also protection. 

[ have here a book that was written by Charles K. Tuckerman, 
who was at one time minister of the United States to Greece. In 
speaking of the minister to England he says: 

When this gentleman, on his arrival in England, was invited to a reception 
by the Chamber of Commerce at Liverpool, that respectable and influential 
body of free traders hoped to elicit from the new minister of the United 
States an opinion favorable to the principles they espoused. But Mr. L. (the 
minister) disappointed them. He was the last man to commit himself to that 
doctrine; for he had accumulated a large fortune from his cotton mills which 
but for protection would not have been realized. He told them in his address 
that were he an Englishman, residing in England, he should certainly be a 
free trader, which sentiment elicited a burst of applause. 

It seems that even a Republican minister, when he was in Eng- 
land, did not like protection as well as some of my Republican 
friends in this House. Hecertainly was not in favor of censuring 
and condemning a minister for referring to protection, because he 
himself referred to it. He said also, being an American, living 
in his own country, his interests there demanded the protection 
of American industries. Which statement was received with ap- 
palling silence, and the sagacity of the diplomatist, in the opinion 
of the Chamber of Commerce, fell considerably below par. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have not time to read any more extracts. 
I call the attention of members of this House to the great speech 
made by Mr. Edward Phelps. When he was minister represent- 
ing the United States at the Court of St. James he made a great 
speech at the same place at which Mr. Bayard spoke. He made 
his speech before the Edinburgh Philosophical Institution, and he 
made it on ‘‘ The law of the land.” Every minister whom we 
have had in England has been conspicuous more or less for the 
speeches he has made, and it is unjust and unfair toselect garbled 
extracts from Mr. Bayard’s speeches as a pretext or excuse for 
censuring and condemning him. Ambassador Bayard is not the 
first diplomatic representative of the United States who has been 
assailed by his political opponents while representing the United 
States in England. Martin Van Buren was assailed while he was 
minister to England, and the criticisms helped to open the way 
for him to be Vice-President and President of the United States. 
The attacks on James Buchanan made by his political opponents 
for conduct and expressions while he was United States minister 
at London helped to elect him President in 1856. A vote of cen- 
sure now, prompted by prejudice and partisanship, will not in- 
jure Hon. Thomas F. Bayard. The animus and purpose are too 
well understood. It may prove a garland of distinction and open 
the way to him for higher offices and greater honors. 

The people of our country are behind Mr. Bayard in his op- 
position to protection and trusts in far greater numbers than they 
are behind those who seek to condemn and censure him. The 
people know that Thomas F. Bayard has proved himself a patriot, 
a statesman, and a faithful public servant; that he was conspic- 
uous for many years as United States Senator, and faithful and 
able as a Cabinet officer; that he has filled the great office of am- 
bassador of the United States in England with ability and honor; 
that he has won the respect and regard of the English people; that 
he has done much to promote good will and friendship between 
the people of Great Britain and the United States; that he has 
added to the reputation and importance of our great country 
abroad, and that he has by a long life of usefulness at home and 
faithful service abroad earned not the censure but the thanks of 
the American people. [Applause. ] 

Even if there are Representativesin this House who believe that 
Mr. Bayard has been guilty of an indiscretion or an impropriety, 
I ask them to pause and refuse to commit a greater indiscretion 
or impropriety by making an unwarranted intrusion upon the 
rights and prerogative of the President and by doing that which 
will echo through Europe as well asthrough our own country and 
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cause the people to ask what is the standard of public decorum in 


America, and what has caused the House of Representatives of 
the United States to assume authority and power which it is not 
entitled to and which has never been assumed before under the 
same circumstances. Besides, at this time to censure Mr. Bayard 
will be detrimental to cordial and pleasant relations between our 
country and Great Britain, and would detract from the prestige 
and confidence which he should have when he, as a dulnenadie 
officer, represents our country in negotiations concerning impor- 
tant questions now pending. 

Mr. Speaker, what has caused the pending resolutions to be pre- 
sented? Why has this attack been made upon an American am- 
bassador? Itis not because he made a brief extemporaneous speech 
at Boston, England, when invited to address the grammar school 
and present the awards, but it is because of his reference in his 
Edinburgh speech to “ protection” and ‘‘ trusts.” The high priests 
of protection are moving forward to that point where their pet 
schemes of protection and their combinations and trusts are not 
to be criticised, and the freedom of s h, even in an academic 
address, is to be denied. If Thomas I. Bayard is to be tried be- 
cause of speeches made by him, he should not be tried or con- 
demned upon one phrase, but he should be tried on the whole 
context, and the full —— the speech should be considered. 
He says in his lettter to the Secretary of State, in referring to his 
Boston speech: ‘ 

Atsome inconvenience and h tostrengthen the ties of frien 
goed will = . people of this canal and my 7, I made tie pam — 

Lincolnshire, returning to London by midnight. The exercises were of a 
nature, and sions a note or prepared words of 


any kind I made a short prefatory speech over the prizes to the 
qusepuated —— In the afternoon we adjourned toa alile hall or 
n 
an 


very simple and inf 


hotel, where a dinner was served, and, as is customar 
and at ed to the health of the 
States = su : ae toa ry ao So far as I ae seers, 
everything was impromptu, and a y py py tone pre- 
valled. It seems a reporter was present, ‘but I did not see him. 

resented in the 


Mr. Speaker, now let us compare the words 

pending resolutions for which an American am or is to be 
censured and condemned with the full statement made by him. 
The pending resolutions declare that Mr. Bayard said: 

He, the President of the United States, stands in the midst of a swans, 
self-confident, and oftentimes violent people—men who seek to have their 
own yer. aus I tell you plainly it takes a realman to govern the people of 
the Uni States. 

It will scarcely be denied, I presume, that our people are strong 
and self-confident, and when he said oftentimes violent people he 
may have been thinking of the riots at Chicago and Pittsburg 
and other points, where United States troops were necessary to 
preserveorder. The full text of his poy oe er ee speech, when 
called upon to respond to a toast to the health of the President 
of the United States, is as follows: 


The office of President of the United States is not only one of great dignity, 
but it is one of great eypenneny and great anxiety. He is called to that 
—— by the voice of his countrymen—not unanimously, for that would be 

possible, but is called by a majority of the voices of his countrymen and 
~— oftentimes a powe ——— Therefore there is no bed of roses for 
man who occupies the position of President of the United States. He 
stands in the midst of a strong, self-confident, and oftentimes violent people— 
men who seek tohave their own way.and men who seek to have that way fre- 
ently obstructed, and I tell you plainly that it takes a real man to govern 
the people of the United States. peers | Fortunately in this case there is 
a real man to govern the le ited States and hold their 
office. [Cheers.] He may a many, he may disappoint and 
o a great many, and I hope he continue to do so {cheers}, but, on 
the other hand, there is not a man, w child in the States —— 
‘orward, easy to be u 


does not in his or her heart 
His life is an open one; it is simple. tf : 
it is surrounded by none of the forms that vent inspection; it can be 
understood as fairly as the life of any private citizen, and even more so, 
because attention is directed to it. 

We told somet of the fierce t that beats upon a throne, and the 
fierce light that beats upon a throne also upon a presidency, and every 
os, or private, is open to and receives it. Now, it is charac- 
teristic, and agra eal to be said for our race—I say our race [‘‘ Hear!” 
a . for itis t cheers}]—that whenever the people have left 


igh 

in what We call in our simple fashion the 3 
is white, and it is pure |cheers})—there is a manhood that has never shrunk, 
an honesty that has never been q and an ability that finds respect 

] These are the man’s qualities; but in addition to 
pm hy 4 there are the charms of as sweet a womanhood as ever 
dwelt in s man’s teens, Kaen) Se eee cluster round his knee, 
and afond and pure m over them and rears and to-day 

American le have the great cause of profound on that the 
home of their ‘ ruler is the home of an honest manhood, of a pure woman- 
hood, and of an intwcent childhood. [Cheers.] 


Surely there is nothing in this speech to justify the adoption of 
the resolutions now under consideration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to question 
the sweet womunhood or the childhood, but I want to 


everywhere. 


ask the gentleman from Kent if it is a true statement where 
the ambassador says that Mr. Cleveland the people of 
the United States; and if the eman ks it is true, will he 
kindly state in what way Mr. the of the 
United States, and whether he can govern Demo- 

and fu he can govern the gentleman 


cratic party; ; 
himself upon any question of politics? 


oN Agta A an 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I thought my friend f;, 
Ohio (Mr. GuosvExon}, who is generally dignified. desired te. 
me a question for information, the latter part of his quest: 
shows he is trying to be facetious. 

Mr. GROS OR. I desired information. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky a I suppose that 
he is to-day so happy over ae recently selected as a deo. 

ate at large from the State of Ohio to help nominate McKin|..y 
or President that he is inclined to be humorous. [Laughter a») 
applause.] But I will answer the gentileman’s question. 1),, 
President of the United States, in my opinion, governs the people 
according to the requirements of the Constitution of the Unit«j 
States, and I am ready always to uphold the President of the Uni: 
States when I believe he is disc ing his duty faithfully and 
according to the Constitution and the laws. P 

I shall not dwell 1 r on the Boston speech, for it is peor- 
fectly clear to my mind that the real gravamen of the chiro 
against Mr. Bayard and the real cause of this attack is the ./- 
erence to “‘ protection” in his Edinburgh speech. His address 
on ‘individual freedom the germ of national progress and j\r- 
manence,” taken as a whole, is a scholarly, able, patriotic, x; 
thoroughly American address. In it he refers tothe wonderfy| 
growth and development of our country, its freedom, its inyon. 
tions, its productive industry, its in science, literature, 
and art, its opportunities for intellectual advancement, its won- 
derful agricultural advantages, and he makes many other ¢|o- 
quent and appropriate allusions; but the reference to protection 
and trusts is the so-called offense against diplomatic propriciy 
and the so-called affront to the devotees of tion and trusts 


for which it is now asked that he be cens and condemned. 
There are many extracts from this great h that I would be 

e to read to the members of the House of resentatives. To 
r-minded men who are not blinded by protection prejudice or 


reese partisanship I believe they would offset any alleged in- 
discretion in the brief extract which has been thrust in the pend- 
ns and which no more ———_ the real speech, 
= a SSeS pee great Capi- 

represen symmetry and proportions is splendid build- 
ing. Iwill, however, venture to read a few eloquent. forcible, and 


appropriate extracts from Mr. Bayard’s speech at Edinburgh. 


e spoke ably and forcibly of capital and labor. He said: 
It is clear and indubitable that the interests of capital and labor are wn ited 
by a common fate; they are copartners, not adversaries, and there should be 
no obscuration of thisimportanttruth. The or the party manage- 





. legislation 
eS ee ee ee ar f capital and , 
and should alike be condemned, for the ver perity 
of each is bound w the other, and the principles of personal liberty are 
equally necessary for the welfare of both. . 

He said further: 

Autocracy, nonce, ne , socialism, or mob rule, each and al! are 
ogualty fatal to well momiananenh, on which the end is the personal 
liberty and happiness of the individual, a society in which the essential unit 
is a free man. 

His reference to the freedom of the individual is worthy of the 
most careful consideration. It is as follows: 

The freedom of the individual in human society is, and always must be, 


the essential and immutable factor to meet and obediently to recognize and 
of the will as it shall be permit: to 






of men, if er 

for. For,as man is “heaven born and des- 
ws that placed him here will marety vindicate 
In the scrupulous saf- of iberty 


ndence personal 
Shen ee trueseed of progress 
Of truth, free conscience, and mental exertion he said: 


can alone 
Truth has been called the daughter of time, and assuredly the history of 
the nineteen centuries which have passed since the t of the Christian 


or evel 


mene geese bas Se Oe world discloses the bitable fact that 
every discovery under in human relations has been 
accomplished which the of has p ssed has 
been t into the world’s use through the channel of an individual min! 
and in no by the associated of No great discovery 
can be Thanopened Relds of and useful industry, 


widened and and elevated 
human thought and action but is due to free conscience, private judg 


ment, and mental exertion of an individual. 


His eloquent and appropriate allusion to the growth and devel- 
¢ of our country must have made an impression even 0» !1's 
Ringlish audience. On this subject he said: 


ees ee Se et meer th ant er ot 
page in the history of 
the crack of the 
ber had scarcely 

a continental presented itself. 
from the to the Pacific shores, and from the Frozen Ores" 
and the Canadian line to the gulfs of California and Mexico, over the bom«> 


senguing of the futureand animated , Vigorous, and intelligent peop’. 


One flag 


best. of the world’s pros 
since et little more than a century has.rolled by 
breathless, bleeding, clad in ragged homespun, but radiant with sol 104 


‘ ath: GS Tine ak cots row: 
their ancestors, emerging from an unequal contest, 
thong, stepped into th eee 
ment, of nations, 

ta Fike celadieue 


council 


themselves to 


ient Govern 
stoke Eooir place at the 








1896. 


dom pe 

oy the tted t to accomplish 
Ris own manhood, to be fully himself select the su occu for 
which instinctively he felt If to be coment, and upon which he em- 
barked with the energy born of hope and confidence. 
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muarmivied to the uni of that aad enon ; lodivhiuel =e y plead “war necessity,” and declared that high-tariff 


: | rates were necessary to raise extraordinary sums of money needed 
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to preserve the Union and defend the nation’s life. But they did 
not tell the people that for every dollar that went into the Treas- 
ury of the United States at least four dollars went into the pock- 


I close with his reference to liberty and law, which is as follows: | ets of the manufacturer because of the tariff laws. 


roclamation of their liberties, from Magna Charta on this side of the 
seks tothe colonial Declaration of Independence on the other side, or the 
‘tten Constitution that followed it, was a mere recital of measures or a dry 
wtalagae of statutes, but each and all were vitalized by the eternal princi- 
catalogue Of Sand keep men free, and were laid down with stern and 


the changing forms and conditions of society as it progressed would 
iusted guarded at ever int, and shining like a den thread 
be adj ~<a was the liberty of the individual. | * sig 
y country is so high that he is above the law. 0 officer o' 
Nomen w at defiance with impunity. All the officers of the 


set that law 
pie from the the lowest, are creatures of the law, and 


are bound to obey it. 
I wish I had time to read other extracts from this scholarly and 

eloquent speech, but I will not trespass upon the time of the 
nse. 

Te SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


red. 
= COX. Mr.Speaker,I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman may be extended, so that he may conclude his 


mar 
nthe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Kentucky be 


rmitted to conclude his remar Is there objection? The 
Phair hears no o jection. 
Mr. MoC Y of Kentucky. I am very grateful for the 


onus the House. 

Mr. Bayard’s utterances at Edinburgh on the subject of protec- 
tion and trusts were no stronger than the declarations which he 
often made in the Senate of United States, and which other 
Democratic leaders have often made, or than were made in our last 
national Democratic platform. I have no doubt it seemed proper 
to him in the elaborate address he was making that he should re- 


fer to 

The on Which the President was elected who appointed 
him ambassador to Great Britain declares: ‘‘ We denounce 
lican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great majority of the 
American people for the benefit of the few.” 

His statements in his Edinburgh speech that protection ‘‘ fosters 
class legislation,” ‘‘creates inequality of fortune,” and ‘‘danger- 
ously depletes the Treasury,” are true, and are supported by facts 
which can not be satisfactorily controverted. 

The Democratic national platform adopted 
the McKinley tariff law enacted by the Fifty-first Congress as the 
“culminating atrocity of class legislation,” and the people indorsed 
the truth of this statement when they elected Grover Cleveland 
President. 

If we wish proof of the ‘inequalities of fortune,” we have but 
the reports of two eminent statisticians, who have shown 
than 50,000 persons in the United States own one-half in 
all the ne in the United States, while 68,000,000 
own the half. 

Republican protective tariff ‘‘dangerousl letes the 
,” isshown by the fact that at the close of Mr. Cleveland's 
first Administration, in 1889, he left in the Treasury $97,874,422 
of free gold in excess of the gold reserve, while at the close of 
President Harrison's Administration there was in the Treasury of 
the United States less than $1,000,000 above the gold reserve, and 
if the just indebtedness then due had been paid, would have 
been no available money in the Treasury. 

A considerable deficit in the during President Harri- 

avoi by the use of a fund of 


son's was onl 
placed in the Treasury by the 


in 1892 denounced 


: 


g 
a 


[i 


000,000 which had 
banks, and it is well known that before President i- 
son's ended orders had been issued for the prep- 
aration of plates and the printing of bonds for issue, and it was 
only by a great strain that the issue of bonds was postponed and 

burdensome legacy given to President Cleveland’s Adminis- 


that the allegations made by Ambassadcr Ba : 
ot tov referred, are strongly tayerten ie toot ond 


large contributions which 
great companies corporations interested 
rel petetben oe uae ont 
corrupt an 
“throw legislation in the political 


Congresses Democrats have earnestly worked for tariff 

last their hopes were partly realized. 

ofa tariff have run the whole gamut of 

subterfages. In the early of the in- 
¢ fancy, and assured the people that a 

essary to foster and encourage our When these 

industries became gigantic and full-grown and equal to any in the 


! 


fe 


| 


5 
i 
: 


to 
that the 
public sentiment an 


tf 


a 





ples keep clear | 
significance, not for a day, but for all time, principles of daily life and action. 





As far back as 1861, when Mr. MorriLt of Vermont reported 
the tariff bill that bore his name, he made the distinct pledge in 
Congress that “‘this is intended asa war measure, a temporary 
measure, and we must give it our support as such.” Thirty-five 
years have passed since that pledge was made. The Union is pre- 
served, peace reigns supreme, and fraternity and friendship bless 
every part of our country; but the advocates of protection are 
not willing that that pledge shall be redeemed. When the McKin- 
ley bill, in 1890, was passed, the Republicans admitted that they 
were in favor of protection for protection’s sake. The mask was 
then thrown aside, and the battle for protection has grown 
stronger as the years roll on. 

At the present session of Congress, on Christmas day, Republican 
Congressmen prepared a bill, which was passed next day with less 
than two hours’ discussion on each side, which increased the tax 
on wool and woolen goods 40 per cent and made a horizontal in- 
crease on all other articles, except sugar, of 15 per cent, thereby 
adding about $44,000,000 annually to the burdens of taxation im- 
— upon the people, and this, too, when the President and the 
Secretary of the Treasury declared that it was not necessary to 
increase the revenue. In 1884, 4,874,000 Americar: citizens who 
elected Grover Cleveland declared against Republican protection, 
and 5,556,000 American citizens, who in 1892 elected Cleveland a 
second time, reaffirmed their previous declarations, and expressly 
declared against Republican protection. 

The question of so-called protection is a living, important, ab- 
sorbing question, which is engaging the attention of the civilized 
world. Our consuls abroad make reports on the effects of a pro- 
tective tariff, and our diplomatic representatives are continually 


| required to consider and discuss matters affecting protection and 


conduct negotiations concerning reciprocal trade relations. It 
was natural, therefore, in a comprehensive address to educators 
and students, that Mr. Bayard should give his views on protection. 

Mr. Speaker, when a citizen of our free country becomes an 
ambassador or a minister should he be required tosurrender or sup- 

ress his true sentiments? Should he not have the right to speak 
nis sentiments politely and respectfully if they are in accord with 
the policy of the Government he represents? The people of the 
civilized world are aware of the political revolutions which occur 
in this Republic, and they are aware that we do not have in this 
country a special diplomatic corps in office for life, but that our 
ambassadors and ministers are appointed from the political party 
in power. They are men who supported the President whose 
commissions they bear, and they upheld the policiesof his Admin- 
istration. ‘‘ Their views on these policies should give no offense at 
home if they give none abroad.” Members of the American Con- 
gress should not be afraid of the discussion of any great national 
or international question in which the people of the world are 
concerned, in order that truth and the best interests of mankind 
may be advanced. Rule 64 of personal instructions to the diplo- 
matic agents of the United States in foreign countries was very 
pointedly referred to by the gentleman [ Mr. Hirt} who preceded me, 

A careful examination of that rule will show that it refers to 
the duty of diplomatic representatives as regards the public or 
political affairs of the government to which they are accredited. 

Rule 65 is taken literally from a circular issned by Mr. Seward 
October 1, 1862, and has been since universally interpreted as 
referring to political matters concerning the country of the dip- 
lomatic agent’s residence. In its present context it arteade 
bears an explanatory relation to what precedes, and as used by 
Mr. Seward it similarly explained and defined the instructions it 
supplemented. Like the consular prohibition, the collateral dip- 
lomatic rule has never been enlarged to cover all domestic ques- 
tions or politics and forbid their (iscussion. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already spoken longer than I intended, and 
I appreciate the attention and indulgence of my colleagues of the 
House of Representatives. In conclusion I wish to say, when the 
pene Speaker of this House was chosen in Republican caucus 

e is reported to have given to his supportersa wise warning when 
he said: 

History will accord us praise for what we did in the Fifty-first Congress, 
and it may accord us praise in this Congress for what we did not do. 

I am surethe Republican majority in this House will have more 
praise for abstaining from the adoption of the pending resolutions 
than they will have if they adopt them. 

Great and important problems which concern Great Britain and 
the United States have to be solved in the near future. In the 
crisis which may come in the consideration of great international 
questions and in the maintenance of a doctrine which is sacred to 
our country and dear to our people, we need an able, well-equipped, 
and experienced ambassador such as Hon. Thomas F’. Bayard, and 
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he should not now be embarrassed or his usefulness impaired by 
being censured and condemned. [Loud ee) 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker,I shall say the little that I have to 
say from a conservative standpoint, or at least one that I believe 
to be conservative. I should not speak at all on these resolutions 
were it not for the fact that my position on the committee and 
my relations to gentlemen from my own State who are in a sense 
responsible for the consideration of this subject seem to make it 
necessary for me to define my position better than I could do by a 
mere yea or mae vote. 

The two resolutions are of a radically different character. The 
first condemns and censures the utterances referred to of Ambas- 
sador Bayard, and also says that in publicly saying these things 
he has committed an offense against diplomatic propriety and 
abused the privileges of his exalted position. The second resolu- 
tion makes simply a general statement in regard to the kind of 
speeches which should not be made by diplomatic officers abroad, 
and which might well be a part of our diplomatic rules. 

I presume J am not alone in the House in feeling that while the 

hes of our ambassador in England may call for some action 
on our part, the extreme wording of the first resolnition presented 
goes a long way toward defeating its own object. 

This does not seem to me a suitable occasion for sensationalism 
or exaggerated denunciation. 

We have sufficient trouble and threatenings of trouble already, 
in our foreign affairs, without unnecessarily discrediting an am- 
bassador that we have not the power to remove. 

Now, I do not believe that there is a man on this floor who thinks 
the speeches referred to were in good taste, or that they ought to 
have been made by an American diplomatic representative in a 
foreign country. 

My point is that the case can be better reached without personal 
denunciation, and by a simple resolution like the second one be- 
fore us, stating that no American diplomat abroad ought to make 
partisan addresses, or addresses reflecting on the views and pur- 
poses of a large part of the American people. 

More than this, it is fair to say that, in my belief, this first res- 
olution would never have been before us if gentlemen on both 
sides of the committee who agreed in the main had shown a 
willingness to act together on this matter from a broad, national 
standpoint, without considering lines. 

I hope that this error will not Ss in the action of 
the House. If every member who has said privately that he is 
a, to denunciatory resolutions on this subject votes as he has 

ed, we shall be better satisfied with the result when we re- 
view the work of the session. 

Action should be taken that will embody the substantially uni- 
versal sentiment of the House, rather than extreme action sup- 
ported merely by a party vote. 

I desire to appeal to the common sense of the House, a quali 
that perhaps as much as sentiment ought to be recognized in deal- 
ing with the delicate questions that have relation to our foreign 





airs. 

If in order, I shall ask now that votes be taken on the two reso- 
lutions separately; but if not, I shall hope to be recognized to 
make that request when the proper time arrives. [Loud applause. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, it isa matter of great regret tha’ 
the nation should be obliged to suffer the humiliation that necessa- 
7 ensués from any inquiry by the Congress into the conduct or 
official character of a prominent representative of the Government, 
The censure of a high official is not only a disapproval of his miscon- 
duct, but is likewise a confession to the world which reflects some- 
what upon the Government that is obliged to make it. Neverthe- 
less, the duty to disapprove a wrong must not be shirked for the 


mere sake of avoiding the humiliation which may possibly attend |. 


it, Thesubject having been brought to the attention of this body, 
it must in some manner be disposed of. Either we must approve 
or we must disapprove. For my own part, I would very much 
prefer that it had never become necessary for this subject to be 
projected into Congress. To be obliged to make a ba ic record 
of an exceptional performance so out of color and with 
the high c cter that has heretofore characterized and been 
maintained in our representation at the Court of Great Britain is 
for me a matter of profound t. ; 

When we recall the names of the many and distinguished rep- 
resentatives who in times past have represented this Republic at 
the Court of St. James, we wish that the succession of honor and 
dignity and ability had not thus been broken. But this deliber- 
ate and unexampled breach of diplomatic etiquette—this ungrate- 
ful, unprovoked, and unbeco insult toa ane of none 
of America, to her distinguished living and to her hon dead, 
by one who bore their confidence, their mission, and credentials— 
must not be left Suenalionass, since it has entered the annals of 
our diplomatic history. ® on which this resolution 
rests is not denied. It is, in fact, tted. The answer of the 
President to the inquiry of the House of ntatives contains 
both speeches of Mr. Bayard that are com of, 


~ 
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Marcu 18, 

The first speech delivered at Boston, England, is reported ; 
Boston Guardian and the Lincolnshire Independent af August = 
1895, under the following headlines: 2 , 
BOSTON, EAST AND WEST—THE AMERICAN AMBASSADOR VISITS THE bor. 

OUGH—SPEECH DAY AT THE GRAMMAR SCHOOL—COMPLIMENTARY DIN- 

NER—PRESENTATIONS OF AN ILLUMINATED ADDRESS. 

This account of the pectotenene is authentic, because Mr. 
ard attaches it to his letter to the Secretary of State, Mr. Olney 
His only explanation of the silly affair is that he spoke “ wit}, vant 

remeditation,” that everything was “impromptu,” and that ‘4 
umorous postprandial tone” prevailed, and that the reporters 
failed to catch his words, sometimes in Latin, and confused ¢}).., 
[Laughter. j 

This authenticated account on to say that his excel]; ney 
(Mr. Bayard) was accompanied by his worship the mayor, who 
wore his ‘‘robes and chain of office,” and that several of the best 
citizens were present. It also informs us that Mr. Bayard's 
lineage can be traced back to the same family as that of the * idea} 
chivalry,” the Seigneur Pierre du Terrail de Bayard, the chevalier 
sans peur et sans reproche. [Laughter.] 

Having thus laid a substantial foundation for the social standing 
of the American ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary 
—— ne grammar scholars of Lincolnshire, the account further 
says : 

Mr. Bayard’s acknowledgment was marked bya depth of feeling, a sin. 
cerity of tone. 

Now, whether it was ‘‘humorous and postprandial” or with 
‘*depth of feeling” and “sincerity of tone,” the confusion, Mr. 
Speaker, is no doubt satisfactorily explained by the newspaper 
account of the ambassador attached to his letter to the Secretary 
of State, and which says that— 

Some of those who took part in the evening proceedings betrayed a lack of 
appreciation of the importance of the guest, otherwise they would not have 
interrupted his remerks by the cracking of filberts. 

pate laughter. ] 

am not quite sure, Mr. Speaker, that we should hold an am- 
bassador euleeortinany and plenipotentiary, etc., strictly respon- 
sible for his ‘‘ postprandial” Latin jokes delivered to a grammar 
school of English pupils while cracking filberts. It is possible 
that some future generation of Lincolnshire pupils, in a more 
serious and thoughtful mood and in more solemn environments, 
a translate the Latin of the minister into genuine English 

umor. 

Of course it is a terrible thing to te a joke that may lie 
dormant in an English community for a generation until the pu- 
pils who cracked filberts during its delivery in Latin have grown 
old and passed away, but, as Mr. Nye suggested, “‘ even after that 
it is liable to b out on their ee {Laughter and ap- 
plause.] And so time may even y vindicate the Latin por- 
tions of Mr. Bayard’s address, and reconcile his own and the Eng- 
lish reports and appreciation of it. 

Passing over, for the present century, Mr. Bayard’s facetious 
acknowledgments, we come to the evening speech, which is mostly 
in English, and about which there is no confusion and which caused 
so much of cheering in England and so littlein America. {Laugh- 
ter and a 

Responding to the toast ‘The President of the United States,” 
among other things he said: 

He stands in the midst of a strong, self-confident, and oftentimes violent 
people—men who seek to have their own way, and men who seek to have that 
way frequently obstructed; and 1 tell you ly that it takes a real man to 
govern the people of the United States. nately in this case there isa 
Sule Bs olny Sheplmns 6 ars seen many ieappotns nd or 
great many, at I Lope he will continus to do sa.etc. 

Then he proceeds to assure his English audience that the life of 
the President is “an open one” and “straightforward,” and that 
‘“‘his honesty has never been questioned,” and that ‘little children 
cluster around his knee ees ; and that for four years of his 


Bay- 


life it was his duty to see eveland “in themorning and at noon 
and at oo in the household and out of it,” every day, and 
that he saw 


in times of trial and of > and that he was 
always “true and steady and manly and just.” How refreshing 
all this is to the peonle of America, Mr. Speaker, to know that 
theirrepresentative at the Court of St. James has assured our ances- 
tors that although we are a ‘‘violent” people, nevertheless “1 
the present case” we have a President strong enough to govern 
us, and that after all he is not a bad man, and that he is honest 
and does not eat little children, but allows 
i ughter and applause. | 
Great Britain as to the 
personal character of the President of the United States? 1s \t 
necessary for the people of America to rent a house in London and 
pay the salary of an ambassador in order to maintain and defcnd 
the personal character of our President [laughter and applaus«|, 
and to testify, as he does, that for four years the President has 
been watched at morning, noon, and ht, and found to be 
all right both in and out of his household? [Laughter.] 
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Even if it were true that as a nation we are often violent, is it 


the business of one of our own family to gossip it across the seas? 

les and all governments, perhaps, have their faults; but 
me the function of the office of our representatives 

abroad to — our defects in foreign lands? 

please, the 


an American audience about the personal character of Her Majesty 
and about the faults of the people of her realm. Think of the am- 
passador extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the English Govern- 
ment descanting to an American grammar school upon the power 
of the Queen to govern a turbulent and violent people. Imagine 
the representative of the French Republic glorying in the delight 
that the President of France had displeased a great many of his 
people, and hoping that he might continue to do so. 

Such a declaration, Mr. Speaker, by any of the representatives 


of foreign powers at Washi n would challenge the credulity 
not only of their own countries, but of every citizen of America 
endowed with common patriotism and good taste. It goes with- 


out the saying, the world over, that the President of the United 
States is a strong man, likewise an honest man. Can youimprove 
virtue by averment, or integrity by official proclamation? It was 
evidently not only Mr. Bayard’s intent to contrast the President 
with the so-called violent people, but it was also his intent to dis- 
tinguish him from other Presidents, for mark you, he says: 

In this case there is a real man to govern the people of the United States. 

Who could become President of the United States except a real 
man? [{Laughter.] Of course the President of the United States 
is a strong man. But then, Mr. Speaker, are there not others? 
(Langhter.] ; : 

Look, for example, into the Senate of the United States. Have 
our memories lost the name of that Senatorial Hercules who, less 
than two years ago, compelled our real and powerful and honest 
President to acquiesce in a bill of legislation which he had desig- 
nated as perfidy and dishonor? [Laughter.] Aye, Mr. Speaker, it 
would seem that strong men exist even beyond official circles; for 
has it not been averred by gentlemen upon this floor, who will 
oppose this resolution, that once upon a time, not very long ago, 
a certain business man of New York City wove about the will of 
the strong and honest President a web of speculation and extracted 
from his helpless, honest hand, below the market price, $62,000,000 
of Government bonds, that fasten the chain of debt upon the so- 
called violent people for generations yet to come, and which will 
clank around our national form and humiliate us as we cross the 
threshold into the twentieth century? [Applause on the Repub- 
lican eee sir, we are evidently a nation of strong men. 

Mr. 5S . Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman give way? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SULZER. Just for a question. what you say is true, 
and you believe it, why do you not have the courage to pass a reso- 
lution here to investigate it? 

Mr. COUSINS. y, my dear sir, this is the only opportunity 
I have - of gepsering when this subject was under considera- 
it er, if Mr. Bayard would behold a real Ajax up 
, unterrified, let him go to the Department of Agriculture 
will show him what is strong. [Laughter.] 

. Speaker, I deny the — and the propriety of our foreign 
representatives to criticise their own Government abroad, or to 
cast reflections w the Government whose confidence and mis- 
sion they bear. I deny the declaration of Mr. Bayard that the 
of are ofttimes a violent people. I say that a 

years of free government in the United States challenges 
of the world for a corresponding century of patience, 
, and progress. [Applause.] And as for the present 
people since the creation of this world ever exhibited 
enduring patience as have the people of America under the 
three years of gross and blundering misrule. [Applause.] 
we been acts of violence, they have been exceptional, 
merit the characterization which has been uttered by 
this recreant ambassador and applied to the people of America as 


a whole. 
United $250,000,000 guanalls, gotting married $300,000,000, 
and buried $75,000,000. t, Mr. Speaker, that is abso- 
lutely . The cost of being gove by this Administra- 
tion, the extra cost to business and to commerce and to labor over 
and above what it ought to be, would marry and bury ones man, 
woman, and child in America every month, and then pay the cost 
Seeene ease soem to be born again in the latest and most ap- 
proved [Laughter. 
According to Bradstreet’s , which nobody denies, showing 
bank clearings, the business transactions in the United States 
America the first ten months under the operation of the 
tariff law was $6,144,834,680 less than for the cor- 
ten months prior to June 30, 1891. In other words, 
per month less than for the ten months 
to June 30, 1891. Nevertheless, ae the trials of these 
years the people have been patient and long-suffering. 
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But even ifa patient people could forgive this ambassador for his 
extravagant and senseless criticism on this first occasion, what 
must they think of his ungrateful, unprovoked, and violent indict 


| iment against the people of his country, delivered on the 7th of 
Imagine, if you | 
glish ambassador at Washington to-day prating to | which he departs from the legitimate and natural pursuance of his 
| subject and deliberately insults not only the majority of the peo- 
| ple of his own native land, but the high and dignified position 


November last, before the Edinburgh Philosophical Society, in 


which he occupies? As to the matter which he uttered on this 
last occasion, Mr. Speaker, there can be no question. 

There was no heterogeneous mixing of Latin and of English, 
no cracking of filberts or of jokes. It was a speech deliberately 
and carefully prepared, a copy of which he attaches to his re- 
sponse to Mr. Olney and which we have before us as an official 
document, and in which we find this false, extravagant, and 
shameful language: 

In my own country I have witnessed the insatiable growth of that form of 


state socialism styled “ Protection,” which I believe has done more to foster 
class legislation and create inequality of fortune, 


‘ I \ to corrupt public life, to 
banish men of independent mind and character from the public councils, to 
lower the tone of national representation, blunt public conscience. create 


false standards in the popular mind, to familiarize it with reliance upon State 
aid and aa in private affairs, divorce ethics from politics, and 
place politics upon the low level of a mercenary scramble than any other 
single cause. 


Step by —- and largely owing to the confusion of civil strife, it has suc- 
ceeded in obtaining control of the sovereign power of taxation, never hesi- 
tating at anyalliance or the resort toany combination that promised to assist 
its purpose of perverting public taxation from its only true justification 
and function, of creating revenue for the support of the Government of the 
whole people, into an engine for the selfish and private profit of allied bene 
ficiaries and combinations called “trusts... Under its dictation individual 
enterprise and independence have been oppressed and the energy of discov- 
= and invention debilitated and discouraged. 

t has unhesitatingly allied itself with every policy which tends to com- 
mercial isolation, dangerously depletes the Treasury, and saps the popular 
conscience by schemes of corrupting favor and largesse to special classes 
whose support is thereby attracted. 

Mr. Speaker, in the first place, every line and syllable of that 
diatribe against the people of America is refuted by the history 
and experience of the United States. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] In the second place, it is a political harangue, violat- 
ing the express regulations and instructions given by authority 
of our own Government to all consular officers of the United 
States. In addition to his own instincts of propriety, every con- 
sular officer is charged with these regulations and instructions. 
Some of them have been read in your hearing by the chairman of 
the committee. Let me read them again: 

They will not give publicity through the press or otherwise to opinions in- 
jurious to the public institutions of the country or the persons concerned in 
their administration. 


They— 
are not allowed to allude in public speeches to any matters in dispute 
between the United States and any other government; * * * itis a still 
better rule to avoid public speeches when it can be done without exciting 
feeling in the community in which the officer resides. They will be particu 
larly careful to refrain from unfavorable comment or criticism upon the 
institutions or acts of the Government to which they are accredited 

And then follows the two regulations read, I think, by the 
chairman of our committee, as follows: 

One of the essential qualifications of a diplomatic agent is to observe at all 
times a proper reserve in regard to the affairs of his Government; and the 
knowledge of these affairs, possessed by persons belonging to the legation, 
must be regarded as confidential. 

It is deemed advisable to extend a similar prohibition against public ad 
dresses, except upon exceptional festa! occasions in the country of official 
residence. Even upon such occasions the utmost caution must be observed 
in touching upon political matters. 

As we learned from the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. Hirt] the other day; it was once proposed to enlarge 
these instructions so as to forbid the discussion of all domestic 
questions or politics; and Mr. Blaine, who at that time was Secre- 
tary of State, said: 

No; such instructions are unnecessary. We never have had and never will 
have an officer who will go abroad and talk about our affairs at home 

Strange as it may seem, the very first to violate these instruc- 
tions is one who used to give them over his own signature. Thomas 
F. Bayard issued similar instructions when Secretary of State, 
closing with this injunction: 

9 are to be anne observed in all respects. 
am, sir, your obedient servant, 

T. F. BAYARD. 

Looking across the sea to his native land. whose mission and 
confidence he bore, the same Thomas F. Bayard, ambassador 
of the United States at Great Britain, on the 7th day of Novem- 
ber last, saw the party of protection and of progress carried back 
to power on the tide of the popular will. Putting his ear to the 
ground, even in a foreign land, he could hear the victorious tread 
of the triumphant column of protection, once led by the immortal 
Lincoln, and he could not resist the temptation, even though he 
had to violate the delicate proprieties of the office which he held 
and the instructions which he bore, to satisfy the vengeance of 
his ancient prejudice. [Loud applause on the Republican side. } 
And so he toadied to the Cobden Club and the school of Manchester 
and to his prejudice, and told Great Britain that protection in 
America had ‘banished men of independent mind and character 
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from its public councils.” When he knew that the list of its illus- 
trious advocates, beginning with the distinguished namesof Wash- 


ington, Madison, and Franklin, had never ceased to grow where 

ogress marked the way until it had recorded in the register of 
Ciireniiant mind and fame the names of Clay, of Jackson, of 
Webster, of Lincoln, of Grant, of Garfield, of Randall, and 
of Blaine. [Loud applause on the Republican side.}] And he 
knew that almost on the very day he uttered that indictment, the 
list of independent minds that champion the doctrine of protec- 
tion in America had grown to the greatest and most significant 
majority that ever spoke their independence at a popular election. 
._ on the Republican = & 

e knew when he uttered that libel on the memory of the great- 
est statesmen of America that if you should blot out the list of 
names identified with the doctrine of protection in our history you 
would leave it a literary desert as insignificant and barren of 
achievement as Disraeli’s grandfather's Chapter of Events that 
never took place. [Laughter and applause.] Smarting with the 
certain knowledge that the free-trade policy of his party in America 
has again been demonstrated as an ignominious failure and overf 
whelmingly defeated by the independent votes of labor and o- 
capital, he splutters out the partisan assertion that under the dic- 
tation of protection ‘individual enterprise and independence have 
been oppressed” and the ‘‘ energy of invention and discovery de- 
bilitated and discouraged.” 

Why, Mr. Speaker, on the contrary, by the stimulus and safe- 

rd of protection the genius of America developed a continent. 

t has achieved the impossible. It went into the ground and 
found the iron, and ae it out to the lightand usefulness. It 
formed it into wheels and turned itintoshafts. It set the spindles 
turning and the axles whirli It took the wool and cotton from 
the Middle, the Southern, and the Western States that had been 
feeding English looms and sent them spinning through our own. 
It touched the deft and cunning hand of toil and made invention 
dream of better things, and since that time God only knows the 
limit of inventive genius in America, [Applause. } 

With a band of iron in either hand it started at the Orient and 
with its sublime and determined face toward the west it took ap 
its continental march. It would not stop. Where it could not 
find a place to stand it spanned with iron. It laughed and toiled 
and hurried on, until at last it found the Occident. [Applause.] 
Then it became a moiling, tireless spider and wove the desert into 
awebof commerce. It stopped at every station and tock the prod- 
uce of the farm and left the product of our own American factory. 
It looked into the childhood face of citizenship and, studying its 
tendency of faculty or genius, opened a thousand doors of various 
and different enterprise and said: ‘‘ Denizen of the free Republic, 
take your choice.” In short, it set America to work and at the 
highest wages ever paid in any land. eee 

Mr. 8 er, how much time have I left? 

Several Memzerrs. All the time you want. Go ahead. 

Mr. Speaker, when I contemplate this statement in the declara- 
tion of our ambassador to Great Britain Iam reminded of what 
I have thought many times about the progress, the inventive 

nius and discovery of my own country during the period which 

e describes. I remember, only a year or two ago, when I came 
for the first time over the Alleghanies and down to wat bintory ad 
It revived in my recollection the great things that hi had 
portrayed to me and I recalled the prophecy, the grandest proph- 
ecy, in my judgment, that ever has been made in the history of 
this country, made and fulfilled in the lifetime of the man who 
uttered it. It was the prophecy of Wendell Phillips, the proud 
and persecuted Puritan of ton, the man who walked across the 
stage of life without looking either side to catch his image in the 
mirrors of the world. As I recall it now, this was his prediction: 


As long as there is a slave within our borders there can be no union; yet I 
believe in the bility of justice, in the certainty of union. Years hence, 
when the smoke of this conflict clears away, the world will see under our 
banner all ton a SO ee and on the banks of 
the Potomac ius of liberty in light, four and thirty stars for her 
diadem, broken ns under her feet, and an olive branch in her right hand. 


{Ap coed 

lecked at that Potomac River that winds and turns and runs 
through all that beautiful and picturesque domain of Virginia 
and land, even as it runs like a silver thread throughout our 
history. Then, I thought, a little farther over, away down in that 
beautiful and sunny South among the tropic’s flowers and here 
and there u the cotton fields, an aged generation of the ebon 
sons of Africa bend above the tombs of slaves, dusky children 


merce, and over them there shone the banner of the Union, anj 
not one star was gone. [Applause.] 


It seemed to me that there was a fulfillment of the Phj));,,. 
prophecy. And when I went back over the Alleghanies, dow, \;,;, 
the great White City of the West, that miracle of modern m,)\,... 
ipalities; I walked into the archway of the greatest expositi y, ,¢ 

lhistory. I went up and down the aisles in those great }1);))\. 
ings that representedall the nations of theearth. Why, sir. ; 
was the flag of France—France that was the first tomake Am, 
her debtor, France who gave us Lafayette—splendid, sple.,\, 
France! There was the emblem of the German Empire—Ger),.... 
that sends us more hard-working citizens perhaps than any «|; 
power. And there was Russia’s emblem—stern old Russia o/ ;\\, 
snows, whose cheering voice thundered from St. Petersburg w j)..) 
our nation’s heart was in despair, and said to those impori,| 
scoundrels who were about to interfere, ‘‘ Hands off!’—Rwus<i, 
who hag always been our friend! ; 

There was the flag of every nation. I looked at that great arriy 
of buildings, in which Cesar might have gloried, and on w))j-)) 
Phidias and Angelo might muse, seeming more like the grow}; of 
centuries than of a single year. I walked up and down the :iisics 
of that manufactures building, and I saw the handiwork of 1)).:))- 
kind—of Jew and Gentile, of Oriental, of Pagan, and of Christ is), — 
lying side by side with that of our own American artisans. «))(j | 
thought to myself, ‘‘ This is enough to fill the prophecy—the (ie ins 
of Liberty robed in light.” [Applause.] d then I went into 
that great building over the vast archway of which there wer: jy- 
scribed the names of Liszt, of Mozart, and Beethoven, and | }iard 
the melodies of Paderewski mingled with those of our own ¢reut 
Thomas orchestra, and when the last low tones had died away, 
it was nighttime then; and I went out by those little inland |::k¢s 
that washed their waters up against the marble terraces. | ~:w 
the great light that had emanated from the brain of Edison wit|iin 
a decade, and I thought to m . ‘Surely here is the Genius of 
Liberty.” I thought tom “ Whatif only Washington could 
be excused from his seat of everlasting glory up there by the God of 
nations long enough to be here and receive our imperial guests fur 
us. What if they could only excuse Abraham Lincoln from high 
heaven long enough to visit Illinois again, and say to the kings 
Sco and to Chicago, the metropdiie of my adeyeed State!” Ai 
ica an icago, m i my tate!’” Ah, I 
thought if -_ the nameless, unknown veterans who bore the 
colors under W ashington and those who fell before rebellion’s aw {ul 
fire could be there and see the of the cause and country that 
they died to save! That was my ton that occasion. Now 
I think, bringing it up to the present, if some man in the mid- 
night hour had written over the archways of that great exposi- 
tion the statement of Mr. Bayard, that the “energy of invention 
and discovery have been debilitated and dimeuregel.” there is not 
a Democrat in the United States who would not have concluded 
the next morning that somebody had escaped from Jacksonville. 
[Laughter and applause. } 

Sir, there is not a man, woman, or child who if any one of them 
had seen the sentiment of Bayard displayed anywhere on that 
great Exposition ground would not have made affidavit that it was 
uttered either by a lunatic or by an enemy of the United States. 
[Applause,] There was not an owl that perched upon the ra‘icrs 


in that t electric building that was erected to the memory of 
Edison that would have had so little patriotism in its measly sul 
as to have thought of hooting such an utterance. There was it 


a bat that alighted in the top of the monastery over there by 


the agricultural building that would have dared to squeak suc! a 
sentiment as Bayard has uttered to Edinburgh. at a recom- 
mendation was that shameful utterance for greatness of our 


country! 
a _ of all, Mr. Speaker, our ambassador aroaies to Edin- 
startling news that protection in America ngerously 
the ! Shades of Ananias! [Laughter and \)- 
plause.] Why,even Edinburgh knows that the champions 0! |: - 
tection took Treasury of the United States when there was 
nothing in it but a Democratic free-trade vacuum and filled 1: up 


: 


with gold and silver coin. [Applause.] So that the greatest 

that existed gn belt or 7 ago was the fact 
that we had $400,000,000 saved. 

borrowed, what a splendid 

hala itanckeeh he at least to go duck hunt- 
<— we 

we aad {hen ve the our convictions and could 

ay 

that this speech 

United States, for twenty-five 

Sa ee never a deficiency until the black raven 

‘Surplus, surplus never, never more.” and laughter. | 

» . Britain has not only 


that to-day we had $4\"’.- 
000,000 collected instead of $200,000, 
four hundred millions 
was delivered by pes Sears ene oe Perky pro- 
Treasury of the 
free perched again above our Treasury door, and hooted 
been false 


| 
| 
| 


» 


















j tion, but false to the facts of his own country. Who 
» eee thought that within forty years after the eyes of 
the immortal Lincoln were closed in mart death amid the 
homage and adoration of this great and grateful land—that within 
so brief a time the ambassador of his country to the mother land 
would so far forget the dignified and delicate requirements of his 
high position as to thus stigmatize and villify the honest followers 
and the exemplifiers of one of the first and dearest principles 
of the great emancipator. [Applause on the Republican side. | 
When we our history for such an example it gives us back 
no answer. We look in vain for such ignoble precedent. It was 
reserved, in the fullness of time, for this period of calamities. 

Mr. Speaker, no citizen of the United States claiming the pro- 
tection of the American flag and enjoying the distinguished honor 
of representing this great Republic in any foreign court can be 
excused for publicly condemning either the principles or the fol- 
lowers of Abraham Lincoln, and he who does it should either be 
recalled for his nen censured for his impudent miscon- 
duct. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

One word more andIamdone. Nearly a half century ago,when 
the Hon. Rush, a Democrat, was our representative in 
Paris, his party in America, through the chairman of its national 
committee, requested him to lay before the National Assembly and 
executive government of France resolutions of congratulation on 
the change of rnment which had been recently declared. He 
declined to do it, and in replying to his party in America used this 
noble language in a letter addressed from Paris to Benjamin F. 
Hallett, Boston, chairman of the committee of the national con- 
vention of the Democratic party of the United States. 

LEGATION OF THE UNITED STares, Paris, July 31, 1349. 


DEAR Str: (After acknowl) receipt of the resolution and referring 
rtain on which he presented communications from the 
Government of the United States he says:) 

On all of the foregoing occasions I eee for the whole United States— 
the United States in their aggregate ter, great, powerful, and known. 


Iacted in my is capacity. I am here in no other. Can I waive 
it or step down it? These are party. resolutions. It is so avowed with 
frankness on their . They point to the existence and necessity of par- 
ties in . “& * * * * 


Is it for me to exhibit the political partiesinto which wedivide? Being here 
on national grounds, [ can onl aes to act with due effect when 
nai 


y or 

or acting in full identity with the national will; not as fiuctuati 
throu the different ies am ourselves, but as heard in the voice ‘ot 
the 


which wields the areas of allparties. Then weare really pow- 
erful. , wnat are we in the eye of Europe, without this unity of name and 
® * 7 . * > - 
Dear sir, your sincere and faithful servant, 
RICHARD RUSH. 

[The reading of the above was greeted with frequent applause 
on the Repaiitcen side. | 

While censuring with regret our ambassador at London, let us 
commend him to an earnest contemplation of this great example 
to a wider tolerance of his fellow-citizens at home and to the 
patriotism that becomes an American. [Continued a) 

I yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. G@ OR. Mr. Speaker, there is a question of fact 
which I desire to look into, and one of the elements I can not look 
i ask, therefore, that I may reserve the time 
allotted to me until a later stage in the debate. 

The SP. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] 
asks to reserve the ten minutes yielded to him by the 

There was no ob 


2 


from Iowa [Mr. Cousins]. Is there objection? 


n. 
Mr. Speaker, I realize the embarrassment in 
which yself in attempting, at this late hour of the day, to 
address the House, after the most attractive speech of my distin- 
guished friend from Iowa [Mr. Cousins]. I can not hope, sir, to 
entertain the House as he has done, nor to amuse the galleries with 
must be in the soundness of my posi- 
Seen aeen ce this y, and the strength of the cause which 
dad [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the affected amusement which 
this remark has provoked, there is strength in my cause, and the 


E 
2 


opposition only attempt to deride what have utterly failed 
c— and are 7 anaaie to meet = i tt perti- 

ae ud the sentimen n- 
tleman Iowa . Cousins} in his glowing speciaeie to 
our country, i 


thrift, its , its resources, its achieve- 
He can not boast of more national pride or love of coun. 
But I take issue with statement that all 
ee anal prosperity have come by the agency of 

I maintain, sir, that the American have achieved their 


fFeatness despite protection; have, notwi 
discrimainations of unjust protection fostered, 


the toilers borne backs, 
sunapedtig: waenghhs by the 
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unprotected, but enjoyed and realized by the favored few who 
constitute the protected class. While they have not reaped the 
rewards of their own labor, but have seen them transferred to the 
possession of the few, who toiled not for them, with magnificent 
forbearance, with patient and patriotic fortitude they have gone 
steadily forward and made this great country what it is. 

Mr. Speaker, it is important to consider what it is that is pre- 








sented to the House for its consideration. What is the purpose 
of the resolutions which have been offered here? Gentlemen have 
indulged in expressions of regret, more feigned, I fear, than real, 
that they are called upon to pass resolutions condemnatory of a 
public officer representing the Government of the United States 
at a foreign court. They deplore the fact that this matter is pre- 
sented to Congress to consider and determine by its deliberation. 


How came it here? Who brought it here? 
were these resolutions introduced? 
responsible for them explain. 

W hat is to be accomplished, Mr. Speaker? Have the gentlemen 
who have already addressed the House shown any salutary end to 
be subserved? Have they révealed any benefit to be conferred 
upon our public service in asking you to consider and pass these 
resolutions of condemnation? Have they pointed out to you any 
good to be accomplished by it? No, Mr. Speaker, the majority 
need not try to disguise it, the fact is plain to all, and I admonish 
them now the country will understand they emanate from parti- 
san spirit and seek party advantage alone. The majority has 
seized upon a paltry pretext to assail a Democratic official, even 
at a risk of sacrifice of national dignity. To me it seems a most 
inexcusable, not to say reprehensible, proceeding. No complaint 
is made that any injury has resulted to anybody as a result of the 
speeches of Ambassador Bayard, save as certain supersensitive 
people are wounded in feeling. This is the gravamen of Mr. Bay- 
ard’s offense. They say the American people have been insulted. 

But let us come at once to the question here. That question is, 
Is it the duty of the House of Representatives to censure Thomas 
F. Bayard, the ambassador of the United States, for certain ex- 
pressions contained in his accredited speeches? If it is our duty, 
why is it? I assert that it in no sense ie to the duties of this 
House. If Thomas F. Bayard has been guilty of any high crime 
or misdemeanor, if he has been guilty of any such outrageous 
conduct as disgraces the service or dishonors his country, bring 
in your articles of impeachment that you used at the beginning 
of this episode under false pretense, merely to get immediate con- 
sideration and an opportunity to gratify your impetuous desire to 
speak upon it. We all knew what anal result; that gentlemen 
only desired an opportunity to defend the system of protection 
which Mr. Bayard had assailed, that they would content them- 
selves with denouncing him and dwelling upon the beauties of 

rotection; that they cared not to devote themselves to a defense 
o their efforts of the dignity of the foreign service of the United 
States. 

Mr. Bayard is a servant of our people, and since this matter has 
come here you owe it to yourselves to deal fairly with him as a 
representative of all the people of the country and to deal with 
this question upon its merits, and to settle it according to the duty 
which is presented to you. I reassert, it is no part of the duty of 
the House of Representatives to pass resolutions of condemnation 
against Mr. Bayard when it is only contended that he was guilty 
of an indiscretion, or at most an impropriety. 

It in no sense belongs to the province of the House of Repre- 
sentatives or of Congress to hold foreign ministers responsible for 
the propriety of their conduct. There is not a precedent for it 
anywhere in the diplomatic history of our Government. When 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs this 
morning said, in answer to the views of the minority, that there 
is a precedent and cited the case of Mr. Stevens, formerly United 
States minister to Hawaii, and the resolutions of the Fifty-third 
Congress condemnatory of his conduct, I respectfully submit to 
him that it is not a precedent. 

It has been said, and truly said, that the cases are not analogous. 
Mr. Stevens was not at the time of the passage of those resolutions 
a minister of the United States. His term of office had expired. 
He had been succeeded by another. His successor had been in- 
stalled and accredited to the Government where he had resided 
as the representative of the United States, and he had returned to 
his home at the time, and the resolutions, introduced in that Con- 
gress and passed, dealt with an entirely different question—one 
more material, one more formidable, than the one presented in these 
resolutions. His offense was not a breach of propriety, but an 
unwarranted and outrageous abuse of his anthority; a palpable 
violation of his instructions, making his country guilty, through 
him, of a breach of national good faith and its solemn treaty with 
a friendly power. 

The resolutions reveal the nature of the charge against him. 
Let me read them. But first let me remark that the resolutions 
were offered after the attention of the country had been called to 
to the disturbances existing in Hawaii and Minister Stevens’s 


For what purpose 
Let the Republicans who are 
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participation therein had been brought officially to the attention of 
the House. Gentlemen had harangued the At and the coun- 
try upon the subject. The world’s attention had been directed 
to it and the part played in it by an officer of the Government of 
the United States, and it was the duty of Congress to explain to 
the world the position which we occupied in the matter, because, 
as a great nation, we have a foreign policy—a policy of noninter- 
ference in the affairs of other nations—and by the act of that min- 
ister, if we adopted it and acknowledged it to be ours, we departed 
from that policy and adopted one entirely different, one claiming 
the right for ourselves of determining who should govern ina 
— State, even to the extent of overturning the recognized 
and legally constituted Government. Here are the resolutions, 
the first of which it is sufficient to read: 

Resolved, First. That it is the sense of the House that the action of the 
United States minister in employing naval forces and ogeny aiding in the 
overthrowing the constitutional Government of the Hawaiian Islands in Jan- 

ry, 1803, and in setting up in its place a Provisional Government not repub- 

ican in form and in opposition to the will of a majority of the le, was 
contrary to the traditions of our Republic and the spirit of our Constitution, 
and should be and is condemned. 

What was it that was charged against Mr. Stevens? Every- 
body knows that a ship of war of the United States was there at 
Honolulu. et temp § knows that at the request of the minister 
to Hawaii the troo; om that ship were landed there at the time 
there was a popular insurrection. Whether the government 
sought to be established was a better one than that existing and 
the one then at issue is entirely irrelevant to the question now at 
issue. The question was, the Government which was over- 
turned been recognized by the United States, and was it a Gov- 
ernment with which we had at the time a treaty of peace and 
friendship? 

Everybody knows what was done. The Fifty-third Congress 
disavowed the action of that minister and placed upon the record 
these resolutions of its disavowal. There was a purpose to be ac- 
complished in that. In this there is no such purpose. Neither, 
Mr. Bpeaker, are the gentlemen who seek to pass these resolutions 
actuated by a purpose of elevating and purifying and reforming 
the foreign service of our country; but they seek an opportunity to 
hurl anathemas against Mr. Bayard simply because he is an offi- 
cial of the Democratic party, and because as such he has the cour- 
age to speak his convictions as an American freeman. 

Mr. Speaker, that magnificent American citizen has never, under 
any circumstances nor in any presence, failed in the courage of 
conviction. A worthy son of a long line of illustrious sires, he has 
maintained the ancestral honor and chivalry, and has been ever 
the bold advocate of ht and justice, the champion of freedom 
and liberty, the defender of the oppressed and the poor. When 
our civil war had ended and the soldiers of the South had laid 
down their arms, the Chevalier Bayard, with the — of the great 
soldier Grant and the great-hearted citizen Lincoln, was foremost 
in their defense against those who sought to oppress and humiliate 
them. He interposed himself and received all the darts of malice 
and hate full and fair on his own untarnished shield, and they 
fell broken and battered at his feet. There are gentlemen here 
who have not forgotten his glowing words of patriotism and cour- 
age, his proud defiance, when, in the United States Senate, in 1876, 
he inveighed against political intolerance and sectional animosity. 
He was criticised and taunted by Mr. Boutwell, a Senator from 
Massachusetts, and his motives questioned. Let me quote those 
w : 

The Senator has suggested that in some way I have been a party to some 
act or deed unfaithful to the sanoar ey of the Government of this country. 
I will simply say that every drop of blood in my body comes from men and 
from women who, since this Government was established, never harbored a 
thought or did an act unfaithful or unpatriotic. 

No man can assert the contrary. e Senator dare not doso. He ht 
attempt it by an innuendo, by cipeaitying me with those whom he terms the 
enemies of the country; but he knows as well as I that the man who says I 
ever did an act or uttered a word unfaithful tothe integrity of my country's 
Government has lied in his throat. my powone in the galleries. 


He me beware of November. ovember the people of this country 
will submit their candidates for the popular verdict, and then the Senator 





may repeat his where he pleases. Then he may assault men as he 
pleases. If it please a merciful heaven to give to this country a feel 


of fraternity and union, then he and those who think and act with him 

be ed to private life and to an absence from political power. * * * 
held up to me as a source of reproach that I have tried to make 

thren of the South feel that this was their country, that this was 

their Government, and that they were bound to come and support it and find 

poe as =v give it allegiance? If it be a crime, then I am the greatest 
n earth. 

h f , such professions, and such les shall consign for- 
aus aeeae ‘cee welcome the shades privave life with the cntained 
conscience that I shall carry there with it. I would rather have it than all 
Lost Dewees Aen thay Git nok give, ok Walek hoy com uae dopetootaned, 

some e n ve ; 
and that is my own Liboomed’ (Applause. } “f 
These are the passionate utterances of patriotism, true patriot- 
ism and a and I commend them the gentlemen of the 
House who seek now to belittle him, but whose assaults will be 
fruitful only of their own ture, because I warn yon, gen- 
tlemen, you can not tear him from the hearts of Americans. 
It has been asserted that he violated the instructions issued to 
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him by his chief. The gentlemen who have preceded me jy» 
made this assertion. They have read from the instruction. | 
shall ask the patience of the House while I refer to them avai, 
show you that Mr. Bayard in this did not violate any instr 1: 
ae _ been issued to him by the Department of State. W),, 
are they 


all times a proper reserve. Where? At his 
Inhis relations with the officers and 
he was accredited. What affairs o 
fairs in which the two Governments are mutually concerned, 


matters in regard to the affairs of 


law by which they are forbidden to 
ject of official correspondence or 
any person other than the proper 


refer to in his 
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aororH@ 


One of the essential qualifications of a diplomatic agent is to observe a: ul 
times a proper reserve in regard to the affairs of his Government. a 
Now, let us stop long enough to consider these instructions jy 


reference to the duties which ministers are called upon to perfirim, 


In regard to the affairs of his Government he is to maintain a: 
With whom? 

yple of thecountry to which 
his Government? Those af- 


Mr. TURNER of a. That refers to state secrets. 
Mr. DINSMORE. He a instructed as to confidential 
Government. 


And the knowledge oo ates popueed by persons belonging to the 


legation must be 


There is nothing in all this to prevent the expression of his 


opinion as an American citizen. But what else? 


The attention of diplomatic agents is especially called to the provision of 
din to the public affairs 

of any foreign Government or in regard to any matter which may be » sub. 
th the Government to w! ich 

per or other other periodical, or wit) 


hey are accredited with any ne 
cers of the United States. 


They are forbidden— 
To participate in any manner in the political concerns of the country of 


their residence. 


What is his residence? That does not mean the country of his 


own home. It means the country of his temporary official resi- 

dence. They are precluded from expressing— 

gueene upon local political or other questions arising within their juris. 
ction. 


Then Mr. Ba is char 


yard with a violation of that instruction. 
What “local question” di 


he speak of? What matters did he 

burgh speech within his local “ jurisdiction”? 

What provision of this instruction has he violated? Not one. 
The gentlemen know, they must know, that the construction 


that has been placed upon this is contrary not only to the letter, 


but to the spirit also. 


It is deemed advisable to extend a similar prohibition against public ad- 
dresses except upon exceptional festal occasions in the country of official res- 
idence. Even upon such occasions the utmost caution must be observed in 
touching upon political matters. ; 

Why? Whyisthisinjunction? To prevent any embarrassment 
in the relations of the ambassador with the court to which he is 
accredited, and with other diplomatic representatives. Caution 
must be observed in ne litical matters, so that no of- 
fense may be given to any in official circle which might impair 
his influence and usefulness, 

It means that and nothing more, and no gentleman can with 
any consistency contend that it means otherwise. These are all 
the instructions upon the subject, and I think I have shown that 
there is not one of them that has been violated by Mr. Bayard ir 
the speech which he made at Edinburgh, or in the one which he 
made in Boston, and the effort of these gentlemen to show other- 
wise falls futile and a failure. What, then, remains, if our am- 
bassador has not violated an instruction? You still propose ft: 


censure him, andfor what? Forindiscreetness? Forimpropricty? 
I tell you that is no of your duty. Itis an assumption upon 
your part to take up the affairs of another ent of the Gov- 


ernment and deliver lectures to its officers. 
of Re ntatives, of all bodies under the sun, contending that it 
should make itself “the glass of fashion and the mold of form” 
on matters of propriety! What scenes are enacted here! W hiat 
a eg of propriety is this same House! No question that 
comes into it gets out of it without in some degree of a 
partisan character. Men here are actuated by the fierce passion 
Job -eadonanw zeal. It is so upon all occasions, and that, in itself. 1s 

dence of the of restricting the action of this body 


eidea of the House 


within our j and refraining from inter eena f 
with the on of other officers of the Governmenne ircta 
entirely different department of the public service. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the ution is in criticism, in cen- 
sure, of two speeches by Ambassador Ba: The first one 
to which I shall allude, and which has been alluded to by gent!e- 
men who have preceded me in this discussion, was mace at bus 


of a grammar school. The last 


my from Iowa [Mr. Coustns], was 

pleased to indulge his humor that speech and upon the char- 
acter of the remarks made by the ambassador on that occasion. 

Mr. Speaker, it is well enough for him to laugh who can offer 


But take the speech itself, consider the con- 
made, consider the youthful minds to 
which it was addressed; remember that Mr. Bayard wasattempt\ng 
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to instruct those young people with reference to the conditions 
which existed in America, and you may take the part of that speech 
which is characterized as most offensive by the opposition and I 
maintain that there is no offense in it. Mr. Bayard said that it 
required a strong man to govern the American people; that the 
President stood in the midst of a strong, self-willed,and oftentimes 
a violent people. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gr eel 
asked my coll: eon the committee [Mr. McCreary of Kentucky 
if he thought the President of the United States did ‘‘ govern” 
the people of America, and if he was his governor. Gentlemen 
resent the statement that they are governed. 

Mr, Speaker, in the sense in which the ambassador used the 
word “govern” I say that the President of the United States 
does govern the American people. Why is it that the chief exec- 
utive of every State in the Union is called a ‘‘ governor”? Is it 
not because in a sense he does govern? As the word was used by 
Mr. Bayard, and as it is used by every American, the President 
of the United States is a governor. He is a governor in the sense 
of standing as the Chief Executive of the country, holding the 
administrative power in his hand. He is the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States. He has the 

wer to rey t the officers of the Government. He participates 
rn making the laws of the Government, and it is his duty to see 
that they are executed, enforced, and obeyed. In this sense he 
is a governor and does govern, and only in this sense was the word 
ever used by Ambassador Bayard. But Mr. Bayard also said 
that our ple are ofttimes a violent people, and we are told 
that that fn insult to the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, it is only an insult to the man who wants to be in- 
sulted by it. The American people areastrong le. Thevery 
genius of our institutions makes us strong and willful. In this 
country every man is a sovereign; he has a right to use his influ- 
ence, his vote, his personal power for his own advancement and 
the advancement of his oe as he understands his and their 
oe He asserts himself. The American people are ofttimes 
a violent people; not violentas a whole. Mr. Bayard did not mean 
that this characteristic is everpresent, or that it could ever be as- 
serted by any class to the overthrow of pegce and general order. 
How often have we seen evidences of the violence of our people! 
The history of the country is full of them. When, a few years 
ago outin one of the western Territories, at Rock Springs, the 

e rose up and by the strong hand slew dozens of Chinese, was 
thata scene of violence? Was not that a matter which appealed 
to the executive power and to the good sense and judgment of the 
Chief Executive of the country, happening as it did in one of the 
Territories of the United States? 

We have had manysuch instances. Remember the Mafia affair 
at New Orleans. Recall the recent riots at Chicago, where men, 
laboring men, ground down under the heel of combined capital 
and power, the uniform friends of the Republican party, united 
Sonia for the of trying to defend themselves against 
that great organized combination. They resented the changes 
that had been ght about by their employers and insisted that 
they had a right to a continuance of their previous wages and of 
the conditions that had previously prevailed ; and when their de- 
mand was refused they struck and laid down their tools, as they 
had a right to do. Nevertheless, smarting under injury and 
wrong, they went beyond the bounds of right, as men frequently 
do in cases. These men were urged to extremes, and they 
did go to extremes. They undertook to prevent the employment 
of ober men and reso’ to violence, to the destruction of prop- 
oe, to all manner of violence, and to threats of injury to life 


Was this violence? Were these American people? Do these 
facts authorize and justify the statement made by our ambassador 
when he spoke at Boston, England, saying that our Poe are 

ete the early days of our Republic, when 
Jefferson’s time as ident was largely consumed in suppressing 
riots and disorders that existed throughout every part of the land. 
. Speaker, naught but the violence of the American 
gave to Thomas eee Old ath of and — am 
opportunity to show the stren of their characters, 
that they were ae men, and their capacity to “‘ govern” the 
American When the rumbling of nullification came up 
Carolina, and this country was threatened with vio- 
old Andrew Jackson laid his strong grasp upon the 
settled it to the pacification of the people of the 
say it does require a strong man to govern our people, 
to them to say it, but rather a a to 
, the manliness, and stern determina- 


\. apna. 
But there was another speech; and what was said in that speech? 
in the cocoanut.” Mr. Bayard dared to 
which aroused the sensitive feelings of people 
live and fatten u tions against 


Ht 


lowly. That is whal caused these resolutions to 
Whence 


comes this pseudo righteous indignation 











on the part of gentlemen who represent the protective theory in 
the House of Representatives? Why is it that you rise up 
quickly? Itis not the man, Mr. Speaker, who feels strong in his 
cause that springs up so eagerly to defend it against criticism; it is 
not the man who feels that he is fortified in the right that can not 
brook any criticism of his views. Ah, can it 1 gentle- 


gO 


© that these 


| . , 
| men who represent protection and stand by the bond that binds 


together the different factions of the Republican party in this 
country—the party of greed, the party of unjust discrimination, 
the party that is not willing to stand upon the equal rights of all 


the people, but holds itself together by fostering classes at the ex- 
— of a large majority of the people of the country—can it be 
yecause you have seen the sands shifting from under your feet, 
that the sentiment is growing in favor of justice and equality? By 
the verdict of the people of the United States in 1892 upon this 
very question you saw yourselves hurled from power. 

You know it is true—it is confessed by the leaders of the Repub 
lican party to be true—that this was the issue. Upon this issue 
the people spoke, and in it you see the handwriting on the wall 
for the future. My friend from Illinois, the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. na when he spoke this morning asked whether it 
was the result of the demoralizing influence of protection that 
these seats were made vacant and members were transferred to 
that side; whether a like cause produced the reverse result in 
1892. I do not say that it was because members elected to this 
Congress came here as the result of bribery and corruption that 
that side.was filled, but I do say that when Republicans refuse to 
assist the manufacturers extract their unjust tribute from the 

ple those manufacturers will cease to support them if they can 
nd others who will, and they can not be found in the Democratic 
party. 

The Democratic party has no favored influences behind it. It 
appeals alone to the untrammeled patriotism of the people, to 
those who love liberty and exact equality. Mr. Bayard meant 
exactly what he said. He meant that the tendency of protection 
is to corrupt and debauch public sentiment; the tendency of it is 
to ‘‘throw legislation in the political markets and relegate it to 
jobbers and chafferers who take the place of statesmen.” Mr. 
Bayard did not pretend to say that when a man is turned out of 
office it is in all cases the result of this influence, but he says that 
the tendency of this system is to bring about these results. And 
I verily believe it isso. And we are not alone in that view. I 
may cite the testimony of distinguished individuals not of our 
faith to bear out this theory. Within the last forty-eight hours 
we have seen evidence brought before the public bearing out the 
statement of Mr. Bayard on this question. 

For the edification of the House and in illustration of this sub- 
ject let me read what I find in the press of yesterday morning, the 
Washington Post, upon this very identical issue. Does anybody 
know who Mr. CHANDLER is? mean a Senator of the United 
States frem the State of New Hampshire of that name. This 
paper gives an interesting interview with that gentleman, from 
which I read. The reporter asks him: 

What is thought and said among the Republicans whom you have met about 


the recent developments showing that money contributions are being solic 
ited from the manufacturers of the East to help Mr. McKinley? 


Here isMr. CHANDLER’s reply: 


It has been very seldom that I have heard more indignation expressed on 
any minor subject of politics than within the last few days as information 
has come as to the extent to which these levies upon protected interests are 
being made. Anger is uttered by the friends of all other candidates, and also 
by the mos#®sagacious politicians, who have no preferences as yet. 

Anger! Anger at what? What is the provocation that arouses 
the anger of these leaders of the Republican party? Why, that 
money is being levied upon the protected industries in the interest 
of the boom of a certain candidate for the Republican nomination 
for the Presidency. Does this illustrate, does it justify, the posi- 
tion taken by Mr. Bayard? ‘‘ Levies upon protected industries,” 
says Mr. CHANDLER, ‘“‘are being made” in behalf of the boom of a 
Republican candidate. But that is not all. There is more of this 
delicious reading: 

To invade Senator QuAY’'s State with demands, oral and written, that the 
Pennsylvania manufacturers are under such obligations to Mr. McKinley 
that they ought to furnish cash contributions with which to secure the elec- 
tion ot McKinley delegates to St. Louis seems to be a most ill-advised pro- 

ng.. 

Demands, oral and written, in the State of Pennsylvania, upon 
the manufacturers thereof are, he says, ‘‘out of place—not in 
keeping with propriety.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask the gentleman whether he indorses 
the truth of that statement? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, that isa matter entirely beyond 
myken. The gentleman from Ohio must not attempt to hold me 
responsible. I am only telling the House what one of the most 
respected and respectable leaders of the Republican party says. 
I can not undertake to testify on the subject. I am not taken into 
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the councils of the Republican party. I can only pick up bits of 
information its leaders see proper to possess me of. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say that that has been alread 
characterized as an absolutely false statement, without any quali- 
fication whatever, and I defy any man to prove the truth of any 
one of the statements mentioned in that report. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I do not pretend to know whether the state- 
ment be true or otherwise, but when this thing comes before the 
country, between the men who are clearly reaching out for the 
protected interests of the country and a their support to 
place them in power, it must go to each individual for what it is 
worth. I have nodoubt if the contest were confined to the nomi- 
nees of the Democratic and Republican parties this painful, most 
disagreeable story would not have obtained currency. The embar- 
rassment grows out of the fact that the candidates for the Repu- 
lican nomination are now scrambling for the manufacturers’ sap- 
port. noctTS on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. BARRETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. DINSMORE. arenes 

Mr. BARRETT. The gentleman has alluded to an alleged 
statement that money was being contributed for a political cam- 

ign by the protected interests of thecountry, astatement which 

as been contradicted and has been again denied to-day on the 
floor of the House by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR}, 
who knows whereof he speaks. 

Now I desire to ask the gentleman whether he will express his 
opinion on a fact not disputed, and that is that the ministership 
of the United States to Italy was bargained and sold by a Demo- 
cratic candidate for the Presidency for $50,000, in hard cash, a 
statement which has never yet been denied from any quarter? 

Mr. SULZER. That is nota fact. Ideny it. It is not true in 
any sense of the word. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DINSMORE. Oh, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is trying to 
bring in matters that are entirely irrelevant to what I am talking 
abcut. That statement has been denied and is denied. The gen- 
tleman rises to interpose another case when he finds himself in an 
embarrassing and exposed situation. 

If it were true, which it is not, it would only argue that some 
candidate was willing to promise a fat office for the su of a 
wealthy citizen with his money to buy torches and hire brass 
bands. Butwe are here proving a. evidence that the 
protection system is vicious and debauches political society. 

You gentlemen who advocate protection, you who live by the 
fostering influences that are held out by the legislation of your 
party against the mass of the people, are quick to rise up on such 
occasions. You are quickly sensitive to these criticisms. But 
do not forget that I am not giving Democratic testimony; but 
the deliberate statement of a man standing high in the councils of 
the Republican party. He says that oral and written demands 
are made on the people of Pennsylvania—the manufacturers of 
Pennsylvania—to contribute to the McKinley campaign fund, and 
he does not think that fair or right. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Well, there is some more of this. [Renewed laughter.) 

A MemBer. Read it all. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I will reada of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER goes on to say a little further: 

This seems to be an ill-advised proceeding. 

‘Laughter. 

nd then adds: 
Yet the evidence seems to be clear that a systematic and widely extended 


levy upon the protected industries of the country has been projected and is 
going forward, to what extent remains to be discovered. 


Mr. CHANDLER says that even he does not know how far it has 


gone. 
Again, speaking of the McKinley boom, he says: 
Ever since the movement for McKinley began it has been rumored that 


Mr. Mark Hanna, now one of the Ohio delegates at large, has been expending 
m an unwillingness to be- 


money in Mr. McKinley's interest. 
lieve this and a disposition to attribute Mr. Hanna's exertions to sincere and 


disinterested friendship for Mr. McKinley. 
2 says there has been an unwillingness to believe this, but 


But nobody now is so charitable. It is beginning to be believed that the 
McKinley movement is to be a boodle canvass from start to finish. 


[Great laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 
This belief will be injurious to Mr. McKinley. 
'Renewed laughter. | 
Well, I should suppose it would be, perhaps, if he had any other 
support than the Republican party. 
: if Mr. 
It will be aes more injurious to the Republican party, especially 


It will be remembered that the authorship of the 
* the fat out of the manufacturers,” was 
to Edmunds, another prominent Republican, a long while 
ago. 


The issue will be made by our 
= who was Pie te ke chested ty rying,” by the moneyof millionaire ma:,,; 


whether we are to have a Pre si- 


cturers, and is to be 
suffrage in the States. 

Now, my friend from Ohio, Mr. GrosVENoR, submitted an jn. 
terrogatory to me while I was ing a few moments ago a»: 
call espond, I to say that I do not assume :,, 


corrupt methods applied to ; 


on me to r ’ 
be informed of the details of the methods resorted to by the R, 
publican party to keep itself in power. ButI refer him again (,, 
an answer to the response made by the distinguished authority ;,, 
which I have been alluding for some time, and whose remaric | 
commend to his careful consideration. 

I was very cautious in speaking about McKinley— 

Says Mr. Cuanpier. [Langhter.] He did not want to over 
state the matter— 
but it certainly does seem to me that he is in the hands of unscrup 
managers. 

[Laughter. } 

They say that this year the Republicans can elect a yellow dog if we nomi 


nate one. At thesame time, look at the situation. If McKinley is nomin:t« 
we shall have to meet the charge that we fried the fat out of the manufac: \;; 
ers in the last campaign; that he fried the fat out of them again tosecure })i< 
nomination, that he is continuing to fry the fat to buy his election, and 

as a result, he will pay his political debts with a high-tariff bill framed s 

in the interests of the manufacturers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when Republicans come before the country. 
and protectionist Republicans, too, and testify to this condition of 
affairs in the political organization of their party, what can be 
said against Mr. Bayard, a foreign ambassador of the United States. 
who made no charge against any party, but in discussing a cre:t 
economic question, a purely academic question, dared to give ex- 

ression to the views which prompted him as an American citize. 
in holding to his theories of government, views which have been 
justified by every precept and declaration of his party, its every 
tradition and experience throughout all the past? There is no 
secret about it. Everybody knows the position of the party upon 
this question. Yet protection is the basic stone of the Republicar: 
organization; protection not of the individual, not of each and al! 
of the ple of the country, but protection of certain manufac- 
turing industries in the country in the hands of men of wealth and 
capital, for whose benefit they levy tribute upon the millions of 
producers who earn their in sweat and toil, and in which pro- 
tection these same toilers have no share whatever. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, from the very statement made by the dic- 
tinguished Senator from New Hampshire do we not see that ‘‘lez- 
islation is falling—has fallen—into the political market, where 


jobbers and chafferers take the place of statesmen”? That is what 
r. Bayard said. 
Mr. RNER of And into a mercenary scramble. 
Mr. DINSMORE. , as my distinguished friend by my side 
suggests, into a mercenary scramble among the people as to who 
shall get the spoils and —S bi price? Now, I want to 
call attention further to Mr. Bayard’s remarks. What was the 


putpose of this address? What was the subject of it? It was an 
address delivered by Mr. Bayard upon “Individual freedom the 
germ of national progress and permanence.” 

Individual om, not only in America but throughout ll 
civilization, the right of man to participate in his self-govern 
ment, and as to the principles which were most conducive to tle 
broadest recognition of human rights. The burden of this ad 
dress is individual freedom, He says in one place: 

The forces of productive ind were never so t and the burdens 
upon their ucts were never 80 vy. and consolidation 
to resist injustice and competition for success have gradually arrayed 1) 
tal and labor in opposite camps, in which the power of each is separately 
and too often adversely o: ized, and serious conflicts have occurred, au 
conflicts more serious are impending, which threaten disaster to that tran 
pay Ly good order of the State which are essential not only for its ))r 
gress - for maintenance of the civilization to which the world hs 


the autocratic which is exercised in some cou 
the and associated powers of wealth ani 
in others, I ask, Where 
? Howis it tobe guarded 
members is essential 
The movement of the day, sometimes oj). 
and , but more 
a state socialism ~ an op 
autocracy. But either and fatal to that ind 
of man's mind and sal which ie the samtrementality by 
and , nas bee 
standard of civilization 
the peace and order of 


When | con 


this as an academic 
to his own country. He dors 
but he of the general 
which civilization 


ilitarism, 

on srl wan uboveo atcrats cogtietony 1" 
wat 80 ; with the em 

national and Popular organizations bor, with thot ified, 

massed, numerical force, one asks, just what is to become of the 


ss 








. free man, the essential unit of a society that ho to retain 
individual, and progress; of edegtation to those Ghvanees and 
the ements demand open mind, the complete liberty of human 
imp ties. first for their discovery, and after that for their reception and as- 
face ation? Is there not to fear lest between the upper and the nether 
om tones of the twin a military absolutism and socialistic tyranny, 
mil freedom of the individual may be ground to death? 

I read 


this to show the topic and burden of his address all 
through, which is the recognition that should be given by all 
vernments to the social unit, the individual man; and, Mr. 
peaker, on this foundation all good government is erected: 
, essing in our day the decline and fall of empires once mighty 
i aed eee force, but noe inert, decrepit, devoid of the seminal prin- 
iv le of growth or the sustenance of a moral order. And it is plainly appar- 
te that these are the necessary and logical consequences of despotic govern 
a the destruction of personal freedom, the enfeeblement of the moral 
fiber, the of individual intellectual and moral growth. 
ea 7 on « * ~ 


_ 
nhesitatingly allied itself with every policy which tends to com- 
ical isolation dangerously depletes the Treasury, and saps the popular 
conscience by schemes of corrupting favor and largesse to special classes 


whose support is thereby attracted. 
The gentleman says it is meant for the Republican party. Why 
do you say that? e Republican party is not meant; but it is 


meant for that class of citizens and subjects of the different gov- 
ernments of this world who demand that government shall be ad- 
ministered for their benefit, discriminating against other people. 
They demand the levy of tribute for their sake on other individu- 
als, and this is in utter nonconformity with any just principle of 
government. ne 

But my friend who last addressed the House so entertainingly 
and so eloquently referred to a long line of statesmen whom he 
enumerated, whom he aligned upon the side of the protective 


tem. 
TWebster, said he, and Clay and Lincoln. Hear what Mr. Web- 
ster said in answer to the position taken by the gentleman that 
all the great achievements of American manhood and thrift have 
been under the benign influence and made possible by the system 
of protection. Here is what Webster said in speaking of the great 
merchant marine of the United States, of our ships, and our com- 
merce: 


How, sir, do shipowners and navigators accomplish this? How is it they 
are able to meet and in some measure to overcome universal competition? 


Not, sir, by protection and bounties, but by unwearied exertion, by extreme 
economy unshaken perseverence, by that manly and resolute spirit which 
relies on itself to protect itself. 

That is the of Webster. He did not adopt the senti- 
ment by the distinguished gentleman from Iowa, nor 
did he adopt the sentiment expressed by any of these gentlemen. 
Webster paid a higher tribute to American character than my 
friend. Webster said he should rely and did rely on his own en- 


ergy, his own power of achievement and accomplishment, upon 
his own intellect, his own brawn; and it is these that have made 
the American character t, Mr. Speaker. 

The tendency to establish a system of protection, building up 
one interest at the expense of other interests, has a tendency to de- 
bauch political society. It is necessity that is the mother of in- 
vention, yee: not discriminating laws. ‘ Necessity is 
the mother of invention,” and therefore my friend, when he speaks 
of the great march in discovery and inventions and science by 
the people of the United States, is wrong when he attributes it to 
protection, because protection enables men to obtain unearned 
profits. Protection is not protection if it does not enable him for 
whose benefit it is imposed to demand of him who deals with him 
more for his merchandise than he could otherwise demand for it. 

Protection does not foster an industry unless it gives power to 
take from the pockets of those who consume the products of that 
industry more than could otherwise be obtained for them, and the 
only means by which more can be obtained is by precluding others 
from coming aad selling us articles of the same character at 
cheaper prices, every dollar of the excess price being taken from 

the consumer, every cent of it taken from the toil 
labor and given to the men who do not earn it, to 
men who still stand up in solid column with those of his own 
persuasion and vote the Republican ticket and contribute of his 

to nominate as his candidate one who mifies the 
by which they live. [Loud applause on the Democratic 


M,; Speaker, I have no interest in who shall be the nominee of 
the lican , but some of these people—some of these 
leaders of the 


—resent this boom which has been 
manufactured for Mr. Mckinley by the use of “fat” fried out of 
because they 
on the Democratic side.] There are 


say “there are others.” [Laugh- 

er peo- 
country who favor protection. 

who have illuminated the subject and enli 


P 


There are other people 
the country upon 
with the ils, and 
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it. The testimony as to that does not come from us. That is 
testimony from good Republican authority to us, and by good 
authority I mean certainly a reputable witness. [Laughter. | 
But, Mr. Speaker, shall the House of Representatives by the 
passage of resolutions indulge in the censure of Ambassador Bay- 
ard? Why is he to be made the first example? This is a new 
departure in the history of Congress. Why did not a Republican 
Congress select a Republican victim? Why not go into the judi- 
ciary of the country and denounce the learned judges on the Su- 
preme Bench of the United States for daring to speak out against 
this plutocratic power, operated in the interest of a select few? 
Doubtless all of you remhmber the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in 20 Wallace, in the case of the Loan Asso 
ciation against Topeka. This principle is spoken of by the learned 
judges, Republican judges. Here it is in the Supreme Court re- 
ports of the Government of the United States, coming from the 
highest judicial tribunal in the world. It is placed upon record 


there. Say the Supreme Court, by Justice Miller, a member of 
that great court: 

The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest, the most pervading of all the 
powers of government, reaching directly or indirectly to all cla f the 
yeople. It was said of Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of McCulloch vs 

he State of Maryland, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. A 
striking instance of the truth of the proposition is seen in the fact that the 
existing tax of 10 cents imposed by the United States on the circulation of any 
other banks than the national banks drove out of existence every State bank 
of circulation within a year or two after its passage. This power can readily 
be employed against one class of individuals and tn favor of another so as to 
ruin the one class and give unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other if 
there is no implied limitation of the uses for which the power may be exer 
cised. 


Then he goes on with this language: 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
citizen and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals toaid private 
enterprises and to build up private fortunes 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's hour has expired. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the gentleman’s time 
be extended. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, my friend is nearly through with 
his remarks and asks unaimous consent that he be allowed to con- 
tinue his remarks this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
he be permitted to continue his remarks. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.}| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARRETT. Does that mean that the time is to be actually 
divided between both sides? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Iam sure that nobody will have reason to 
complain as to the division of the time. I will draw my remarks 
to a speedy conclusion. 

But, says Justice Miller: 


To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
eitizen and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid pr 
vate enterprises and build up private fortunes is none the less robbery 
because it is done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not 
legisiation. It is a decree under legislative forms. 

Nor is it taxation. A “tax,” says Webster's Dictionary, “ is a rate or sum 
of money assessed on the person or property of a citizen by government for 
the use of the nation or state.” ‘ Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by 
the legislature upon persons or property to raise money tor public purposes 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, here you have the Democratic view. Here 


you have the view that was sustained by the great statesmen 
whom the gentleman from Iowa ranged before the H use to-day. 
A tax which is imposed for the purpose of raising revenue for de- 
fraying the necessary expenses of the Government is a legal, con 
stitutional, just tax; but a tax which is taken by the hard hand 
of power to bestow a fostering protection upon any industrial 
institution is robbery. 

Why were not resolutions introduced to censure Justice Miller, 
of the Supreme Court? You seem to cover all creation, gentle 
men of the House of Representatives. Your powers are not re- 
stricted to the legislative department of the Government. The) 
are in the Constitution, but notin your conceit. No pent-up Utica 
confines your powers. You just reach out and take in all crea- 
tion, notwithstanding the provisions of the Constitution as to the 
restricted jurisdiction of the different departments of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to go further into Mr. Bayard’s views, 
to read them and to place them before the country as they appear 
in this magnificent speech which I commend rather than condemn 
before the people of this country. What isit he has done? He 
has stood as an American citizen speaking, in the face of the world, 
in advocacy of one of the dearest of all the inestimable blessings 
which the American people enjoy, the right of the individual cit- 
izen, the freedom of the man, the sovereign unit of American 
society, in whose behalf Mr. Bayard uttered these bold statements, 
which I indorse from beginning to end with heart and soul [ap- 
plause on the Democratic side]; a sentiment, Mr. Speaker, which 
not only lies at the foundation of our Government, but which is 
the chief stone of the corner, the beautiful keystone of the arch 
which, while it adds to the beauty and symmetry of the fabric, 
strengthens and holds up the whole towering superstructure. 
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Individual rights, equality before the law! This has ever been 
the slogan of Democratic battle—the recognition of the rights 
of every citizen, and the denial of the right of Government to 
lay its hand upon your property and deprive you and your wife 
and children of it, and bestow it upon others who did not toil to 
earn it. Then, Mr. Speaker, shall we be told that a representa- 
tive Democrat, I care not where, I care not in what character 
nor in what presence, shall be denied the privilege of opening his 
mouth and speaking for the birthrightof Americanfreemen? Go 
tell the eagle that bathes his plumage in the pure airand golden 
sunlight of God that he shall not send forth his hoarse cry of 
defiance from his eyrie on the rock! Sygate) Go tell the 
antlered monarch of the forest, that drinks from the brook in the 
valley and crops the flowers from the hillside, that sniffs the breeze, 
that when danger approaches he shall not sound a shrill note of 
alarm on the crisp morn to his following herd! 

Mr. Speaker, as air and light are gifts of God to created living 
things, his greatest gift to man is the right of equal government, 
the right to enjoy the widest liberty, and the right to be protected 
form unjust taxes and unjust discriminations. This, Mr. Speaker, 
isdemocracy. This is Americanism. This is republicanism in its 
broadest sense; not in the narrow partisan sense. It is what eve 
man, whether in office or in private life, should ever dare to spea 
for; and so long as I have the power of utterance I expect to stand 
by it. Mr. Bayard’s speech was addressed to the manhood of the 
world; to those who are willing that the rights of the individual 
shall be conserved and protected; to those who are unwilling that 
the hand of taxation shall be laid upon the masses for the benefit 
of any special class. To these it comes as a glad message and is 
welcome, If it is unwelcome to those who hold different views, I 
care not. I say, with all dutiful respect to individual gentlemen, 
that Iam indifferent how they regard it. Let the galled jade 
wince iErernere applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, Imove that the House donow adjourn. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gen- 
am to withdraw that for a moment that I may offer a resoiu- 

on. 

Mr. HITT. Very well. 

CLERK HIRE FOR COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask present 
consideration for the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Ba and Currency 
be authorized to expend not to exceed $150 as compensation for the employ- 
ment of stenographers and sonnet. in addition to the $150 covered by 


resolution passed carne current session of Congress, the same to be 
paid out of the contingent und of the House. 


The resolution was adopted. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the 8 er signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1816) for the relief of Michael Ryan; and 

A bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of George H. Lott. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. DovEeneER, for ten days, on account of important busi- 





ess. 

To Mr. Gu.Let of New York, for five days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. Parker, for six days, on account of important business. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. Hirt (at 5 o'clock and 25 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a reply to 
the House resolution of January 7 in relation to the changes in the 
clerical force and clerks employed in lieu of ooo ee 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting copies of the findings filed by the court in the cases of 
W.S. and J. N. Chaney, executors of Andrew J. Chaney, deceased; 
William Edmiston, jr., executor of William Edmiston, x 
and Nelson Mullins against The United Stutes—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
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Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R 
to remove discriminations against American sailing vesse] 
coasting trade, reported the same without amendment. a, ' 
nied by a report (No. 848); which said bill and report y.. 
referred to the House Calendar. - 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands. ¢., 
was referred House bills Nos. 41 and 3814, reported in lieu ;) 
a bill (H. R. 7383) to finally adjust the swamp-land grants, 1), ;,, 
other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 853); which s.\\) }); 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whol |{,,,. 
on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public Lands. i, which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5983) authorizing th, 
town of Shawnee, Oklahoma Territory, to sell and give tit). to 
certain lots in said town of Shawnee, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 854); which said )jj] 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, ty which 
was referred House bill No. 143, reported in lieu thereof a pj} 
. R. re provide for the erection of a monument at Fort 

covery, Mercer County, Ohio, accompanied by a report (No, 
855); which said bill and report were referred to the Committeg 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. : 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLs. 


Under Clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

e bill (H. R. 2889) for the relief of James Miller, of Bourbon 
County. Ky. ( a No. 840.) 

The bis: . 4. R. 5911) to direct the Secretary of War to appoint a 
commission to ascertain and report the facts concerning thie tak- 
ing of property for the use of the Army of the United States and 
a at Cynthiana, Ky., on June 11,1864. (Report No. s41.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 5880) — an increase of pension to Green- 
ville Puckett. (Report No. 842.) 

The bill a ae an increase of pension to Enoch G, 
Adams. ¢ Pr o. 848.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 997) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross. (Re- 
port No. ~*~ 

y Mr. OMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 
~ ene No. 845.) 

y Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension to Barton S. 

-Dawson. ( rt No. 846.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly S. Brown. (Report No. 
847.) 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: The bill (S. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter. (Re- 
port No. + 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 6417) to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jack- 


son. vos 0. 851.) 

By Mr. KPATRIOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers. 
(Report No. 852.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of —_ following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7378) for the protec- 
tion of the people of the Indian Territory, extending the jurs- 
diction of the United States courts, providing for the laying out of 
towns, the leasing of coal and other mineral, timber farminy. «nd 

ing lands, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 


By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 7379) to amend an act 
entitled “An act a tions for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for year ending June 30, 18, and 
for other . ed March 2, 1895—to the Cominittee on 
Public Buil and unds. 

By Mr. ALDRICG of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7380) for the erec- 
tion of a public oe at Talladega, Ala.—to the Committee on 


Pe ie oD. A bill (H. R. 7381) directing the Sec tary of 
. : . De e retar| 
the Navy to donate one ahawasd cannon and cannon balls to 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Monument Association of the city of Middle 
town, N. Y.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
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. HILL: A bill (H. R. 7382) to increase the elasticity of 
aa bank note circulation—to the Committee on Banking and 
Co Mi, SCRANTON: A bill (H.R. 7384) to establish a military 
Se at or near Scranton, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7385) ceding the terri- 
tory known as Greer County to the State of Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. ; 

By Mr. OHN: A bill (H. R. 7391) granting to the 
inco ted town of Valentine, in the county of Cherry and 
State of Nebraska, certain lands, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 7407) to prevent the de- 
struction, defacement, or removal of surveyors’ stakes or monu- 
mevts—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 7408) to provide for the 
purchase of a site for the Government Printing Office, and the con- 
struction of —o therefor—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. LACEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 143) appropriating 

to pay for expenses to be incurred by the investigation of the 
titles and claims of purchasers and settlers in the county of Greer, 
in the State of Texas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 211) to ap- 
point W. D. Catlett to the charge of the ladies’ reception room— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H.R. 
6519) granting a pension to Herman Dellit; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 

were presented and referred as follows: 
. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 7386) for the relief of Hemry 

H. Wright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R.7387) granting a pension to 
Charles F. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7388) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Henry Sharp—to the Committee on Wer 


i 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R.7389) to pension 
. Sarah E. Wedelstedt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7390) for the relief of Cyrus 
—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7392) granting a pension to 
Ann S. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 7393) in relation to the pay of 
Rear-Admiral Roger N. Stembel, retired—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 7394) 
te John W. Ballard, ser, t Company C, First Missouri 
—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the United States to reconvey to the former 
owners a certain tract qe in Valverde County, Tex.—to the 


Committee on Mili airs. 
By Mr. ODELL: bill (H. R. 7396) for the relief of John 
—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. RAY: A bill (H.R.7397) granting an honorable dis- 
to ie Odell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a o R. 7398) granting a pension to Rachel Engle, 
of Engle, late corporal Company H, One hundred 
d ninth Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H.R.7399) granting a pension to Robert Persley, 
te a Government employee in the United States military rail- 
road service—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 7400) for the 
yment of 19 Treasury settlements heretofore certified and re- 
ported by the Secretary of the Treasury for appropriation—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R.7401) for the relief of Henry C. 
the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H.R. 7402) for the relief of St. Stephen’s 
ya eee 
s : (H.R. ) granting a pension to Jo- 
the Committee on Invalid ons. 
DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7404) for the relief of John W. 
West V: to the Committee on War Clai 


By ims 
Frampton—to the 
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: A bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief of Jonathan 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 7406) for the relief of S. N. 
Young and wife—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 7409) referring to the Treas- 
ury Department the claims of sundry persons for examination, 
adjustment, and report to Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 7410) to amend the military 
record of Robert Tubbs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of E. P. Williams and other citi- 
zens of Duquesne, Allegheny County, Pa., praying that religious 
publications be given every advantage in circulation of second- 
class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of 64 citizens of Camden, Allegheny County, Pa.; 
also petition of 65 citizens of Dravosburg, Allegheny County, Pa., 
praying for free commerce on the Monongahela River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolutions of the Bronze Club of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, opposing the acceptance of the Marquette statue— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Reliance Mill Company, H. C. 
Clark, president, of Providence, R. I., for an appropriation to 
widen and deepen the draw way of the stone bridge over Seacon- 
net River, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Remonstrance of Col. J. A. Wat- 
rous, of Milwaukee, Wis., against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Liberty Bell Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial in ‘‘ Pittsburg defense claims,” for reference of 
the claims to the Court of Claims for file with House bill No. 
6625—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Civil Engineers’ Society 
of Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of amending the Aldrich bill, re- 
lating to public buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Ezekiel Emerson, of Rochester, 
N. Y., and 11 others, in behalf of a service pension of not less 
than $8 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, testimony in the case of Lucinda Andrews, of Essex, Vt., 
daughter of Gideon Curtis, a soldier in the Revolutionary war 
and the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the lowa Commandery 
of the Loyal Legion of the United States, for the establishment of 
a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Rev. T.C.Smith and 50 other 
citizens of Clarinda, Iowa, praying for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution recognizing Almighty God as the source of all power and 
authority in civil government—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Progressive Lodge, No. 440, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Rockford, Ill., for an investi- 
gation of the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Remonstrance of W. L. Sadler, of Clear- 
lake, Wis.,and 100 others, against the passage of joint resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
so as to acknowledge Almighty God—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of W.W. Pendergast, State super- 
intendent of public instruction, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of 
House bill No. 5969, to adjust land grants for educational pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of C. W. Simpson, publisher, of Colo- 
rado, Tex., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Kennard Shoe Company and 8. H. Chis 
holm, praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 858, 4566, 
and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage and to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

















































By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of Thomas Bridg- 
ford and 24 other citizens of Cambridge, Mass., asking favorable 


consideration of religious publications under the postal laws 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts Historical Scciety, 1¢ging 
legislation enabling the Secretary of State to prepare for publica- 
tion the records of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
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Also, resolutions of the Mount Vernon League, of Boston, Mass.., 
indorsing a bill to amend the immigration laws of the United 
States—to the Committee on vege gem and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McLAURIN:; Petition of the members of St. Stephen's 


Evangelical Lutheran Church; also petition of the members of the 

‘ Ladies’ Aid Society of St. Stephen’s Evangelical Lutheran Church; 
also petition of the officers of St. Stephen’s Evangelical Lutheran 
Church, for relief for the destruction of their church at Lexington, 
8. C., ag the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ) 
lief of Cyrus Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Ann 8. Andrews, of Belfast, Me.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: Petition of publisher of the Republican, New 
Orleans, La., praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of L. C. Patterson and 46 other citi- 
zena of Butler, Pa.; also petition of Rey. 8. F. Hotchkin and 45 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the recognition of 
God in the Const._ation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, tion of Hope Council, No 41, Order United American 
Mechanics, of Attleboro, Mass., in favor of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of National Temperance Society of New York 
City, praying Congress to authorize a commission to make an 
impartial inquiry into the liquor traffic—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of E. G. Regannas and 59 
others, of Hope, Ind., asking for the e of an amendment to 
the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the J ey 

Also, petition of J. J. Johnson and 60 others, asking relief for 
J. W. Thomas, to accompany House bill No. 2252—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Jersey, praying for the establishment of a 
commission on arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: Affidavits and certified copy of divorce of Rachel 
Engle, in support of her claim to be reinstated as a pensioner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of veterans from Delaware County, N. Y., in favor 
of increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of the Scranton Board of Trade, 
Scranton, Pa., favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, 
and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage and to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee 
on. the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of G. F. Hall and 59 other citi- 
zens of Adrian, Mich., for the removal of the statue of Marquette 
from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by mene: Petition of E. D. 
Howe and J. B. Pepoon, of Elk Creek, Nebr., against the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Altoona, 
Pa., for the passage of the Stone bill, restricting immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Alex. Hayes Council, No. 399; Winifrede 
Council, No. 19, and Maple Grove Council, No. 318, Order United 
American Mechanics; Troy Hill Council, No. 319, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics; also of Washington Camp, No. 
109, Patriotic Order Sons of America, unanimously indorsing the 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on igration and 

Naturalization. . * ~ 

Also, petition of citizens of Bennett, , opposing a change in 
the present laws with reference to second-class mail mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of J. E. Godbey and George Thorn- 
burgh, praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of R. C. Britton and others, of Sau- 
a: Mich.; also petition of H. W. Williams, of South Haven, 

ich., against the of House bilis Nos. 4331 and 5815, re- 
specting the manning of steam and sail vessels—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of E. E. Eliege and others, favorin 
Se see of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of sanank 

ae an export bounty in order to equalize the benefits 
= — the protective system—to the Committee on Ways 
an 


By Mr. WOODMAN: Petition of certain members of the House 
of Representatives, ee resolution (No. 211) to author- 
ize the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives to appoint 
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W.D. Catlett employee in charge of the ladies’ waiting room +, 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of O. M. Wendling and 99 me), rs 
of Washington Camp, No. 58, Patriotic Order Sons of Am . 
of Jonestown, Pa., favoring the passage of the Stone immigr.:;\,;, 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization — 


SENATE. 
THurspDAY, March 19, 1896, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizurn, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro. 


ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. NeLson, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
TREASURY SETTLEMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commnnj 9. 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in res). ye 
to a resolution of the 16th instant, a report of the claims of Ty..s- 
ury settlement No. 4813 in favor of the Sun Mutual Insurances 
Company, of New York; the Commercial Mutual Insurance ( (,))- 

ny, of New York; the Atlantic Mutual Insurance Company, of 

ew York; the assignees of the Washington Marine Insurince 
Company, of New York, and of Treasury settlement No. 957, jy 
favor of the assignees of the Washington Marine Insurance (\o1p- 
pany, of New York; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of R. L. Macrn- 
der, William T. Thomas E. , Jacobs Bros., and 
sundry other citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the )\s- 
sage of Senate bill No. 1515, to rate the Columbia Tele- 
_— Company; which was refi to the Committee on the 

istrict of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wiscon- 
sin, praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amendijient 
to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Woman's Whit: Rib- 
bon Society of Minnesota, for the establishment of on 
international board of arbitration een Great Britain and the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on [oreivn 
Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of John W. Wilson and 
sundry other inmates of the Nebraska Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; whic! was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented the petition of Aaron Hough and sundry «thir 
citizens of Bartlett, Nebr., praying for the enactment of |e 4i-\a- 


tion giving to second-class mail matter, such as religious tricts, 
full advantage of the law of July 16, 1894; which was referre:| to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
Little Roekies mining district, of Choteau County, Mont., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the openin. to 
public settlement of a portion of the Reservation, ceded 
to the Government by the treaty with the Gros Ventres ani \-- 
sinaboine Indian tribes October, 1895; which was referred tv the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Healso ted a petition of 127 citizens of Bozeman, Mont.,a 
petition of 48 citizens of Boulder Valley, Mont., and « petition of 
102 citizens of Red Lodge, Mont., pra for the adoption of the 

religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
tates; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE presented a memorial of the Peace Association of 
Friends of Mount Vernon, 8. Dak., and a memorial of sundry «it- 
izens of Badger, 8. Dak., remonstrating against the introduction 
of military training in the public schools of the country; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ben- 
ton, a for the enactment of legislation giving secon: 


class matter, such as religious tracts, full advantaye ot the 
act of July 14, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
ne ted gt armen of the me Labor 
nion, 0 kford, “% remonstrating against e enactment 0 
rig Fe defenses ey ind 
also against increasing itary power of t Tnited States 
which was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. — 

Mr. CALL. Ipresenta , in the nature of a memorial from 
R. N. McConnell, of City, Okla., in relation to a lil 
which has already passed the House of tatives, requiring 
one 8 continuous residence in a T: asa yuisite to 


oO a divorce 
should not become alaw. I move that the 
to the Committee on Territories. 


there, and giving the reasons why such « !ill 
iataatel be referred 
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motion was agreed to. ‘ _ | monstrating against the appropriation of money for sectarian pur- 
ie DAVIS presented a memorial of James Bryant Post, No. | poses; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
119, Grand Army of the Republic, of Minneapolis, Minn., remon-| Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the claimants to accompany 





against t change in the arrangement of the the bill (S. 2398) to refer the claims of Armstrong and others to the 
pone stripes on national flag; which was referred to the | Court of Claims, heretofore introduced by him; which was referred 
Committee on Military Affairs to the Committee on Claims. 


| 
| 
e also ted a petition of the Civil Engineers’ Society of Mr. BAKER presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
wn Peat inn., praying that the bill (H. R. 1470) providing for | (S. 1959) to restore John F. Lewis to the United States Army with 
the appointment of a commission of public architects be amended the rank of captain ‘of infantry, and place him upon the retired 
so as to provide for the appointment of at least one civilian civil | list, heretofore introduced by him; which were referred to the 
engineer; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- | Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘ngs and Grounds. =: "a L Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of John Taylor Wood, of 
mie also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation re- 
prayi for the enactment of legislation granting protection to | moving his political disabilities; which was referred to the Com- 
aay raftering Armenians in Turkey; which was ordered to lie on | mittee on the Judiciary. 


table. e eulin : = 
mie also presented the memorial of H. E. Crane and sundry other HARBOR AT STILLWATER, MINN. 
citizens of Minnesota, and a memorial of sundry citizens of Min- Mr. NELSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 


nesota, remonstrating against the adoption of the proposed reli- | to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 98) directing the 

gious amendment to the Constitution of the United States and | Secretary of War to submit a plan and estimates for the repairs 
inst the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District | and maintenance of the harbor at Stillwater, Minn., to report it 

of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- | without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

trict of Columbia. ‘ | By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the National Woman's Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Christian Temperance Union of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating | The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 

ageing’ theenactment of legislation to establisha bureau of military | ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
ncation and to promote the adoption of uniform military drill | time, and passed. ” 

in the public schools of the epveral States and Territories; which 

was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 4447, to create an Executive tment to be known 
as the Department of Commerce; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of Lucea H. Additon, presi- 
dent, and 150 other members of the Multnomah County Woman's 

istian T Union, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the 
enactmentof a Sunday-rest law forthe District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN mted the petition of T. P. Kane and 102 
other citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1886, or some similar measure, requiring the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit 
onits lines, and remonstrating against the extension of the tracks 
of that y until its existing lines are modernly equipped 
and ; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Colum 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a memorial of the Civic Federation 
of Denver, Colo., remonstrating inst the placing of the statue 
¢ a Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the 

on Library. ar consideration and that it be put upon its passage 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cripple Creek, ONThe VICE-PRESI DENT. tare Objecti mn? ‘The Chair hears 
bil rayne for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration | none, and the Committee on Commerce will be discharged from the 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. further consideration of the joint resolution. The Senator from 

He also presented a memorial of Council No. 58, American Pro- | Ohio asks for its présent consideration. 
tective Association, of Crested Butte, Colo. , remonstrating against By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
the appropriation of money for sectarian imstitutions; which was | Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Mr. FRYE. I simply wish to say that the joint resolution from 

so Seta elites ot ohare cnicres ee eee et which the Senator from Ohio had the Committee on Commerce 

; +3 , Nebr., 


BREAKWATER IN MARQUETTE BAY. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 140) 
directing the Secretary of War to make a survey and submit an 
estimate for a breakwater in Marquette Bay, to report it without 
amendment. It is of the same character as the joint resolution 
just reported by the Senator from Minnesota, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARBOR OF FAIRPORT, OHIO. 


Mr. SHERMAN. As the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce is not present, I move that that committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 
141) directing the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates 
for the improvement of Fairport Harbor. The measure is similar 
to the one just passed. It is necessary to have a survey of the 

wt of Fairport, and a joint resolution is required. I therefore 
ask that the Committee on Commerce be discharged from its fur- 








y , discharged, and which is now upon its passage, I was instructed 
anda petition of sundry citizens of Geneva, Nebr., praying for the | py the committee to report favorably this morning. 
enactment eee ving to second-class mail matter, such The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
as religious full 


Senate oo angen ee is which | ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. presented a petition of sun citizens of Battle- PROVIDENCE RIVER AND NARRAGANSETT BAY. 
ground, Wash., praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
Coan for the protection of agricultural staples by an export | whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 108) directing the 


; Which was to the Committee on Finance. Secretary of War to submit estimates of cost of further improve- 
He also a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of | ment of vidence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, to 
Seattle, Wash., for the enactment of legislation giving | r it without amendment. 
second-class matter. i 


such as religious tracts, full advantage Mr. ALDRICH. As this is a joint resolution of inquiry, and 
of the act of July 14, 1894; which was referred to the Committee | the information sought, to be available, must be obtained at once, 


on Post-Offices and -Roads. I ask for its present consideration. 

He also a petition of sundry citizens of San Francisco, By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Cal., for ne of Senate bill No. 1242, to amend | Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
section of the Statutes of the United States, to Mr. HOAR. It isa joint and not a concurrent resolution? 


oa merchant-marine engineer service, and thereby also Mr. ALDRICH. It isa joint resolution. It requires the assent 
to the efficiency of the Naval Reserve; which was ordered | of the other House and the approval of the President. That is 
to lie on the table. the way I intended to have it. 
He also \ petition of the er-~nty commissioners of| Mr. HOAR. The committee came to that conclusion? 
, Wash., a — of the town a Mr. FRYE. We came to the conclusion that a joint resolution 
ying for —— construction © | is necessary. 
der the Government; which| Mr. HOAR. A statute? 
the Select Committee on the Construction of the} Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 

een ary citinnasel Gilleguemich, ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
of sundry citizens of Norman, Wash., re- | time, and passed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 3482) for the relief of John E. Evans, 
revorted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1544) to enable the people of New Mexico to 
form a constitution and State government, and to be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 134) to provide for the restatement, readjustment, 
settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain cases; 

A bill (8S. 1090) to provide for the restatement, readjustment, 
settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 1198) to provide for the restatement, readjustment, 
settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain cases; 

A bill (8. 1793) to provide for the restatement, readjustment, 
settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain cases; 


and 

A bill (S. 2548) to provide for the restatement, readjustment, 
settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am also directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report a bill. I shall hereafter submit a writ- 
ten report to accompany it. 

The bill (S. 2570) to authorize the readjustment of the accounts 
of army officers who were graduates of West Point Military 
Academy was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2412) to make the city of Santa Barbara, 
county of Santa Barbara, State of California, a subport of entry, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1471) to establish the customs collection district of Santa 
Barbara and to make the city of Santa Barbara a port of entry 
and deliver "ow ggg adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinite y. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 574) granting a pension to Caroline A. Slocum, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1269) granting an increase of pension to John 8. Hall, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 594) for the relief of Augustus Boyd, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 1585) to authorize and direct the 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit the account of 
George H. Tice, postmaster at Perth Amboy, N. J., for postage 
stamps and money-order funds stolen from his office, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1731) for the relief of Maj. William M. 
Maynadier, a paymaster in the United States Army, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bili (H.R. 175) authorizing the Sec of War 
to make certain uses of national military parks, repo: it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2490) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to establish a na- 
tional park at Gettysburg, Pa.,” approved on the 1ith day of Feb- 
ruary, 1895, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

NOTES ON THE YEAR'S NAVAL PROGRESS. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of R sentatives yore fy: there 
be printed and bound in paper cover 2,000 additional copies otes on the 
Year's Neval General Information Series, No. XIV, prepared by the 
Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy Department, of which 500 comnes shall be 
for the use of the Senate, 1,000 copies shall be for the use of House of 
Representatives, and 500 copies be for use of the Office of Naval Intelli- 
gence, Navy Department. 


CANAL AND LOCKS AT THE CASCADES OF THE COLUMBIA, 


Mr. McBRIDE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 99) authorizing 
the immediate use of a portion of the unexpended balance of ap- 

priations heretofore made for construction of the canal and 
ocks at the Cascades of the Columbia River in construction of 
poem walls necessary to the opening of said canals and locks 
tion, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its 

imm consideration. 


—.s 


wie Tea The joint resolution will be read for 


The Secre read the joint resolution. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ih my colleague will ask for 


a? ag me consideration of the joint resolution. 
Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon, I will 
; 0 n. state thatit is recommendeg 
by the Chief of Engineers, and has the unanimous approya| o/ +1, 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate. oe Of the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con, 
sideration of the joint resolution? : 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. ; 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the thirg 
time, and passed, 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Rules I report the 
resolutions which I send to the desk, and I ask for their present 
consideration. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule XXV be amended so as to include within the list o 
standing committees a Committee to Establish the University of the Uniteg 
States, consist of nine Senators, and a Committee on Forest Reserva. 
tions and the Protection of Game, to consist of seven Senators, and a (om. 
mittee on Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia, to «: 


five members; and that from and after June 30, 1896, the designation of ied 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases shall be Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine. 

Resolved, That the membership of the Committee to Establish the Univer. 
sity of the United Se Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro. 
tection of Game, and the Committee on Corporations in the District of 


Columbia continue during nt capes th e select com- 
mittees on those subjects ied , and that the sald cel y : ce aa. 
tees be, and are hereby, ebolished. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolutions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. These are pmay made in the form of the 
committees named, and they are changes that were generally 
ae to at the time the organization of the Senate was com- 
pleted. I think there will be no objection on the part of anyone 
to the adoption of the resolutions. © purpose is simply to make 
the select committees standing committees, and the membership 
of the select committees is to remain as the membership of the 
standing committees constituted for the present Congress. 

Mr. RIS. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether either resolution proposes to abolish any of the commit- 
tees; and if so, which committees? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It simply changes the names of three commit- 
tees and makes those three committees standing committecs of the 
Senate instead of select committees. 

Mr. HARRIS. It continues the committees under another 
name and makes them standing instead of select? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Precisely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2571) to purchase the 
portraits of Chief Justices Marshall, Taney, Chase, and W aite; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2572) to incorporate the 
Convention of American Instructors of the Deaf in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GIBSON introdaced a bill (S. 2578) to extend Seventeenth 
street NW. to Park street; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2574) to tax immigrants com- 
ing to the United States not in vessels of the United States: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com 


merce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2575) granting an increase 
ee to William Carothers; which was read twice by 1's 
e. w 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accom the bill, I present a petition 
numerously signed, and the affidavits of Dr. Daniel Ross and of 
Messrs. H. 8. Dewitt, Isaac M. Seals, J. C. Mummey, and J. T. 
Sipe. I move thatthe bill, with the accompanying papers, be T™ 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. a 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2576) ting a pension to 
Mrs. Martha L. Bohannon, of Lynchburg, Va.; which was T4 


twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 
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ncaa, of Ow TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


ee an amendment intended 
oe by rs. to the river and harbor een bill; 


ar was referred to the Committee on Commerce, an ordered 
ted. 

or. MOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

by him him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 

bill; 

ord 


which oes referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
po by him to the joint resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an amend- 
t to the Constitution, providing for the election of United 
eee Senators by the people; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed. 
CLATSKANIE RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following sanbation; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 

Resolved, That the Reavetary of War be, and he is hereb care t« fame 

mit to the S the Senate at his ear convenience an estimate of the cost of the 

by the General Government of the Clatskanie River, Oregon, 

frm ies ou tsmouth to the town of Clatakanie, tased upon report transmit 


to 
and printed in House Executive Document No. 330, Fifty-third Con- 
trem, third session, and other data in possession of the War Department. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent to call up for 


consideration the bill (S. 2132) for the relief of settlers upon lands 
within the Loony “seam limits of the grant to the New Orleans 


Pacific Railwa 
wit Ok PRESIDEN T. The morning business is not yet con- 


alt 
whic 


clu na, 
The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of the Senator 
from Florida . CALL], coming over from a previous day, pro- 


posing to direct the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
obtain from the Washington Gas Light Company a statement of 
its affairs. 

Mr. CALL. The resolution may lie over for to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
aii at this time the bill (H. R. 6304) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bri across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, 
Tenn. Itisa little idge bill passed by the House, reported by 
the Committee on Commerce without amendment, and if it leads 
to two minutes’ debate I will withdraw the request. 

Mr. D. Ihave just submitted a request which pre- 
cedes that of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call up the conference report on 
the > Cabal resolutions, which is ae rivileged question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. air will ‘seate that the morn- 
ing business has not been losaianeds The Chair lays before the 
eee aden resolution _ the to ad —_ West Virginia [Mr. 

. over from a , proposing to instruct 
the Committee on F: mit to the Senate a re- 
we relative to the war 

Mr. ELKINS. Let that go go aes until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 


PA Chair ee bet before the Senate the resolution of the Senator 
[Mr. LopGe], coming over from a previous 

CF roping an etiam by the Committee on Civil Service 
ae of the civil-service 


Htdlations tose to su 


nk consideration of Senate bill 2132. 

Mr. LER. What becomes of the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts . Lopex]? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Massachusetts is absent. I sug- 
gest that it go over. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the reso- 
lution would go over. 

Mr. I did not hear the announcement of the 


oe. without a 


The VIOR PRESIDENT dw 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I call up the conference report, the privileged 


The Senne VOR PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from ae the Senate proceed to the ee 


Tie of Eo two Ho committee of conference on the disa 
two Houses 


upon the resolutions relative to 
MAN. No 
mean up of itself, altho 


_ 
@ Question, 


motion is Being vil 
any ay anaee ari 


XXVITI—186 


Mr, HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Ohio to allow me 
to ask the Senate to consider the little bill that I have indicated. 
It will not consume three minutes of time, and I am compelled to 
leave the city to-morrow to be absent two or three weeks. It will 
be a personal accommodation to me if he can allow the bill to be 
considered this morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The trouble is that there are a number of 
Senators in precisely the same position, and I think this privileged 
matter ought to be disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio as a privileged motion. The Chair is of 
opinion that it uires a motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the circumstances, I will yield, if no 
one else objects, although other Senators have insisted that we 
shall go on with the Cuban resolutions this morning. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I trust the Senator from Ohio will include 
me also in that permission. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is the difficulty. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I addressed the Chair before the S 
from Tennessee for the purpose of calling up a little bill. 
is a very short one, and I have been 
four weeks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave no objection to the Senator from Loui- 
siana calling up his bill, but I am trying to make terms with the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Ohio has 
yield, I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. If theSenator from Ohio does not object, I shall 
certainly not object to the consideration of the bill in which the 
Senator from Louisiana is interested. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read for information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I feel bound toobject. I have already given 
notice that I would ask the Senate to proceed with the Cuban 
resolutions at this time; and I must insist upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to say that but for the fact that I am 
compelled to leave the city to-morrow, after the statement of the 
Senator from Ohio, I should withhold my request to take up the 
bill, but it being important to pass this bill at an early day, if at 
all, I must beg the Senate to consider it at this moment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
he will indicate. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT KNOXVILLE. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 6304) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Knoxville, Tenn. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, — to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now call up the privileged question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses upon the resolutions relative to the war 
in Cuba. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me, I 
wish to state that I have heard from the Senator from Texas [| Mr. 
MILLS], whois entitled to the floor, and he states that he is sick in 
bed. He is therefore not able to be present. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not propose to prolong 
this discussion. Iamanxiousforaction. The facts are too noto- 
rious to need further statement. Spain hassent during the present 
war more than 125,000 soldiers against a population of 1,500,000. 
That population has resisted Spain in this last war for more than 
a year. It is known of all men that for nearly a century this con- 
= has been going on, and the tog of Cuba have been strug- 

for liberty. If such situated as they are, are not 
enti ed to the sympathy anc oaenert of the people of the United 
States, our boast of Seles loversof liberty is vain. Itis areproach 
to the American people that we have stood by so long and wit- 
nessed the vain attempts of Spain to govern Cuba. 

The whole situation discloses the motive for this extraordinary 
effort on the part of Spain to subject Cuba toslavery. The popu- 
lation of Cuba is about fifteen hundred thousand, two-thirds of 


senator 
My bill 
absent from the Senate for 


agreed to 
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Spanish descent, one-third colored. The area is about 43,000 
uare miles. In area and population Cuba is about equal to Vir- 
ia or Tennessee. Virginia, for example, has an area of 42,450 
square miles and a ——- of between sixteen and seventeen 


hundred thousand. Virginia has been struggling under a debt of 
less than $30,000,000. See how Cuba is situated, and judge ye 
whether she is not the victim of a conspiracy to enslave ee 

Spain is indebted about twelve hundred million dollars. Three 
hundred million dollars of her bonded debt is secured by the cus- 
toms revenues of Cuba, and a much larger proportion of the inter- 
est on that debt; then the interest on $300,000,000 must come from 
Cuba. Isit right for us to stand by and see Cuba enslaved for the 
pu of paying this debt? 

@ have one example before us which ought to make humanity 
blush. A profligate ve of Egypt involved that country in 
a debt of $500,000,000, receiving for that amount of bonds about 
60 cents on the dollar. The money was wasted in pee nee me 
and foolishness. To collect that debt Great Britain took military 

ion of Egypt and compelled with the lash the payment of 
the interest and much more. There are 7,000,000 or 8,000,000 acres 
of jand in Egypt which are annually cultivated. It requires the 
roceeds of that quantity of land to pay $25,000,000 of interest on 
F,00,000,000 of 5 per cent bonds, and from $27,000,000 to $28,000,000 
annually to support the expenses of a government to enslave 
them. From ,000,000 to $58,000,000 is raised upon less than 
8,000,000 acres of land, and it is done with the lash. 

That same policy is being extended to this hemisphere. Cuba 
is already p ed for $300,000,000, and the nse of the present 
war will be added, so that her obligations will be more the 
obligations of Egypt. She will have more than $25,000,000 per 
annum to pay for interest on the public debt, besides the armies 
that will be necessary for her to support, which will be used to 
subject her to slavery. If it were not for the obligations resting 
upon Cuba, if it were not for the purpose of enslaving her to make 
her pay for her own subjection, in would have abandoned her 
long ago. She would be compelled to abandon her to-day if the 
bendholders were not aiding Spain for the purpose of maintaining 
their security on Cuba. 

If Spain holds Cuba she must hold Cuba as she has for the last 
one hundred years; she must hold her with an army; she must 
increase the debt; she must ensiave her people. There is no = 
sibility of any arrangement between Cuba and Spain which 
not mean slavery of the most degrading kind for Cuba. 

What would be thought if there were a mortgage of over $300,- 
000,000 resting on Virginia or Tennessee? They are as able to 

yas Cuba. What would be thought if a proposition was made 
icles that amount from them with the lash? The foundation 
of this attempt to hoid Cuba rests on the ideaof greed. Is it hon- 
est, is it just, to enslave Cuba because Spain has incurred this vast 
debt in attempting to enslave Cuba? The debt under which Cuba 

ows out of the inability of Spain to govern her, grows 
out of the vast armies which have been sent there, grows out of the 
military persecution of Cuba; and as the military persecution goes 
forward the debt is increased. 

We know that this is a chronic war; we know that Cuba is our 
ane: and that the people of the United States = thize 
with Cuba. If the Government and the ar of the United 
States have any duty, it is to humanity and to liberty. Here is 
the time, and Cuba is the object to which that sympathy should 
be extended, and it is extended by the American people. We can 
judge of this as we please. The heart of every patriot in the land 
gone get to Cuba, to that suffering people. Every freeman in 

a protests against the enslavement of that people to sup- 
rt Spanish armies, to collect taxes and deprive the people of 

e common rights of humanity. Why, then, do we n any 
refinement of debate? Reports from committees amount to noth- 
ing. It has been even suggested in this Chamber that we ought 
not to act without the report of a committee. The facts are 
known toall men. Cuba is at our doors. She has been groani 


ng 
under Spanish op ion for acen . Her people have t 
the spirit of liberty born on this continent. The are as brave 
as self-sacrificing, and as heroic as any people that ve ever lived 
on earth. They ask our sympathy in their struggle for liberty. 
Shall we answer the demand of the American people and extend 
that sympathy in the most ee et by ution or other- 
wise—anything to make it effecti answer the i 
of the American people, or shall we spend our time qui 
about the fact as towhether there is war in Cuba? Warin Cuba 


How many soldiers will it take to make war a million and 
a half of men, women, and children? Is not fact that 125,000 
soldiers have been struggling for the to re- 
store peace evidence enough of war? Has not this been 
going on during all our lives? 

I hope we have and speedy action, on this confer- 
ence report; and if it does not results let us pass a joint reso- 


oo 


ing the desires, the anticipations, and the hopes of the American 


people. 
‘ Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, in the first =. I rise to a par- 
liamen’ inquiry. I should like to have question stated in 


the form in which it will appear upon the Journal. Is i: 4) 
affirmative or a tive question? : 

The VICE- - Thequestion is upon agreeing to th, 
conference rt. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as I do not agree to the conferenes 
report, I feel it imcumbent = me to state very briefly the », 
sons which compel me to withhold my assent to that report. 1), 
matter of an expression of opinion by the Senate and Hous. of 
Representatives concurrently in regard to the state of atfairs jy 
Cuba and the war now eS there by the insurgents ayainst 
the Spanish Government ha en thoroughly discussed jn {\, 
Committee on Foreign Relations, in the first place. and afterwards 
upon the floor of the Senate upon the report made from that ¢o1). 
mittee. The resolutions adopted are expressive of the sense of tho 


a- 


Senate, and in them they asked that the House of Represent: iy... 
might concur. Those resolutions confine themselves to an ¢\)ros. 
sion of opinion of the two Houses of Congress that “a condition 


of ae oe the Island of Cuba oe the Govern- 
ment of Spain an © government proclaimed and for some tit, 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba;” and they fur. 
ther express the opinion— 


That the United States of America should maintain a strict neutrality 
between the contending powers, to each all the rights of belliger- 
ency in the ports and territory of the United States. 2 


That resolution received not only the cordial assent of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, but it received the overwhelming 
assent of the Senate, after due debate and consideration. 

The last resolution went further: 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices nited should be 
feeed te te edie ta ee Pe Seen or oe nn 
the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. President, that resolution, couched in carefully considerod 
and courteous lang , also received the almost unanimous assent 
of the Senate of the United States. These two resolutions wers 
sent to the other House, and in due course came back stricken out, 
and a substitute by the House of Representatives was 
presented to the as the action of that House. 

While it is easy enough to say that the two sets of resolutions, 
those adopted by the Senate om those afterwards adopted by the 
House of tatives, are substantially the same, that both 
express the sympathy of this ——s for the patriots of Cuba who 
whi : i “et al mae ameeen that feeling 
which exists in this country avor of any people 
who unfurl the banner of freedom and make a patriotic and yal- 
lant attempt to uphold _— in a matter of this kind, where 
words are where ogy, though apparently dif- 
fering little, may mean much, it is consistent with the dignity 
and sense of duty, I submit, of this body to insist upon the form 
in which they have chosen to give on to their views in 

d to this unhappy condition of in this near-by island. 
t would be vain to attempt to disguise the feeling of sympathy 
which occupies the breast of every true American in regar! to 


this struggle. There is no use in aes © stifle the expres- 
sion of that feeling. It has been lying t sometimes, it is 
true, in the hearts of the See 2) more than a gen- 


eration, and yet the Government of States, as in duty 
bound, has been strictly its duties toward the friendly 


& 


it has suppressed all aid in the shape of military expeditions: it 
i arms and with their 
of those men struggling for 
the eee ee their country; and it has to the re eee of 
international obligations in protecting in from the effect of 
this widespread sympathy in our country. But, Mr. President, 
in this, as in all other free countries, t can not deal 
with opinion, government can not with the expression of 
setae in teas ban? te ehie I Sa in regard to 
. , and courteous 
ression in these resolutions of the Senate. 
owever — 8 = ab teling of a3 movarer mach she may 
regret or com ain sym exists here, an 
that these resolutions should find ae here, she has no 
right, from any international t of view, to find fault or call to 
accoun 


i 
i 
Es 


4 


arate aa United States for this expression 
Mr. President, ot tests tenedadiome of the Senate attempt to do, 


confining themselves within what I believe, and a majority of this 


en ea Sete of its er, is to ex- 
press its opinion, and th opt of the Senate and 
asking the concurrence of the House of ves, giving 


also to what we believe to be the opinion of the great 
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of this country. Having done so much—it 
seems to me we could do no aan that opin- 


jon, we have enn —— = Government a 
undeniably belongs solely, is, poseess itself o e 
requisi information and to act in so far as it may with 
this opinion of the two Houses and the opinion of the American 
people so far as it may think the opinion of the Houses voices the 


ini teem sedis as that branch of the 
Government rests the ility; and Ido not complain that 
in 


; ald with caution, with circumspection, and with a 
— i its hands perhaps the issues of peace and war, 
to do only that which, from int of view, internationally, 


. President, why we should here in the 
form of resolution of expression of opin- 
ion which we have so deliberately adopted. There is no reason 
why, casing San oot in this matter, we should accept the sub- 

tute offered by the House of Representatives, our 
in point of time, being contemptuously 
language and utions expressin, 
t attitude on the part of the Government of the Uni 

t 


! 


B 


of the United States from that adopted 
of the Senate. 
Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 


, guaranty, or indersement of the 
contained therein to enable the President to 
recognize the belligerent rights of Cuba or to recognize 
the independence of Cuba, and to proceed in that line without any 
further action if the Presiden ee eee 

j in taking that course 


3 . Would the resolutions not be a sufficient 
indorsement of the oe warrant him in doing so? 
Mr. GRAY. I do not think, as I have already said, in a matter 
of this kind, where the subject is a delicate one, as all matters of 
r concern are, that we should use language which has 
not been carefully considered. The language of the Senate reso- 
lution has received the overwhelming assent of this body. There 
renee 2 senatine, So te used by the 
House resolu ; and although it may be well enough to say in 
a broad sense that the one set of resolutions and the other mean 
the same thing, I do not think so. At all events, I do not think 
that the House resolutions put the attitude of the Congress of the 
United States where it ought to be as correctly as do the Senate 


occupy a moment in stating, what I think I ought to 
state, that a one this conference report I abate not one 
tittle of what I have already said on the floor of the Senate 
in Cuba, my own individual sympathy, 
— ae eenaen be led to 
people in that unhappy is to a gov- 
But, sir, I want, while la on my feet, to 
to one or two matters which seem to me to justify 
by the first Senate resolution. 
in that resolution that in the opinion of the two 
ee ae of public war exists in the Island of 
In the about which so much has been said, which 
@ New York paper, authorized, at all events, as is con- 
hands, by the prime 


é 
sé 


hi: 


i 


ffs 


minister of Spain, it — that 

he called this war a civil war. God knows the néws and the facts 

which come to us ae him in using that well-understood 

as tion of things inthatisland. With 
men the army 0’ to put what 

the f Spain to put down what has 

been characterized on this floor as a mere emeute, a mere - 

eT ea Bands, 0 war thes hes-ctvendy existed for 

one year, and end of that year finding those guerrilla bands, 

that are Ce ong © eng occupation of at least two- 

thirds of the ing more and not less of the territory 

which is in dispute—surely, looking at the facts as the aos 

upon the surface, facts which can not be denied, we are justi ed, 








give them, in part, the fruition of good government, fer which 
— had been struggling. 

r. PLATT. Will it interrupt the Senatorif I ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 

Mr. PLATT. Wehave very few facts afforded us by the report 
of the Committee. on Foreign Relations in regard to this matter, 
and I wish to inquire whether the charge, which has been so often 
made, that Spain failed to carry out its promises made at that 
time, or what the Senator calls the ‘‘ concessions,” is true, whether 
Spain has lived up to the concessions and promises upon which 
peace was established,or whether she has broken those promises; 
and if so. im what respect? 

Mr. GRAY. I can not answer the Senator from Connecticut 
except by saying that the very causa causans of the present rebel- 
lion, of the present war, is asserted to be the failure of Spain to 
keep those promises, to grant ticse concessions in the direction of 
self-government upon which peace was obtained and the arms of 
the insurgents grounded. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just what I am trying to get at, whether 
that isso or not. I had a document at my desk yesterday giving 
the terms upon which the imsurgents capitulated in 1878 or 1879; 
and while I have heard it stated here over and over again that 
Spain did not keep her promises in that respect, I have been very 
anxious that we should beinformed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations in what respect she broke those promises. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if he, as a member of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, has in any way the underlying 
facts of the proposition which he is now stating, that this last 
revolt arises in a measure from the fact which he assumes, that 
Spain did not carry out the provisions of the pacification of Zanjon? 
First, I ask the Senator if he has read the terms of the promise? 
I would not ask this question, except that we all feel that it is 
remarkable in so important a matter as this that the Committee 
on Foreign Relations has not furnished us with any pertinent facts 
as to the situation. 

Does the Senator know that Gen. Martinez Campos, who is al- 
most universally lauded now in contradistinction to General Wey- 
ler, has stated in clear terms, giving the pacification of Zanjon, 
the items of the documents in detail; that Spain has carried out 
those provisions, has given home rule to Cuba, has established a 
council, which is e up half by election and half by appoint- 
ment of all Cubans; that representation in the Cortes has been 
accorded, that there are members now from Cuba and Puerto Rico 
in the Spanish Cortes under that pacification, and that just as 
Spain was enlarging those concessions for the establishment of 
more autonomy and home rule this revolt most untimely broke 
out? Does the Senator know that that is so? 

Mr. GRAY. No; Ido not know that that is so. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. I will content myself with that answer. I just 
answer now that I have no personal information on that subject. 

Mr. HALE. I will only state that I have the documents, and 
that they will not be put in as anonymous documents, but will 
be put in asauthentic documents, verifying the facts I have stated, 

Mr.GRAY. Let me say that I was speaking of what I believed, 
whether on sufficient evidence or not is perhaps not pertinent just 
now. The legal-question that is raised by these resolutions is not 
whether there was a justifiable action on the part of the insur- 
gents, but whether public war existed or no, and whether the 
Cubans were wrong or right and were entitled to our sympathy 
or our denunciation is not the question presented when the mat- 
ter of belligerency is under debate. 

: Mr. HALE. The Senator had gone further and stated his be- 
ief- 

Mr. GRAY. I did go further. 

Mr. HALE. That one of the largely contributing causes to 
this revolt was that Spain had not carried out the terms of pacifi- 
cation, and it was to that I addressed myself. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. In that connection let me answer both questions 
at once. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] referred the other day— 
I have looked carefully at the report of his speech since, so that I 
make no mistake—to some promises which Spain had made at the 
conclusion of the old rebellion in 1878, I think that was the year 
of pacification, but, at any rate, whatever the time was, and said 
that Spain promised to do so and so, and among those promises 
was one to grant representation in the Cortes, and other things 
which he did not name, and he put in “‘and so forth,” or some 

rase of that kind, and to abolish slavery. He said Spain had 
Failed to keep every one of those promises except as to the abo- 

8 





h 
lition of slavery. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will allow me to say—— 
Mr. HOAR. Inamoment. The Senator said Spain refused to 
keep the promise to grant representation in the Cortes. As I 
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understand, the Senator from Ohio was totally mistaken in that 
belief. Spain has kept the pledge, which the Senator said she 
had not, to grant representation in the Cortes. Now, I want to 
know if the Committee on Foreign Relations stand by or do not 
stand by that statement of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio is chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and can answer per- 
haps better than I can. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator so understand it for one? Does 
the Senator understand that Spain has brokon her promise to grant 
representation in the Cortes? 

r.GRAY. Ido not understand that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations have passed definitely upon that question. What 
— were called on to pass upon was whether, in their opinion, 
such a state of public war existed in Cuba as would entitle it toa 
recognition of belligerency. 

Mr. HOAR. Then those of us who happen to think that that is 
an important fact, as the Senator from Ohio has stated, or he would 
not have used it in his argument, are left without light from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations whether that was so or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I hope I will be allowed to state that I 
read from a letter written one — after the arrangements had 
been made by Campos, in which he states specifically that Spain 
violated all its engagements except the one as to the abolition of 


slavery. 

Mr. GRAY. That is a very important statement by the chair- 
man of the committee. I merely replied that I did not think that 
the committee in its action was considering the truth or falsity 
of the claim made by the representatives of the insurgents, but 
that their proper duty was to consider whether it was such a 
state of public war as would justify its recognition by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to put in at this stage 
of the debate the bases of the pacification? It is a little long, but 
I should like to read it, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr, GRAY. I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. PLATT. It is as follows: 


ARTICLE 1. Concession to the d of Cuba the same political privileges, 
organic and administrative, enjoyed by the Island of Puerto Rico. 


That is all that relates to home government. 


2. Oblivion of the past, as regards political offenses committed since the 

ear 1868 up to the present, and the rty of those under trial or who are 
fuifilling sentences within or outside of the island. A general pardon to the 
deserters from the o— army, without distinction of nativity, this clause 
to be extended to all those who have taken any part, directly or indirectly, 
in the revolutionary movement. 

8. Freedom to the slaves and Asiatic colonists now in the insurrectionary 


4, No peooem, who in virtue of this capitulation recognizes and remains 
within the authority of the Spanish Government, shall be compelled to ren- 
der any service of war, so long as is not established in all the territory. 

5. Every person who desires to leave the island shall be at liberty to do so, 
and he shall be furnished by the Spanish Government with the means there- 
for, without entering a town if he should so desire it. 

6. The capitulation of each force shall take place outside the towns, where 
the arms, implements of war, shall be laid down. 

7. The general-in-chief of the Spanish army, in order to facilitate the means 
for uniting the other departments (in this convention), shall make free all the 
means of communication by sea and land that he can dispose of: 

8. The agreement made with the central junta shall be considered as gen- 
eral and without special restrictions for the departments of the d 
which accept these propositions. 


* JOVELLAR. 

HABANA, 19th February, 1878. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PLATT. One moment. There are three other articles—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to read in connection with that 
General Campos’s statement. 

Mr. PLATT. In one moment. There are three other articles 
in a decree issued by His Majesty the King: 

ARTICLE 1. Commencing with the next coming 
Cuba shall have its representation in the Cortes of the Kingdom upon the 
same terms with Puerto Rico and in accordance with its ulation. 

Arr. 2. The provincial and municipal laws of the peninsula of 2d October. 

, pu in the Gaceta de Madrid of the 4th of the same month and 
year, shall also be adopted in its government and administration in the man- 
ner now in force in Puerto Rico. 

Arr. 38. The Government of His Majesty will be solicited to apply to this 
island in succession, with the modifications it may deem e ent and in 
virtue of the provisions of article 89 of the constitution of the Monarchy, 
other laws already promulgated or which may be promulgated for the pen- 


legislature, the Island of 


what do not care what somebody says about it. 


Now, if Spain failed to keep those promises, I want to know in the imma 


Campos held out to them the offer that they could have autonom, 

that they could have representatives in the Cortes, that they couid 
have a body of some 30 persons to make laws for them, that thy 
should have a and education, and that slavery in t),¢ 
country should be abolished. Those terms were _— upon 

The Cubans thereupon laid down their arms, and what was +). 
result? The Cortes refused to the promise into executioy 

and Gone Campos witin a year after = et wrote a letter in 
regard e course of the iards in matter in which he 
said what I have read. e _ 

It is the statement made by General Campos, who made the 
agreement himself, that Spain violated it in every respect. 

Mr. GRAY. That is a very formidable statement to the canse 
of Spain, it seems to me, in this , a statement from her own 
captain-general, from a man of undoubted intelligence, patriotis:y. 
and ability, and it seems to me that it as far as we need go 
in pursuit of the truth when we consi that we are only con- 
cerned as a question of law with ing whether a state of 
actual war exists, and not as to how the war occurred. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me, the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], on March 12, said: 

I have here an interesting fact which I think I o' © the Sen. 
ate. At the close of the war of 1878 the aienkis os mm ~ 
session of nine-tenths of Cuba for ten long years, fighting constantly. Finx)|y 
they were pe ed to enter into negotiations for terms, and General ('4))- 
Diwan teciwtuGupcdiaacasmear held ot 

Now he goes on and gives instances of how it was to be given— 

That they could have representatives in the Cortes. 

Does anybody deny that they have such representation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have one representative. 

Mr. HALE. I have a list of the members of the last Cortes, 
elected both from the Island of Cuba and Puerto Rico, and thera 
are 45 members of the House of Deputies and 14 or 15 senators. 

Mr. GRAY. How mene those representatives are appointed 
either actually or practically by the captain-general or the goy- 
ernor of Cuba? 

Mr. HALE. Not one. I will go on a little further: 

That they could have a body of some 30 persons to make laws for them; 
that they should Save protegios and education, and that slavery in that 
quenies eas beabolished. Those were the terms which were agreed 1 ipon. 
The Cu thereupon laid down their arms, and what was the result’ ‘The 
Cortes refused to carry the promise into execu and General Campos 
ss, Sr athes Wee Wraps © letter in regard to course of the Span- 

Now, Mr. President, it is undoubtedly the fact, and it can and 
will be established, that every essential in that pacification of 
Zanjon has been ted by Spain. 

Mr. GRAY. From what did the Senator read? 

Mr. HALE. I was reading just now from the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. Later, on the same day, the Senator said: 

If Spain should renew the treaty of Campos of 1878 and faithfully observe 
it, the people of Cuba would eagerly accept such terms. 

It has never been allowed tocome before the Senate or the Ameri- 
can le that every distinctive proposition of importance in the 
pacification of Zanjon has been accorded by Spain. The council 
of 30 persons, all Cubans, half appointed by the governor-general 
and half selected by the Cubans, has been in session and acting 
vMr. SHERMAN Th t body of th le of Cuba are d 

; : e grea y of the people o are de- 
prived of the right to vote at all. 

Mr. HALE. e Senator says the people of Cuba are deprived 
of the right to vote. The facts do not carry out that assertion. 
There was a full system of voting with only a very small qualifi- 
cation of $5 , and upon that every Cuban was allowed to vote. 
Then, in addition to that (we have been going on with the statement 
here that the Cubans have but one representative in the Cortes), 
I have a list which I will show to the and the Senate and 
country, giving the names of the men who have been elected to rep- 
resent Cuba in the Cortes, and, as [ have said, there are 45 in the 
House of Deputies and 12 or 14 in the u branch, called the 
Senate, and not one of those men to-day is in this revolt. Every 
man of them is against it. have issued a proclamation, 4 


manifesto, declaring that just as was about to give increased 
ee and enlarged this revolt broke out. 
say ev i has been granted by Spain, and 


with reference to education, which are great 
in themselves, but have to be carried out according to conditions, 


: have not been able to be carried out, because there has been a ten«- 
Mr. 8 MAN. Will the Senator allow me to read from » 
General Campos himself? One year after he made the ent ba to ae in revolt uaeen Site Iaboring 
that was by the honorable Senator, in a letter pub in a of tntlgnation at the matter, pate af dhe veal facts in 
Madrid July 27, 1879, after the peace of Zanjon, he says: | | this case and the assumption that the popalation of Cuba is inthis 
callie tad public werk, the enelesion of the natives from ri; | revolt. The committee has kept the from the country. 
and other faults in plenty, gave rise to the 


At the close of the war of 1878, the insurgents had held power 
and possession of nine-tenths of Cuba for ten years. Finally they 
ware persuaded to enter into negotiations for terms, and General 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will excuse me, as I expected to 
speak only five minutes when I , 

Mr. G. witha t deal of interest 


é GER. Ihave 
to the Senator's fervid oratory on this su I wish to ask the 

















1896. 





Senator from Maine [Mr. HA z] if he does or does not know the 
fact that in Cuba a public mee can not be held without a 
Government to attend the meeting, who can sup- 


press it whenever it suits his convenience? 
Mr The Senator from New Hampshire is speaking 


of some about which I know nothing. 
Mr. G GER. The Senator from Maine is talking about 
the independence and the liberty that the Cubans have, and I want | 


to ask him what kind of liberty they have when they can not even | 
hold a public meeting without its being suppressed at the wish of 
the Government. : st 
Mr. HALE. I know of, countries enjoying a great measure of | 
liberty where the government does exercise, I will not say super- | 
yision, but some watchfulness, in times of military peril. There | 


ver Was & ent that did not. 
oir. GALLINGER, I spoke as to time of peace. 
There were times in our emergency, during the 


suppression of the rebellion, when—— 
tr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment? 
. GALLINGER. I merely wish to say that this was not in 
time of military insurrection, but in time of peace. 

Mr. HALE. What I was talking about was whether the prom- 
ises weremaintained andkept. This debate, asthe Senator knows— 
and the Senator himself has shared in it—has gone on the theory 
that the pacitication of Zanjon had been in all important matters 
violated. The Senator from Ohio states that. He goes on to 
state—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. General Campos states it. 

Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. General arene in 
what the Senator read, does not in any way deny that any of these 
im nt things—the abolition of slavery, the nting of the 
right of representation in the Cortes, the granting of a Cuban 
council for ment—has been granted. 

Mr. GRAY. We have been very much entertained with the 
state of belligerency which seems to exist between the Senator 
from Maine and the members of the Foreign Relations Committee. 
But what I was discussing and attempting to state in justification 
of my course in regard to the conference report is, in the first in- 
stance, that we are not concerned with the righteousness of the 
cause of the Cuban insurgents, so far as this resolution goes. It 
merely undertakes to say that a state of public war exists. It de- 
clares a fact, and it does not undertake in the first resolution to go 
into the causes that have animated the American people or the 
American ess in giving this heed to the grewsome spectacle 
that is now enacted before our eyes in that little island. 

It does not lay the blame on anyone. It recognizes or is of the 
opinion that there ought to be a recognition of a state of public 
war a. as Spain and France and England recognized a 
state of public war in this country without reference to their sym- 
= for or against the cause of those who had seceded from this 

nion of States. On the contrary, we may presume that the sym- 
pathies of those countries were against the great underlying cause 
which induced the secession of 11 States, to wit, the existence of 
slavery; but nevertheless they were compelled to take notice of 
the fact, and upon that fact the national and executive action was 
based and international relations were brought about. 

Now, Mr. President, after dealing with the form of the resolu- 
tions I was proceeding to state what I can not find it in my heart 
and that is my own sympathy with what I believe to be 
the of a braveand gallant poemeree achieve for themseives 
the blessings of a free and independent government for that island. 
It is not an insurrection or émeute against established 
policy. Wefind a people here segregated, 3,000 miles away from 
the parent and governing country, in an island that geographically 
tically presents all those elements that go to eup a 


s 


as ed from a faction or from a mere band of 

its, bounded by the sea, hemmed in by the waters of the 
Atlantic Ocean, ted from all other people and coun- 

and with an ion the justice of which no American can 
deny. nar os eee ee ae of a 
cen y ev struge ing republic is hemi- 
or an. iis the world $0 te us that our pulses must 

not beat a little quicker when we hear that men have gone out 
with arms in their hands ready to die for that form of government 


Mr. President, about aeeman tor aninsurrection; the prima 
facie justification of the cause is when a people so situated band 
qeeen Bee Seat home and comfort, 8 on wives and chil- 


wedge Redhead speedier 
fy of ee On illing sacrifice 
order that ma: resisted and liberty and freedom 
established for thoce t eiaave behind them. That is facie 

¢ that there is a cause. No le so situated ever took 
such as that where they were under a government 
that gave them a reasonable share in that which belongs 
of to all people and is the just inheritance of all God’s crea- 
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_ I was proceeding to say that our special and particular interest 
in this matter as a Goyernment, as a nation, and as a people is the 
geographical proximity of that island to our own shores. We 
may sympathize with Armenia, but she is not our next-door 
neighbor. Here, however, is a community whose troubles, whose 
distresses, whose sufferings are taking place right before our eyes, 
and how long are the American people to sit quietly without any 
expression of sympathy when men are dying right before their 
faces in defense of what all Americans believe to be the rightful 
inheritance of mankind, the right of self-government. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me ask the Senator from Delaware. does 
he think it possible that there was ever an unjustifiable revolt that 
was in itself unreasonable and that was under conditions where 
wise and — men, loving liberty, would not advise it and sus- 
tain it? I ask if there was ever such a revolt that did not invoke 
all the eloquence and all the figures and all the metaphors of 
freedom? yes the Senator think it is possible, I repeat, that 
there might be an unjustifiable revolt anywhere? 

Mr. GRAY. There have not been many. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I should like to follow that-—— 

Mr. GRAY. There have not beenmany. I can not review the 
whole history of the world in a moment and commit my judgment 
to a categorical answer or any answer other than I have given. 
There have not been many. 

Mr. VILAS. How was it with the revolt that took place about 
thirty-five years ago? 

Mr. GRAY. Let me read a text from which every sermon on 
political liberty has been preached from the time it was uttered 
until now, a text to which I subscribe with my whole heart, and 
which receives the assent, the cordial assent, of my best and most 
patriotic judgment. I read this, sir, in a volume that lies in the 
desk of every Senator: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal; that 
they are eee by their Creator with certain unalienable rights; that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that to secure 


these rights governments are instituted among men, deriving their just 
powers— 


Where?— 


from the consent of the governed; that whenever any form of government 
becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or to 
abolish it, and to institute new government, laying its foundation on such 
rinciples and organizing its powers in such form as to them shall seom most 
ikely to effect their safety and happiness. 

Mr. President, it is because the American people are permeated 
with the spirit of that text, it is because they believe in that great 
charter of their liberties, that to-day their hearts go out in sym 
pathy to those who, as Washington said, have unfurled the ban- 
ner of freedom in that Ever Faithful Isle of Cuba. 

Mr. HALE. Now, right in the presence of that majestic decla- 
ration of.the fathers, which the Senator will bear in mind is all 
upon the proposition that the people are struggling for liberty, 
does not the Senator think that there ought to be some informa- 
tion furnished which shall show that it is by the people, the whole 
people; I do not mean everybody, but the whole people, compris- 
ing the intelligent and educated people and pe« aie of substance; 
I do not say people of fortune alone, but to show that it is some- 
thing more than an outbreak, a revolt only of particular classes? 
Does not the Senator think there ought to be some information 
furnished to us showing that the people of Cuba who are people 
of education and of substance are engaged in this revolt? 

Mr. GRAY. That is almost too sweeping an inquiry to apply 

to a people struggling for liberty. The Senator will remember 
that in the Revolution that resulted in the independence of the 
then colonies, and afterwards the thirteen United States, there 
were large sections of our people, not ignorant, not slavish, not 
degraded, who resented the movement of that part of the people 
who struck for separation from the mother country; that there 
were great bodies of the population who believed not only that 
the war was improvident and inexpedient, but that it was un- 
lawful and treasonable; and that they went from the country 
during the war and after the war by hundreds and by thousands 
to seek protection and to seek a home under the rule of the parent 
country. If we had had that test applied to our struggle for in- 
dependence in the Revolution we would have been devoid of the 
sympathy of all the civilized world, because we could not have 
lived up to the test that the Senator from Maine would apply to 
the people of Cuba. 
Mr. LE. I do not insist upon the test that there shall be 
anything like unanimity, but what I insist upon, and what I think 
Senators feel who feel as I do about the matter, is that in Cuba, 
taking into account the question of misgovernment heretofore, or 
alleged misgovernment, what is called the Home Rule party, who 
have been calling for real reforms, reforms that would give them 
arepresentative government, representation in the European par- 
liament, which our fathers demanded in 1776, and a council at 
home for home government, the abolition of slavery, great reforms 
in themselves—the entire party there who have been struggling 
for that, and therefore upon those things appeal to us for sympea- 
thy, is opposed to this revolt. 
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T am not speaking now of the Spanish Crown; I am not speak- 
ing of Spanish officials. My sympathy and my belief in this mat- 
ter are not based upon that consideration; I care nothing for 


them. I have no communication with them in any way. But 
the Senator does not seem to know—it does not seem to have been 
brought out—that the party of reform and of liberalism in Cuba, 
who have been striving for these reforms and gradually getting 
them inaugurated since the pacification of Zanjon, and were on 
the eve of getting more reforms, are almost or entirely to a man 
opposed to the revolt, and they claim that there is no substantial 
part of the Cuban population that is in this revolt. If that is the 
case it is not the situation the Ainerican Revolution presented, be- 
cause, while there was the faction of which the speaks, he 
knows that the best part of the country was in the movement for 
independence—not all, but the best part of it. 

Mr. GRAY. In the few interruptions that I may be permitted 
to make in the speech of the Senator from Maine I want merely to 
bring out the fact that, apart from the statement of the question 
I have just made, we are concerned merely with the recognition of 
a fact, and not with the causes justifying that fact; that my own 
course and my own sympathy, as I eve the sympathy of the 
American people, are fo upon a state of things that amply 
justifies the extension of that sym y to this people. 

Mr. President, we know how difficult it is in excitement of a 
civil war to get at a clear, calm, and definite statement of the case 
on the one side or theother. Every report that comes to us from 
that unhappy island is colored, and naturally colored, with the 
prejudices of the environment in which the report starts. If it 
comes from Habana and from the seat of the captain-generailcy, 
we know it has been subjected to an espi and i 
that deprive it of the authenticity we would be glad it should 

. I confess also that where we now and then receive a 
scant report directly from the Cuban insurgents we have to take 
it with some grains of allowance. So we are thrown back, at the 
best, upon an examination of what we would call in court the cir- 
cumstantial evidence of the case; and what is that ci 
evidence, or, at least, what are its salient features? 

Mr. President, can we shut our eyes to the fact that the great, 

lant military nation of Spain has thought it necessary te send 
20,000 of her best troops to Cuba in order to suppress this insur- 
rection? Can it be that in has so far fallen her ancient 
renown and her ancient military prowess that her soldiers must 
be multiplied by 10 in order to face the half-clad negroes and 
mulattoes who are spoken of here and compel them, half armed 
or unarmed, to submit to the power and might and puissance of 
that great and mighty Kingdom? 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator know how many years it took 
the entire Government of the United States to put down the Semi- 
noles in Florida—tlittle mares beam of only a few hundred 
Indians? Does he know that Osceola the knee the 
United States Government spent six years and sent 9,000 troops 
down there, 20 to 1 that the i had? And yetfrom 
1836 and 1837 up to 1841, 1842, 1843, the Government was never 
ee Indians in the Ever- 


apply. 

Mr. GRAY. ad bs cand isthe Wek Goes sink ha Miecaial 
recognize that when this Government was fighting those Seminole 
Indians it was fighting a war of extermination? pang Beye ews 
ages. We claimed their land. We claimed that we 

to wipe them off the face of the earth whenever they resisted the 
authority of the United States or declined to obey its behests in 


cf Spain upon the th 
soldiers into that islan 


ne 


Neer Shee — are oe cited the instance ., 
owing a vernment, in putting down a ;... 
i ¥ to spend immense sums of money .),,| 

sacrifice great numbers of troops when the element against t)).:,, 
is small before it puts it down. The present situation, whil« »,; 
the same that it was in the Everglades of Florida, is to a deur. 
like that. The i ts here have the great advantage that :\,.. 
Indians had. It is hard to get at them; they appear and dis:,)). 
pear; they do not fight battles. It takes time to do it. : 

Now, as to extermimation, the Senator from Delaware y ery 
adroitly sought to shift the issue and pertinency of my illust;.i- 
tion, which was simply given when he was discussing how lon. 

in had been in putting down the revolt. Now he says that 

Seminole war was a case of extermination on the part of th. 
Government, and he asks if I am im favor of extermination. T). 
Seminole war was not extermination. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not care to go into a discussion of the Sem). 
nole war. I think I have been indulgent enough. 
Mr. I want to say that it was not a war of extermina. 
tion. There never was a campaign opened when proclamation 
was not issued by the sasnenmendions there that if the Seminoles |,\\| 
down their arms as other Indians every right of theirs would be 
down his arms. It bec 


amie ex- 

termination because the Indians on ing. _ 
Mr. GRAY. . Now, Mr. President,so much for one great bit of 
circumstantial evidence that a state of public war exists in (wha. 


Notwithstanding what has been said by the Senator from Maine, 
how are you going to reconcile it with your intelligence, with your 
common sense, that there in that island, containing a population 
about equal to that of the State of New Jersey, 120, soldiers, 
brave and gallant soldiers, have been unable to sup- 

press these insur, bands, this revolt, these guerrillas, as they 
are ingly How do you account for it except by the 
= a the spirit of and — — that 
who population, or y that w population, anc nerves 
their arms and gives them thews of steel to smite the oppressor 
oo _— them again to the despotism in which they have 

ng 

Mr. President, I said there was something ese. Spain considers 
ita war. The interview with the Spanish premier states that he 


called it a civil war in Cuba. We all ize it, and why are 
we to be criticised here in the of the United States for 
our ion that a state of public war exists? The 


—that to the Ex- 
support the Executive when he 
vuntiqgnts thie eahgentand sotekater teedigelty end the charac 
in subj see Ww and the charac- 
ter and the international obligati upon the United States 

irit of this resolution and 
ition of the 
nd. What- 
ce in succeed in reduc- 
ing that island into subjection or whether patriots achieve 
what they are sac ing their lives to achieve makes no difference. 
We are dealing with present, and that is our duty, and our 


ae 
ut what I have said does somewhat concern the last Senate 
resolution, which says— 
That in the opinion of the Senate the friendly offices of the United States 
should be offered by the President to the Government for the recog- 
of the independence of Cuba. 


is no. hing in that disrespectful toSpain. She has noright 
it. Weask for nothing but those friendly offices which 
may offer to another in its distress and in its troubles 
ee grounds that shall be just 

the people of Cuba. What right 


. President, international law is nothing ecg ng de a 
ir toun- 
moral support they receive they differ not! 1 
the intercourse of civilized men in 
man, seeing his next-door neighbor «n- 
a —_ which threatens the death of his wife 
children, would not goand say: “‘ For (ios 

let me see if I can not bring about 

restore peace at least to this distracted 


Mr. President, this family quarrel has-been tele 
renowned monarchy 0f 
the noble 

them as 


: 
& 
b 
: 
E 
B 
i 
> 
g 


iettitiol 
all 
il 

i 

i 

: 


« od 











¢ 





the fountains of our sympathy an that we no longer are men, 
ert ea bdedes ard of internath law? 

Mr. President, it isnot human nature. Wecan notavoid notic- 

ing _— terribleand horrible state of things that is right under 


our own eyes and forces itself upon our attention. e have a 
right, the peculiar and exceptional situation in which 
the island rests with reference to the United States, to say to Spain, 


“ rotest your attempting to subjugate this people 

= caiaae antete about a state of things that she shall be 
pe witha emeasure of self-government and of good 
vernment that you may accord her.” Govern her decently; 


is all we ask. 

We oda not want theisland. I have seen it stated that the press 
= ee and of eae e 4 have spoken of these debates in Con- 
actuated. by the desire for territorial aggrandize- 
the part of the United States. I have not heard one man 
oenin n the of Congress or outside of them say that he either 
expected or desired as an American that the Island of Cuba under 
any or conditions should be annexed to the United 
a America. There is no sordid motive actuating the 
people in the expression of the sympathy which is well- 
ceapalt over eer this land toward those people, whom we can not 
regarding as patriots struggling for liberty. There is no 
ee it is purely the same feeling which we accorded, 
eee ae tly expressed by the statesmen of two 
ee icaeneion the ita republics of South America, 
or more than a to the people who had raised the 

banner of freedom in iedeenteedaen Hungary. 
There never has been an occasion in the history of the world 
since the rm achieved their independence where a strug- 


gle for freedom was being patriotically made that the sympathies 
of the American people have not gone out to that struggle and 
found nt e halisof Congress. Weare self-restrained 
im the of these resolutions. Weare not insulting to 


ee nor do I, imsupporting these resolutions, mean to pass any 
upon. her that she has failed in all these long 

pmo so oerme that little island as to make it reasonably con- 
ag Ifshe bein sucha situation that shecan not make concessions 
andcan notacknowledge the independence of this people, if pride 
orcircumstance of any kind prevent her, nationai traditions or 
what not, then God hel her and God pity her, forsne can not, with 
all her and with all her tradition and with all her history and 
with all theability that characterizes her people, resist the course 


it is not simply this year’s: war we are dealing 
from 1868 to 1878, and @ period of enforced 
San ond discontent in the interval, and back 


the present time, the troubles of Cuba have formed oa of the 
business of the United States. [alluded the other day 


to what Mr. Everett said away back in 1852. He said: 
Spain, meantime, hasretained of her extensive dominions in this hemisph: 
but the two islands of Cuba and Puerto Rico— ” . ro 


This is a state pa - be is written and published from the De- 
Ss etre eae 


of State 
a whtom to nite the fortunes of an ancient ally and a gallant 
nied States have ever ele tained the most friendly 
world if no other reason existed, make it our duty to leave her in 
the bed possession of this little remnant of her qnighty ees 
t desires to do so; no word or d his will ever 
haptiivasuaabe her en i laadiisanosdelaslaebeeer 


naan neeniy Ey yous 


years ago— 
it resist this mighty current in the fortunes of the world? Is it desir- 
able tha ghoul = Can it be for the interest of S 


empire. The 


pain to cling toa 
‘powerful naval force and an annual expenditure uty 
a@ powe naval force, and an ann’ expe’ or 
thosnand ropes 8 Pow Les of at least $12, 000,000? 


Mr. President, we can not, our common sense, our judgment, 
and our intelligence can not abdicate their seats and leave us with- 


RenMMME tae ob car dean.” We keoes comnething of 
our e know go 

the story of te entero oe one ot 

events, and while human Sodenenetioe tnt eae 

will well up and find for a do 

try and for indepe a 


a. have but few words more to say. I know that 
ee ee eee 


mani ape rendly due suthorttye Thesefore I did not 
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approve at the time of the reading of that report from the news- 
paper by the Senator from Ohio. But if it be pertinent at all to 
diseuss that, and as it has been challenged and a statement made in 
regard to the conduct of the war against Cuba from 1868 to 1878 
by the Senator from Maine, I want to call his attention to a state- 
ment that does not lack authority and that is justified in being 
read in the presence of the American Senate. I allude to a letter 
from Mr. Fish, then Secretary of State, dated April 18, 1874, to 
Admiral Polo de Bernabé, who was then the minister of Spain in 
the United States. Itis along letter, growing out of the 
ginius affair, but he says in the opening: 

The insurrection which broke out at Yara— 

I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to this— 


The insurrection which broke out at Yara, in the autumn of 1968, has had 
the unusual good fortune of having the justice of the complaints, which it 
alleges in its justification, recognized by those who are engaged in suppress- 
ing it. On the 10th of September, 1860— 


Says Mr. Fish— 


the minister of transmarine affairs at Madrid, in an official paper, said: 

“A deplorable and pertinacious tradition of despotism, which, if it could 
ever be justified, is without a shadow of reason at the sresent time, intrusted 
the direction and management of our colonial establishment to the agentsof 
the metropolis, destroying by their dominant and exclusive authority the 
vital energies of the country and the creative and productive activity of free 
individuals. And although the system may now have improve d in some of its 
details, the domineering action of the authorities being less felt, it still appears 


full of the original error, which is upheld by the force of tradition, and the 
necessa 





Vir 


inffuence of interests created under their protection, which doubt- 


less are deserving of respect so far as they are reconcilable with the require- 
ments of justice, with the common welfare, and with the principles on which 
every liberal system should be founded. A change of syste m, political as 


well as administrative, is therefore imperatively demanded.’ 


Mr. President, that is from a responsible minister of Spain in 
regard to the then incipient rebellion in Cuba, 

Mr. I caught something there that is important his- 
torically. Will the Senator read over the particular revolt, with 
the local name given, that Mr. Fish uses there? 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The insurrection which broke out at Yara in 
the autumn of 1868.” 

. HALE. What is the date of that letter? 


Mr.GRAY. The date of Mr. Fish’s paper is April 18, 1874, 

Mr. HALE. And the revolt is alleged as breaking out in 1868? 
Mr. GRAY. In the autumn, he says. 

Mr. HALE. I wanted to get that fact, because it does not seem 


to accord with the time referred to before. 

Mr. GRAY. I think I am justified in relying upon Mr. Fish as 
as an authority of sufficient respectability to read in the Senate of 
the United States. Mr. Fish quotes the minister of transmarine 
affairs at Madrid, when that minister says: 


A deplorable and pertinacious tradition of despotism, which, if it could 
ever be justified, is without ashadow of reason at the present time, intrusted 
the direction and management of our colonial establishment to the agents of 
the metropolis, destroying by their dominant and exclusive authority the vital 
energies of the country and the creative and productive activity of free 
individuals. 


Mr. Fish goes’ on and speaks of what I have just read: 


But while admitting the existence of the injuries which had provoked the 
outbreak at Yara, the government of the revolution of 1568 re fuss od to remedy 
them until the armed insurrection should be suppressed. “Spain would 
already have given all constitutional liberties to Cuba," said Mr. Silvela to 
General Sickles, “ 


€ if the unfortunate insurrection of Yara, and the cry of 
‘Death to Spain,’ uttered by some Cubans, had not alienated the sy mpathies 
of the nation, and obliged the government to accept the impolitic contest to 


which it was provoked. The government considers that it can « to no 





definite decision in regard to the political situation and future government 
of the Island of Cuba until the insurgents lay down their ar ms an l cease the 
struggle.” This would indicate that it is the resistance to admitte ay wrongs, 

and not the wrongfulness of resistance, which Spain is endeavoring to sup- 


press. 


Nothing more epigrammatical and sententious and weighty than 
that sentence has been uttered in this whole debate. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator toa 
mistake manifestly made on the part of the Senator from Ohio. 
The Senator from Ohio has invoked the ae and the letter 
of Gen. Martinez Campos in referring to the revolt at Yara asa 
justification of his statement that Spain had not carried out the 
pacification of 1878. It turns out that the revolt at Yara was in 
1868 and that General Campos is talking about the course of the 
Spanish governmentand misgovernment ten years before the pacifi- 
cation. Lam obliged to the Senator for bringing out that fact, 
because the Senator from Ohio laid great stress, after he declared 
that Spain had not carried out the provisions of the pacification 
of 1878, on the statement that Gen. Martinez Campos refers to 
that, when Gen, Martinez Campos is referring to a revolt that was 
ten years before that. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not concerned with any dispute the Senator 
from Maine may have with the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HALE. I was glad 

Mr. GRAY. Except,I willsay, that this language of Secretary 
Fish is in regard to an insurrection which broke out at Yara in 
the autumn of 1868, not the insurrection of Yara, but the insur- 
rection which broke out at Yara in 1868 and continued for ten 
long years. 
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Mr. HALE. But what I 
been brought out) that General Campos was not talking about 


ted was (and I am glad this has 


anything that had taken place after the pacification, but of what 
took place before. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, the war went on. It commenced at Yara in 
the autumn of 1868 and went on for ten years, and thousands of 
lives were i and millions of treasure expended. It was 
only ended, not by the overthrow of the insurgents in arms, but 
by concessions made to them and promises that were entered into 
by the Government of Spain, or its military authority, that the 
reforms they were seeking would in a large measure be granted. 

Now, then, one thing more may be pertinent as a fact, an incon- 
trovertible fact, of the history of that melancholy period, for Mr. 
Fish quotes it in this same dispatch. On the 24th of March, 1869, 
the ens of Cuba issued a decree which is referred to by 
Admiral Polo de Barnabé, and from which I will read an extract. 


I think we may take this as authentic history. Here is the decree 


by the captain-general: 
Vessels which may be captured in Spanish waters, or on the high seas near 
to the island, Leving on d men, arms, and munitions, or effects that 


can in any manner contribute, promote, or foment the insurrection in this 
prevince— 


A barrel of biscuits could do that— 


whatsover their derivation and destination, after examination of their papers 
and register, shall be de facto considered as enemies of the integrity of our 
territory, and treated as pirates, in accordance with the ordinances of the 
navy. 


Now— 
All persons captured in such vessels, without regard to their number— 
All persons— 

will be be immediately executed. 


Mr. President, if we wented anything to characterize the man- 
ner of warfare to which these poor people were subjected in all 
those melancholy years here we have it. If that be true, no won- 
der they went out to tlie field with arms in their hands and under 
the blue sky offered up their lives a willing sacrifice in order that 
their wrongs might be in some degree righted. 

Mr. HALE. the Senator know that that policy was un- 
dertaken by the Federal Government in 1861? 

Mr. GRAY. God forbid that that should be true. 

Mr. HALE, That policy was undertaken. Of course it was 
not carried out. 

Mr. GRAY. God forbid that that should be true. 

Mr. HALE. What the Senator has stated always—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Why was it not carried out? 

Mr. HALE. It could not be carried out. Nobody expected it 
to be carried out. 

Mr. MORGAN. You did not dare to attempt it. 

Mr. HALE. Our Government took the ground that any per- 
sons found under just such conditions as the Senator has de- 
scribed would be treated as pirates, and that means but one thing. 
No; it could not be carried out; nobody ever expected that it 
would be carried out. If the Senator from Delaware will allow 


e-—— 

Mr. GRAY. Do not answer me now; Iam going toclose. You 
have stated that fact. I am coming to a conclusion, and then the 
Senator may take the floor. 

Mr. HALE, I will answer the Senator. 
wane GRAY. Certainly; I will be glad to hear the Senator from 

aine. 

I am not dealing now with the loose statements of excited and 
prejudiced correspondents; I am not dealing now with the waifs 
of newspaperdom; but I am dealing with sober history cited by 
the State Depertenent of the United States. It would be no reply 
if, as the Senator from Maine says, it is true that this Government 
ever resorted to any measure so inhuman and so cruel as that 
which I have just read as the decree of the captain-general of 
Cuba; but I do not believe, notwithstanding the statement of the 
Senator from Maine, thatthat is true. He has been misinformed. 
He has misread the history of our country, for I as one citizen of 
this t ublic would hang my head with shame if it could 
be told me with any semblance of th that under this flag any 
inhumanity so gross as that could have been committed or that its 

ht and unsullied folds had ever been stained by such a crim 
as is set forth in the proposal of that captain-general. : 

It is true that under the remonstrance of the Secretary of State, 
Mr. Fish, that order was modified, but not until after American 
citizens spattered with their blood the white walls of Morro Cas- 
tle, and it was not until the remonstrance of this Government 
was eee to the attention of Spain that her agents were trans- 

ing those t laws of humanity as well as of war that Spain 
Sicls that they had acted without her authority; and it is to 
her lasting credit that she disavowed the barbarity of her own 
mili commanders. 

Mr. t, I have not said and I have not intended to say 
one word that can justly wound the sensibilities of a loyal a, 
iard or the Spanish Government, I do not mean to say that they 


take pleasure in this situation. I do not say that they may not jy 
te ee of toate eieiotion a es ae eee they come to con. 
sider it c yan ——— y they will agree—it seems to 
all reasonable men will agree—that the Congress of the United 
States could do no less than they have done in giving utterance to 
the sympathy of the American people for the people of Cuba in this 
crisis of their existence, and in expressing their desire that Spai», 

without rupture of our friendly relations, should sit down with 1; 
at the council board of nations and consider whether there mi.-}; 
be some other issue to this distressing conflict than the exter));- 
nation of a brave — fighting for liberties. 

Mr. CHILTON. r. President, it is not to be ted that the 
tendency of opinion in the Senate can be iy any words 
spoken in these closing moments of the first act in the play of 

ban intervention; butIam well satisfied that whether that jlay 
shall turn out to be a farce or a tragedy, we are now called upon 
by the conference committee to take an incautious part. 

1 suppose that there are few in this body who believe that a con- 
current resolution will in itself any operative force upon 
the questions involved, and if President shall ignore it a)to- 
gether we may escape larger consequences than a sense of disap- 

intment, some disturbance of business, and a little general 

nter at our expense. But if by e ental methods we 
should start a succession of dan which finally prove uncon- 
trollable, our responsibility will not be less because it has been 
unnecessarily assumed. 
I do not wish to be understood as condemning concurrent reso- 
lutions in all cases, because they sometimes afford a useful means 
of giving expression to the opinion of Congress; but in the pres- 
ent embarrassed condition of the business of the country we should 
not deal with a critical question like this in any other than a 
direct and responsible way. 

Mr. President, there are very few who do not sympathize with 
those who strike for local self-government and independent 
nationality in Cuba or elsewhere. Who could resist a feel- 
ing of elation if to-morrow the news that Cuba had conquered 
her independence should be flashed around the world? But the 
heart would throb to the same news if Jamaica or Ireland was 
engaged in a struggle for home rule against England. In cither 
case we should be willing to use all the peaceful instrumentalities 
of international intercourse to aid those who labored to be free. So 
it was that from the beginning I for one have desired to vote for 
a ae resolution recognizing, in the usual diplomatic tone, the 
belligerency of the Cuban ins ts. 

I am aware that according tothe formularies of some law writers 
there are possible deficiencies in the Cuban claim to this recouni- 
tion; but while the insurgents may have no settled capital, and 
no ports, the 1 h of time during which they have conducted 
the war, the number of men in the field, the large amount of terri- 
tory in their possession and other like conditions constitute such 
actual belligerency as entitles them to be put upon an equal foot- 
ing with the Spaniards under our neutrality laws. That much 
we ought to do. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to understand distinctly what the Senator 
said a few moments ago. Did I understand him aright that he 
was willing to vote for a joint resolution recognizing belliger- 


ency? 
Mr. CHILTON. Yes, sir. 
I have not seen the duty which I think is now imposed upon us 


more clearly stated than in a few words from Mr. Pomeroy iu his 
work on International Law. I ask the Secretary to read what I 
send to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


To refuse such have the di- 
rect effect to cause th: of the mother 


6 country so 
country and against the rebels. Acaamee, if power remains 
strictly neutral to the contest, that must involve the recogni- 
© power desires to take 
its influence, and, under 


Derry ee hn = aT aga in favor of the 


which I lay down and maintain are: First, 
that as in general every nation has a right to remain neutral in every such 


contest, every nation has a right to parties as belligerents, 

the con as we ore = the country Sree Seve mo bese 

com a and * second, that gene : 

the dut sdf onary nation te elke tae prdliben ed nontraticy. The only excep 

tion to rulés which appears to me admissible is the case where anot!i:T 

nation may be bound by treaty stipulations with the mother country to s1ve 
active aid in putting down the rebellion. 
* * * * 


* * * 
the insurgents could not send out 
armed men-of-war against the commerce of the mother country. Having 10 
national basis, such armed vessels would be piratical and liable to be treated 
as; such by all the nations of the world.—Pomeroy, page 275. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
Mr. CHILTON. Yes, sir. 





@ the 








1896. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator hold that in expressing his 
willi to vote for a joint resolution recognizing the belliger- 
ency of Cuba he would do so under the sanction of international 
ver CHILTON. Unquestionably. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then, quoting from Mr. Pomeroy, I draw the 
Senator's attention to the case that he puts and the application of 
his doctrine, and inquire of the Senator whether the conditions 
mentioned by Pomeroy exist in the case of Cuba? He puts this 
inte on, and answers it: ; 

Pomeroy on International Law, section 235: 
Again it has been asked, If the Irish oe should rebel would our Govern- 





ment them as igerents and the contest between 
them and asaproper war? I answer: This woulddepend on circum- 
stances. To make the case parallel to ours it should appear that the Irish 
rebels had a@ government which Gor claimed and acknowledged to 
be supreme; the power of government should extend over some defi- 
nite ble at least, of Ireland; that from that portion of 
terri thus held the English civil authority should be expelled for the time 
being; that the insurgents should conduct their resistance in a military man- 


res of repression should be entire ili : 
this ae uae mince the United States might and Sroukd Weant cae ‘aed 
as a proper war and the parties as belligerents. 

Now, I propound the question whether the conditions laid down 
by Mr. P in this extract for a proper recognition on the 
part of the United States of the Irish insurgents as belligerents 
applies to the case of Cuba? 

His CHILTON. Yes,sir. I have no hesitation in answering 
the Senator that I think the conditions now existing in Cuba con- 
stitute the equivalent of the conditions which are laid down by 
Mr. Pomeroy and other writers upon international law. 

The mere recognition of belligerency is a familiar step in inter- 
national association, and if it stands alone Spain can have no 
plausible ground for offense. It would seem the part of prudent 
management, therefore, toawait further developments before going 
beyond that point. I can not believe that the duty of our Repub- 
lic in the present posture of affairs is performed by absolute non- 
action. 

Mr. CAFFERY. (Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 


again? 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator asserts that the same conditions 
apply now to Cuba as in the hypothetical case stated by Mr. 
Pomeroy as applying to Ireland. I ask him, where have we any 
— of the that the Cuban insurgents or rebels hold any 

nite portion of the territory of Cuba, that they have expelled 

from that of the territory thus held all Spanish authority, 

that they have a regularly organized army and carry on their mili. 

tary tieasures and operations under the acknowledged and ac- 
rules of war? 

. CHILTON. We have the same evidence which we have 
that Dr. Jameson made a raid into the Transvaal or that a war 
was in progress a few months ago between China and Japan; we 
have the same evidence that proves to us any other recent his- 
torical fact. We need no other evidence. 

Therefore, if a joint resolution recognizing the belligerency of 
the Cuban ts stood here alone, I would vote for it with- 
out hesitation. t, Mr. President, temperate action upon this 
question does not seem to be popular. 

The first resolution on this subject was presented on the 29th 


. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 

war in the Island of Cuba has reached a itude that 

concerns nations to the extent that it should be conducted, if un- 

happily it is to continue. on those principles and laws of warfare that 

are Lchnowledged to be obligatory upon civilized nations when engaged in 

open including the treatment of captives who are enlisted in either 

army; due respect to cartels for exchange of prisoners and for other mili- 

; truces and aoap truce, the provision of proper hospitals 

and se to the sick and wounded of either army. 

, That this representation of the views and opinions of 

ctrondis tit neve President; and if he concurs therein that he will, in 


a use the good offices of this Government to the end that Spain 
Shall be requested to accord to the armies with which it =o an wee 
under Ws © 


the rights of belligerents, as the same are recognized 


Mr. CHILTON. That resolution was a mere request to the 
President of the United States to ask Spain to accord belligerent 
It was manifestly pacific, and, of course, could have given 
no offense in any quarter. Next, we find the Committee on For- 
cign Relations a substitute for that resolution, which I 
also ask the to read. That is the substitute long 
debated here by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morea], the 
Senator from Mr. SHerman}, and others. 
The as 


; 


ENT. The will read as indicated. 
read as follows: 
), That, in 


| by the Senate (the House of Begpesentations concurvi 
Reena, Sccndiition of public war exists between the Govern- 
government proclaimed and-for some time maintained 
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by force of arms by the people of Cuta; and that the United States of Amer- 
ica should maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, ac 
cording to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of the 
United States. 








Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, the expression desired to be 
made was still clear and moderate and touched alone the question 
of belligerency. The only objection I found to it was that it was 
concurrent, not joint, and spoke for Congress rather than the 
Government. I am aware that the Senator from Alabama has 
argued here that Congress has the power, independently of Presi- 
dential action, to grant belligerent rights to other nations or 
peoples, but I have yet to hear any other Senator assert that 
proposition. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I did not argue 
that as a proposition involved in this case at all. 

Mr. CHILTON. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was a question asked me by the junior 
Senator from Maine and also by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and I stated at the time that it was not at all involved in the reso- 
lutions or the action of the Senate,and therefore I was only ex- 
pressing my opinion upon it at their request, but it did not enter 
into the case. 

Mr.CHILTON. The Senator expressed the opinion that a con- 
current resolution would be effective to constitute the recognition 
of belligerency, as I understood him. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; andI think so now. 

Mr. CHILTON. That is the point Iam getting at. Iam not 
aware that anybody else has taken a similar position. I want to 
say that I am as far from giving my adhesion to the contrary the- 
ory that the power of according belligerent rights is vested exclu- 
sively in the President. We all admit that the President is the 
organ of this Government in speaking to other Governments. He 
has formal control of our foreign relations, just as he has formal 
control of the Army and the Navy; but, sir, I have not been able to 
find in ot * Constitution the slightest trace of an intention to vest 
in the President the sole determination of our relations to for- 
eign countries. If in theexercise of some other constitutional func- 
tion he should find it necessary to determine the question of bellig- 
erency, he would do it for himself; but his decision would not be 
final and binding on the Government; he could not recognize bel- 
ligerency if Congress, by a two-thirds vote over his veto, should 
adopt a different policy, nor could he obstruct a recognition of 
belligerency if Congress in the same way should determine other- 
wise. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is in accordance with the view and 
opinion that [ have had the honor and at the same time the mis- 
fortune to express here; that is to say, that when the Congress of 
the United States, the two Houses, arrive at the point where they 
express a declaration of war, or a declaration recognizing the 
belligerency of two foreign countries by a two-thirds vote, then 
the President certainly has not anything more to do with it; and 
the power that recognizes that belligerency comes from the po- 
litical department of the Government of the United States and is 
omnipotent. 

Mr. CHILTON. It comes from the political department, just 
like every other power comes from it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not care about the method. 

Mr. CHILTON. Our independent action does not make the 
recognition effective, but we do it by virtue of that superior 
authority vested in Congress to overrule, by a two-thirds vote, 
even a veto of the President. That is the way it comes. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. AsIunderstand, the position of the Senator from 
Texas is somewhat different from that of the Senator from Ala- 
bama:; that is, the Senator from Texas contends, as I understand, 
that the passage of a joint resolution presented to the President, 
m case of his nonconcurrence and the adoption thereof by each 
House by a two-thirds vote, would make 1t efficacious; whereas 
the Senator from Alabama contends that it need not be presented 
to the President at all. I understand that to be the difference. 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely contend that the power comes from 
the two Houses because they are the political department of the 
Government. 

Mr. WHITE. That is general, of course. I was trying to get 
the Senator from Alabama down to a real expression. 

Mr. CHILTON. The position as originally stated by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama differs from mine just in the respect which 
has been alluded to by the Senator from California; I can not 
help believing that his present statement is a modification of his 
words as originally reported, but of course no modification of 
his intertion. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I think not. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, we can derive very little light 
from the precedents in our history on account of the fact that 
there has never been an occasion when the President and the 
Congress were at variance on this question. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I hope there never will be aga 
Mr. CHILTON. The judicial authorities a = ‘speak in a 


form tones upon the question. If you take the celebrated case of 
Kennett vs. Chambers, in 14 Howard, which involved a considera- 
tion of the relations of the United States'to Texas at the time of 
the revolution of 1836, the obvious deduction to be drawn from 
Chief Justice Taney’s ‘words in that opinion is that — power to 
recognize belligerency belongs to the treaty-makin rtment 
of the Government, which is the Senate and the Brockiont It 
seems to me, however, that the best doctrine on the question is that 
stated in several opinions which I have examined, and from which 
I have madeone or two selections. Justice Nelson, in The United 
States vs. Baker, 5 Blatchford, page 6, speaking of the recognition 
of belligerency, says: 
It involves the ns of 

belong to the deanna ee ae that havo charge SSS 
eign leniolation oan aunendioodh 


Mr. Justice Field, in United States us: Gueutticas (2 Abbott, 
U. 3., pages 304-380) ,. says: 

Tie court * * * ot treatiany ne Ww govern thor 
totaene comenatininence ledteuw ed! ne Ris will adie! mteaiem ite 


— until the legislative and executive departments have recognized its 
existence. 


These authorities treat the question as always one for the politi- 
cal department of the Government, but they refer both to the 
legislative and executive branches.as making wp this political de- 
eee Such in m is the construction of the 

Seekie of tonlan a would Bet re he this 
great subjec tions is excepted out of 
plan of our Government. Nothing but the clearest neomee 
could justify such a conclusion,and no such language is found in 
our Constitution, 

Believing, therefore, that the Senate possessed a share in the 
jurisdiction to accord belligerent rights to other nations, pooples, 
or ene and. that the facts warranted such action, I could 

eee to the Cubans 
ite ithad shaped into a joint resolution, so that the voice of 
this. «a Government might be spoken in all its constitutional 


fat ws Case of the wheel was taken, and we find the resolution 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. CaMERON] added to the 
other. It was accepted by the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
It is very brief, but for the sake of accuracy I will read it to the 


Senate: 

Resolved further, That the friendly offices of the United States should be 
offered by the President to the Spanish Government.for the recognition 

the independence of Cuba. 

The best interpretation of the meaning of that resolution’ is 
found in the remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania himself, 
and I desire to quote briefly from those remarks, delivered’here on 
Thursday, February 20. Speaking of the offer of mediation made 
by General Grant at the that distinguished Senator was a 


member of his Cabinet, he says: 
ith parties to the conflict’ as on an equal 


In d so he not only ized bo 

Rivest intervention would probally, be deutbed waecussity on the yawt of the 
0 

United States. * * * Evidently the Gov Government of the Uni ted Gtates can 

do no less than take the subject px here President Grant. left it 

and to resume the friendl dly saediatdomrettich evant he actually began, withall the 

consequences ly would follow its rejection. 

It is very plain that the resolution offering friendly offices'in the 

nning contemplated: else in case Spain should not 
yield to our mediation, and T thought it was unfortunate that that 
scockation should be added to the other in regard to belligerency. 

Mr..MORGAN, That was done by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr, CHILTON. I understand that. 

Mr. MORGAN, It was not done by the committee. 

Mr. CHILTON. The committee accepted it, as I understand. 

Mr. President, I believe that any of the question of 
ty oy and the question of mediation is likely te open the 
way to or omatic recrimination and strain between Spain and 
the United States. I do not think theze two things ought to be 
combined at all. 

But even that was not enough. Another turn of the wheel was 
made, and we find presented to this bod y the re 
by the House of Representatives, which are three in num 
The y have been often read, and I shall not'read them. again. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Perhaps I did not distinctly understand the 
Senator from Texas, but I desire to know from him whether he 
holds, and whether the authorities he quotes sustain him in that 
view, that mediation would be as an unfriendly act? 

Mr. CHILTON. No, sir; not in itself. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understood! the Senator to say that media- 
tion might lead to intervention, and intervention might lead to 

complications which might result in unfriendliness. 

CHILTON. Under diplomatic usage, mediation pure and 
simple is not necessarily ae cutbiindiiy aot, bat ¥ was tutes 
preting the resolution of the Senator from ae 
speech of that Senator. Thatwasthepoint. Iwas giving to that 


_ties—perhaps both—would be made payable in gold. 


resolution his interpretation, because we must treat all these ; 
olutions by the circumstances that surround them. But eye, ;), 
combination resolution does not-seem to have been severe en); 
and we are now asked to accept the resolutions of the House 
Representatives. I shall not quote them verbatim, but the xy are 
substantially as follows: 


Sivels Sore ey ie ae oS tw Gules: Secor l 
that the United or for the p ; 
of Cuba a goverumant of thelr 0 of their ow own choke’ Phat the United States 

should be prepared to 


Thus the proposed expr expression ion of © eal amended, 
eonferred about, and ro until it is now regarded as (lis. 
tinctly hostile to a friendly nation. The o to the resolu- 
tions is not only the language’ in which ‘are clothed, but }yo 
cause they come here as a sort of prelimi vi: 
between this country and: Spain. be tana we to expect 
from them when “revolutions much milder & from Alabama and 
Ohio have said of Febeusry 98, the they carried the 
danger of war. On Friday, : from Ohio 
[Mr. Suerman] = 

Ido not disguise the dan 
Sees eee ee 
a sensi proud, 

der an injustice without resentment and 

one Hee President. oaniaeen of these resolutions 
of war. When a nation about “interven- 
tion” the world understands it to be a threat.of war. [ ask tho 


a 


hostile movements, into 
—— of 8 — are 
to what ti ney con- 


r that ont met 


Secretary to read a beret to Wheaton'’s International Law, 

contained in a note on wiuterpodtion.”” he to the meaning of the 

be aan “intervention” an The extract is very 
ort. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hien in tlie chair). Tho 
Secretary will oS in the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read WS: 


Publicists sve cutaaamian et PRwpeaition to cx. 


Tdi 
ePeureieiotn diceitinndt ater ten. YW ith 


ress the interference’ 

‘orce as the known ultimate sanction. * * * But the term medi: ati 
limited to an offer of advice or of assistance in the way of arbitration, . 
inn the snserumnte of Ue elite to the thes will of Uke ote er party. 


aS CHILTON. Ihave hadthatreadsimply toshow what (i plo- 
understand tobe the meaning of the word ‘‘ intervention, 

wwitiely is used in eee eee ae the commitice 

of conference. But 1 want to sa not only isthe language of 
the resolution the of ; but, sadder still, 

Mr. President, the popularity of these ations in the U nited 

States is the oe of war, and it: is against this spirit of war 


that I protest. 

What will the American people gain by war with Spain? What 
will the great cause of civilization and humanity gain? The first 
signal of armed conflict / summon to remain in 
session. More revenue would be needed, would be author- 
ized, all existing political issues would be instantly swept to the 
rear in a universal rear of national: excitement. @ question 


would be to get money, and get it quickly, and trust to the future 
na Our bonds or our customs du- 
Senators 
may say no, but tell me what beeame of the anti-tariff peo)! 
what became of the anti-bond what: became of those who 
opposed’ national: banks when: last war came on? They quickly 
dro into a helpless: minority, and it became high tariff, more 
—_ —— greenbacks; —e to wage the war to suc 
of war are to-day the very 
things a be yr councils er eabrake beam upon 
I ‘eet sure if thie United Stat States made armed intervention in (ha 
we would finally work our will, but Edo not believe we could ‘lo 
so without a malignant war. It a be a contest of many 
months—possibly When we peg eer ha fleets and 
mustered our es—when we had driven the Spanish navy out 
of American See had ty iketn —— with a — on. f 
banners, we might be sobered taste of carnage. but we con! 
new oe count the cost.. It would be represented by (1is- 
ordered b at home, by the ‘of the transportation 
of our cotton and other ‘to by | millions of 
dollars of expenditure, by taxes rising er and still higher, and 
by thousands and. thousands of brave Americans sacrificed to tlie 
joint destruction of fevers and bullets in i West Indies. 
would a ee ee Whien the Spanish 
Cuba our position would hardly be 
We moult have tone away their afflicted colony. !ut 
would still swarm the sea.and, like new Alabin's. 
fen yn, ee the world. To 
this scourge we would be forced to in upon the 
of _ Who can reckon the. of agony 
, such a project would ve? Who can 
measure the desperate resolution of even a feeble people when 
at the doors of their own homes? When war once begs" 
our e would then be truly involved. We would then have > 








patriotism. There would be no 
prestige of our devoted country 
at stake, and the last man and the last dollar would 
close the war in triumph. Weare too 
the end, but when we contemplate that 
in its outline? oe orp : : -_ 

i the wounded in every ham:zet, the growth of mil- 
aaa nels io our ee, * the age pom = — 

corruption politics, and most fearfully, 
pecause it always endures after the other evils of war have yielded 

a few 


influence of — of nature’s quiet, the common peo- 
to the indi would drag 4 


co 





a ball and chain of = immense 
debt for years © &@ Victorious peace. Others may 
j themselves driving this great American ship boldly 

hidden rocks, but I have seen enough as boy and man in the 


y years have from 1865 to 1896 to teach me to 
look war as the destroyer of the natural chances of the 
jenble and the hard working. 


There is, of course, one thing more dreadful. Whenever the 
at issue no true American can hesitate. He 
will make instant choice of 2 cepts a ce pe There are times 
@ point of prestige becomes in- 
so keen, so vital, so identified with the 
t defended at every hazard. 
t of search claimed by England and contested 
= is sos doctrine. It - = jewel 
‘0 yield it to the pretensions of a foreign 
ess the sinking of the national spirit 
national destin 


y. 
But the question of interfering in Cuba is not such an issue. 
We are asked to make a dintinct deparvare in our foreign policy. 
We hear a great deal of talk about barbarities cunsttest by Spam 
, but I have yet to see authentic evidence of such 
present war. There may have been excesses, but 
hargeable to both combatants, and are generally dis- 

those in command. 

come when the United States will have grown so 
they can lay down, as of absolute authority, rules 
upon the American Hemisphere. ith this 
come the responsibility of interposing for human- 
whenever the circumstances uire it. Such a 
legitimate outgrowth of the Monroe doctrine, 
developed to guard the peace and freedom of the 
yet reached that time. We are strong, very 
not yet so strong in comparison with possible 
will yield to our intervention without a 


on Russia to liberate the victims of polit- 
languish in Siberian exile? Why not make 
Christian missionaries of our own kin 
olated in a country to which they have 
The reason is t. The cause of lib- 


, but the difficulties of applying a remedy 
would be so tremendous, the burden of expense so vast, that we 
are justified in waiting. We are pled to settle internal prob- 
lems. It is a false and mocking patriotism which calls us away 
until we have put those who strive at home in a more prosperous 
i @ feel that under God our first duty is to the mil- 
lions who follow hard lives in this country of our love, and that 
we can not ‘orm that first duty well if we now engross the 
strength of the nation in vindicating the cause of the oppressed in 


There is still another consideration which impresses me with 
great seriousness. It is the fear that when we undertake Cuban 
intervention the annexation of that island to the United States 
will be the resalt. I know that some who support these resolu- 

annexation. It seems to me, er, that he 

onee em- 
Site sccine ir opeaicntat a Cue ok 
or opposition, an: a come 

flag as surely as we fire a gun in her behalf. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. el vow moments ago said 
he himself in favor of annexation. 
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is to discuss it hero, that the ultimate and 
ial wulofindopendancs im Cab would ts that ie would Seca 


Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Texas will allow me, I will 
call his attention to the remark of the 
ong 4 Png - 


Mr. President, have we not seen enough of the 
“problem of mixed races, which for so many years has embittered 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


the brother's cup of true American manhood? 
a half century the negro question formed the groundwork of 
difference between the North and the South, nntil it finally cul- 
minated in red-handed war. 
settled by the issue of that struggle the problem seemed to have 
lost none of its complexity. 
ood people of this Union. 

Senator called Democratic from all the New England States nor 


do.” 
all our ca 


public war exists in Cuba. 
establishment of a government by the choice of the people of Cuba 


is the - 
its g o 
that on account of our nearness to Cuba and the necessary com- 





For more than 


And when the main question was 


Por thirty years it has divided the 
There is not in this Chamber to-daya 


a Senator called Republican from all the Gulf States. In Eng- 


land, 1 believe, you find Liberal and Conservative members of 


Parliament interspersed throughout the country. We find similar 
conditions in France and other representative Governments. It 


is only here that we constantly witness this bane of division upon 


sectional lines. 

And now, when it is hoped that the race problem is likely to dis- 
appear from our politics, after all the heart bleeding it has pro- 
duced, let us ponder long before we set in motion a train of events 
which may bring another puzzle of mixed races to confound us. 

It is no part of wise statesmanship to settle questions before 
their time. When the disorders of our financial system are cor- 
rected, when a fair plan of taxation is insured to the people, the 
— of unlawful combination disciplined, our population en- 

anced, our vast undeveloped territory well settled, it will be time 


enough to search out new fields for the beneficent application of 


American —_— s. 

But the duty of to-day seems to me clear. 
‘** wrongs which need resistance.” 
which lack assistance.” 


We have at home 
We have have at home “rights 
We have at home “‘a good that we may 
That work now demands all our time, ali our treasure, and 
ity. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in submitting what few re- 


marks I intend to make on this question I propose to discuss it 
from a 
the resolutions. 


xint entirely of international law. I will first take up 
The first resolution is a declaration of an opinion that a state of 
The second is, that we believe the 


r thing to do, and that the United States should use 
ces and friendly influences to that end. The third is, 


mercial relations we have with that island, we should be prepared 
to intervene in its affairs whenever we think it necessary. 

Mr. President, if anything would convince the Senate and the 
country at large that this is not that branch of Government 
which should undertake to pass upon the question of belliger- 
ency, it is the character of the evidence adduced to establish it. 
There have been charges—most of them very ancient—of the most 
repulsive cruelty. They have beendenied. Cuban sympathizers 
give highly colored and exaggerated statements of the power and 
prowess of the insurgents. Spanish officials vehemently deny the 
truth of these statements. 

Blood-curdling and horrid cruelties, nearly a generation old, not 
coming as authoritative evidence, are paraded before the Senate, 
with ail the trappings of a sensational tragedy, to show the present 
condition of affairs. 

Mr. President, all of the matters relating to the past cruelty of 
General Weyler, the atrocities that characterized the war origi- 
nating in that country in 1868 and lasting until 1878, are utterly 
a and foreign to any intelligent discussion of this ques- 
tion. 

We have highly colored pictures of the war that is being carried 
on in Cuba to-day. We have what upon their face would appear 
to be pure fancy sketches of great atrocities; of great battles, and 
of the seat of a great government being found in the jungles of 
the Island of Cuba. The description given by a newspaper cor 
respondent of his visit to the camp of the President of the Cuban 
Republic, Mr. Cisneros, almost transcends in romantic power the 
tions of the Arabian Nights themselves. He describes the 
government as being located in the midst of a dense forest, 
unapproachable, the capital buildings built of poles with 
a roof of leaves or straw, or something of that sort, over them. 

Mr. President, the question of belligerency is cognate and closely 
allied to the question of independence. They are both facts, and 
in our international dealings with these questions we must con- 
sider them as facts to be sustained by that sort. of evidence and 
testimony which will establish the truth of any other fact. 

I ask the Senate and I ask Senators whether we have any proof 
to establish belligerency in the sense of international law? We 
have common rumor to show that a state of hostilities exists in 
Cuba. That is a current fact. Have we any proof whatever to 
show the character, the size, or the strength and the operations of 
the insurgent and Spanish armies except loose newspaper reports, 
uw which no man would found a ‘sulgment ora conelusion? | 

the Senators who undertake to say that there is a state 
of y in Cuba to point to the competent and sufficient 
evidence u which they make that statement. 

Mr. it, what ave the vehicles of communication between 


seat 
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the United States and foreign States? How do we know what 
transpires in a foreign State with any degree of certainty or accu- 
racy? Are we to rely upon highly colored a statements? 
Are we to rely upon statements of partisans and superheated zeal- 
ots? Sir, we are to rely upon the information carefully gathered 
in a foreign country by our accredited agents, our sainbtees and 
consuls resident in that country. If there is any other means of 
establishing with that degree of certainty which the status of bel- 
ligerence requires, I am unaware of it. 

e adherents of one side make statements which, upon their 
face, are subject to suspicion. The adherents of the other side 
make counter statements equally suspicious. 

When we deal with facts we must perforce deal with them ac- 
cording to the recognized method of sustaining or overthrowing 
them. We must have competent witnesses. They must be in a 
matter of this sort at least credible witnesses. They must be in 
a position to know whereof they speak. I want to know whether 
the Senate of the United States will deliberately undertake to 
make a solemn declaration of belligerence between the contend- 
ing factions in an insurgent country upon such statements and 
upon such evidence as we have been treated with in the Senate. 
Not one single scintilla of proof accompanies the originai report 
of the Foreign Relations Committee, of which I am aware, estab- 
lishing the fact of belligerence; and since that period we have been 
treated with extracts from the Encyclopedia Americana, showing 
the enormous extent of the atrocities in Cuba twenty-five years 
ago. We have been treated with extracts from a book by a Mr. 
Donderio or Donderis, the authenticity or truthfulness of which 
has been flatly contradicted or denied. And outside of those state- 
ments and others germane to them we have nothing here toshow 
such an important, such a momentous, fact as that of belligerence 
between two contending forces in the Island of Cuba, All this 
has been done on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I believe that the question of cena bellig- 
erence must reside exclusively with the executive branch of the 
Government. It is admitted and conceded that the power to rec- 

ize independence, a cognate power, belongs to the Executive. 
There may be cases where a treaty can be made with a de facto 
government between the President of the United States and the 
representatives of that Government, and ratified by the Senate, 
as the Constitution requires; but preliminary to any such treaty 
is the recognition of the ambassadors or ministers of the de facto 
government with whom we treat; and that is primarily and ex- 
clusively an Executive function. The Constitution of the United 
States, in the second part of section 2, provides that the President 
shall appoint all ambassadors; he shall make treaties. He nomi- 
nates and appoints ambassadors and the Senate ratifies or confirms 
the a. So with treaties. Now, if you can imagine a 
case where the recognition of a de facto government can be made 
through the form of a treaty, then you have the coordinate juris- 
diction and coordinate power of the executive branch and a part 
of the legislative branch in eee a de facto government. 

Mr. President, to follow out this idea, and I will quote some au- 
thorities afterwards, if the recognition of a de facto government is 
a pure matter of fact (we have nothing to do with the de jure 
character of the government), and if the Executive has the ini- 
tial power to ize a de facto government even by way of a 
treaty, and as astate of belligerence is another question of fact, it 
appears to follow, by a chain of reasoning which I think to be ir- 
resistible, that the ident of the United States, the executive 
branch of the Government, is the sole power with whom is lodged 
the power to a belligerence. 

r. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
a question. 

r. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. This touches upon a very vital constitutional 
— The Senator from Louisiana asserts a very dangerous 

octrine, in my judgment, one that can not be sustained a a 
RAY 





process of reasoning, and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
asserted the same thing in substance to-day, when he says tha’ 
the power to recognize the belligerency of another nation or peo- 
= exclusively an executive power. I should like to ask the 
ator to be kind enough to cite the authority, if he has it, upon 
which he bases that conclusion. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I stated to the Senate that the power to recog- 
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ours, where the govern: wer restsin three . . 
ments, which would joad bis rdinate de; 
exclusively in the executive 


Marcu 19, 








art. 


to believe that this high power ig 
department? 
Mr. CAFFERY. I know of no instance of a governme); ); 


ours with three or less coordinate branches of the government 
that has a specific provision in that regard. But I contend that 
the Executive is the organ by and through which we have (i, jy. 
ternational and foreign intercourse and dealings. He aj) int, 
ambassadors, and by an implication irresistible, he receives t}j.., 
although there is no definite provision in the Constitution «\),y! 


ing him toreceive ambassadors. He appoints and receives a1))\),.. 
ors. Hecanreceivean am m a de facto government, 


= thereby recognize it, and that recognition is full and ample, 


recognition is made by and through the instrumentality ¢; , 


treaty, the only way I know of where the concurrence of a))0t},. 
Sennsh of the Ge —— 


initial proceeding for that treaty, is an Executive act recoyiizing 


vernment could intervene, the primary st»), the 


the em y from a foreign country. I reason thus: That in qj} 


civilized governments of which I have any knowledge the ¢-xecy. 


tive branch of the government is that branch which controls ang 
directs and has the administration of foreign affairs; furt)er. 


that the Constitution, by granting power to the Executive to inake 
treaties and a: 


ppoint am ors , and consuls, necessa- 
rily clothes him with the control and administration of {orion 

airs; that the usual and ordinary exercise of foreign jurisdic. 
tion is the reception and recognition of foreign ambassadors and 
other representatives; that the usual mode of recognizing the in- 
dependence of a state is by recognition of its representatives, 
which is solely an Executive power and function. 

I argue that if the question of be ce, which is a pure ques- 


tion of fact, depends for its solution on facts, and as the Executiye 


is the sole respository of those facts which are sufficient and com- 

t for governmental action, I conclude, therefore, that the 

~ oe 0 ~ United or is the sole power indicated by the 
nstitution to recognize gerence. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit me 


again? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose as a matter of fact that this nation were 
engaged in open war with another nation and that the President 
by any means should come to the conclusion that he would receive 
an ambassador or a minister from the nation with which we were 


en. in war, would that fact result in the conclusion of peace 
— acto, or would it not rather be a usurpation by the Chief 
xecutive of the constitutional power of Congress to declare war 


and conclude peace? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The constitutional power of the President to 
entertain ministers and make treaties is also conceded. Now, if 
the ambassador were permitted by the President of the United 
States to enter his o: circle to hold official intercourse with 


him for other than a declaration of peace, I think he could enter- 


tain him. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
in this connection if the President as Commander in Chief of the 
Army would not have a ect right to conclude an armistice or 
truce with a country with which we were at war and to suspend 
hostilities and to receive any kind of diplomatic or other agent 
from the enemy? 

Mr. C Y. Clearly so. 

me HOAR. Leaving the ultimate declaration of peace to Con- 
gress 
Mr. CAFFERY. Clearly so. 

Mr. ALLEN, Could the President conclude peace with a coun- 
a which we were at war? x 

. CAFFERY. The power to conclude is a specific 
power granted to Congress. The President can not solely make 

Mr. ALLEN. Would not that embrace-—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. The power to declare war and conclude peace 


is a Co onal . 
Mr. ALLEN Would not that embrace the lesser power to 
make an armistice? 


Mr. CAFFERY. I think not. I think the President as Com- 
mander in Chief of our forces could entertain an embassy 0T 4 
proposition for an armistice submitted by envoys from a pow'T 


nize a de facto government, in my opinion, and it is also supported | with which we were at war. An armistice is recognized among 
by abundant authority, is oder exclusively with the executive | civilized nations as a of war. It grows out of 
branch of the Government; that it being conceded that he could | war; it is an inciden war; and ‘ore the power of the 
exercise the greater power, and the less power being one of a cog- | President of the United States as Commander in Chief «f the 
nate character closely allied to that of independence, I deduced | Army would extend to all incidents of war. The case put |)y the 
the conclusion that the power to beltipereney belongs | Sen. from Massachusetts . Hoar] is one of those incidents, 
exclusively to the executive d and therefore comes within his power as Commander in Chie! of 
Mr. . The Senator Louisiana, as I said, is talking | the Army. 
upon a very im: tquestion. Let it be conceded that authority I ask the Senator from Louisiana, with his pct 


may be found in international law applicable to the case of —. 
dom or an empire, where the power of the executive is undou ; 
but has the Senator any authority applicable to a government like 





Mr. 
mis_ion, in view of the question addressed to him a moment 5° 
by the Senator from Nebraska, who asked whether there was *Y 
authority for the recognition of belligerency by the President 














1896. 


ani whether the numerous instances cited by Mr. Wharton in 
section 71 of his Digest, with which I know the Senator is familar, 
ia eee Yee 

= WHITE. And whether it is not also true that in the Prize 
Cases the Supreme Court of the United States held that Mr. Lin- 
coln recognized Hn Fag on rency of the Southern Confederacy 

ithout in 
oT CAFFERY. By proclamation of blockade? 


Mr. WHITE. Yes. ; 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is true. Of course that fortifies the 
reasoning. Judge Grier in the Prize Cases decided that the Presi- 
dent of the United States unwittingly recognized the belligerence 
of the Southern Confederacy by a proclamation of blockade, there- 
by stating that he could do it not only directly but indirectly. 

Mr. P. The Senator from Louisiana will allow me to 
make one 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. ; ; ; 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to say that Mr. Lincoln did not do it 
unwittingly. He did it deliberately. 

Mr. C. ERY. Iam glad to be corrected. This shows that 
Mr. Lincoln understood he had the exclusive power to recognize 
domestic belligerence. ; : : 

Judge Story was a very accomplished international lawyer. He 
was one of the most accomplished and profound judges whom we 
ever had upon the Supreme Bench. He says, in regard to the ques- 
tion of the recognition of the independence of a country: 

i the Executive with power to re- 

ee ee ether minis store. It ae nos a an invested a 
either ow em. vents, 

eae Prevelation or Giamemberment of a nation. the udiciary cn 


take notice of any new government or sovereignty until it been duly 
recognized some other d tment of the Government to whom the 


SEC. iar That a power so extensive in its reach over our foreign relations 
ti 


could not be erred on any other than the executive depart- 
ment will admit of doubt. That it should be exclusively confided to 
that department without any participation of the Senate in the functions 
(that body being conjointly intrusted with the treaty-making power) is not 
80 obvious. 


From the international law digest of Mr. Wharton, volume 1, 
section 71, I quote Mr. Seward: 


The question of tion of foreign revolutionary or reactionary gov- 
ernment is es: Shaheed 8 





ex y for the Executive, and can not be determined 


Congressional action. 
Mr. President, there are some resolutions which have been at 
different times introduced into the two Houses of Congress in re- 


gard to the ion of the recognition of independence, and they 
are very ydrawn. They all seem to ac svete that the 
wer of ultimate ition rests exclusively with the Executive. 


will read the resolution introduced in the House of Representa- 
tives at the first session of the Twenty-fourth Congress, July, 1836, 
page 1218 of the Journal. It reads thus: 


Mr. Mason, for the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
The recommend 


the — of the following resolutions: 
1. Resolved, That the nce 


Texas ought to be acknowl by the 
ae States whenever ‘actory information shall be received that it has 


successful a civil government capable of performing the duties 
and fulfilling the obligations of an independent power. 


The second resolution, which I will not read, rae that 
the House views with satisfaction the efforts of ths President to 


get that information. 
Here is a resolution introduced by Mr. Clay in the House: 
[Second session, Sixteenth Coperem, Agnehs, ' page 1082, February 10,1821. By 
; y. 


That the House of Representatives participates with the le 
of the Uniten Bembein the deepinterest which they feel for the geapeanot the 
of South America which are struggling to establish their 


States whenever he ney deem it ex 
independence of any of said provinces. 


Here is another one in regard to the ind dence of the United 
States of Colombia: -— 


(First session, Congress, ’ Annals. 

pi chee caia) - 

. the Senate and House of [Pasrersntatives {% Untied, Sates of 
and he and to 1 the independ- 
vee Colombia, and by an in of accredited min- 

fens of thet vernment with the United States 

e and Thet ouch of os vinces in South 
Spain ought tn tke i oe the Unieed Bat area 
a tes as 
There was a decision referred to which I have before me. I 
think it was slightly inaccurately quoted aun t incum- 
bent of the chair, the Senator from Texas [{Mr. TON]. Itis 
the case of vs. Chambers. I think the of that 
case is ao tas quoved by the rs ned 
aan Chief Justice Taney in rendering the on 


It decide how far the judicial tri- 
banale of ee eldes eee batore as, to di es like this when two 
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State: 
tral. 


whether. Texas had or had not at that time become an independent State 
was a qn 
charged with our foreign relations. 


exclusively is the executive department. 
whatever of any other branch of the Government in the exercise 
of any power relating to our intercourse with foreign countries is 


pointment of ambassadors and other ministers. 
recognition of the independence or belligerency is concerned, it 
occurs to me to be quite clear that if it is once established that 
the power to recognize independence resides exclusively in the 
executive branch of the Government it must perforce, a fortiori, 
reside in that department to recognize belligerency. 


sistible. 
bate sufficient to convince us that that power must reside with the 


dence thirt 
present, and having no sort of reference to the question before us, 
oS deliberately sought to be concluded by evidence that 
wo 

ment of Government exclusively, outside of any influence of the 


2973 


acknowledged to be independent, were at war and this country neu- 
t is a sufficient answer to the argument to say that the question 








estion for that department of our Government exclusively which is 


That department which is charged with our foreign relations 
The only participation 


the power of the Senate to ratify treaties and te confirm the ap- 
In so far as the 


It would seem to follow from a chain of reasoning that is irre- 
Mr. President, is not the spectacle presented in this de- 
Executive? Is not the spectacle presented in this debate of evi- 
years old brought to bear upon this question of the 


d establish nothing, sufficient to convince us that that depart- 
assions or excitement of the moment, is the branch to recognize 
lligerency? 

I have been led somewhat in my former remarks and in answer 


to questions that have been propounded to me to discuss the char- 
acter of testimony to establish belligerency and to the law under 
which we act. 
people struggling for liberty as long as we are bound by this code 
of international law, consecrated by the wisdom of ages; that law 
which softens the asperities of war and mitigates its horrors. 


It matters not what may be our sympathy for any 


There is no other law—not even the sublime law, the elevated law 
of humanity—that can be invoked as having the potency of guid- 


ing our official judgment as to a matter of fact. 


listened with great pleasure to the eloquent speech of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] on this subject. He is moved in 
common with the vast mass of the population of this country to 
sympathize with the Cubans. But are we to determine this ques- 
tion upon mere matters of sympathy or are we to determine it 
upon the language gnd the spirit of the international code? If 
we are to run a propaganda of humanity and Christianity all well 
and good; let us discard these laws; let us put aside such writers 
as Vattel, Grotius, Wharton, Wheaton, Pomeroy, Hare, Woolsey, 
and Dana; let us put aside the common practice of civilized na- 
tions, and let us go out upon an expedition to relieve the oppressed 
of all nations upon the high grounds of humanity, or religion, or 
some other sublimated ground. But we must cling to this law or 
we shall be outlawed from the circle of civilized nations. 

In the argument of the Senator from Texas {[Mr. CuiLton] I 
submitted to him the application of the doctrine of belligerency, 
or the doctrine of the recognition of belligerency as taken from 
Mr. Pomeroy. Mr. Pomeroy limits and qualifies to a great extent 
the definition of belligerency as laid down by Mr. Dana, as laid 
down by Mr. Hall, as laid down by other international writers. 
Mr. Dana’s definition of belligerency would embrace the whole of 
the insurgent territory as occupied and held by the successful 
insurrectionary forces. Mr. Pomeroy limits the occupation to 
certain well-defined territory, to a most considerable portion of 
the territory where the insurgent forces are warring, and he says 
it is indispensable that the power of the mother country shall be 
expelled from the country in insurrection and the country be held 
bytheinsurrectionarytroops. Theremust be anorganize i govern- 
ment, capable of fulfilling all the functions of government, and 
the war must be carried on according to the rules of civilized 
warfare. 

Apply these tests to the case of Cuba. Canany Senator say, first, 
that there is an organized government capable of fulfilling all the 
functions of government? Can he say, second, that there is any 
definite, well-defined portion of the territory of Cuba held posi- 
tively, held exclusively, by the insurgent troops? If any Senator 
can say so, Ido not know where the evidence is upon which he 
predicates that statement. It is not before us. There are loose 
statements in regard to the power of the insurrectionary forces. 
One day we hear of a terrific engagement at one point. They 
fight for five hours in an open field; they start off with a regiment 
of a thousand men, and before the contest is over in the flanks 
and on the rear there are two or three other regiments, and there 
are two or three men killed. But we do know from the reports of 
our consular agents that war is not carried on in the island of 
Cuba according to the rules of civilized warfare on the part of 
the insurgents. There is indiscriminate destruction of the prop- 
erty of that island. Rapine, fire, and sword appear to be sweep- 
ing that island with the besom of destruction, not by the Span- 
iards, but by the insurgents. 

Mr. DANIEL. Why do not the Spaniards stop it? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That question was successfully answered by 
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the Senator from Maine oe. Haz] when he asked why we did 
not put down the Semi: Indians in the Everglades of Florida. 
The Island of Cuba, according even to these consular reports, is 
the ideal country of guerrilla warfare. It is a long island with | 
but slight width. I believe it is stated, though Iam not certain 
about it, that the broadest portion of it is only about 50 miles wide. 
Upon one end of it, at Pinar del Rio, I think the width is about 
25 miles. The island is 750 miles long. The settlements, the 
Vee tng are along the seaboard, on either coast of the island. 
n the middie of it is a ridge of mountains, and those mountains 
are filled with inaccessible jungles and swam Therefore,a man, 
even with as little military knowledge as I have, which is but a 
trifle, knows that a country possessing such peculiar physical as- 
pects and conformation is the ideal country in which to wage a 
guerrilla warfare. 
Mr. HOAR. May Il ask the Senator from Louisiana a question? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 
Mr. HOAR. Necessarily I was absent in the early part of this 
debate, so I have not had the advantage the Senator has had; but 
has anybody mentioned in the debate the name of a single town 


held by the insurgents? 
Not one. I will state to the Senator from 
















































Mr. CAFFERY. 
Massachusetts that that is one of the conditions that Mr. Dana in 
his note tc Wharton lays down as essential te the acknowledgment 
of belligerency, and so have all the mternational law writers whom 
I have consulted. They make the statement that where war is 
isolated in the interior, and where the conflicting interests are not 
dangerous to the commerce of a country, there is very little place 
for the recognition of belligerency. It is only when the insurgents 
have their cruisers and steamers upon the ocean where questions 
arise that might make it necessary for the state having commerce 
with the insurgents to ize their belligerency. 

I have here a statement 1 have gathered from the consular 
as to the commencement of this insurrection. Here is a 
letter from Mr. Hyatt to Mr. Uhl. Mr. Hyatt appears to be in 
ow with the insurgents, as every patriotic man will be, if 
they are really trying to effect their independence and are really 


of it: 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
iago de Cuba, March 1, 1895. 
Sim: I have the honor to inform you that last evening I cabled you “ Prov- 
ince under martial law,"’ which I now confirm. 
On the 27th ultimo the gove neral of the island issned a decree, copy 
extract cial bulletin, declaring this province in a state 
the military authorities control of ee to 
ving insurgents eight days to present themselves be 


of war, giving 
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their ability and competency, and the 
are fully informed of the facts which 
petent to form a complete 
eae had mate up to Cube 
port of any political party in 
reforms, the promises 

suance, I 
Campos and the insurgents in 1878—a dread that the Spanis), : 
ernment would 
precipitate a revolution, thinking that if these reforms were .-\y., 
there would be no revolution. 


to interrw 


Senator thinks may be of 
fair. I do not wish to suppress any part of the testimony. 


troops, who are not familiar with 


Another importan 
ong the Spanish soldiers 
will far exosed their losses in 


Marcu 19, 
























resumption is that they 
= tell us, and are ¢ m- 
Mr. Barker states th; this 
6 4th of April, 1895, received the sup- 

and that for fear the promised 
made by the Spanish Government in yy. 
, of the treaty of capitulation between Mx): 


tinez 
rOY- 
undertook to 





yield these reforms—the hot-headed 


Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Louisiana will permit me 
him, he does not read all of the letter of Mr. Barker. 

ERY. Iwill read any part of the letter which tho 
use to him, for I want to be perfecily 


Mr. C 


Mr. DANIEL. I know that. e consular nt is speaking 
of a condition which existed nearly a year ago. also says: 

It is safe to say that there are at present bodies of insurgents, under 
arms, in the jurisdiction of Santiago de Cuba. must Reve a t ~~ = 
twice their number, as the country is an ideal one in which to harass roy); 


country. 
The communication then goes on to describe the then existing 


condition of affairs. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; I did not mean to suppress that. 
Mr. DANIEL. I have no idea that the Senator wishes to sup- 


press an. ‘ 
Mr. CAFFERY. That escaped me. The commercial agent 


Bays: 
It is safe to say that there are at bodies of insurgents, unde 
a ee SLien at tegatana a enne 


If the Senator will vead these carefully, he will see that 


reports 
the uprising started in the Province of Santiago de Cuba — 


Spain must have to meet these twice their number,as the country is an idea! 
one in w harass ; 


regular troops, who are not familiar with the vauntry 
t factor to be considered is the ravages that wil! be malo 
the summer months by yellow tever, which 


Mr. President, I have looked over these reports, and I have read 


what I think is the most Seneepane panies of them so far as relates 
to this discussion. Subsequently, er, to this date—some of 
them run up as far as December, 1895—there are reports of larger 
bodies of insur, 


There is one report which states tho sup- 
number of men enlisted in the insurgent army to be 40),(). 
re are constant statements in these letters of accessions to the 


public order, and Spani i i : but here hes 
exempt from punishment. panish troops from Spain by new arrivals; nowhere in these 
will skip and : 5 reports is it stated that the army is composed of exactly 
Soe oe aries on on bo ee ae — ana | ®° many men. So we are in some doubt, or, in fact, we are 
several on both sides killed and wounded. ‘The insurgent clement so far ia | left ut any evidence whatever to show the exact num! r or 
cont mnatthy to the uegre popaietion, which a gy whites =a i a na Spanish forces in ss -ooge'A . 

7 owners orms promised Governmen . can not, even if this body had power, whic 
ei pio ee | Tdony, tossceguiee bam font ly, in the discharge 







So, early in March, 1895, this insurrection occurring in the 
month previous, there is a statement that the property owners 
and the whites of that island had not up to that joined in 
this movement, and that it is confined mostly to negroes, which 
predominate in that island. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the date of the letter from which the 


Senator is reading? ‘ 
Mr. CAFFERY. - March 1, 1895. 

Mr. GIBSON. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am reading from the consular reports ob- 

tained from the Department of State by the Committee on Foreign 


_ L will read the letter of Mr. Barker to Mr. Uhl, of April 4, 1895, 
just a month and four days after the letter I have just read: 


COMMERCIAL AGENCY OF THE UNTTED 
Sagua la Gra 





gerence, conscientious! 
of this important and most delicate function, vote that there isa 
condition of public warin Cuba. It matters not to me, Mr. Presi- 


dent, whether this concurrent resolution has no force or not—that 
it has no force goes without sayi this belligerence is a matter 
of fact, and I am called on to the fact to exist, I halt imme- 
diately at the threshold and say that your testimony does not 
justify the conclusion you have reached. What have we to do in 
this very great and dignified body in regard to issuing pronuncia- 
mentoes? Are we co with expressions of opinion which 
bind nobody, which have no except for mischief? Every- 
body knows that the is excited; everybody who is 
at all conversant wi e ease with which popular entliusiasn 
may be molded into thunderbolts of war knows the danger of the 
two Houses of Congress deliberately expressing an opinion that a 
state of public war exists in Cuba. i 

Ido not undertake to say that this resolution will be a mre 
brutum fulmen as its moral effect, but I do undertake to 


clude before the hour of adjournment, will he yield to me {or ® 
moment? 


I yield to the Senator. 
. . Imerely wish to announce that at the conclu- 
sion of the remarks of the Senator from Louisiana I desire to 


of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Chief ee eee had passed 
it requested the concurrence oi (ue 








1896. 


A bill (EL RB. 1743) for the relief of the widow of Thomas L. 


Youv€i (H.R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. 8. Pratt; ; 
A bill (H. R. 2785) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 
‘A bill (H. R. 8582) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
ing against Henry H. Bailey; and 
A bill (H. RB. 39 — - —_ to a = op my 
: Company to construct and operate railway, telegraph, 
eek lines through the Indian Territory. | 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the f ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: ; : 
A bill (H. R. 1816) for the relief of Michael Ryan; and 

A bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of George H. Lott. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. HARRIS. This morning the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. Avpricu], the chairman of the Committee on Rules, pre- 
sented a resolution which changed the name of two or three com- 
mittees, and fo’ standing committees of some select commit- 
tees; after which, in conference with the financial clerk, the fact 
appeared that the clerks of those committees are not provided for, 
and under the resolution of this morning their salaries will cease 
from to-day. The Senator from Rhode Island being compelled to 
leave the , requested me to mt the resolution which I 
send to the to cure that ect. Iask for its present con- 
sideration. » ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cururon in the chair). The 
Senator from Tennessee asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a resolution which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Establish the University of the United 


States, the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, 
and the Committee on 


Corporations Organized i i oO bia, 

be, and they hereby are, catherine to employ a 7) — a 

Mr. HARRIS. Each one of those committees as a select com- 
ittee had a clerk, and under the resolution of this morning the 
clerks can not be paid, nor are they authorized to hold their posi- 
tions, without the passage of this additional resolution. 

The was considered by unanimous consent, and | 
agreed to, 











HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
ittee on Mili Affairs: 

. 877) for the relief of rge W. Harbaugh; 

. 1748) for the relief of the widow of Thomas L. 
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R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 

case of t. Henry 8S. Pratt; 

. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis; and 

. 8582) to remove the charge of desertion now 

Henry H. Bailey. 

R. 5914) to amend an act to authorize the Inter- 

Company to construct and operate railway, tel- 
through the Indian Territory was read 

referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

move that the Senate adjourn. 

was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 

to-morrow, Friday, March 20, 1896, at 12 o’clock 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THurRspDAy, March 19, 1896. 
House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


JAMES DUKE. 


Task unanimous consent for the present consid- 
the ao R. 572) for the relief of James Duke. 
was 


gig 
i 


a! 


Hi 
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w 
the further reading of the report. 
Is there objection to the consideration of this 


It seems 
How 


. This man obtained leave of 
the Seventeenth Wisconsin 


Before the expiration of his twenty-four hours’ leave 
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the steamer to which he belonged went away down the Mississippi. 

soon as he found that the steamer was gone he reported to Major 
McCauly, of the Seventeenth Wisconsin. Major McCauly took 
him to General McPherson, who advised him to wait until the 
steamer should return. But the steamer was soon afterwards 
blown up. As soon as Admiral Porter came there with his vessel 
this man went aboard and reenlisted. He told his story to the 
Admiral, who told him he was all right. The man served two 
years after that. 

Mr. LOUD. That seems to be a very good story, but while it 
may appear to be very plausible at the present time, it can not be 
a true story, because I do not think any officer of the United States 
Navy would have allowed a man to reenlist when he was known 
to be a deserter. I shall object. 

PATRICK RAINEY. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I ask unanimous consent for the pr: 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of 
Rainey. 

The bill and report were read. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to ask whether this 
bill has received consideration at any Friday night meeting? 

Mr. CROWTHER. It has not. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then I object. 

WITHDRAWAL OF A REPORT. 

Mr.HANLY. A report which I filed (Report No. 288) contains, 
as I have since discovered, some inaccuracies of fact. I should 
like permission to withdraw the report for correction. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


sent 


Patrick 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the coneurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands; 

A bill (S. 1862) to amend the act creating the circuit courts of 
appeals in regard to fees and costs, and for other purposes; 

A bill (5. 1835) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman against the United 
States; 

A bill (S. 1864) to amend the act creating the circuit courts of 
appeals in regard to cases arising under the revenue laws, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (3. 2347) for the relief of Laura C. Dodge; 

A bill (S. 1256) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of a 
public building in Camden, N. J.; 

A bill (S. 1169) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue Spring- 
field rifles to each State and Territory for the National Guard 
thereof in exchange for other rifles now held; 

A bill (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational 
perposes in Arizona; 

A bill (S. 1211) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to contract for the purchase of a lot of land opposite to the 
Gosport Navy- Yard; 

A bill (S. 2272) to fix the salaries of the chief justice and judges 
of the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Nolan; 

A bill (S. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 
corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, privi- 
leges, and franchises vested in that company”; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 75) providing for the disposition of cer- 
tain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints; and 

A bill (S. 191) granting to the State of California 5 per cent of 
the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
req 3 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in paper cover 2,000 additional copies of Notes on the 
Year s Naval Progress, General [nformation Series, No. XIV, prepared by the 
Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy Department, of which 500 copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate, 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 500 copies shall be for the use of the Office of Naval Intelli- 
gence, Navy Department. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. BR. 1616) to pension Michael E. Bricker, of Edgerton, 
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A bill (H. R. 5979) for the right of the Rock Island, Muscatine 
and Southwestern Railway Company to build a bridge across the 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal; 
ee (H. R. 6936) for the reconstruction of the Rock Island 

ridge; 

A bill (H. R. 8886) to reimburse W. W. Rockhill for moneys 
erroneously paid the United States; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 140) directing the Secretary of War to 
make a survey and submit an estimate for a breakwater in Mar- 
quette Bay; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 141) directing the Secretary of War 
to submit plans and estimates for the improvement of Fairport 
Harbor; and 

A bill (H. R. 6304) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the followiig Senate bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 
A bill (S. 2176) granting a pension to Thomas Pollock—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
AMBASSADOR BAYARD. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the resolutions from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs which were under consideration 


egy 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt] asks 
unanimous consent that the House resume the unfinished business 
of yesterday. Is there wbjection? The Chair hears none. 

r. HITT. Gentlemen opposing these resolutions have con- 
sumed thus far the greater part of the time. The arrangement is 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tart], a member of the com- 
mittee, shall now address the House. 

Mr.TAFT. Mr. Speaker, no one, I believe, disputes the fact that 
the President of the United States is the only authority having 
jurisdiction over Ambassador Bayard. But this fact does not 
carry with it the proposition advocated by our Democratic friends, 
that the House has no power and no right under the Constitution 
_ to express its sentiments in regard to the conduct of a diplomatic 
official. We are challenged to produce a precedent for the resolu- 
tion pending before the House. 

Mr, 8 er, it is a matter of congratulation that never before 
in the diplomatic history of the country has a similar instance 
occurred where a representative viola his duty and the Exec- 
utive failed toreprimand. Thisis a part of our history, of which 
Republicans and Democrats alike should feel proud. It is a source 
of deep regret on this side of the House that we are compelled to 
take suuinemes of a flagrant breach of diplomatic duty, and are 
forced now to make a precedent for all time to come. 

Democrats say that they would not vote to censure a Repub- 
lican ambassador were the conditions of this case reversed. ey 
are perfectly safe, Mr. Speaker, in making that statement. They 
feel morally certain that no Republican re representative 
would ever so far forget himself and his duty as to indulge in in- 
discreet public utterances on home politics. A Republican diplo- 
mat drops his politics the moment he crosses the boundary line. 
He represents his entire country. 

The complaint against Mr. Bayard is not that he is a free trader 
in home politics, but that, as an ambassador of the whole Amer- 
ican people, he took his home politics with him to a foreign coun- 
try and exploited them before a a audience. Under the 
unwritten law of the land Mr. Bayard, as the American repre- 
sentative, was invited to deliver an address before the Edinburgh 
Philosophical Institution. He accepted the invitation; and this 
privilege, a privilege secured solely by his official position, he 
abused by attacking a great political party in his own country. 
I say a tical party because protection is the foundation _— 
ciple of the Republican peer. lagoons on the Republican side. } 

‘o criticise an American ambassador is a most ungraciousduty. 
The American people prefer to relieve their foreign representa- 
tives of all criticisms whatsoever, especially of a partisan charac- 
ter, to the end that those representatives may feel secure in the 
undivided support of their own countrymen. When an ambas- 
sador, however, abandons his —— character, he not only 
embarrasses the Executive, but invites the widest of 
criticism upon all of his acts. If Mr. Ba to 
see an reprehensible in those acts, which are almost univer- 
sally by his coun en as manifest violations of dip- 
lomatic etiquette, diplomatic duty, and diplomatic honor, it must 
be because old age is mello those mental faculties which 
several years ago dictated t rules for the government of 
the diplomatic service, and which were so keen to Sispose of Lord 
Sackville- West for a comparatively trivial offense. 

In censuring Mr. Bayard, the Republican do not seek to 
weaken the strong natural bonds een the two great 
branches of the Anglo-Saxon race, but rather to repudiate the idea 
that those bonds can be strengthened by casti 
on the “kin beyond sea.” 


: 


ng the slightest taint | culture of 


Marcu 19, 


But, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Bayard, and his friends desire that ,) 
parts of his address shall be construed in their relations to ¢., h 
pa eae can ane done a 4 — neglects to do s»? 

ollowing the extract from Edinburgh speech quoted in ¢}, 
preamble of the resolution, Mr. Bayard says: oe the 

Under its dictation— 


He is speaking now of the principle of protection— 


individual enterprise and independence have been ressed and energ 
of ery and invention Tellliintel andl diesouresea. me the energy 
What more 


statement than this could be made, \; 
Speaker, in a country where the young man looks to our Reyu))|i¢ 
as a refuge which will afford him the best opportunities for +), 
Pa Nas of his individual powers and for the success of }\is 
individual enterprise? Mr. Bayard himself virtually contradicts 
this in another part of his address, which I will read, in which he 
Says: 

You will, I believe with mein holding the rapid growth and deve). 


opment of the United States to be the most remarkable page in the histor 
of civilized mankind. * * * ’ 


This marvelous progress can only be adequately accounted for by the frac. 
dom permitted to the units of that population, to each individual ¢itj,.., 
without surrender of comscienee, to enjoy the admitted right to accom))|is 


which Matiineibraly no teh Mandl te be commcianh, ont come ett or 
e c. le em- 
larked wah oerey ea digeeentiacn en bem 

As this rapid growth and development of the United States 
especially took place between the years 1865 and 1892, it is difficult 
to see what excuse Mr. Bayard has for saying in one part of his 
address that protection had oppressed individual independence, 
and in another part that the unlimi ited enjoyment of individual 
freedom had caused the rapid wth and development of the 


United States during a period when protection was our national 
economic policy. - Bayard ought to edit his address more care- 
fully and make oo harmonious. 

It is further urged, by way of extenuation and defense, that this 
address is ially le on account of its literary merits. 


Standards of literary merit Svary greatly, but I venture to assert 
that a vast majority of those who haveread this address. ani of 
those who have attempted to read it, will join issue at once upon 
that point. It was an unfortunate custom which forced Mr. Bay- 
ard = a literary platformin quasi competition with Mr. Lowell 
and Mr. Phelps. 

Mr. Lowell’s address on Democracy was a masterpiece of liter- 
ary workmanship; Mr. Phelps’s speech on the Law of the Land 
was a splendid specimen of clear and cogent reasoning; Mr. Bay- 
ay. Ban Poe — Freedom ee ae chiefly for 
its sti and pompous verbosity. e Magna Charta, 
the Declaration of lehopetenon ded the Federalist are all papers 
of mighty import to the human race; but they serve sometiries as 
prolific sources of ostentatious, philosophical observation whet a 
pedantic essayist strives for profundity of oe on constitu- 
tional questions. Sonar and laughter on the Republican side. | 

We have been taught to believe that the individual in this coun- 
try has a larger range of freedom than in any other country on 
the habitable globe. Our self-esteem as a nation is slightly 
shocked when our ambassador in effect insists that Anglo-Saxon 
civilization nurtures and develops individual freedom equally well 
everywhere, without reference to the form of govern- 
ment. Undoubtedly e rieties of the occasion required our 
ambassador to maintain that the individual freedom of the Eng- 
lishman was as t as that of the American, but in maintaining 
this what right he, in singling out his own people, to say: 

In my own omniry I have witnessed the insatiable growth of that form of 
state socialism styled protection? 

And then follow allegations and statements which ought to 
ae ° nae one oe m—e American a representative 
publicly u a country. 

In view of the fact that this House of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
Frese, with its remarkable Republican majority, succeeded to the 

ouse of the Fifty-third with its remarkable Demo- 
cratic ty, Mr. Bayard condescends to divide the mem!r- 
ship of House into two classes, the ‘‘ jobbers and chaffervrs,” 
who are onists and Repu and the “ statesmen,” 


who are traders and Democrats. [ hter on the Repub- 
lican side.] Every dollar of the salary which Mr. Bayard will 
draw 4 the year ought to sink deep into his tender 
conscience because the dominant of “‘ jobbersand chafferers 
contro the tion in ouse that amount to 
his credit in the diplomatic appropriation bill. 


He closes this part of his address by making the astonisling 
allegation that in this country, under the influence of protection, 
aoe liberty ceases to be the great end of the Government. 

¢ a monstrous libel upon his own Republic! And yet this 's 
said to be a mere discussion of an economic theory upon 42 
academic 

It was of his own country before the assembled 

of Scotland. It was a proclamation to Great Britain that 
in the United States, where protection prevailed, personal liberty 











ceased to be the great end of the Government. To be the 
more effective, and therefore the more censurable, such an arraign- 
an academic platform. 

Mr. Ba: oo yielding to the gentle and subtle influences of 


had 


. 


old age, circulated his ideas in the drawing rooms of aristo- 
cratic London, little or no attention would have been paid to him; 
but our am or proclaimed them upon the platform of the 
Edinburgh Philosophical Institution, a society composed of learned 
men, who give tone to public sentiment. For that reason he 
should be held to a strict accountability for his statements. 

Contrast, if you please, the undiplomatic and derogatory criti- 
cism of his own country with the high encomium of Scotland 
with which he closes his address. The conviction is forced upon 
one that he is willing to secure a little personal popularity by vio- 
lating the most obvious rules governing the conduct of diplomats 
the world over. , : 

When an ambassador of the United States has reached the point 
where he is ing to secure personal approbation at the expense 
of the dignity of his own country, and when his self-importance 
has become so expanded as not to permit him to recognize that 
his own position, strength, and influence in a foreign land depend 
upon the support of a united, dignified, and proud nation, it is high 
time that House, in reflecting public sentiment, should, by 
resolution of censure, command him to maintain the dignity of 
his own country and to subordinate his personality to the interests 
and the name of the entire American people. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention 
of the House and, in so far as it takes an interest in a matter of 
this sort, the country to some references made yesterday by the 

ntleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] from which, in my 
judgment, an unfair inference is likely to be drawn against the 
memory of @ man whose great public service to the country in 
time of war and in time of peace, as well as his distinguished 
American character, deserve better treatment at the hands of the 

of the United States. 

I refer to the attack, which was only inferential, and therefore 
the more insidious and the more damaging, made upon the char- 
acter and career of General Schenck while the minister of this 
country at the Court of St. James. What the particular purpose 
of the gentleman was I do not know. The matter was not ger- 
mane to any question pending before this House. It was wholly 
extraneous— ht in here from the outside and placed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD for some pepe, I assume; for I do 
not sup that the gentleman from Kentucky uses idle words 
and waive idle feats of posturing here upon a question of this 
. Assuming now, in the first instance, that there was 

in the career and conduct and life of General Schenck 
while a member of the diplomatic corps of the United States that 
does not conform to the high standard of morality taught and 
practiced by the tleman from Kentucky, assuming that it was 
outside his conduct, what has that to do with the question 
consideration? We are not investigating the career of Mr. 

in social life in the city of London. 

. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 


to ea 
Mr. @ VENOR. Certainly. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Do you deny anything I said 


about Mr. Schenck, the former minister to Great Britain? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I propose to deny that unfair inference 


ay gment to be made by you. 
.M Y of Kentucky. What was that inference? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me make my speech and you will then 


see, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Do you deny anything I said 
with reference to Mr. Schenck? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The inference was of two kinds, that there 
were two matters of history and two matters of record in which 
there was —— of censure against him as minister abroad in 
some way ng upon the duty of Congress in the matter on 
this question under consideration. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman does not repre- 
sent me correctly. 

Mr. G OR. Then if he was—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There was no inference about 
it. I charged that a committee of members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives investigated the conduct of Mr. Schenck, and on their 


under 
Ba 


a resolution was adopted condemning him. 
. GROSVENOR. I decline to yield. I decline any further 
interference. If the gentleman did not mean to assail the char- 
acter of a dead man, if he did not intend to be a ghoul that digs 


the grave of a dead man and drag him up here for some 


Wa, MoOREART ot went 
The en cky. 


I candidly stated facts. 
, R. The gentleman from Kentucky is not in 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to know if I can be 


attacked without having an opportunity to defend myself? 


XXVIII—187 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will wait. He can not inter- 
rupt the gentleman without his consent. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Thereisnoattackhere. Iamattacking no 
one. The gentleman’s language is before me, andl am making this 


| point—if he would not interrupt :ne—that either there was a pur- 


pose or inference to assail the memory of General Schenck or else 
it was idle words, nothing but words. Now.then, if I am right 
about that, how can the gentleman escape that proposition? _ 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Are you willing to yield to me? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want a speech. : 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. You spoke of me 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ideclineto yield. Itis not necessary: but 
to please the gentleman I will say that he either meant something 
or nothing, and he can take either horn of the dilemma. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am willing to tell you what 
I meant. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky knows as well 
as anybody in the House that he is not in order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to respond 
to a question asked by the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will not per- 
sist, of course. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
unless he gives it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have only a very brief time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Idonot. It is not necessary. It would 
only be a repetition of what we heard yesterday. It could not be 
anythingelse. Now, what wasit? Did he mean to assail the char- 
acter of General Schenck? If so, Iam here to defend him. Did 
he mean nothing? If so, I am here to protect the memory of Gen- 
eral Schenck against the inference that somebody else may draw 
from the meaningless utterances of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
What is the result? In regard, first,to the Emma mine. I am 
aware that a report was brought in here with 800 pages in it, and I 
am aware of a great deal more than that. I stand here and say 
that the conduct of General Schenck in his relation to the Emma 
mine, as illustrated and made perfectly plain by the subsequent 
history of that transaction, leaves that distinguished American 
without a blot upon his record, either public or private, and time 
will vindicate what I say by vindicating him. 

What is the highest proof of it? He became the owner of a 
large number of shares in that enterprise. There never was the 
slightest evidence that he was guilty of willful or knowing frand, 
and the best evidence of his good faith was that he invested a 
large sum of money in that property. Now, let me tell the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky what he doubtless did not know. General 
Schenck was reduced to comparative poverty in the long years of 
his sickness after his return from Europe and his retirement from 
public life, and yet so strong was his faith, so conscious was he 
of his good faith in that matter, that until the day of his death 
he paid every assessment upon that stock, and it stands to-day on 
the books oF the company in London, his property, with every 
dollar of assessment paid up to the hour of his death. When 
others sold out he stood fastand heldon. Andthatisnotall. He 
left behind him a very small and limited estate and three helpless 
daughters, proud of the record of the man whom I am vindicating, 
and soinsbued were they with thespirit which animated their father, 
and so full was their knowledge of the integrity and purity of his 
life and purposes, that they, out of the mere bare means of support 
left them, have, up to this current year, paid the assessments upon 
that stock, and have carried it along with the hope which they in- 
herited from their father that it would ultimately become valua- 
ble, relying always upon his declaration that it was valuable, and 
with the higher and better and purer hope that they would vindi 
cate the memory and honor and integrity of their father by paying 
these assessments and holding on to that stock until it might be- 
come valuable. So much for the Emma mine. 

I come now to the reference, the cruel reference, made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky to the publication of the rules of the 
game of poker. There is not an intelligent American on this con- 
tinent who has attained the age of responsibility and can read 
and write but has read over and over again the full explanation 
made by General Schenck, the full explanation made by the lady 
who was concerned in the matter, and to whom I shall refer, and 
the full and complete vindication against any imputation of im- 
propriety on his part, if impropriety there was, in the publication 
of that little pamphlet. Let me repeat briefly what there was of 
that affair, which is brought in here for some purpose or for no 
purpose. General Schenck, I believe, had some knowledge of the 

me of draw poker. I am abusing no confidence when I say that 
fhe told a friend of his once that he knew just enough about it te 
always lose his money in the game. [Laughter.] 

I do not wonder, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is shocked that an American plays poker. [{Laughter.] 


I am not going to take time 
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The gentleman seems to stand here to rebuke the people of Amer- 
ica who indulge in that great Western game. But there are grades 
and differences and degrees, and one thing I may add about Gen- 
eral Schenck, which I have from a gentlemen who knew a great 
deal more about him than I ever did—that is, that he died without 


leaving any unpaid poker debts. ee. That is at least 
something. In a company at the house of a distinguished Eng- 
lishman, where the game of poker had been introduced, General 
Schenck had talked about the rules of the game—I think he knew 
more about the rules than he did about the practice—and a lady, 
a distinguished lady, asked him to make, for her benefit, a writ- 
ten memorandum of the rules of the great American game, 

General Schenck, in compliance with the lady’s request, and for 
no other purpose, wrote out a few leading rules of the game of 
draw poker, and that lady, without his knowledge or consent, 
printed the little pamphlet which the gentleman from Kentucky 
paraded here yesterday. When General Schenck heard of it he 
was very much mortified—not that he was a hypocrite, for Gen- 
eral Schenck never tried to pose before the people of the country 
in a réle that he was not fitted for. {Laughter.] But he was 
mortified that a publication of that character should be made and 
his name placed upon it, because he feared the inference might 
be drawn that he was selling it for private gain, and he at once 
explained to the American people in a publication which nobody 
has ever contradicted, and which was confirmed by the lady con- 
cerned, the circumstances under which he had written the rules 
and the circuinstances under which they had been published, and 
nobody ever in my hearing until yesterday tried to make any 
capital out of that matter. 

seneral Schenck was one of the great men of the United States. 
He was elected to Congress as early as 1843 or 1844 from the State 
of Ohio. He became one of the leaders on this floor. When the 
war began he was at the very head of the Republican minority on 
the floor of this House. He was a distinguished leader and cham- 

ion of Republicanism, a man who very early discovered what was 

e real purpose of the war of the rebellion, and he promptly entered 
the service. He was in the first battle of Bull Run. At the head 
of the First and Second Ohio Volunteers he stood there like a wall 
of adamant when terror and disorganization swept away, practi- 
cally, the Union forces. He was at once recognized by Mr. Lin- 
coln as a man of commanding power and influence, and he was 
retained in the service during the whole war. He fell almost 
mortally wounded at the second battle of Bull Run. He was a 
soldier in the Army, a soldier in battle. General Schenck was in 
the Eastern army, standing like a wall between this capital and 
the onslaught of Early’s command. He won the distinction that 
he deserved; he became a major-general. He earned it on the 
battlefield, and he earned it in the councils of Lincoln, who sent 
for him over and over again to consult with him about important 
matters. So much for General Schenck so far as his military 
career is concerned. I will put into my speech in the RECORD a 
few comments of the National Cyclopedia of American Biography, 
which speaks very briefly of his career as a soldier. 


At the outbreak of the civil war in 1861 Mr. Schenck tendered his services 
to the Government and was commissioned brigadier-general of volunteers. 
On June 17 he was ordered to take possession of the Loudoun and ——— 
Railroad in Virginia as far as Vienna. The general commanding, wish to 
secure the , orde: General Schenck, with one regiment, to establish 

at certain points designated the road. The instructions were 
writing and were obeyed implicitly, General Schenck accompanying the 
expedition. en approaching V' however, with two comeaion of the 
regiment, the train was fired on by a Confederate force, 3 cars wert disabled, 
10 men killed, and 2 wounded. The tened eer on the locomotive at 
once uncoupled the engine, it being in rear of the train, and returned to 
Alexandria. General Schenck immediately rallied his few men and recharged 
with such courage that the Confederates, 500 in number, withdrew under the 
impression that a superior force of Federals must be near. This occurrence 
was the occasion of very severe attacks upon the General in the Northern 
ress, but Lieut. Gen. Winfield Scott, then the head of the United States 
y, jared that he was not to be blamed, but rather to be 
praised for his conduct. 

At the battle of Bull Run (July 21, 1861) General Schenck commanded a 
brigade in General Tyler's Pua soe it was against his orders—indeed in 
face of his declaration that if the officers persisted in their determination to 
retreat from the position which had been 
| son Bight to Wi . the part 
needless t me on 
a marked feature of that day's Woot Virginie an 

West 


to the command of a ein 


treat, he had the satisfaction of knowing that his 
General McDowell, pronounced these ochiavemants 
Heys (Jane 7, leas) the fighting be Bchenck’s beigede was chee protracted, 
eys (June 7, the t ck's ie was rp, 
effective, the enemy f back in confusion. 

the Federal forces gave way, however, that with the yor com- 
manded b Generals veg on Cluseret, were ordered to fall to the 
sinme Bontian whack they occupied before the battle, and did so in good 
order. When General Fremont ( the department 

of his command, he turned it over toGeneral nck, who d 
See Ee Sen eek, Sen eee the 


At the second battle of Bull Rur _- 
wounded in the wrist, and was carried 
Bistexce sword which had been 


= 


29. 1862) he was severely 
we ee had bet not eetll bas te 
that the knocked from his hand should be 
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found and taken with him to the hospital was complied with. 
until December 11 of that year that he was able 
he was then a to command of the Middle De 
Army Corps, with headquarters at Baltimore,Md. Here his adminis: - a 
was marked by his well-known executive ability, firmness, and detery, 
tion. But at this juncture it was felt that his personality and power 
experience could used by his country to r advantage in her 
councils than in her military activities, and therefore, on December 5 
he resigned his commission in the Army to take sqain his place in the | 
House of Congress, to which he had been elected from the Third Ohio ; 
gressional district. Upon resuming the seat which had been his a «,,, > 
years before, he was appointed by the Speaker chairman of the Com») \:;, 
on Military Affairs. a 
It has been well said by Mr. Whitelaw Reid, that “ahistory of his carne, in 
the Thirty-eighth, Thirty-ninth, and Fortieth Congresses, for he was rey...) 
nated and chosen by his party without opposition at each election. w., 
a complete history of the militar history of the country through the ;,, 
eventful years of the war, and r its close, and a comprehensive ace y)t 
of the whole causes of public affairs in during that period. Hoe rp 
sumed his position as one of the leaders of party. no man in Congress 
seemed so much actuated, not ey the general ideas of radical Repy), 
licanism, but especially and goneplona y by afervid hatred of Confederatos 
and of the Confede .” His ferocious party onslanght upon Fernan,,, 
Wood, of New York City,a member of the House generally credited \w;; 
secession sympathies, exhibits the man in his marked characteristic. 
Wood had closed a defense of Mr. Long of Ohio, whom it was propose t5 
expel from the House for peculiarly obnoxious conduct. General Sejenck 
) 


ul Tt was not 
to again take service. 4.4 


riment, Eiy th 


rose to reply, and said: “A student on natural history would have mv); ¢, 
learn on thisfloor. Somespecimens of thesnake family aresoslippery ‘|, 
seems impossible to classify them or to hold them toany position. [ find my. 
seif at a great loss to understand what grounds are occupied by the member 
from New York who has just taken hisseat. * * * 

“Being neither the war nor for the war, he would send com) 
sioners to Richmond to treat with those arrayed in armsagainst the oo. 
to offer thern terms of peace. How many others on his side of the House may 

with him I know not. But I do know this: Whenever any such pro) 
tions of Northern Democrats have appeared in their offers or sugges 
tions of peace have invariably been received b 





at Rich ond ith 
ng, and repelled with scorn. member and his friends, then a. 
willing and propose to crawl on their bellies to the feet of rebels and insur. 
gents in arms, and looking up Sea to say, “Oh, our masters, notwith- 
standing all your and scorn, though you may spurn us from your 
presence, we implore you to say whether you will not graciously agrée to 

some terms with us.’ comprehend this a’ ment in any 
other way. Thank Goa! I belong to no such as that. For the sake of 
manhood and humanity I would not trust too far whodo. * * * He 

(Wood) would p: terms of peace, and that peace he would offer to thos 
who scorn him. t still he would press his good offices. He 
sings the siren’s song of peace for the effect it may have at home. F. 
that he is willing to crawl prostrate to the feet of insurgents in arms. and 
say to them, _ oe enen aes ; tear from the flag of our glortous Union 
half its gleaming stripes; out as many of those stars as you can re: 
and extinguish; only ae that you may help us tosave the Dei 
party, so that we may r, as heretofore, enjoy power and t): 
together. For these we will so humble oursel 
ever humbled themselves before.’ * 

And if the gentleman from Kentucky desires it, f can put ina 
few extracts from another ae the same volume showing that 
after the war is all over a soldier upon the one side has seen fit to 
drag in here the and the public career of another sol- 
dier, now dead, who happened to be on the other side: 

He served in the war from 1862 until its close as major and lieutenant 
onel of cavalry under Morgan and Breckinridge. 

_ Now, Mr. Speaker, this is all I have to say about the matter. I 
have no feeling on the subject. General Schenck was one of the 
distinguished men of my State. To-day he is the idol in memory 
of the old Republicans of Ohio—men who belon to the Whig 
party and afterwards to the Republican party. They are not will- 
ing that any inference shall be drawn from any public declara- 
tion that General Schenck wes less than a magnificent American, 
a true patriot, a splendid citizen, and a devoted friend of the 
American Union and the libertiesof the American people. [Loud 
applause. } 

. Pearson and Mr. McCreary of Kentucky addressed the 


Shair. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] desiretooccupy? _ 

Mr. M EARY of Kentucky. Only a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The from Kentucky will proceed, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. r, in referring yes- 
fine 08 the aa of General Schenck eet seck - et 
him; I did not seek to say anything except w e record shows. 
And I am surprised, therefore, that the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
GROsSVENOR] should wince so much and rant so much simply 
because I stated facts. : 

In order to substantiate what I said yesterday, which was called 
out because resolutions were pending here which sought to crn 
sure and condemn our present ambassador to Great Britain. [ 
thought it was that we should give to this House, .0 
a fair discussion of the question, any instance where a minister 0r 
the istory athe I found bane Seat S Guest B tain 

bi one reat Brita 
_ had been sa and that was Gen. Robert C. Schenck. 
I did not attack General Schenck; I simply sought to give to the 
House information, and I based what I said upon the report oi 4 
committee of the House of tatives, which showed that 
on the 28th of February, 1876, the House of Representativ:s 
adopted a resolution in the following words: 


Resolved, That Committee on Affairs be authorized and in- 
nated te lemioetetaetite of the United States minister 





ves as none of God’s creatures 


col 









of St. James with the Emma mine. socalled; that it have power 


rt 
at the Cou and leave is given to said committee to sit dur- 


rsons and rs; 
tonend Sessions of the House. 

That committee performed its work, and gave usa volume, 
which I hold in my hands, of 800 pages; and the committee in 
concluding their report say: 

The committee therefore submit the following resolution and unanimously | 
recommend its by the House: : a 

“ Pesolved, + this House condemns the action of Gen. Robert C. Schenck, 
United States minister at the Court of St. James, in becoming a director of 
the Emma Silver Mine Company of London, and his operations in connection | 
with the shares of the said company and the vendors thereof, as ill advised, 
unfortunate, and incompatible with the duties of his official position.” 

I simply stated facts such as are shown by the pee made in the | 
Houseof Representatives. That resolution, which was reported to | 
this House by Mr. Hewitt, of New York, was afterwards adopted. | 
I referred to this case simply to show that there had been a reso- 
Jution heretofore adopted condemning the acts—not the words, 
the acts—of a ae who had been minister to Great Britain. | 
Now, that is I hve to say on that point. 

I had heard that while General Schenck was minister to Eng- 
land he wrote a book on “draw poker.” I felt, in investigating 
this matter at a time when another minister was being so severely | 
arraigned, that we should look into the history of other ministers 
to Great Britain. I sent tothe Si Library to ascertain | 
if that book was in the Library, and the Librarian, Mr. Spofford, 
sent me the book of Robert C. Schenck on ‘‘ draw poker.” I sim- 
ply referred to it asa fact. And I now substantiate all I say by 

ing to this House the report and the book. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me | 

word? 

. Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. General Schenck is dead and gone; and will ! 
the gentleman from Kentucky inform the House how in any way | 
the correctness or incorrectness of any action of General Schenck, | 
while he was minister at the Court of St. James, excuses, justifies, 
or palliates the action of the present minister to the Court of St. 
James? 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. I will answer the question. 
Mr. Speaker, it was a legitimate subject for me torefer to. There | 
were members of this House who hed charged that a minister to 
England had been condemned, and that therefore it was proper and | 
right now to condemn Mr. Bayard. I drew the line between the 
acts committed by General Schenck, when he was investigated and 


| 
| 
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a report presented to the House of Representatives containing 800 | 
, and this case of Mr. Bayard, in which there is a report 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs seven lines in length. I 
made a comparison between the two cases, and I said that this 
was the first time in the history of the United States when an 
effort was made to censure and condemn a minister for words 


ken in a 
er. PEARSON Mr. Speaker, this discussion is ——. such a 
wide that the real issue may be obscured. But I desire to 


serve notice upon the gentleman from Kentncky [Mr. McCreary |} 
and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DinsMoRE] that they can 
not play the of the cuttlefish in this discussion and obscure 
the issue and leave out of sight the real defendant. I have prom- 
ised my friend from Virginia [Mr. TucKER], my colleague on this 
, for whom I have the highest t, that he will not 
more complimentary to Mr. Bayard in this debate 
shall say, and say sincerely. 
Speaker, I am one of those who believe that the good name 
public servants constitutes a large part of the national 
a form of wealth that I would not barter for all that lies 
or beneath our soil. And I desire to say in justice to my 
that I take no pleasure in joining in the humiliation 
irit or in the degradation of an illustrious name. 
say in candor to my 


Republican friends that I have 
an admirer and a pao of Thomas F. Bayard, and I say 
among 


@ many eminent men whose names 
of American history “scarcely one 

id and none a more stainless name.” The 
——- of Virginia, the Pinckneys and the Rut- 
ina, the ae and Jays of New York, 
and Washburns of New England, the Carrolls of 
side with these names you must rank the 
Delaware, a name that goes back spotless and shining 


Middle Ages. 
haps one of the few members here pres- 
castle in the Ardennes Mountains, 
Dinant, on the Meuse River, known 
This is the spot referred to by the eloquent 
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. Cousins] in his address on yesterday, 
when he spoke of the of the Bayard family being traced 
Soe ideal of chivalry, the Seigneur Pierre du Terrail de 


chevalier sans peur et sans reproche”—an impregna- 
on three sides by the river and a natural rock 
feet in height, where he could be attacked but 
‘One quarter, and where he was never known to turn his back 
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on either enemy or friend. I have stood there on that rock and 
reflected with pleasure—that was some years ago—that this is 
indeed a splendid name, and one that is still worthily borne in my 
own country by a man who unites all of the qualities that make 
the model gentleman, just as his ancestors united the qualities 
that made the ideal knight. 

Mr. Speaker, I say this in all sincerity, and pay this tribute to 
the name of Mr. Bayard as a matter of justice But I 
desire to say, in justice to myself, to this House ) mv coun- 
try, that I regrét exceedingly that the Executive of this nation, by 
timely action, or that our ambassador, by reasonable explanation 





and right. 
and t 


on, 
or that the Democrats of this House, by reasonable concession in 
this matter and by a nonpartisan treatment of the question, had 


not relieved us of the necessity of demanding the censure of such 
a& man. 

Now, sir, there are only two questions involved in this case. 
The first is the question of power. Has the House of Representa- 
tives the power to pass the resolutions of censure? And second, 
Is the offense such as to justify this proceeding? Now, as to the 
question of power, that has been settled. The resolution of the 
minority in this case declares that the action of the majority, as 
proposed in the resolution of censure, is unwarranted and un- 
a With great respect to the other side of the House, 

desire to call their attention to the fact that two years agoa 
resolution was adopted, introduced by the then chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from Kentucky 
— McCreary], which in words and in terms censured the con- 
duct of our minister to the Hawaiian Islands. And what is the dif- 
ference between that case and this? There are just two points of 
difference: There the facts were denied and disputed; the alle- 
gations of facts were distinctly denied by the minister. Here the 
facts areadmitted. And yet in that case the Democratic party on 
the floor of the House exercised the right to censure a man for 
raising the American flag, while we are here to-day to censure an 
ambassador of the United States for lowering the national honor, 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

Now, 1 know the respect that the gentleman from Kentucky has 
for authorities, and but for that fact I would not trouble the 
House by reading a passage from one of the great lights of his 
party, to wit, Thomas H. Benton, with reference to the powers 
and duties of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Benton made this statement in reference to the powers of 
the House at a time when he was a Senator and was defending 
the power that we have and should exercise. In his Thirty Years’ 
View he says (volume 1, page 208): 

The high functions of the House were given it for wise purposes, for para- 
mount national objects. It is the immediate representation of the people, 
and should command their confidence and their hopes. Asthesole originator 
of tax bills it is the sole dispenser of burthens on the people and of supplies to 
the Government. 

Listen to this, my friends, if you kindly will: 

As sole author of anpeneiaerats itis the grand inquest of the nation, and 
has supervision over all official delinquencies. Duty to itself, to its high func- 
tions, to the people, to the Constitution, and to the character of democratic 
government require that it resume and maintain its controlling place in the 
machinery and working of our Federal Government, and in preventing an 
increase of the evils of our diplomatic representation abroad 

The gentleman surely will not contend any longer upon the 
question of power. It is simply now a question of propriety. 
Shall we exercise this undisputed right? Of course we do not ex- 
_ our Democratic friends to argue from a point of consistency. 

hat is not in their creed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
uestion? 

r. PEARSON. Iwill yield to the gentleman from New York 
after I shall have finished these remarks, which will be brief, and 
he can bottle up his question for the present. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Speaker, we come to the question of propriety. If Mr. 
Bayard bad been some obscure official, at some insignificant post, 
we might have passed by this incident; but standing as he does in 
the highest position in our foreign service, at the proudest Court 
in Christendom, we can not afford to ignore or to condone his con- 
duct and his words. 

A large part of the debate of yesterday was devoted to a discus- 
sion of the merits of protection. The merits of protection are not 
here involved. I am here to say to my Democratic friends that 
even if we admit the truth of all the unjust and intemperate as- 
sertions of Mr. a we do not and can not defend his words. 
I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky, if a man denounces his 
mother as a woman of vicious habits, and proclaims this among 
strangers—I ask the gentleman from Kentucky if that man is 
justified because he can prove the truth of his charge? Was it 
right for a man representing the entire body of the American 

ple, standing in the old capital of Scotland, close by the Holy 
Rood, in sight of that old castle whose foundation goes back be- 
yond the memory of man—was it right, was it proper, was it 
decent, for our ambassador to stand there in such a place, with 
such surroundings and before a critical and cultured audience, and 
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to brand the believers in this country in the doctrine of nrotection 
as jobbers and chafferers? 

And by the way, Mr. Speaker, as the facts are conceded, let it 
also be conceded in candor that when a man denounces the be- 
lievers in protection he denounces the Republican party of the 
United States. That is the bed-rock principle of that party, and 
you can not get away from that-proposition. I trust my friend 
will not dispute it. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. D1ns- 
MORE] yesterday in his remarks said it was the “‘ base stone” of 
the Republican party. Therefore when Mr. Bayard stood there 
and used these words that have been quoted and that are recited 
in the report, when he charged the whole of the American people 
who believe in this doctrine with believing in— 

A form of “ state socialism " which has done more to corrupt public life, to 
banish men of independent mind and character from the public councils, to 
lower the tone of national representation, blunt public conscience, create 
false standards in the popular mind, to familiarize it with reliance upon state 
aid and guardianship in private affairs, divorce ethics from politics, and place 
politics upon the low level of «& mercenary scramble than any other single 
cause— 

I ask my Democratic friends if they can justify such words as 
those, and if they can complain of Lord Salisbury, supposing they 
do justify those words—can they complain of Lord Salisbury, if 
he believed that the American people were such creatures as are 
here described, for declining to answer our demands in regard to 
Venezuela or otherwise treating us with respect? 

I ask them further, if these words of Thomas F. Bayard are 
true, how can a proud and sensitive man represent such creatures 
as he here depicts? If he had the chivalry of that old ancestor of 
his, whom the kings of the earth deemed it an honor to have come 
before them and make them knights—kings as they were, they 
esteemed it an honor to be knighted by the imposition of his glo- 
rious sword—if this were a worthy descendant of that great man, 
he would not represent such creatures as he describes us to be. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a very curious thing in this discussion 
that this tirade of Mr. Bayard was delivered exactly three days 
after the aga victory in American history had ever been 
achieved for the doctrine of protection. There was a littie dis- 
pute yesterday between the gentleman from Kentucky—a. little 
confusion of mind as to the dates in thiscase. I desireto say that 
there were two great victories for protection preceding this deliv- 
erance of Mr. Baryard, the first in November, 1894, and the next 
in November, 1895. The first victory was, as the gentleman said, 
in the matter of the election of Congressmen. But here were two 
lights that were shed upon the gentleman from Kentucky and the 
minister to Great Britain, and it seems to have the effect that in- 
creased light has upon the owl, the more light the more dazed the 
creature seems to be, and less capable of perceiving the natural 
objects of vision. [Applause.] 

desire to—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina allow me to interrupt him, as he referred to me? 

Mr. PEARSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. When you referred to the elec- 
tions of 1894 and 1895, which you say were so strongly for protec- 
tion, why did you not refer to the election of 1892, when 5,567,000 
Democrats oa Grover Cleveland and voted down the McKinley 

roposition 
. r. PEARSON. I will say that the election of 1892 is a “‘ back 
number,” and the men who were elected in that contest have now 
been condemned to private life, and will be in the next election. 
oe on the floor and in the galleries. } 

ow, let me call my friend’s attention to the existing situation 

that was presented to Mr. Bayard at the time when he made this 
speech. It was this: Three days after the friends of protection 
had swept these United States, the whole Northern part of it, from 
Cape Cod to Salt Lake—it was just three days after they had 
carried not only the North, but after they had crossed down to 
the State of Maryland and removed the despot’s heel from off her 
shore; and let me say, furthermore, if I can get the attention of 
my friend from Kentucky, for the first time in a generation the 
Republican cohorts, holding up the banner of protection, had in- 
vaded the State of Kentucky and carried their banner to victory. 
— applause.}] More than that, in the very native home of 

urbonism and the original habitat of blue grass and of the 
venerable gentleman who now antagonizes these resolutions [ap- 
plause], andat the very moment when Mr. Bayard was an i 
and holding up the cause of free trade, the dilapidated hulk o 
the Democratic ship, battered and beaten, was sailing up Salt 
River under the tattered and dishonored flag of free trade. [Re- 
newed applause. 

Mr. Speaker, from the day that George Washington put his 
illustrious ee to the protective-tariff bill in 1789, on the 
16th day of May of that year—from that day until the 4th of No- 
vember last there never had been such a victory for the cause 
of protection, even in the time of war, even in the year when 
Abraham Lincoln ran for President the second time, and even 
when this House had only a portion of the States of the Union 


—— 
represented. The Democrats had 36 votes here; and now he 
many have they from the Northern States? tly a baker's 
dozen. [Laughter.] The unlucky number of 13. And if you 
will leave out of account the cities of New York, Boston, and San 
Francisco, where the foreign population have not yet lea ned 


Ww 


American ideas, and consequently invariably return’ Demo; ats 
here—leave out of account these great cities, and your entira 
membership from the Northern States can be counted on the 


~~ of this hand. [Applause.] Was thatatime, when yoy 
find this House in. such a shape, for you to denounce the doct;ine 
of a. It needs no defense at my hands. Mr. Speaker | 
shall not detain the House with the discussion of its merits, but 
I desire to ge on record, inasmuch as that doctrine has been 
ee assailed, as ee this deliberate belief: That the 
policy of protection has done more to raise the standard of wages 
in these United States, to brin — and comfort to the homes 
of our working classes, to te inventive ingenuity, to de. 
velop our varied resources, to convert potentialinto actual wealth 
and pour revenue into the Treasury, to make the nation independ. 
ent, proud, and strong—aye, more than that, to save the nation’s 
life in time of war—than any other single cause. [Applause. | 

Now, the House must have been very much interested yester- 
oS in watching the maneuver of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dinsmore}. Finding that the law and the facts in this case 
were against him, he proceeded to bring in an issue which, | think, 
Mr. Speaker, ought not to be disc in this House, and which 
I know the Republicans of this House will not allow the Demo- 
crats of this House to decide; and that is, who is to be the Presi- 
dential candidate in the coming contest? I shall only say this, 
and I shall say it deliberately, that the cause of protection hag 
triumphed in the last two elections, and it will triumph in the 
election for which we are now preparing; and more tian that, 
the American people have a settled conviction in their minds that 
there will be no genuine return to prosperity in this country un- 
til there is a genuine American protective tariff on our statute 
books. [Applause.] And while I know that the Republican 
= great embarrassment in this emergency is the superabun- 

ant wealth of Presidential candidates, or rather of Presidential 
timber, the Democratic party will not be permitted to decide who 
that candidate shall be; but I will tell them, and [ will tell the 
country, and I will tell om who chooses to ask of the mat- 
ter, that the man who carry our banner to victory in the 
coming contest will be that man who measures up most nearly to 
the ideal standard, to the living impersonation, of the beneficent 
doctrine of protection. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 
Let me tell my friends on the other side that they make a mistake 
when they spring this question here. We are more likely to go 
contrary to what we think + na want, gentlemen, than to agree 
with you. It has been considered policy among Republicans 
when they see what the Democratic party wants to do exacily the 
reverse. 

“Mr. McMILLIN. 
question? 

Mr. PEARSON. Not right now. I will hear the gentleman 
later. I want to add this, Mr. S er. The first applause which 
greeted the eloquent em of the gentleman from Arkansas yes- 
terday came from his friends when they heard him take that tack. 
Many of them had been leaving this 1, but when he entered 
upon that theme they rushed back to hear and applaud what he 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


might say in di ent of th > man whom the ocrats most 
do fear. | that ae they Bo themselves away,” and 
they did not injure the man against whom the gentleman from 
Arkansas read here an irresponsible interview. e question in 


this matter is not the character of General Schenck; it is not the 
character of Mr. Lowell; it is not the character and prospects of 
any man who is to be our candidate for the Presidency. ‘The 
uestion is simply this: Shall we permit our minister to Great 
Britain to use such language as he has used and let it go unre- 
buked? Ispeak here as a Southern man; I s here as a protec- 
tionist. I will say to my friend from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor | that 
it was my misfortune, or my good fortune, to be only 8 years of age 
when the war broke out, but if I had been eight or ten years older 
I should, of course, have cast my lot with my people in the South, 
and I should then perhaps have commanded his attention more 
closely than I am commanding it now. a oo and applause. | 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to assurethe gentleman from North 
Carolina that I have heard every word of his eloquent speech. It 
=e bad ee — al ee, to be engaged 
or while listening, most instractive—— 

Mn PARSON. “Mr. Speaker, I decline to be interrupted ex- 
cept by applause. [Laughter.] But let me say here seriously on 
this question of protection that to speak as a loyal South- 
ern man who believes in the e and who is glad to come 
here to add to the number of its friends, and when any man 4+ 
saults that doctrine he assaults not only me but he assaults the 
16,869 believers in that doctrine who sent 1¢ here to uphold it. 
[Applause.] My friend from Ohio speaks as a man who has bec) 
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on the battlefield, and I take it for granted that he has been; but | has been summoned as another ally to our friend’s protection 
I want to call his attention and the attention’ of the gentleman | party. From the time that the first tariff bill was passed that 
from Iowa and of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to one fact. | my friend refers to, in 1789, down to the present day the class of 
Will you not admit, gentlemen, that the men who opposed you in | men that got the first taste of protection have been croaking 
that conflict were as brave as yourselves? Will you not concede | for more and were never satisfied until the McKinley bill passed 
that that means as brave as any that ever lived in the tide of time? | into law—the consummation of their fondest hopes! 
[A plause. } And my honorable friend has described, with humorous touches, 
How did you defeat them? When did you first mark the waver- | the visit of the raven, that bird of evil, as he sat crouched above 
ing of their columns? When did you first observe the weakening | his chamber door after the election of 1892. Its direful proph 
of their serried ranks? It wasafter every Southern port had been | ecies as heard by the gentleman were not caught by the people of 
blockaded, after the munitions of war and the means of getting | the United States, but if I may enter the domain of imagination 
them had been cut off. It was then for the first time that you | into which we are invited by the gentleman I can the more easily 
noticed the failing ee of your brave adversaries. Why was | discern the raven on that night when the people of the United 
it? It was because we of the South had been an agricultural com- | States had spoken with an emphasis not to be misunderstood, not 
munity, while you of the North had been a manufacturing com- | seated above his chamber door, but upon the Goddess of Liberty 
munity. The South had for a long time opposed the doctrine of | on this capital, and its hoarse voice muttering in sepulchral tones: 
rotection and had not felt its benefits. The North had realized The McKinley bill, nevermore! 
its benefits and gone largely into manufacturing enterprises and | Laughter. | 
had thus become independent. Those poor men of the South, after Mr. Speaker, I desire to return my personal thanks at the outset 
they were cut off by the blockade from the outside world, had no | to my friend who spoke on yesterday so beautifully about the Chi- 
means at home of repairing their losses in the way of military | cago Exposition. I went through it in imagination, pictured by 
stores or other supplies. hey could not make cannon, a5 you | his imagery, his art, his skill. But, sir, as I heard him dk pict the 
could. They could not make powder, except in a very few places. glories of the Republic as seen at Chicago, all brought about as he 
They could not make shot, nor shell, nor blankets, nor any of the | claimed by this power of protection—when I heard him tell how, 
various necessaries for carrying on war. You could make every- | |eaving that Exposition, he traveled eastward, carrying with him 
thing that your men needed, and I venture to say here, and I hope | theimpressions of that greatscene, onto thecity of Washington, and 
Is not be misunderstood, that you must have been victorious | how on reaching Harpers Ferry, on the Potomac, the gateway to 
in the end in that conflict even if the depleted ranks of Southern | the most beautiful valley in our land, his imagination spontane- 
heroes had been recruited again and again. The result would have | ously ran riot with his thoughts in painting that beautiful picture 
been the same, because you could make what you needed, while of liberty and freedom—liberty of thought and freedom of action— 
they were cut off from what they must have in order to maintain | the thought occurred to me, Why is it that my friend who had 
the contest. d . been visiting Chicago, the home of the sainted Lincoln (to use his 
Now that that war is all over and that we can accept its re- | words), the home of Grant, the friends of protection—why was it 
sults, can_we not all admit that protection helped to save this | as he sped his way across the continent through the prairies of 
Union? Can we not admit that protection helped to give us one | Indiana, the home of Benjamin Harrison, the friend of protection, 
flag, over one splendid and harmonious Republic, instead of two | and across the broad area of Virginia’s proudest daughter, Ohio, 
flags wa over an uncertain number of discordant States; to | the home of your Garfields, your Grosvenors, your Wades, your 
give us one Constitution under which we can march on toonecom- | Hayes, all friends of the protective doctrine—why was it that that 
mon, glorious destiny? And I can say further, Mr. Speaker, rev- | beautiful apostrophe to liberty and freedom came to my fnend’s 
erently, truthfully, and loyally, knowing the — courage of | mind, not when he was dwelling among the heroes of protection 
the Southern men, knowing their devoted loyalty, knowing their | and bound by the intellectual slavery which it teaches, but only 
matchless, voiceless, fruitless sufferings, that if they could speak | when he had inhaled the pure air of old Virginia, in sight of the 
from the sunken trenches to which your bullets and your bayo- | home of that doughty champion of the people's rights, beneath the 
nets consigned them, they would echo the voice and the sentiment | shadow of those hills that guard the home of William L. Wilson, 
of the living: ‘It is better as it is—one flag, one country, one uni- | the glorious champion of commercial freedom? 
versal om.” [Prolonged ae I feel that I have not 
one out of my way in saying thus much for the cause of protec- | commercial bondage had received its death blow. 
on. : 5 ‘ I want to remind my friend that there is yet hope for him. No 
Now, Mr. Speaker, if we pass this resolution we declare to the | bird freed from its cage ever sang a sweeter song to liberty than 
world that we intend to maintain and to defend the an has | he. So when his mind was once disenthralled and freed from the 
made us prosperous in peace and invincible in war. Pass it, and | slavery of the protection idea, and only then, did it evoke a senti- 
if it carries a sting to a lofty spirit it will carry & warning to all | ment, the inspiration of the moment, natural to his heart and 
meaner ones. Pass it, and hereafter when our ministers and other | worthy of all commendation. If my friend will only give us the 
as to the Department of State for instructions it | pleasure of his presence just a little more in old Virginia, along 
not be necessary to admonish them that the man whocarries | the murmuring waters of the Potomac and the Shenandoah, | 
the nation’s commission abroad ought not to denounce his coun- | think I can safely guarantee to the country some future effusions 
trymen among strangers. Pass this resolution, and if our ah od | on liberty and commercial freedom that will be creditable alike to 
sentatives abroad can not boast of our institutions they will at | him and his people. 
least pay us the poor tribute of their silent contempt. Passit,| Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not, without seeming to be fulsome in 
and let it never be expunged until the day of doom, until that day | flattery, say what I would like to say about my friend’s speech. 
of gloom and shame when the r resentatives of the American | But really I think he got a good way from the point under discus- 
le will no longer dare to defend the fair name of their coun- | sion. Indeed I think I am not stating it too strongly when I say 
against all enemies, foreign and domestic, against the assaults | he soon landed in Chicago, and stayed there most of the time dur- 
of the open foe, amd against the insolence of the public servant | ingits delivery. I want the House to look at thisquestion frankly, 
who would exalt his party by debasing his country. [Loud ap- | fairly, and honestly, and let us see what is the charge made in the 
—. resolutions. The resolutions recite the fact that Mr. Bayard used 
Mr. TUCKER, Mr. Speaker, if I can recover sufficiently from | these words: 
the of the eloquence of the gentleman from North Caro- He, the President of the United States, stands in the midst of a strong, 
lina ° PEARSON] and of my friend from Towa [Mr. Cousins], self-confident, and oftentimes violent people 
I desire to submit some observations on the pending resolution. I Do you object to that? No: you say we do not obje ct to the 
did not have the good fortune to attend the Chicago Exposition; | word “‘strong.” We do not object to the word “self-confident,” 
but since hearing the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cousins] on yes- | but just think of speaking of the American people as “oftentimes 











[ Applause. | 
His mind, once fettered, burst its bands in an atmosphere where 








terday I rather tulate myself that I was saved the trouble, | violent.” 
because we have it so beautifully portrayed by him that a visit But let me read further: 
would have been unn , 


ecessary . ; M h sk to have their own way— 

My friend has brought to the protection side of his argument Rsheen pe ae Sueinik, ilies did won act bere? Biv alloca 
some allies that are new to me. I was aware that pretty much ee eee we alg egy AM er Sty 
everything in heaven above, in the earth beneath, and in the your — to have their way and yielding to them without a 
until : c ed for the a — a. but en to have their own way; and I tell you plainly that it takes a 
try ti remdea tak aes a ‘eal fact thet oven the iis end real man to govern the people of the United States : 


Now, suppose Mr. Bayard had used this language instead of the 
ction wore tobe conaldcted loyal ailie of tho protectionist. P| 0°: 
Mr. Speaker it is not : to d thought, that The President of the United States stands in the midst of a weak, distrust- 
the . ’ surprising me, on secon: OUg_nL, ths ful, and amiable people, men who never seek to have their own way; and I 
owl or the bat should be a protectionist, for they are blind in | teil you plainly that any man, however pusillanimous and weak he may be, 
the face of “Fimocts companions to my honorable friends on the | can govern the people of the United States. 


ter and applause.} And the croaking raven | Laughter. | 















Would you have condemned that language? 

Mr. LACEY. Would not that have been about as near the 
truth as the other? [Lanughter.] 

Mr. TUCKER. ell, if the cap fits you, my friend, you may 
wear it. It does not fit me. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Why, Mr. 5 er, if that had been said of the American people 
you would have heard a howl from Dan to Beersheba. But these 
resolutions are sought to be justified because Mr. Bayard used the 
word “ violent.” hat does ‘‘ violent” mean? It means ‘‘ vehe- 
ment,” ‘‘ impetuous,” in theaboveconnection, and for my part, look- 
ing at the history of the Anglo-Saxon people and their splendid 
achievements in civil liberty and human progress, I am proud to 
claimdescentfrom such arace, “strong,” “self-confident,” and even 
sometimes‘ violent.” Magna Chartacould never have been wrested 
from an unwilling king by a weak and vacillating people. This 
continent that my distinguished friend described in his address 
on yesterday could never have been redeemed from the wilder- 
ness by any other than such a people. But you object to the term 
‘‘violent.” Areyou trying todeceive yourselves, gentlemen, about 
that? Are you afraid to say openly that you believe the American 
pean are “sometimes violent”? 

r. GROSVENOR. All the people, you say? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TUCKER (continuing). Have we had noviolence at Home- 
stead, at Chicago, at New Orleans, inOregon—aye, more, my friend 
referred to the condition of things in Kentucky a few moments 
ago; have we had no violence there? No; but we have had the 
military called out by a Republican governor. I suppose it was 
thought proper to use it as an escort of honor to the legislature. 
{Laughter and applause. 

Now, gentlemen appeal to us to be honest. Be honest with 
yourselves first. Gentlemen will not deny the fact thatthe Ameri- 
can people are sometimes violent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TUCKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is true that men sometimes steal down in Vir- 
ginia, but would the gentleman like to have the people of Virginia 
characterized as ‘“‘sometimes thieves”? [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam es obliged to my friend. I have 
no objection to any man in Virginia who deserves the appellation 
being called a thief, but I prefer my friend to take another exam- 
pie: for instance, Texas. [Lauter I have no objection to its 

ing said the records of the courts of Virginia show that some 
men have been convicted of stealing. But, Mr. Speaker, such a 
question is trifling with the subject. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question 
just there? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. You understand that Mr. Bayard’s remark 
included the American people as a whole. 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How could you say, then, that the fact 
that one man steals in a given place, or commits violence in a 
particular place, or that there is mob law somewhere would jus- 
tify a characterization of the entire people? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Why, they stole the Presidency once, in 1876. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And that is just why you are feeling bad 
all the time. 

Mr. TUCKER. My friend has come to me with all the sweet- 
ness and amiability of old Santa Claus [langhter], whose proto- 
type he is; and my friend never comes to us in debate without 
bearing “good things,” just as Santa Claus does when he comes. 
My friend asks me now, with a sweetness of tone that would 
charm a bird out of a tree, whether this is not a general charge. 
Does it not comprehend all the people? Why, as soft and sweet 
and amiable as is my friend's manner now, would it shock this 
House if I say that I have seen even so amiable a gentleman as he 
violent in this House? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ere you violent at the same time? 

Mr.TUCKER. Well, you generally makeme violent. [Laugh- 
ter.] Why, Mr. Speaker, you are trying to fool yourselves. Vio- 
lent? Let me refer the gentleman from Iowa to an authority on 
this subject, one perhaps he has never seen, and one I feel sure 
that very few of my Republican brethren have seen—I want to 
refer you to the Book of Books. There it is written by the penof 
inspiration, by Almighty God himself: 

° The Kingdom of Heaven suffereth violence, and the violent take it by 
orce, 

Not a sweet, amiable man like my friend from Ohio. [Laugh- 
ter.] John Randolph on one occasion said that he had read that 

a hundred times and had never understood it. I am 
very much afraid my friends on the other side have never read it 
= therefore it is not to be that they should under- 
stand it. 


The violent take it by force. 
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Not the weak, hesitating, indifferent man. So that the ulti. 


mate hope of every rati being, that which we hope fo 
as the end of all things in the life ameall the grave, here = Se 
told, by the pen of inspiration itself, can only be attained by 4 
violent struggle. And yet gentlemen come in here and are seek- 
ing to criticise a man like Mr. Bayard for speaking the truth, when 
you know it is the truth. 

Now, let us see, Mr. Speaker. 


Oftentimes violent people, men who seek to have their own way— 

Do you object to that? Do you know anything about the Amer- 
ican people? Of all the people on the face of God's earth I honor 
them because they do to have their own way, and no other 

ple’s way; and the only way you gentlemen ever got here was 
9y having in you that principle which you are trying to condemy 
in these resolutions— 
men who seek to have their own way, and I tell you plainly now— 

I believe my honorable friend from Ohio criticised this passace 
yesterday— 
and I tell you plainly t i ale of the 
ond ts see 2 y that it takes a real man to govern the people of t 

Great exception is taken to the word “govern.” Is my friend 
not governed? The idea is that our people are self-governing. 
Why, Mr. Bayard, in this very pamphlet, on 18, in his Edin- 
burgh speech, illustrating his meaning, toulieut our people and 
the flag that waves over them from the Pacific to the Atlantic 
coast as ‘seventy millions of self-governing, vigorous, and inte|- 
ligent people.” 

But gentlemen object to being governed. Have you not a gov- 
ernor in Ohio? Have you not a governor in M—I was going to 
say in Massachusetts; but, Mr. § er, the hand of Providence 
has recently taken from that old Commonwealth its governor. 
whom we all honored and ted in this House yearsago. But 
has not every State in this Unionagovernor? Whatdo you mean 
by it? Do you mean that the people are not oe Oh, 

are sticking in the bark, and you know it. t do you mean 

y saying that the man who is President is governing the United 
States? You mean that he is executing the laws of the United 
States. And do you object to saying that he must be a real man? 
Ah, my Republican , do you object to that? In this day 
of President making—in this House, elected for one purpose and 
devoted to another, that of President making—do you shrink from 
— we of manhood which has been for you by Mr. 
yard? 

Are the friends of that statesman from the far-off home of the 
gentleman of Iowa afraid to trot him up to be measured by this 
standard, that it requires a real man to be President? is my 
friend from Ohio afraid to put up his candidate, the Napoleonic 
gentleman from Ohio, and have his measure taken by that stand- 
ard? Or are the friends of that masterful man who has stood in 
this House as the leader of his a for afraid to measure 
him by thestandard of realman ? Itlookstome, Mr. Speaker, 
as if gentlemen were oversensitive, afraid that this test of real 
ménhood might exclude some favorite son from entry in this go- 
as-you-please Presidential hurdle. I want a real man for Presi- 
dent. not be afraid of your candidate on that line. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think if there ever was a bald pretense, if 
there ever was a piece of buncombe gotten together in the House 
of tatives w which to base a censure,the first part of 
this resolution contains it from inning to end. 

But now wecome tothe next resolution. Mr. Bayard has stirred 
upahornet’snest. Hehasassailed ion, which, like the sacred 
animal of Egypt, can be touched by no impious hand. He has of 
fended the national honor and the national ity, itissaid. Why. 
Mr. Speaker, our Republican brethren are as sensitive about this 
matter of protection as a man whose father was hanged, who never 
could see a rope without fainting. [Laughter.) What are you 
afraid of? I will tell you before I close what you are afraid of. 
You came to this House from the last campaign oo from 
every stump that if you got _ you would write upon the 
statute books of the country a high-tariff law, and you have been 
afraid to doit. You have afraid even to try it; and you have 
passed a little bantling, a 15 per cent increase, a horizontal Mor- 
rison bill. Truly, Mr. Speaker, the stone which the builders re- 
jected, the same has become the head of the corner. That hori- 
zontal principle which used to be the embodiment of laziness, «= 
Governor McKinley called it, is now the principle upon which you 
stand in this House. But, Mr. Speaker, this is remarkable. 


Is it not insatiable? Did it not start in 1789 with an 8 per cent 
tariff duty, and did it not land in the bill with a 50 per 
cent duty, or thereabouts? The more it got more it wanted. 
In 1789 they had it for the protection of the infant. After a 
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hundred years the infant was still in its swaddlings, but it required 
food— 

cach I believe Is done more to foster class legislation and create inequal- 

ity of fortune— 

Is not that true?— ; / . 

Go, Mr. Speaker, to the agricultural States of this Union, and 
then to the manufacturing States, and see if this is not true; and 
mark the disproportionate increase of wealth in each. Thirty 
years ago, if you went to the city of New York and walked down 
the street, a millionaire was pointed out to you as a very remark- 
able man, something worth seeing. Go there now, and you can 
not keep outof the way of them. Ican, but youcan not. [Laugh- 
ter.] Where did it come from? Yon boast that since the war— 
my friend from North Carolina has just boasted—that the pro- 
tective system has been stronger and higher than ever before, and 
the higher you have gotten it the more inequality you have had. 


A hundred jonaires to-day where one existed thirty years ago! 
You have had a high protective system since the war, and it has 


prought with it the inequality of fortune which Mr. Bayard so 
aptly describes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
question there? % 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Isit not true that great fortunes in this coun- 
try, like that of Jay Gould and those engaged in the oil trust, have 
been made from avocations that have not been protected? 

Mr. TUCKER. Well, I think that may be true in those cases. 
My friend has excepted two. 

r. MILLIKEN., I could except a great many more, but I did 
not want to take up the time of my friend. 

Mr. POWERS. What about “Boss” Croker? 

Mr. TUCKER. I believe he is in the horse business. That is 
an agricultural product; and if he is a millionaire, I am sure he 
did not make it out of horses or any other agricultural product. 
To continue, Mr. Bayard says: 

Has done more to foster class legislation and create inequality of fortune, 


Will my friend allow me to ask him one 


nee 


to public life, to banish men of independent mind and character from 
the public councils— 

Why, Mr. S , where is William L. Wilson? A Cabinet 
officer in this ernment; but if the reports are to be believed, 


it can not be doubted that he was def for Congress by money 
supplied from the protected industries of this country. here is 
that tribune of the people, William R. Morrison, of the State 
of inois? Years ago you remember that memorable fight, when 
by the use of money gathered from these same gentlemen he was 
required to retire to private life, only, as some of us believe, to re- 
turn again in triumph to a House whiterthan this and more com- 
mensurate with his ability and rugged character. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. } 

puitivcomstlines erestetalee standards inthe popular minds * * divorce 
ethics from politics, and place politics upon the low level of a mercenary 
scramble than any other le cause. 

Mr. Wilson, in a speech delivered in this House on April 7, 1892, 
declared openly that the protected industries of this country as- 
sembled here through their agents had left their final demands 
upon the table of the Ways and Means Committee—a member of 
that committee I see sitting before me to-day—and their demands 
were written into the law of the land as they, and not as the tax- 
payers, asked. I quote from his speech: 

HOW TARIFFS ARE MADB. 


Mr. . we have had in this debate a series of extrav-gant eulogies on 
the law of 1899. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DrnaLEyY] pronounces 
it to be “consistent, comprehensive, and complete, with all the different 


pts and justly related.” The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
ALZELL it as “ plete, comprehensive, and logical.’ Other 
gentlemen have used stronger words of se 


Now, sir, I want to call the attention of the House to the manner in which a 
plete” protective tariff is built = 
ofthe present iow, My friend from Michigan [Air, Bunnows) and my friend 
Ww. nd from . BURROWS] and my frien 
from New York [Mr. PArne] each for himself indulge the same pineosart illu- 
all bers of the committee which reported the law to 


, there isabundant and unimpeachable evidence 


to the ee of od a — =o patien one § ent 

Pan use the erence report, 
said it: rite schedule has the eae —— of the 
" Association, and of the several State associations 


the Committee on Ways and Means of the last Congress, I find that Mr. Wil 
liam Whitman, president of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers 
said he “had framed two clauses” prescribing the taxes on women's and 
children's dress goods, and these clauses turn up as Mr. Whitman framed them 
as sections 374 and 375 of the McKinley Act, with a blank in the provisos, filled 
doubtless according to the same gentleman's suggestion Lafighter 

At page 281 of the hearings, Mr. Isaac N. Heidelberger, im behalf of the 
Wholesale Clothing Manufacturers, submitted a memorandum of their de- 


mands, and that memorandum, so far as it related to woolen clothing, is 
substantially embodied in paragraph 3% of the act Laughter 

The makers of firearms appeared (at page 1255) with the sections the 
wished “incorporated and made a part of the tariff schedule of duties, ‘and 


those sections appear in their own words as paragraphs 169 and 17Vof the act, 
with a single trifling change Laughter 


Again, at page 92 of the hearings may be found the demands of the tin plate 






makers—that were going to be—proffered by the trusted f my 
friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows}, and although thousands and tens of 
thousands of consumers and laborers protested against these demands, Mr 
Cronemeyer's wishes are exactly embodied in paragraph 148 of the McKinley 
bill. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side 

Mr. Miller rose. [Cries of ‘Sit down!” “Sit down!” on the Democratic 
side. } 


Mr. WiLson of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman will not break up this 
recital. In afew minutes I will yield to him At page 79 of these hearings, 
Mr. Charles 8S. Landers, representing the makers of table cutlery, presented 
the corrections andamendments which they wished to the Senate clause, and 


at paragraph 167 of the act his memorandum appears in the very wordsin 
which he wrote it. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side 
On page 6 of the hearings Mr. W. F. Rockwell makes known the demands 


of the makers of pocket cutlery, and these demands literally reappear in para- 





graph 165 of the bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Now lunderstand 
tor the first time in my life how a “ consistent, logical, complete ctive 
tariff is framed, “ with the different parts properly and justly related.” 
awn applause.| Our friends upon the other side merely leave the 
jlanks on the committee table and leok at the ceiling or stroll around the 


Capitol while the parties who desire to tax the people come and fill in the 
blanks according to the suggestions or their own greed of selfishness. [Ap- 
plause.} 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me to ask him one more 
question, and I will not interrupt him further? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask him if he believes that 
the elections in the Southern States and in the great cities of the 
North, whose corruption have been as notorious as the existence 
of the elections themselves, were inspired under a protective tariff? 

Mr. TUCKER. Well, I hope my friend will not invite me into 
a field that is so foreign to this discussion. I should be very glad 
on another occasion to join battle with him on that subject; but 
it is so entirely foreign to this, I trust he will pardon me if I de- 
cline to go into it. 

I believe that Mr. Bayard believed what he said about the pro- 
tective system was true, and so believing I think he had the right 
to say it, for he was speaking as a private citizen, expressing his 
own individual views, and in nowise was he speaking in his rep- 
resentative capacity. I want to call your attention first toa speech 
of Mr. Russell Lowell, and I beg the attention of my friends who 
are so much concerned on this subject. Here is Mr. Lowell, an 
honored gentleman from the old Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
a distinguished Republican, ina speech on ‘‘ Democracy,” delivered 
at Edinburgh while he was minister to Great Britain. He uses 
this remarkable language: 

If universal suffrage has worked ill in our larger cities, as it 


> 3 ‘ertainly has, 
it has been — 


because the hands that wielded it were untrained to its 


use. There the election of the majority of the trustees of the public moneys 
is controlled— 

Selah— 
by the most vicious and ignorant of the population, those coming to us from 
abroad, wholly unpracticed in self-government and incapable of assimilation 


by American habits and methods 


How do you like that? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I will say, in reply to my friend, that 
some of these men who led these ignorant foreigners were too 
much versed in — and understood how to manipulate the 
ignorant too well. 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh, my friend is dodging there. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not dodge. 

Mr. TUCKER. My friend does not dodge when he gets 
fair, open field; but he is seeking shelter behind the bush« 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I supposed that I was always in 
in a discussion with my friend from Virginia. 

Mr. TUCKER. The point is whether Mr. Lowell, as minister 
of this country to Great Britain, was justified in declaring ina 
public speech abroad, not in his official capacity, but as an indi- 
vidual citizen, that the men who held the purse strings in our 

at cities were elected by an ignorant and vicious population. 
ut that isnot all. I have a sweet morsel here for some of you 
brethren: 

The English race— 

Says Mr. Lowell in that same address— 
if they did not invent government by discussion, have at least carried it 

to perfection in practice. It seems avery safe and reasonable con 
trivance for occupying the attention of the country and is certainly a better 
way of settling questions than by push of pike. Yet if one should ask it why 
it should not rather be called government by gabble 

I hope gentlemen understand— 


rnment gabbie, it would have to fumble in its pocket a good while be- 
‘ore it found change for a convincing reply. 


ina 
now. 
a fair field 
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Mr. Speaker, the censors of public servants of that day could not 
have been as watchful as they are at this time, or certainly they 
would have called attention to this disparagement of their elo- 
quence. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Does not the distinguished gentleman 
from Virginia know that a Republican Administration displaced 
Mr. Russell Lowell, distinguished as he was, from the diplomatic 
— of this country because he had uttered sentiments like 
tha 

Mr. TUCKER. I do not know that. I will be perfectly frank 
with the gentleman. Let meunderstand him. Does he state that 
Mr. Lowell was dismissed from the public service because of these 
utterances? 

Mr, CLARK of Iowa. Oh, no. 

Mr. TUCKER, Very well. We are trying him now, not upon 
what was the occasion of his dismissal, but because he uttered 
what I have read, and a Republican Administration practically 
declared him not guilty of any offense, for at least, by the gentle- 
man’s own admission, & was retained in the public service after 
these utterances. If you say that they dismissed him afterwards 
because he had done something worse, possibl that may be true; 
but why was he not dismissed for this, if Mr. Bayard is to be cen- 
sured for his utterances? For my part, I never knew that Mr. 
Lowell had been dismissed. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. I did not say that he was dismissed. I 
said that he was displaced, discontinued from the service, and 
another appointed who more fully and correctly represented 
American sentiment. 

Mr. TUCKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to 
another proposition. I say that if Mr. Bayard believed in the 
truth of these statements he had a right to utter them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My friend has been quoting from the Bible. 
Does he not know there is excellent authority for saying that the 
truth is not to be told at all times; and may it not be possible that, 
even if these things were true,our minister ought not to have 
uttered them on that occasion? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is the part of the Bible that the Repub- 
lican party have taken for their guide. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, in these days of hypercritical 
criticism let us not inaugurate a new doctrine by declaring that a 
man is to be criticised for telling the truth. Let us take hold of the 
man who is telling a falsehood and, in our new réle of — 

n 





everything to rights, for the sake of all that pel pc and pure a 
holy, let us begin with the lie and the falseh and not criticise 
a man for telling the truth. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have ample authority for asserting the right 
of Mr. Bayard, if he believed these statements to be true, to utter 
them. In 1852, when the great Webster was poet of State, 
there came to this country a noble patriot who enlisted the sym- 
pathies of our people in the cause of freedom. Kossuth, the Hun- 
garian — visited this city, and in his honor a banquet was 
= which Mr. Webster attended as one of the hono uests. 

e was called on for a speech on that occasion. Remember, he 
was Secretary of State of the United States, and this country was 
on eable terms with Austria. In response to that call Mr. 
Webster made a speech in which he expressed the hope that Hun- 
ry might become independent of all foreign powers, expressed 

aspirations for ‘‘ Hungarian independence,” ‘‘ Hungarian self- 
government,” ‘‘ Hungarian control of Hungarian destinies.” 
All through the land Mr. Webster was criticised and assailed. 
He was attacked because as Secretary of State he had undertaken 
to take part in that struggle between a country that was at peace 
with us and certain patriots who sought to be free from foreign 
control. What was his defense? Mr. Webster boldly defended 
himself upon the ground that he had oe at that banquet in 
his private capacity, not as Secretary of State, but as a citizen of 
the United States, and that as such he had a right to appear and 
express his sentiments and his sympathies. So Mr. Bayard ap- 
red on these occasions abroad as a citizen. Every step in this 
indictment which you have drawn against him shows it. He ex- 
ercised a right secured to him by the first amendment to the Con- 
stitution,which guarantees to every man free speech. Yet now 
you seek to censure him, because, forsooth, he has uttered an 
expression that cuts deep into the hearts of the protected indus- 
tries. You have resolved, first, that protection is a good thing, 
and second, that no man shall open his mouth against it, and I 
serve notice on you now that you can not stifle the conscience of 
a free people by such attempts. 

The proceeding against Mr. Bayard on account of his remarks 
on protection amounts in its last analysis to the proposition that 
whenever the Congress of the United States may see fit to assume 
in its legislation that a certain principle is beneficent, an American 
minister can not, even in his individual capacity, by philosophical 
reasoning and ao to experience, question the beneficence of 
such principle before any fo audience. To this conclusion we 
must necessarily come, for if it once be admitted that he can 
enter into such a discussion he may and indeed must be permitted 
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rience wherever he may find ¢}), 


to invoke the evidences of e : 
It would be absurd to compel him to exclude the grounds of »; = 
eaigunt jlyeee, ae a general principle because those groin. 


ha to exist in his country. — 
tf ere the hammer fell. ] 
r. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent th. the 
gentleman from Virginia be permitted to conclude his rev));); 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr, TUCKER. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman | 
Texas and to the House, I shall seek not to impose upon 
indulgence, gentlemen. 

Mr. Bayard further said: 

It (the said policy of pro’ i rit) 
policy —— fends to commercial isolation, dangerously ee th T . on 
ury, e popular conscience ror and | 
peue to epectal eaten whene Sapper’ thereby waa Gover and lag. 

Can —~ man doubt the truth of every word of this. Is com. 
merce, which is trade, increased or enlarged by others < aling 
with us? Does — man doubt that the system referred {( (a). 
peseny depletes the Treasury? The McKinley bill, the ideal pro. 
tective ill, went into operation October, 1890. The Wilson })j!) 
which repealed it, went into operation August 28, 1894. The rey. 
enues of the Government from customs for the fiscal year of {sx9 
were two hundred and twenty-three millions, for 1890, two hun- 
dred and twenty-nine millions. These were years prior to tho 
adoption of the McKinley bill, or rather prior to its operation, for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, In 1891 we find, under the opera. 
tion of the McKinley bill, the revenues dropped to $219,000 000): in 
1892, to $177,000,000; in 1893, $203,000,000, and in 1894, to §131.- 
000,000. Now, Mr. Bayard states that this system danverously 
y= ery the Treasury. The public record shows that from 18:0 to 
1894, under the operation of the McKinley bill, the revenues had 
fallen from $229,000,000 to $131,000,000, whereas, under the Wil- 
son bill, the revenues have increased from $131,000,000 in 1x94, 
to $152,000,000 in 1895, and if the increase continues throuvh this 
fiscal year at the rate ithas during the past eight months the rey- 
enues for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, from tariff duties, 
will go as high as $165,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, there was something said yesterday in reference to 
the Presidential question; and there has been a defense of himself 
published this morning in one of the papers from one Mark Hanna, 
of Ohio, in reference to the part which he is alleged to have taken 
in this Presidential canvass for one of the candidates. | under- 
stood the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROsVEN«on| yes- 
terday to deny in toto all charges which were brought avainst 
Hanna of frying the fat out of the manufacturers in the interest 
of his candidate. But I find that his defense is drawn by a special 

leader. It is artfal; but it does not goto the root of this matter. 
want to call the attention of the House to one expression in the 
indictment which was drawn by Senator CHANDLER the other day 


irk 
ALI RS, 


rom 
) our 


4n these words: 


I expect to hear from Mr. McKinley— 


Says Senator CHANDLER— 
without delay in a public utterance. If he does not speak directly or an- 
thoritatively prong. some reliable representative, the belief wil! gain 
und that he has p himself in the hands of managers who are seeking 
nominate him by the lavish use of money, and who will own him, and 


make merchandise of him if he is elected. 


Mr. Hanna this morning says in his denial that he has not fur- 
nished any money for this corrupt purpose. That is not an an- 
swer to Senator CHANDLER’S eo charge is that money is 
being used by men, among whom is Hanna, who propose to make 

handise of the great office of President. ae when men 
high in the councils of the Republican party, indorsed by gentle- 
men on the other side from the Presidential steal of 1876 down to 
the present time, come and declare through the public prints that 
there is danger of any man bei to the Presidency who 


el 
is to be owned and used as merchandise, Mr. § er, do not the 


words of Mr. Bayard fall as lightly on the public ear as rain upon 
the roof in times of drought? ‘ Corrupting public morals!” © de 
bauching the people!” when here is a witness of unquestione( au- 


thority, not brought here by su , not summoned, but freely 

ing to his belief that the has come when there is (lan- 
ger of that done. See exactly what this witness states in 
an interview in the Washington Post, March 17, 1896: 


Senator CHANDLER's interview was read far and wide and led to very gen- 
eral comment. Amid all the talk, and with the knowledge that (en- 


eral GROSVENOR had come out in a long interview Senator CHANDLER did 
not retract anything that he had said. the epeueey. bo repeated with 
even more emphasis the statements he had made in the i : 

“T was very cautious in about McKinley,” said he, “but it cer 
tainly does seem to me he is in the hands of unscrupulous manacers. 
They say that this year the ‘blicans can elect a yellow dog it we nomi- 
nate one. At the same time, at the situation. If McKinley is nom 


ee to mest the charge that we fried the fat out of the 
that fat out of them again 

the fat to buy his elec- 
framed solel in interests y his ebts with a high-tariff bill 
in the of the manufacturers. With such charges % 

SS Se SFE Ge he part of te Republicans 








And now, Mr. Speaker, I want to bear witness to the impropri- 
ety, in my judgment, of one of the declarations of this witness. 
Senator DLER, in his indictment, seeks to bring up the condi- 
tion of Governor McKinley ia his private financial troubles; and 
see what he says on that subject: 

All Republicans sympathize with McKinley in his business misfortunes, 
and allover the country contributions were freely made to pay the honor- 
able debts he had incurred and to keep such a d stinguished and honored 
leader of the party from insolvency. But it is now, by reason of recent dis- 
closures, @ pertinent inquiry: Who raised and handled those contributions, 
how large were they, and what is Mr. McKinley's present financial condi 
tion? Are the men who raised these personal contributions now going over 
the same ground they have before traveled, gathering moneys for corrupt 
ing State and district conventions; and is our next President, if Mr. McKin- 
ley is the nominee, to be controlled and dictated to by Mr. Hanna and a set 
associates who have established their domination over a President by the 
money they have furnished for him and his uses? 

Ah, Mr. S$ r, when I read the words of Mr. Bayard condemn- 
ing protection, and the defense of Mark Hanna, the successor to 
Foster in the fat-frying business, by Mr. Grosvenor, and the 
stinging arraignment of Mark Hanna by Senator WILLIAM E. 
CHANDLER for boldly attempting to debauch the country and 
mortgage the Presidency before it is attained, I am prepared, 
realizing their force, their strength, their applicability to the pres- 
ent condition of affairs, to exclaim, ‘‘ That’s what is the matter 
with Hanna!” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. yess that all that Senator CHANDLER 
has said were true, which I deny, would the gentleman from Vir- 

inia regard it as legitimate for Ambassador Bayard to deliver 
that kind of ‘‘ gush” before an English audience in denouncing 
his own countrymen? 

Mr. TUCKER. My friend has misunderstood my point. I am 
merely examining your witnesses to prove my case. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NORT AY. You do not call that proof? 

Mr. TUCKER. No proof! I do not know anybody that knows 
better about the inside workings of the Republican party than 
Wituiam E. CHANDLER. [Applause on the Democratic side.}] I 
know no gentleman better qualified by education and by associa- 
tion to know oe is going on in the Republican party. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understand the gentleman to accept him 
as a witness on the principle that he has turned state’s evidence. 

Mr. TUCKER. ell, yes; I have to take him that way. I sup- 
pose the gentleman had in his mind the familiar story of the old 
man who was convicted on the evidence of a man who had turned 
state’s evidence, when he said that he was always sure that the 

i was the first always to turn state’s evidence. 

. NORTHWAY. And you are going on the eer that 
you have no other evidence to bolster your case. Is not that it? 

Mr. TUCKER. No, my friend; there is ample evidence. It is 
written in the records of this Government. I have just quoted 
from Mr. Wilson’s s h to show it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What is the “ample evidence”? 

Mr. TUCKER. There is ample evidence of the fact that the 
protected industries of this country have the “fat fried” out of 
them annually or semiannually to carry the ‘“‘ grand old party” 
once more to victory. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me ask this question: Suppose such 
a statement were true, would it be right for one of our ambassa- 
dors to say so before a foreignaudience? Suppose that our ambas- 
sador privately believed that the republican form of government 
was bad, that we should have some other form, that officers, for 
instance, should be appointed for life, would the gentleman deem 
it ees rah alge to go before a foreign audience and denounce 
repub the very form of government that had sent him to 


that country? 
Mr. TU . Iwill answer my friend in this way. He is 
Pp asupposititious casethat can not arise. Suppose Mr. Bay- 


ard been delivering a temperance speech on the occasion in 
= would my friend think it a subject of criticism if he, in 
course of it, had referred to the fact that even in America in- 
temperance had grown to be an enormous evil and vice? 
reason ek he should not have mentioned the fact. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But suppose he was undertaking to demon- 
strate that our form of government was wicked and our people 
bad, andreferred to the style of election held in the State of Virginia 
as an illustration, would you regard that as a proper reference 


on his part? ter. | 


I see no 


0; because I would know that he was per- 
t then of what he was talking about. [Laughter 
on the Democratic eee) 

Mr. ‘ALL of Massachusetts. t me ask the gentleman 
this: If the Democratic Administration in the last three years has 
not effectually fried the fat out of all our industries? [Laughter 
and caenee on the Republican side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not in the way the gentleman from Virginia 


is palling about. 
Mr. TUCKER. If tribute were levied upon them by both sides 
it would indeed be cruel and unusual punishment. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, I must hasten on. I wish to say in conclu- 
sion that these resolutions, proposed to be adopted by the House, 
do not mean anything 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then why do you oppose them? 

Mr. TUCKER. I oppose the resolutions presented by the ma- 
jority of the committee because they mean nothing. I always 
like my vote to indicate something when I cast it. ; 

But I want, in all seriousness, to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that seven years ago we were taught by the present 
occupant of the chair how ‘‘to do business.” It was a difficult 
lesson for some of us to learn, as it was then taught. We did not 
take to it very kindly, but we were forced to accept it. We 
learned it—we learned how to do business. The House met here 
in December last, and the same oracle which had taught us how 
to do business years ago said ‘‘now do nothing.” [Laughter.] 
‘*T taught you how to do business; the country has sent you here 
because they were disgusted with these Democrats who could do 
nothing. ButI think the Republican party will be benefited in 
the Presidential election this fall if the present status is preserved; 
so do nothing; I repeat it, do nothing "—and this House has done 
it, with conspicuous diligence. [Laughter.] 

The people sent you here to do what? They sent you to do what 
we had failed to do; and the first declaration of poiicy, Mr. Speaker, 
declared to your pupils, whom you had taught how to do business, 
was, “Do nothing;” and assiduously have they done nothing, 
And, sir, no principle is better established than that ‘‘ Satan finds 
some mischief still for idle hands to do.” [Laughter and ap- 
plause. } 

You are bound to have something to do; you have started on a 
‘*jingo” raid; you have tried to involve us in war with Spain; 
you have brought in bills to appropriate condemned cannon by 
the armful and passed them. The people were demanding such 
measures of relief, no doubt. I want to do you justice. You 
passed also with commendable zeal a bill to prevent prize fight- 
ing and bull fighting. Picture, if you can, the thrill of joy that 
awakened the despondent hearts of the toiling millions that such 
relief had at last come to them through the courage and bene- 
faction of a Republican Congress. You have passed bills by the 
dozen allowing telephone companies to operate in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, that the proceedings of your ‘‘ do-nothing Congress” may be 
the more readily vouchsafed to the strolling Indians of the plains, 

But what have you done in response to the calls of the people 
of the country that put you here for a purpose? I ask gentlemen 
to consider, what have you done in response to the demands of the 
people of this country except to pass your jingo resolutions, your 
bills to give away condemned cannon, etc., and that little fippenny 
bit of a tariff bill, when you promised them the McKinley bill? 
But while I am no prophet, nor the son of a prophet, I venture to 
assert that the time will never come when the Republican party 
will ask in this country again for a McKinley bill. You promised 
it in the last campaign, but you dare not walk up to the captain’s 
desk and settle according to your contract. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the resolutions proposed by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs for another reason. I honor 
Thomas F. Bayard as a citizen of America. I have from my youth 
up watched his course with pride, as a man that the youth of the 
country could follow and honor without question. He needs no 
eulogy at my hands, for under the fierce light of public and pri- 
vate criticism ‘‘he has ever worn the white flower of a blameless 
life.” Nor can I forget that in those dark days that followed the 
late civil war, when reason was dethroned in these halls and pas- 
sion was holding high carnival, when my people in the South lay 
prostrate, bleeding at every pore, with anxious hearts and eager 
eyes straining to catch the sound of one sympathetic voice amid the 
roar of unbridled passion, Thomas F. Bayard stepped into the 
arena almost single-handed and alone and cheerfully accepted the 
gage of battle in behalf of a brave but friendless people. Heaven 

forgive me, Mr. Speaker, if ever I forget such heroism as his in 
defense of our suffering people! To him we looked; to that— 

Good gray head which all men knew! 
That iron nerve to true occasion true! 

That tower of strength! That tower of strength 
Which stood four-square to all the winds that blew 

Ican not forget when in the Chamber at the other end of the Cap- 
ito] in those days of our calamity there was no voice raised in our 
defense and no arm uplifted tosave us, when the demon of passion 
with uplifted arm was seeking todrive the last weapon of destruc- 
tion through the heart of my people, Thomas F. Bayard, with no 
armor save that of truth and justice, with a chivalry and courage 

worthy of a knight of the days of King Arthur, met his antagonists 
in open field and received upon his breast the blow which was in- 
tended for others. I can never forget it, sir. No Southern man 
will ever forget it. Noman that loves liberty, courage, honor, 
and justice can forget his matchless fight for this brave people. 

You may pass these resolutions. They will have no effect on 
Mr. Bayard. They will return to plague the inventor. You can 
no more hammer down that granitic figure that represents this 
country abroad to-day, at the Court of St. James, by these resolu- 
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tions than you could hope to break down Gibraltar with a toy 
pistol. You may go on and pass your acts of censure, and prove 
ourselves faithless to the people by violating every you 
ve made them; but believe me, you are not fooling them by this 
process. The eyes of the country are upon you, and Mr. ek ace 
will still live in the hearts of the people of this country as long 
as the fires of liberty burn u our altars and patriotism has its 
votaries, as a pure and undefiled statesman, who loved honor and 
justice, and he will ever stand in the history of our country— 


Like some tall cliff that lifts its awful form, 
Swells from the vale, and midway leaves the storm,— 
Though round its breast the rolling clouds are spread, 
Eternal sunshine settles on its h i. 

soon) 

r. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, after three days 
of debate upon a subject which is not complicated there is not very 
much left to be said, and I understand that it is a good deal like 
tearing a passion into tatters for anyone at this point to manifest 
any great amount of emotion over the speeches set forth in the 
resolution. 

My friend from Virginia who has just addressed the House [Mr. 
TUCKER] made an effort to convince us that he really liked to 
have an ambassador abroad call this nation a “ violent” nation. 
I observed, however, that when he was stating his proposition in 
various forms he showed that it was difficult for him to get him- 
self quite to that point by saying not ‘‘ oftentimes violent,” as Mr. 
Bayard said, but . saying ‘‘ sometimes violent.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that Mr. Bayard, although 
he showed every desire to eulogize Mr. Cleveland, might have 
accorded him praise which a great statesman would have more 
highly relished. Instead of saying that the American people are 
confronted with great problems, the solution of which requires 
the brain of a statesman, he attributed to us those qualities of 
disorder which made out of Mr. Cleveland, in order to govern us, 
not a o— statesman, but a great high sheriff, a great policeman, 
one whose strong hand could keep down this violent and unruly 


ale. 
Pthe gentleman has alluded to the address made by Mr. Lowell. 
If anyone desires to see how far Mr. Bayard has erred, if anyone 
desires to see a model of a philosophical address upon the one 
hand and a model of —- harangue on the other, for the 
first let him take Mr. Lowell's address upon ‘‘ Democracy” and 
for the second Mr. Bayard’s address at Edinburgh. 

Mr. Bayard was good enough to inform us that he delivered this 
address before a philosophical society. It was any kind of him 
to give us that Smaaiien. Otherwise we might have inferred 
that it was delivered before a Democratic convention. 

I do not question the proposition that it was the duty of the 
President of the United States in the first instance to take some 
action in this matter, but I am utterly unable to respect the propo- 
sition advanced we Democratic members of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, t the House of Representatives does not have 
the power to investigate the conduct of any officer in the Govern- 
ment and to express its opinion upon the factsfound. That power 
is inherent in this House. Under the Constitution we are the im- 
mediate representatives of the ae gs and their only direct repre- 
sentatives. The President him is chosen by electors who are 
chosen by the different States. He is elected for four years. The 
Senators are elected by the States, without regard to their popula- 
tion, and for the long term of six years. This House springs 
directly from the people, from districts substantially equal in pop- 
ulation, and it receives an added popularity from the frequency 
of its election. There is no detail of this Government so trivial 
= no officer so high as to be outside of the sphere of its scrutiny 
and care. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary to go far to find an exact 
precedent for the resolutions now before the House. In the last 
Congress the distinguished gentleman from omg C then 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. McCreary 
of Kentucky], who on this occasion heads the minority, claiming 
pe the House has no jurisdiction, presented a resolution to this 

ouse: 


That it is the sense of this House that the action of the United States min- 
ister to the Hawaiian Islands in connection with the revolution that occurred 
there should be, and is hereby, condemned. 


Mr. Speaker, that was upon an international question, it was 
with regard to the action of a foreign minister, and it was a reso- 
lution passed in the House of Representatives. What is the pres- 
ent case? There is even no international question. It is no con- 
cern of Great Britain how high a standard we hold up for our 

blic officers. We can enforce, either at home or abroad, a high 

egree of respect on the part of our public servants, and there is 
no internatienal question about it. , again, Mr. Bayard de- 
livered this h before a nation that was so closely connected 
with us by ip and other ties as to make the affront upon one 
nation almost an affront on both. If the House of Representa- 


tives could censure that old hero, John L. Stevens, for, perhaps 
being too zealous an American, for going in the line of the ides: 
of the Administration that then iled, for running up the 
American flag over that little of our countrymen who had 
carried out across the Pacific the institutions of New England a)\{ 
the institutions of the saxon race, then, Isay, with far great; 
nae and with just as much constitutionality can we cens.. 
r. Bayard for hauling that down. The flag is nothing }): 
anemblem. It simply typifies dignity and honor of the cow. 
“ae Mr. Bayard’s speeches were reflections on both. 
hile, therefore, the House has the right to act, I regret th»: 
the President did not discharge an obvious duty and adminis. 
the reproof that the case required. He rently regarded it 
from a purely personal standpoint, because if the American pe. 
ple were set forth as a “‘violent” people and a people difficult to 
govern, that did not at all detract from the strength of the hand 
which kept them from anarchy and held them down. And if Mr. 
Bayard declared in Edinburgh that the American protectionists 
were corrupt and American protection was wicked, no one hai 
used words more numerous and certainly more large to establi-h 
that proposition than Mr. Cleveland himself. Mr. Cleveland ap 
parently eliminated the American people from the transaction 
and complacently absorbed the praise that was given him at their 


expense. 

Tt the Boston speech were the only one concerned here, it would 
hardly be necessary to give it any attention, although he showed in 
that speech an underlying contempt for republican institutions. 
It was delivered upon what he terms a ‘‘ humorous and postpran- 
dial occasion,” and a great deal is to be pardoned in aspeech made 
under such circumstances. It is to be noticed, however, that not 
even under the postprandial influence that prevailed did he use 
one word that could by any possibility be construed to reflect upon 
Grover Cleveland; but he did use language concerning the Amer- 
ican people which could be construed as reflecting upon them, and 
which indeed was tible of no other construction. 

In regard to the Edinburgh speech, that has been so often read 
during this debate that I will not weary you by making more than 
an allusion to it. But it is entirely apparent that he was refer- 
— to protection, as it is a campaign issue in this country. He 
said: 


In my own coun I have witnessed the insatiable 
of state socialism styled “ protection,” which I believe done more to fos- 
ter class legislation and to create ality of fortune, to corrupt public 
life, to banish men of independent and character from the public coun- 
cis * * * than any other single cause. 


And— 

Thus it has done so much to throw ion into the political market, 
where jobbers and chafferers take the scelataemae —_— 

This was nothing more in effect than personal abuse; not merely 
denunciation of the principles of the party to which he was op- 
posed, but an abuse of every member of that party. 

One of the “‘ jobbers and chafferers” who established the prin- 
ciple of protection in this country was*George Washington. 
Another one who aided him in establishing that principle was 
Alexander Hamilton; and if you take out of our history the 
achievements of those men who have advocated the doctrine of 
protection you have taken out much indeed that is glorious. 


wth of that form 


Mr. 8 er, the principal purpose I have in ing to-day is 
to sa t while I shall vote for these resolutions I regret that 
the ittee on Foreign Affairs did not rt them in a some- 


what different form. I think that as this is a legislative act it 
should have been general in its form, with its motive clearly the 
statements in these two speeches of Mr. Bayard. That wou! 
have had all the effect of censure, and at the same time would 10t 
have followed precedents, which I do not regard as the very best, 
of aiming legislation, as was done by the last House of Represent- 
atives, directly against an individual. The effect would have 
been no different. It still would have been a censure upon Mr. 
ros — at —_ same time nr accomplished 
that by laying dowr: a salutary general rule. 
_ Such a censure as that hedeserves. When we think of the great 
men who have Px ym this country at the Court of St. James — 
John Quincy , and his son, les Francis Adams, who 
was there during the storms of war, and by his diplomacy, patriv'- 
ism, and discretion enhanced the good opinion that was 
i of this country there, and of the wit and learning of 
Lowell and Motley—and then when we contemplate our present 
ambassador to that court, ing statements that Mr. Bayard 
admits he made, we are filled with shame and humiliation. The 
shame and humiliation, Mr. Speaker, came this country 
when Ambassador Bayard uttered those and we can, 
Se ee ee the 
t has taken no action, by expressing our consideration 01 
them as the representatives of the people. [Loud applausy on 


Se 
Mr, BARRETT. Mr. er, one of the greatest ts of 
has characterized in his own 









his words,and I desire to cail them to the es 
gentleman from Virginia who has just t 


ial atten- 


wn en his seat. 


These 
son of the 
—_ man talks as if he hated his country, saddens at her prosper 
y . prosper- 
When 4 Parse in her disasters, and yet all the while is merely hating the 
wen party and would himself feel and talk as a patriot were he in a for- 
oppor ae he i* a party man. The true monster is he (and such, alas, there 
een these monstrous days, “ vollendeter Sundhaftigkeit ") who abuses his 


country when out of his country. : 
Mr. Speaker, that is the text upon which I propose to base my 
advocacy of these resolutions. Ido not intend in the few remarks 
that I shall make to be led into any extraneous discussion as to 
whether any personal friend has contributed out of his own pocket 
to the necessary campaign expenses of a Presidential candidate, or 
to be diverted to a discussion of whether or not protection has 
peen the nati policy of this country. The attempt to befog 
the offense of Ambassador Bayard with other issues is too clear. 

I wish to confine myself to Thomas F. Bayard, who now mis- 
represents the United States of America at the Court of St. James, 
and to prove by the record that any censure passed upon him by 
this House will be less than he deserves. I will not long discuss 
the Boston speech. 

‘As has been said by my colleague who has just concluded [Mr. 
MoCaLL}, i was @ speech made as part of the proceedings of a 
long and varied day. He presented diplomas; he was, in turn, 

resented with a book which cost at least 67 cents at some London 

kstore. He was taken to a banquet where he toasted the Queen 
of England, where the President of the United States was toasted, 
where Mr. Bayard himself was toasted and presented with an 
illuminated address. I think that under such circumstances, atter 
somany bumpers, anything that he may have said is hardly worthy 
of serious criticism. ‘ 

I do object, however, to the statements which he made at Edin- 
burgh, uttered in sober calmness, written out with deliberation, 


| 
| 


the fiscal policy of England’s greatest colonies, but also to inject 
his person ini 


carried on i ch at variance with his own public 


record, a declaration to which his own votes cast in the Congress of | 
Withont | 
reading any extract from the Edinburgh speech, which has been | 


the United States give a distinct and absolute rebuttal. 
fully set forth here, I desire to call the attention of our Democratic 


friends who maintain that Mr. Bayard’s utterances were perfectly | 


— to the comments which have been made upon them in the 


glish press; all American newspaper criticisms, almost asa unit | 


condemnatory, lomit. Naming the English press, I take as the 


most radical tative of it that former American, George | 


W. Smalley, who can be counted upon at any time to voice the 
most conservative anti-American sentimentof the British public. 
Said Mr. Smalley in the London Times of December 26, 1895, speak- 
ing of Mr. Bayard’s speech: 

Most of his friends at home regret the indiscretion of his Edinburgh ad- 
dress and the lesser indiscretion of the Boston speech. On that point there 
ismuch difference of opinion between London and New York or Washing- 
ton. It is th it merally and very strongly that an ambassador 
ought never to have let loose his invective abroad against a great party of 
his own coun 
ably of a majority—certainly of at least a very large minority—of the Amer- 
poems The attack was direct, vehement, personal, and altogether inae- 

8. 


I find in the Melbourne Age, an English paper of noted ability, | 
antipodes of the world, this comment upon | 


blished at the very 
. Bayard’s taste in making this Edinburgh address: 
Asa matter of taste alone, Mr. Bayard's conduct was execrable. 
cise in an adverse spirit the fiscal 
State to which he was accredi 
which is almost een ta 
obviously not justified 
salary ispaid. His conduct amounts to a virtual impeachment of his own 
country at the bar of British opinion. Nothing could be grosser or more 
untrue than Mr. Bayard’s denunciation of his political opponents as the 


To criti- 
licy of his own country in the foreign 
is a departure im international politics 

el. At home he was quite entitled to advo- 
as a fepresentative of the nation at large he was 


authors of in the political life of the United States. Every com- 
munity in any way in Great Britain is interested in putting a 
stop to such as those of Mr. Bayard. 


Again, in order to show the effect of this language of Mr. Bay- 
ard in affording ar ts to those who desire to make light of 
our institutions of our country, I quote from a paper called 
The Rockhampton Bulletin, published in the city of Rockhamp- 
ton, on the eastern coast of Australia. What does this paper say 
pay eo — it draw — Mr. Bayard’s sonar! 

e ovember 15, 1895, this paper, speaking of the 

— made by Mr. Bayard, says: 
such in these colonies th ilty of 
it would So vaied ith ates peeiakeeess at the first clect! on But that ts 
hot the case in rae States. The national tone has been so lowered by 
course of alos, that little notice is taken of such practices. 
are reduced to the of kind of swindling is 
indulged in, and only once in a while is any culprit pu 


Mr ll indicate to the House some- 


1 made upon the British public and upon 
wees by the 
in of the good 


racing, where eve 


speech of our ambassador to 
name and the policy of the 


| George W. Smalley, which illustrates this attempt to impeach the 


made not only to reflect upon the people of his own country and | 


al into an active campaign that was then being | 
n Reotend, a ! 


or to have denounced a policy which is the policy prob- | 


g the majority of the people by whom his | 
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United States. And yet members on the other side of this Cham- 
ber have seen fit to rise here and claim that, as he toid the truth, 
as they claim, in a party way, to see it, he was justified in making 
such statements. Not only has the attempt been made to defend 
Mr. Bayard, but it has also been sought to impeach the motives 
of those who havecalled him before this bar. Ifindinthe New York 
Herald an article in defense of Mr. Bayard written by this same 









































































motives of those who. have asked that Mr. Bayard be censured for 


these libels upon his own people. Here is what Mr. Smalley says 
in the New York Herald about those who support this action: 

He would not violate his duty. He would not disobey the i 
his Government in order to obey the inner circle of the I 
murderers of Cronin. Mr. BARRETT comes from a State w 
foremost American Commonwealth, and which to-day may b ‘ 
cent of its population is Irish. He is doing, in his own way 
Sullivan and Finerty and Rossa and the rest tried to do in th ed 
He ought to be proud of his success and of his position on th kof a 


ins and dynamite 


party which identifies itself with assa 


There you get an idea of the attempt which ha en made to 


= 


have it known in England and in this country that the men and 
the Republican party who are seeking to hold Mr. Bayard to some 
decent sense of accountability are linked hand in hand with “ assas 
sins and dynamiters”! Now I wish tosay, Mr. Speaker, in order 
that there may be no misunderstanding about it, that my ances 
tors have lived on this American soil for many more years than the 
ancestors of Mr. Bayard. If I, as a member on this side of the 
House, am to be accused of being hand in hand with * assassins 
and dynamiters,” this at least can be said that we never struck 


hands with Mr. Thomas F. Bayard in a dishonest and cowardly 
attempt to strike down the flag of the United States and 
rupt the Republic. [Applause.] How many of these “ ns 
and dynamiters,” as Mr. Bayard’s ts term them, eve 
voted with orsupported any other party than that which made him 
our representative in Great Britain? 

At this point I want to do justice to a gentleman who has writ- 
ten me a letter in regard to a misrepresentation made by Mr. 
Bayard. Mr. Bayard, in his Edinburgh attempt to discredit the 
| national policy of his country by contrasting it unfavorably with 
that of England, made a reference to our shipping laws. In doing 
so he endeavored to justify himself by pretending to quote from 
an address delivered at a congress of farmers at Atlanta by a 
former commissioner of navigation. 


to dis- 
asSass 


} 
apoiogi 


| This former commissioner of navigation, Mr. W. W. Bates, 
writes to me from Chicago. This is what he says: 
W7 Monapnwock BLocK. 
| Chicago, Tul.. January 8 “. 
DsAR Sir: I have been ill or would sooner have sent you the i clip 
ping from the Inter Ocean of this city, showing that in his quota i from 
my address at Atlanta (which find inclosed) Mr. Bayard garbled words 
and meaning. If you doanythingfurthe with the case I hope you y show 
| what manner of man he is to make quovations 
Very respectfully, yours, WM. W. BATI 
Ex-Commissione \ ne. 
Hon. W. E. BARRETT, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
I have examined Mr. Bates’s address; I have compared it with 
Mr. Bayard’s quotations; and I affirm that Mr. Bates tells the lit- 


eral truth when he says that in order to substantiate a partisan, 
| political speech intended to tickle British ears at our expense our 


| ambassador deliberately, intentionally, and malicious Lisquoted 
and misrepresented the utterances made by Mr. Ba Is that 
becoming in the “‘academic” utterances of our chief foreign 
ambassador? 
| It has been claimed here, Mr. Speaker, by inference, if not by 
| direct assertion, that Mr. Bayard was justified in making this 
| speech, or at least that there is no excuse for criticising him on 
account of it, because he has not directly violated any of the in 
structions of the Department. Yet, when the gentleman from 
Kentucky read those instructions it appeared as a mat of fact 
that this ambassador was ordered by the Department 1 r to 
interfere in, by word or act, the political issues of the country to 


which he was accredited. 


You on the Democratic side may be aware that there i 


4, very 


large protectionist sentiment growing up in Great Britain. You 
may be aware that avery few days after this speech was delivered 
by Mr. Bayard there was a notable gathering of members uf Pat 


liament and men prominent in public life in Great Britain to in 
augurate a movement to establish protection in that conntry 
You may have noticed that within a few days the Government of 
Great Britain, although nominally for free trade, has adopted an 
order that no cattle shall be imported into Great Britain under 
any circumstances whatever, and that the Canadian high com 
missioner has entered his solemn protest against that order. 
Wishing to ascertain from a responsible source whether such a 
sentiment existed in Great Britain, I wrote a letter to one of the 
most conspicuous members of the House of Commons, whose name 
had come to me through newspaperchannels as interested in this 
protectionist discussion. His reply goes to show that Mr. Bayard, 
in a public speech in the country to which he was accredited, in 
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endeavoring to prejudice the pees of protection and to fur- 
nish arguments against its ac option, was directly violating the 
orders of the Department, in which it directed that he should not 
interfere in any political issue at stake in that country. Says 
this member of Parliament: 





PARIS, December 31, 1895. 
. « . * * * 


* 

You will probably by this time have seen the London Times newspaper of 
December l4, in which there appears a report of the meetin to which - ou 
allude as having been held the previous day, and you will therein find an 
answer to part of your inquiries. 

I may add, however, that it is wezond all question that there has been of late 
yey change in English public feeling upon the question of protection. 

e former prejudice in favor of so-called “free trade” has yielded toa ver 
general desire to consider fiscal subjects upon their intrinsic merits, as appli- 
cable to particular cases and industries, apart altogether from their relation 
to abstract theories one way or the other. Among owners and occupiers of 
land it is difficult to meet with a free trader, though the laborers in rural 
districts are cay beginning to realize that the reduction in arable cultiva- 
tion and the wholesale throwing of land out of any cultivation whatever 
means ruin to them also. 

The fact is that, owing to their wages having been kept up artificially for 
some years past, they did not feel the pinch, which, however, Sons last come 
and is rapidly bringing all the agricultural classes into line upon this question. 
The manufacturing interests are likewise more and more coming round to 
the necessity of protecting themselves _—t foreign ———— ani pro- 
tection has atrong support in many of the largest towns of Lancashire and 
Yorkshire, while the shopkeepers in the mother country towns, who depend 
for customers upon the agricultural interest, are all over the country largely 

rotectionist. ow far our public men have advanced in this direction it is 

ifficult to judge definitely until the newly elected members come to deal with 
the question in the House of Commons, but you may be sure that no Parlia- 
sont for pond: & een has contained so many supporters of protectionist prin 
ciples, though I ought to add that until the country has given out its views 
more clearly than as yet been the case I do not anticipate any immediate 
change of our fiscal policy. I was very glad to see the action you took with 
reference to the extraordinary course adopted by your ambassador in his 


speech at re 
Yours faithiully, JAMES LOWTHER. 


Hon. W. E. BARRETT. 

I claim, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Bayard, in injecting 
himself into a public discussion which was being carried on by the 

ublic men of Great Britain concerning their own fiscal policy, 
1as directly violated the instructions which our friends on the 
other side have claimed do not apply to his case. 

In addition, Mr. Bayard’s speech contains studied reflections 
upon that part of our system of laws which in so many States of 
the Union regulate the hours of labor of mechanics and artisans. 
Among the noblest sections of our statute books, in which respect 
it is a source of pride to say that Massachusetts leads the van, 
are those which seek to elevate labor by protecting it inst the 
unhealthful and unendurable hours of employment. They mark 
the height of civilization and form one of the bright, redeeming 
features in the social outlook. And yet, in this tirade of his, Mr. 
Bayard has directed his spleen against a system well established 
both in England and America. Is this ‘‘academic”? Or is it 
rather another exhibition of Mr. Bayard’s constant evident lack of 
appreciation of the masses of the people and the legislation which 
oe to improve their condition? . 

But they say he did nothing in the way of action; that all he 
did was in the way of words; and that you can not criticise a man 
for free speech. The gentlemen who make this defense must re- 
alize that sometimes a man occupying a high public place may by 
traitorous or indecent language do a graver injury to his country 
than would some humble man who in momentary rage might try 
by force of arms to destroy his government. 

But, to show that we can take cognizance of words, I wish to 
call attention to a very peculiar coincidence. In 1797 the first 
articles of impeachment known to the history of this Govern- 
ment were presented; and the man who presented those articles 
on the t of this House was James A. Bayard, of Delaware, a 
progenitor of the man now under discussion. He presented those 
articles against Senator William Blount, of Tennessee. One of 
the charges was— 

That he had conspired and contrived to diminish and epeir the confidence 
of the Cherokee Nation in the Government of the United States. 

I say that whereas the elder Bayard, in the later days of the last 
century, with a quick sense of loyalty, brought in an impeach- 
ment against a man who had tried to impair the confidence of the 
Cherokee Nation in this Government, we find here a man of the 
same name, holding a great position at a court where our inter- 
ests are most at stake, deliberately going about in that country 
and raising up a cry of denunciation und attack upon the people 
whom he represents, which, if it had been true, would have jus- 
tified this country being held in contempt by the very people with 
whom he was bound to maintain our credit. 

Senator William Blount ed his seat in the Senate. In the 
elder Bayard’s day it was an offense to “‘ diminish and impair con- 
fidence in the Government of the United States.” 

It is alleged also that we have no right to criticise an officer of 
the executive department. I think it was the gentleman from 
ae raised that issue here yesterday. Has he forgot- 
ten that in 1862 this House of Representatives a resolution- 
poe gy Po cron the then Secretary of War, Mr. Simon Cam- 
eron? d has he forgotten that Abraham Lincoln, then Presi- 
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dent of the United States, in sending to the House of Rey pecan. 
tives a remonstrance against that resolution, did not under...” 
argue for a moment that the House had not the right to ),.,.. 
censure, but simply said that he indorsed all that Mr. ( »,,,,. 
had done, and if the censure was proper at all it show| ),,." 
been equally applied to himself and to the other mem}. , hic 
Cabinet? - 
In this case the censure of the House, if these reso) 1; 
adopted, must be partly borne by the President for rej, 
so important a t a man with such ideas of official proyy\., 
_ [ think, Mr. Speaker, that the gravity of Mr. Bayard’. 7; nse 
is demonstrated beyond question. I think that the propricty o¢ 
the action proposed by the House of Representatives ,,),.; by 
apparent, politics aside, to all the members. 7 
ut we are confronted with the statement that a man who js 
the representative of such an illustrious lineage, a man who hia, 
beensuchacynosure, as thegentleman from Virginia [Mr. 1) x;p) 
said Mr. Bayard had been, in the eyes of the young men of his 
State and of the country, a man who has held such high jbjic 
— a man who has been honored by his people, and w 
een consistent in a long public career, ought not to be held yp 
for public criticism because of one lapse in the course of 4 }ifet iz. 
hile I have not any personal feeling against this representa. 
tive at the Court of Great Britain, I think it is but fair t hin, ag 
well as to the members of this House that something of jiis rela. 
tions toward the Government of the United States in ¢}). past 
should be made known. 
Not so many years ago a considerable section of this 


nS are 
Ing in 


ho has 


count 
found itself forcibly attempting to disrupt the Union. Concore 
ing the action of men whose States went into the rebellion i have 
no criticism in this connection to make. Especially for those who 
bravely risked their lives upon the field of battle on the issues 
then made up [have nothing but admiration. Bravery and devo. 
tion, even to a wrong cause, may command honest regard. 

On the 9th day of July, 1861, when Fort Sumter had been fired 
upon, when the issue of war had been framed, when the forces 
were massing for the t battle of Bull Run, Thomas F. Bayard 
made a speech in the little town of Dover, Del., which I haye been 
at some pains to secure, and which I shall ask to have printed in 


full in the RecorpD with my remarks. 

Coming from a Northern man in a Northern State, where no at- 
tempt at secession was made; coming from a man who at the 
time bore a commission under which he had sworn to maintain 
the Union, it is a speech which amply foreshadows the Edinburgh 
condemnation. In that speech he pleaded that the country might 
be divided. He urged that the Administration of President Lin- 
coln was acting in an unconstitutional way; that the efforts to co- 


erce the States were unwarranted; that they could not 
and should not coerced. He then, as now, showed that his 
sympathies were in any line that would be pleasant upon the 


ears of those who disagreed with us. 


BAYARD FOR PEACE IN 18i—THE FULL TEXT OF HIS FAMOUS DOVE! SPEECH 
EARLY IN THE WAR—REMARKS ON WHICH THE CHARGE OF DISLOYALTY 
TO THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT HAS BEEN FOUNDED— MI. BAYARD 
REGARDED PEACE, NOT CIVIL WAR, AS THE TRUE ROAD TO REUNION 


{From the Delaware Gazette of July 9, 1861.] 


My FRrLLOW-COUNTRYMEN: By no narrow party name, in no narrow par 

tisan spirit, dol address you, but as an assemblage of American freemen do 

I congratulate you upon our meetingof thisday. Important as are tlic issues 

we are here met to consider, one result is accomplished most gratifying to all 

fair-minded men which I can y pass by without notice. I mean zht 
and of free, unrestrained 






of meeting unrestrained ¥ discussion by freemen of 
this Government and the and measures of those into whose hands it 

temporarily been in It is well known to usall that a reign of 
terror was ht to be inaugurated in this State,as it has been throughout 
the North, and for this purpose troops, not of our State, were encamped upon 
our peaceful soil at the instance of these politicians amo us, Whose insolence 
and 0} on are limited only by their fear and their ability to d) mischief. 

T y we stand here in the spirit of freemen to vindicate our privilege and 
pane our duty as citizens ite the reiterated threats of a profligate and 

noe ees ae upon the north, echoed by papers in this 
State equally corrupt. : 

It is known to us all that personal intimidation has been applied to each 
man present bo deter Bien Syuan ctenens Save to-day. That many worthy but 
timid men have been affected by miserable means is not to lb denied, 
but the answer to these hounds of the mob who sought to preven! « !aw- 


ourcountry’s peace is the ass: mblage 


now before me. Never in this State has it been exceeded in num!» 's and 
ity. We have, it is true, bn Eee officer to leave the bench 
and take in the excited scenes of ; we have no delegation of per 
sons from the city of Philadelphia, but we have the substantial citizens of 
DESO SeS Som GE GITn Sana ee eee er MeN eNE prenperity as 20} others 
Tr 
Int of and distress like the present the country needs 11st the 
inte t aid of her best citizens, and now, if ever, should they giv: her the 
best e of their hands and hearts, undeterred by the wil passions and 
fre’ “ violence which have swept over the Northern States like « wlir' 
question every man now to ask is: “My country, wh«t can I 
do to restore your peace ?” The past sok its lessons should 
not be epee oe, but to now into the original cause or causes 
our trou! be the of these remarks nor useful 4 
present. ' practical before us forbids mere speculation; it stares 
“~——= States have the Federal Union with _—, at 
made theif declaration of raed aad 2 Government under which we 


* 
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xpress their determination to maintain it at every cost. With this 
nomate or revolution, or rebellion, or by whatever name it may be called, 
the State of Delaware has had naught to do. To our constitutional duties 
toward each and every member of the Union we have been faithful in all 
times. Never, never has a thought, a word, an act of ours been unfaithful 
to the Union of our fathers. In letter and in spirit it has been faithfully 
kept by us. But the stern fact is still before us, and but two alternatives 
‘sent themselves. Shall we make war upon and subjugate this new Con- 
Peieracy or shall we peacefully treat with them and consent to their self- 
trusting to time, which is the greater healer of all wrongs and 

passions, to bring them voluntarily intoa common government with us? 

Take the ition of war, of horrid civil war, my countrymen; grant to 
the Northern arms complete success, Suppose that every Southern city be 
reduced to ghastly ruin, every peaceful Southern home desolated, and every 
Southern man or made captive. This is the evident completest realiza- 
tion of that dream of conquest so horribly satisfactory to those mindsin con- 
trol of the Northern press. But what then? Will a union with slaves and 
the px of a desert satisfy you? You do not and can not expect love 
and aid in times of your necessity from those States you have so cruelly sub- 
dued. It is too pein. therefore, that your success in such a war would be the 
most fatal injury to yourselves. 

‘And is such a war necessary for the peace and happiness of the United States? 
For half a century we have lived at genes with Great Britain, with her Cana 
dian Possessions upon our northern border. Upon the south Mexico holds her 

ment with no threats of trouble to us or our citizens. Why, then, may 
not two American confederacies exist side by side without conflict, each emu- 
lating the other in the progress of civilization? The coterminous kingdoms of 
Europe offer many examples of similar peace and prosperity. With sucha sick- 
ening al tive as civil war, why should not the e iment at least be made? 
It is this question we are to pass upon to-day. I believe with the late Senator 
Douglas, who has before been quoted to-day, that ‘* A war is a disunion, certain, 
_ inevitable,” and eo believing, so it. I believe solemnly that the war 
inaugurated by Abraham Lincoln a is Cabinet is worse than fruitless; that 
it ‘rill prove more disastrous to the North than to the South, and never will ac- 
complish its professed objects. 
it has driven out of our Union four States, while others stand in 
doubt. en I take up the — papers and see the markets of the world 
disorderedand depressed by the mere apprehension of this war; when I turn 
to our own ess les and see men of wealth reduced to poverty, our 
merchants bankrupted, our mechanics and laboring men threatened with 
absolute starvation, I would fain hide nee See in grief. But confronting this 
wide scene of human distress I sadly seek to find relief from it. If war, or 
of it, has in three short months worked all this distress, 
what an increase of trouble are we to anticipate should it proceed in all its 
detail of oppressive taxation, destruction, demoralization, and sorrow. Hu- 
man governments were ordained for the happiness and protection of society. 
If will restore and secure these blessings to the people of the United 
States, even though a number of their former associates have gone off under 
a new and independent organization, in the name of Heaven let us raise our 


voice for it. 
ery for peace be stifled at the bidding of a host of fanatical 


governmen 


Shall this earnest 
and cowardly editors, aided by an army of greedy contractors and public 
leeches, stimulating an ignorant mob to denounce and attack us as traitors and 
secessionists? We know it shall not, and this day do we proclaim our duty to 
country and our intention to perform it. 

Cab’ of A Lincoln have affected to treat all the seceded 
as still members of the Union. If so, surely ter are entitled to all 
privileges which the Constitution gives them, while they are also sub- 
te its ties. Yet war in allits forms, by land and sea, with all its 
rities, been levied against these States, and the forms and most posi- 
limits of the Constitution, which is the supreme law of this land, to the 
President and Cabinet as to the humblest private citizen, have been patty 
and contemptuously disregarded in its prosecution. The act of war is a sol- 
emn act at any time; in a war against our brethren of the South it is surely 
tenfold so. By. _ express terms of the Copeteuiion, the right to declare 


aatfst 


war is delega’ The President hasnosuch power. But he has. 
without even the forms of submission to Con , in palpable violation of 
ent, which is his guide as it is ours, summoned a 


the charter of 

tic army, and that, too, for an extended time, exceeding the term lim- 
the Constitution for the appropriation soammpert armed forces. The 
of peace or war, I say, was never re any President or Cabi- 
possesses the power to declare war, and in the present 
that our people have never been allowed -“ opportunity to 
their es on this momentous and terrible issue. Had it 
last winter, I believe our beloved Union would this day have 
knit by the bonds of good will and good faith which originally 

alone can ourve it. 
infractions of the Constitution by those officials into whose hands 
government have have not ended here. The invasions of 
in our sister State of Maryland have been such as to justly 
dishearten those who believed our free institutions were 
to be blotted out at the caprice or tyranny of our temporary 


patie messages, the invasion of the privacy of the 
ent without judicial process of citizens, have 
ling succession. These acts are simply usurpa- 
of law, but against express rights. 
of Delaware. To her laws and government we owe 
our te we owe allegiance to the Federal Government, 
member. But as State officials can command us to no duty 
neither can a Federal officer claim any authority over 
his constitutional and legal control. A palpable in- 
charter of ment by our rulers justifies disobedience 
of a citizen as m as lawful orders are entitled to loyal com- 


citizens, never in our nation's history were her citizens called 
oe, call her tsto account than now. The so-called 
” are beguiling and dangerous in the extreme. The 
—— will be a poor recom to the North if our system 
the price we are to Pay, ‘or it. Obedience and g faith 
Government which is the primary duty of a good citi- 
where that Government is one of limited power, and those limita- 
tions i a the aggres- 
or ities, let us take heed lest in see Rg.ce pase O7ehe 
thon others we a’ to find one upon our own necks. ho can say, with 
jhe present war measures of the Administration and the spectacle of Mary- 
eer Bee a trace of constitutional libert wee ‘Femain for the 
ow soon a stern espo 
usurp the tution and the la Let us as freemen stan 
ways to resist uguration of such a egret ng 
no matter how plausible or specious may be the 


he may ever safely violate a great le. The 
iaaae dng bo commended to his own ips. Knd if we 


st chalice will some outrage upon the rights of John 
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may to-morrow mourn in our own persons of similar wrongs tohis. If he 
has transgressed the laws, let them be fully vindicated. But it has been our 
boast that the humbiest person, nay, the meanest felon, has civil rights pre- 
ceding his punishment which no ruler can justly deny him of. Let us stand 
by the laws. . S 

The matter, in conclusion, I ask you to hear and consider carefully 

A gentleman from Newcastle County, who has been your United States 
Senator for more than ten years past, I have the honor to call my father. If 
there be one thing he has tried fully and fairly to do, it has been to represent 
the people of this State. And you will do him the justice to say he never de- 
ceived you norever will. His worst foe willagree to that. The present issues 
that distract our country were not in existence when he was chosen as your 


representative, and of late, as you are aware, having taken decided ground 
upon them, he has been called upon by voices many and loud to resign his 
seat in the Senate. : 

The motives of those who have been the most prominent in such requests 
are of little moment, although their disguise is in many cases but flimsy. To 
&@ just man, however, a sense of good faith and self-respect would prevent 
his remaining at any time in a false position. If, therefore, he protesses to 


represent a people, it must be in fact,not in nameonly. The legislature now 
in existence were not elected with reference to present issues, nor can they 
claim to represent public sentinent in regard tothem. The proposition of 
Mr. Bayard, then, is that the legislature shall resign their seats, and he will 
then resign his seat in the Senate. The governor, under the provisions of 
the constitution, can call a special election to fill the vacancies in the legisla- 
ture, and at an extra session in the next month the public sense can be fairly 
taken, and the will of the majority expressed. If it be then found that the 
people of Delaware are in favor of carrying on this war against the Confed- 


erate States, they will elect such a legislature as will send a proper man to 
the Senate to carry out such a policy and sustain the present Administra- 
tion. If not, they may elect whom they see fit, to lend his power to restore 
peace to our land. 

Let us, fellow-men, follow peace as our bright North Star, whose radiance 
may be mild but never delusive or uncertain, while in the calamities of war, 
and in that worst of wars, a civil war, we shall only reach by sheer exhaus- 


tion the peace we can now command in ten days by treaty. 


At this very time Mr. Bayard was an officer in the military 
service, bound by oath to defend the Union. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that in 1861, 
about the time the rebellion of the States was got under way, 
there existed in Delaware a little regiment of militia, which had 
had no organization of a palpableform. In that winter an attempt 
was made to secure arms from the Federal Government for the 
use of the regiment. Arms were issued. During the spring of 
1861 that regiment was drilled and put in a considerable state of 
efficiency under a commission from the State of Delaware, and 
bearing arms furnished by the Government of the United States. 

When Sumter was fired upon and the militia of the South were 
rallying for the support of their cause, and loyal men were re- 
sponding with no less ardor and valor in maintenance of their 
side from all over the country, when the patriotic men from Del- 
aware by twos and threes, and by scores, without organization, 
were wending their way to seek service in behalf of the Federal 
Government, not a word was said nor a suggestion made on the 
part of this well-disciplined militia that they desired to enter the 
service to defend the Union. As the spring and summer wore 
away, the Government at Washington became more strongly es- 
tablished. It was time to act! An officer of the Union Army 
was sent to Delaware, because it was believed that these troops 
were not loyal to the nation. He was sent to take from them the 
arms which they had secured from the Federal Government. 
That order was carried into effect, and you will find in the report 
of the officer who seized these arms that he took from the com- 
pany commanded by ‘‘Capt.” Thomas F. Bayard 60 stand of 
arms! The Chevalier Bayard of whom we have heard in this 
debate died in the battle line defending his flag. This one, who 
wanted his country peacefully divided, was disarmed by the order 
of his Government. 

Mr. Blaine, who after a long and heated political career, in which 
his best friends were often found on either political side, who had 
never been known, except under the stress of provocation, to say an 
unkind thing or to utter an unpleasant thought of any man, wrote 
a book which is now read by thousands of people of this country 
as a standard authority on the political history of the last genera- 
tion. In that book he spoke of all the great Democratic leaders, 
all the men whose praises have been treasured on the other side, 
in words of high admiration and of praise. In those two great 
volumes there is not an unkind remark about any contemporary, 
with two exceptions. One of them was Mr. Thomas F. Bayard, 
This is what Mr. Blaine said of Mr. Bayard at the time when the 
life of the nation was at stake: 

It was evidently not deemed prudent by Mr. Bayard to repeat his disunion 
views. After Fort Lafayette, at Mr. Seward’s command, had opened its doors 
to men who publicly expressed disloyal sentiments in the North, Mr. Bayard 
gave to the rebellion the benefit of his silence. The great struggle went on; 
myriads of patriots stepped tothe ranks of the Union Army; the people were 
fired with love of country; from every loyal platform and every loyal pulpit 
rang out words of faith and hope for the cause and for its defender Sut 
Mr. ard’s silence was unbroken even by the thunders of Gettysburg, al- 
most within sound of his home, or by the closing and complete triumph of 
the national arms. He has —- words of sympathy and encouragement to 
the enemies of the Union. e never uttered a word of cheer for its friends 

Is it strange, Mr. Speaker, that in the atmosphere of the British 
court, where men who had theretofore been most loyal and de- 
voted to the principles and institutions of their country, have 
sometimes seemed to falter and weaken; is it strange that 2 man 
who, in the extreme moment of national peril, when others were 
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doing what they could by voice and action to maintain the integ- 
rity of the Government, had it said of him, in a calm, dispassionate 
way, that not one word or sign of encouragement for the defenders 
of the Union ever emanated from his lips—is it strange that such 
@ man, in the atmosphere of the British court, forgets what is due 
from him to his country as its accredited representative? 

An attempt has been made to quote the words of the late James 
Russell Lowell in his English speech on ‘‘ Democracy” as an ex- 
cuse for Mr. Bayard’s utterances in an attack upon this country. 
Let me say of Mr. James Russell Lowell that while he was not a 
politician and was not used to public life, but a manof letters, the 
address on ‘* Democracy,” which has been quoted here is, through- 
out its length and breadth, a deliberate and sincere defense of 
American institutions and American principles. It is true that 
he brought out, by admission, some of the faults, by everyone 
admitted, connected with the government of large cities, but he 
showed that this Government of the rule of democracy had builded 
more deeply and constructed more loftily than anyone had ever 
dreamed, and had laid the foundations for a national happiness 
unequaled in the history of the world. 

It has been suggested, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Bayard in making 
these utterances against protection and in favor of free trade was 
animated by principles which he could not lay aside and which he 
could not suppress. The inference has been that Mr. Bayard as a 
free trader was so devoted to those academic theories that no mat- 
ter under what circumstances he might be situated he felt bound 
to give utterance to them. 

Mr. Bayard in his speech at Edinburgh denounced monopolies 
and trusts. He denounced the system of protection under which 
they had been built up. Mr. Bayard anenemy of monopoly! Mr. 
Bayard opposed to protection! Perhaps so, when the interests of 
other States were concerned. Certainly not when Delaware 
monopolies and tariffs hung in the scale. The great Diamond 
Match Trust found in the Senate of the United States when its 
cause was on trial no other advocate than Thomas F. Bayard. 
Even when its monopoly was shown and when its suppression of 
free competition had been fully made clear, Mr. Bayard still stood 
in the Senate of the United States and endeavored to put ona 
tariff bill legislation which should protect it in its monopoly. 

In the summer of 1882 a tariff bill was under discussion in the 
Senate of the United States. One of the things which the Repub- 
licans, then in control, joined by a great many Democrats, at- 
tempted to accomplish was to strike off the internal-revenue tax 
on matches. Matches at that time were manufactured in this 
country by the great Diamond Match Trust, which had its head- 
quarters in Wilmington, Del., and its mannfactories scattered 
over eight or ten States of the Union. It had passed regulations 
in regard to the sale and consumption of its product and would 
not sell to anyone who would not agree to those restrictions. 

TheSPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. I will ask the gentleman from Massachusetts how 
much more time he reyuires? 

Mr. BARRETT. I think I can get through in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HITT. Iask unanimous consent that the gentieman’s time 
be extended fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARRETT. AsI was saying, Mr. Speaker, an attempt was 
made to take off the internal-revenue tax on matches, which was 
a monopoly wo = a trust whose headquarters was Wil- 
mington, Del., and which had then not one single advocate in the 
other branch of Congress except Mr. Bayard. That it was a trust 
is shown by the declaration of Senator MoRRILL, who said of it: 

The only parties in this country who desire assistance of this tax are 
monopolies, 

Mr. Vest of Missouri, thenas now oneof the leading Democrats 
in the United States Congress, made this statement concerning it: 


It is one of the most monstrous and odious monopolies known to the people 
of the United States. : 


When the matter came to a vote, be it said to the credit of the 
Democrats of that body that, although Mr. Bayard—this sincere 
free trader and hater of monopolies and trusts—devoted all his 

sonal interest and influence as the Democratic leader to secure 

e retention of that tax, yet besides himself oniy seven Demo- 
cratic Senators.could be found to join with him, and the tax was 
stricken off by a vote of 44 to 8. the succeeding winter the 
tariff bill was considered aguin. ~-He endeavored to have a high 
protective duty put upon matches to protect this “most mon- 
strous and odious monopoly” from competition. 

Mr. Vest again objected, and when Mr. Bayard attacked him, 
Mr. Vzst declared in lan which is worthy of consideration 
by the Democrats in this saying: 

As a Democrat I announce that I believe in a tariff for revenue, with dis- 
criminations in favor of American industries and American protection, reit- 


gine Snes the declaration of all the leaders of the Democratic ty since 
1836, reiterating simply the declarations in the platform of the ocratic 


party. 
Later Mr. Bayard advocated a high protective duty on - 
powder, which was also a product to his town of Wil- 
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mington. I call ont these facts, Mr. Speaker, in order to «) 
that in the attacks made by Mr. Bayard upon protection he 
not set up any claim of personal consistency. His own re-., 
a Senator shows that when the “ trust and monopoly ” was 
own town, when the “protection” was for a Wilmington prod 
he could ap as the advocate of the “‘monopoly ” and of 
protective duties. [Applause.] 

My friend the ex-governor of Kentucky, in his able pres tq. 
tion here yesterday afternoon, alluded to the fact that one m5. 
ter had been recalled with his hearty approval, because }).. },,, 
failed to maintain the honor and dignity of the American 4, 
He alludes to an incident of recent history—the Barrundia enc. 
with which his name is connected inseparably. In this matt. 
where a man was shot to death on an American ship by a posss 
of one of the small Central American Republics, while the A)>,. 
ican minister and the commander of an American man-of-war 
with guns shotted refused to interfere to prevent that ontras. 
my friend from Kentucky approved the recall of Minister Miz).r, 
I agree with him that it was a case which should bring a b)us):. 
Yet he can not forget that Minister Mizner based his defens: — a4 
the only defense he had to make—upon a letter of instructiyns 
issued to him and to the other ministers of the United States 
abroad, by Mr. Thomas F. Bayard when he was Secretary of State. 
I say to my friend from Kentucky that if he disapproves and con. 
demns that cowardly murder of an unarmed man under thie flag 
of the United States for political reasons, that he will find that 
the only justification ever given for its being permitted was a Jot- 
ter of instructions issued by Thomas F. Bayard when he was Sec- 
retary of State of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said here by the Democrats 
about isanship and the failure of the Republican party to 
maintain its a itcame into power in this House. The 

has left many things which it would have done i it 
been in full possession and control of the legislation of this 
Government. I undertake to say that the history of this House 
has been that the Republican majority has given up any attempt 
at partisan advantage; has given up any effort to enforce its pe- 
culiar views upon the country in the field of legislation in order 
to remedy national needs w lines which could receive tho sig- 
nature of the President of the United States. And ‘this misera- 
ble 15 per cent horizontal tariff bill,” to which the gentleman from 
ae [Mr. TucKER] has referred, was simply an effort inade 
by the Republicans of this House—abandoning for the moment, 
under the pressure of circumstances, the principles to which they 
are devoted—to give to the Government money enough to main- 
tain it and its credit at home and abroad. 

We a bond bill to prevent further scandals in the issne 
of bo and the Secretary of the Treasur Iblicly assailed it. 

We are going to pass an immigration bill. We are going to 
em a a bill, to care for the flood of bankruptcy which 

j e brought upon us. 

When the time comes, when the next Congress shall] meet in this 
Capitol with a tremendous Republican majority in this branch 
and an ample Republican majority on the other side, and a true 
and tried Republican President in the White House, we propose 
to pass a tariff bill of which no man will be able to say that it isa 
monument of “‘ party perfidy and dishonor.” [Applause. | 

We will put our currency on asound and permanent basis. We 
will take from American ind the bonds — now ren 

i . Speaker. asit partisanship 

i *s hands in the Venezuelan 

opportunity where a hostile majority 

could have taken issne on the method in which the proper thing 

— => could have sper ent in the oe _— semempecte: 

and wic arrangement messages to thi gress on the 

financial and Venezuelan calculated to drive the great 
commercial centers into a panic. 

But under the guidance of the and of the able chairman 
of the Committee on Forei the Republicans of this 
advan out of it, 


House, without any to make 

the of the President of the United States and 
put into his hands such ample authority as has enabled him, for 
the moment at least, to rescue out of condemna- 
tion an Administration of which up to the tirae of the Venezuelan 
incident not one favorable word been uttered for months, 
and which had deservedly lost the confidence of the country. 


— 
e have sunk partisanship in the desire to bind up and not open 
the nation’s wounds, confident that with the record already made 
omyth cher ener ion dene ee — 

to autumn. 

In these tian ome in to the conduct of our 
. Bayard’s case that we 
establish the t for all our 


are to main- 
dignity and 


of the United States of 
circumstances. We propose, beginning with 


ow 
uld 
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the 4th day of March, 1897, to have for ambassadors abroad men 
ho will t the noblest patriotic instincts of our people. 
We propose to have such respect felt for us abroad that when the 
Congres‘ of the United States sends to Lord Salisbury, as we did 
in the Venezuelan matter, a demand that he should submit a 
case to arbitration, he will not bow our minister out of his ante- 
chamber as he bowed Mr. Bayard, and keep him for five months 
waiting for an answer. Who could blame him, when Mr. Bayard 
allowed five months to elapse before he presented to the British 
minister the resolutions ot the American Congress? When we 
come into control on the 4th day of March, 1897, we propose to 
do a great many things which we can not do now. But this 
thing we can do to-day; this thing we propose to do—to have it 
understood throughout the length and breadth of all the world 
that no man who, bearing the commission of the United States, 
shall attempt to drag down her name and fair fame among the 
nations, shall pass unrebuked by the representatives of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, this incident is soon to close. I wish, as has been 
stated by several gentlemen on this floor, that these resolutions 

ight have been supported by every member of this House. | | 

tand (and I trust I am not violating any confidence in the 
statement) that every effort was made by the Republican mem- | 
bers of the Committee on Foreign Affairs—that they were will- 
ing to go to any length and to give up any particular phraseology 
or the naming of individuals—in order to have the minority agree 
with them w some resolution of censure upon such conduct as 
that of Mr. Bayard. But as the Democratic minority in the com- 
mittee did not respond to such efforts, and as it appears to be 
quite certain that the majority of their number on this floor do 
not propose to act in that spirit, we will pass the resolutions as 
they are before us. 

We accept their challenge as to which party will stand best be- 
fore the American oene the one which resented and rebuked | 
such utterances as those made by Mr. Bayard, or the party which 
seeks to condone and defend them. By our votes we indicate our 
views as to the propriety of the American ambassador to Great 
Britain when he publicly attacks the political policy of his own 
country and acts there, as has been done in the present instance, 
the part of a man who is trying, though bearing our proud com- | 
mission, to do all that he can to encourage that haughty disregard 
of our interests which has been the uniform course of the British 
Government from the days of the Stamp Act to the present time! | 

I thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I thank the House. [Loud ap- 


ys 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, this debate has now extended very 
far. About the same amount of time has been consumed in favur 
of the resolutions as has been occupied against them. I propose, 
if it should meet the concurrence of the House, to ask that the 
debate close at half past 4 o’clock to-day, and that we then proceed 
to a vote. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this debate has | 
twodays; but there are three or four gentlemen on | 
this side who wish and expect to speak, so that it will be impossible, 
if we are to do justice to them, to close the debate this afternoon. | 


I suggest to my friend from Illinois (because I would myself like | 


to close this debate as soon as we can consistently) that we fix 





2 o'clock to-morrow for taking the vote. I remind my friend from 
Mlinois of thefact that a number of gentlemen, not believing that 
2 vote would be taken this afternoon, have left the Hall. If we fix 
the vote for 2 o’clock to-morrow all members will have an oppor- 


present. 
Mr. HITT. Would it not accommodate all who want to speak 
if the vote should be taken at 1 o’clock to-morrow? 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I think 2 o’clock would be 
best. A part of the morning will perhaps be consumed in other 


Mr. HITT. Very well. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this debate be closed at 2 o’clock to-morrow, and that a vote 
upon the resolutions be then taken. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. I presume it will be understood that the time occu- 

in debate (including that already consumed) shall be equally 
between the two sides. 

Mr. McCREARY of aaa. I understood the gentleman to 

ve 


— the two sides ha: about the same time. 
. HITT. Nearly the same. 
The SPEAKER. y the same. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. V well; then let the time 


be ay; 8 from now until 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

r. Mr. Speaker. it is said that when the great New 
York merchant, A. T. Stewart, was asked the secret of his success 
in life he said that he had made one-half of his great fortune in 
ore business and the other half in leaving other 

ar , there is no maxim that could be quoted here more 
and be more properly given serious consideration by 
that under which he conducted his great business 





affairs. We have undertaken to meddle with and to manage the 
affairs of every nation, and of every department; and have done 
everything except those things that the people of the United States 
sent us here to do. 

For the form of these resolutions I care nothing; for the criti- 
cisms that have been made and for the pretenses under which 
they are introduced I care nothing. I go behind the form and 
the pretense to the spirit and substance of the resolutions, and find 
that this is merely an incident in a crusade in the in of that 
exorbitant, insatiate plundering form of protection which the peo 





ple of the United States repudiated so overwhelmingly at the polls 

under the designation of **McKinleyism.” It is the lesson of all 

history that the greater the abuse the more intolerant it is of 

criticism, and we have a striking illustration of that truth pre 

sented here to-day. This proposed censure is not because Mr 
mei 


Bayard, in an elevated, scholarly, and creditable address, used 
certain words that more or less concerned the status of things in 
America, but it is because he told the truth and called to the 
attention of the country those evils toward which, unless the 
progress of the Republican party be speedily checked, we are 
rapidly hastening. 

Mr. Speaker, the banquet from the substance of the people is 
being spread, and the harpies, the vultures, the unclean birds who 
are to feast on it, are hastening on their way. All the skies above 
our heads are darkening with their approach and we can hear the 
flapping of their wings. 

That species of high protection of which Mr. Bayard spoke, 
called McKinleyism, is a false pretense and a fraud wherever you 
touch it. I have sat here upon this floor and heard statements 
made which I would have supposed arose from a total want of 
consideration or knowledge of the subject if it had not been that 
gentlemen who were deemed to be sufficiently conversant with 
public affairs to hold a seat on this floor were uttering them. 

Now, in the few minutes at my command I shall undertake to 
expose and refute some of these statements and pretensions. We 
have been told that the remedy for the condition of the Treasury, 
the proper provision for replenishing the gold reserve and for 
checking gold exports, is to raise the tariff schedules and tax the 
people higher. What are the facts in this connection? During 
the year ending June 30, 1891, the first vear under the McKinley 
Act, the net loss of gold to this country by exportation was 
$68,130,087, while the net loss by gold exports during the last 
fiscal year was $30,117,376, and if we deduct the gold that was 
brought into the country by bond sales, yet the net gold exports 
in the first year of the McKinley Act exceeded the net gold exports 
in the first year of the Wilson Act, ng the many 
difficulties under which we have labored during the latter time 
irrespective of tariff. 

During Mr. Cleveland's first Administration, before McKinley- 
ism, we imported $54,772,000 more gold than we exported. Under 
Harrison, MeKinleyism, and Republican rule we exported $122, 
624,000 more gold than we imported. 

At the close of Mr. Cleveland's first Administration he left in 
the Treasury $97,874,422 of free gold in excess of the gold reserve, 
while at the close of Mr. Harrison’s Administration he left in the 
Treasury only $987,000 above the gold reserve, and that would 
have been swept away if held-up bills had been paid. 

A deficit in the Treasury under Mr. Harrison’s Administration 
was only avoided by the use of a trust fund of nearly $60,000,000, 
which had been deposited in the Treasury by the national banks. 
Before Mr. Harrison went out of the Presidential office orders 
had been given in the Treasury Department by the Republican 
Secretary of the Treasury for the engraving of plates for the 
printing of bonds for issue, and the Republican Administration 
of Mr. Harrison barely managed to put off the issue of bonds 
long enough to leave it to fall upon Mr. Cleveland’s Administra- 
tion. All these and all our subsequent financial troubles, as far 
as the Treasury is concerned, have been the products of the 
McKinley Act, the Sherman Act, unwise and injurious laws con- 
cerning the currency, and other vicious Republican legislation. 
In truth, Republican financial and currency legislation has had 
two principal culminations since the war in two great crises and 
panics which it caused, or at least greatly aggravated—the great 
panics of 1873 and of 1893: and for all the losses, prostration of 
business, hardshipsand sufferings during and in the years follow- 
ing each Republican legislation is largely responsible. 

We are told that the gold depletion is due to the Wilson Act, 
and that the restoration of McKinleyism will cure the existing 
evil, when the fact is that the depletion began in the first year 
after the McKinley Act was passed; and experience has demon 
strated the fact that the high tariff then inaugurated did not 
afford any remedy, for the comparison of the figures I have given 
will show that under the Wilson Act the depletion of the country 
of gold was less during the first year of its operation than it was 
under the McKinley Act during a corresponding period. 

The fact is, that the banks supplied the drain of gold for export 
during the earlier part of Mr. Harrison’s Administration until they 
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were unable in prudence or became afraid to do so longer. Then 
the drain of gold from the Treasury began, which had taken out 
of the Treasury many millions of gold and had reduced the free 
gold in the Treasury to almost nothing before the end of Mr. Har- 
rison’s term, and so was left by the Republican Administration to 


invade the gold reserve as soon as the 
came in under Mr. Cleveland. 

We are further told that the farmers have been injured by the 
Wilson Act because it encourages the importation of icultural 

oducts from other countries. And yet in 1891, under the McKin- 

ey Act, the imports of agricultural _———— were larger than 

under the first year of the operation of the Wilson Act. The for- 
eign farm products imported under the McKinley Act in 1891 
amounted in value to $67,757,438, while such imports under the 
Wilson Act in 1895 amounted to only $59,012,028. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we are told that all the industries of the coun- 
try, and especially the woolen industry, to which attention is 
called, flourished under the McKinley Act, and that the same in- 
dustry has been seriously injured under the operation of the Wil- 
son bill. Do not gentlemen know that there has been, under the 
first year’s operation of the Wilson Act, more woolen machinery 
put into operation, more mills built, more men employed, more 
wages raised than in any equal time in the whole operation of the 
McKinley Act? 

The American Wool and Cotton Reporter some time since pub- 
lished a statement contrasting the condition of the woolen indus- 
try in May, 1892, under the McKinley Act, under a Republican 
Administration, before the election of Mr. Cleveland and a Dem- 
ocratic House, with the condition of that industry on the Ist of 
June, 1895, under the Wilson Act and under a Democratic Admin- 
istration. It states that in May, 1892, there were in operation in 
the United States 7,784 sets of cards of woolen and worsted, 71,000 
looms of woolen and worsted, and 43,601 knitting machines, while 
about June 1, 1895, there were in operation 8,456 sets of cards, 
77,100 looms, and 64,250 knitting machines. The Reporter adds 
that these must have increased since in every particular, as there 
is a most imposing list of enlargements of woolen mills and instal- 
lations of new machinery since January 1, 1895, exclusive of 88 
brand-new woolen millsand alarge number of new knitting plants, 
as shown in the Reporter of July 4,1895. It is also further stated 
that between March, 1895, and the date of the article in the Re- 
porter wages had been increased in about 50 woolen factories. 

We are told that the American tin-plate industry is ne | de- 
stroyed under the Wilson Act, and gentlemen upon that side of 
the House, when that assertion is made, applaud with all the en- 
thusiasm of ignorance. Do they not know that under one year of 
the Wilson Act the tin-plate industry has developed more than 
under three years of McKinleyism? Yet such is the fact, and they 
can find it in any reputable trade journal of thiscountry. Do they 
not know that the output of iron under the Wilson Act in the last 
ee was the greatest ever known in the history of this country? 

0 they not know that the cotton industry is prospering? Do they 
not know that the revenues are increasing from customs dues and 
otherwise? : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if I had time to go into the details of each of 
these assertions I could demonstrate to the House, item by item, 
the truth of what I havesaid. Are the gentlemen ignorant of the 
fact that the wages of more than a million of laborers have been 
raised under the Wilson Act? Some of them say these are only 
partial vestorations from decreases made after the election of 1892, 
when Democratic government was foreshadowed. The facts are 


all against you, gentlemen. 
rinted before the elections of 


mocratic Administration 


The Reform Club of New York 
1892 a detailed statement showing the reduction of wages and the 
discharge of employees in more t a thousand protected estab- 
lishments under the McKinley Act, before there was any Demo- 
cratic election, and the fact is that these increases of wages within 
the last year under the Wilson Act, varying from 10 to 20 per cent, 
are made in numerous instances in industries where the cuts had 
ele been made under the McKinley bill, not after any 

mocratic election, but prior to the election of 1892, and the rates 
of wages have been largely restored under the Wilson Act. It has 
been well said that the McKinley Act was a wage reducer, mill 
closer, and panic producer, and that the whole McKinley period 
was one of wage reductions, strikes, and riots. 

Gentlemen, all that this country needs, so far as tariff legisla- 
tion is concerned, at present to conserve and secure its prosperity 
is that you of the Republican per should give heed to the utter- 
ance of one of your greatest leaders. The business interests of 
this country, threatened with a tearing up by the roots, threatened 
with an extortionate protection crusade, say to you to-day, abide 
—— great declaration of President Grant, ‘‘ Let us have peace.” 

they need is peace from your threatened disturbances. 

The people hardly realize or believe that you dare do that which 
you have in mind. A few w I conversed with a lar, 
manufacturer of New England, and I said: ‘‘ Now, outside of poli- 
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tics, getting down as between men, how are the cotton and woolen 
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mills of New England getting along and doing?” He said: «: The 
are doing very well. There are some old concerns with: anil. 
quated machinery that are not willing to improve their plants 
who desire to have increased protection rather than improve ¢h¢; 
methods of production. They want higher tariffs, and ar : 


plaining; but the great majority of the woolen and cotton mills 
: vvon mills 
+ aon —_—_ are doing well and do not need any distur\angg 


_ Now, for one moment let me call your attention to this (neg. 
tion of the farmer’s wool. You have many of you here spoken 
eloquently about the benefits and the protection the farmer got 
on wool under the McKinley Act, and the disasters to woo! under 
the Wilson Act. Now,on 441 of the CONGRESSIONAL Rrcorp 
in the proceedings of the Senate, is printed a communi, ation 
by Judge Lawrence, the president of the American Woo) (j row. 
ers’ Association, in which he comments on the McKinley Act 
on what was known as the Dingley bill, recently passed through 
this House, and on the Wilson Act. The Dingley bill, min you 
was the bill prepared by the present House, that knows hoi to 
manage everybody's bi ess butitsown. After going on to say 
that you probably did not know what you were doing, he says 
speaking of the Dingley bill: . 


This is no protection at all. mainte protection is no better than frog 
wool. Evidently the Committee on Ways and Means, for want of time ang 
mature consideration— 

You remember how that great measure—great in the amounts 
of increased tariff taxes proposed, but not great either in actual 
or expected results—you remember how it was railroaded through 


here. The president of the Wool Growers’ Association say:: 


Evidently the Committee on Ways and Means, for want of time ani mature 
consideration, did not understand this, or their bill would have been g9 
framed as to give some measure of protecti 


on. 

So every man of you, who mised the woolgrowers in your 
district that you would give them “‘ some measure of protection” 
came here and voted only for a bill that the president of the Wool. 
growers’ Association says gave them nothing. But what does he 
say of the McKinley Act, that measure under which you now say 
your cup of happiness was full? He says of the McKinley Act and 
its effect on wool and sheep: 


Under it prices of wools constantly declined, and the inevitable resu)t w 
soon have n a failure to secure p ri American sheep hush: 


Even in Texas, where the cost of growing wool is as low if not less 
eer State, sheep declined in numbers 4,218,812 in 1890 to 2, 


That is the statement of the president of the American Wool 
Growers’ Association as to the benefits given to American wool- 
growers by the McKinley Act. Mr. Speaker, the people of this 
country will not be left without a shield against the assaults of 
those who now have these designs of private benefit—I was about 
to use another word, but will not—these designs of private benefit 
to be derived from the taxation of the people. Let not gentle- 
men deceive themselves. To-day the Philistines dance and make 
merry; but, my friends, Samson’s locks will grow again. The 







ould 


dry 


any 
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great Democratic y of this country, which has been the party 
of the people and the true woe ape of the people through all its 
history, will rise up in its strength and will become their bulwark 


in the future, as in the past. 

These proceedings here to-day but teach a lesson which | would 
to God every Democrat in this land could take to heart, as | have 
it in my heart, as a matter of the deepest and sincerest conviction 
and aspiration that the labor, the thought, the desire, the effort of 
every ocrat should be toward an end superior to all temporary 
differences, superior to all temporary questions, and that is the 
unity, the perpetuation, and the Sa ao the Democratic party. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } mtlemen come in here and 
censure Thomas F, Bayard. Who is Thomas F. Bayard, an’ who 
are his censurers? Not all of these gentlemen, I feign would be- 
lieve, are actuated simply by the desire of a little man to gain 
some temporary notoriety by an attack upon a great man. Not 
all of them, I trust. Some are by the fanaticism of high 
protectionism, of which I have spoken. at does this resolution 
accomplish? What can it accomplish? In itself it is futile. 

It is said that Mr. Bayard has committed an indiscretion or 
impropriety in certain language he has used. If that were true, 
which it is not—I will not rehearse that, because it has been ‘is- 
cussed—but if it were true, does that justify this House in «om: 
mitting not only an im a but attempting usurpation: 
There been some t and foolish talk about the attention 
Mr. Bayard ought to give to such resolutions; even that he sl: yald 
resign. I have no aj ion that Mr. Bayard will contemplate 
anything of the sort; but if he did, then he would act with tpt 
priety: would not only act with impro , but unfaith- 

y to the Constitution of his country, because the Constitution 
has divided the ts of the Government, and it has given 
us our sphere and our jurisdiction; it has defined that of the 
executive and that of the judiciary. When we undertake to cen- 
sure @ minister of the United States merely for language used oF 











in any way to interfere in the conduct of his office in any matter 


that does not require impeachment or that does not require some 
declaration of policy upon our —_ in some matter that may come 
into legislative action, or that does not abridge or affect the priv- 
ileges of this House, then, in any other case except those that I 
have enumerated, when we attempt such a course we simply 
attempt an assault, not upon Thomas F. Bayard, or any individ- 
ual, but upon the Constitution of our country, which we are 
sworn to support. : 

Mr. § , there is in all peoples capable of self-government a 
high ad, a wise self-control and abstinence which leads 
them to abstain from a frivolous interference or hasty or intem- 

rate interference with the affairs of branches of the Government 
not committed to their hands. A capacity for that self-control 
and abstinence is a large part of the capacity for self-government. 
Those e who have it are capable of self-government; those 
who have it not are incapable of self-government. I trust, Mr. 
Speaker, the introduction of such resolutions as these, so trivial 
in their character, so uncalled for by the occasion—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that they do 
not indicate a decadence of those qualities which I have men- 
tioned which have been in all times t some of the highest at- 
tributes of the American people. [Applause on the Democratic 
side]. 

Me HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. WAtTson}. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BENOIT VS. BOATNER, 


Mr. TAYLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present to the House 
the report of the majority of the Committee on Elections No. 2 in 
the contested-election case of Benoit against Boatner, and to say 
that I will call it up for consideration here and disposition to- 
morrow m immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HITT. ill that require discussion? 

Mr. TAYLER. It will not require lengthy discussion. 

Mr. HITT. The special order calls for a vote to-morrow at 2 
o'clock upon the pending resolution, and there is a provision as to 
the time after the ordinary business of the morning. 

Mr. TAYLER. I do not know whether under the arrangement 
made that time could be put a little later in the day. 

Mr. HITT. At 2 o'clock the House will be at liberty to consider 
this question. 

Mr, TAYLER. Two o'clock will suit just as well to take up 
the Boatner case. 

Mr. HITT, After the vote, which is called for at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. TAYLER. paeeeely. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman make his report in that 
case now? 

Mr. BAILEY. DolI understand that leave has been granted 
the ney to eres their views? 

TheS . Ifitisasked for, the Chair has no doubt it will 


be a 
. BAILEY. I was absent fromthe flooramoment. Has the 
— been made? 
SPEAKER. It has not been made. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I make it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks that leave 
may be granted the minority to file their views. Without objec- 
tion, the will be to. The Chair desires to say 
that the c. of the committee said to him that he wanted to 
call + te case right after the reading of the Journal, in which 
case the Chair su the House could make a provision to allow 
a reasonable time in ‘addition to 2 o’clock for the disposal of this 
case if it should turn out to be necessary, but that can be disposed 
of to-morrow. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman has agreed to a proposition to let 
the election case be taken up immediately after the vote on the 

resolution. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand there is to be no 
debate on the election case. 

Mr. TAYLER. There will be the reading of the reports. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. About how much time will that 
consume? 

Mr. TAYLER. Half or three-quarters of an hour, perhaps. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the gentleman from Ohio proceeds, in 
order that there may be no misunderstanding, and in order that 
this matter may be understood, the contestee is to have as much 
as ten minutes to make a statement. It simply gives the gentle- 
man an opportunity to explain the case and why he assents to the 
case voted on without further argument. 

Mr. TA . Not for the purpose of discussion, but as an 
explanation why the case is brought to a vote at once. 


¥ 
AMBASSADOR BAYARD, 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the resolutions before the 
House present a novel and important question, and are entitled to 
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earnest, fair, candid, and dispassionate consideration. I ask that 
the Clerk read the resolutions: 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Whereas Thomas F. Bayard, ambassador of the United States to Great 
Britain, said in a public speech delivered in Boston, England, on August 2, 
1895, as follows: 

“He (the President of the United States) stands in the midst of a strong, 
self-confident, and oftentimes violent people—men who seek to have their 
own way—and I tell you plainly that it takes a real man to govern the people 
of the United States”; and 

Whereas Thomas F. Bayard, ambassador of the United States to Great 
Britain, said in a public speech delivered in Edinburgh, Scotland, on Novem 
ber 7, 1895, as follows: 

“In my own country I have witnessed the insatiable growth of that form of 
state socialism styled ‘ protection,’ which I believe has done more to foster 
class legislation and create inequality of fortune, to corrupt public life, to 
banish men of independent mind and character from the public councils, to 
lower the tone of national representation, blunt public conscience, create false 
standards in the popular mind to familiarize it with reliance upon state aid 
and guardianship in private affairs, divorce ethics from politics, and place 
politics upon the low level of a mercenary scramble than any other single 
cause. ¢ © © 

“ It (the said policy of protection) has unhesitatingly allied itself with every 
policy which tends to commercial isolation, dangerously depletes the Treas- 
ury, and saps the public conscience by schemes of corrupting favor and lar- 
gesse to special classes, whose support is thereby attracted. Thusit hasdone 
so much to throw legislation into the political market, where jobbers and 
chafferers take the place of statesmen": Therefore 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that 
Thomas F. Bayard, ambassador of the United States to Great Britain, in 
ceeey using the language above quoted, has committed an offense against 

nets sropriety, and an abuse of the privileges of his exalted position, 
which should make him the representative of the whole country, and not of 
any political party. ynsistent with that pru- 





Such utterances are wholly in« 


dent, delicate, and eoregeeee reserve which he himself, while Secretary of 
State, enjoined upon all diplomatic agents of the United States. In one 
speech he affronts the great body of his countrymen who believe in the 


pomey of protection. In the other speech he offends all his countrymen who 
lieve that Americans are capable of self-government. Therefore, as the 
immediate representatives of the American people, and in their name, we 
condemn and censure the said utterances of Thomas F. Bayard. 

Resolved further, That in the opinion of the House of Representatives pub- 
lic speeches by our diplomatic or consular officers abroad which display 
partisanship, or which condemn any political party or party policy or or- 
ganization of citizens in the United States, are in dereliction of the duty of 
such Officers, impair their usefulness as public servants, and diminish the 
confidence which they should always command at home and abroad. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. The ambassador admits the correct 
ness of the language attributed to him by the committee, but 
offers no apology, excuse, or justification for the same. The 
question thus presented is grave and important, the determina- 
tion of which is destined to have a far-reaching effect upon the 
diplomatic system of our Government, and merits the calm and 
Satharate judgment of this House. 

I can think of few spectacles, Mr. Speaker, more humiliating 
to the American people than the conduct of their ambassador on 
these occasions. 

In speaking of us as a “‘ strong, self-confident, and oftentimes vio- 
lent people, who seek to have their own way,” he directly implies 
that we are unwilling to yield to the supremacy of law, are self- 
willed, violent, turbulent, defiant, and incapable of self-govern- 
ment. Such an utterance was a slander upon the American people, 
We justly boast of the supremacy of law and are proud that our 
judiciary stands as one of the bulwarks of our national liberty, 
But, sir, the ambassador’s unfortunate language at Edinburgh was 
a most disrespectful reference to a political and economic principle 
long cherished by a large majority of the people of this country. 
And who was it who spokein this way? Was itsome obscure in- 
dividual, some one whose utterances would attract no attention, 
excite no comment? By nomeans. It was the American repre- 
sentative to the highest court on earth. He had long been a dis- 
tinguished lawyer and was a member of the United States Senate 
for more than twenty years. He knew that protection was a prin- 
ciple in which the great majority of the American people believed, 
and which they have cherished from the foundation of the Gov 
ernment. He knew that the greatest men of this nation had ad 
vocateditand taughtit. Heknew that Washington and Jefferson, 
Madison, Hamilton, and Franklin, those mighty men who guided 
the infant Republic through the perils of the Revolution and wrote 
the Federal Constitution in the blood of English statesmen, be- 
lieved in thisdoctrine. He knew that Jackson, the most enduring 
name his party ever placed upon its national banner, and the great 
Webster and Clay, the immortal Lincoln, and the eloquent Gar- 
field, all believed in it, and that from the teachings of these mighty 
men the American people had learned to cherish this doctrine as 
sacred almost as the Constitution. [Applause. } 

While a Senator of the United States Mr. Bayard was chosen as 
the leader of the Cabinet. AsSecretary of State he became the head 
of the diplomatic service of the Republic. Trained in that school, 
he knew that an ambassador who represents his government at 
the court of another government is bound by every rule of official 
deportment and diplomatic conduct to always speak respectfully 
of his own people. As the head of our diplomatic service, over his 
own signature and official title, he issued to our corps of foreign 
representatives personal and official instructions the spirit of 
which he was the only one to violate. 

What strange and unknown influence is it, Mr. Speaker, which 
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causes a high official to prescribe a rule of conduct to-day and 
violate it to-morrow? I am not familiar with all the circum- 
stances under which this unfortunate speech was delivered, but I 
know that it was in the capital of a foreign country jealous of our 
national policy and power; that it was in one of the great intel- 
lectual centers of Europe, in sight of one of ths great universities 
of the world and within the shadow of the monument erected by 


his countrymen to the memory and genius of the immortal Scott, 
and near that other monument, tall, grand, and beautiful, stand- 
ing on the Necropolis, facing the rising sun and the limitless sea, 
Scotland's contribution to the memory, the character, the life, 
the genius, and the achievements of the noblest benefactor of the 
human race and the greatest name that adorns history—Abraham 
Lincoln—surroundings, sir, which ought to inspire any man with 
love and zeal for his native land. [Applause.} 

Under such circumstances every American citizen had the right 
to expect that if reference was made by his ambassador to his 
country it would be some laudatory word for what his country 
had accomplished for human liberty. But you read his speech in 
vain for such a eulogy. Liberty was histheme. He spoke ofper- 
sonal liberty and independence, but the party, the power, the 
spirit, the genius, and the love for humanity, which gave liberty 
and independence to a race of slaves, fonnd no mention by him. 
I do not know if Mr. Bayard was in sight of the American flag 
when he uttered the words of the resolution; if he was, it isa won- 
der that the very stars -_ it did not cry out against him. This 
nation fought the war of the Revolution, fought the war of 1812, 
fought all the border wars, fought the war with Mexico and 
= our flag upon the fallen throne of the Montezumas; fought 

© first year of the t war of the rebellion under an Ameri- 
can flag made in England. It was not until 1862, when Congress 
had the courage and patriotism to place a protective duty upon 
the material from which the flag was made, three-quarters of a 
century after our national existence began, that the genius and 
labor of the American le was able to overcome foreign com- 
petition and make the flag at home. [Applause. ] 

Prior to that time we were forced to buy the material of which 
the flag was made—forced to buy the red, the white, and the blue— 
to buy, sir, the very stars themselves of foreign manufacturers; 
and after we had brought the fragments here and made from them 
that beautiful and starry emblem of human liberty, which stirs 
the human soul wherever it is seen, we placed it at the head of 
the American Army, and marching that Army out to battle, drove 
from the fieid in overwhelming defeat the very men who sold us 
the flag. [Applause.] We could do that, and we did; but we 
could not make the flag, because we could not make the material 
from which the flag was made; and when Mr. Bayard ke of 
the great system of American protection, he denounced only 
system that ever gave to the erican people an American flag 
made of American material by American labor. And after the 
American flags were made at home the United States purchased 
them from the American manufacturer at 50 per cent less than 
‘was paid the British manufacturer for the same article; and the 
American manufacturers were paying their workmen 50 per cent 
more wages than the foreign manufacturers were paying theirs. 

It is a forcible and, I trust, patriotic illustration of the principle 
that where there is no American competition in the manufacture 
of an article which the American people must have we pay the 
price for it the foreign manufacturer ds. Pet ath a 

Bat, sir, there is another view to be taken of thisquestion. This 
Congress had hardly started on its career before this House ex- 
pressed its confidence in the principles of American protection by 
passing a protective tariff bill—not as high a protective bill as 
many of us wished, and not as high as many of us hope this Con- 
gress will pass before it adjourns, but it was a bill distinetively 
protective; and by that act we proclaimed our faith in the prin- 
ciples of protection to American industries. [Applause. ] 

oe of this ra who voted in 1894 for a Repub- 
lican Representative in t House expressed his faith in the 
principle of protection to American laborers and American man- 
ufacturers; and the extracts from the speech of the American 
ambassador set out in the second resolution before the House are 
an insult toevery citizen of the Republic who voted in that way and 
toevery member of this House who voted for the tariff bill which 
the House passed. We owe it, therefore, to our constituents and 
ourselves to rebuke this insult. Let us adopt this resolution and 
send the word into every American home where the blessings of 
protection are seen and enj {applause] that this House reas- 
serts its faith and belief in this beneficent doctrine by reproving 
Sa who was so unfortunate as to utter the language 
referred to. 

But the real and far-reaching iniquity of this speech is yet to be 
seen. Lask the House to pause and think of the occasion on which 
it was delivered. Here is the most enlightened and pros- 
perous country on the globe. HereChristianity, ae a 
art, education, music, poetry, painting, and philosoph ve @x- 
erted greatest the greatest a Here life is 


their power on number 
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best. The American people are the highest product of Chris’, 
influence on the human race. [Applause.] There is England. 
her history runs to the middle centuries, and though it is mar;,.j 
by the bloody reign of cruel kings and queens, she is great 1) 
powerful, our only competitor in the race for national glory. 
From this country to that goes an ambassador, clothed with {}\. 
insignia of authority, the representative of the highest civi| ,,. 
tion and the greatest Government to the next highest civilizat.,,, 
and the next greatest Government, and in the presence of an auli- 
ence which came to greet an American official of highest ray. 
and in which was much of the scholarship and beauty and gra, 
of the Old World, this vituperation of, this —— for, the great 
rinciple of American protection was exhibited. I do not dow!) 
t such an audience blushed for shame at such unprecedent.j 
violation of international ae and policy. What, sir, must 
have been the effect of such a at such a time and place 
upon such an audience; and what must be its effect upon the 
people of free-trade England and Scotland, to have a policy that 
is as old as our Government and sacred to millions of our citizens 
designated as ‘‘ the insatiable wth of that form of state soc i.)- 
ism styled ‘ protection,’ ” by the ed diplomatic officer of our 
Republic? t, Mr. Speaker, while it is true that England an\ 
Scotland as nationalities op the doctrine of American prot «c- 
tion, it is equally true that that very reason thousands of their 
sons have left their homes, left family, left wife and children, |«/t 
native land forever, and braved the perils of the sea, to live in this 
country, because here manhood womanhood were protec ted; 
here the rights of the laborer were asserted; here toil found bet- 
ter compensation than in any country of the world. How must 
such men have felt at this assault upon our American protective 
policy by the at such a time and place? 
Mr. Speaker, in the name of every foreigner who has come to 
our shores to better his condition, to enjoy a larger and fuller 
(han Boccudl untestheapuaaioeel ieasepe, S qrenign Tienes: 
than he under ynasties , L arraign Thomas F, 
en before the bar of American sentiment for his unpatriotic 
an 


-American utterances. [A | 
Think of the effect of such a upon our diplomatic policy, 
for if such a course can be by our ambassador to the Court 


pursued 

of St. James, why can it not be pursued by our ambassador to the 
court of France, or Russia, or thatof Germany, or Austria, or Mex- 
ico, or Japan, or China, and soon, until every ambassador and consi! 
now ting this Republic abroad, if hesodesires, can spo.k in 
some disrespectful manner of the great institutions of this conntry? 
for it ae be een Mr. Ye agg omen ee his 
personal views of this great American policy. Suppose that some 
other American policy should be distasteful to some other Amer- 
ican ambassador or consul, and he should attack that policy in 
some public utterance made in his country because it 
did not meet his personal views, is it not apparent that the result 
would be the demoratization of our entire atic system? If 
our ambassadors and consuls can be allowed to express at will 
their disapproval of some national home policy and criticise 
it in a foreign country which is unfavorable to such a policy, how 
long can this country mai that dignity which our diplomatic 

relations demand? 
The ae the House me = meaningless. mt 
resent a grave and serious question, Congress must have 
lpoudsagetoment® seuaees If we fail to rebuke the am- 
bassador who has been so unfortunate as to utter ne ge 
not meet the 


aaa shock from which it will not soon recover 
But the whole of Mr. Bayard’s vicious attack does not appe:r 


from the la of the resolutions. I regret 


8 step, and largely owing to the confusion of civil strife, it [the policy 
tn Aa en ted om By my sovereign of 


of p obtaining control of the power 
. a aasist at any meen ne resort wontie any pembinas m 
true ustification and or 
Seeereunen of creating revenue for the support °‘ 
vat into an engine for the selfish and pr 


of the whole 
is dietation individual enterprine and combinat‘ons ealled * trusts." Up°: 
ve been messed ult 
the energy of discovery and tion debititated aud discouraged. 
Again he says: 
It is incorrect to speak of “ protection ” as. national policy, for that it «20 
le of ex nalit, 
in the adminis- 
tran millity 
value of * ve” taxation to its bene! 
ciaries consists in its Tier Olden Mieteedion te fever of 200° 
nice toany oe, laid on all, all wil! 
: and this simply 
tion of everything, and 
the orbit of such restricuye 












eeblement of individual energies and the impairment of manly 
es necessarily involved, and the belief in mysterious powers of 


liance e the pl of individual exertion, 
oe oe of phn my ee. al eee ifoerty ceases to be the 
great end of government. 

I do not wish to be understood as denying Mr. Bayard the right 
toentertain these views. Hehas that right. But I deny his right 
in his official capacity as American ambassador to utter such views 
at the time and place he did. Therein lies his offense. It is an | 
established principle of international law that an ambassador 
should not criticise his ive Government. It is equally im- 

»rtant that he should not criticise his own country while repre- 
senting it abroad. [ Applause. é 

In all the history of diplomatic relations between the great Gov- 
ernments of the world no instance can be found wherein a repre- 
sentative of one Government, in the presence of a great and cul- 
tured audience and of an energetic press which would send his 
speech throughout the world, criticised a policy of his home Gov- 
ernment which he knew had long been the cherished policy of a 
majority of its citizens. We look in vain for a precedent for con- 
duct like this. This nation is the first to furnish an ambassador 
so bold and forgetful as to traduce upon @ great occasion and in 
the presence of an unfriendly audience the cherished policy of 
hishomecountry. He knew he was speaking to an unfriendly and 
un-American audience which would welcome un-American senti- 
ment. He knew also that one might as well undertake to elimi- 
nate the Epistlesof Paul or the Revelations of John from Holy Writ 
as to eliminate the benefits of protection from American history 

applause}; yet in the presence of such an audience he struck pro- 
= his hardest and bitterest biows. 

No excuse or justification can be made for such conduct, and 
none is t to be made. The continued silence of our ambas- 
sador is a challenge to this House. He has expressed no regret, 
entered no plea of extenuation, given no explanation, offered no 
reason or excuse for his conduct. 

In my judgment, there is but one course for the House to pur- 
sue. Let the resolutions , and before the sun sleeps im a west- 
ern sky let the trained lightning of the eternal heavens announce 
in every f 


oreign court. that the American Congress will resent any 
insult offered the American people. [Loud applause. ] 
ing the delivery of the foregoing remarks, 

Mr. said: [ ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman be extended. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Texas will remember that the 
time allowed for debate has been limited. If this gentleman’s 
time is extended, he may use up the time of other gentlemen. 
I do not understand that it is proposed to extend the time for the 


vote. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman may have at least 
five minutes ; 
. HITT. LIshould be very glad to assent to the request, but 
the five ae are not mine to yield. It can only be done by 


Mr. HITT. I make no objection. 
oe SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will be 
e. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McCreary of Kentucky rose. 
Mr. HITT. If agreeable to my friend from Kentucky I will now 
take ten minutes, which I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 


[Mr. Grpson]. ' 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, in ae to say a few words on 
do not wish to go into ees eee 
ope 


g 


is resolution I 
to speak sentiments of Americanism that 
approved by all who are Americans, whether Republicans 
The questions involved in this resolution are big- 
ger than politics and commensurate with the broadest patriotism. 
Wherever an American sword is drawn on foreign soil it is 
America and all America. The heroes who 
such miracles of valor on the soil cf Mexico, who marched 
to Buena Vista, from Vera Cruz to Mexico, blaz- 
way with bonfires of vi , these heroes who won such 
themselves and for all of us, never thought in the day of 
were Whigs or Democrats, Northerners or 
or Westerners; they thought only of their 
whole country, its honor and its , and their 
eat purpose was to so act as to show themselves worthy of their 
land and abie to carry its banner to victory and their cause 
to a glorious consummation. { Applause. ] 
AMBRICGAN SWORDS DRAWN FOR ALL AMERICA. 


"Yes; whenever an American draws his sword on foreign soil, 
draws it for all America—for the North and the South, for the 
and the West; he draws it for the nation, and for the whole 


e 


East 
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nation. He goes forth as an American soldier, panoplied in the 
whole armor of American citizenship, and with the breastplate of 
American patriotism over his heart; and if ever an American sol- 
dier shall put his foot on foreign soil with any other sentiment in 


| his heart than that of undivided devotion to his whole country, 


there is great danger of that soldier proving a coward or a traitor. 


And so when [see or hear a civilian representative of the United 
States preferring his section to his whole country, or preferring 
his party to the whole people, or preferring his denomination to 


| the whole body of his Christian countrymen, then I will show you 


aman who does not carry a big, full, round American heart in 
his bosom, and who when an emergency arises will be apt to 
prove a coward or a traitor. No such man can worthily repre 
sent our country in a foreign land. [Applause.] 

So, when Mr. Bayard. without excuse or provocation, went out 
of his way to defame his own countrymen and to denounce a 
majority of our people as corruptionists in principle and conduct, 
he showed himself utterly unworthy of being our representative 
in @ foreign land; and his utterances have generated the belief in 
many patriotic minds that our representative in England is too 
much of a Democrat to be an American and too much of an aris- 
tocrat to be a patriot. 


AMERICAN CANNON SPEAK FOR ALL AMERICA 


When the cannon of the United States roars in a foreign land 
or upon a foreign sea, it speaks for all America. It is not loaded 
with Democratic balls or Republican powder: it is not aimed by 
cross-eyed sectionalism, nor is the match applied by the hand of 
religious sectarianism, but that cannon is loaded with American 
ammunition, is aimed by single-eyed American patriotism, and is 
fired by the hand of American valor. The thunder of its discharge 
is the unanimous utterance of patriotic America, and the cannon 
ball, as it batters down the defenses of the enemy or lays low the 
soldiers of the adversary, says in effect, ‘‘ Take this from the hand 
of all America.” { Applause. } 

So, when a civil representative of the United States stands up to 
speak of his country in a foreign land he should not be loaded 
with the ammunition of political controversy; he should not aim 
his remarks to strike down or wound any citizen of his country; 
he should carry in his heart no feeling of hostility to any party or 
creed or doctrine, but his heart should be big enouzh and open 
enough to take in his whole country, all of its parties, all of its 
creeds, and his utterances should be so big in their Americanism, 
so broad in their patriotism, so magnanimous in their sentiments, 
that every true American, no matter what his party or his creed, 
would feel that his own heart had been voiced and his own 
thoughts spoken. [Applause. ] 

And when Thomas F. Bayard raised his hand and his voice 
against a large portion of his countrymen he showed himself 
false to his country and better fitted to speak in a meeting of ward 
heelers the ribald diatribes of free-trade demagogues than to 
stand forth as the representative of all America in the British 
Empire. [Applause. ] 


AMERICAN WAR SHIPS BATTLE FOR ALL AMERICANS. 


When the battle ships of Decatur belched forth their iron balls 
upon the Algerines he did not stop to inquire whether the Amer- 
ieans held as prisoners by the Algerines were Methodists or Bap- 
tists, Presbyterians or Catholics. The fact that they were Amer- 
ican citizens and Christians and were enslaved by Mohammedan 
pirates was all that Decatur cared to know, and his guns spoke 
for America, and for all America. [Applause. } 

What would have been thought of Decatur had he sought to 
liberate none but those whoagreed with him in politics or religion? 
Oh, Mr. Speaker, when a man authorized to speak for America 
speaks in aforeign land he should speak for all America, not for 
any party nor for any creed, nor as the advocate of any doctrine 
or the champion of any faction. 

When Captain Ingraham run out the guns of his war ship at 
Smyrna and that Martin Koszta be restored to his free- 
dom as an American citizen, he did not stop to inquire whether 
Koaszta was.a native-born or naturalized American, whether he was 
a Protestant or a Catholic, a Whig or a Democrat; all he inquired 
about was whether he was an American, and when Koszta declared 
that he was, Captain Ingraham, noble American hero that he was, 
run up his war , cleared his decks for battle, loaded his cannon 
to the muzzle, and notified the Austrian commander to surrender 
Martin Koszta, or, by the Spirit of America, he would take him by 
force of battle. [Applause. | 

This is that intense spirit of Americanism that should inspire 
the heart and characterize the utterances of every American who 
is honored by this country with a commission to represent it in a 
foreign land. The moment he remembers party he stumbles, and 
the moment he prefers a faction he falls. And when Mr. Bayard 
showed by his utterances in England that he preferred his party 
to his whole people, and that he had feelings of animosity toward 
a majority of his count , then he committed what in peace 
we call a blunder, but what in war we call a crime. [Applause] 



















































































































































































































































































































































































































OUR REPRESENTATIVE IN ENGLAND SPEAKS FOR HIs “ MASTER.” 
Our representatives in England were formerly called ‘ minis- 
ters,” but a few years ago they came to be denominated ‘ ambas- 
sadors.” A minister represents a nation, but an ambassador rep- 
resents a king, an emperor, ora kaiser. I regretted this change 


in the designation of our national representatives, and I fear that 
Mr. Bayard does not consider himself the representative of our 
country and its people, but simply as the personal representative 
of President Cleveland. Andit may be this is the reason he stands 
forth in England to glorify his ‘‘ royal master,” Grover Cleveland, 
at the expense of the great mass of the American people. It may 
be this is the reason that Mr. Bayard tells the people of England 
that ‘‘ He (the President of the United States) stands in the midst 
of astrong, self-confident, and oftentimes violent people—men who 
seek their own way; and I tell you plainly that it takes a real man 
to govern the people of the United States.” He wants to make the 
people of England believe that Grover Cleveland is a king, who 
**governs the people of the United States,” and that he, Thomas 
F. Bayard, stands there in England as the ambassador of King 
Grover I. [Laughter and applacse. | 

When Bayard denounced the protective American policy as a 
** form of state socialism” that ‘‘ fosters class legislation,” ‘‘creates 
inequality of fortune,” ‘corrupts public life,” ‘lowers the tone of 
national representation,” ‘‘blunts the public conscience,” and 
** places politics oo the low level of a mercenary scramble,” he 
showed that he thought more of the free-trade statesmen of old 
England than he did of such grand American statesmen as Wash- 
ington, Clay, Lincoln, and Blaine, and that he preferred the plaud- 
its of English free traders to the good will of the great body of the 
American people. 


BAYARD STANDS UP FOR PARTY AND BELITTLES HIS COUNTRY. 


And when Mr. Bayard went further and said that our policy of 
rotection to American industries and American laborers ‘tends 
© commercial isolation, dangerously depletes the Treasury, and 

saps the popular conscience by schemes of corrupting favor,” he 
made statements that not only are the reverse of the truth but 
sentiments the American people have just voted down by an im- 
mense majority. Instead of voicing the opinions of the American 
people, as he was in duty bound to do, he actually insults the 
great majority of the American people and sets himself up as a 
common scold and unlicensed critic of his own countrymen. He 
takes the weapon our people have given him to be used for our 
welfare and with it strikes us across our faces and on our backs. 
Selected for a friend, he turns out to bean enemy. Chosen as a 
republican, he seems to be amonarchist. The disguise is stripped 
from him by his own hand and discloses him as more of a Demo- 
crat than an American, and less of a patriot than a demagogue, 
as having more love for England and her policies than for America 
and Americans, as having in his heart sentiments that better fit 
him to bea pg of England's free-trade Queen than as the rep- 
resentative of the free, patriotic, and equal citizens of the United 
States of America. [Applause.] 

In the best days of the Roman Republic her public men when 
abroad always stood up for Rome, ‘‘ that from her seven hills ruled 
the world.” They were never for Marius nor for Sylla, never for 
Cesar nor for Pompey. But after the Republic was overthrown, 
then Rome's representatives in foreign lands represented the Em- 

rer, anu no longer cared forthe Roman people. If they pleased 

sar they were happy. 


CLEVELAND A C4SAR, AND BAYARD A TOADY. 


Mr. Bayard seems to think that it is a matter of no consequence 
whether he represents the American people or not; that he is doing 
his whole duty when he represents Cesar. Hence he glorifies Mr. 
Cleveland, but stigmatizes the t body of the American peo- 
ple. In order to write Mr. Cleveland up he writes all the balance 
of us down, Mr. Cleveland seems to be his idol, and he wants to 
be his high priest on English soil. [Laughter. 

If there be pepe ho average can jises more than 
anything else in a public man it is toadyism. . Bayard is the 
toady of toadies, and a spirit of ne patriotism could no 
more dwell in such a breast than an American eagle could live in 
a bat roost. It is a flagrant shame that we are represented 
abroad by such an unworthy specimen of Americanism. 

Some ask: ‘‘ Will he — bene (te serge of censure? ” 
No; he will not resign. eveland loves toadies and toadies love 
masters, and Cleveland and Ba suit each other exactly. He 
will not resign. No such good fortune is in store for the Ameri- 
can _ But one of the very first things the next President of 
the United States will do after taking the oath of office will be 
to send to England some protective-tariff, patriotic, brave-spirited 
Republican to take the place of Thomas F. Bayard, the free-trade 
toady and unblushing defamer of hisown countrymen. [Applause.] 


THE TRUE AMERICAN REPRESENTATIVE. 


A man who represents us abroad should represent our —= 
tions, our glories, our mighty deeds, our grand principles, our 
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liberal patriotism. When he a abroad he should leave his po}j. 
tics behind; he should lay aside his State love; he should remem. 
ber that he goes abroad to represent us all, and he should swe] up 
to the high and ae stature of an ideal American citizenshj, 
America should be his Jerusalem, and he should open his westery, 
windows and, looking out over the broad Atlantic, pray for the 
land of his birth, as Daniel of old prayed for Jerusalem. 
America! America! 
Land of the mighty and the free, 


Thy States seem stallized in one 
As they loom up beyond the sea. 


The stars shine with a single light; 

But nearer viewed have seas and shores; 
So, when upon thy soil I stand, 

T see thy parts and hear uproars. 


But when I cross the ocean wide, 
And view my native land afar, 

Thy parts all melted are in one, 
And thou dost shine a single star. 


I see no parties and no sects, 
I hear no clamors and no sighs, 
But one harmonious brotherhood 
Seems there to dwell in paradise. 


eee a ee) 
r. SULZER. Mr. aker, I wish to read a few lines from 4 
statement issued by the last speaker [Mr. Gipson] and sent to his 
constituents in east Tennessee, as I am informed; but I will not 
ask leave to print in toto. He says in this statement: 
The number of pension calls made by me on the Commissioner of Pensions 
since my term began is 1,400. 
Figuring that out according to my arithmetic, there would be 
an average of about 14 calls a day during the one hundred days 
of this session. He has done remarkably well. [Laughter.] 
Indeed, Mr. oer, this is a wonderful circular, Here is another 
extract from it 
Rally, once again, boys! 
In other words, send Gipson back to Congress and the country 
will be safe. [Laughter.] 
The gentleman from Tennessee further says in this circular: 
Some few Democrats are charging me with being “ egotistic.” 
panne.) 
: a is a ver ee. eee. saw - like it before, 

ope every body will read it, especially in the gentleman's district. 
I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that Ido not know who these Demo- 
crats are who designate the gentleman as “ egotistic,” and for one 
I do not charge the tleman from Tennessee with being “ ego- 
tistic.” [Laughter.] But I think I know something about cam- 
—— , and I do not hesitate to say that if any candidate in the 

orth should get up a circular like this thus early in the campaign 
and should send it to all his constituents under the privilege of 
the frank, I am inclined to believe that there are just a few of those 
constituents who would believe that the gentleman was just a 
little ‘‘egotistic.” [Laughter.] 


Mr. GIBSON. . Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Pe acces Does the gentleman from New York decline 
yie 
Mr. SULZER. I decline to yield for the moment. 


The gentleman from New York declines to 
yield. 
Mr. GIBSON. The man that will make a false charge against 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee must take his 
seat. He is out of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the gentleman’s re- 
mark, and I am sorry I did not, but I suggest that the next time 
he procure atrumpet. However, I was going to say that from my 
knowledge of human nature and from the short experience I have 
had with the people of the world, I firmly believe that on election 
day the gentleman from Tennessee who has sought to criticise the 
manhood and cast aspersions on the honor and the reputation 
of Thomas F. Ba will find a great many constituents in his 
district who will believe that he is just a little ‘‘egotistic.” 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Tennessee says le 
did not send out this circular to his constituents, and that he did 
not frank it, I desire to withdraw my remark about that, but I 
am reliably informed by a member of the House it is a fact that 
he had done so. 

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to know who your informant is. 

Mr. SULZER. Do you deny that you have sent this circular 
out under a frank? ee 

Mr. GIBSON. I deny it utterly. It is an infamouslie. Your 
informant is the originator of a vile slander, and if you repeat it 
you are no better than he is. 

Mr. SULZER. Iam sorry, Mr. Speaker, that I have said 
anything to offend oo eman from Tennessee, If I have said 

, or that does him injustice, I will cour- 
apologize and take it back. 











1896. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. SULZER. I decline to yield just now, Mr. Speaker. I be- 
lieve that gratitude is the fairest flower that sheds its perfume in 
the human heart, and I want to say that when a man deliberately 
gets up on the floor of this House and attacks a gentleman across 


James, @ man who is not here to defend himself, I think it is only 
fair and proper to call attention to some of his own weaknesses 
and shortcomings. No fault should be found, atallevents. It is 
only Democratic gratitude. 
if Thomas F. Bayard stood on this floor to-day there would be 
very few Republicans that would dare to say a word against him. 
‘Derisive cries on the Republican side.] Laugh; but those that 
augh last laugh best. It is all well enough to be brave and talk 
in aloud voice and wildly gesticulate when the man you are calum- 
niating is not present; but I say to you, with all due respect tomy 
distinguished friend from Tennessee and other eloquent gentle- 
men on that side, that you can calumniate Thomas F’. Bayard and 
he is not calumniated; you canslunder him and he is not slandered; 
you can Vilify him and he is not vilified. He is a Democrat, and 
were he as chaste as ice and as pure as driven snow he could not 
escape Republican calumny. 

I believe the Republican party has made a mistake in trying to 
use the good name and fame of Thomas F. Bayard for political 
purposes. The pending resolutions are introduced here not for 
the mere p of censuring Mr. Bayard, but for the purpose of 
making an issue for the Republican party in the next campaign— 
not the true issue, not the issue about which the people want to 
know, not the question where you [the Speaker] and all the other 
candidates of the Republican party for the Presidency stand, and 
that is on the currency question. That is the all-important ques- 
tion to-day. It will be the great question in the next campaign. 
It can not be ignored, it can not be disguised, and it can not be 
shifted and put out of the way for some lesser question. You 
must meet it in this campaign. Ignore it, repudiate it, and you 
are lost. Do not deceive yourselves about it. If you do, let me 
tell you that you can not deceive the people. There is some satis- 
faction in that consolation. 

Where does the Republican party stand to-day on this question? 
Where doits candidates stand? Echoanswers, Where? McKinley 
straddles the currency issue; ALLISON straddles the currency issue; 
Morton has not said a word on the currency issue, and there aro 
others. I do not know of a single Republican candidate for the 
Presidency who has yet dared to come out boldly, manfully, and 
co y and say, ‘‘ I stand for honest money; I stand upon 
this Pp ‘orm for a sound, honest, and inviolate currency. 
I will take my stand and fail not.” The Republican party thus 


er question or the silver issue, but it is attempting to evade 
it and again bring up the old question of protection and make 
that a the paramount and the vital issue in the coming 
campaign. 

= want to do that we are perfectly willing and perfectly 
satisfied to meet you again on the protection issue in 1896. We 
a bby on it in 1892. The people decided it then and they will 

eci 


it again, and in my judgment the same way. And when- 
ever you to make the people of this country believe that the 
principle of protection as written by the manufacturers of this 
country in the McKinley bill, word for word, line for line, and 


- upon paragraph—the eps of protection that robs 
many to enrich the few; the kind of protection that discrim- 
inates the masses in favor of the classes; the sort of pro- 
tection that makes the rich richer and the poor poorer; the par- 
tisan, prejudiced, ‘political protection that seeks to divide this 
country by a line of financial demarcation more pronounced and 


more dangerous than Mason and Dixon’s line—you will find that 
the le will be against you and against your party next fall 
just as they were four years ago, and with as large and as decisive 
a . 
Mr. A. STONE. Have you not first got to find the 
candidate who will accept your nomination? 
. The gentleman from New York must not be 
in without his consent. 
Mr. RICHARDSON (to Mr. Suuzer). Tell him you said noth- 
“geees his candidate—Mr. Quay. 
. The gentleman from Tennessee must not in- 


SPEAKER 
the 
RI 


terrupt n from New York. 
Mr. OHARGeON. Ithankthe Chair. But the Chair did not 


-— the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLLiaM A. STONE] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania. The gentleman from New York is addressing himself 
to the resolutions, and should be listened to. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I have often thought during the 
short time I have been here that if the distinguished gentleman 





I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that | 


ere | 
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who sits in the chair were listened to more there would perhaps 
be more business done. [Laughter. ] 
I do not stand here to defend Mr. Bavard 








He needs no defense 


| He will live in American history long after his detractors and de- 


| famers are dead and forgotten. 
ts thi eC SS | the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] criticised a lit- 
the sea who represents this great country at the Court of St. | 








| days to censure poor 





| old flag of the Union on the left side and the old flag « 


| this country! 


The speech of Mr. Bayard, which 


tle while ago, will live long after the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. BARRETT] is gathered to his fathers. and, like them of 
such distinguished lineage, forgotten. It will live long after 
the gentleman from Tennessee has ceased to send his placards to 
his constituents, with his beautiful photograph on them, with the 
yf the Union 
on the right side, and above them, ‘‘ Rally, boys: rally once again!” 
In other words, ‘‘ Send Gipson back to Congress and the country 
will be safe.” [Laughter ] ; 

Mr. Speaker, what a spectacle is here presented to the p 
We have been in session for over three mon 
What have we done? Have we done anything that the people 
elected this Congress to do? Have we remedied a single evil that 
afflicts the body politic to-day? Have we passed a single bill 
granting any relief to the people of this country? Have we done 
a single thing to be proud of that we can point to with feelings 
of pride? No; notatall. When this Congress began its session 
the policy of doing nothing began, and from that day to this the 
Republican majority here have absolutely and assiduously lived 
up to that policy, and, in my judgment, they do not intend to do 
anything for the balance of the session. Instead of wasting three 
Jayard, while occupying only thirty-five 
minutes to offer relief to the heroic Cubans, and only two hours 
and a half to offer sympathy to the poor Armenians 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Just a few words more, Mr. Speaker. If we 
are not going to do anything, if we are not going to grant any 
relief to the people, would it not be well to at once pass the neces 
sary appropriation bills and speedily go home? It would be to 
the advantage of the Republican candidates for President, and 
also in the interest of the tax-paying people of the United States. 
But I am afraid, if you go on much longer doing these silly, 
ridiculous, nonsensical, preposterous things like this Bayard busi- 
ness and the other things that you have been doing since the 
session began, the people in the next campaign will rise up in 
Mr. BARRETT’s district and will say, ‘‘ What has the Republican 
party done?” And Mr. BARRETT with his usual eloquence will 
vociferously exclaim, ‘‘ We censured poor Bayard! ” 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. Just one moment more, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power to extend the gentle- 


| man’s time. 
far in this Congress and in this campaign does not meet the sound- | 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman’s time be exteuded. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman have five minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALSH. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague's 
time be extended. 

Mr. HITT. That can only be done by deferring the time for 
the vote. 

Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. SULZER. 
more. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no authority w give the gen- 
tleman any more time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for taking the vote be postponed for five minutes, in 
order to enable the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzER] to 
continue his speech for that length of time. It is not hurting 
and itis pleasing him. |[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks that the 
time for voting be postponed for five minutes, to enable the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SuLzer] to occupy five minutes 
more. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. SULZER. And the constituents, those poor, deluded con- 
stituents in Brother Gipson’s district, will rise up and say, ‘ GrB- 
SON, what has the Republican party done in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress?” And Gipson will hold up his hands and say, ‘* We 
censured poor Bayard.” [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] The people of the North, the people of the South, 
the people of the East, and the people of the West will rise up 
and say to the Republican statesmen and the Republican stump 
oratois in the campaign, ‘‘ What has the Republican party in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress done for us?” Andevery Republican stump 
orator will answer back in those stentorian and eloquent words, 
‘*We have censured poor Bayard.” [Applause and laughter. 
And throughout the country the voice of the stump orator wil 
be heard echoing and reechoing, reverberating and reverberating, 


Defer it. 
I do not ask more than a couple of minutes 


us, 
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from one end of the land to the other, the sad and startling re- 
frain, ‘‘ We have censured poor Bayard!” 

Oh, my friends, what a great or 4 the Republican party is 
to-day. What a great party the G. O. P. presents to-day, when 
its only issue is protection and ‘‘ We have censured poor Bayard.” 

I am afraid that you have made Mr. Bayard a greater man in 
the estimation of the American people by your attacks upon him 
and by your denunciations of him than you imagined. If the 
issue this fall is to be ‘‘ We have censured r Bayard,” remem- 
ber that once before a similar issue was made in this country, and 
the diplomat who was censured became the President of the 
United States by a majority of all the people. I say to you that 
when you pass this resolution you humiliate the American people 
in the eyes of the people of every foreign country. You impair 
the usefulness of Mr. Bayard and you bring disgrace upon our 
institutions and upon our country. 

If, as you say, you think he has done anything wrong as an 
American citizen at the court of a foreign power, in a representa- 
tive capacity, the spirit of human kindness should animate your 
hearts and you should not accentuate his indiscretion or his fault, 
but rather endeavor tocover it up by saying nothing at all about it. 

Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that these resolutions will not pass. 
They are undignified, they are un-American, they are unprece- 
dented, They are undignified because they are silly, trivial, and 
ridiculous; they are un-American because they are humiliating to 
the people of this country, and they are unprecedented because 
there has never been a time when anything like this has been at- 
tempted in Congress before; and I hope the day will never come 
= it will be again attempted. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

\t ere the hammer fell. } 

r. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker,Irisetoa, onal explanation. 

Mr. HITT. This, of course, will not come out of the time 
allowed for the debate. 

The SPEAKER. It will come out of the time between now and 
2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GIBSON. I only want about two minutes. 

Mr. HITT. That can only be done by extending the time for 
taking the vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the gentleman rises for a personal expla- 


nation. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will recognize the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say two things, and two 
things only. First, in reference to the charge that I have franked 
to my people the circular referred to by the gentleman from New 
York. In the first place, I will say, that circular is yet in the 
hands of the printer, so far asI know. It has not gone to the 
public at all. It has not even been delivered to me, except a few 
samples. Somebody has stolen the copy the gentleman , and 
the law books say that if there were no receivers there would be 
nothieves. [Laughterand applause.] Another maxim of the law 
books is that the receiver is as bad as the thief. I have not sent 
out a copy of it, and had no thought of franking it. If the gen- 
tleman judges me by his own code of morality, I have no doubt 
he would frank such a circular, But I have a higher code of 
morality than the gentleman seems to carry under his vest. 
[Lanughter. | : 

Another thing, the gentleman from New York exhibited my pic- 
ture to the House, and now I wish to exhibit this picture of him to 
the House, and ask to have it made a partof my remarks. Itisa 

jicture in words, and is headed, ‘‘ Timely advice to Mr. Seidlitz 
owder.” ([Laughter.] No, not exactly that, but ‘‘ Kindly advice 
to Mr. SULZER.” 

This is from a Washington letter to the New York World: 

Mr. SULZER, our own Mr. SULZER, was much watched and noticed. As all 
the world knows, he has been speaker of our assembly and has shown all kinds 
of talent. He is the man who spoke of Croker as “ that silent, farseeing states- 
man.” If Mr. SvuLzer has principle or gets any he ought to become something 
ofaman. Itis * aoe perene nes og) he has _ aos an in some 

y ngressmen ouse. a stro! an old- 
feahioned face. It looks something like the face of Henry Clay, Tt isa very 
self-conscious one at present. 

Mr. SULZER must let us with kindness warn him against the T of too 

+ self-concentration. He tkinks even about his coat. He undid all but 
fhe lowest button of it as he walked out on the floor to be sworn, and tried 
to walk like a tired statesman. But he really wants to be great. When 
Rrrp—already great in national matters—began to speak, SULZBR leaned 
forward in his chair and listened to him with flushed face and very 

gripping the arm of his chair tightly at the same time. It is said 
: ooks w Reep as his prey in this Congress,and means to show him 
| that a speaker come on from ew York to teach him some new things. 
| should take smailer game for a while, but perhaps he will grow up to 


Great pene. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, he has shown my picture to this House; I 
a aa tae ark House. ‘‘ Look on this picture, and then 
on t ughter. 
Another word. He says that when I go to Tennessee, in answer 
to their question, ‘‘ What have = done?” I will say to them, ‘I 
have abused Bayard.” Now, when he goes back to New Yorkand 
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the people of New York say, ‘‘ Mr. Seidlitz Powder, what did yy, 
do while in the Congress of the United States?” he will say: «| 
abused Gipson.” Canes] ag 

Mr. SULZER. r. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
rr 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, what the gentleman fron 1... 
nessee has read about me in a clipping from the New Y 1); 
World is what another man wrote about me. I did not write th. 
and if there are men on the new r press who sometimes abys. 
me and maliciously malign me and say unkind things about j)). 
and make unkind comparisons with other t men about me 
[laughter], thatisnotmy fault. Icannothelpthat. That is 0). 
other person's fault. But the gentleman from Tennessee | )}\\;. 
GIBSON] wrote —— in this circular himself, and about i). 
self, and in praise of himself, and against the Democrats, and |), 
signed his own name to it, put his own picture on it, put on the 
American fiag, told what a great man he was, told how many ¢«) | 
bills he had introduced, how many good resolutions he had oifer,), 
told how many Departments he had visited, how many speechies |)s 
had made, how well they were received in the House, how they 
were applauded, how he always got the Speaker's eye, how |io 
never had any trouble, how he was the friend of the old soldicr. 
the old soldier’s wife, the old soldier’s children; and he wound 1» 
by telling his constituents, ‘ Do not fail to attend your county evu- 
vention, and be sure to take your neighbors with you. Do not 
forget the day and hour—the words ‘day and hour’ in italics 
[laughter }—set for your convention. I am putting my trust iy 
you and your neighbors. If you get more than one of these letters 
give it to your neighbor.” 

I did not write what he read about me from the New York 
World, but he can not get upon the floor of this House and deny 
that he wrote all in this circular about himself. 

Mr. GIBSON. What of it? It is all right. 

Mr.SULZER. Isit? Iamglad youlikeit. I find no fault with 
it if you donot. I do, however, find some fault with the World 
correspondent who wrote the article you read about me. He hit 
me on several weak — [laughter], and as he had known ine 
for years, knew all about me, knew my record, I thought it was 
unkind of him to come down here on the first day of the session 
and write me up and tell all about me, and give me away, as it 
were. [Laughter.] I thought that was just a little unkind: but 
if you like what you wrote about a I find no fault with it, 
my dear Brother Gipson, and if I have-—— 

r. GIBSON. I wish you would have it printed in the Rio 
oRD. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. I will do it for you. There is nothing mean 
about me. Mr. Speaker, I send this circular to the Clerk and ask 
permission to print it in the RECORD asa part of my remarks. [ 
offer it as a part of my remarks, because if gentleman is not 
going to frank it, I want to give him a chance to frank it with as 
much morality of feeling and with as much compunction of ¢on- 
science for himself as he thinks I possess. Ineverclaim any more 
morality or any more virtue or any more honesty for myself than 
lon wiih at all times to co @ to the rest of the good peo) le 


of the worl 
unkind, or if the gentle- 


persona] 


Mr. Speaker, if I have said anything 

man has taken any offense at what I have said, [ am very sorry. 
I did not intend any offense, and I hope I have given none; but 
I will say this, that I saw that this debate in regard to Mr. Bayar‘ 
was degenerating into a farce, aroaring farce. I thought I would 
play my little init. If Ihave done it successfully without 
offending the i ed gentleman who des here or any 
of the members I am entirely content and satisfied. When I was 
a boy, and ever since, when there was a circus in town, it hus 
been my unvarying and determined effort and desire to go ii | 
could. I always tried to to the circus if I could, but always 
oe glad that I got to this t circus in the 
House of Representatives in regard to Mr. Bayard. I am glad 
that I have been able to play a part in it, not the part of the clown, 
ae it, the politeal wai: and that 
portunity to snap i whip at some 
‘00 Republicans who think they are a great de. 
i knowing, and a great deal 
poor man Bayard whom they have attacked, not 

wisely, but too well. [Applause.] ; 

. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair desires to say that 
any document is to be printed which has not been read, it must 

SET se eating in th Ronn to pe 
: - Lobject to RD paper whic! 
referred to by the gentleman from New York, unless it 
order of House. 
Ber Tyce teat ort by he 
y the gen- 
ion Gipson}. 












Mr. HITT. That which he read as a part of his remarks of 


course goes into his remarks. 
REPRINT OF A DOCUMENT. 


SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


= rint of House Document No. 247, which is exhausted. 


the re 


Mr. RICHARDSON. May I ask what that document is? 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is the report on life-insurance com- 
panies. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, yes. _ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York for the reprint of this document? 
There was no objection. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BENOIT VS. BOATNER. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the minority have been unable to 
complete the views which they desire to file in the contested-elec- 
tion case of Benoit vs. Boatner. They are in course of preparation, 
and 1 ask unanimous consent that they may be sent to the Print- 
ing Office after the House shall have adjourned. 

e SP The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the views of the minority may be sent to the Printing 
Office after the House shall have adjourned, as if they were filed 
during the session of the House. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. Se 

There was no objection. 


CHANNEL FROM HAMPTON ROADS TO NAVY-YARD, NORFOLK. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled the 
joint resolution (S.R.79) directing the Secretary of War to fur- 
nish an estimate for deepening the channel from Hampton Roads 
to the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., and also for improving the 
Western Branch of the Elizabeth River; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. OpELL, for five days, on account of business. 
To Mr. HUBBARD, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


family. 

To Nir. Dayton, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Burton of Ohio, until Monday, on account of business 
of the House. s 

To Mr. BROMWELL, until Monday, on account of business of 
the House. a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois moves that the 
House do now adjourn. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


Ws: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 


additional a tion for acquiring land and making im- 
eat ep in United States custom-house and post-office 
uilding at Newark, ZF .—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and i 


A letter from assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting copies of the findings filed by the court in the cases of J. 
R. Bondurant, administrator of Elizabeth C. Bondurant, deceased; 
Margaret Ray, and Joanna Summers against The United States— 
to the on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6787) to provide 
for the transfer of the Fort Sidney Military Post Reserve to the 


State of Nebraska for educational purposes, reported the same 
Without amendment, accompanied f @ report (No. 856); which 
said bill and were referred to Committee of the Whole 
House on the of the Union. 


Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
ton Saint eipctemry exadicins cod eecesry to too Dict ot 
ici surgery in istrict o 

eles which ania Lill and senoet accompanied by a 

oi ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 4267) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Widmer. (Report No. 857.) 

The bill (H. R.6792) granting a pension to Hannah R. Quint, 
(Report No. 858. ) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1291) granting an increase of pension to Celeste A. Bough- 
ton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton. (Report No. 
859.) 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.3990) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza G. Py 
(Report No. 860.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Persions: The 
bill (H. R. 1948) to grant a pension to Uriah Andricks, Fifty-fourth 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry. (Rep 
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By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 4512) for the relief of C. J. Winne. (Report No. & 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 1624) for the relief of Anna W. Osborne. Report 
No. 863.) 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 509) 
for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon. (Report No. 864.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 


(H. R. 1061) granting pensions to Gray’s Battalion of Arkansas 
Volunteers. (Report No. 865.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1631) granting a pension to Emeline Filgate. port 
No. 866.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to James L. Wing. (Report 
No. 868.) 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (8.757) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Morris. 
(Report No. 869.) 


> 
( Re 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 7412) donating condemned cannon, 
cannon balls, and shells to the State of Rhode Island to decorate 
the camp of the militia of said State—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 7413) to regulate street-railway 
fares and transfers in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7414) to amend section 3994 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads., 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 7415) for the protection of 
American labor and to establish additional regulations concerning 
immigration to the United States—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 7416) to provide for the loca- 
tion of a fish-cultural station at Spearfish, S. Dak., and for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of buildings and equipments 
therefor—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7417) to continue the 
construction of buildings at Fort Riley, in accordance with the 
act approved January 29, 1887—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H.R.7418) to amend section 2743 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. concerning t 


1@ ex- 

amination of drugs—to the Committee on Ways and Means 
By Mr. BOUTELLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 144) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 


for the succession to the Presidency in a certain conting 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DENNY: A resolution (House Res. No. 214) to instruct 
the Committee on Appropriations to report on the suspension of 
payment of an award to the estate of Roger A. Hiern, late of Ala- 
bama—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. POOLE: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
New York approving the Linton bill (H.R.1) and praying its 
passage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


ncy—to 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 7188) granting a pension to George Rodney 
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Burt—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 7331) for the relief of George Ritchey—Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause i of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7419) for the relief of 
Jacob Aills—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

= Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7420) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth M.Sale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 7421) increasing the 
pension of James B.Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of Lydia W. 
Holliday, of Wheeling, Ohio County, W. Va.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7423) to pay certain judgments 
egainst the United States, rendered by the district court for the 
third judicial district of Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 7424) granting a pension to John 
Deming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7425) for the relief of George 8. 
Simon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (BE. R. 7426) to in- 
crease the pension of Samuel McClure—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7427) for the benefit of Sanford Ross—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7428) for the relief of W. H. Bently—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7429) to increase the pension of John T. Bur- 
gess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7430) for the relief of the 
trustees of Mount Holly Baptist Church, of Fauquier County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7431) for the relief of Edwin 
O. Sargent—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7482) to amend the naval record of Lieut. 
Commander William L. Stone—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H.R. 7483) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Lindsey and others, gga of Beverly Hodges—to the Com- 

8. 


mittee on the Public Lan 
By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (Hi. R. 7434) to increase the pen- 
sion of Edward P. Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 7435) for relief of William M. 
Dotson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7436) for the- 
relief of the estate of John R. Biglow—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.'7437) for the relief of Thomas H. Atkinson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 7488) for the relief of Edwin 
F. Brooks—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 7489) for the benefit of John D. 
Langhorne, late of the United States Navy, mileage due him by 
the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H.R.7440) to increase the pension of 
Albert G. Dow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following "ep and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Protests of Moses Lowers, publisher of the 
Roscoe Forum, of Washington County, Pa., and George W. 
Campbell, of the Springfield Mountaineer, of Fayette County, Pa., 
against the — of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to theCommittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 64 citizens of Jefferson, Greene County, Pa., 
praying that religious publications be given every advantage in 
circulation of second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Greene County, Pa., against the passage of any measure looking 
toward military training in the public schools of the country—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Protest of members of Arena Council, No. 
52, of Arena, Wis., against the acceptance of the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, nine petitions, containing a total of 89 names, of citizens of 
Washington, D. C., urging the passage of House bill No. 5220, or 
some similar measure, —— the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its lines, and 


MARcH 19, 


oyeien Ge ee: . the — = said company until its 
existing lines are modern ui and operated—to the Com. 
mittee on the District of Columbia, pe Com. 

By Mr. BAILEY: Petition of J. C. Bayne, of Trenton, Tex. for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the posta! |, ws 
relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Po«+. 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of George Walker Lodge, No. j 
American Protestant Association, in favor of the passage of ¢h¢ 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration ang 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Remonstrance of A. Nottingham anq 
50 others, of Jefferson County, Kans., against the appropriation 
of public moneys to sectarian institutions—to the Committer oy 
Appropriations. 

y Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial of the Cincinnati Chamber o¢ 
Commerce, in relation to House bill No. 3212, entitled ‘A \)j}) to 
secure a better foreign market for grain and the products of yrain 
and other agricultural products of the United States, and for other 
purposes ”"—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Affidavit of William C. Estill; also afi. 
davits of T. W. McNeely and P. 8. Scott, in support of House )jj] 
No. 6497, granting a pension to William C. Estill—to the Commit. 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of citizensof New York 
and vicinity, asking for a national commission to investigate and 
report upon the subject of social vice—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Farmer’s Institute of Gouverneur, N.Y, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 5213, imposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture and sale of filled cheese—tv the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of McCook Lodge, No. 9, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Steubenville, Ohio, unanimously 
indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on lumi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of James Bryant Post, No. 119, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Minneapolis, Minn., against the 
proposed change of stars on the United States flag—to the Com- 
mittee on the eee 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of citizens of Blystone. Craw- 
ford County, Pa., favoring a e of House bill No. 5213, 
known as the Wilber bill, regarding the manufacture and sale of 
filled cheese—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), protest of W. H. Sandborn, of Northeast, 
Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 68, Order Sons of St. George, of 
Erie, Pa., for the passage of the Stone bill, restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also (by request), petition of Cushman Bros., of Northeast, 
Pa., praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Protests of W. J. Mortal, of Somerset, 
Ohio, and Hugh F, Eagan, of Adelphi, Ohio, against the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Resolutions of the convention of the (lass 
Bottle Blowers’ Association of the United States, favoring free 
coinage of silver and gold at the rate of 16 to 1—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petitions of John M. Vrooman, of Lewistown, Mont.. and 
R. B. Mitchell, of Neihart, Mont., praying for favorable action on 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions adopted by a union mass meeting of citizens of 
Helena, Mont. ae sympathy for the Armenians—to the 

airs. 


Committee on Fo 

By Mr. HEND N: Paper from Department of Kansas, 
Grand Army of the Republic, fav the passage of the Vicks- 
— national military park bill—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of John E. Hirst, of Galena, IIl., against 
the of House bill No. 4566, ——s postal laws—to 
the ittee on the Post-Office and Post- . 

, geen ae the Rockford poner tr meme vicysh es 
ord, Ill, against the appropriation of $80,000,000 fo 

coast defenses, and the for the cuiexgameant of the Army and 

Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : +S 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of 78 citizens of Glendola, 65 cit. 
zens of N Branch, 68 citizens of Perrineville, 47 citizens of 
Perth Amboy, 162 74 citizens of Mon- 


citizens of Boundbrook, 
‘mouth J on, 85 citizens of Jamesburg, 140 citizens of Eaton- 


town, and Austin Thurston and other citizens of Neshanic Station, 
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all of the State of New Jersey, urging the adoption of the sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the appropriation of 
public money to aid sectarian institutions—to the Committee on 

e Judi ° 
ay petitions of Austin Thurston and other citizens of Neshanic 
Station, 102 citizens of Boundbrook, 78 citizens of Glendola, 85 
citizens of Jamesburg, and 140 citizens of Eatontown, all of the 
State of New Jersey, favoring the adoption of a seventeenth 
amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the granting of the 
right of franchise to aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KERR: Petition of P. H. Barrett and other veterans of 
the late war, praying for the passage of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Evening Star Council, No. 18, Daughters of Lib- 
erty, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, unanimously indorsing the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Robert A. Young and several 
others, citizens of St. Paul, Minn., asking for the passage of an 
amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States and a remonstrance against the appropriation of public 
moneys for sectarian undertakings—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 5 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Iowa Loyal Legion, of Des 
Moines, Iowa, favoring the bill for the establishment of the Vicks- 
burg national k—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the Cincinnati Chamber of Coin- 
merce, asking Congress to give due consideration to the principle 
of reciprocity between countries having exchangeable products, 
and so far as the same is embraced in House bill No. 3212—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of the Pride of Williamsport Coun- 
cil, No. 104, Daughters of Liberty, of Williamsport, Pa., unani- 
mously in favor of the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., urging the passage of House bill No. 2563, 

roviding for the enrollment and organization of Naval Reserve 
foross—t0 the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New Orleans Produce Exchange, praying 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to provide 
i-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of I. W.and C.S. Mercer, of the State Press; also 
of S. W. Mercer, of the Post, Iowa City, Iowa, for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of the mayor and 
other members of the city government of Somerville, Mass., urg- 
ing the adoption of the metric system of weights and measures— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of L. W. Bethurum 
and others, for increase of pension of Samuel McClure—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, account of W. H. Bently, to accompany bill for his re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN (by request): Petition of T. W. Rollins, of 
Elisworth, Me., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Caleb Cushing Lodge, No. 8, Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Salisbury, Mass.; also, peti- 
tion of Whittier Council, No. 18, Daughters of Liberty, Salisbury, 
Mass., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: Petition of E. B. Folsom and others, of 
Genoa, Ney.; also, petition of M. B. Seaman and others, of Car- 
son Valley, Nevada, praying for the passage of joint resolution No. 
11, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to eats House bill No. 
poo relief of J. W. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Tionghnioga Lodge, No. 75, Order 

United American Mechanics, of Homer, N. Y., favoring the pas- 

sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Mr. POOLE: Petition of Pomona Grange, Patrons of Hus- 

, of Madison County, N. Y., asking for the passage of the 

Wilber bill, No. 5213, relating to filled cheese—to the Committee 


on Ways and 

City, protesting testing againat the passage of House bill No. 456, amend: 
tt of House bi o. 4566, amend- 

ing postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. RAY: Resolutions of L. W. Truesdell Post, No. 646, 
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| pension of $8 per month to all soldiers and sailors who 
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Grand Army of the Republic, of Owego, N. Y., in favor of serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of William Robinson for relief, to 
accompany House bill No. 6167—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of T. Percy Goss, of Hyannis, 
Mass., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of the Cotton Exchange of New- 
bern, N.C., for the improvement of Ocracoke Inlet—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

sy Mr. STAHLE: Petition of General John Sedgwick Post, No. 
37, Grand Army of the Republic, of York, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the National Tribune’s service-pension bill, ¢ 


ranting & 
: sery ed 
ninety days or more in the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions unanimously adopted by 
the Milwaukee (Wis.) Chamber of Commerce, protesting against 
the erection of a bridge across the Detroit River—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 273, Order Sons of St. George, of 
Lake Linden, Mich., consisting of 58 members, indorsing the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of C. R. Smith and others, of Manistique 
relative to postage on second-class matter 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Caroiina: Paper toaccompany House 
bill for the relief of Thomas H. Atkinson—to the Coramittee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of E. R. Alderman, favoring 
the passage of House billsNos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide |-cent 
letter postage and to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, protest of R. C. Coburn, publisher. of Marietta, Ohio, 
against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Clay City Lodge, No. 101, Order United 
American Mechanics, of Zanesville, Ohio, in favor of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Samuel Nunemaker and 35 old 
soldiers from Landisburg, Pa., in favor of a pension bill granting 
$8 a month to all soldiers who served not less than ninety days 
and $12 a month to the widow of such who have died—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mich., 
to the Committee on 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 20, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.sury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GRAY, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

Mr. ALLEN. At the conclusion of the morning business [ shall 
ask the privilege of addressing the Senate for a few moments be- 
fore 2 o'clock on the subject of the admission of Mr. Du Pont to 
a seat in the Senate from the State of Delaware, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, at the instance 
of the Attorney-General, an estimate of appropriation to be in- 
cluded in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, to pay the salary of the United States district judge for the 
district of Utah for the fiscal year 1897, authorized by the act of 
July 16, 1894, $5,000; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 79) directing the Secretary of War to 
furnish an estimate for deepening the channel from Hampton 
Roads tothe navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., and also for improving 
the Western Branch of the Elizabeth River; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 140) directing the Secretary of War 
to make. a survey and submit an estimate for a breakwater in 
Marquette aaa and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 141) directing the Secretary of War 
to submit plans and estimates for the improvement of Fairport 
Harbor, 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Antlers, Goodland, Rodney, and Kosoma, all in Choetaw Na- 
tion, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for changes in the state of affairs in that Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance U nionof Spring Ranche, Nebr. ,remonstrating against 
the selling of beer on Ellis Island; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Spring honcho, Nebr., praying for the enactment of 
& Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Geneva, Nebr., 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving to second-class 
mail matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of 
July 16, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Sedgwick Post, No. 17, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of California, of Santa Ana, 
Cal., remonstrating against the granting of special pensions, at 
high rates, to the widows of deceased officers of the Army and 
Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Charles B. Soper and 
sundry other citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Delaware, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion giving to second-class mail matter, such as religious tracts, 
full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ohio, remon- 
strating against the introduction of military training in the public 
schools of the country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the appointment of an interna*ional 
board of arbitration between Great Britain and the United Scates; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the memorial of Jacob Bas and 817 
other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against plac- 
ing the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was 
soleeved to the Committee on the a 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
2,000 citizens of ton, Mass., held in the People’s Temple, favor- 
ing the recognition of Cuban belligerency, and remonstrating 

ainst further delay in the passage of the resolutions now before 

© Senate; which were ordered to lit on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Thomas Holloway 
and 87 other citizens of Kingsville, Mo., and the petition of J. B. 
Fisher and sundry other citizens of Cave Spring, Mo., praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the Consti- 
tution of the United States ‘‘ acknowledging Almighty God as the 
source of all power and authority in civil government, our Lord 
Jesus Christ as the ruler of nations, and His revealed will as the 
supreme authority in civil affairs”; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also prmeenes the petition of G. M. Foster.and sundry other 
citizens of Deepwater, Mo., and the petition of James A. Potter- 
field and sundry other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation giving to second-class mail matter, such 
as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; 
ee were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented the petition of the Enrolled Missouri Militia 
of Gailatin, Mo., praying for the enactment of a general pension 
law nting to all soldiers of the late war, including the En- 
rolled Missouri Militia and all who were in the six-months service 
who served ninety days and were honorably discharged, and also 
to the widows and orphans of such as may be deceased, a pension 
= $8 per month; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the faculty and stu- 
dents of the University of South Dakota, Vermilion, S. Dak., pray- 
ing for the establishment of an international board of arbitration 
between Great Britain and the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Flandreau, 8. Dak., and of the Christian Citizen- 
ship ae of Moody County, 8. Dak., ee for the enactment 
of a Sundavy-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Moses Maky and 24 other citi- 
zens of Marshall County, 8. Dak., praying for the adoption of the 
pees religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 

; which was referred to the Committee on the as 

He also presented the petition of A. 8. Thorne, of Forest wy 

8. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
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poet laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was ro. 
erred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

_ He also rats the petition of W. F. Mayer and sundry ot}, 
citizens of Clay County, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment <; 
legislation to tax and regulate manufacture of filled cheese; w)};i. |, 
was referred to the Committee on iculture and Forestry. _ 

He also presented memorials of the Baptist churches of \,,, 
trose, Clear Lake Spring, Elkton, Desmet, Egan, and Pierre, «|| ;,, 
the State of South Dakota, remonstrating against the present «.,,. 
tract-school system, and also against the appropriation of 10, 
in aid of such schools; which were referred to the Committe: 
~~ % riations. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of the Board of T; 
of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the proposed dis. 
tinuance of the existing special fast-mail service between \ 
Orleans and the East; which was referred to the Committe 
es 

e also presented a memorial of the board of commissioner 
the Fifth Louisiana levee district of Delta, La., remonstra: 
against placing the improvements of the Mississippi River in 
hands of private persons, and praying Congress to continue the 
work under the plans of the Mississippi River Commission; whic) 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of J. E. Thomas and sundry ot}i-r 
citizens of Boyce, La., praying for the enactment of legis|:‘ iy 
giving to second-class mail matter, such as religious tracts, {|| 
advantage of the act of July 16, 1894; which was referred to tho 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lamourie 
Bridge, La., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Pratt Food Company, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent letter posta <9 
per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to seco1l- 
class and free mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of 8. E. Watson, of Wat- 
son, Tex., praying for the free and unlimited coinage of silver; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of W. H. Young and sun- 
dry other citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KYLE presented a memorial of General Winfield Scott 
Post, No. 48, Department of South Dakota, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Ipswich, 8. Dak., remonstrating against the proposed 
change in the arrangement of the stars in the national flag; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and the 
Christian Church, all of Amherst, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Colurabia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Coiumbia. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Chillicothe, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the introduction of military instruction in the public schools of 
es country; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


of 


airs. 

He also presented a petition of 15 citizens of Canton, Ohio, pravy- 
ing for the enactmentof legislation giving second-class mail maticr, 
such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of July 16, 1s‘); 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Po-t- 


s. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the establishment of an internation! 
board of arbitration between Great Britain and the United Statv;; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 109 members of Association No. 
48, National Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association, of S:.1- 
dusky, Ohio, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1242, to 
amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United Stats, 
to improve the merchant marine engineer service and there!y 
also to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve; which was 
referred to the Committee on ce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. KyLz on the 1sth in- 
stant, intended to be to ~ tive, executive, and 

t 


judicial appropriation i =e an amendment, and 
— that it be — to Committee on Appropriations; 
w was . 
Mr. MO from the Committee on Finance, to whom ws 
964) authorizing the of officers of customs 
performing duty after the expiration of therr terms, submitted an 
adverse a bedoinitaty.” which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed 
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LINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
hg was referred the bill (S. 1814) to incorporate the 
Washington Homeopathic Medical College in the District of Co- 
jambia, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the bill was ed indefinitely. ore 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2183) further to amend an 
act ‘entitled ““An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, A. D. 1893, submit- 
ted an adverse thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4254) granting to the Duluth and 
North Dakota Railroad Company right of way through certain 
Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota, reported it with 
amendments. : 7 , 

Mr. CULLOM. Tam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6248) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and -judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
purposes, to report it with amendments and to submit a report 

reon, 
or give notice that early in the week, perhaps on Monday, I shall 
call up the bill for consideration. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 
17th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
pill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that it be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by himself on the 16th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it with- 
out amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an | 
amendment submitted by himself on the 17th instant, intended | 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it with- 
out amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee | 
on Appropriations, and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
tee on Privil and Elections, to whom was referred the joint | 
resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an amendment to the Constitution | 
of the United States parenting for the election of Senators by the | 








I am instructed by the Commit- | 


votes of the = electors of the States, to report it favorably 
with four amendments as to the phraseology and to sub- 
mit a thereon. 


Mr. GRAY. With reference to the report just made, I wish to 
state that it is not a unanimous report. There will probably bea 
minori a ao made to the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Of course a reasonable time will 
be given to the minority to submit their views, and I hope it will | 
be done as soon as possible. I give notice that at the earliest possi- | 
ble day, consistent with the state of business in the Senate, I shall | 
move to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As one of the minority, I give notice that | 
the motion of the Senator frora Oregon, the chairman of the com- | 


rrittee, will be vest opposed. 
The VICE-P’ IDENT. The joint resolution will be placed | 
on the Calendar, 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Onn” 


_ Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2577) to estab- 
lish a council of ordnanee; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2578) granting a pension to 
Andrew M. Callaham; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to 


Andrew Steed; which was read twice by its title, and, with the | ‘ 


accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2580) to increase the pension of | 

Isaiah Weston; which was read twice by its title, and, with the | 
, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 2581) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary B. Houk; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Commi 

PROCTOR 


accom 


M eine tm ~y > Pensions. 

tr. u a bill (S. 2582) granting a pension to 
George L. Benner; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2583) for the relief of Leonard I. 
Brownson, late first lieutenant Company K, Fifth Vermont Vol- 
unteers; Was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on i 


Affairs. 
e Mr. LODGE uced a bill (S. 2584) for the relief of Mrs. 
R. M. Bartleman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
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Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2585) to establish a life 





saving station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michi- 
gan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2586) to pay 
to John D. Langhorne, late of the United States Navy. mileage 

abroad; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON izitroduced a bill (S. 2587) for relief of settlers on 
the Mille Lacs Indian Reservation: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2588) for the relief of George 
S. Simon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2589) granting an increase of 
pension to Grace T. Arms; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. HILL (for Mr. Murry, by request) introduced a 1 S. 
2590) granting an honorable discharge to James Connerty: v h 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 


referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 104) directi 
the Secretary of War to transmit to Congress a report on survey 
of the waterway connecting the waters of Puget Sound, at Salmon 
Bay, with Lakes Union and Washington, and to submit an estimate 
of the cost of constructing said waterway; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe District of Columbia appropriation biil; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PACIFIC RAILWAYS. 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution: which was 


| considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 2.000 copies of 


} that portion of Senate Executive Document No. 51, Fiftieth Congress, first 


session, that embraces the message of the President of the United States « 
the majority and minority reports of the commission appointed to investigat« 
the Pacific Railways. 

CONSTRUCTION OF BATTLE SHIPS, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, now engaged in an inquiry 
respecting armor plate for vessels of the Navy, be al directed to inquir 
whether it is wise and expedient in the construction of battle ships to locate 
turrets and heavy guns above other turrets and guns, and for thi purpose 
toascertain whether the result has been favorable tle ships 
hitherto so constructed. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before tl 
resolution of the Senator from West Virginia { Mr INS], pro- 
posing to instruct the Committee on Foreign Relations to submit 
a report relative to the war in Cuba, which comes over from a 
previous day. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution go over and hold its place, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, resolut 
will go over. 

The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of the Senator 


in the cases of bat 


» Senate the 


the ion 


from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr], proposing to empower the Com 


mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment to investigate and 
report upon the administration of the civil-service law in the 
Government Printing Office, which comes over from a previous 
ay. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts not being 


present, the resolution had better lie over without prejudice. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report on the Cuban resolutions. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will suspend a moment until 
I can deliver a few remarks on the Du Pont case, which I will do 
before 2 o’clock. It will not take me to exceed thirty minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the Cuban matter be taken up and laid 
aside informally, so that it will come up again without further 
trouble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair lays before the Senate the 
conference report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the resolutions relative to the war in Cuba. What is the request 
of the Senator from Ohio? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I have calied up for consideration the con- 
ference report on the Cuban resolutions. I suppose*they come up 
in the ordinary way, without any motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has laid the conference 
report before the Senate. 

r. ALLEN. Iam unable to hear the Senatorfrom Ohio. 
Mr.SHERMAN. What doesthe Senator from Nebraska desire? 
Mr. ALLEN. My desire is now to deliver a fewremarks on the 

Du Pont case, which I can do, I think, within half an hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [can not refuse that, it being also a privi- 
leged question; the Chair so holds it, but let the other question of 
privilege be pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report will be laid 
aside temporarily. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The consideration of the conference report 
will be resumed immediately upon the conclusion of the remarks 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] calls up for the purpose of submitting some remarks 
thereon the resolution reported by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, that 
Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from the 

tate of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 
The Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Hon. Henry A. Du Pont, a 
citizen of the State of Delaware, claims to be entitled to a seat in 
the United States Senate, by virtue of a vote of a joint convention 
of the general assembly of that State had on the 9th day of May, 
1895, resulting as follows: 


For Henry A. Du Pont 

For Ed. Ridgley.. Tits ae we 
For J. Edward Addicks 

For Ebe W. Tunnell 


Making a total of 


The majority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections say 
in their report that there were present— 


In such joint assembly, and each casting a vote, 30 persons, each claiming 
to be a member of the legislature of the State of Delaware and entitled to 
vote for United States Senator 


Also that— 


It is conceded by Mr. Du Pont, and by your committee, that if this conten- 
tion is true—that is, if each of the 30 persons so present in such joint assem- 
bly, and each of whom cast a vote for Senator, was a duly qualified member 
of the legislature of the State of Delaware, and under no disability as such, 
which would deprive him of his right to a seat in such assembly, and to cast 
a vote for Senator, then Mr. Du Pont was not elected Senator and is not en- 
titled to a seat in the Senate. 


And that— 


It is admitted upon the part of Mr. Du Pont, and such is the fact, that of 
the 30 persons so present and claiming the * = to vote, as aforesaid, only 29 
ot them were so qualified. It is contended, however, that one of the 30, 
namely, William T. Watson, claiming to be a senator from the county of Kent, 
and claiming to be the speaker of the senate, and claiming the right as such sen- 
ator to be present and participate in the proceedings of such joint assembly 
and to cast his vote for Senator, was not entitled, under the constitution of 
the State of Delaware and the laws of the land, to be present in such joint 
ancy had no right to be counted therein in making up the number pres- 
ane ad no right to cast his vote in such assembly for any person for Sen- 
ator. 

The whole question involved, then, in this case is as to the right of Watson 
to be present in such joint assembly and to be counted therein in making up 


the number present, so as to require the votes of 16 members to make an elec- 
on. 


And further— 


It will be seen, therefore, the whole question of the right of Mr. Du Pont to 
a seat in the Senate, as claimed, turns upon the single question: Had William 
T. Watson, then holding and exercising the office of governor of the State of 
Delaware, aright under the constitution of the State and the lawsof the land 
to exercise the office of State senator, and as such to sit in the joint assembly 
on May 9, 1895, and to be counted therein in making up the number constitut- 
ing such joint assembly, and vote therein for a Uni States Senator’ The 
—v of your committee, therefore, are clearly of the opinion that he had 
not. 


No denial is made of the fact that William T. Watson was a 
legally elected and qualified senator from the county of Kent, 
and that he had been duly elected to the constitutional office of 
speaker of the senate. Delaware, unlike most of the States of the 

nion, does not recognize and never has recognized the oftic> of 
lieutenant-governor, and devolves the duties usually attaching to 
that office on the speaker of the senate. 

By the constitution of the State it is provided— 

That upon any vacancy ha) in the office of governor by his death, 


removal, resignation, on inal ty, the speaker of the senate shal\ exercise 
the gates of the office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly 
qualifi 


April 8, 1895, the Hon. Joshua H. Marvil, the de e jure and defacto 
governor, died, and on the next day the Hon. William T. Watson, 


asenator from the county of Kent and speaker of the senate, took -| that 


the oath and began ex the duties of governor, and con- 
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tinued to do so thereafter. May 9, 1895, he entered th. sen; 
and, as a member of the joint convention of the two houses ,; as 
legislature, convened for the election of a United States <..,.. 
cast his vote. I have been unable to find that his vote was .,.)’ 
lenged until near the close of the session, or that any questi, 
was raised as to his right to participate in the deliberations ,,; the 
joint convention and vote for any eligible citizen he might ¢),,, 
until after the last ballot had been taken. . 
Mr. Watson states in an affidavit filed by him, which appears 
in the report of the majority of the Committee on Privileves anq 
Elections, that on his appearance in the joint convention 
William T. Records, speaker pro tempore, vacated the chair, ani )o +);. 
aftiant, took the same and presided over the senate until the hour for :)\,+,. 


+ 


houses to assemble in joint meeting arrived, and then announced the <.:). 4, 
proceeded, at the h of the senators, into the hall of the house of pop,, 
sentatives, where he presided oyer the joint assembly from the begiyninv + 
the end thereof, and voted upon all questions which arose during thio seosc). 
no objection having been e to his so presiding or voting until at or neg; 
time the last ballot was taken, when Senator Alrichs read a written protest 
against his right to so vote and preside. * * * , 


Senator Alrichs says: 


That after the last ballot had been taken in said convention of tho jo; 
assembly, after the houses separated, I, on behalf of myn and the | ‘ 
ameneee voting for the said Henry A. Du Pont, arose and presented a writtey 
pro ; 

It appears that whatever protest was made was an afterthought 
and was made for the purpose of paving the way to a contest jy. 
fore the United States Senate. 

The chief contention of Mr. Du Pont and the majority of tha 
Committee on Privileges and Elections is that there is an inherent 
inconsistency or incompatibility between the offices of governor 
and speaker of the senate, and that when Mr. Watson took the 
oath and began discharging or ‘exercising the duties of goy. 
ernor,” he thereby ceased to be a senator from the county of 
Kent and speaker of the senate, and became de jure and de facto 
the governor of the State, and the offices which he had theretofore 
filled became ipso facto vacant, and that at the time of the joint 
convention of the general assembly there were but 29 legal voters 
present, and Mr. Du Pont having received 15 of that number, he 
was legally elected United States Senator by 1 majority. This, 
I believe, is a fair, as it is a concise, statement of the case as pre 
sented by Mr. Du Pont, by his counsel, and by the majority of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senatorfrom Nebraska will allow me 
to say a word, I will say I am not aware, as one mem|:r of the 
committee, of having presented the case in that form, and | know 
of no other member of the majority of the committee who has as- 
serted as a dogmatic proposition that Watson not only became de 
jure and de facto governor of the State, as he did, but that his seat 
in the senate and his office as president of the senate beciiie abso- 
lutely vacant. The Senator knows very well that that is not the 
presentation of the majority report. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the logical consequence of the argument 
made by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good; it is entirely open to the Sena- 
tor, with his great logical powers, to say that that is his conclu- 
sion from the report, but he did not so state it. He asserts that 
that is the report, when it is not the form or the substance of the 
report. 

r.ALLEN. Mr. President, my feeble logical powers, and they 
are very feeble indeed, lead me to the belief that that is the lemt- 
mate deduction and conclusion of the majority of the committee 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to the Senator saying 
that, but that was not what he said. His presentation, as it will 
appear, for it is written, is that he asserts that to be a fair state- 
ment of the report itself. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it is. he 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thatis where the Senator and the majority 
of the committee differ. I only object because I do not like to ac- 
quiesce in so broad a statement as the Senator makes with ut pro- 
testing that it is unfounded. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Hampshire can always 
protest; that is to be . : 

I assume that the common-law rule that no man can exercisé 
the duties of two offices which are inconsistent or incompatible 
with each other is well established; but this rule, like al! rules, 
has its exceptions, and in my ju ent one of these exceptions 18 
found in the case here ted for our consideration. 

It should be remembered that at the time Delaware adopted her 
first constitution, August 27,1776, she was an independent and 
sovereign State and owed no ce to any other governinent, 
except that allegiance that all the colonies owed to 
Great Britain, and which had been severed in fact by the hevo- 
lutionary war. : | 

Substantially the only question which confronts us in this casé 
is, in my judgment, this: Did Delaware, ependent sover- 
eign State, have the power to declare by her fundamental law 

eee wad — an inconsistency oT incom; 
patibility in the duties of the of speaker of the senate 40 
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governor of the State, one of her eitizens chosen for one of these 
offices should, in case of a vacancy in the other by death or from 
any cause enumerated in the constitution, discharge the duties 
thereof until such time as the people themselves, in their primary 
capacity, should elect a successor to fill the vacancy? 

do not think it requires much argument or an extended dis- 
enssion to prove that an absolute, supreme, unrestricted, sover- 
eign State, such as Delaware was at the time, possessed that 
ywer. There is nothing in the history of English jurisprudence 
which can by implication be said to enter into the construction 
of the fundamental law of the State of Delaware that would pro- 
hibit her from devolving the duties of speaker of the senate and 
governor of the State upon the same individual, to be exercised 
by him at one and the same time, notwithstanding an incon- 
sistency or incompatibility between those offices. 

It should be borne in mind also that Delaware was a small 
State, sparsely settled, having a population not to exceed 40,000, 
blacks and whites, at the time. Her people were poor and she 
sought naturally the establishment of a government that could 
be efficiently administered and at the same time one that would 
not burden the ple by the payment of unnecessary salaries 
and by al official retinue. 

If it shall be conceded that this power resided in the State of 
Delaware by virtue of her sovereignty, the next question to be 
determined, in my judgment, is: Did she, by her fundamental 
law, devolve the duties of the office of governor, in case of a va- 
cancy by death or from any other cause enumerated in her con- 
stitution, on the speaker of the senate, and when the speaker of 
the senate began the discharge of the duties of governor, did he 
cease to be a senator and speaker of the senate, and thereby create 
yacancies in those offices, or did he discharge the duties of the 
office of governor by virtue of his office of speaker of the senate, 
and thereby retain the right to return to the senate and partici- 
pate in its deliberations at such time as he might think proper 
and until it finally adjourned? 

Delaware, by her first constitution, declared that the legislative 
branch of the Government should be composed of two distinct 
bodies that should meet once or oftener in every year, and that 
should be called “‘ the general assembly of Delaware.” One branch 
was known as “‘the house of assembly” and the other as ‘‘ the 
council.” The right of suffrage was recognized as residing in the 
people, and section 7 of the original constitution, in speaking of 
the president or chief magistrate of the State, as he was then 
called, provides: 

And on his death, inability, or absence from the State, the speaker of the 
legislative council for the time being shall be vice-president, and in case of 
his death, inability, or absence from the State, the speaker of the house of 


assembly shall have the powers of a president until a new nomination is made 
by the general assembly. 






The second constitution was formed in June, 1792. It followed 
closely on the lines of the first, and provides by section 5, Article 
II, as follows: 

Each house shall choose its speaker and other officers; and also each house, 


whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor, may choose a speaker pro 
tempore. 
Section 13 of Article V provides that— 


a vacancies : in either house writs of election shall be issued by 
eekers, respective 
shall by 


, or, in cases of necessity, in such other manner as 


for w; and the persons thereupon chosen shall hold 
their seats as penne Chose in whose stead they are elected might have done 
if such vacancies not happened. 


The Ls executive power was vested in the governor, whose 
office been from chief executive or president, and he 
was required to be chosen on the first Tuesday in October by the 
citizens of the State having a right to vote for ere in 
the counties where they resided, respectively, at the places where 
they were to vote for representatives. 


Section 14 of Article III provides that— 
On the death or resignation of the governor, or his removal from office on 
impeachment or for inability, the speaker of the senate at the time shall ex- 
the office of or until a new governor shall be duly qualified, and 
on the death or tion of the speaker of the senate the speaker of the 
- of at the time shall exercise the office until it be regu- 
v 


in a new governor. 
The schedule attached to this constitution provided— 


That the president— 
Referring to the chief magistrate under the first constitution— 


or in case of his death, inability, or absence from the State, the speaker of the 
legislative council at that time, and in case of his death, inability, or absence 
from the the speaker of the house of assembly at that time, shall re- 
ere the privy council, exercise the executive authority of the 
te until the ee January next. If the death, inability, or 
absence of the tshall happen after the first Tuesday of next October 
and before the first Tuesday in next January, then the executive authority 
Siroive upon the person who was speaker of the council at the next 
preceding TA the ae assembly, and I acne of a death, soatainy. 
upon the person who was speaker of the house of assembly at the 

said preceding session. 


The third constitution 


was formed by a convention which met 
November 8, 1831, 


and by it the legislative branch of the State 
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was continued in a general assembly, consisting of a senate and 
house of representatives, and it is provided by section 3, Article 
II, that— 

If the office of representative or the office of senator becomes vacant before 
the regular expiration of the term thereof, a representative or a senator 
shall be elected to fill such vacancy, and shall hold the office for the residue 
of said term. 

Section 5 provides: 

Each house shall choose its speaker and other officers: and also each house, 
whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor, may ch a speaker 
pro tempore. 

Section 12, following the thought expressed in the two previous 
constitutions, provides that— 

No senator or representative shall, during the time for which he shall have 
been elected, be appointed to any civil office under this State wh« 
have been created or the emoluments of which shall have beer 
during such time. 

Section 3, Article V, provides: 

No member of Congress, nor person holding any office under the United 
States or this State, shall exercise the office of governor 

Section 14 provides: 


Upon any vacancy happening in the office of governor, by his death, re- 
moval, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 








08e 


shall 
reased 


office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. Lf there 
be no speaker of the senate, or upon a vacancy happening in the office by his 
death, removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the house of repre 
sentatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by the people shall 
be duly qualified. If the person elected governor shall die or bec dis- 


qualified before the commencement of his term of office, or shall refuse to 
take the same, the person holding the office shall continue to exercise it until 
a governor shall be elected and duly qualified. If upon a vacancy happening 
in the office of governor there be no other person who can exercise said office 
within the provisions of the constitution, the secretary of state shall exer: 
the same until the next meeting of the general assembly, who shall imme 
ately proceed to elect, by joint ballot of both houses, a person to exer: 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly gualified 

These are all of the provisions of the constitution of Delaware 
bearing directly upon this case. The rules for the construction 
of constitutions are plain, and they are, with few exceptions, 
those applied in the construction of statutes, treaties, contracts, 
and wills. The object of construction is to arrive at the true 
meaning of the author of the instrument, whether that be a 
sovereign State, a legislative assembly, or an individual, and when 
the intention is discovered it becomes a bounden duty to follow 
it, whatever the consequences that flow from it may be. 

Of course, in the construction of a constitution we should have 
adue regard to the result; that is, such a construction should 
not be placed upon it as will lead to an absurd conclusion where 
it is capable of one that will lead to a rational and beneficial 
surpose. It must be so construed as to enforce and not to nul- 

ify it. It must be construed with liberality, but not with such 
liberality as will wrest it from its plain scope and purpose, 
or as will destroy it. If its language is plain and unequivocal, 
it must be construed as the language employed was under- 
stood at the time it was framed, and we are required to look at 
the people who framed it, their history and surroundings at the 
time it was made. If the language is plain and the purpose is 
clear, it must be carried into execution. If the language is ob- 
scure, we must seek not only in the language, but in the atmos- 
phere surrounding its enactment or creation, for the purpose of 
those who created it. Construction may be technically said to 
deal with the application of the language used in an instrument, 
while interpretation takes within its grasp not only the language, 
but the history of the times when the instrument was formed, the 
habits and purposes of the people as then understood, and from 
these sources, by construction and interpretation, their true in- 
tention must be ascertained. These are all of the rules for con 

struction necessary to be considered at this time. 

Applying these rules, we are to determine what the intention of 
the people of Delaware was in the formation and adoption of their 
several constitutions. By whom and how are the duties of the 
office of governor to be exercised or discharged when a vacancy 
is created by death, resignation, inability, or by any other unfore- 
seen event? 

By the language of the constitution it is plain that the duties of 
governor are devolved upon the speaker of the senate in case 
of a vacancy, in the first instance, and in a secondary instance on 
the speaker of the house of assembly. These duties come to the 
speaker by virtue of his office of speaker. If he had not been 
elected to the senate and speaker of the senate he could not 
have exercised the duties of the office of governor until such time 
as he might be elected by the people to fill the vacancy. He is re- 
quired to discharge these duties ex officio, that is, by virtue of his 
office of speaker of the senate. These duties are, so to speak, by 
force of the vacancy, superadded to the duties of the office of 
speaker, and he does not lose the office of senator and speaker by 
virtue of being required under the constitution to discharge or 
exercise the duties of the office of governor in the event of a va- 
cancy, notwithstanding the constitution provides for a speaker 
pro tempore when he is required to absent himself from the sen- 
ate to discharge the duties of governor. 
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I think it must be presumed that the people of Delaware were 
capable of using language in their constitution adequate to express 
their purpose, and they have distinctly said— 

That upon any vacancy happening in the office of governor by death, re- 
moval, resignation, or paler. the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 

If it had been their purpose to create a vacancy in the office of 
senator and therefore in the office of speaker of the senate by ele- 
vating the latter to the office of governorin the event of a vacancy, 
they would have said in clear and unmistakable language that in 
the event of a vacancy in the office of governor by death, removal, 
resignation, or inability, the speaker of the senate shall be gov- 
ernor, and they would not have said— 

That he shail exercise the office of governor untila governor elected by the 
people shall be duly qualified. 

The language of the constitution clearly distinguishes between 
the office of governor filled by a person elected by a popular vote 
and the speaker of the senate, who, temporarily, in the event of 
a@ vacancy in the former, is required to exercise or discharge its 
duties. 

Let us suppose that this constitution, instead of reading as it 
does—‘‘ That the speaker of the senate shall exercise the office 
until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified "—had 
read that ‘‘ The speaker of the senate shall discharge the duties of 
the office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly 
qualified.” According to our use of language at this time, the 
latter expression would have been clearer and more distinct, and 
yet I think the word “‘ discharge” has no ter force or signifi- 
cance than the word “ exercise,” which is the language of the Del- 
aware constitution and which means, in my judgment, that in 
case of a ae by death, or from any of the causes enumer- 
ated therein, in the office of governor, the speaker shall exercise, 
by virtue of his office of speaker, the duties of the office of gov- 
ernor until the vacancy shall be filled at an election by the people. 

Now, if this imterpretation of the Delaware constitution is 
correct, Mr. Watson was alwaysa senator from the county of 
Kent and was the de jure r of the senate, although the 
duties of the latter office were exercised by a speaker pro tempore 
at the time he was exercising or di ing the duties of gov- 
ernor, and he had a clear right when a United States Senator was 
to be chosen by a joint convention of the legilature of the Com- 
monwealth, te occupy a seat in the general assembly and cast his 
vote for any citizen eligible to that office. 

ened in my mind by the fact that in several instances in 
of Delaware speakers of the senate who were called 


strengt 
the history 
upon to discharge or exercise the duties of governor by reason of 
@ vacancy did return and resume their duties as legislators, and 
it must be presumed that they had a right to discharge the duties 
devolved upon them by virtue of that office. 


Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask him whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that in noone of those eases where the governor 
came back and acted as senator after the expiration of his guber- 
natorial term did he act as president of the senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes; my attention has been called te that, 
but I attach no significance toit. He was there by virtue of his 
office and to discharge its duties. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator stated that Governor Watson 
had the right to come in at any time and act as senator and also 
as president of the senate. 

r. ALLEN. I do not doubt it at all. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. He to cite the cases where after 

@ governor's term had he came back and acted as senator, 


not adverting to the fact that in no case did a governor resume | 


the office of ident of the senate. 
Mr. ALLEN. I attach nosignificance tothat whatever. If the 
of the senate returned to the senate and resumed his seat 
in that body, that is sufficient, in m pment, enn ee 
interpretation of the constitution of Delaware by its own people. 
That as a matter of fact he may not have 
liberations of the assembly or of the senate,in my judgment, is of 


no i whatever. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Nebraska 
allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the fact that he came back 
after his term as governor expired and resumed his seat im the 


senate is to be taken as a = eee a 
people of Delaware that he ari Senne: 


same time? 
Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President. When the 
ware permitted the speakers to return and resume , 


This conclusion is } 


ored. interpretation by a 
oF ita own duties, while not concInsive 


icipated in the de- | 


hile | must be exercised. 
no 


the senate as members of that organization that was not an inter. 
pretation of the constitution of Delaware, but an official interpr 
tion of the relation that the speaker sustained to the lezis).:;\., 
branch of the government, and the fact that he may not |)... 
participated im its deliberations after that event can not be |, 
to be an interpretation that he was not ex officio a member of ()\, 
organization. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to. ask one question yj.) 
there. Would the Senator from Nebraska hold that the fa. ;,. 
he did come back and resume his seat after he had ceased tv 
cise the office ef governor was a ition upon the part of the 
senate of Delaware or the people of Delaware that he had a y\_;); 
to come back while he exercised: the office of governor? 
Mr. ALLEN, I do not see that it militates against that pro). 
sition at all. I cam not understand where it does, 
Mr. GRAY. I will just say, if the Senator from Nebrask: \‘!| 
allow me, that it shows, and shows conclusively, that in the ())j)). 
ion of the senate, acquiesced in by the people of Delaware. t),or0 
was no vacancy in the office of senator created by the exervis. of 


the office of governor by the ‘ 
of But will the Senator from Dela. 


ta. 


if 


exer. 


Mr. MITC 
ware, if the ee oe ce allow me, hold that it 
any bearing at all upon other question, as to whether th» 
functions of senator were suspended so long as he exercise! {\\o 
functions of the executive? 
Mr. GRAY. Im the one casethereis a ition by the senate 
of Delaware that after the exercise of the office of governor t\. 
speaker who has exercised it may exercise the office of senator 
which he held when he assumed the exercise of the office of goy- 
ernor, and therefore there can be no vacancy; whereas the invre 
nonuser of his privileges or rights as a senator while he is exer. 
cising the office of governor is the individual act of the governor 
and may be : other reasons than that he considered 
there was any vacancy in the office. 

Mr.CHANDLER. After all, if theSenator from Nebraska will 
allow me, the weaknessof the argument seems to me to be evident 
when the Senator -—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not believe I caught the first statement of 
the Senator. What do I understand him to have said about the 


t? 
: Nr. CHANDLER. The Senator’s argument—I am harilly ¢on- 


scious that. I ventured to apply the term ‘‘ weakness” to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought I heard the Senator speak of the 
“strength” of my argument. 

Mr. CHAND . The weakness of the Senator’s argument. I 
said. I will withdraw the word and say the want of strensth in 
the argument is apparent when the Senator undertakes to show 
that because there are where he comes back after he 
ceases to be governor, therefore there are precedents that he may 
come back before he is governor, which is the whole of the cise. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave no doubtof that whatever. I will resume 


my argument. 

believe that this conclusion is strengthened by the further fact 
that there was no protest on the of any person against the 
right of Mr. Watson to cast his until after the last ballot had 
been taken, and that the contention of the claimant in this i-¢ 
is now made practically for the first time im the history of the 


case. 

The practical interpretation of those charged with the execution 
of constitutional power in the past. history of the State can not be 
i An of the Government 
m another department, 
always possesses great weight, and should be given due consider- 
ation, 


There are subordinate questions that might be considerc:! at 
this time, but perhaps after all rare not of any particular sig- 
nificance, and one undertaking to them at length might 


rtaking 
be with making a vain of knowledge. 
"be capresnted in the Congres the 
be but it is a right which must be 


with the clear requirements of constitu- 
safeguards. A State has power, within cer- 

, to the manner of choosing 'ts 
representatives in this Chamber. General Government |as 
a be, within certain the manner 12 


right to limitations, 
which the office of United States Senator shall be filled by a 5i:‘v. 


The right of a State to be represented in the United States Senit:, 
.| therefore, is not a right that may be exercised arbitrarily an‘ 


clear violation of its.own law, but it is a right which 

ised inconformity to law, and the applicant will hve 
here until he shall show that he has been legally chos1 
elected members of the general assc1'- 


of the 
State im to the requirements of law: and 


a 
F of ’ 
Uo the Stato his right and the right. of the State which he 


claims to represent become perfeet and can not be denied. 
If the State of Delaware failed to choose a United States Senaior 





4 


1896. 


in conformity tolaw to 
of the Hon. 





represent her at the expiration of the term 
Higgins, it was her fault and not the fault of 
ral Government,and she would have no right to ask us to 


ne who has not been chosen by a legal majority 
f her i To admit him under such circumstances 
eal be to break down one of the main safeguards of our con- 
stituti government, and impair, if not eventually destroy, 
the rights ofthe State. =. ce 
| fully agree with the majority of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections that evidence is not competent and can not be prop- 
erly received to contradict the journal of the joint convention or 
either branch of the legislature, and that competent evidence may 
be received to support the journal in such respects as it may be 
deficient or wherein it may be silent, but this question, in my 
view, is enti immaterial. I attach no importance to the fact 
that Mr. Watson failed during the month he was ‘‘ exercising the 
office of governor” to appea* in the senate and discharge the 
duties of a senator and speaker of the senate, nor %o the fact that 
he did appear but a few moments before casting his vote in the 
joint convention, for the election of a United States Senator. 
If, as I contend, the death of Governor Marvil did not make the 
ker of the senate governor, and therefore did not affect the 
offices of senator and speaker of the senate, but simply added ex- 
ional and extraordinary duties to be —_ — cies 
ee ee t Mr. Watson a in 
foe joint convention of the legislative assembly but a few mo- 
ments before ey owy im the vote for a United States Senator. 
The fact that he failed to discharge the duties of senator and 
er of the senate mi be construed in a very doubtful case, 
by one sadly in search of an argument to support his position, as 
a self-in of his duties under the constitution: but there 
seems to have been no doubt in his mind as to the office he actu- 
ally held, and at best this presumption would be of so inconclu- 
ive and uncertain @ character that it could have no weight in 
determining his real rights and duties. While engaged in dis- 
charging ex officio the duties of the office of governor the speaker 
might or not, as he saw fit, discharge the duties of senator and 
speaker. Im any event and under any circumstances he would 
Se te nes for having failed to do so, nor can we 
properly say that his failure in this respect created a vacancy in 


the office of senator and of the senate. He would no doubt 
be answerable to his constituents for a failure to ‘orm his 
duties, and he might have been required by the senate to 


attend its sessions when he could do so without detriment to the 

public service in discharging the su duties of governor 

created by the death of vernor il, or be subjected to the 

ty of contumacious conduct for a failure to do so, if his con- 

+ was willful and contumacious; but whatever view we take 

of this point in the case, it does not appear that Mr. Watson did 

not exercise or discharge the duties of governor by virtue of his 
office of speaker of the senate. 

It is further claimed the majority of the committee that 
section 4, Article III, of mt constitution of Delaware is 
conclusive against the right of Mr. Watson to discharge or exer- 
cise the duties of without thereby creating a vacancy in 
the office of speaker of the senate. The of the consti- 
tution is as 

No member of Congress or person holding office under the United States 
or this State “i quurciee the office of queasner. 

I do not think there is any conflict between this and the other 
provisions of the constitution which I have quoted. I think that 

must construe these i together, and by looking at 
ion determine the purpose of its 

this a ——— provisions. 
consecuenti optima interpretatio, 
ce the constitution must be brought into 
+ from the whole one uniform and consist- 
done, or, in other words, the construction 
entire instrument and not merely upon 


the people, although the immediate ob- 
meaning of anisolated clause. In short, 
instrument, aside from the diverse parts 
whole, and will give to each part its 
carry out the intention of the 


its 
lias eee between these constitu- 


construed as the majority of the committee 
Santee Geiemeesar the Mate woudl 
t te wou 

the duties of the executive 
i successfully urged, 
to ‘‘exercise the 

do so. In such an 
to or exercise the duties of 
the State would fail until 
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Suppose that Speaker Watson, on the death of Governor Marvil, 
had refused to “exercise the office of governor,” would it be con 
tended that there is any power in the State to force him to do set 
I do not think it can be so contended. 1 think he is permitted te 
discharge the duties of this office by virtue of his oftice of speaker 
and that we must conclude that this provision of the coustitution 


recognizes the exception I have named, and that it must be held 
to be am exception to the general rule laid down in tion 3, 
Article V. 

Section 4, Article TEI, and section 3, Article V, of the Constitu- 
tion properly construed would read thus: 

‘““ No member of Congress nor person holding office ander the United States 
or this State shall exercise the office of governor,’ except um any Va 
cancy happening in the office of governor by death, removal, resigna 1, Or 
inability the speaker of the Senate shall exercise the office until a governor 


elected by the people shall be duly qualified.” 


It is also well, in this connection, to bear in mind another rule 
for the construction of constitutions. It is this: General provi- 
sions of a constitution, like those of a statute, upon a subject must 
give way to specitic provisions on the same subject where there is 
a seeming conflict between the language of the two. This rule 
has no exception in English jurisprudence. The constitution of 
Delaware is specific in devolving on the speaker of the senate the 
‘* exercise of the office of governor until a governor elected by the 
people shall be duly qualified.” This rule is directly and clearly 
applicable to the construction of these provisions of the constitu- 
tion, and as thus construed there is no conflict between them. 

Mr. President, in the proper determination of this case we must 
take into consideration the Federal Constitution and statutes. 
Section 4, Article I, of the Constitution provides: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Rep- 
resentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof; but 
the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except 
as to the places of choosing Senators. 

It was settled in Ex parte Siebold, 100 United States Supreme 
Court Reports, 371 et seq., that the United States and the States 
have concurrent jurisdiction, within certain limitations, to regn- 
late the manner in which the Congressional delegation of the sev- 
eral States shall be chosen. It was argued in that case that the 
State must possess exclusive right to do so or that a conftict 
would arise between the two governments. The court, in reply- 
ing to this argument, said: 

No. clashing can possibly arise. There is not the slightest diMculty ina 
harmonious combination into one system of regulations made by the two 
sovereignties, any more than there is in the case of prior and subsequent 
enactments of the same levislature. 

Section 15, chapter 1, Title IT, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, provides, in substance: 


*> * € 


’ 


Each house shall openly * * * name one * * * and 
the person so voted for who reeeives a majority of the whole number of votes 
cast in each house shall be entered on the journal of that house by the clerk 


or secretary thereof. 

And that— 

At 12 o'clock meridian on the day following tha 
required to take place as aforesaid, the mem of the two houses shall con 
vene in joint assembly * * * and if the same person has received a ma- 
jority of all the votes in each house, he shall be declared duly elected Sena- 
tor. But if the same person has not received a majority of the votes in each 
house, or if either house bas failed to take yes as required by this 
section, the joint assembly shall then proceed to choose, by a viva-voce vote of 
each member present, a person for Senator, and a person who receives a 
majority of all the votes of the joint assembly, a majority of all the members 
elected to both houses being present and voting, shall be declared duly 
elected. If no persomreceivessuch majority on the first day, the joint assem 
bly shall meet at I2 o'clock meridian of each succeeding day during the ses 
sion of the legislature, and shall take at least one vote until a Senator is 
elected. 

It is quite clear that the person who claims to be elected a Sena- 
tor must receive a majority of all the votes of the general assem- 
bly, and that a majority of all the members elected to both houses 
must be present and vote. If he fails to receive this majority, or 
if a majority of the members elected to both houses are not pres- 
ent and do not vote, there will not be a legal election. 

Section 18 of the Revised Statutes requires the executive of the 
State— 


To certify his election under the seal of the State to the President of the 
Senate of the United States. 


And section 19 requires— 

That his certificate shall be countersigned by the secretary of state of 
the State. 

I think it can not be denied that Congress has the undoubted 
power to legislate on this subject. It has undoubted power to 
say that the person who seeks admission to this Chamber as a Sen- 
ator shall secure his election by a majority of all the votes of the 
joint assembly, and that a majority of all the members elected to 

h houses of the general assembly shall be present and partici- 

te in the vote. Congress also has power to prescribe the evi- 

e of title to a seat here, and having done so, I am unable to 

see how Mr. Du Pont can claim a seat in this Chamber without 
the evidence being in the form of a certificate issued by the chief 
executive of the State. 


rson 


ton which proceedings are 




















































It may be asked, what is to be done in case the governor or act- 
ing governor should refuse to sign the certificate of election? The 
remedy, in my judgment, in such a case is clear. This duty is 
ministerial, which a court of competent jurisdiction may enforce 
by mandamus-or other proper writ. It is not one of those duties 
which the court, as a coordinate branch of the government, can 
not control. It is the discharge of amere perfunctory ministerial 
duty imposed by statute, and not by the constitution, and is a duty 
which can clearly be enforced. 

It may be said that a case may arise where the forms of the 
law have been clearly observed, and the candidate having a 
majority of the votes of the joint convention of the legislative 
assembly, the governor will refuse to certify his election as pro- 
vided by statute, and the court of highest jurisdiction of the 
State will refuse to compel the governor by mandamus to issue 
the necessary certificate of election. That such a case could 
arise there can be no doubt; that it will arise where patriotic 
citizens are endeavoring to secure honest representation is not to 


pappeees. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to in- 
terrupt him at that point? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not know thatI correctly un- 
derstood the Senator from Nebraska. Did I understand him to 
claim that it was necessary, in order to entitle a person claiming 
a seat in the Senate of the United States to be admitted, that he 
should have the certificate from the governor of the State pre- 
scribed by the act of Congress? 

Mr. ALLEN, Not under all circumstances. 
tions, where it would not be required. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What would be the exceptions? 

Mr. ALLEN. Under the statutes, as they exist at this time—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator—— 


There are excep- 


Mr. ALLEN. Allow me to answer the question. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 
Mr. ALLEN. Under the statutes, as they now exist, he must 


have that certificate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. Waita moment. Ihave no doubt,if the appli- 
cant was duly elected and had appealed to a court of competent 
jurisdiction of his own State to enforce the issuance of a certifi- 
cate and that had been refused, that Congress, by virtue of its 
powers to determine the election and qualification of its own 
membership, would have the power to admit. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then does the Senator from Ne- 
braska hold, as the law now stands, if a person claiming to be 
elected as Senator from any State comes here without a certificate 
from the governor, and without having applied to the court for a 
mandamus to compel the issuance of a certificate, that then he is 
not entitled to a seat, no matter whether it is made to appear that 
he had a majority of the votes of the legislature or not? 


. Mr. ALLEN. ‘Thatis exactly what the Senator from Nebraska 
olds. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment further? 


Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In the first place, I want to state 
to the Senator from Nebraska that 


Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator is not going to make an argu- 
ment in the midst of my speech. 
The very able Senators who have 





Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
argued this case against . Du Pont admitted-in their printed 
arguments that a certificate was not necessary. 

r. ALLEN. I can not help that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of yy a That it was not necessary in this 
case. No member of the Senate on the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections who has op d the seating of Mr. Du Pont inade 
any suchclaim. In addition to that, there are Senators now hold- 
ing seats on this floor—and more than one—who came here with- 
out having the certificate of the governor and without havin 
applied to the courts for a mandamus to compel the issuance o: 
a certificate. 

Mr. ALLEN. All of which is wrong. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. So that the Senator from Ne- 
braska stands, as I believe, absolutely alone in the Senate on any 
such proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN, I think possibly this is the twentieth time in my 
—— as a Senator that I have been pointed out as the single 
individual who had the temerity to entertain an opinion contrar, 
to a long and illustrious array of statesmen, living and dead. 
{Laughter.] That has no terror for me. I am not 
my duties upon the opinion of the Senator from r. 
MITCHELL], nor of my friend from New Hampshire [Mr, CHanp- 
LER], nor am I meg a upon the opinion of my 
learned friend from Indiana [Mr. Turpie], who di 
question, nor from any bad precedents that the Senate may have 
heretofore set. 
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Mr. of Oregon. I thinkit is quite complimne 
to the Senator. It simply shows that he is wiser than all tic." 
of us put ther 


Mr. « Oh, yes. That is the conclusion that the Sen 
reaches. I am to be wheaten and driven from my positi: 
am to be driven from the conclusions that I have reache 
carefully analyzing this case as I could by being held wp as the 
wisest man in the te. Mr. President, I do not know but pri- 
vately I should like to accept that conclusion. I should not 4) it 
publicly. hter.] But Ihave read precedent after pr cedent 


whieh has ena een here 


d down in this Chamber since I have 
respect than I would have for a high. 


ator 


m; I 
4 by ag 


for which I have no more 
wayman, independent of that respect I am required to ha 


orderly conduct of the business of this Chamber. I } i to _ 
acts, but I have no t+ whatever for the execution. 
Mr. CHANDLER. r. President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not rise to taunt the Senator, as he 
seems to think the Senator from Oregon was disposed to do. I do 
not think he was. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Permit me just there. Does the Senator doubt 
that the Senator from Oregon was not sincere when he said I wag 
the wisest man in the Chamber? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihavenodoubthe thoughtso. [Laughter,] 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But he may have been mistaken, as the Sep- 
ator from Nebraska may be. 

This, however, is the point that I think the Senator is not insensi- 
ble to, and that is the great calamity that would befall this Senate if 
his doctrine were correct. The Senator from Florida [Mr. (4.1), 
who sits behind the Senator from Nebraska, has never had any 
gubernatorial certificate. 

Mr. ALLEN. He — to go back to Florida, then. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That Senator came here with nothing in 
the way of a certificate but the record of the Florida legislature, 
He was admitted on the prima facie en no one ever suggested 
that he ought to have the certificate of the governor; ani yet, if 
the Senator from Nebraska be correct, all these eloquent argu- 
ments on various subjects which the Senator from Florida has 
presented to the Senate have been absolutely all these years illegal 
and unconstitutional. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; he is a Senator de facto. 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
me to make a su i 

Mr. CHAND . The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
has the floor. 

Mr. PASCO, My colleague [Mr. CaL1] came here with the 
journal of the State legislature, which showed that he had re- 
ceived a majority of all the votes cast—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I must protest against-—— 

Mr. PASCO. While Mr. Du Pont comes here with the journal 
of the legislature of the State of Delaware, which shows that he 
received only 15 votes, when that same journal shows that 80 votes 
were actually cast. This is the difference between the two cases. 

Mr. HOAR. But one of the 30 votes which was cast was illegal, 
and therefore no vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. The whole case is whether there 
was one yoid vote. Everybody understands that. The issue now 
is on this new doctrine of the Senator from Nebraska, which I 
hope may prevail, if itis asound doctrine. Iam open tocunviction 
even by the Senator from Nebraska, that under no circumstances 
es Senator to be admitted here who does not either have 4 
gu torial certificate or has applied for a mandamus to g¢t It. 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly do not know what my distinguished 
and always amiable friend from New Hampshire means when he 
says he is willing to be convinced ‘‘even by the Senator from 
Nebraska,” unless he means that I am the last man in the Cham- 
ber who ought to convince him or who could convince him. 

Mr. President, these interruptions and these hypothetical cases 
have no terror for me, nor do I feel cularly humiliated by the 
charge the honorable Senator from Oregon Sauee against me, that 
I set up my judgment contrary to him and contrary to the judg- 
ment of other tors in this Chamber in the interpretation of 
my duty. It has been arule of my life to follow my own judg: 
ment in business affairs and in the interpretation of political and 
legal questions. I have been doing that at the bar now for pretty 
nearly twenty-seven years. I have reached almost the fiftieth 
milepost in my life, and I am too old now, after having been bora 
and reared in the wild and woolly West, where we.have our own 
way to a great extent, to subordinate my judgment, however a 
ble and feeble it may be, to the extremely scholarly and profoun 
and the Senator from New 
I must retain my own judgment, whatever the con- 
sequences may be. I now proceed with my argument. 
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